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Security Council 

SUMMARY REPORT QE ~~MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 • 

Veterans ~in_g_, Room ~14, Mal_ ~:_~ 1945, 11: 45 ~ •!!!.• 

The first meeting of Committee III/2 was convened by 
its Chairman, Jose Serrato (Uruguay) at 11:45 a.~. 

The Chairman presented to the Committee the Rapporteur, 
G. P. Arkadiev (U.S.S.R.), and tho Secretary, Leland M. 
Goodrich. 

1. Rules of Procedure 

The Chairman noted that the rules of procedure of the 
Conference had not yet been finally determined by the Steer­
ing Committee as voting arrangemcmts had not been settled. 
While the Committee's work will be governed by these rules, 
it might be assUJj1ed that the Committee was free to make such 
supplementary rules as it found necessary. 

2. Docunentation 

It was stated that the basic docur.1onta.tion for the Com­
mittee's work consis-ts of Chapter VIII, Section A, of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, and the relevant parts of the pro­
posals of the Chinese Government, together with the official 
observations and recomznendations submitted by the governments 
participating in tho Conference. It was added that the Sec­
retariat is co~piling an index of those observations and 
recommendations. 

In addition, it was suggested by the Chairnun, that, 
with a view to facilitating the work of the Comoittee, a 
subcommittee should be appointed to prepare a systenatic 
arrangement of the observations and recommendations of the 
participating governments. It was understood that copies of 
documents made available to such subcommittee would si~ul­
taneously be ~ade available to all me~bers of the Committee. 

544 -1-
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4 
Decision 

A subcommittee composed of the representatives 
of Bolivia, Chino., France, Turkey, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom, and United States 
was appointed to perform the above-mentioned function. 
The subcommittee was requested to meet ir.~odiately 
following the close of the meeting of the Committee, 

3. Schedule £[Meetings 

At the request of several members, who stated that their 
delegations were understaffed for committee work, the Secre~ 
tary was instructed to endeavor to arrange meetings of the 
Committee in such a way as to avoid conflicts of time with 
meetings of other committees, Suggestions were offered that 
the Committee should meet at the same hour on each day of 
meeting, and that, if possible, the duration of meetings 
should be fixe~ beforehand. 

4. Attendance 

The :r:tembers were requested to provide the Se.areto.ry 
with the names of delegates designated to attend the meetings 
of tho Conmittee. The Secretary requested that he be pro­
vided with the names of delegates designated ~s members of 
the Committee, and that in case an alternate is designo.ted, 
that he inform the Secretary or a member of his staff be~ore 
the meeting, in order to facilitate the keeping of records of 
attendance. Members representing certain states with a lioited 
number nf delegates explained that they would not be able to 
comply with this request, since they would have to arrange 
their attendance with relation to the number of committee 
meetings being held, The Secretary was instructed to take 
note of this explanation, It was agreed that tho previously 
submitted li~ts of delegates representing these governments 
on all committees would be sufficient for the purposes .of 
the request of the Secretary. 

5. ~ Meetins 

The next meeting of the Committee was_set for Monday, 
May 7, at an hour and place· to be announced. 

The -·chairman declared the meeting adjourned a.t 12&30 p.m. 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 
on lnternational Organization DOC. 102 (FRENCH) 

III/2/l 
MAY 5, 1945 

COMMISSION· III security Council 
Cgml te' 2 ' ReiJemen)Pacifigues 

<J.OMPTE-MNDU S0!4MAIR! DE LA ,PRE.MIERE. SEfANCE DU COMITE III~ • 

Veterans Building, Salle ~14 1 4 mai 1945, 11 h.45 

' I , I ' La ~emiere seance du Comite III 2 est ouverte a 
11 h.45 par sCln president, M. Jose Serrato (Uruguay) •. 

P , ~ I t Le resident presente au Com1t~ le rap~or eur, 
G.P: Arkad1ev (U.R.S.S.) et le secretaire, Leland M. Goodrich • 

. 1. R~glement 

Le President signale que le reglement de la Conference 
n'a pas encore ete adopte def1nit1vement par le Comite de 
Direction du fait que la question du mode de vote n'a pas 
ete r~glee. Les travaux du Comite seront diriges oonforme-

' ' Q I ment a ce reglement, mals on peut admettre que le amite 
est l1bre d •.adopter des r~glements complementaires a 1il le 
Juge necessaire. 

2. Documentation 
, 

La documentation qui sert de base aux travaux du Comite 
comprend le Chapitre VIII, Section A, des Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks, les amendements du Gouvernement chinois 
concernant ce chap'ltre ainsi que lee observations et 
reeommandations afficielles presentees par les ft.Ouvernements 
participant a la Conference. En outre le Secretariat est en 
train d'etablir un index de oes observations et recommandations. 

L~ President propose, pour, fac111t~r le t~avail.du 
Comi~e, de nommer un sous-oomite charge de preparer un tableau 
systematique des observations et recommandat1ons des 
Gouvernement~ Participants. Il est entendu que des exenpla1Tes 

- l -~ 
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6 
~ des documents dont d1sposera le sous-com1te seront m1s en 

~me temps a la disposition de tous les membres du Conite. 

Dle-1s1on 
.1. , ' "" , Le CoM1te des1gne a cet effet un sous-comite compose 

des representants de la~oliv1e, de laChine, de la France, 
de la Turquie, de ltUnion des Republiques socialistes 
sovietiques, du Royaume-Un1 et des Etats-Unis. Le sous-comite 
est prie de se reunir immediatement apr~s la seance du Comite. 

3. Hora1re des sennoes. 

A la denande d 1 un certain nombre de membres qui signalent 
1 , , ' t que eursdelegations ne p~ssedent pa~ un personnel s~f{isan 

pour le travail des cor.1ites, .le Secretnire est invite a 
fixer, ~uta~t que possible, l~a heures de seance du Comite 
de maniere a eviter que oes seances coincident avec celles 
d a , , , , 

es autr.e~ .omites. Il est propose que le Comite se reunisse 
toujours ala m~me beure, lea jours de seance et que la. 
duree de celle-ci soit f1xee, s1 possible, a 1 1 avance. 

4. Presence. 

Lea membres sont pries de oommuniquer au Seoretaire les 
d d 'l' , ,. ,. ,. noms ,es e egues designee pour assister ~ux seances du 

Comite. Le Secretaire demande qu 1 on lui renette les noms 
d d 'l' , , , , es e egues designee comme membres du Comite; au cas .. ' 1' , , , ou un supp eant serait designe, le secretaire ou un membre 
de son personnel devrait en ttre informe' avant 19. seance 
afin que }a liste de presence ·puisse tltre tenue a jour. , 
Les representqnts de certains Etats ayant un nombre limite 
d d

, , , ' .. 
e elegues expliquent qu 1ils ne pourront satisfaire a la 

demande du Secre'taire du fait que leur presence aux seances 
d , d , .. , epen ra du nombre des comites qui siegeront. Le Secretaire 
est prie de ~rennre note de ces observations. Il est adnis 
que le Secretaire se contera des 11stea ;lea rf''Jr~~s.sntnnts de ,. ; ... , , 
ces, ~ouvernements dans lea com1 tes 1 qui ont ete comrauniques 
precedemment. 

5. Proohaine seance. 

L h , c , , 1 a ~roc aine seance du omite est fixee au und1, 
7 ma1, a l 1heure et au lieu qui seLJnt indique'a, 

La ~eance >e'st J,evee -oar le President & 12 h.3o. 
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AGENDA FOR SECOND MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 
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(1) Report of Subcommittee III/2/A 

(2) Discussion of Relevant Amendments Proposed by 
Sponsoring Governmffi1ts (Doc. 2, G/29) 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

DOC. 159 (FRENCH) 
III/2/2 
MAY 9; 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 

881 

Com1t~ 2 Reglecente ·pao1t1ques 

6RDRE llillQQR 

Q! LA DEU~~IE!{S SEANCE ill! COMITE III/2 

Le 9 Y.a1 1945 ------
(l) Rapport du Sous-Cbmite III/2/A 

(2) D1seues1on des Amendements ~espectits 
proposes par les G~uvernements 1nv1tants 
(Dt'c. 2. G/29) 

7 



8 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 188 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/3. 
May 10, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT ~ SECOND MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

Veterans Building, Room .31!±., May 2_, ~~ 2:45 !!.·!!!· 

The second meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman, the Delegate of Uruguay, at 2:45 p.m. 

1. Preparation of Documentation for the Committee: Report 
£f. Subcommittee III/2/A -- -

The Chairman of Subcommittee III/2/A, the Delegate of 
China, stated that because the file of comments on the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals had not yet been completed, it was 
not possible to present to the Committee at this time the 
full report of Subcommittee III/2/A. It was explained that 
the report would consist of a systematic classification of 
the basic materials for the work of the Committee: (a) the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, Chapter VIII, Section A; (b) the· 
amendments presented by the sponsoring governments; (c) the 
comments and amendments of the other participating govern-· 
ments; (d) amendments to other parts of the Proposals which 
have a bearing on the substance of Chapten VIII, Section A. 
T~e report, it was stated, would be presented to the Com~ 
mittee as soon as possible. 

2. Consideration 2f Amendments Proposed £z the Sponsoring 
novernments . 

The Chairman explained that, while.the full documen­
tation, systematically arranged, was not yet available, it 
was possible to proceed immediately to consider the amend­
ments proposed by the four sponsoring governments. 

The Delegate· of the United Kingdom presented the 
following exposition ot the amendments to the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals proposed by the sponso~ing governments: 

(a) 

978 

New .Paragr~ph to be inserted before paragraph 1, 
Sect1on A· (Doc. 2, G/29, p. _3). 
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The purpose of this amendment was to give the Security 
Council, at the request of the parties to a dispute, the 
power to make recommendations concerning its settlement, 
even if the dispute was not of such a character as to con­
stitute a threat to the peace. Under the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals the Security Council did not possess authority 
to deal with suc.h secondary disputes, and it had been 
thought desirable thus to broaden its competence. 

(b) Additional sentence in paragraph 2, Section A 
(Doc. 2, G/29, pp. 3-4). 

This amendment, it was stated, was clear as_ it stood, 
It required a nonmember state to accept the obligations of 
the Charter in case it brought any dispute to the attention 
of the General Assembly or Security Council. 

(c) Revision of paragraph 4, Section A 
G/29,· p, 4), 

(Doc, 2, 

The changes suggested were intended to clarify the 
intent of the paragraph as originally drafted. That ·inten• 
tion was that in case of a dispute not settled by the terms 
of paragraph 3, ·or by recommendations of the ~ecurity Couneil 
under paragraph 5, the parties should be obligated to refer 
it to the Security Councj.l with the object of obtaining a 
peaceful settlement. The Council then might recommend the 
employment of one or more of the procedures of paragrap~ 3, 
or it might itself take cognizance of the dispute and recom­
mend the solution which it deemed appropriate. The Security 
Council could thus not only recommend procedures; it might 
make recommendations as to the actual terms on which the 
dispute should be settled. 

(d) Deletion of paragraph 7, Section A, and insertion 
of a new paragraph following paragraph 6, Chapter 
II (Doc. 2, G/29, p, 4, 2), 

It was stated that this amendment was not meant to 
involve any departure from the original intention of para­
graph 7. That intention was to exclude issues of domestic 
jurisdiction from the application of paragraphs 1-6 of 
Section A, but not from the application of Section B of 
Chapter VIII. The change was suggested because it appeared 
that there were parts of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals other 
than the first six paragraphs of Chapter VIII, Section A, 
which had a bearing on this point. It was considered advis­
able to extend the exclusion of issues of domestic juris· 
diction to all parts ·of the Proposals, with the continued 
exception of Chapter VIII, Section B, the exception of 
which it was desired to make explicit. ' 

978 -2 .. 
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The Delegate of France presented the following observ­

ations on tho exposition which had been made of the amend­
ments proposed by the sponsoring governments: 

(o.) The suggestion wo.s made that in the interests of' 
precision it might have been advisable if Chapter VIII, 
Suction A, had been reconsidered as a whole, rather tho.n 
revised in part. 

(b) It was observed that those disputes which did not 
involvo threats to tho peace might still be of such impor­
tance that procedures for their settlement should receive 
fuller consideration than that g~ven in Chapter II, para­
graph 3, of' the Dumbo.rton Oaks Proposals and in the f'irst 
of tho proposed amendments referred to by the Delegate of 
tho United Kingdom. 

(c) The question wo.s asked whether the Security Council, 
in order to take cognizance of o. dispute unde-r paragraph 1, 
wo.s finally dependent upon agreement between the parties. 

(d) In tho proposed revision of paragraph 4, tho 
desirability of clarif'ying the meaning of' the word "recom­
mend" was suggested. Wore the parties to a dispute to be 
bound by the recommendation of the Security Council, or 
would they retain their freedom of action? Reference wo.s 
made to Chapter VI, Section B, paragraph 4, o.nd the question 
was raised whether a recommendation of tho Security Council 
would be o. "decision11 in the terms of tho.t paragraph. 

(c) A change in the order of procedures of peaceful 
settlement was proposed so that in case of' o. dispute ref­
erence should be made, first to the Court of International 
Justice, then to other appropriate procedures, and finally 
to consideration by the Security Council. 

Tho meeting adjourned at 4:55·p.m. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comi te' 2 ' Reglements Pac1f~quea 

COMPTE-RE~DU RESill~E 

DE LA 5ECONDE S~~CE DU COMITE !II/2 

Veterans Building, salle 314J ~ Mai 1945, !! h 45 

President: Le Delegue' de 1 1 Uruguay 

1. ~r~para~lon de la documentation a 11 usage du Com1te: 
~.P..P9r't;; dt! S:ms-Comite III/2/A 

Le President du Sous-Com1te III/2/A, Dele'gue de la 
Chine, declare que la documentation concernant-lea commen­
tairea sur les Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks n 1 etant pas 
encore terminee, le Sous-Comite III/2/A n1 est pas encore 
en mesure de presenter d~a maintenant un rapport complet. 
Le rapport ne contiendra .qu 1 une classification systemati­
que des mate'riaux d~ base sur leaauels travaillera le Co­
mite': (a) les Propoai tiona de Dumbarton Oaks, Chap1tre VIII, 
Section A; (b) les amendem6nts presentee par les Puissan­
ces invitantes; (c) lee coa~entairea et amendemantsddes 
autres gouvernements participant a la Conference; (d) lee 
amendements aux autres parties des Propositiomqui por-
tent sur le fond du Chapitre VIII, aection A. Ce raP-
port sera present e au Com1 te aussitt>t que possible. 

2. E~~~~.de~ amendemen~~ prQpq~4~ P~P. le~ Pu~s~~nces 
1nv11iaot e_e .• 

Le President considere que,,pu1squ 1 ~n ne dispose pas 
encore de la documentation c8mplete systematiquement clas-

# # I see, on peut tout au mains abordsr 1mmed1atement 1 examen 
des amendements propose's par lea quatre Puissances invi­
tantes. 

Le Dele'gue du Royaume-Uni presente 11 expose suivant 
sur lea amendements en question: 

979 

(a) Nouvel alinea a inserer avant l'aline'a 1 de 
la Section A (Uoc. 2, G/29, p. 3). 

Le but de cet amendement est de donner au Canseil 

- l-
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12 , , ~ , 
de Securite, sur la demande des parties interessees, pou-
voir de faire des recommandations pour regler le diffe­
rend, m~me s 1il n 1 est pas de nature a constituer une mena­
ce pour la paix. Le texte originel aes Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks ne donnait pas au Conseil de Securite au­
tori te pour re'soudre des 11 tiges secondaire a de cet ordre; 
on a Juge desirable d1 ,largir sa compltence. 

( ) ' , , b Phrase additionnelle a 1nserer dans l 1 alir.ea 21 
Section A. (Doc. 21 G/29, p. 4) 

Cet amendement est parfaitement clair eous sa forme 
actuelle. Il exige qu'un Etat non membre accepte lee 
obli~ations de la Charte s'il vient a soumettre un liti­
ge q~elconque devant l'Assemble'e Generale ou le Conseil 
de Se-curi te. 

(c) Revision de l 1alinea 4, Section A (Doc. 2 G/29, 
p. 4) 

' Lea changements suggeres sont destines a rendre plus 
claire l 1 intention de cet alinea. Cette int&nt1on etait 
que, dans le cas 0~ un ~ifferend n'etait pas regle par 
les moyens indiques. au para~raphe 3 ou par des reco:-,manda­
tions du Conseil de Securite indiquees au paragraphe 5, 
les parties seraient dans l 1 obligation de le r~nveyer de­
v~nt le Conseil de Securite afin qu'il parvienne a un 
reglement pacifique. Le Conseil uourrait alors racomman­
d~r l'emploi de 1 1 une ou plusieurs des procedures expo­
s~es au para~aphe 3 1 ou bien prendre connaissance lui­
meme du differend et recommander la solution qu 1il esti­
~rait appropriee. Par consequent, le Conseil de Securite 
pourrait nQn seulement faire des recommandations sur la 
P\Ocedure a suivre, mais encore sur l~s termes m~mes du 
reglement.du litige. 

(d) Suppression de l 1alinea 7, ~ection A, et inser­
tion d 1 un nouvel alinea apres le paragrap>e 6, 
Chapitre II (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 2 et 4. 

Oet amendement n1a pas pour but d'impliquer qu'on 
doive s 1 ecarter de l'intention qui' avait inspire la re­
~ction de l 1alinea 7, Section A. Cette intention etait, 
a 1 1 egard des differends relevant de la Juridiction· na­
tionale de l'Etat interesse, de ·lew e.xclure de 1 1appl1ca­
tion des alineas l a 6 de la Section A, mais non pas de 
11application de la .Section B du Chapitre VIII. On .a sug­
gere·cette modification parce qu'il est apparu qu1il y 
avait certaines parties des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 
en ii.ehors des six uremiers alineas du Chapi tre VIII, 
Section A, qui concernaient cette question. Cn a estime . . 
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' opportun d 1 etendre a toutes les parties des Propositions 
l 1 exclusion des que~tions rel~vant de la competence na­
tionals de l'Etat interesse, a l'unique et constante 
exception du Chapitre VIII, Ssction B, exception qu'on 
a Jugee desirable de formuler explicitement. 

Le Delegue de la France presente les observati~ns 
su1vantes sur les explications qui ont ~te donnees ~ 
propos de ces amendements des Puissances 1nvi tantes:• 

(a) ADana l 1 interet de la,prec+sion, il sugb~re qu 1 il 
pourrait etre opportun.de proceder a un ~ouvel examen d 1 en­
sembl~ du_Chapitre VIII, Section A, plutot que d 1 en faire 
une revision partielle. 

(b) Lee differends q~i n 1 impliquent pas une menace 
centre la paix pourraient etre cependant d 1 une importance 
telle que la procedure qu'll convient de leur appliquer 
devrait faire l 1objet d 1un examen plus approfond1 que 
celui qui est indique au Cha.pi tre II, aline a 3, des ·Propo­
sitions de Dumbarton Oaks et dans le premier des amende-

1 
, , , 

ments que v ent de commenter le Delegue du Roy&~me-Uni. 

(c) La question se pose de savoir si le Conseil de 
Securite doit dependre finalement de l 1accord entre les 
parties afin de prendre connaissance d'un differend 1 confor­
mement a~x dispositions de l 1 a1inea l. 

(d) Dans 1a nouvel~ redaction proposee pour 1 1a1i­
nea 4, i1 semble desirab1e de preciser 1e sehs du mot . 
11 recommander 11 • Les parties e.ux differends seront-elles 
tenues par la recommandation du Conseil de Securite ou 
conserveront-elle s leur liberte d' action? Le Delegue- de 
la F~ance signale a ce propos 1e Chapitre VI, Section B, 
a11nea 4, et pose la question de savoir ei une recomman­
dation du Conse11 de s6curite sera une 11 dec1sion 11 aux 
sene qu 1 on donne a ce terme dans cet alinea 4. 

, (e) Il,propose qne modification dans 1 1 ordre de pro­
cedure des regleme~ts pacifiques, de te1le sorte qu'un 
litige soit ren~Gye tout d 1abord devant la Cour de Justice 
Interne.tionale, puis e.ux autres organismes appropries, et 
en dernier lieu Soumis a 1 1 examen du Conseil de Secur1te. 

L , , " a seance es.t levee a 16 h 55 

979 
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The United Nations Confer:ence 
on International Organization 

DOC. 213 (FR., ENG.)• 
III/2/5 
MAY 11, 1945 

COMMISSION III Securi_ty Council 
Comit~ 2 R~gJ.ements Pa.cifiques des diff~rends 

1054 

(1) 

(2) 

(1) 

(2) 

ORDRE DU JOUR 

~ ~ TROISIEME SEANCE DU Q.QM.ITlf. III/2 

lJ. 11lai 194S 

Reprise de la. d:l.scussion g&n~ra.le des a.mendements 
~ropos~s par les Gouvernements invltants 
\Doc. 2/ G/29) 

Discussion d.~ta.ill~e de ces a.mendements 

AGENDA FOR THIRD l.ffiE~ OF COMJ."'l!TTBE III/2 

~y g, 1945 

Continued general discussion of the amendments 
proposed by thEJ sponsoring governments {Doc. 2, 
G/29) 

Consideration of these amendments in detail 

*cCette seance etait d'abord fixee pour 1e 10 mai 1945. L'Agenda 
pour cette date avait 1e numero Doc.19l III/2/4. 
This meeting was originally scheduled for May 10,1945. The 
Agenda for that date was numbered Doc.l9l III/2/4J 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 274 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/6 
May 14, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT QE THIRD MEETING QE COMMITTEE III/2 
Veterans Building, ~ 314, May g, 1945, 8:30 p.m. 

The third meeting of the Comm:i.ttee was opened by the 
Chairman, the Delegate of Uruguay, at 8:30 p.m. 

1. Corr:i.genda in Documentation of the Committee 

The Secretary called attention to two mistakes in the 
Report of Subcommittee III/2/A (Document 207, III/2/A/3): 

(a} 

(b) 

the word "methods" in line 4, r.age 6, should be 
replaced by the word "measures'; 

on page 7 the statement which precedes the word 
"Finally,lt in the citation under "Belgium", 
should be omitted. 

2. Procedure 

Decision: In order to expedite the work of 
the Committee, it was-decided to-consraor-­
mle:pter VIII, ~~on A, paragrapli by para-
graph. · 

It was recognized that this procedure might curtail 
general discussion, but it was emphasized that each dele­
gation would be free to prosent a.ny suggestiqn or amendment 
in connection with the consideration of the appropriate 
paragraph. Further, the Chairman stated that the Com~ 
mittee would not vote at this time on the definitive 
text of any paragraph, but only on the general principles 
raised-. 

3. Amendment Proposed £l Sponsoring Governments~~~ 
Paragraph 1 

1244 

Decision: Tho Committee adopted, Ql a vote of 31 
to o, subje~to study a.nd rocomme:ruia't1~a­
OFa?tins subcommittee !! ~ precise wording and 

-1-
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the place of the parn~raph in the article, the 
Ii"mT paragr·i1Pb· propose by tile sponsor:Lng govern­
ments f~ insortion bef()ic-~ragraph 1 of rrection 
A of Cnaptor VIII (Dvc. 2{ G/29, E· 3;.arso in 
TI'oC,'" ~07, III7'27A/3:-"P. "'JJ .-- - - ----...-- --

It was suggested that the drafting subcommittee might 
consider tho problem of the order of the Counc:i.l' s procedure, 
since investigation ought to pr·ecede "recommendations", 
which would come first in the text as voted. 

4. Paragraph l:_ 

In the discussion of this paragraph, four proposals 
were brought to the attention of the Committee: 

(a) The Delegate of Bolivia pl"esented an amendment to 
paragraph 1, concerning the competence of the Couneil to 
prevent the development of situations which might endanc;er 
peace (Doc. 2, G/14 (r), p. 8; also in Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, 
p. 4-5). 

(b) The Delegate of Canada questioned the desirability 
of the present arrangement vrhich, apparently, made it possi­
ble for one of the permanent members of the Council, even 
though not a parvJto the dispute, to block the process of 
peaceful settlement through use of its veto. The Delegate 
from Canada also suggested the des:irability of clarifying 
the power•s of the Council :i.n investigating the nature of a 
dispute! 

(c) The Delegate of Norway presented an amendment to 
paragraph 1, concerning requests by thC; Council for advisory 
opinions on legal questions (Doc. 2, G/7 (n)(l), p. 6; also 
in Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, p. 5). 

(d) The Delegate of Franc~ presented an amendment to 
paragraph 1, concerning the attc..·ntion to be given by the 
Council to respect for h•eaties (Doc .. 2 G/7 (o), Part II, 
p. 3; also in ~c. 207, III/2/A/3, p. 5j. In the discussion 
of this amendment, the question was. raised whether the amend­
ment might not more appropriately come within the jurisdiction 
of another committee. It was suggested in particular that the 
amendment would be most suitably placed either in Chapter I 
or in Chapter II, rather than in Chapter VIII. 

1244 

Decisions: 
(a) Paragraph 1 of the DWnbarton Oaks Proposals 
~ adoptea 'Oy' ~ vote of 28 to g. 
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(b) 

{c) 

The general ideas contained in the amendments 
QreSented by the Delegates or-BOirvia and 
!!oft2~ werea'i?i)r"ov6d, oy votes- of 17 to 3, 
an 'fO'"'TI", respecti very' and referred to . 
Tile proposed draftftg subcoiiiiillttee for cOri­
Siaeration along-wl paragraph l· --- ---
Consi-deration of the amendment p!•esented by 
me-Delegate or-France-was postponed, by a­
vote of 20 to'"1J, until 'tfie hext meetingol" 
'UiE3CommiTtee, -when it TStO'be the firsr 
1 tem on "Tile age:na:a:- - - - - -

The meeting adjourned at 11:30 p.m. 

17 



18 

71w United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc_ 274 (FRENCH} 
III/2/6 
May 14 1 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Cgmitf 2 R§glement pacifique 

PROCES-VERBAL DE LA TROISIEHE SEANCE DU CO!UTE IIIL2 1 

tenue au Veterans Build~, Chambre 314, le 11 Mai 1945,~ 20h30 

La. troisieme seance a.u Comite est ouverte par 1e PreRi­
dent, 1e De1egue de 1 1Uruguay, a 20 h.~O. 

1. Errata dans la documentation du_Comite 

Le Secretaire signale deux erreurs dans· le Rapport du 
Sous-Comite III/2/1 (Doc. 207, III/~/A/3, en an~lais): 

(a) Le mot 11 methods 11 a la quatri8me ligne de la page 
6, dolt etre remplace par 1e mot 11 mPasures 11 ; ' 

(b) A la page 7, le passage qui precede le mot 11 f1Q.ally 11 

dans la citation EJous le titre "Belgium" dolt etre 
su-pprime. 

2. Procedure 

DP,cision: Afin de hater 1es travaux du Comite, 
, --:-r--: - - -11 e~t decide d 1 examiner ]& Chapitr~ VIII, 

Section&, paragranhe par pa~agraphe. 

Il. est admis que cette procedure -o'ourra abreger l.a dis­
cussion genera1e~ mais i1 est specifitr·que chaque -Delegation 
sera libre de presenter tous les arnendements ou suggestions 
qu 1 elle voud~a, pendagt 1 1 exarnen du para~raphe pertinent. En 
outre, le President declare que le. Comite ne vdtera pas pour 
le moment sur le texte definitif d 1 un paragraphe, mais seu­
lement sur les principes generaux rnis en cause. 

3. Amendement propose par ~ Puissances Invitantes -oour yn 
houv~au pa~agraPhe 1. · . 

1245 

Decision: Le Comite adopte, par ~1 ~ centre zero, 
sous reserve d 1une ~tude~ dTUne recommandation 
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nqr un Sous-comite de redaction en ce aui concerne -......,-.::---- - ---la redaction exacte et la nlace du para~raphe dans 
J:TPtrticle 1 lf. nouveau w.ragrl}nhe Pr0£08f' Dar les 
Puissances Imri tentes, g insPrer a"ant le naragra­
.12.h§. I .Q..§. ,la Section b:_, illJ. Cha-oi tl'e VIII .. (Q.Q_Q.. g, 
QLgg, ~.Q, !! ~oeu~efit 207, I!I/2/A~~rt ~nslais 
seulement. 

Il est propose oue le Sous-Comit¢ de r~daction examine la 
question de 1 1ordre dans leauel devront figurPr les termes dRns , , , l...... "" , la procedure du Conee11, ete.nt donne que 1 enquete devrai t nre-
ceder les rP.COmmandations, nui viendraient en prPmier lieu dans 
le te~te tel qu 1il a ete voie. 

4. Paragraphe 1 

Au cours de la di~cussion de ce paragra~he, quatre propo­
sitions sont soumises a 1 1 attention du Comite: 

(a) Le D~legue de la Boll "ie pres,ente un amendement au 
paragraphe I, concernant la competence du Oonseil pour Bmtra­
Vf'r le developpement de situations pouvant mettre la paix en 
danger (Doc. 2, G/14 (r), p.?, at Ducum,:-.nt 207, III/2/A/3, 
pp.4-5 du texte anglais). 

19 

(b) Le Delegue du Canada critique l'arrangement actuel qui 
semble-t-il, permettrait a 11 undes membres permanPnts du Con­
sell, meme non partie au differend, d 1arreter le fonctionnement 
du regl~ment pacifique par son veto. Le Delegue du Canada 
estime egalement qu 1 il se·-ai,t 801J.hRi tf'.ble de ... determiner clai.­
rement les pouvoir8 du Conseil dans son enouete ~ur la nature 
du differend. · 

(c)Le Delegue de la Norvege Propose un amendement au pa­
ragr~:ohe I 1 concernant les o.em!'tndes d 1 ,_vis consnl tatifs pre­
sentees par le Conseil sur des questions juridioues (Doc~ 2, 
G/7 (n) (1), p.6, et Document 207, III/2/A/3, p: 5 du texte 
a.ngla.is). 

(d) Le Delegue de la Frqnce propose un a.mendement au 
Paragraphe I, concernant 1 1attention oue devra donner le ConRe11 
~u respect des traites, (Doc. 2, G/7 (o) I ~artie II,p.3, et 
Document 207, III/2/A/3 1 p.5 du texte angla.is). Au cours de la 
discussion de cet a.mendement, la question s 1 estposee de savoir 
si 1 1amendement ne relev€'!rait P9.sPlutot de la competence d 1un 
autre Comite. On Dt\f1£!Prf' notainment que cet atpendement .4evrrt1t 
figurer au Chapitre 1 vu au Ch~nitre II, Plutot qu 1au C~~nitre 
VIII. - . 
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1245 

Decisions: 
(~J Le Pai:~J;>aphe 1 d,~s I:rQI>os1tions QJ=J ~.J.lJD.'b.ertan 

OM.~ ~st adQ::;>te par 2S m1.x ~.n..t.r.e 2. 

(~) Les 1dees ~eaPra1es incorporees ~ ~ ~­
dements :oresentes ~ .lf:..a De1eg.u€A .de .la. Bali yie ..at .de 
1a Norvege sont aPnrouvees par 17 voix centre 3 et 
~4 voix con~o resnective~t-et~erees au-Sous­
~rn~de redaction nropose nour-qu 111 ies exam~en 
~ te!iiPs ~ le naragranhe-r:- -- -

(c) !1 est decide, ~ar ~ voix centre~~ que 1 1 exa­
~ de J.:Tarnen?-ement· presente par 1e Deleglie o:e-ra l"r=mce 
ser~ qjourne a Ia Aeance suiv~e-auCorn1te, 8Ur-I 1 ordre 

Cli:ijour de laoueJ.Ie 11 n.:g-urera en '6rem1er. --- ~ - ------
L , ~ .. 

a seance est leve a 23 h. 30. 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 268 (ENG., FR.) 
III/2/7 
May 13, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

AGENDA ~ FOURTH MEETING .QE_ COMMITTEE III/2 

May 14, 1945 

(1) Consideration of amendment to paragraph 1, Chapter 
VIII, Sectlon A, p:'oposod by the French Government 

(2) Consideration of eMendmnnts proposed by governments 
to paragraphs 2 and following 

ORDRE QQ JOUn 

DE LA QUATRIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/2 

le 14 Mai 1945 ---...--
(1) Cons1de~at1on de l 1amendement au,paragraphe 1 du 

Chap1tre VIII, Section A, pr~pose par le Gouver­
nement de 1a Frane~ 

(2) Consideration des amendements ~roposes nar les 
d1v~rs gouvernements aux paragraphes 2 et ~ul­
vants 

1220 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 321 (ENGLISH)• 
III/2/9 
May 15, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
CommHtee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPOR! OF FO'Q"RT!i ~E'riNG OF COMMITTEE III/2 
Veterans Building, Room ~~ May 14, 1945, .3. ~. 

The fourth meet1.ng of the Committee was upened by 
the Chnirmnn, the Dclegcte of Uruguay, at 3 p.m. 

1, Parogrnph! of Chnpter VIII, Section! 

<'.1 • ~ronch Arnendme~ (Doc. E.' g}J_ ( o), Part II, E. ~) 
a~~ it!. Do..£.. 2G_j_ ( !J1Glish), III7gj Yl, E.· !i) 

The Del0gnte of Fronce, without abnndoning the purpose 
of: the French nmendment to p::'l'Bgraph 1, asked that its dis­
cussion by Cvmmittee III/2 be deferred, since it was being 
discussed favorably in cnoth0r committee. 

b Mexicnn Amendment. ( !?.2..9.· £ gjz ( _g_) OJ, E.· 12; 
nlso in D(?.£.· 2~ (Enr:;lish~, III/V.YJ.., £.· iT" 

Tho Dolognto of MGxico, after Colling the attention of 
the Comrnittuo to tho dosirnbility of increasing tho com­
potence of the 1\.ssombl y in connection ivith the procedures 
of pacific sGttlcmcnt, w-ithdrew the Mexican amendment to 
paragraph 1. 

c. Ecu~doran Amendment (Doc. 5_, Q/7._ (E.), EE.. 41-ll; 
also in Do~. 20'( (English), III7~/&f.3_, E.. !} 

Decision: In view of the absence of·the 
Delegate ofEcl'Ui:dOr-, -cons1derHt1on s;f' the 
Ecuadoran amendment to paragraph ! ~ 
defel'rod to ~ later meeting. 

The suggestiorr was made that this amendment fell more 
properly within the jurisdiction of Committee II/2. 

1376 -1-
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2. Pn:rnerc:l2E_ g_ of Chapter VIII, Section ! 

a. Bu1 i vi an Amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 ( r), I?_. 2_; 
}n. Doc .-g_-T:Engl..iSh), lTYV~TJ..-;-p_.-12) 

~ec~s~on: It was agreed ~ postpone 
discussion 01.' this amendment, without 
12Fe Judi9e to tl~~ rip1l_1_ o:t.:_ }:he pelegafe 
of Bolivia to r&auest its consideration 
at" g_ later meetirig. . --

also 

It wns suggested tllat this amendment fell more 
prop .. :rly wi th1n the juri sdi.ct.io::J. of Committee IV /2, 
although it was recognjzAd that if the general princi­
ple of tr0aty revision were incorporat6d in the Charter, 
procedure~ for its application would probably receive 
con.sldorF.ltion in Committee III/2. . 

b. ~!,?lo}?ia~ Am~ndment~ (Dc)c. ?:_, ~14 (£1), ~· ?_; 
aJ so in_ Do~~?_.t?-t .i!OI rEll_eli s~1 , IJ_..JBLAr 3, E.· .2) 

The Delegate of Ethlop:ia st.nted that the purpose of 
this mnendmont vms to cla.rlt'y t.hc l!'lGilning of' paro.gr·aph 2, 
particulrn·ly as cohcorned tb.e wo:t•ds 11 brinp;. . . tu the atten­
U.on of" ("dtiror l'ottention de").:-*It \vDs not clear, 
he sto.tod, ivhethor the Gt:noro.l Astembly or the Socuri. y 
Cc•uncil wo.s i..ntended to make a decision in ceso .s disput;e 
wo.s brought to l ts nttenttun under this paragr•o.ph. 

'I'he Dolcgntc of Vcnezne:l n not.::d thct the sccond of 
the two Ethiopian omondmonts ra:!.sed n question of sub­
st~:mce, s:i,.nce J.ts adoptic:m mJe;ht m.:Jke it possiblG for 
the Gener::<l Assembly or J· c~u·J. ty Cotmcll, c.::.; cnviG.:J.::_; ... Hl .• ·,~· 
:i.n pnrngreph 3, to intervene in t:'. dispute bef'o.re the 
possibilJ ty of n solution by prelimin,'lry moans had been 
f-ully explored. This point of v.i.ew wos supported by 
sovorrl other delog~tes, end tho Delegate of Ethiopia 
thor(mpon stnt0d that the :r;urpose of the amendment wcs 
purely fc•rmol, c.nd net substr·ntive, and wo.s intended only 
fen' purposes uf clr:rJfj_cntion. · 

Decisirm_: It !ill.§_ dec 'Lded, £y Q vo~e of 
}i to Q, to _refer the Ethiop:.:'1n !2ill..Ong-
r.nQI~J; __ to the proposod drt•ft.ing subcommittee, 
{:Jl .'1n cmendlJ]imt of Q_ fc,rmnl .9hnrt:cter 
on]...J... If th~:,:t_ subcQmnitteQ.. shoulci flng_ 
tlv:t_ tl!Q. r;_m_endp10nt .r...r.i sod §ubstnntive 
isCJuos, it :will bu tho dt.:sire of tho 
.DomrnittC;.; tbat su.Qh )..ssug_Q @Q_uld be 
ruf_er•r2<1 .tQ 1..t. for~ ,gcn-siderntlon. 

*~Corrigendum see p.28l 
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c. Proposal. of th~- Qele~te of G~eec,e 

The Delegate of Greece, wishing to exclude the use 
by states that are enemies of the United Nations of the 
procedures of Chapter VIII, Section A, and believing that 
Cllnr?ter XII, pal'Be;raph 2, did not adeq1.1.ately fulfil this 
purpose, proposed the consideration of the following amend·­
rnent to Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 2: 

"It is understood that the enemy states 
in this war shall not have the rigbt 
of recourse to the Security Counci.l 
befor·e the entry into ei'fect Cif .the 
treaties putting an end to the war." 

On the sue;gestion of the Delegate of France, the 
words "or the General Assembly11 were accepted ·for in­
sertion after the wCJr•d.s: "to the Security Counc:Ll 11

• 

d. Adopti_on of £gregl'aph g_, ~ amended £l sponsoring 
governmGnts 

pccision: !J::te Committee .ndopted, E.1. §. 
~<2_~e or' 40 to Q.,. Dnrt>gra@ £ of Chapter 
VIII, f?_octJ,.o_J:l A,, of the Dumbnrton Oaks 
ProposRls, §..§. Elmended b the sponsoring 
"Overnments (DQQ.. g, G 2 ~ • 1-.; .also in 

Doc. ?-0_7 English), III 2 A , 1ill.· £,3,). 

The meeting adjournod at 4:45 p.m. 

*cCorrigendum see p.283 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

\COMMISSION III 
Comlte 2 Reglement Pacifique 

RESTRICTED 
Doo.32l (FRENCH)• 
III/2/9 
May 15,1945 

Security Council 

QOMPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA~UATRIEME SEANCE DU 
COMITE III 2 

Veterans Building--, Salle zog, 14 Mel 1945 A 15 g. 

Le President du C~mite, Delegue de 1 1 Uruguay, declare 
la quatr1eme seance ouverte ~ 15 h. 

1. Paragraphe .! ,ill! Ch"'-'.Di tre VIII, Section A· 

a) Amendement francais (Doc. g, G[7 (Q) partie II, ~·~ 
~ egalement DoQ 207 (English) III/2/A/3,~.§ 

2.5 

Le Delegue de 1~1 Frf!nce, sans renoncer it l'objet de l 1Rmen­
dement fran9ais au p~.r.t'lgraphe 1, demande que l.!i discuasion pF1r 
le Comite III/2 en soit differee, c~r il est examine fRvora­
blement per un Rutre Comite. 

Decisi~n~ ~ Com1te nccede 6 la dem.!inde du Delegue ~ 
la France tl pA.sse .ill:! deux1eme point £,Q ..§.2!} ordre ,ill! J rmr. 

b) Amendement mexic~in (D~c. 2, G/7 (c) (1) p. 11 
v~ir eg~lement Doc. 207 (English) III/2/A/3, p.4. 

~e Delegue du ~exique apres A.votr ,appele l'~tten~ihn du 
Com1te su:r 1 1 utilite qu 1 11 y nurPit a elargir ln. c0mpetence de 

t , ' , \ l Assemblee en mntiere de procedure de reglement pacifique re-
t ire l' amend em en t me xi cain l'tU pl'l.ragrt>phe 1. 

c) amendement de 1~>. deleg10.ti ">n de 1 1 Equrtteur (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (p) pp.4l-43, voir egalement D">c. 207 (English) 
III/2/A/3, p.4. 

Decisi1n: En raison de l'nbsence du Delegue de l'Equnteur 
l 1 exam en de l r amendement clo ll"l. Dcleg,.,ti~n de 1 1 Equ~>.teur 
RU paragraphe 1 est rem1s a une SePnCe ulterieure, 

,Il semble que ~et nr.}endenent releverr it pl-qt~t de lP. 
competence du C">mite II/2 que de celle du C0mite III/2 • 

. 13?7 -1-
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2. Pnrngr~phe_g ~ Chrpitre VIII, Section A· 

n) , , ( flmendement slQ. laDelegn.ti-m bq_li viPnnf' D'1c. 2, G 14 
C!:) 2. .§, voir eg!1lemcnt })1C. g ( EnglishDII 2 A 3 
p_.l5. 

D~cisi 1n: 1.f ClmitP. decide d'a.1·iurne>r ln r:iscussi'n r1 c 
cot a:1ondeu0nt t0ut en roservt=mt nu De18'~uP n.eln Bolivie le 
~lt s1f. r"e:onndcr-Quill solt cxA.mine A ~ proc~ine se~"ncG. 

On f'""jt ·1bserver que cet anPnr1emPnt relrve nlutot re 11:1 
juriGictil~ su Cnnitc IV~2, bien que l 1 1n,~d~ntte quo si le 
principe genernl de ln revisi'1n des trnite~ est inscrit ~Pns 

· ~11 .ChA,rte, lPs pr~cerlures 0 t F1PD11cnt1nn sernnt nrobFiblPI'V"nt 
etucUees RU ~:hni te III/2. 

b) Amcnde~ent ~e 1 1Eth1ouie (D0c, g G/14 (n) Q.g 
v'lr eg~lRnrnt D'IC, &Q1 (English~ Iii/2/A/3, Q.Q). 

Le Delegue C','? 1 1Eth1opie declnre quo 1 1 ,...,bjet de cet ~men­
denent, est ··e prcciser ln significAtinn (~.u pF>rngr~'uhe 2, pnr­
ticulierement en ce qui concerne los nots "nttirer 1 1 Pttenti'n II , , , dS ~ Il n 1 cct pas clniremeqt preqise si c 1 est 1 1 Assemble~ . 
Gcnern~c 'JU le C msci·L fl.c Sccuri tc qui (l.0i t prcnrlrA une r1.ec1-
sion n.u C" c ;u un cUf:foronc!. leur est s ')Unis on v ertu r1 e ce DF'-
r'""grn,;he. * -

Le D6ligu6 ~u Vcnfzucln fnit observer que le secnn~ des 
deux amenc"ceocnt s ethi'1Diens 80UlCV<' unP quP sti'1n (i~ v)rinci0e, , 
cl"r l 1 n<1·1 1)tlm c".e cot Ft"•1nnrl.e!'1ent 'Jernettr,.,it sGit F1 l 1Asseoblee 
Gen6r,-,le, soit nu c~nseil fe s6curitci, ~insi qu 1il e~t dit nu 
pnr~grPDhc 3, f'intorvPnir ~nns un ~if1P~0n~ ~vnnt que l 1 0n 
n 1P1t ploinrnrnt ~tu~i~ lnpossib1lit~ ~'una s0luti'n unr nr­
r"tngcmcnt orclir:~innir;;. Cettc nnini0n trnuve 1 1 muui rle olu­
sie~rs ~utres dcl~~ucs; lr D616~u6 fe l'Ethiapii ~~clrre nlors 
que l 11"lbjet ~e 1 1 f1•;;enr1er!cnt. est pur<Tlrnt f~r:::wl, qu 1 1l ne 
s 1ag1t pP.s 111 fl1 une quc'stinn ~~e Principe et qu'il n'f"vnit ur1.s 
C 1 ~utre but que de ren~rc le toxti ulus clnir. 

Decisi'ln: ll Pst r1,~cit4.e .;2.e1: ~ ~ cnntre Q ~ rt>nv0ye.r. 
1 t 'lr:cnrl.enc>nt ethi·')nien flU s0us- ... nr1i t<e c' e ro(1Rcti-0n qui 
:£2 otre constitue, ~ ~"Mfni'~~Df:nt ~ f0rr:t0 ~eou­
lc>mcnt. §11£ ~-c-;ni tC' s.stirjf' q~p 1'..?nrn<'l ement p"'lse 
.Q.Q§. .ill!.Cstj_'m.s ~ 22.!:.inci1)e, 1f. cnoi te <'l,esirG que ££.§. 
guP~~ lui eoient·s0umis0s, 

c) nr0n0sitinn r'u DeleguQ r1e ~ Grece. 
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Le Delegue de la Grece desir~nt rendre impossible 1 1 usage 
pRr le~ Etats qui sont enri.emis des Nations Unies des orocer:u..::. 
res prevues au Chapitre VIII, Section A, et cstimant que le 
Chapitre XII, p~_rne;rFlpl}e 2, ne remplit pas completement cet 
objet, s0umet au Comite 1 1 amendement suivBnt au ChPDitre VIII, 
Section A, "9ArAgrEn)he 2. 

11 Il est entenc.u que les Et~lt-s ennemis, eMs cette 
guerre, n 1 auront nas le droit de recour1!' au Con­
sell de Securite avant la mise en vigueur des trA1-
tes qui auront mis fin a lr; f:::uerre. tt' 

Sur la proposition du Delcigu~ de ln FrPnce, les mot~ 11 ou 
1 1Assemblee Generale" sont ins~res f~:pres lea. rn0ts "nu Conseil 
de Securite". 

Decision: Il est cecide o~r un vote QC 24 vo1x contre o * 
de renvoyer la woD08It1:.2n ains1 n'07n~e auCm1 te III/3 
afin ~elle s0i t examinee en rr-lA ti·')n Pvec le ChF~oi tre 
XII, oaragr'Poiie 2, 2t m in'digtVU\t que le c"ITiite In:z.g , 
Ruprouve la oroposi ti··m .U! Drinci-oe e~ dAne ~ me sure ,2!! 
elle e 1 anDlig.!:!f. £t1J Ch3.Ql tre VIII, Secti0n £., etrm_t. .Qn­
tencl.u en DArt1cul1er que le sens exact du trrme 11 Etl1ts 

-" --'P ----- -f.!illemis demnnt'te fl ~tre Drecise. 

d) Ad·1Pt_i')n .0_~ ~K!:!'":'he g, !!m.tnf:.g, ~ les R:">UVerne··ents 
des Nati2n§ invitPntes. 

27 

Decision~ Le C0mite n(l·)l"Jte lif1r un v•1te r'l.e 40 Y.Q1! cl")ntre ,2., 
le ~)PrP._grPphe 2 de la Secti0ri-A-,-(~u Ch~'>lJi tre VIII, des 
Pr0p0siti0ns c'te Dumbarton OA.k.s ~nendees D~r les g0UV<"r­
~ements des NRti1ns InvitAntes (D0c. 2, G/~, P.4, V">ir 
eg~::..l<ment D·1c. 207 (English) III/2/A/3, pp.2,3). 

La sci~nce est lev6e A 16 h. 45. 

1~7? -3-
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 321 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/9(1) 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT OF 
FOURTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/£, f1AY 14, 1945 

Page 3, under heading '' c" : 

The vote by which it was decided to refer the proposal 
of the Delegate of Greece to Committee III/3, with a 
statement of approvnl ill principle, was 3i to 0, and 
not 24 to 0. ---
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 321 (ENGLISH) 
III/279(2) 
May 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Cozmuittee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT OF FOURTH -· ---- ----
MEETING . .QE_ pm.~:rvi1~'m1?~ .III/f., rftAY 14_, ~ 

Doc. 311 {English), Lfl./V2. 

Page 2, section b, paragraph 1: 

The last sentence of the pa~agraph should read 
as follows: 

1817 

"It was not clear, he stat~d, whether the 
Security Council would thereby be seized of 
the dispute or might refnse to take cognizance 
of t t. 11 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Oomi te" 2 ' Reg1eillents pactf1ques 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 321 (FRENCH) 
III/2/9 (1) 
Eay 16, 194::; 

Security Council 

.QOR.J.'UGENDUN _AU COHPT~ REoJDU SQ.H~1AIR.Ji; DE L4 Q.UA~IEr~E SEANCE 

DP COIH_TE IIJL.g, LF 14 MAI 194b. 

Pru;e 3, troisi'eme, pe.:cagraphe (.Pf~cl sion): 

La de'ci_sion de N:nvoyer au Co·ni te III/3 la propc~i tion 
, ... , ' , 

du Delegue de J.a Gl'Pt.:e en indiquar t qt~e 1f" Coml te en approu-

, "' ) vei t 1e nrincipe, a P.te prise p.s.r .:2 . .1 ( ct non 24 yoi.x .Q_qntre 

0 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Com1t~ 2 R~g1ement Pec1f1que 

REST:::\ICTED 
Doc. 321 (FRENCH) 
III/2/9 ( 2) 
l.fay 19, 1945. 

Security Council 

ERRATtn-1 AU COllllPTE-RENDU SOM!t.AIRE DE LA gUATRIEME 

SEANCE DU CO~HTE III/2, 1e 14 mal 1945. 

Doc. 321 (French), III/W_(2) 

La derniere phrA.se du Drf'mier paragr~=rohe de 1a section b, 
page 2 d8V!'A.1t etre redigee COmme SUit: 

" I1 n'cst Das c1~1rem~nt pr6c1se, dit-11, si le Conseil 
de Securi to serRi t Da.r 1e.-me!11e se~isi du d1fferend ou s' 11 
pourrAit refuser d 1 ~n connaitre. " 

1818 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 316 (FR., ENG.) 
III/2/8 
May 15, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
comite 2 ' Reg1ement Pacifique 

1364 

ORDRE DU JCUR ~ LA CIN,;WIEME S.SANCE DU COMITE III/2 

15 MAI 1945 

(1} Propositions d 1 am~ndem~nts au paragraphs 3, Section A, 
Chapitre VIII, ,resentees par 1es Gouvernements de la 
B~l~i~ue, de la Bolivie, du Chili, de 1 1Ethiopie et du 
Venezuela 

(2} Pronosi tiona d 1 am)nc.'lem~nts au paraF:ra-,'>he 4, Section A, 
Chapitre VIII, pr~senteee nar 1es gouvernements des 
Nations inv1tantes et pa~ les ~ouvernements de Costa 
Rica, de 1 1 Iran, et du Venezuela 

AGENDA FOR FIFTH MEETING OF COMHITTEE III/2 

Hay 15, 1945 

(1} Proposals for the amendment of Paragraph 3 of Chapter 
VIII, Section A, submitted by the Governments of Be1-
g1:~, Bolivia, Chile, Ethionia, and Venezuela 

(2) Proposals for the amendment of para~ranh 4 submitted 
by the sponsoring governments and by the Governments 
of Costa Rica, Iran, and Venezuela 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization 
Doc. 356 (ENGLISH)• 
III/2/11 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FI.PTH MEETING Q! CO!v!MITTEE III/2 

Veterans Building, ~ 202, May 15, 1945, 10:40 ~·~· 

The fifth meeting of the Co~~ittee was opened by the 
Chairman, the Delegate o.f. Uruguay, at 10:40 a.m. 

1. Corrigend~ 

The Secretary announced that lt was the intention ·ot· 
the Secretariat to prepare a list of corrections of errors 
which have been discovcred in the working document of the 
Conunittee, (Doc. 207 (English), III/2/A/3) and asked the 
members of the Conuni ttee to inform him of any e;J:'rors which 
they had found, and which were not reported in the Surr~ary 
Report of the meeting of May 11, 1945 (Doc. 274, III/2/6). 

2. Invitation to Judge Manley 0. Hudson to Attend Meetings 
of Committee-rri/2 - --

Decision: 'l'he Cornmi ttee unanimously 
agreed to invite Judge Manley Q. Hudson 
of the Permanent Cou1•t of International 
JUstice to attend, and participate in, 
its meetings, witho~the ritsh~ to vote. 

3. Paragraph~££ Chapter VIII, Section~ 

(a) Ethiopian Amendment ~Doc. 2, G 14 (n), p. £; also 
in Doc. 207 (English , III 2 A ,- .E,7 _§)-

The Secretary called attention to the fact that it was 
not recorded in Doc. 20~( (Engl}.sh), III/2/A/3 that the 
Ethiopian Government had proposed the omission of the words 
"first of all"("avant tout") as contained in line 3 of para­
graph 3, in its proposed version of this paragraph. 

The Delegate of Ethiopia explained that the purpose of 
the second part· of the Ethiopian ~1endment had been adequately 

1450 -1-
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fulfilled by the amendment of the sponsoring goverrunents to 
paragraph 4 (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4; also in Doc. 207 {English), 
III/2/A/3, p. 3). Concernin~ the proposal to delete the words 
"first of all" {"avant tout") from paragraph 3, the Delegate 
of Ethiopia explained that the purpose of the Ethiopian Govern­
ment was to allow the Security Council to intervene in or to 
be seised of a dispute even before recourse to other means of 
stJttlement were exhausted, if it appeared likely that the con­
tinued employment of such means would not result in a peaceful 
solution of the dispute. 

The Delegate of the United States stated that he con­
sidered the Ethiopian amendment would entail an undesirable 
modification of the purpose of par~eraph 3, and gave the follow­
ing interpretation of the action of the Security Council under 
the Dumbarton Oo.k:s Proposals in the circumstances envisaged by 
the amendment : 

It was very desirable that tho parties to a 
dispute should endeavor to s0ttle tho dispute by the 
use of conciliation or other ordinary methods of 
peaceful settlement. If, however, those methods 
wore not successful, and a threat to the peace or 
an act of aggression occurred, tho Security Coun­
cil should not de.lay, but should act immediately 
as provided by Chapter VIII, Suction B. He con­
sidered that the Council should and must intervene 
in any dispute which threatened world peace, but 
that it should not possess such power with regard 
to all disputes, since its competence would then 
be unduly and unnecessarily expanded. He assured 
the Delegate of Ethippia that if a serious situa­
tion aro_se, tho Security Council, acting under Sec­
tion B, need not wait for tho completion of pre­
liminary·proceduros; it was, in fact, obligated to 
act, and a country which was a victim of aggression 

*cound count on obtaining immediate assistance. 

Tho Ethiopian Delegate stated that, in view of this 
clarification, he would withdraw his wmon&nont, it being under­
stood that one of tho parties to a disputo hc.d tho right to 
request tho Council to intervene during th0 course of pre­
liminary peaceful negotiations. 

Subsequent to this discussion, th0 Delegate of Australia 
stated that his _interpretation of paragraph 3 was that if 
the Socu:rity Council found that the continuance of a dispute 
might endanger peace, then it m~t act under tho terms of this 
paragraph. Assuming that tho term "should '1. as used in tho 
Dumbar.ton Oaks Proposals would become 11 shall" in the final 
toxt of tho Charter, he considered that tho Council was gi_ven 
more thc.n the right to "exhort" the parties to a dispute, as 
had boon mentioned by the Dolegate of Ecuc.dor; it was the duty 

*cCorrigendum see p.39~ 
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of the Security Council to call on the parties to settle their 
dispute "out of court 11 by the means indicated. Further, he 
suggested that in the present terms of the Dumbarton Oaks Pro­
posals, the obligation of members of the Organization to settle 
their disputes by peaceful means was insufficiently precise. 
The obligation should exist as a condition of membership in the 
Organization, and in that case it might gc a long way toward es­
tablishing a rule which might lead to a desirable extension of 
the competence of the· International Court of Justice in justi­
ciable disputes. The Del0gate of the United States agreed with 
this interpretation of the terminology used in the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals. 

The Delegate of France noted that it would be desirable 
to avoid the repetition of the idea in Chapter II, paragraph 3, 
which is caused by the present form of Chapter VIII, Section A, 
paragraph 3. Also, there existed at present in paragraph 5 of 
Chapter VIII, Section A, a repetition of an idea in paragraph 3 
of the same Section. Thes(;: minor matters could bo dealt with 
by the proposed drafting subcommittee, and the Delegate of 
Franco suggested that this subcommittee should be given fairly 
wide latitude in its work; it should not be too tightly bound 
by the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, but should take into account 
the interpretations expressed in the Committee, particularly 
those expressed at this meeting. 

(b) Tentative Adopt~2£ o~ farasrap~ 1 
· The Delegate of the Union of Sov1ot Socialist Republics 

stated that it should be c1em•ly u...11der•stood that the reference 
to the proposed drafting subcorrilllittee of p~ragraph 3 and various 
proposed amendments did not in any way indicate that the Com­
mittee approved the amendments so referr0d. This statement was 
endorsed by the Delegate of the United States. 

(c) 

Decision: The Committee, }?x a voL.e of 12. 
to Q, adoptea-paragraph~, and ~eferrod 
it to tho proposed drafting subcon~~toe, 
together with: ill the first sentence of 
the Bolgian:--amendmen"r';-ffi thc!roli vian­
amendment, ill the Chilean amendment, 
ill the Ethiopia:n-am0nd.ment as intc;rpretod 
at tho mcetins, and ill. otherintorBreta­
~ons Of pRragrap,n-3 expressed at t1e 
meetin~* - - --

Bel~i.!:!! Amendment (Doc. £1 ~ _(~), .E· £;- also 
_ _££. 207 (E:5j1isl}J7 III@MJ, l?.E· .2_-_§.-y--

The Delegate of Belgium agreed to the refel'ence of the 
first sentence of tho Belgian amendment to tho proposed draft­
ing subcommittee, and, on tho basis of tho interpretation given 

* Bolivian amendment, Doc. 2, G/14 (r), p. 8. 
Chilean amendment., Doc. 2', G/7 ( i), p. 7. 
Both also in Doc. 20'7 (English), III/2/A/3, p. 6. 

1450 -3-

33 



34 
by the Delegate of the United States, to withdraw the second 
sentence of the amendment. 

(d) Venezuelan Amendment (Doc._g, G/7 (d§(l), p. 21; 
also in Doc. 207 (EngliSli), II~[A/:, .E.· :§:.) 

The Venezuelan Delegate withdrew the suggestion of his 
Government, which had not been intended as a formal amendment, 
in view of the fact that Committee III/4 was considering the 
subject of regional ai•rangement:;;. 

(e) Ecuadoran Amendment 

The Delegate of Ecuador proposed an amendment to para­
graph 3 providing for the approval by the General Assembly of 
a statute establishing continontul or regional commissions of 
conciliation for the settlement of polJ.tical disputes among 
the members of each continental or regional group. At the re­
quest of the Chairman, tho Ecuadoran Delt.;gate agreed to post­
pone consideration of tho amendment, and at the suggestion of 
the Delegate of the United Stc.tes, he statod that he would 
consider the reference of tho aruendmcnt to Committee III/4. 

1450 

Decision: To take up the Ecuadoran 
amendment as-t1.101'irst i tom on tho 
agenda at the-sixth mceti~ of the 
Committee, Hay 16, 1'91f5. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:30 p.m. 
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RESTRICTED 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 356 (FRENCH)• 
II1:/Z/11 
Me_ · 16, 19.45 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 2 Reglement pacifique 

COMPTE-RENDU RESUME DE ~ CINQUIEME SEANCE Qg COMITE III/2 

tenue au Veterans Building, Salle 202, le 15 Ma1, 1945, 
e. 1o h.40 

La cinquieme sP.ance du Comite est ~uverte par le President, 
le Delegue de 1 1 Uruguay, a 10 h. 40. 

1. Errata. 

Le SecretAire nnnonce que le Secretnri~;~_t a l 1 1ntent1on de 
prepBrer une liste de CJrrecti~ns aux erreursqui ont ete trou­
vees dPnS le document de trnvRil duC0r1ite (Doc. 207 (Englisl}l 
III/2/A/3). Il demrmde eux mer.'l.brf's c1u C":lm1 te de· lui fHire pRrt 
qe,toute e~reur qu1 ils ont pu oonstR~er ~t qui n 1 ~ur~it ~~s 
ete signalee de.ns le compte-rcndu resume de ll'l. seance du 11 .Mf!i. 
(Doc. 274 III/2/6). 

2. InvitF~tion d 1 assister aux seances du Comite III/2 adressee 
!ill. ~ Manley· Q. Hudson. -- --

Decision: Le Comite decide a 1 1 un~nim1te d 1 1nv1ter le 
Juge MAnley Q. Hudson-de la.C0m· Perm1:1.nento 0.e Justice 
Int•rnati0nale a assister ~ se~nces Pt pRrt1c1per ~ 
travaux ~ dr01t ~ ~. 

3. ParRgraphe ~ ~ 1n Section A rtu ChApitre VIII. 

(a) ~@endement eth1op1en (D>o. g, QLli (n) ,Q.g) 

Le Seo~etaire s1gna1e qu 1 11 n~est P"S ment1~nn6 ftPns le 
Document,20? (English) III/2/A/3 que le Gouverntnent ethio~ien 
a propose 1a suppression des mots 11 ~vant tout 11 ,a. la ,trl')isieme 
l1~ne du p~agraphe 3 r._ens le tnxte qu '11 a presente p..,ur ce pa­
ragrAphe. 

1451 -1-
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Le Deleguf. de 1 1 Ethbpi~ explique que lo but de lP. secnnde 
Partie de 1 1A.mendement ethiopien est atteint 0. 1une fa9on suffi ... I , , 
sante par 1 amendement ~u p~rBgrRphe 4 presen~e p~r les Puissan~ 
ces invitantes (D0c. 2, G(29, ft•3-4) Quant a lapropositiryn de 
su0primer lee mots "avant tout 1 c1ans le pRragr~.phe 3, ~e Delegue 
de 1 1 Ethi·Jpie expl1que que le de~sein '1'-+ Gouvernemen t ethiophn 
est de oermettre au Conseil de Securite d'interv~nir ou d 1 ~tre 
sa1s1 d~, un differend avant mewe que les fl.utres moyens de regle­
ment n 1aient ete epuises, lorsqu 1 11 apparatt probable q~ten con­
tinuant de se servir de qes moyens on n1 ab~ut1rait pas a une so­
lution pacifique du differend. 

Le Delegue des Etats-Unis declare qu 1a son avis l 1 amendement 
ethiopien entra:tnerait une moc11ficat1'ln regrettf1.ble clu but c'lu 
pRrPgrRphe 3,et il.donne 1 1 1nterpretation suivAnte de 1 1 act1on du 
C')nseil de Seour1 te aux terme s C.es Propn s1 tinns de Dumberton OP.ks 
dans lt'S c1rconstances env1sagees p(l.r 1 1 Rmenclement: 

11 Il est tree snuhai~able que lP.S pA.rties a un cUfferend 
s 1 efforcent d~ le regler p::-r l'emolot de lt~ oono111Rtinn 
ou · c_ 1 au tree meth'"Jdes 11rc'l.1nP-1reE! de reglP.n;ent pacifique. , 
S1 t-,utef"11S 1 1 emplo1 0_e ces meth"">des n 1 etnit p~s CI")Url')nne 
de SUCCeS et qu 1 on se tr0uve en presence,d1 une menaqe a , 
la paix ou d 1 un ruot~ d 1agress1"1n, le Oonseil.ae Securite 
ne devr..;it pas attendre, ml'lis d~vr~.1t "gir 1nne.'1ntm1f'flt 
cont.la 1l oE<t . revu -,.._u: .. Qhli-.1 tre. VIII, Section B. Le Delegue 
des Etats-Un1s estime que le Oonseil devr~it absolument 
1nterven1r dPns tout differenct qui me~ en peril 1~ pA1x du 
mondtt ma.is qu 1 11 ne devrni t pas· ~tre nanti du m~me ~droit 
en ce qui concerne tous les differends c~r sa competence 
serait alors exagerement et 1nut1lement gross1e. Il 
donne 1 1 assurnnce au Delegue de 1 1Ethiop1e que s 1 il surve­
nait une situation grave, le Conscil 0e S~curite, agissant 
aux termes de la Sccti'm B, n 1 aurr.t1 t pP.s e. a.ttendre lt'l. fin 
des proceGures prcl1m1nPires, il B, en felt, 1 1 obligat1on 
d' t=1.gir et un pl'lys qui est 1 1 obJ f"t d 1,une a.gression peut 

* oompter recev-,ir une e.ssistAnoe 1mmecl.iate. 

, Le ·Delegue ethiopien declare qu 1 Rpres ~V()ir obtenu cet 
eclairoissement 11 retirero. son amendement., etl-ln't entendu que 
l 1une des parties au differend e. le dr0it de demander au Con­
se;l (30 n intervention au o0urs des negl")ci ations pao'1f1ques 
prel1m1naires, 

A la suite de cet~e cl1scuse1on, l,e Delegue d'l 1AustrE'l1e 
expose que son interpretatitm du Pt~.ragraphe3 est le. suivt-l.nte: 
s1 le Conse11 de Securite Cl')nstate que lA oont1nuntion d 1 un 
oonflit peut ol')mpromettre la paix, 11 a le dev~ir d 1 ag1r ~ux 
termes du dit paragraphe. 8 1 11 est vra1 que l 1 eX9ress1on 

1451 -2-
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11 devra1t 11 utjliser onns les pr-,positions de DumbArton OAks 
dev1ennra 11 devro 11 rVms le texte- d.ef1n1t1f 'de lA ChP.rte, 
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le Cons ell. ee v01 t conferer plus que le 0. r'"~i t c9. 1 "exhorter 11 
lee p~rtieS a Un differcnd SOlOn leS termeS nont 8 1 PSt Servi 
le DEhegue de 1 1 Equnteur. L8 Cnnseil de Securi te a le dev0ir 
d 1 invi ter les 'JA·rties a regler l0UPS differends 11 hors du Tri­
buna:l;11 p~r les moyens indiques. En 0utrP, 11 estil'1e que n~'~ns 
la redacti0n actuelle des Prouositinns de DumbArton Ooks,l 1obl1-
;,.:~t1on. f-"1 t~: EJux ne· ·brr·s •r, e .. 1~1 0:f-G1•i't18~ti:)n c'te :r;egler leurs cUf­
ferends par des moyens pacifiqucs manque de urecision. Elle de­
vra1t ex1ster comme condition de verticipation a l'Organisation 
et dans ce cas. ell~ pourrai t contri bu,er pu1ssamment a 1 ~eta­
blissement d 1 une regle qui pourrait elle-meme conduire a une 
extension souhRi table de. l.<1. competence de le. Cour Internationele 
de Justice en rna tiere de cU.f'ferends justiciable s des tribunAux. 
Le Delegue des E~f-!.ts-Unis n.cceute cette interpretation de lP ter­
minologie employee r; Pns le s Prl)posi tions de Dumbl'l."' ton OAks. 

, Le Delegue de lr; FrPncc souligne qu' 11 ~e:r;ai t s0uhei table 
d 1 ~vite:r; ~u Chapitre II, p~'~I'Agrll.p:qe 3, une repetition 0.e ll't m~me 
idee, repetition qui est rendue necess.<:1iro pnr ll'l.forme actuelle 
du Chapitre VIII, Section A, pnragrPphe 3. Il existe ~e,meme 
eu p"rE~.grl'lphe '5 de l!C> Section A du Ch"Ditrc VIII une repetition 
d 1 une id~e qui PppA.rrtt AU cHr"'g:r;rnl~e 3 de lmn~De s ecti~n. C~s 
pe't1 ts details pr:>urra lent ~tre regles pr-1r le Sous-C":lmi te de re­
daction dont la constituti0n a f.tf: pr0posee et le Delegue de la 
Frl'l.nce SU£;§;ere que cet organisme re9:)iye une t:I.SSCZ grAnde lati­
tude 00ur 1 1execut1on de sA tAche. 11 ne ~evralt ~as ~tre trop 
etr?i"tement lie pqr les Prouosi t1ons de bunb~rton Oaks mB is PU 
cqntrai re Cl.evrD1 t pou~'lir t'Pnir compte des intt>rnre~etions <'Vm­
n~es au sein c1.u Comite et, en -o~.rticulier, f~r~ ~~e l~··...,rost5"ntc 
seance. · 

(b) Ad0ntion urovisoire du ParagrPryhe £. 
Le Delegue ~e l'Union dee Republiques Sov1et1ques Socil'l­

listes est1me qu 1 11 0..eyr,qi t ~tre cl"tirement en tend~ que le r~nvoi 
du P"'r[>grr-1phe ,3 et qes cl1vers a.menclE~ments qui ont ete propl")ses 
EIU Sous-Comi te de redr.ction envisage ne signifie 0_ 1 aucune f~9on 
que le C0rni te approuve les di tR a.mendements. Cette maniere de 
v0ir est ~artag~e par le Delegue des Etats-Unis. 

1451 

Decis12Jl: :e_e.r 3~ '!".o1x c.ont_re Q, 1~~ Q~m~te ~-g,~pte" :1~ 
P.o.:r.ag:r.?Bhe ~- ~t lsl ~Q..Y21~ fl\l S.Q.y§.-0'(JTitt.~ 9& re<:"ac1;J":>.n 
~llY1.§.9£Q, 1:1~agn.9 · U:0 cl:~ ~ premie~ 'QhrAS.Q Q._e 1' amen­
~ <.'iement b<?l '·e ·. -eli) .C1.9 1 1 amen~ment_ Q..oli vi~n, (~ M 
k.:., ·,. Q..\;m1.?.n.~ _,bhilien, <.4) c:1.§. J.'"'m51ndement e.J;h1.op1ft11. 
U &~- Q. ett! 1.rl_tel":'r~.ti. ell ~e.. ~ aianc~, e..t 
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..lg) ~ nut~ 1ntcroret~t1rms £.1! p~_rRgrA;phe ~ 
nonnees £n seAnce ~· 

(c) Amennement belge (Dnc. g, G/7 (~), ~ 

Le DEheg-ue de lA Bf'lg1que nccepte le rf'nv"i PU S0us­
Cnm1te de R(cl!lctirm env1s,ge Cle ln r;rAru18re phr1=1se de 1 1 aMPnde-

b , , ' , ,, MPnt el~e ,et,, etr-nt r'onne 1 1nter:prete_t1nn qui 1=t etf' fl'1urn1e 
pRr le Delcgue ~es Et~=tts-Unis, 11 retire lA seconde phrase ~e 
ce m~me amendement. ' 

(d) A:r.1en0_er:1ent venezuelierL (D,.,c, 2, G/7 {t) (1) p.l8 
lP Dele~ue venezuelien r~tire la nr0p1'1S1t1~n de S)n g0UVernement 

I ' ' qui n F~vnit t:l'ts le CP,rRctere d 1 un PJ'lendement exl')res, en rHisrm , I , , du fni t que le C'"lni te III 4 etuc11e l<"l que sti0n des accords re-
gbnaux. 

(e) Amendem~ ~ 1 1EguRteur 
, , , t 

Le Deleguc de 1 Equ~trmr l')!''"lp'>se, relRtivement nu 
pArngz_:Rph~ ~ un e.r.wndemcnt prevoynnt 1 1 r.ro.~JrnbP ti-'n, pRr 1 1 As­
semblee Gcner~le, d 1 un Et~tut port~nt creat10n de c'm~1ss10ns 
de concili,.,tl 'n c'Jntinentf>lcs ou re:d!'mPles unur le re~:·lement 
deS differrnds c1_ I 'i!'C".!'f; 'J?li tique SUr[-~iSSAnt entre le S MflD-
breS de r;r )~~s q':lntinent"'ux ')U rc[:l,-,nPux. A ln CiemPnde nu Pre­
sident le Dclec-~uc of 1 1 Eqm•teur PCOC';te ~ue l 1 exa~:en de eon amen­
derJbnt soi t remis 8 plus tRrd et 11 decV:tre, sur ln · suge:·esti~'>n 
du Dele~ue des EtAts-Un1s, qu 1 11 ref1ech1ra PU renv01 de cet 
amendement au Com1te III/4. 

, , , ' Deoisi0n: Le C0mi te decide §.t orr·ndre 1 amennement 
de 1 1EquPteur c0w~e ~rcmi0r D'lint de &2n Ordre du 
J-::>Ur do 1a S1x1eme SeAnce qui mt tienr'1ra k 1§. M!11 
1945, 

La seance est levee ~ 12 h. 30. 

* Amendement bol1v1en D0c. 2, G/14 (r) n.8 
Amendement ch111Pn, D0c. 2, G/7 (1} n. 6 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 356 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/11 (1) 
May 17, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT OF FIFTH ~illETING 

OF COMMITTEE III/2, 

MaY: 15, 1945 

Doc. 356 (Enslish), III/2/11 

Page 2, last line of indented paragraph: 

For "could count on obtaining", read 
"could call on it for". 

1554 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESr;;;RICTED 
Doc., 356 (FRE11JCH) 
III/2/11 (1} 
lVlay 17, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit~ 2 R~glement pacifique 

OORRIGENDUM AU 

COMPTE-RENDU RESU1ViE DE L8. yiliJQ.UIEl•lE SEANCE DU COlViiTE III/2, 

tenu~ k .JJi .m.f!1 ~ 

(Doc. 356 (F~~OH), III/2/11) 

Page 2, dernibre ligne du paragra?he en retrait: 

au lieu de: "compter recevoir une", 

lire: "lu~ adreseer une demande d'"· 
1553 
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Tlw United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 351 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/10 
May- 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

AGENDA E.QB. SIXTH MOOING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

Maz 16, 1942 

(1) Proposal to set up a Drafting Committee 

(2) Consideration of the following amendment proposed by 
the Government of Ecuador for insertion a!ter para­
graph 3: 

"The General Assembly shall approve by the 
affirmative vote of a two-thirds of its. 
members a Statute providing for the establish­
ment of continental or regional commissions 
charged with promoting and obtaining through 
the procedure of conciliation, a settlement 
of the differences or controversies of a 
political nature which might arise between 
the States. belonging to the respective 
continents or regions. The General Assembly 
shall coordinate, as well, tho provis!ons 
of this Statuto with those contained in the 
agreements or treaties of conciliation exist­
ing among the members of the General Organiza­
tion. This Statute will have binding force 
as soon as it is ratified, according to their 
respective constitutional procedures, by two­
thirds of the Members of tho General Organiza­
tion." 

(3) Consideration of paragraph 4-and amendments thereto 
proposed by the sponsoring governments and tho Govern­
ments of Costa Rica, Iran, and Venezuela {Doc. 207, 
III/2/A/3, PP• 3, 6-7) 

(4) Consideration of paragraph 5 and amendments thereto 
proposed by the Governments of Australia, Belgium, 
Czechoslovakia, Greece, and Turkey (Doc. 207, III/2/A, 
PP• 7-8) 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on lnternatilJnal Organization 

Doc.- 351 (FRENCH) 
111/2/10 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Com1te 2 Reglement Pacifique des differends 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE 1! SIXIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/2 

16 ma1 1945 

(l) Proposition de constitution d'un comite de r~daction 

(2) Examen de l'amendement suivant_ prop~se par le gouver­
nement de l'Eauateur pour insertion a la suite du pa­
rapraphe 3: ~ 

11L'Assemblee generale adoptera, a la najor1te dee 
deux-tiers de ses membres un Statut pr~voyant la craa­
t;on de cor.unissicns continentales ou regione.les, .char­
gees de provoquer ou de raal1ser pnr une procelure de 
conctliatlon, 1~ reglement d~s differends ou de con­
flits de caractere politique pouvant surgir entre 
Etats apptS~.rtenant .'\.UX continents ' et regions envisa­
ges. L1Assemblee generale devra egalement coordonner 
lea dispositions du present statut ~wee celles qui sont 
contenues dnns lea accords ou traites de conciliation 
existant ~ctuellement entre lea membres de l'Organisa­
tion Generals. Le Statut aura fforce executoire auss1-

"' J I ' I tot qu il arra ete ratifie pnr lea deux-tiers des mem-r , , , ' bres,de 1 Orgn.n1snticn Generale, conformement a leur 
procedure constitutionnelle respective." 

(3) Examen ,du paragraphe 4 et amen,lements a ce paragraphe 
propo.ses par les Gcuvernements :l.€'s Puissances invi tan­
tee a1ns1 que par lea Gouvernements du-Costa-Rica, 
de 1 1Iran et du Venezuela (Doc. 20?, III/2/A/3,) 

(4} Examen du P.aragraphe 5 et des amendements a ce paragra­
phe proposes par lee gouvernements de 1 1Austtal1e, de 
la Belgique, de la Tchecoslovaquie, de la Grece et de 
la Turqu1e \Doc. 20?, III/2/A,) 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 383 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/13 
May 17 1 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT OF SIXTH MEETING QE CO~miTTEE III/2 

Veter~~ Building 1, Room 202 1 May 1§., 1945 1 3:1~0 ll...!E!• 

The sixth meeting of the Committee was opened by the Chair­
man, the Delegate of Uruguay 1 at 3:40 p.m. 

1. Welcome to New Members of the Commtttee 

The Delegates of Argentina, Byelorussian Soviet-Socialist 
Republic, and Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic were welcom­
ed by the Chairman. Judge Manley 0. Hudson, of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice, was introduced by the Chair­
man as an observer at meetings of the Committee. 

2. Formation of a Subcommittee on Drafting 

The Chairman suggested the desirability of appointing a 
subcommittee on drafting. There was some discussion of the 
size of the proposed subcommittee. 

Decision: The Committee, by a vote of 
~~ to 19, authOl'lzed the Chalrliw.n to 
appoint a- suo<.:omrn ttee o"ri draftJ_ng 
compo)wof']::-me'iil'beFs . 

The Chairman stated that he would announce the personnel 
of the subcommittee on drafting at the next meeting. 

3. ~uadoran Ame?dmont to Chapter VIII, Section b. Parasraph 3 

. The text of the Ecuadoran Amendment may be found in Doc. 
351~ III/2/10, the agenda of the sixth mueting of the Com­
mittee. 

The Delegate of the United States suggested the desirabil­
ity of the use or· all possible means of po~coful settlement in 
any dispute and stated that it might be desirable to insert in 
r.arcgraph 3, of Chapter VIII, Section·A, after the words 
'judicial settlement" son:e such phrase as "resort to regional 
ngen·Jios or arrangement.::". He invited tho Delegate of Ecuador 
to consider this with him. 1~is position was supported by tho 
Delogcto of Egypt, among others, who emphasized, in cddition, 
1547 -1.,. 



43 
the desirability of giving pri.ority to r._gional arrEmgomonts 
in the settlement of disputes between members of c. given region. 

The Del8gc.te of tho Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
noted that paragraph 3 did not place any limitation on tho 
choice of poo.c.,;t'ul procedures, oi ther on tho po.rtios to the 
dispute or on tho Security Council. Ho suggested that the 
Ecuadorcn .Amendment should be reforred to the drc.fting comrn:.tt­
tec of the Conferonce, for appropriate consideration in the 
final draft of tho Chartur. 

1547 

Decision: The Committee, £l a vote of 
36 to .Q., §;_oCiaea:--· - - -

(1) 

(2) 

th~t all references to the General 
Assom~ in tEt.: Ecl:\aaor:·::.n Arnond.mont 
snould orotorrod to Conimittce :nLg 
for Its-consrcrer-ntfon; __ _ 

to refer to its subcornmitteo on drc.ft­
I@g-'"t"E"E) ~cneFai Ia:ec:-·or-ui.e-Ecuaaoro.n 

ena.mGn concern:i..n~ tlic-u3u of ;erocod­
Ur'Os of peaceful -so tlmnent a.iiCr concili­
l:itlOn in ~:Onaf"jFOupl:Ii.gS' for consicl­
erntion J.D connection witnpc..ro.gro.ph 3. 

The meeting c.djournod c.t 5: 1~5 p.m. 
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The United· Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Cornite 2 Reglements ~ac1f1aues 

RES!RIOTED 
Doc. 38~ (FRENCH) 
III/2/13 
11ay 1 '7 1 1945. 

Security Council 

P'ROCES-VER.BAL RESUUE l2! !,:-.. SIXIENE SEANCE DU COMITE III/2 

Veterans Build1ng, Salle ~02, le 16 ~; 1945, i 15 h.40. 

Le ~r~s1dent, de1e~ue de 1 1 Uruguay, ouvre la sixieme seance 
du Cor.-1te a 15 h.40. 

; , 
l. Reee~t1on ~ Noyveaux Menbres ~ Conite 

, # , , t 

Le Presi<j.ent souh~.1 te ~a b1envenue a.ux delegoues de 1' Argen-
t~ne 1 de. la :::te•)-gbl1que Sov1et1que Soc1a11ste Belorus~e et de la 
"=l.enublique Sovietinue Soc1a.l1ste Ukrainienne.- Le President , ) - ' 
presente. M. Menley o. Hudson, J'uf!,e ":· la Cour Pernar;ente de Ju~t1ce 
Internati onele, au1 assist era. a.ux seances du Com1 te en qual1 te 
d 1 observe.teur. 

2. Institution d'un Sous-oomite de Rec.aotion 

Le President 1nd1aue qu 111 serait desirable d 11nst1tuer uh 
Sous-comite de :::te~action. dette nroDosition est sui~ie d 1une dis­
cussion sur le nombre deA mer1.bre·s d 1un tel Sous-comite. 

Decision: Par 22 voix contre 19, le Comite 
autorise le President e. designer un Sous-oomi te 
de Redaction connose de neuf me~bres.R 

Le President ind1aue au 1 1l donnera ala nrochaine ·seance 
les n~ms de~ nersonnes designees pour faire partie de ce Sous­
comite de Redaction. 

3. Affiendement' ~ l 1 Egu~teur ~ Chanitre VIII, 6eothon !, 
narPgraY)he ~. ' 

Le texte c.e l 1e.T!lendement c".e l'Equateur se trouve dans.1e 
Doc. 351, !II/2/10 (crore c'I.U jour de 1~. s1x.H~me seflnce du Comi te). 
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Le delegue des Etats-Un1s fait r~me.rquer qu';l serait desi­

rable d 1ut111ser tous lea moyens uossibles nour regler nacifique­
rnent lea differends; 11 ajoute qu 111 y aurait inter@t a:inserer 
dans le naragranhe 3 de la Section A du ChPnitre VIII, a la suite 
des mots, 11 reglements juc:Uci~ires 11 , une 7"hr~se dans ce genre: 11 le 
r~cqur~ a des organismes ou arran~emen~s reg1onaux 11 , I1 prie le 
delegue de 1 1Eauateur de bien vouloir etudier cette Droposition 
a1rec-1u1. Le delegue de 1 1 Egy-pte, entre autz;es, a-p7rouve ce 
noint de vue et 11 1ns1ste en outre sur la necessite de donner 
1a Drior-ite flUX arrangements regionRUX (lane le reglement des 
differends entre les membres d.'une reglon donnee. 

Le.dele~ue de 1 1Union des Renubliaues Sov1et1nues Socialistes 
remarque aue le ne.rJH<raphe 3 ne limite -,)as le choix des procedures 
'Oaciflques, ~oit' 1JI}r les 1Ja.rt1e<J a un tliffer-:md, soit ne.r le 
Conseil de Securite. Il ~ropose de soumettre 1 1 amendement de 
1 I Equateur au com1 te de redaction de la. Conference afin quI 11 
nuisse ~tre "1ris en consideration pour 1ft r~d.A.ction definitive 
de 1a ChRrte. 

1648 

Decision: Par 36 voix, sans onQos1t1on, le 
Coffi1te decide: ' 

(1) de renvo¥er a 1'exemen du Com1te IIi2 
toutes references a 1'Asaemblee Gener~le 
figurant da.ns i'amendenent de 1rEguateur; 

(2) 

La seance est levee a 17 h.45. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 376 (FR.-ENG,) 
III/2/12 
May 17, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comito 2. Reglements Paoifiques 

O~DRE DU JOUR DE LA SEPTIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/~ 

:J,.7 mai 1945 

(1) Examen du paragraphe 4 de la Section A du Chapitre 
VIII et.des amendements presentes par les g~uver­
nements invitants et par lee gouvernements de C~sta 
Rica, de l 1Iran ~t du Venezuela (D~c. 207, III/2/A/3, 
pp. 3, 6-7). 

(2) Examen du paragraphe 5 At d~! amendements presentes 
par lea gcuvernementa de 1 1Australie, de la Belgique, 
de la Toheo~slcvaquie, de la Greoe et de la Tu~qu1e 
(Doo. 207 1 III/2/A/3 1 pp.7-8). 

AGENDA FOR THE SEV~NTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

May 17, 1945. 

(1) C~ns1deration of paragrRph 4 ~r ChaptPr VIII, Seoti~n A, 
and of amendments proposPd by the sp~naoring govern­
ments and thP Governments of Cssta Rica, Iran and 
Venezuela (Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, pp. 3, 6-7) 

(2) C~nsiderat1~n of paragraph 5 and. ~r amPndffients pre­
posed by thP g(')vernmfmts of Australia, Belgium, Cz~­
ch~slovakia, Greece, and Turkey (Ddc. 207, III/2/A/3, 
pp. 7-8) 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 433-(ENGLISH) 
III/2/15 
May 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY =RE=P'-"O=R~T _OF ~VENTH. MEE'I'ING _OF _CO_H_M._I_'rTE_ E III/2 

Veterans Building, Room 202,May 17, 1945, 8:30p.m. 

Tho seventh moet~ng of tho Committee wcs called to 
order by tho Secretary who stataL· that Dr. Jacobo Varela, 
Alternate Chairmen of tho Delegation of Uruguay, would act 
as Chairman of the Committue for this meeting. 

1. Paragraph i of Chapter ~II, Section !:::_ 

(n) Amendment Proposvd ~ tho rroDsoring Governments 
(Doc. 2, G/29; p. 4; alSO n oc. 207 (English) 
III/2/A/3, p. 3) 

The Delegate of New Zealand opened tho discussion by 
inquiring regarding the mva.ning of thG last phrase of tho 
first sentence of tho paragraph. Tho interpretation wa.s 
given that if one party to a dispute should violate its 
obligation to refer tho dispute to tile Security Council, 
such failure would in no case ~ffoct tho right of the 
other party so to refer it, and tho Security Cowlcil 
would thon bo wholly seised of the dispute. 

Tho Dulega.te of tho Union of South Africa asked for an 
interpretation of tho application or the voting formula 
contained in paragraph 3, Chapter VI, Section C, to tho 
dc9ision referred to in paragraph 4, as amended. Tho view 
was expressed. that this decision was concerned with other 
than procedural matters and therefore came under paragraph 
3 of Chapter VI, Section c. · 

In view of those explanation~ tho ~legato of the Union 
of South Africa stated that he wished to raise tho ~uostion 
whether changing the word '"decid~" ( 11d6cidora") to 'consider" 
or another .sui tc.ble term would cho.ngo tho procedure. 

It was pointed out that tho term "Q.ocision" appeared 
to be used in slightly different senses in different parts 
of the Dumba.rtori·Ocks ~roposals, and it was suggested that 
this matter might bo·rofcrrod to tho proposed subcommittee 
on drafting. Tho Committee, after receiving the report of 
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48 
the subcommittee, might then suggest to tne Coordination 
Committee the desirability of bringing all parts of the 
Charter into harmony in this matter. 

The Delegate of Canada proposed that the subcommittee on 
drafting should consider whether the Security Council should 
not be given explicit authority to investigate a dispute, 
under paragraph 4, in order to assist in ~ecuring a peaceful 
solution. 

The Delegate of Brazil suggested that paragraphs 4 and 
5 did not appear to present alternative methods of settlement 
but that paragraph 5 appeared to involve a repetition of the 
procedures contained in the new paragraph 4 'since both para­
graphs provided for similar recommendations by the Security 
Council. The Chairman said that the subcommittee on draft­
ing might be able to clarify this matter. 

The Delegate of Belgium requested an interpretation 
from the sponsoring governments of the legal effects of the 
word "recommend" ("recommender") as used in paragraph 4. 
The Delegate of the United States expressed the view that 
the recommendation of a settlement under paragraph 4 was 
not obligatory unless the dispute involved a threat to the 
peace, as envisaged under Chapter VIII, Section B, Paragraph 
1. It was only if the failure to settle a dispute, or· to 
carry out a recommendation of the Security Council, con­
stituted a threat to the peace that the Security Council 
could "take any measures necessary for the maintenance of 
international peace and security," and then it must act "in 
accordance with the purposes and principles of the Organization". 

Decision: On a motion presented by 
the Delegate of the United States, 
the Committee, by a vote of 22 to o, 
adopted, and referred to the proposed 
subcommittee on drafting, paragraph 4 
of Chapter VIII, Section A, as amended 
by the sponsoring governments. 

2. Belgian Amendment to Chapter VIII, Section A, Paragraph 4 
Dec. 2, G/7 (k) (1), p. 2; also in Dec. '207 (English), 
III/2/A/3, p. 15) 
The Delegate of Belgium stated that if, as appeared to 

1 II dll be the case, th~ poweF of the Security Counci to recommen 
("recommander") invoJ..ved the possibility that a Member of 
the Organization might be obliged to abapdon a right granted 
to it by positive international law as an essential right 
of statehood, the Delegation of Belgium wished formally to 
present its amendment to the Committee. The purpose of the 
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ar:10ndnent was, in case a party to a dispute considered that 
a rocor;rr,:iondation vf tho Socurity Council infringed on- its 
essential rlghts, to c.llow the state t0 request [m advisory 
opinion on tho question by the In.tcrnational Court of Justice. 
If the Court fow1d. such rights to be infringed or thrcatonod1 
then tho Security Council would be required either to recon­
sidor tho question or to refer the dispute to the General 
Assembly for a dncislcn. It was not in any sense tho purpose 
of this amendment to limit the legitincto powers of the 
Sucurity Council. It wuulcl, howeve.r, bo desirable to s.trengtlJ. .. 
eli tho jnridlcal bnsis of the docisicns of the Security 
Council. 

'rhe D.:;J.egnte of tho Unicn of Svviet Sc...cialist Rupublics 
expressed the opinion that the Belgian Ar.1ondment should nut 
be adopted by tho C,Jtu:li tteo. Ho felt that tho Socurity 
Counc5.1 slwuld recei ~,o tho full confidence of tho Mor:1bors of 
tho Organization. 'rhoro shculd be no quosticn in tho rJinds 
of any Delegates that the Sc.curity Council r:1ight wish ·in any 
woy tu infringe the rights of a sovoroi~n state. Fu1•ther­
r.10ro, he considered that tho Belgian .Ar.JGndmcnt would have 
the effect of 1vockcning tho authority cf 'tho Council' to t<o.in­
tain intornationcl peuco and security. If it were possible 
fer a st~tc to appeal from the Council to the Internctionnl 
Court of ~1stico, and if thora were the further possibility 
of :.m ul tiLill to 1~oferunco uf thu dispute to tho General 
Assunbly, tho_Cuuncil would find itself handicapped in carry­
ing out its functicns. In such circumsto.ncos, tho Cow1cil 
might even be plncod in n. position of bo:j..ng 11 defendant be­
foro the Court. Thu Orgnniza.ticn must be ba.sed upon con-· 
fidonce in its cc.,nstituont bodies. 

The Dolegn to of tho United Sta tc.:s etlphcsized the il~POl' 
tu11cc of tho requirer.~ont'thn£ tho action cf tho Secu.:rity 

Council in dealing with a dispute ·:z.nvoJ.,/ing a threat to 
th~ ponce be taken 11 1n aeccrdanco with th(.) purposes ar..d prinCJ.·· 
·: J.l·s of the Organization". He r.:;forred to Ch,\pter I, pa.rngrc.ph 
1, as lll':londed b;r the sponsoring govornr.mnts, which states tha.t 
one of tho purpuses vf th(.) Or~.anizatic.,n is to bring about the 
peacefUl scttlenont of disputes "with due re g1rd for princip0.cs 
C>f justice and intcrna.tiono.l law" ( Doc. 2, G/29, p. 1). 
He did not interpret tho Proposn.ls o.s preventing any state 
fror.1 a.ppoaling tu the International Court cf Justice a.t o.ny 
tir.1q on any r.1ntter which uight properly go befor~ tho Court. 
On thti whole, ho did not ccmsider tho acceptance cf tho 
Belgian At1endr.1ont advisable, particularly sinco he believed 
that the Security Council was bound to net in accordance with 
tho principles cf justice c.nd international lo.w. 
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The Delegate of Frc.nco declared that, while ho viewed 
with great sympathy the ideas in tho Belgian An1ond~ont, he 
was doubtful that it would be effective in obtaining its do­
sired ond, especially since it involved a dispersal of re­
sponsibilities in the Organization. He supported tho viows 
oxp.:resc0d by ·other Delegates as to tho advisability cf 
clarifying tho r.10aning of tho words 11 docis1ons" and "rcCOI:J.­
~ondations" in paragrc.ph 4. Ho pointed out that in practice, 
and part~culc.rly for a s~~ll state, tho difference between 
tho poll tical authol~i ty of a recor.~endativn c.nd tho loga.l ' 
force of a decision night net be great. He suggostod that 
tho subcomr.:littoe; on drafting should ondcavcr to give tho r:10st 
conploto guarantees possible thnt the Security Cc,uncil ac­
conpli.sh its task according to lc.w and justice. 

The Delegate of Cola.1bia. expressed his warr:1 support of 
the Bc.,leian Amonooent. He believed that tho confidence 
generally felt in the Security Council should not exclude 
confidence in the InternatiGnal Ccurt cf Justice. Noting 
thn t tho Dur.1barton Oaks Prt,posa.ls provided ·tha. t jus ticiablo 
disputes should nornnlly be roferrod to tho Court, he sug­
gested that no question was rnoro o~inently legal than one 
concerning the essential rights of a state. -Tho Belgian 
.Amondmont, therefore, was in full ccnforr:ti ty with tho terns 
cf the Charter. Concornins possible procedurc.l difficulties 
raised by the 1\r.londJ;:l.ent, tho Dolegn.to of Color.1bic. sta.tod thc..t 
in his opinion such difficulties w~uld be tho result, rathe~ 
of inodoqua.cies in the forr:lUlaticn of Chapter VIII, Soctlon A. 

Further considcra.tioh of the B0 1gic..n Anondnent was ad­
journed tc. thu next r.10eting of the Ccnr.1i ttec. 

3. Notice of Hotion 2l_ tho fulcgc.to of the United Stutes 

The Delegate of the United Stutes stntod that, since the 
sponsoring guvernnents had prcposcd tho transfer of paragraph 
7 of Chapter VIII, Section A,to Chapter II, he would present 
a. t tho next necting cf tho Conmi ttco a rJution to the off'oct 
that the Chuir~an be authorized tc appoint n s~bcoqoitteo of 
seven r.10nbcrs tc. .~cot with a subconr.:i ttoe of seven r.wobcrs 
from Cconittoc I/1 for tho purpose of propc.rine; a joint ro­
port on this quosticn for reference to the two Committees. 

The noeting a.Lijournecl a.t 11:30 p. u. 

1710 -4-



51 
REbTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization 
Doc. 433 (FRE~CH) 
III/2/15 
l'iay 19, 1945 

COMMISSION Ill Security Council 
Comit~ 2 R~glements Pac1fiques 

P.RyC.t;B-VERBAL .1:\.li:.bUl.'LE DE L.r. S.t:.?':'IEL"l£ .SE..Al\IC.i£. DU CUidTE III/2 

Veterans Building, Salle 202, 17 mai 1945, 20h.30 

La septi~me s~anoe du Comit~ est ouverte par le Secr~­
taire qui d~clare aue le docteur Jacobo VBrela, Pr~sident 
Suppl~ant de la D~l~g.::.tion de 1 1 Uruguay fer1.-.. fonction de Pr~s­
ident pour cette s~ance. 

1. Paragrcnhe 1 de ]& Section h: du Chaui tre VIII 

(a) Amendement proPsOs~ p<r ~ ~ouvernements Invit&nts 
(Doc. 2 G/29, p.4; et Doc. 207, (Angalis) III/2/A/3, 
p. 3) 

Le D~l~gu~ de la Nouvelle-Z~lande ouvre la discussion 
en demandant quelle est la signification de la derni~re partie 
de 1~ premi~re phrase du paragraphe. L 1 inter~r~tation donn~e 
en r~ponse est que,si 1 1une des parties~ un diff~rend viole 
son obligation de soumettre le diff~rend au Conseil de S~eurit~, 
cette violation n 1affectere en aucun cas le droit de l'autre 
partie de soumettre ce d1ff~rend au Conseil et celui-ci sera 
alors r~guli~rement sais1. 

Le D~l~gu~ de l'Union Sud-Africaine demande comment sera 
appliqu~ le mode de vote pr~vu au paragra9he 3 de la Section C 
du Chapi tre VI, dans le ca.s de la d~cision pr~yue au paragraphe 
4 tel qu 111 a Et~ modifi~. On exprime 1 1avis que cette 
d~cision ne porte pas sur des questions de proc~dure et qu'en 
cons(quence elle est vis~e par le paragraphe 3 de la Section C 
du Chapi tre .VI. 

Ala suite de ces explications, le D~l~gu~ de l'Union 
Sud-Africaine demande si le fait de remplacer le mot 11 d~cidera" 
par le mot 11 exam1nera 11 ou par un autre mot appropri~, aurait 
pour effet d~ chatle;er ·la proc~dure. 

On fait remarquer que le mot 11 d~cis1on 11 semble etre 
utilis~ avec ~es accepti~ns lEg~rement diff~rentes dens les 
diverses parties des ?ropos1t1ons d~ Dumbarton Oaks, et l'on 
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propose de signaler la chose au sous-comit~ de r~daction 
projet~. Le Comit~, apr~s avoir re9u le rapport du sous-comit~, 
pourrait alors signaler au Comit~ de Coordination l'opportunit~ 
de mettre en harmonie sur ce point toutes les parties de la 
Chart e. 

Le D~l~gu~ du Canada propose que le sous-comit~ de 
r~daction examine s 1il n'y aurait pas lieu de donner e~oress~­
ment au Conseil de S~curit~ le pouvoir d 11ntervenir dans un 
diff~rend, conform~ment au peragrephe 4, en vue de faciliter une 
'solu~ion pacifique. 

, Le D~l~gu~ du Br~sil estime que les p~regra~hes ~ et 5 
ne semblent pas proposer deux m~thodes de r~glement au choix, 
mais que le paragr~~he 5 paraft imnliquer une r~p~tition de la 
proc~dure pr~vue au nouveL~u par<:,graphe 4, ~tant donn~ que les 
deux paragraphes pr~voient des recommandations analogues par 
le Cons ell de S~curi t~. Le Pr~sident indique que le sous-comi t·~ 
de r~daction pourra ~claircir la question. 

Le D~l~gu~ de la.Belgique demande aux gouvernements 
invitants une interpr~tation des effets juridique du mot 
11 recommander 11 employ~ au paragraphe 4. Le D~l~gud des Etats­
Unis exprime 1 1oryinion que la recommandation d 1un r~glement 
en vertu du paragraphe 4 n 1est obligatoire que si le diff~rend 
entrafne une menace pour la paix, telle que 1 1envisage le 
paragraphe 1 de la Section B du C.o.api tre VIII. C 1 est seule­
ment si le r~glement ~choue ou si la recommandation du Conseil 
de S~curit~ n 1est pas observ~e, constituent une menace pour la 
paix, que le Conseil de S~curit~ pourra 11 prendre les mesures 
n~cessaires pour le maintien de la paix et de la s~curit~ , 
interne,tionales; 11 le Conseil devra agir ensuite 11 en conformit~ 
avec les buts et les principes de 1 10rgan1sation". 

D~cision: a~ suite ~ 1 une pro20sition pr~sent~e 
par le D~l~gu~ des Etats-Qnl£, ~ Comit~ adopte 
par 82 voix, sans opJosit.}on,_k Paragraphe i de 
~ Section A ~ ChapltrB Ylll, modifi~ par. les 
gouvernements invitants, et le renvo1e gy sous­
gomit¢ ~ r~daction propos~. 

2. Amendement Belge .ey paragra.phe 1 de la Section A .9J,! 
Qhapitre VIII. (Doc. 2, G/7 (k)(l), p.2; et Doc. 207, 
(Anglais), III/2/A/3, p. 15) 

Le D~l~gu~ de la·Belgique d~clare que si, comme cela 
parart etre le cas, le droit pour le Conse11 de S~curit~ de 

11 recommander'1 implique la possibilit~ qu 1un membre de l'Organ­
isation soit oblig~ d 1abandonner un droit garanti positivement 
par 1e droit international comme ~tent un droit essentiel d 1Etat 
ind~pendant, la D~l~gation Belge insiste pour pr~senter son 
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emenoement eu Comit~. Le but de cet amendement est d 1 eccor­
der ~ un Etat cui est partie ~ un diff~rend et qui estime 
gu 1 une· recornmandation du Conseil de '3ecur1 te porte atteinte 
~ ses droits essentials, le droit ~e r~c1amer un avis con­
su1tat1f t'le 1a. Cour Interne.tiona1e C1 e Justice. sur ce point: 
Si 1a. Cour estime cue ces droits sont v1~1is cu menac~s, 
1e Conseil ~e q~curit~ ser~ invit~ ~ examiner 1a auestion 
a'nouveau ou a soumettre 1e differend pour decision a 1 1 As­
sem'l)lee GenerR1e. Cet a.men0 ement n 1 e.,- en eucune facon, 
pour ,but r'lEJ restreinclre les uouvoirs 1egi.times du Consei1 
de Secu:r•it e. 

Il ser8it, ,cependant, opuortun de ~enforcer lR base 
juridique '"es decisions du Conseil oe Securite. 

Le Delegue de 1 'Union a.es ::te.,ubliaues Sovietiques So­
cia11stes est d 1 avis aue le Comite ne devra.it T)as adopter 
1 1amendement belge. Il estime que le Conseil de Securite 
devrait jouir de la pleine confiance des membres de ~'qrg~­
nisation. Il ne devreit exister dans 1 1 esurit des delegues 
aucun doute sur 1es intentions du Conseil Cle Securite de ne 
Porter en aucune facon a.tteinte e.ux clroits cl 1un Etet souve­
rain. En outre, i1 est d'avis que 1 1e.mendement be1ge aurait 
pl')ur effet d' affaiblir 1e .,ouvoir du Conse11 c1 e ml?.intenir 1a 
Paix et la securit~ internationales. S1 11 etait possible 
uour un Etet d 1 en aPPeler du Conseil a 1a Cour Internationale 
de Justice et s 1 11 exist8it une autre u~ssibilite d 1un ul~ 
time renvoi du differend e. 1 t Assemblee Genere1e I le Conseil 
se trouverait handicape dans 1 1 exercice cte ses fonctions. 
Dans,ces conditions, le Conse;l :')ourrAit m~me se trouver 
ule.ce de.ns la T)OSition ct'un defen<leur vis-a-vis de la Cour, 
L10rgan1sat1on dolt ~tre fondee sur 1a confisnce envers les 
orgenes qui le constituent. 

Le Delegue des EtAts-Unis souli~ne 1 1 1mportence oe la 
prescriPtion en vertu cle laaue11e 1 1 action du Conseil de 
Securite, sn cas de differend constituent une menace pour 
la naix, aura. lieu 11 en conformi te r,vec ·les buts et pr1nc1pes 
de 1 1 Crgan1s~t1on 11 , Il se rePcrte au -pe.ragrauhe 1 du ChE!pi­
trP I modifia uar les gouv2rnements invitant~, qui stipute 
que 1 1 un des guts 0e 1 1 0rg~n1sat1on est de rea1iser le reg1e­
ment des differends uer des moyens nac1f1aues 11 en tenant 
d~mAnt comute des urincipes de la justice et du droit inter­
n~=Jtional" (Doc. 2, G/29,-n. 1). Il n 1interurete pas, ptJur 
sa pprt, les Propositions comme ~~uechent un ~tat quelcon-
que de faire a1Juel en tout temps a la Cour Internat1onale de 
Justice T)Our toute question aui nourrait normalement ~tre sou­
mise a cette derniere, Dans 1 1 ensemble, 11 ne 1Jense pas 
qu'il y ait interet a acceT)ter 1 1 amendement belge, notamment 
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oarce au 11 est convaincu que le Conseil de Securite est 
tenu d 1agir conformement aux principes de la justice et du 
droit international. 

Le Delegue de la France declare aue, tout en conside­
rent avec la nlus granr.e sympathie les idees contenues dans 
1 1amendement belge, il ne nense nas que cet amendement ob­
tiendrait le resultat desire, tout specialement oarce au 1il 
entrA1nerait une dispersion des responsabilites au sein de 
l~O~gaqisation. ;1 oart~ge 1 1 a~is exprime oar d 1autres 
Delegues sur la necessite de preciser la signification des 
mots "decisions" et ":recommanc!_ations" au oarFJgrephe 4. Il 
fp,it remarquer que, ,dans la pratique et n9tamment pour un 
petit Etat, lR difference entre 1 1autorite politique d'une 
re~ommandetion et la ·force legale d 1~ne decisiog n 1 est pas 
tres grande. Il estime que le sous-comite de redection 
devrait s 1efforcer d 1 introdutre dans le texte les garanties 
les plus oompletes que le Conseil de Securite accomplira 
sa t~che conformement RU droit et a la justice. 

Le Delegue de Colombie apnuie chaleureusement 1 1amende­
m~n~ belge. tl e~time que la- confianc~ que ~'on eprouve 
generalement a l'egard du Conseil de Securite ne devrPit 
pas exclure le confiPnce dans la Cour Internationale de 
Justice. Constatant ~ue, d 1aores les Propositions de Dumber­
ton Qpks, lea differends susceotibles d 1un reglement judi­
claire devraient normalement etre soumis a la Cour, 11 es­
time au 11'!ucune question n 1a un cBractere plus juridique que 
celle qui concerne les droits essentials d 1un Etat. L'amen­
dement belge est done entierement conforme aux termes de la 
Charte. Quant aux difficultes de nroc~dure que cet amende­
ment nourrait soulever, le Delegue de ·colombie declare qu'a 
son avis/ de telles difficultes resulteraient olutot de 1'1n: 
sertion a la Section A du Chaoitre VIII de disoositions inade-
quates. -

, 
La suite 0e l 1 ex~men de 1 1 amendement belge est ajournee 

jusqu 1a la prochaine seance du Comite. 

3. Denet ~~~ Proposition ~ le Delegue des Etats-Unis 

Le Delegue des ~tats-Unis declare qu 1 en raison du fait 
quB les gouvernements invitPnts ont propose de transferer 
au Chapitre II le paragrpohe ? de la Section A du Chapitre 
VIII, il presentera a lP prochaine seance du Comite une 
proposition PUtorisant le President a no~mer un SOUS-comite 
de sept membres qui se reunira avec un sous-comite de sept 
membres du Comi te· ·I/1 en ~rue de prem~rer sur cette aue stion 
un r8p,;ort commun oui ·sera ensuite ·Soumis. aux deux Comites 

La seance est levee a ;.3h.30. 
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RESTRICTED 

The United Nations Conference 
on I_nternational Organization 

Doc. 432 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/14 
Mo.y 19, l9lf5 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Conunittee .2 P0oceful Suttlcment 

AGENDA FOR EIGHTH MEETING OF COMrHTTE~ .!_.II/2 

Mo.y 19, 1945 

(l) Motion-by the D€;.legate of the United Sto.tes tho.t. the 
Cha.irmo.n be a.uthorizvd to a.ppoint a. subcor.uni ttoo of 
7 members to meet with a. subcomrai tteo of 7 r10r.1bcrs 
from Cc.mmi ttee I/1 for the purpose of propo.ring n 
joint report on the propoaul of the sponsoring govern­
ments to tra.nsfor po.ra.gro.ph 7 of ChQpter VIII, S0ction 
A, to Chapter II, o.nd to l~oport ba.cl~ to thu Comoi ttoc. 

(2) Appointment by the Cho.irmo.n of a. Subcommittee o~ 
Drafting, composed of 9 mor.1bers. 

(3) Continuation of discussion of the Belgian Amendnent to 
po.ro.gro.ph lJ.. The Anendnont rends as follows: 

"Any Sto.to, po.rty to a. dispute brought before 
the S.::c'd.rity Council, shalJ ha.ve the right 
to o.sk the Perr.1o.ncnt Court of Intorno.tioua.l 
Justj_ce;, whet}:10r o. rccoilli":lOndo.tion or a de­
cision r;mde by the Council or proposed in 
it infringes on its ossentio.l rights. If 
the C.:urt considers tho.t such rights ha.vc 
been disregarded or a.re throo.toncd, it is 
for tho Council either to rcconsidc:r the 
question or tc refer the dispute to the 
Assembly for dc:cision. 11 (D cc. 2, G/7 
(k)(l), p. 2) 

(4) Exo.mino.tion of other a.mendr.rcnts to po.ragrnph 4, 
presented b~ the Gcvcrnnents of Costa Rica, Iran, 
and Venezuela. (Doc. 207, III/2/A/3: pp. 3, 6-7.) 

(5) ·Examination of pnro.gra.ph 5, together with ancndr.1ents 
proscnted by tho Governments of Australia., Bulgium, 
Czechoslovakia., Greece, and Turko~. (D~c. 207, 
III/2/A/3, pp. 7-8.) 
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Tlw United Nations Conference 
on lnterootioTUll Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 432 ( FRE?~CH) 
III/2/14 
May 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 2 R~glement pacifique 

ORDRE DU ~ DE LA HUITIEME SEANCE QQ COMITE III/2 

19 ma1 1945 

(1) Motion du delegue des Etats-Unis tendant a autoriser 1e 
Pres~dent a designer un ~ous-comite de sept membre~ qu~ 
se reunira avec un Comite de sept membres du Comite I/1: 
ce comite mixte sera ch'lrge d 1 etablir u.n r3.pport connun 
sur la proposition des Puissances invitantes visant le 
transfert au Chapitre II du p~ragr~he 7 du qh~pitre VIII, 
Section A; un rn~port sera presente au Comite a ce sujet• 

(2) Designation, par 1es soins du President, d'un Sous-comite 
de redaction compose de neuf membres. 

(3) Suite de la discussiondtt1'amendement be1ge au paragr!lphe 4. 
Cet amendernent est con9u comme suit: 

"Tout Etat oartie a un differend dont est saisi 
le Conse11~ de s6cur1te est en droit de demander a la C.P.J.I. un avis consult~tif sur 1e point 
de savoir si une recom~andation faite ou une 
dec~sion prise par le Conseil ou qui y sent pro­
posess portent atteinte a ses droits essentiels. 
Si la Cour estime aue ces droits ont ete meconnus 
ou sont menaces, ii appartient au Conseil, soit 
de reconsiderer la question, soit de renvoyer le 
di.fferend pour decision 0.-eva.nt l 1 Assemb1Efe. 11 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (k) (1), p.2) · 

(4) Examen· d 1 autres amendements au par9graphe 4 prdsentes 
par lee delEfgations cle Costa Rica, ne 1 1 Iran et du Venezuela. 
(Doc. 207, III/2jA/3, pp. 3, 6-7) 

(5) Examen du paragraphs 5 et des amendements soumis par lee 
delEfgations de l'Australie, rle la Belgique, de la Gr~ce,· de la 
Tchecoslovaquie et ~e la Turqu1e. (Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, pp.7-8 
de 1 1 angla1s). ' 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

57 
RESTRICTED 
Doc. 462 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/17 
May 21, 1945 

· Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SWJIMARY REPORT 9K. EIG!!TI! ~ETING 9F COMMITTEE III/2 

Veterans ~ilc;lin£, Room 202, M~ 19, 1:945, 10:40 ~· 

The eighth mooting of the Co~nittoe was opened by 
the Chairman, the Delegate of Uruguay, at 10:40 a.m. 

1. Motion of the pel~~te of the United Stutes Concerning 
PurugrnPK I of Chapter VIII, Section ! 

Tho motion of tho Delegate of the United Stutes 
provided for tho appointment of a subcommittee of seven 
members to meet with a subcommittee of tho same number 
from Committee I/1 to consider the transfer of paragraph 
7 from Chapter VIII to Chapter II, us proposed by the 
sponsoring governments. 

The Delegate of Australia stated that his Govern~ 
mont had presented un amendment to Chaptcr·VIII, 
Section B, dealing with the question of domestic 
jurisdiction (for text see Doc. 2, G/14(1), pp. 9-10). 
Committee III/3 had deferred action on it, and he 
proposed that that Committee be associated with this 
proposed subcommittee in an appropriate manner. The 
De1esate of the United States proposed that the 
report of the subcommittee should be sent to Committee 
III/3 for its information, and the Delegate of Australia 
agreed that this would be s~tisfuctory. 

The Delegate of Belgium stated that he had the 
impression that tho subcon~ittoo would consider not 
only tho question of the transfer of paragraph 7, but 
also tho general idea contained in tho Belgian amend­
ment discussed at tho last meeting (for text see 
Doc. 2, G/7 (k)(l), p. 2). If this wore tho case, the 
Belgian Delegation would favor reference of tho amend­
ment to the subcommittee. 
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In renponso to this observation, the Delegate of 
tho United Stntos obsorv&d that if tho Bolginn Delegate 
desi:r•ud to nmko its anondmont apply to paragro_)h 7, then 
it would be discussed in the subcommittoo, nnd suggested 
in thn.t cnno thnt tho discucsi.on of the nnonar.10nt be 
d:tscont:i.nuud in the full Cm;uni ttoe. Tho Delegate of 
Bulsiu1:1 noted that tho mncndment involved issues broador 
thnn thnt oi' domestic jurisdictiion, and he was thuroforc 
concerned t.hut the subconmittoo 1 s tcri:lS of roforonco 
should include th0 full scope of tho ur.wndtH:mt. 

Tho D<3logD,to of tho Unlon of Soviet Socialist 
Republics fnvoJ~od tho motion before thu ·Conrr.1i tteo, but 
consldt;rod that since the Belgio.n runcndr.wnt concoi•nod 
pnr·agrcph 4, ra thor thnn pn:t•o.graph 7, 1 t should not be 
rofo::.•rod to tho subc·ounittce, but its discussion should 
bo continued in tho Cor~i>:li ttoo. This view wc.s supported 
by the DvJ.egatv of Now ZenJ.and. 

Tho Delegate of Australia desired nssu1~.:-..nco tho.t 
the Aust1~nlim1 !11'1t:mdnont (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), pp. 9-10) 
would bo cons:!dol'od by tho ::mbconrr..llttoG, and tho.t tho 
AustN>.lian Dr...:logc.tion would bo ropre:sontod on the sub­
cor.u:ti ttoe. 

Tho Chnirt1nn stated th~t .tn his opj_nlon tho purpose 
of tho motion c.s originally stc:tod had been nnplifiod 
in the conrso of tho discussion. The question wo.s now 
posed whethE-r the subcot'.r:littoe should study no.tters of 
snbstr.:.nce in addition to the question of jurisdiction. 
'1.1hG Dclogc,tc of tho United Statos disclniued tho inten­
tion of pl'Oposlng such a bl~oad gx-ant of power to tho sub­
coDnittoo; tho purpose of the r.1ot:i.on w::1s to avoid dupli­
cct:l.lJn of d:!.scussions in cor.11ni ttoos~ o.nd therefore the 
purpose of tho notion was·to decide which connittee 
should doo.l with tho subject of pnracrnph 7. The 
Dolcgcte of tho Soviet Union st'o.tod thnt in this ccso 
he W')Uld support the notion. 

The Delegate of Grecco inquh~ed vlhothor, if 
pm•ngro.ph 7 wu1~o trnnsfe1~1~ed by the subconmi ttoo to 
Oonn·itto<..; I/1, tho vcJ>ious c.mC>ndnents to that pnrngrc.ph 
would o.lso bo trcnsfol~rod to thct Conn:tttoe. The 
Chnix-ua..n assurud hilJ that tho ur.wndnonts would go along 
with tho pnrng1•o.ph. 
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~~12t"t tEo Chaimun bo ~:uth6rlzod to c.ptoint 
o. "su'6"cor.mi'ft0~7 moilbors to neet wi h a -- -- ----
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subconmittoc of l menbcrs from ~ittee ILl 
for the ;eurpose of E!'epnring £. Joint reuort 2£. 
the_ pl~oposal or the sponsoring sovernr.1Cnts to 
transfer paragraph 7 of Chapter VIII, Section A, 
to Chapter II, end to r0ifc)rt bnck to the -
Com.'littee, ~nd r_,eport to Conu-nit~ IIffi for 
1 ts infor:mc,tion. 

Tho Delegate of Bclgiurn stntod that he o.bsto.inod 
from voting because ho felt that contradictol'Y interpre­
tations of tho motion hc.d beon given, nnd he was not 
COl'tain of its meaning. The Delegate of Australia stated 
that he abstained from voting bocause tho Australian 
auondr:1ont would a.ppnrcntJ.y not be given consideration by 
the.subcoLh';littce. Tho Delegate of Nc..w Zeeland wished his 
o.bstention to bo recorded. 

Tho Delegate of the United States emphasized that 
the purpose of the appointment of the subco1;mittoo wns 
only to assist in tho choice cf a, proper procedure nnd 

· thnt when tho report of the subcorm,itte;o wns mo.de, every 
delognto would be; complet0ly free to present his cr.wnd­
ments in the designnted Corn,Ji_ttee. 

2. Appointr;wnt of Members of Subcomni tteo 2E_ Drafting 

Tho Chnirma,n appointed the following as r.wmbors of 
the Subcor:n:tittoe en Drafting .• tho constitution of which 
had boon authorized at tho neeting of }!lay 17: Bolgiu.rn, 
Brazil, Ch:!.le, Chinn, Franco, Norwcy, United Kingdom, 
United States, UnJon of Sovj_ot Soci.alist Republ:!.cs. 

The Delegate of tho Un:ton of Soviet Socialist 
Republjcs requested that tho Delvgate of Czechoslovakia 
be appointed to the subcor:r:1i ttoe. Upon the observc.ti·)n 
of the Chail'mc.n thnt this would involve c, roccnsldoration 
of the motion estc.blishiug tho subcommittee, the Dolegate 
of tho Sovi8t Union suggested thnt Czechoslovakia. bo 
numed to tho subcur:u:titteo on Pnragl'O.pll 7, and tho 
Cho.j_rnnn accepted this suggostion. 

The mooting adjourned at 12:}0 p.1:1. 

Annex 

Appointr;l~nt ?f Members of Subc~.1lttoo .2£_ Pm~o.grnph I 

Subsequent to the uighth mooting of Counittoe III/2, 
the Chairman no.nod as nembors of the subccmn:l.tt0e on 
po.rasrnph 7, authorized at that necting, the following 
Deleg.:1tos: Australia,, B(Jlivia, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, 
Greece, Peru, United Stutes. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Com1te 2 Reglernfnts Pacifiques 

RESTRICTED 
Doc.462 (FRENCH) 
III/2/17 
May 21, 1945 

Security Council 

COMPTE RENDU SOHHAIF.E DE LA HUITIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/2 

Vete"!"P.ns Build1ng 1 Salle 202, le 19 rna1 1945 10 h 40 

La hu1t1eme seance du Cornite Pst ouverte nar le 
President, De1e€nle de l'Uruguay, R. 10 h 40. --

1. Pronosition du DPlegue d~ Etats-Unis concernant le 
Paragranhe 1 du Chapitre VIII, Section A. 

La pronop,ition du Belegue des Etats-Unis preconise 
la nomination d 1un sous-~ornite de sent nenbres, ou1 dolt 
S8 reuni~ rveC Un SnUS-COMite e?~lPr:ent de Sept f.lPMbreS dU 
CoMite I/1 nour deterMine~ si on doit re~orter le paragraph€ 
7 du Cl'l-:tnitre VIII au Cha~itre II, conformeMent ala nro­
position des gouvernementR invitants. 

Le Delegue de 1 1Austra1Ye declare que son GouverneMent 
a present€ uri amendenent au Chanitre VIII, Section B, traitant 
de la question de la juridiotion interne des Etats (Voir pour 
le texte 1e Doc. 2, G/14(1), p~ 9-10). Le Comite III/3 
ayant ~journe sa decision sur cette question, le Delegue 
proDose qu 1 on relie ledit Comite au sous-comitP preconice, dans 
lPs forr.1es an-:Jronries. Le Dele~ue des EtHts-Unis proposP 
qu'on communique-le ranport du sous-comite ~u Comite III/3 
pour information, et le-Delegue de 1 1 Austr~l1e accepte cette 
proposition. 

Le- Delegue de la Belgique declare avoi~ 1 11mpression 
que le sous-conite examinera non seu1fment la o.uestion du 
deplaceMent du paragrauhe 7, mais auss1 1 1 1dee-generale 
contenue dc>ns 1 1amendernent belge dif!CUtee a la seance 
precedente (voir ~our lP texte le Doc. 2, G/7 (k)(l),p.2). 
Dans ce cas, la Delegntion belge sPrai t d 1 a~r1e qu 1 on soumette 
1 1amendeMent au sous-coMit~. 

En renonse a cette obsP-rvat1on·le Delegue des Etats­
Un1s di ~ que_ ·s1 le .Delegue belge desire rattaoher son 
amendement au nar~granhe 7 11 sera alors disoute par le 

181Q - 1-



sous-comite; 11 sugg8re que dans ce cas 1e Comite ne continuee 
pas 1 1 examen de cet aMend~~ent en s~anoe n1en1ere. Le Delegue 
de 1a Belgiaue fait obse~ver 0ue 1 1aMendement contient des 
questions. qui depassent celle de la juridiction ~nterne, et 
que pour CAttA raison i1 E'!St fortenent d 1 avis que lP rletndat 
du sous-comi te doi t cOMP~Pnd,~e le nouvoir d 1 examiner 1 1 arnende­
ment dans toutP sa portee. 

Le Delegue dP. 1 1Union O.es Republic:ues Sovietiques 
Socialistes apnuie la nronosition mais trouve qu~ puisque 
1 1anendenent belge concerne 1e paragranhe 4 plutot que 
le paragraPhe 7, i1 ne doit pas etre soumis au sous-comite 
mais continuer a etre exaMine en Conite. Cette opinio~ est 
apnuyee pe.r le Delegue de la Nouvelle-Zel<mde. -

Le Delegue de 1 1Austral1e desire recevoir l'assurance que 
1 1aMendeMent"Australien(Doc.2,G/14 (1) ,Pp.9-lO)sera examine 
par le sous-comite, et que ce sous-coMite comptera parmi 
ses nembres un representant de la delegation Australienne. 

Le President decle.re au I a son P.Vis la portee de 1a pro­
~osition, telle qu 1 elle a ete formulee ori~inaleMent, a ete 
etendue au r.ours de la discussion. Il s a?it maintenant 
de decider si le sous-comite dolt etudier des questions de 
fond en nlus de la question de ~urir'l.iction. L~ Delegue des 
Etats-Unis se defend d 1 avoir eu 1 1 intention de proposer des 
pouvoirs aussi etendus nour le sous-comite; le but- de la 
nronosition est d 1 eviter 0U 1 0n renete les Memes diSCUSSiOnS 
dans diffe~ents Comites, etJ eD 1 1 eenece, de detPr~iner 
a quel Comi te i1 fe.ut attribuer 1a T'latierE' du naragr~:lphe 7. 
Le DelPgue de l'Union so~rietiaue declarP qu 1 en ce cas 11 
annuiera lR nroposition. 

Le Dele2'ue de 1~ Grece de!"'Flnde s1 1e ren~roi devRnt 
le CoMite I/i £u pqragraphe 7 pRr 1e sous-comit~ connorte 
le rAnvoi en mer.J.e terms des divers anenderJ.ents a ce pe.ra­
g-r'lnhe. Le President- 1 1 ::1.ssure rJUe les 'lMende.T"1ents n-e seront 
pas senRres du naragr'lnhe. 

1810 

Decision: ~e Conite, par 19 voix contre Q, 
ap~rouve la nronosition suivante: 
11 Le President sera autorise ~ nomner yn 

_ sous-col:'li te de .2 menbres, ,oui doi t §.Q 
reucir ~ un sous-co!"lite de 1 nel"'1.bres 
du Comi te I:L1: dr".ns le but de rediger ID1 
ranuort conjoint ~ la ~reposition,~ 
gouvernenents ±nvi t.o.nts .J2Q!Y: tr~:msferer 
le uaragranhe 1 du Chauitre~III, Section 
f:., f1.u Chan1 tre II, i1 rendra co!'lnte au 
Qomite des resultats de<;Ptte collabOration, 
_11 fera r~uuor~ ill! CoMite III/3 nou~ l!J,_rr­
fornation de ~elu1-c1. 

- 2 -
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Le Deleg-ue de la Belgique declare ou 111 s 1 est abstenu 

de voter n~~ce ~u'il P8t d 1 avis qu 1 on q donne des inter­
D:rPtations contradic to ires dP la ;;ronost tion, et ouP nour 
lui le sPns n'en est nas cl~ir. LP Dele~ue de 1 1AustrPlie 
declR:re s 1 etrP qbstenu dP voter na,...ce ou 1 11 seMble que 
le 8ous-co~1t~ n 1 exan1nera nas 1 1arnendeMent ~usi:ralien. 
Le D~l~gu~'de la NouvPlle-Zelande denandP au'on p:renne 
8cte de son abstention. · 

Le Delegue des Etqts-Unis ~ait :ressortir que le sous-coMite 
est noMne uniouer1ent dans le but d 1 aider ~ trouver une pro­
oRdure annronriee et au'an,...Ps lc rqnport du sous-conite tout 
delegue. sera enti=e~enPnt lib:"e de DrPr,f'nter ses anende:~ents 
qu co~ite indique. 

2. Nt2.:'l~.J1"'.t_io!l des Henbres du 5ous-Coni te d_€2. B_ed"Lction 

Le President nonne les delegues des pays suivants au 
Sous-Conite de Redaction, dont la constitution a P.te autorisee 
~ l1 seance du 17 nai: Belginue, Bresil, Chili, Chine, France, 
Norvpge, Royaune-Uni, Etl'l.ts-Unis,Union des Republiaues Sovie­
tiques Socialistes. 

Le Delegue dP 1 1Union des Renubliqurs Sovietiques 
Socialistes demande que le Delegue de la Tchecoslovaquie 
soit nor1rne au sous-cor1ite. Le President ayant fait obsPrver 
que ceci entrainera un nouvel exanen de ia nrouosition con­
stit~ant le sous-cor1ite, le DelPgue de ~'Union Sovietiq~e 
suggerP 0ue lA. Tchecoslovr..quie soitno:tnee ~u sous-comite du 
~aragranhe 7, et le PreRident agree cette suggeRtion. 

La s~ance est levee a 12 h 30, 

Annexe 

NoMination del'! Menbre§. du 0Jus-Conite du Paragraphe 7_. 

A la suite de ln hu1t1e~e seqnce du Comite III/2, le 
President nOMMe A.U sous-con.i te du naraE;r<lT)he 7 ,' dent la 
constitution a et~ decidee q ladit~ seance, les Delegues 
des Days sui ~rantr: Aust:rA.lie, Bolivie, Tchecoslovaquie, 
Ethionie, GrPce, Perou, Etats-Unis, 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 461 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/18 
May 21, 1945 

Security Council 

AGENDA !QB NINTH MEETING QE COMMITTEE III/2 

May 21, 1945 

(1) Continuation of discussion of the Belgian Amendment to 
paragraph 4. The Amendment reads as follows: 

'tAny State," party to a dispute brought before 
the Security Council, shall have the right to 
ask the Permanent Court of International Jus­
tice whether a. recommendation or u deeision 
made by the Counci~ or proposed in it infringes 
on its essential rights. If the Court considers 
that such rights have been disregarded or are 
threatened, it is for the Council either ~o re­
consider the question or to refer the dispute to 
~he Assembly for decision.~ {Doc. 2 G/7 (k) 
(1), p. 2; also in Doc. 207 (English~, III/2/A/3, 
p. 15. ) 

(2) Examination of other amendments to paragraph 4 presented 
by the Governments of Costa Rica~ Iran, and Venezuela 
(Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, pp. 3, 6-7J. 

(3) Examination of paragraph 5, together with amendments pre­
sented by the Governments of Australia, Bel~ium, Czecho­
slovakia, Greece, and Turkey (Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, pp. 
7-8). 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 461 (FRENCH) 
III/2/16 
May 21, 1945 

Security Council 
Comite 2 Regloment Pacifique des Difterends 

ORDRE .£11: ~ J2! g NEUVIEME SEANCE J2Q COHITE ill/g 

~ g mai 1945 

(1) Reprise de la discussion de l'Amendemcnt Belge au para-
graphs 4. L'Amendement est redige comme 11 suit: 

"Tout Etat, par~1e a -qn differend dont est sa.,isi 
lc Conseil de S0curitc est en droit de demander 
a le. Cour Permanente de Justice Internationale 
un avis consultatif sur le "Ooint de savoir si 
une recomma.ndation ou une decision du Conseil 
deja prisr.s ou proposoes portent atteintc a 
ses droits essentials. Si la Cour estime que 
coa droits ont etc moconnus ou sont menace~, 
il ap~)~rtient au Consoil, soit de recqns1derer 
la question, soit do ronvoyor lc diffcrend pour 
decision devant l'~ssomblcc. 11 (Doc. 2, G/7 (k) 
(1), p. 2; et Doc. 207 (Anglais), III/2/A/3, 
p 0 15.) 

(2) Etude des autres a.mendomcnts au paragraphe 4 proposes 
par los Gouverncmflnts du Costa Rica, de 1 1 Ire.n, et du 
Venezuela (Doc. 207, III/2/A/3, pp. 3, 6 et 7). 

(3) Etude du paragrahc 5, ct des amcndomcnts proposes par 
les Gouverneme>nts de 1 1Austra11n, de la Belgique, de la 
Tchecoslovaquie, de la Greco et de la Turquic (Doc. 207, 
!II/2/A/3, pp. 7 ct 8) • 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 498 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/19 
May 22, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peac.eful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT OF NINTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 
----~ -- --

Veterans ~dins_, RoolJ!. 213, May 21, 1945, 3:30 p.m. 

The ninth meeting of the Con~ittee wa~ opened by the 
Chairman, the Delegate of Uruguay, at 3:30 p.m. 

1. .subcommittee ~ Draftins (Subcommittee ~) 

The Chairman announced that the subcommittee on draft­
ing had just held its first meeting, and that it had elected 
the Delegate of Belgium as its chairman. The subcommittee 
will meGt again on May 22, at 2:30 p.m., and will begin its 
work on the basis of an outline to be presented by the Dele­
gate of France. 

2. Parasraph 4 of Cha~ter VIII, Section A, as amended 
(Doc. g_, 3 Z2CT," ~) - - -

a. Belgian .Amendme:nt' (Doc. 2, G/7 (k) (l)_,pp.l-2) 

In opening the discussion, the Delegate of the United 
Kingdom stated he thought the adoption of the Belgian. 
amendment would be prejudicial to the success of the Organ­
ization. The amendment would, in his opinion, result in 
the decision by the Court of International Justice of polit­
ical questions in addition to legal questions. The per­
formance of this function by the Court, he felt, would 
seriously impair the success of its role as a judicial body. 
Further, the procedures proposGJ by the amendment -vrould 
cause delay, at a time when prompt action by the Security 
Council was most desirable. A powerful weapon.would thus 
be placed in the hands of a state contemplating aggression, 
and the Council would not be able to play the part in main­
taining peace which was intended for it. Finally, he con­
stdered it necessary that tho Council possess the trust and 
confidence of all states; its majority would be composed of 
small states, and it would be 'obligated to act~in a manner 
consistunt with tbe purposes and principles of the Organi­
zation. 

-1-
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66 
The Delegate of South Africa supported this position, 

emphasizing the importance of the act of faith which the 
small states were making in the acceptance of paragraph 4. 
He thought it fair to assume that decisions representing 
agreement among the great po~rs would be reasonable, since 
they would be influenced not only by their own interests 
but also by the interests of those countries with which 
they have close relat:l.onships, and also by world public 
opinion. 

The Delegate 'of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic expressed the opinion tP~t the Belgian amendment 
should not be adopted by the Committee, laying particular 
emphasis on the view that the refer~nce of disputes to the 
Court would weaken the position of the Cotmcil in main­
taining peace. 

The Delegate of B~lgium requested a more precise an­
wer to his previously posed question as to whether the 
term "reconunend 11 

( 
11 rec~.nder") in Chapter VIII, Section 

A, entailed obligations !'or 3ta.tefJ, parties to a dispute, 
or whether it meant only tMt th~· Council was offering 
9.dViCG which might Or ll!1.~itht not be tl.Ccepted. 

~he Delegate of tho United States expressed agreement 
with the views of the Delegate of the United Kingdom, and 
said he had intended to make it clear that in Section A 
no compulsion or enforcement was envisaged. He noted that 
he had e12rlier expressed opposition to the socond sentence 
of the Belgian amendment to parasraph 3, which concerned 
this point (Doc. 2, G/7 (k), p.2). 

The Delegate of Belgi\ll1l stated that since it now· wo.n 
clearly understood that a recommendation made by tho Council 
under Section A of Chapter VIII did not possess obligatory 
effect, he wished to withdraw the Belgian amendment. The 
withdrawal was accepted by·the Chairman. 

b. Costo. Rican Amendment ('Doc. 2, G/7 (h) (1),· p. 2) 

The Delegate of Costa Rica stated that he wished to 
withdraw the Costa Rican amendment since he did not think 
his Government's suggestion went much beyond the text of 
the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, as amended. 

c. Iranian Amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 (m), p. 3) 

The Delegate of Iran explained thnt thio amendment 
was prompted by tho desire that in such cases the Council 
should act immediately. The Pelegates of Bolivia and 
Czechoslovakia expressed the view that the amendment dealt 
yith matters which were under ponsideration by other com­
mittees, namely Committees III/1 and I/1. The Delegate of 
Haiti suggested that the English and French texts were at 
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variance, since in his view "threat" had a stronger mean­
ing than "atteinte". The Delegate of Iran stated that he 
regarded the French text as definitive, and explained that 
the purpose of the amendment was to make it clear that any 
effort to violate or infringe upon the territorial integ­
l"ity of a state should be col;lsidered as endangering peace 
and security in the sense of paragraph 4. He added that 
he would be satisfied if the Chairman would state that the 
idea of the amendment was regarded with sympathy by the 
Committee, and would be referred to the drafting committee. 
As there were no objections offered to this suggestion, 
the Chairman stated that it would be considered as approved. 

The 
asked if 
sion the 
drafting 
mittee. 

d. 

Decision: The Committee, without objection, but 
with no formal vote, agr>eed to the reference or 
triE)genera:liTea:-Dr" the Iranian -a:mendliient to the 
draftins cornin.Ittee .- - - -

Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
it were clearly understood that in making this deci­
Committee was referring the Iranian an'lendment to the 
committee of the Conference--the Coordination Com­
The Chairman stated tr~t that was clearly understood. 

Venezuelan Amendment (Doc. 2, G/7 (d)(l), p. 22) 

The Delegate of Venezuela stated that the idea of the 
Venezuelan amendment could be attained by the addition of 
the words "or paragraph 6" after the words "paragraph 5" in 
paragraph 4, as runended· and·the addition at the end of the 
para~raph of the words ~according to the nature of the dls­
p~te . The purpose of_the ruaendment was to link paragraph 
6 to paragraph 4 in an appropriate mru111er. 

At the suggestion of the Delegate of the United Kingdom, 
accepted by the Delegate of Venezuela, the Chairman stated that 
discussion of the amendment would be suspended until the dis­
cussion of compulsory jurisdiction of the Court in Committee 
IV/1 had been made available to the members of Committee III/2. 

3. 

1925 

Suggestion of the Delegate of the United States Concern­
ing the Report of the Gommi Ue_o_ 

Decision: The Committee, without discussion or 
formal vote;-accepted the susgestion of th~ Dele­
~ oftne ~.£.States that when tne report of 
~Committee was made to the ExecutiVe Conwittee 
for transmission-to theiCooraination Committee, 
mention should belnaae-therein of all runendments 
which had been O:rougrrc to the at-fenffon of the 
Commi treG, "Wilether Ol" not" tl?i'ey had been vTi tn=-. 
drmm in the courseof--rfsOIScU"SSion:- ---- --- -- --- ~~~~~ 

The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRI'JTED 
Doc.,498 {FRENCH) 
III/2/19 
May 22, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
ComHe 2 Reglement pacifique des differends. 

COMPTE RENDU SOMNAIRE DE LA NEUVIEME SEANCE DU COl•IITE III/2. 

V~terans Building, Salle 213, ill. mai 1945'1 ~ 15h.30. 

,Le Delegue de l'Uruguay, President du Comite; ouvre la 
seance a l5h.30. 

1. Sous-Comi te de Redaction (t:>ous-Comi te B) 

.Le President annonce que le sous-comite de re-
d I ' , , action vient d avoir sa premiere seance et qu 1 il a elu 
Pr~sident le Delegue ~e la Belqique. Le Sous-Comite se reunira 
de nouveau le 22 mal a 14h.30 et con'lencera ses travaux par 
1 1 I ' ' ' ' ' ' l examen d un expose qui sera presents par le Delegue de a 
France. 

2. Paragraphe i du Chapitre VI,I, Section A, amende 
(Doc. 2, G 29, ~) 

a. Amendement belge-(Doc. 2, G/7 {k) (1), pp.l, 2) ouv.rant 
les debuts, le Delegue du RoyaQme-Uni declare qu 1a son avi~, 
1 1 ndoption de 1 1 amendeme~t belge nuira aux ch~nces de succes 
de 1 10rganisation. Il resultern de 1 1 amendement que la Cour 
de Justice Internationale aura a decider non seulement des 
questions juridiques, me.is encore des questions poll t~ques. 
Le fait, que la Cour,assumer~it cette fonction ser&it a son 
avis extr~mement ~rejudiciabl~ au. succe.s de son rOle jud1c1a1re. · 
En outre, la procedure proposee par 1 1 amendement entrainerait 
un retard dans des circonstances ou la promptitude d'action 
du Conseil de sec uri te est extr~mement souha.i tEo.ble. On place­
rai t ainsi une o.rme redoutt:ble entre les mains d 1 un Etat qui 
mediterait un acte d'agression et le Conseil ne pourrait pas 
remplir, en vue du maintien de la paix, la fonction pour la­
quelle 11 est specialement designe. 

Enfin, 11 semble neoessaire que le Conseil ait 
l'entiere confiance de taus les Etats; 11 sera en majorite , 
compose de petits Etats et 11 sera tenu d 1 ag1r en conformite 
avec lea buts. et les pr1nc1pea de 1 10rgan1sat1on. 
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Le Delegue de l'Union Sud-Africaine appuie cette 
proposition en insistant sur l'importnn~e de ltacte de foi 
qu' accomplissaient les petits Etats en acceptc,,nt le paragraphe 
4. Il n'est que juste de presumer que les decisions repre­
sent::mt un accord intervenu entre les ~randes puissances seront 
raisonnables car elles seront influoncees non sculement par 
lea int6rets de ces puissances e11es-m~mes 1 mais encore phr 
ceux des pays avec lesquels elles sont en relations etroites 
et aussi par 1 1 opinion publique mondiale. 

' L ' L ' Le Del~gue de la Republique Sovietique Socialiste 
de la Belorussie, cxprime l!avis quo le Com+te ne devrait 
pas adopter l'nmendeMent belge; 11 insiste· surtout sur ce 
point que le ronvoi des litiges devunt la Cour diminuerait 
le pouvoir de Maintenir lu pnix qui inconbe au Conseil. 

Le D616gue de la Belgique demande une reponse plus , ' , ' , ' precise a sa question deja posee, a savoir si le terme 
11 recomnander 11 au Chapitre VIII, Section ;.., comporte des obli­
gations pour des Etnts quL sont purties a un litige o'u s 1 11 
signifie seuleMent que le Connell offre un avis qui peut ou 
non otre accepte. 

, , " I , , Le Delegue des Etcts-Unis est d accord avee le Dele-
gue du Royaume-Uni; 11 a voulu nontrer clc.ir8ment que la 
Section A, n 1 tmvisnge nucune mesurr de cont:raint8 ou de sane-

' # ' , !> t1on. Il fr..it rmnarquer qu 11 s 1 ast Q.eja oppose a ln deu-
xieme phra.se de 1' amano.en .. ,nt belge E'.u pctra.grr~phe 3, qui con­
cerne ce point (Doc. 2 1 G/7 (k) .;:;.2). 

' ' ' , ' I il Le'Delegue de la Belgique declare que, pu~squ 
est na.intenant clnirenent entend.u qu' une reco!21r:Jand.E,tion faite 
par le Conseil sous ln Section A d.u Chupitre VIII, n'~ntra1ne 
nuc.un ,effet obligc~toire, 11 nccepte de rat1r6r son ame::ndement. 
Le President accepte ce retrt.it. 

b. Amendencnt d.e Costa Rica (Doc. g, G/7 (h) Cll .12..&) 

Le Delegue de Costn Rica. desire retirer 1 1amendement 
de Costa Ricn, puree qu 1 11 ne pense pns que la suggestion de 
son gouvernement nille bec.ucoup plns loin que le texte e..r.1ende 
des Propositions de D~~bnrton Onks. 

c. Amendcnent de 1 1 Iran (J&Q.. g G/14. (.m) ~) 

,Le D8legu~ de 1 1 Irt'.n explique quo cet amend<:Jr:12Jl t 
est ,motiv.;"J pe.r le ~-esir de mettre le Oonsell en meBure d 1 a.gir 
ir:1r10.:Uuterwnt dnns les cas cnvisng6s. Lea Deloguee de lfl. 
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Bolivie et de la Tchecoslovaauie exprimcnt 1 1av1s que 
lfam~ndement traitc de matie~PS qui sont d~ja a 1 1 exarnen 
devant d 1 autres Comj_ tes a co.qvoir les Comites .III/1 et I/1. 
Le Delegue de Haiti su~ge~e qu 1 il doit y avoir des diver­
gences entre les textes francais et anglais puisau 1a 
son avis 1e mot ffthreattt a un sens plus fort que.-1e .mot 
11 atteinte 11 • 

Le Delegue de 1 1 I~an conside~e .1e texte francais 
comMe defini tif; i1 exp11que que 1 1.amendemt?nt a pour but 
de rnontrer clairem€nt que toute tentative de viol ou 
d 1 infraction cont~e 1 1 integrite territoriale d 1un Etat 
doi t e.t:r;e con~icl.eree coml"le un aete qui met en danger la pah. 
et la securite dans le eens du naragraphe 4. Il se conten­
terait d 1une declaration du President exoliouant que 1 1 idee 
de 1 r amendemrnt a et~ consideree a~rfc sy!npathie par le comi te 
et nroposant le rPnvoi au comit~ de redaction. Aucune 
objection n~est soulevee contre.cPtte s~ggestion; le presi­
dent considere done qu 1 Plle est ap~rouvee. 

~eQi~iQn : 1f,Qomi!e, ~a~ x fa1rg Q1QbjeQtion, 
,mais .§.aM rrr.Qc_sd.::.r 5! un yo_!e f.O!:J?.§1...:. ~e 
d 1accord nour soumettre au Comite de redaction 
1:1dee-geneiale -iU1-1n.§.n1r.Q -Jr~m&.n.£1enient_'d_g- -
ll.t'~n..!. 

LF ~ei~~u6 de l'URSS demande qu 1il solt clairement 
entendu qu 1 en formulant cette decision le Comite renvoie oet 
amendemm1t de l'Iran au Comit·~ de redaction de la Conference, 
" C' LP' ' a savoir le omitP de coordination. e resident repond que 
c 1 est olairement entendu. 

L D '1, , d v, , 1 d, 1 f t 1 :n e e egue u en~z~e a ec are qu on peu e~pr mer 
1 1 1dee de 1 1 amendemPnt venezuelien en ajoutant dans le para­
graphe 4, apr~s lt>s mots i'narae;raphe 5 11 l~s mots ttparagraphe 
srr. En outre, il conviendra1t,d1ajouter ala fin du paragra­
phe : ~selon la nature du differ2ndn. En.fait, 1 1objEt de 
l 1 amendement est de relier d 1 une maniere appropriee le para­
graphB 6 au paragr~phe 4. 

Sur la suggPstion du D~legu~ du Royaume Uni, acoeptee 
par le Delegue du Venezu~la, le President declare que la dis­
cussion de ~~~mendement sera suspendue jusqu 1a,ce que le 
Comite ait atP saisi de 1a discussion du Comite IV/1 sur le 
c~ractere obllgatoire de 1a competence de 1a Cour. 

3. ~ugK~s!i~n_dg ~elegu£ ge~ Et~t~-g~rs_syr le raRPQr! 
du Qomi.1e..!. 



D~cision: Le Comit~, suns disc ssion ni vote for~el~ 
accepte In sugg.::stion d.u Del~b'ut 008 Stats-Unis, ~­
snvoir que lorsque le Coni te presFntern son rr.pport 
au Coni te executif pour trn.nsr-.ission nu Comi t~ de 
Coordination, il signecltS dr~ns ce e.ocunent taus les 
amendenents sur lesauals on u attir~ 1 1 att~ntion 
du Cosite, qu 1 ils aient ou non etS r8tiras d~ns le 
cours de lu discussion. 

Ln seance est lev-3e n 17 h.00 
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The Un:ited Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

R.ESTHIOTED 
Doc.~9? (FR.,ENG.) 
III/2/18 
May 22, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comi tE! 2 R~glement Pac1f'ique 

ORDRE DU ~ DE;. ~ ,PIXIEME SSa].Qj_ llil OOiviiTE. !II/2 

~ mai 1945 

(l) Examen du paragraphe 5 du Chapitre VIII, Section A 

( 2) Examen des amendements au para.graphe 5 p:ro.roose's par 
les _gouvernements de 1 1Australie, de la Republ1que 
tchecoslovaque, de la Grece, et la Turquie (Doc. 20? 
( FRE1~0H) I III/2/A/3, pp. 8-9) 

(3) Examen des questions relatives ~. la juric":.1ct1on et 
A la proce*durc du Comi t<! e;oulevt!es par lt: paragraphe 
6· et les ;;.me>'l.dements proposes pt:J.r des gouvernements 
participants. 

AGENDA FOR 1ENTH ~~ETING OF COl~~ITTE~ IIl/2 

~~~~ 

(l) Consideration of parBgraph.5 of Chapter VIII, 
Section A 

(2) Consideration of amendments to paragraph 5 proposed 
by the Governments of Australia, Czechoslovakia, Greece, 
and Turkey (Doc. 20? {ENGLISrt), III/2/A/~, pp. ?-8) 

(3) Consideration of questions of the Committee's juris­
diction and procedure which are raised by paregraph 6 
and the amendments pro,osed by participating govern­
ments 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 530 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/20 
May 23, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT QE TENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

Veterans BuildillB., ~ g,Q,g,, May 22, ~' 8.: 30 J2..!.!!!• 

The Vice Chairman of the Delegation of Uruguay, acting 
as Chairman, opened the meeting at 8:30 p.m. 

1 .. Paragraph ,2, Chapt~ VIII, Sectio..E. ~ 

Dec.tsion: The pomm:t.ttee., !!1. a vote 9.f. 21J:. .to Q, 
&\Q.pt.ed para_graph .2. .• Ofil!ll~er VIu-;--section !, 
of the Dumbarto~ ~~roposal~, ~nd referred 
it to _lli subcomm:tt~ £E. drafting. 

(a) Czechoslovak Amendment (Q££· £, G/14 (~), £• 1) 

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia explained that since 
the point raised by his Government's amendment had been 
clarified in the course of discussion at an earlier meeting, 
he f~lt that there was no necessity to discuss it further. 
Without formal vote, it was agreed that the amendment should 
be referred to the subcommi+tee on drafting to be taken into 
consideration. 

(b) Turkish amendment to 12araaaph .2 (Q£.£:. £, GL:)j;, 
C~.J OJ, £· g) 

The Delegate of Turkey explained that the purpose of this 
amendment was to insure that the Security Couneil would not 
intervene in a case which was being henrd by the International 
Court of Justice. If the dispute developed into a threat to 
the peace during proceedings before the Court, then the Coun­
cil might intervene but otherwise it should be clear that 
there would be no interference with judicial proceedings. This 
view was supported by tho Delegate of Peru. The Delegate of 
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the Union of South Africa said he thought there wns no in­
tention implied ln the po.ragr'aph that the Council sl:Jould 
intervene unless there were a threat to the pence. The 
Delegate of the United Kingdom took a similar vj(ow, and 
suggested the reference of the amendment to the drafting 
committee in order that this might be made clear. 

The Delegate of the United States said that as he under­
stood the situation, paragraph 5, which hcd just been approved. 
referred only to a dispute of the naturD referred to in para­
graph 3 of the same Section, rw.mely, u d:!.spute which was 
likely to endanger peace and security. He unqerstood also 
that the Turkish amendment did not purport to place any 
restrictions on the action oi' the SdcurHy Council in such 
n case, but that it meant that if e, dispute were being sEJ.tis­
factorily handled by the Court and there was no throat to the 
peace, then there should be no interference by th~ Council. 

The Delegate of Turkey agreed with this interpretation 
and indi.catcd he would bo satisfied :Lf the Tui•kish omondmcnt 
and this interpretation weru referred to tho drafting com­
mittoe. 

D:..cision: !!!£ Commi..ll.2.£ ~eed, .£Y.. ~ yote .2.£ 24 _to 
Q, to refer to tho ~ubounum. ttee. on drnft:i.ng the 
Turkish amendment ;oge}he;r: wl_i]_ Tile interpretation 
made by the Delegate o ti1e Uni tCdStates s.nd agreed 
to b;y theDciGgc:te ofTuriC'ey':-- ---- --

(c) Australian amendment (D9~· ~' QL±i (l), ~· 2) 
The Delegate of Australia stated that since the pur-

pose of this amendment had been met by tho amendment of the 
sponsoring governments to parcgraph 4 of this Soct1on, tho 
Australian Delegation would not proceed with its amendment. 

As no further obsel'Vations wore made concerning pnra­
grnph 5, discussion was closed, and consideration of pa.r•n­
grnph 6 was begun. 

2. Paragrapl:_! .§., Chanter JIII, S~ction A 

(a) Austr~lian amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 9) .--------
The D0legatc of Australia requested that consid·eration 

of this amendment be adjourned:until the substantive ques­
tions involved had been decided. 
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(b) Peruvian runendment (Doc. g, G/14 (.):!), .12. g) 

The Dcle(;llto of Peru suggested that the word ~normally" 
("d' une maniere genorale") in the first sentence of para­
graph 6 might allow the interpretation tho.t some legnl 
questions would not be referred by the s~curity Council to 
the Court. It seemed to him preferable that the Court 
should possess authority to decide which questions wore of 
n legal character, and he requested an interpretation from 
a representative of one of the sponsoring governments on 
this point. 

The Delegate of Norway explained. that this question had 
been c9nsidered by the Norwegian Government, whi9h had de­
cided not to propose a formal amendment of this kind for two 
reasons: first, the use of' tho word "norme.llyn implied that 
there were other legnl procedures which might be used for legal 
disputes; and second, the adoption by the Co~nittee of' the 
principle of the Norwegian amendment to paragraph 1 gave 
sufficient guaranty of the legal treatment pf legal disputes. 

(c) Procedure £! the Committee with respect to ~ 
first sentence £f ~~srnE~ £ and runendments 
offered thereto 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom-suggested that, 
since Committee IV/1 would shortly consider the problem of 
compulsory jurisdiction, it would bo desirable to defer dis­
cussion in Committee III/2 of the first seQtenco of this 
paragraph since tho amendments offered to this sentence 
raised .the question of compulsory jurisdiction. This pro­
cedure was accepted by the Co~ttee without a formal vote. 

(d} 
I 

The second sentence £f pnrasrnph 2 ~ amendments 
tilereto 

Judge Manley 0. Hudson, representing the Permanent 
Court of International Justice, called attention to tho 
word "advice" ("avis 11 ) in the second sentence of paragraph 
6, and suggested for consideration of the subcommittee on 
drafting the substitution of the term 11 ndvisory opinion" 
("av1s consultntif''), which, he pointed out, possessed a 

.more established connotation. The·Chairmnn stnted that the 
subcommittee on drafting would give consideration to this 
suggestion. 

(e) Brazilinn amendment (~. £, QLl (~), ~· £) 
The Delegate of Brazil stated that, as the purposes 

of this amendment had been satisfied by the amendments of the 
sponsoring governments, he would not proeent it to tho 
Committee. 
2038 -3-
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(f) The Netherlands amendment (Dog_.£,, G}7 (.J.){l:) • .E·.§) 

The Delego.te of the Nethorl'o.nds noted that this o.mena­
ment was dependent upon acceptance· of an cmendment offered 
by his Delegation to Cho.pterVII, o.nd he thought the second 
sentence of po.ro.gro.ph 6 might well be referred to the Co­
ordination Committee. The Delegate of the Unit&d Kingdom 
stated that he wo.s prepared to support the Netherlands 
amendment as he thought it provided the most sc.tist'a.ctory 
solution of the problem of arrangement. He thought evory­
body.would agree that th~ Assembly should have .tho power to 
request advisory opinions. He thought the most appropriate 
plo.ce for general provisions regarding advisory opinions was 
Chapter VII. He suggested the reference of this sentence 
to Cor.mittee IV/1. 

The Delegate of the United States snid tqat he assumed 
that Committee III/2 reserved its jurisdiction, so that it 
could take up the question again if it wore not settled by 
Committee IV/1. The Chairman stated that that was under­
stood. 

Decision: The Committ~e, ~a vote of 25 to o, 
referred the second ~entence of~agra~ o-to 
Committee IV/1, an£ aef'erred tne exnmino. iono:f' 
the first sentence~pa.ragrc1ph .... £until dis- -
cussion of the guestion involved had '6cen E.Q!!!­
Qleted !£Committee lYZl· 

3· Paragraph l, Chapter VIII, Section~ 

The Committee accepted, without discussion, the sug­
gestion-of the Secretary that discussion of paragraph ( be 
postponed until the report of the joint subcommittee, 
appointed to discuss the question of the transfer of para­
graph 7 to Chapter II, had been rec'ei ved. 

~. Additional paragraphs proeosed l£ Chapter Y!!f, Section A 

(a) ~ Netherlands amendment (f?.££. £, gLJ. W 
'J.'he Delegate of the Netherlands stated that this amend­

ment referred to an amendment which his Delegation had pre­
sented to Committee III/1 on the question of voting. If 
that runendment were adopted, it was his understanding that 
the task of making necessary alterations in Chapter VIII 
might be left to the subcommittee on drafting. 

(b) Australian amendment (~. _g, G/14 OJ, .E· ,2) 
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The Delegate of Australia stated that since the pur­
pose of this proposed new paragraph was one of clarifi­
cation, it would appear advisabl'e to refer this amendment to 
the subcommittee on drafting. He explained that paragraphs 
i and 2 of Section A referred both to "disputes" ("differends") 
and to "situations" ("situations"); in later paragraphs, 
however, no powers were given to the Council in relation to 
"situations", although they were given in relation to "dis­
putes11. The Australian Delegation desired to give the 
Council the same powers in relation to "situations" as to 
"disputes 11 • 

2038 

Decision: The Ccmmittee, without a formal vote 
but.without-obiection, referred the Austro.lrun­
runendriient"""'§ t e su'bconunittee onarafting, for 
its consideration. 

The meeting adjourned at 10 p.m. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 530 (FRENCH) 
III/2/20 
May 23, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 2 Reg1ement Pacifique 

COMPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA DIXIENE SEANCE DU COl·IITE III/2 
gy Veterans Building, s~lle 202 

tenue .J.& .ag ~i ~ !! 20h,30 

Le Vice-President de la Dele~ation de'l'Uruguay, faisant 
fonction de President, ouvre 1a seance a 20h.30, 

1. Paragranh~ .Q, Chan1tre VIII, Section!. 

Res~on: Le Comi te, na~ 24 ~ contre Q,- adonte 
1e naragraphe .Q de la Section~~ du Ohanitre VIII des 
Propos! tions de DttJTlbarton Oa1ts et le renvoie au sous-
comit~ de redact~. --- ---

{a} ,Amendement Tchecoslovaque (DQ£. ~~ Qil4 (~) n.3.) 

La Delegue de Tchecoslovaquie fait remarquer que, 
puisque 1a question soulevee par l'amendement de son gouver~ 
nement a ete tranche~ a une seance anterieurel i~ n'est nul 
beso;n de ~ont1nuer la discussion. Sans nroceder a un voteJ 
on d~c1de de renvoyer 1 1amendement ~our etude au sous-comite 
de redaction. 

(b) Amendement T~ ~ naragraphe .Q (Doc. g, G/14 ~ 
illP.2.} 

Le Delegue de la Turquie explique que le but de 
oet amendement est d 1 empecher 1 1 intervent1on du Conseil de 
Secur~te dans lee questions dont est-deja saisie la Cour ·In­
ternat1onale de Justice. Si le differend degenere en menace a 1a pa1x au cours des d~bats devant la Cour, 1e Conseil 
pourra 1nterven1r; s 1 11 en est autrement, 11 convient de re­
connaitre expressement qu 11l n•y aura1t aucune intervention 
tant qu 1une affaire sera devant 1a Cour. Le Delegue du Perou 
appuie oette maniere de voir. Le Delegue de l'Un1on Sud-Afr1-
caine est1me que le paragraphe en question ne prevo1t ~uoune­
ment ·l'1ntervent1on du Conse11, sauf en ca·s de menace a. la 
pa'ix. l,.e Delegue du Royaume-tTni se ran~e a c.et avis et propo­
se'le renvoi de oPt amendement au Com1te de Redaction afin 
que' 1e point s01t bien nreolse, 
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Le D~legue des Etats-Unis declare qu'a son avis, le ~a­
ragraphe 5 qui vient d 1 etz;e approuve ne vise que l~s diffe­
rends de l 1 ordre mentionne au•uaragraPhe 3 de la meme section, 
o 1 est-a-d1re les differends suscentibles de rnenacer la paix 
et la securite. L'amendement Turc n 1a aucunernent l 1intent1on 
d 1 entraver l 1 act1on du Conseil de Securite dans de telles cir­
constances, 11 signifie que si 'un differend est devant la 
Cour et s 1 1l n·•existe aucune menace ala paix, le Conseil doit 
s 1abstenir de toute intervention. 

Le Delegue de la Turquie accepte cette explication, et 
accepte le renvoi au Cornite de Redaction de l'amendement Turo 
avec-1 1 interpretation qui en a ete donnee. 

Resolution: Le Comite,decide par Ei ~centre Q, de 
renvoyer au Sous-Cornite de Redaction l 1amendernent Turc 
acco$P~gn~de-ITinterpretation qui ~ ~ ete donge) p~r 
le Delegue ~ Etats-Unis ~ approuvee par le Delegue 
£.§. la Turgui e. 

(c) Amendement Australien (QQQ. g, G/14_111, ~) 

Le,Dele~ue de 1 1Australie.declare que puisque l'amende-
ment presente par les gouvernernents invitants au paragraphs 4 
de la Presente section, reuond a 1 1objet qu 1avait en VUe la 
Delegation Australienne, celle-c1 retire son amendement. 

Aucune autre observation au paragrauhe 5 n 1 etant presen­
tee, la discussion· est close et le Cornite nasse au paragraphs 
6. 

2. Paragraphs §, Chapitre VIII, Section A. 
(a) AmendemPnt Australien (Doc. g, G/14 ill~) 

Le Delegue de 1 1Australie demande d 1ajourner 1 1 etude de 
;•~meryde~ent jusqu 1a ce que les questions de fond en nient 
ete reglees. 

(b) Amendement Peruvian (Doc. g. Qil4 hl ~) 
Le Delegue du Perou suggere que les mots nd'une maniere 

generale" (normally) dans la premiere phrase du paragraphs 6 
de la Section B, ~ourraient laisser croire que certaines 
questions juridiques ne seraient pas soumises a la ·Cour par 
le Conseil de Secur1te. Il lui semble ~referable que la Cour 
ait competence pour'decider quelles sont les questions ~ui 
ont un caraotere Juridique et il reolame l 11nterpretat1on de 
ce ~oint par le renresentant de l 1 un des gouvernemente 1nv1-
tantants. · 

20;39 
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Le Deleg:ue de la Norvege exnlique que son gouvernement 

a etudie la question et decide de ne pas nroposer,d'amende­
ment formel de ce genre uour deux raisons: premierement, 
l 1 emnloi des mots 11 d'une.maniere generale 11 (normally) fait 
supposer qu 1 il existe d 1autres nrocedures juridiques qui pour­
raient etre emnloyees pour les differends juridiques; deuxie­
mement, l 1adontion nar le Comite du nrincine de l 1 amendement 
Norvegien au paragranhe 1 donne une garantie suffisante que 
les differends de caractere juridique seront traites uar des 
organes judiciaires. 

( ) P , c , i' h c r~cedure du omite ~ernant la Qrew ere u rase 
du naragranh~ £ et amenderr.ents nronoses. 

Le Deleg:u8 du Rovaume-Uni fait observer que le Comite 
IV/1 dolt sous neu et~dier le nrobleme de la competence obli­
gatoire; 11 y aurait interet a ajourner la discussion,. au 
Comite III/2, Cl.e 1a nremiere n'".rase de ce paragraphs, etant 
donne que les amendements nrouoses soulevent la question de 
1a competenc~ obligatoire. Cette suggestion est acceptee 
nar le Comite sans vote. 

(d) Deuxieme p~ du paragraphs § et amendements gu1 
3.. sont nronoses. 

M, Nanley 0, Hudson, reuresentant 1a Cour Permanente de 
la Justice Internationals attire 1 1attention sur le mot "avis" 
(advice) contenu dans la seconde 9hrase du ~aragranhe 6, et 
propose de sug~erer au Sous-Comite d8 Redact:ton d 1 y substi­
tuer le terme 'avis consultat1f 11 (advisory onlnion), dont la 
signification est mieux etab11e, Le Presldent declare que 
1e Sous-Comite de Redaction considerera cette suggestion. 

(e) Amendement Bres:l_;_lien (Doc. g, QL7 (e) n.2.) 

Le Dele?ue du Bresil dAclare cue les amendements des 
gouvernements invitante donnont satisfaction a la Delegation 
Bresilienne qui retire sa nronosition. 

(f) Amendement des Pays-Bas (DQQ. g, G[7 ill ill p.5.) 

Le De1egue des Pays-Bas remarque que cet amendement de­
'Oend d.e 1 1 ace entation d 1 un amendAment au ChaT)i tre VII, nropo­
se ryar sa Delegation et estime que 1a seconde n~rase du nara­
granhe 6 devrait Ptre renvoyee au· Comite de Coordination. Le 
Delegue ctu Royaume-lTni est nret a annuyer 1 1 amendemAnt neerlan­
dais oui, a son avis, offre une solutron satisfaisante. L'As­
seTb1ee devrait.avoir le droit de demander des avic consulta­
tifs. Le Chan:H're VII est le me111eur endroi t ou faire figu­
rer des dispositions. generales concernant 1es avis consulta­
tifs. I1 nronose de renvoyer cette phrase au Comite IV/1. 

2039 - 3 -
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Lt- DeleguA des Etats-~nis ~st d 1avis que le Conite III/2 
re~erve sa comnetence de fa<;on a nouvoir repr;=mdre 1 1 exanen . 
de la question si elle n I et~:-li t pas reglee nar le Cor11 te IV /1. 
Le President confirmR ce point de vue. 

Resolution: Le Comit{ ~ar 25 voix centre 0 renvjie 
au dOrnrt.T,!!/f)a deuxi§l!!f. i:?iU-ase du Para0raphe §. 
et ajourne 1 1 etude de la ~remi8re nhrase de ce vara­
graphe jusgu1 sa .Q..§. gu e le Co mit§ IV71 ai t terffiine la 
discussion de 1a g_y_estl_Qn .til cause. 

3. Paragranhe 2, Chapitre VIII, Section ! 

, Le Comite,accepte sans discussion la suggestion.propo­
see par le Secrttaire de renvoyer 1a discu8sion du paragraphe 
7 jusqu 1 am .. es recEmtion d.u ran'!ort du sous-comi te mixte nom­
me pour dlscuter la question du transfert du paragraphe 7 au 
Chapitre II. 

4. ParagraDhes s,unplementaires £ill Chapi tre VIII, Section ! 

(a) AmendemPnt ~Pays-Bas (Doc. 2, G/7 (j) (1), p. 5) 

Le Delegue des Pays-Bas declare que cet amendement se 
rapnorte a un autre amp,ndement soumis-par sa delegation au 
Coinite III/1 sur la auEstion du vote. · Si cet amE:ndemc:nt 
est adopte, 11 appartiendra au 80Us-comite de redaction d 1ap­
porter les changements necE'ssaires au ChaDitre VIII, 

(b) Amendement australien (Doc. 2, G/14 (1) p. 9) 

Le Dele~ue ~e 1 1Austra1ie dPclare que nuisque· le nouveau 
paragranhe vise a donner des D~Pcisions, 11 sern~1e o~portun 
de le renvoyer au sous-comi te dF> :r>edaction. Lt::.s paragranhes 
1 ~t 2 de la Section A, mentionnent tous les deu~ les terrnes 
0 diff~rends" ("disuutes") et "situations" ~ 0 situations"); 
les naragraphes qui suiv:->nt, cenendant, n 1 attrihuent au Con­
st:11 aucun nouvoir Pn ce qui oonce:rne les 11 situations 11 bien 
qu 1 1ls lui ~"n conferent d::tns les cas de "differends 11 • La 
De1e~ation AustraliP.nne desire attribuer au Conse11 1es memes 
pouvoirs tan,t en ce qui se ral')porte aux 11 situatinns 11 qu 1 en ce 
qui concerne les· 11 diff~rends". 

2039 

Resolution: Le Comite, sans D:"'OCAder a un vote et sans 
formuler £ 1ob}ect1ons, renvoie 1~arnen1ement-au8tra11e.n: 
~ ~x~, ~ ~s-comit~ £&redaction. 

La se~nce est levee a 22h. 
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DECLARATION OF ~ DEnEGATION QE URUGUA~ 
Introduction 

The Delegation of Uruguay presents this Declaration in 
lieu of a formal statement of its position .in a meeting of 
Committee III/2. It is being presented in-this form for the 
reason that_the Chair~cn of the_Delegation of Uruguay, as 
Chairman of Committee III/2 1 has not felt it desirable to 
enter into the deliberations of the Committee to tho extent 
of making a st~tement of this character. 

The Government of Uruguay has already declared its 
aspiration that no .distinction be made between international 
conflicts of a political or legal character, so that they may 
all be submitted to juridical methods of pe~ceful solution. 
In the opinion of Uruguay any difference, opposition, or con­
flict among nations, whatover,its character may be, ·should be 
submitted to the Court of International Justice, if previous­
ly a solution has not been reached by friendly meens or by 
arbitration. 

International differences ccn always be solved by law. 
The distinction between juridical end political dispute,s 
opens tho way, in the final enc.lysis, to the· rehabilitation 
of the use of force, thus retarding for c. long time the es­
tablishment of a true juridical order in the comm~ty Qf 
ne.tions. 

Paragraph 6, Seetion A, Chapter VIII, of tho Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals prov~des that justiciable disputes shell nor­
mally be referred to tho International Court of Justice. 
Thoroforc,if WO are to &COopt tho distinction between legal 
a.nd political disputes it is to be hoped thc.,t justiciable 
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mcttors will nlwe,ys be rofor•rod to tho Com•t if methods of 
crbl tr•c tion fcil. It is not so clocr, on tho other bend, whc t . 
procedure should be followed in tho ceso of disputes clcssifiod 
as non-justicicblo, cftor ell poccoful mocns have feilod. 

Perhaps tho Security Council, as a lc,st r•osort, would 
tcko tho responsibility of settling tho problem or would 
cdopt other measures, if tho parties concerned should not 
accept tho terms rocommondod for tho sottlomont. 

Tho Socurity.Council mcy rocommond, in cccordc.nco with 
tho pr•ovisions of pm,cgrc,ph 3, Section A, end cs c. lest 
resor't, the procedure of c.rbitN'.tion in non-justicic,blo 
mcttors; but in tho ccso of tho refuscl.of one or both of 
tho parties concerned, it will not be cblo to usc ell moans 
to compel crbitr.s.tion. 

If the Security Council is empowered, after ell ponco­
ful me ens hcvo fcilod, to roconuncnd r,r'bi trctiun, why not 
give tho Council tho widost powers so thc.t c.rbi trction is 
effected? Otherwise, the prosocutim1 of tho dispute will 
imperil poc.ce. It is not vory clec.r, noithor in tho Dumbcrton 
Oaks Proposals nor in the cmon,dmonts submitted 'l;ly tho four 
sponsoring governments, whether' tho pcrtios concerned ere to 
r.bide by the finr.l decision of tho Council. 

In the cc.se of controversies which tho Secu~i.ty Council 
considers c.s non-justicic.blo end concerning which the pcrties 
concerned hc.vo not come to en cgroomont. for their solution, 
in c.ccordcnco with tho provisions of pc.rc.grc.ph 3, Section A, 
of this Chc.ptor, the Council should.,in tho view of the 
Urugueycn Dolegetion, immedictely ostc.blish c tribunc.l of 
arbitrc.tion for the settlement of tho dispute. 

For this purpose, the Security Council should be em­
powered to decide o..s to the number, tho personnel, end tho 
powers of tho arbiters, cs well c.s tho pr•ocodurc thc.t tho 
tribunal must follow. 

This formulc hL-rmonizes perfectly with tho sph•i t of 
tho Dumbc.rton OcJcs Proposcls, which have not pretended to 
retain for tho Security Council tho power to settle ell 
disp;utos thc,t mcy crise emong states. On tho contrcry, tho 
settlement or solution of intornc.tionc.l disputes, in c.ccordc.nce 
with the Dumbc.rton Oc.ks Proposc.ls, remc.ins primarily tho 
responsibility of the stc.tes directly concerned in tho dis­
pute. In this mc.nner, it is desired to mc.ko it unnecossc.ry 
for tho Council to devote a greet doc.l of its c.ttontion to 
tc.king cere of ell sorts of disputes which cc.n end must be 
solved outside of the Council. The tribunc.l of c.1•bi trc.tion, 
should it be ostablish0d, would relieve tho Council of this 
hoc.vy burden. ' 
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The suggested mechcnism is not entirely origincl, end 
in c similar form, it wcs included in the Protocol for the 
Peaceful Settlement of International Disputes, signod at 
Geneva on October 2, 1924. 

It is eppropric,te now to render homo.ge to thct greet 
intornc,tioncl instrwnent which, unfortunctely, did not enter 
into effect. 

The Gover1~ent of Brczil, likewise, hcs suggested e 
similc,r proposel through tho roorgcnizc.tion of the CoUl~t 
of Arbitrction. The Urugucycn Delegation believes it worth 
while to go forward clang this path. 
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DECLARATION DE LA DELEGATION DE L'URUGUAY 

Introductj_on 

La delegation de l'Uruguay pr~sente au Comite III/2 
le document ci-dessous pour remplacer une declaration ver­
bale que la delegation aurait dedir~ faire devant le Comite 
III/2. 

Cette declaration est presentee sous la forme ~crite en 
raison du fait que le President de la delegation de l'Uruguay, 
qui est ~galement PresidPnr; du Cornice III/2, estime qu'il 
n'es·c pas desirable, etant donne ses fonct:.ons, qu'il inter­
vienna aussi directement dans les,deliberations du Comite. 

Le Gouvernement de l'Uruguay a dej~ exprime son desir 
qu'il ne soit pas fait de distinction entre des conflits 
internationaux de caractere policique ou juridique, et 
qu'ils puissent @tre soumis a des methodes juridiques de 
solution pacifique. Au :r>oint de vue de l'Uruguay tous les 
differends, oppositions ou conflits entre nations, quelque 
soit leur caractere, devraient etre soumis a la Cour de 
Justice Interna~ionale, apres que les moyens amicaux ou les 
procedures arbicraires aient ete epuisees. 

Les differends internationaux peuvenc toujours @tre 
regles par l& Droit. La distinction entre aispuces juridiques 
et politiques OUVre lA Chemin, en dernier lieu, a la rehabili­
tation de l'emploi de la force, et retarde, pour longtemps, 
l'etablissement du veritable ordre juridique dans la commu­
naute des nations. 

Le paragraphe 6, Chapitre VIII, Section A de Dumbarton Oaks, 
etablit que les concroverses justlc:J.:=.tl~ o c: ~nH:lNt etre portees 
devant la Cour de Justice Internationale. -Done, si nous devons 
c.dmettre la distinction entre les conflits juridiques et poli­
tiques, il faut esperer que les matieres soumises au jugement 
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de la Cour seron~ toujours portees devant la Cour si le recours 
a l 1 arbicrage echoue. Par concre, la voie que suivront les 
controverses qui auront ec~ classees cornme ne 'relevant pas de la 
juridiction de la Cour, ap~es l 1 echec de tout~s les methodes 
pacif'lques, n 1est pas aussi clairement def'ini. Il est possible 
que le Conseil de Securice, en·dernier ressort, se charge du 
probleme, ou adopte d 1 autres mesures si les Parties n 1 acceptenc 
pas les recommandations.formulees pour la solution. 

Le Conseil de Securite peut, aux termes du pal'agraphe 3, 
Section A, recornmander en dern:·.er ressor~ la procedure arbi­
trale pour les macieres ne relevant pas de la juridiction de 
la Cour; mais, en cas de refus par l 1 une des Parties interessees 
ou per les deux, le Conseil ne l:J0urrn pas epuiser GOUS les 
recours pour imposer l 1 arbitrage. 

Si le Conseil de Securite peut recommnnder 1 1 arbitrage 
lorsque tous les aucres moyens pacifiques ont echoue, pour­
quai ne pas lui donner les pouvoirs les plus larges en vue de 
la ree.lisc.tion de 1 1 arbi crc.ge? D I autre man·Lere, lP continua­
tion du differend mectrait la paix en danger. ~nne voit pas 
tres clairement, ni dans les P~opositions de Dumbnrton Oaks, ni 
dans les amendements presences par les quatre puissances in-
vi tantes, si les Parties :_nter~ssees doi vent se soumettre 8. 
la dec1slon f~nale du Conseil. 

S 1 il s 1 ag:':t de controverses que le Conseil de Securi c6 
considere comme ne relevant pas de la juridiccion de la Cour 
et si les Parties ne se sont pas mises d 1 accord pour leur 
trouver unc solution, confo·rmement aux dispositions du para­
graphe 3, Section A, du presenc Chapitre, 1 ". Del·egacion de 
l'Uruguay &stime que le Conseil devrait .consticuer un Tribuna] 
d 1Arbitrage pour le reglement du differend. 

A cet effet, le Conseil de Securite devrait avoir le pou­
voir de prendre une decision en ce qui concerne le nombre 
des arbitres, de les choisir et de determiner leurs pouvoirs 
ainsi que la procedure devant etre soumise par le Tribunal. 

Cet·ce formule est paff.ai tement dans l' esprit des Pro­
pos~tions de Dumbarton Oaks qui ne pretendent pas reserver 
nu.Conseil de Securite le pouvoir de resoudre tousles dif­
ferends pouvant s'elever entre les Etats. Au contraire, le 
reglement ou la nolution d 1 un differend internctional, aux 
termes des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, incombe principa­
lement aux Et~ts dfrec'tement affec tes. par ce differend. On 
veut eviter ainsi au Conseil la necessite de consacrer une 
grande partie de son activite a examiner toutes sortes de 
differends qui peuvent et doivent gtre resolus en dehors du 
-Conseil. Le Tribunal Arbitral, s 1 il etait cree, eviterait au 
Conseil de Securite cette lourde tnche. 
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Lb meco.nisme propos6 n I esc pas o.bsolument original. Sous 
une forme analogue il a ~te incorpore dans le Prococole pour 
le Reglemenc Pacifique des Differends Internacionaux, signe 
a Geneve le 2 oc cobre 1924-. Rendons hommage, ici, a ce grand 
lnS~rumenG international qui, malheureusement, n'esc pas encre 
en vigueur. 

Le Gouvernement du Bresil, egalement, a propose quelque· 
chose d'analogue au moyen de la reorganisation de lo. Cour 
d'Arbltrage. La Delegation de l'Uruguay cro:l_t done, que le 
chemin crace est digne d'etre suivi. 
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REQUESTS FOR ADVIf uRY OPINIC1W FROH THE 
INTERTOOE>NAL COU~_! OF {.USTICE- -

Memorandum from ~ gnj t.5'd !'}.l.g~S!E_ pelE?Gation 
Submitted May gQ, _2 __ · 

(Circulated originally to Committee II/1 in Doc. 595) 

(Note by the Secretariat supplementing the note in Doc. 595: 

In view of the references in Doc. 595 (memorandum 
from the United Kingdom Delegation) to the Security Council 
and to the powers of the General Assembly, it j_s suggested 
that that document might be ~onsidered in the first instance 
by Committee III/2 in so far as concerns the Security Council 
and by Committee II/2 in so far as concerns the General 
Assembly and other international agencies. It js now 
cir•culated accordingly to these Committees instead of to 
Committee II/1 which would only be concerm;d with this 
question at a later stage. 

Subject to the reconunendations made by these Committees, 
the matter might subsequently be referred to Conunittee IV/1 
for.reconunendation as to such amendment of Chapter VII of 
the Dumbarton Oaks ProrosalD aLd of the Statute of tl"e 
International Court of Justice as might be considered 
necessary.) 

1. It is necessary to determine in the Charter what organs 
of the United Nations shall be qualified to lay before the 
International Court a request for an advisory opinion. The 
United Nations Committee.of' Jurists has nroceeded on the 
assumption that the General Assembly, as-well as ·the Security 
Council, would have this function, but the necessary provision 
has not yet been made in the Dumbarton Ouks Proposals. 
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2. The United Nations Committee of Jurists did not feel 
able to adopt the suggestion that tho right to request an 
advisory opinion should be a.cc.Qrded to international organi­
sations (Jurist 86, 0/73t Chapter :J:V). It is understood 
that the Committee rogaJ: ded th13 as e. matter of policy which 
raises other than purel~· ~1d~cial oona1~orations 1 and was 
not th~refore one to be dete:.rmined by tham. 

The relevant passage of thel.r report ia a.a follows t 
11 CHAPTEH IV 

11·Adv;Lsocy Qpiniont; 

"It is for the Charter of the United Nations 
to determine 1oThat organs of' the latter sha.ll be 
qualified to lay before the Court a request for 
an advisory opinion. Although this was not stated 
in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, the Collllnlttee 
believed, however, that it n1ight presume that not 
only the Security Council but! also the Ovrwi'a:1. 
Assembly would have this funotion, and f_t is on 
that basis that :tt has determined how the appli­
cation should be submitte4. ~1~ suggestion has 
been made to allow international organisationr 
and, even to a certstn extent, states to ask for 
advisory {)pinions; ·t,he Commission did not believe 
that it should adopt it. Aside trom that, the 
changes made in Art~cles 65 to 68 are purely 
formal and do not call for any comment. 

i'ARTICLE 65 
11 (1) Questions upon which 'the advisory opj_nion 

of the Court is asked shall be J.e.id before the Court 
by means of a written req_uest, s:t.gned either by the 
President of the Gtmeral. As~embly or the President 
of the Seeuri ty Cot,.r:.cil or by the Secroto.r•y ·General 
of the United Nations under instructions from the 
General Assembly or the Se~uri ty C·)uncil. 

11 (2) The request shall contain an exact state­
ment of the question upon which an opinion is 
requj_red, and shall be accompanied by all documents 
likely to throw light'upon the question. 11 

3. It is th~- .view pf the United Kingdom Delegation that 
provision should ~e made in the Charter and the Statute of 
the Court to enable certain.international agencies which 
are to be brought into relationship w1th the United Nations 
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Organisation to request udvif-or:r opin:tons from the Court 
on questions relating to the· interpretation ·-or their 
constitutions or of cor;\ ent __ ons w.i thin the.ir respective 
fields. 

lj.. Unless such pruvision is maJc it will presumably be 
necessary in every. r~se for applicatlon to the Court to be 
made either through the G.cnel'l:..l Assembly or the Securlty 
Council. Application through the Security Council would 
appear to be inappropriate, since the matters upon which 
the agencies concerned may seek an advisory' opinion are not 
likely to be-wlthin the scope of the Council_, e. g., many 
such matters would probably relate to the 1nterpretation 
to be placed upon some particular provhdon in their 
statutes. Application through the General Assembly, which 
will normally meet only once a year, might involve such 
delay in bringing matters before the Court as would result 
in s~rious difficulties to the orgn.n~sations and parties 
co:acerned. 

5. 'l'he United Kingdom Delegation accord:tngly suggests : 

( 1) that spec J..fic provision be made in the Chat-tel" 
to empower the General k3sembly and the Securj_ty 
Counci 1 to request advis~..-ry opinions from the 
Court; 

(ii) that suitabl<:J pr•ovision be made to ennble such 
international agencies a.s the General Assembly 
may euthorize for the purpose to request 
advisor:,' opinions on qn~stions of a consti­
tutional or Judicial charactel' arising wlthin 
the scope of thelr activities; 

(iii) that the necessary consequentla1 amendments 
be made in the draft Statute of the Court. 
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Security Council 

DEMANDES D'AVIS CONSULTATIFS ADRESSES A LA COUR 
INTE.RI~ATIONALE DE JUSTICE ------- ------

91. 

M~morandum soumis par la d~legation du Royaume-Uni le 20 mai 1945 
· Communiqu~ primitivement auComice II/1-- -- -­

dans le documenc 595) 

(Note du Secretariat faisant suite ~ la note figurant dans le 
doc. 595: 

Etant donne qu'il est question, a plusieurs reprises, 
du Conseil de 3ecurite et des pouvoirs de l'Assembl~e Gene­
rale dans le document 595, nous pensons que ce document pour­
rait etre examine d'abord par le Comite III/2 dans la mesure 
ou il se rapporte au Conseil de Securit~ et par le Comite 
II/2 dans la mesure ou il se rapporte ~ l'Assemblee et aux 
autres organismes internationaux. Il esc done distribue ·. 
maintenanc a ces comites au lieu du Comit~s II/1 qui n'aura 
a en cpnnaitre que plus tard. 

Sous reserve des recommandations formul~es par les comites 
sus -mentionnes, la question pourraicr;tre ulterieurement 
renvoyooau Comit~ IV/1 auquel il appartiendra d'indiquer de 
quelle fa9on il conviendra d'amender le Chapitre VII des 
Propositions de Dumbarcon Oaks et le Statut de la Cour 
Interna-cionale de Justice.) 
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92 
1. Il est n~cPssaire d11ndiquer dans la Charte 

quels organes des Nations Unies auront qualitP pour 
presenter une demande d 1avis consultRti~ ala Cour Inter­
nationalP. L~ ComitP de·Juristes des Nations Unies est 
parti de cette idee que 1 1Assemblee Generale,,de meme que 
le Consfil de Securite, aurait cette qualite, mais aucune 
disposition n 1 a encore ete inscrite a cet effet dans les 
Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks. 

2. Le Comite d.e .... Juristes des Nations Unies n 1 a pas 
cru pouvoir se rallier a la suggestion d 1accorder aux 
organisations internationales lP droit de demander un 
avis consultatif (Doc. Jurist 86, G/73, Chapitre IV). Le 
Comite a vu la une question de politique grnerale relPvant 
de consid6rations aui nP sent uas puremont ju~lciairAs et 
qu'il ne lui annartenait pas, par consPauent, d.e trnnchrr. 

Le passage ~ertinent de son r~nDort est lP suivant: 

11 CHAPITRE IV 

11Avia Consultatifs 
"C'est la Cbnrte des Nations Unies qui doit 

indiquer quAls organ+"s a.uront qun.li te pour snisir · 
la Cour d. 1 une demande d 1 avis consultatif. Bien quA 
cette id~e ne soit pas exprimee dans les Propositions 
de Dumbarton 0Rks, le Comite se croit en droit de 
presumer que non seulement le Conseil de S~curite 
mais ~ussi l 1Assemb1Pe GPnerRle se verra nttribuer 
cette qualit~ et c 1 eit en partant de cette idPe qu 1il 
a defini les conditions dans lesquelles la· dr>mande 
devait ~tre pr~sPnt~8. On a envisqg~ d 1 nutoriser les 
org~nisations internationalrs Pt mPme, jusqu 1a un 
certain point 1 les Etats, q solliciter des avis con: 
sultat~fs; la Commission n~ croit pas que crtte idee 
doive etrr rntAnur. Ceci d1t, les modific~tions 
apport8es aux Articl~s 65 ~ 68 nP concrrnent que la 
forme et n 1 Apprllrnt Rucun commPntaire. 

"Article 65 

11 (1) Lrs questions sur lrsaurllAs 1 1 <;),v1s consul­
tatif de la Cour f'St demandP. doivent ~tre soumises a 
la Cour par le moyen d 1 unr drm~ndP. ~c:itr, signee soit 
p~r lP PrAsidPnt de l'AssPmblf>e GPnerale so1t. pnr 18 
PrPsidP.nt du OonsPil dP SPcurit0 ou par lP. Secr0t~ire 
GenPral dAs Nations Unirs agissant d1 aprPs l•s 
instructions dP• 1 1AssAmblAe Gtnerale ou du Conseil de 
S6curite. 

-2-



11 (2) La demandA dolt comportPr l 1 expose ex9-ct 
de la quPstion sur lnquel1e 1'avis est so11icite et 
8tre nccompRgnee de tous les documents de nature a 
~c1nirer cette question." 

3. La De1P.gation du Roy~ume-Uni est d 1 av1s qu'une 
disposition devrait ~tre inscrite d~ns lq Charte et dans 
le Statut de 113. Cour A, l'effet d 1habiliter certr>ins 
org~nismrs internntionaux qui ser0nt mis en relP.ti0n avec 
l'Organisntion des Nations Unies ~ demander a 1n Cour des 
avis consultatifs sur dec questions touchnnt a l 1inter­
pr8tatinn de leur Statut ou de C0nventinns appnrtennnt n 
leur snhPrr d 1 activite. 

4. S'il n 1 exista1t aucune disposition dP ce genre, 
11 srr~it prnbnblement n~cessaire de faire passer, dans 
eh!l.quP ens, Par l'Assrr.lblAP GP.nnrfl.lA ou pnr le 0f'lnsr11 dr. 
S~curit6, la demqnd~ adresnee ~ la Cnur. Or, la transmission 
par le 0f'lnSeil dP Si~CUritp ne SPIDblP paS S~Uhaitable puisque 
les auPstinns au sujPt dPSOUP1les les organisr.1es en question 
peuvent snl1icitPr un avis Cf'lnsu1tatif ne sernnt probqbler.1ent 
pas de la cor.lpPtence du Cnnseil, nombre de ces questions se 
rappnrterf'lnt, par PXP~pl~, A l 1 1nterprPtatinn dP telle ou 
telle dispnsitinn du Stntut d0 CPS nrrnniSMPS. Si l'on fait 
p11.sser les df'1'1~J.ndrs p11.r l'Ass~'Mb1P<> G·~nP.rrt1e qui ne sP 
rP.un.Lra nnrn"-tlPMent qu 1une fnis p~r an, 1'"n ~ppnrtcr€t, a 
snisir 1~ CnJr, dec retnrds qui pnurr~nt susciter de 
serieUSPS difficultPS RUX nrg~nisRtinns·et 8UX pnrtiPS en 
O'lUSe. 

5. La Delegation du Royaume-Uni prnposP ~n consequence: 

(i) qu'une dispr·sitinn speci'lle snit inscrite dRns 
111 Chnrt8 ·cr nfPl'~~nt 9. 1' Assenblee Genera1e et 
au CnnsPil de R6turit~ 1e droit de demander 
des avis c<·ncul'L<ttif's 8. 1n Cnur; 

(1.1})qu 1 11 snit Pr•"'7u un8 rtisnnsitinn habilitant 
les nrg~nl$~es in~ernati~nnux quP l'Ass~mbl~P 
G, , . ... ' Pn0J'<Uf' autor~-sera 9. cet effet, fl. d?IYL:'i.nder 
des avlp, consu ttati fs sur 0.es ,{uPstl('ns 
nffrn.nt un carP_ct'ere stntuktire nu juridique 
et rPlev.-:mt du drr.1aine dP 1r-urs act1 vi tes; 

(iii) que 1es amendenents resultnnt dP Ce qui 
prPcPde snient apport?s au projPt de Statut 
de la Cour. 

-3-

93 



94 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 645 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/23 
May 28, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

2586 

AGENDA FOR ELEVENTH ~TING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

May 29, 1945 

Declaration of the Delegation of Uruguay (for informa­
tion of the Conlllli ttee). 

Report of Subcommittee III/2/C on aisposition of amend­
ment of sponsoring governments for deletion of 
Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 7, ru1d insertion 
of new paragraph in Chapter II. 

Consideration of question of ~ference by Security 
Council of justiciable disputes to the Court of· 
International Justice under the first sentence of 
Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 6. (The question 
of compulsol'Y jurisdiction of the Court is being 
considered by Committee IV/1.) 

Consideration of the question of the authority of the 
Security Council to request advisory opinions from 
the Court. This question has been presented at the 
suggestion of the Conference Secretariat with respect 
to the memorandum of the United Kingdon1 Delegation 

. (Doc. 634, III/2/22). 
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ORDRE DU JOUR .!2f LA Or~ZIEME SEANCE DU COivliTE III/2 

~ 29 mai 1945. 

D~clarntion de la D~le~ation de 1 1Uruguay (pour 
l 1 information du Comite.) 

.a.apport du Sous-Comite III/2/C sur la dispo~ition de 
l 1 amendement des Gouvernemsnts invitants prevoyant 
la suppression du paragruphe 7 de la Section A, du 
Chapitre VIII et 11 insertion d 1un nouveau paragraphe 
au Chapitre II. 

Etude de la question du rEnvoi par le Consuil dri S~cu­
rite des differends susc~ptibles d 1un reglem3nt 
judiciaire a la Cour Intarnationale de Justice aux 
termes dA la premi~re phrase du parRgrnphe 6 de la 
Section A, du Chapitre VI, (La question de la juridi~~· 
tion obligatoir'-' d~; la Cour est actuellemsnt soumise a 
1 1 examen du Comite IV/1.) 

Examen de la question du pouvoir du Conseil de Securlte 
de demander des avis consultatifs a ~ Cour. Cette 
question a ete soulev6e a la suggestion du Secretariat 
de la Conference, a propos du mem'·rnndum de la Delega­
tion du Royaume-Uni (Doc. 634, III/2/22). 
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SUMMARY BEPORT OF ~!!!_!! MEET_!!_iG Q!: ~~ III/2 

Veterans Buildins, ~ gg_g, Maz 29, 1945, 10:55 ~· 

The eleventh meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman, the Delecate of Uruguay, at 10:55 a.m. 

1. Declaration££ the Delegati~ 21: Uruguay (WD 35, III/2/21) 

The Uruguayan Declaration was presented to the Committee in 
written form, stated the Chairman, because he had.not felt it 
compatible with his position to make an extended oral statement, 
and also because he wished to.save the time of the Committee. The 
Uruguayan Delegation wished merely to place in the hands of the 
members of the Committee its position that if the parties to any 
dispute, whatev·er its character, had not been able t.o settle the 
dispute by peaceful means, the Security Council should be empow­
ered to requil'e them to submit it to an arbitral t1•i bunal es tab­
lished by the Council. 

Transfer of Paragralh 7, Section A, Cha~ter VIII( to Chapter II. 
Report of--s"u'6commit Jee-III/2/C \W!5 38, II/27WIJ - -

2. 

The Chai.rman of Subcommtttee III/2/C explained the report. 
The Delegate of F1•ance expressed hts understanding that Committee 
I/1 would, in its study of the subject of domestic jurisdiction, 
give consideration to all the amon~ents which had been presented 
to paragraph 7, Section A, Chapter VIII. 

3. 

D·ecision: The Committee, E.z a vote of 
1§0 j;o Q, a,Pttoved tEe. report_ oi' s'.§-­
comml:ttee I. I~. 

Reference of Justiciable Disputes to the International 
court ££_ Justi~ ful: th'e Securi trcounciT --

The Secretary stated that at the last mooting of the Committee 
consideration of the first sentence of paragraph 6, Section A, 
Chapter VIII; had been postponed, pending actlon of Committee IV/J 
on the question of obligatory jurisdiction. The reason for the 
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reappearance of this item on the agenda was that the Secretary had 
been informed by the Executive Officer of Commission IV that the 
reference of justic·iable disputes by the Security Council to the 
International Court of Justice would not be considered by Conwittee 
IV/1 in its examination of the question of the compulsory juris­
diction of the Court. 

The Delegate of the United States presented the following 
motion: 

111. That the Committee a.ppJ:>ove tn principle the insertion 
in Chapter VIII, Section A, of language specifically authoriz­
ing the Security Council to recommend to the parties reference 
of justiciable disputes to the International Court of Justice. 

11 2. That it refer to the drafting subcommittee determina­
tion of the precise place and language by which this is to be 
dona." 

The Delegate of the United States ~lAinAd that while it was 
possible, as the Chairman sUGQOStei~ that the substance of this 
motion might be included in ~&graph 3, he considered that its in­
clusion in paragrnph 5 woul-d bo more appropriate. In response to 
the suggestion of the Delegate of tbe Soviet Union that paragraph 5 
al~eady adequat~ly covered the proposal, the Delegate of the United 
States said tha~ he believed that it would be desirable to make 
special mention of the Court in this paragraph, 

The Delegate of Peru expressed the fear that the adoption of 
the motion would weaken the effect of the first sentence of para­
§raph 6, Rroviding for the referonce of justiciable disputes 
normally' to the Court. He sug~ested also the use of the word 

"legal" in place of 11 justiciable • 

Judge Manley o. Hudson, of the Permanent Court of International 
Ju$tice, said he felt the motion before the Committee avoided a 
difficulty in the first sentence of pnragraph 6, in which there was 
some obscurity concerning the party which would make the refer~nce 
to the Com•t. Referring to the remarlc of the Delegate of Peru, he 
suggested the advisability of finding a satisfactory substitute for 
the term, 11 justiciable", which ho.d given rise to some confusion. 
As he interpreted the word, it could refer to a dispute upon which a 
court mi&lt give a judgment or it could refer to a dispute to which 
the judgment of a. court would give a definj.tive solution. He felt 
that a phr~se should be·found which would avoid any confusion on 
this. point. 

The Delegate of Colombia supported the opinion of tho Delegate 
of P·9ru, and en1phasizod that while the provisions of p~ragraph 5 
were permissive, those of paragraph 6 plnOBd. an obligation upon the 
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Council, He considered that the motion presented a vitally im­
portan~ question of substance, since in effect it would result in 
the suppression of the first sentence of paragraph 6, 

Decisiona On a motion ~ the Delegate of 
Bolivia, the-COmmittee, £l-a-vote of 23~o 0, 
voted to SU:Sperur consideration of tE'emotTon 
of the~elegate of the United S~teB; and of 
tfie-rirst sentence ~ ara aph 6, SectiOn~, 
"''fiapter'VIII I until-eomm tee 1 na:a reacned 
a decisi~ the question £! o i&atOr¥ )§f­
!sdlction, 

The Delegate of the United States sa1d that he wished it under­
strod that his motion was in no way intended to suppress any part 
of paragraph 6, In his opinion, it was possible to adopt the 
motion, without in any way prejudicing thG settlement of the prob­
lem of compulsory jurisdiction, 

4. Competence of the Security Council to Request Advieorz 0Rin1ons 
from the Inwrnational Court of JusTice. 

The Secretary explained that this question had been placed on 
the agenda at the request of the Secretaria.t of the Conference, in 
acoord with the Memorandum from the United Kingdom Delegation, sub­
mitted May 20, 1945, entitled: "Requests for Advisory Opinions 
from the International Court of Justice" {Doc. 634, III/2/22), It 
was proposed by the Secretariat that the Memorandum which suggested 
that international bodies other than the Council and Assembly might 
request advisory opinions from the Court, should receive oonsidera· 
tion by Committee III/2 before being referred to Committee II/2. 
In addition, the Secretary stated that the Secretary of Committee 
IV/1 had requested that Committee III/2 take action upon the second 
sentence of paragraph 6, and that the nature of such action be 
communicated to Committee IV/1.; 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom stated that he did not 
think tho Committee should open up the whole subject of advisory 
opinions, ~specially since discussion of the question had been de• 
ferred at. the last meeting pending a ~ecision of· Committee IV/1. 
In response to a.· question by the Delegate of the Soviet Union he 
said that the only difference between the proposal of the United 
Kingdom and the second sentence of paragraph 6 was that. the former 
suggested the desirability of allowing the_Council to request an 
advisory opinion, not only on legal questions concerningaisputes­
but also on any legal question within the competence of the 
Oouncil, He agreed with the Delegate of the Soviet Union that 
consideration of the broader question was not within the jurisd1a~ 
tion of Committee III/2, since the Committee was limited to the 
discussion or advisory opinions in relation to the settlement of 
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disputes. 

Decision: OD: .§: motiQQ .Ex the _pe:j__£gat~ 9! 
the Soviet Union, the C6mmittee, 21: .§: vote 
of ~ -~.2 _Q, ad9.£:ted the ~~ond sentence 
of paragraph:£, an~ _!'~fe~ed it to the 
oubcommittee .2,g draftlng for considerat.!.2E:• 

99 

The Delegate of Norway noted that tho NorwEJgian amendment 
to paragraph 1, dealing with adv:!.sory opinions, had earlier been 
referred to the subcommittee on drafting. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:55 p.m. 
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QO~P~E~~E!'!J)Q ~O~Iv~I!iJ'~ QE J.:.A _Q_N~IE,:~ ~E~.Q.E QU QO~I.!E _!I_!/g 

J:e~eE.a!!s ~u2_1_9.i!!g., -~a.P~ ~0_?., -~e ~9 ,!!!a_:!:_ ]:9i5, ~ 1_0 !2· 25· 

I,a onziemc: seance du Comito est ouverce a 10 h. 55 par le 
President, le D~legu~ de l'Uruguay. 

l. l2~E.l~r!!t]:o!! .9_(;: ]:a P-e]:c_ga.E_iE_n _?._e -~ '!J:r2:!gt_!a.l (}iD }5, _!I!/~/_?.1) 

La declarati.on de l''Uruguay est presentee au Comite par 
8crit, ex.[)liqut; le Prosi.dent, en raison du fait qu'il n'estime 
pas compatible avec sa posl tion dEJ fa i.I'E; urw dec lara cion 
Orale 1 et d(';al(;Jll\.:illt p!11:"Ct;l qUI j_ 1 Q~Sir(; menager li.:i teJUpS dU 
Comite. La del~gation db l'Urugua.y desir0 simplement signaler 
aux mbmbrf;ls qu'a son avis sl les parties a un differend de 
caract~rt: qu.elconqut.1 ne parvtennent pas a r~gler ce differend 
par des moy~ns panifiqtws, l0 Conseil de Securit~ devrait .avoir 
J.e pOUVOir d 1 OblJ.ger C<JS partieS a le SOUJUettr•e a Uil trJ.bUnal 
arbitral e tabJ.i par l0 Consuil. 

Le President du Sous-Comite III/2/C commento le rapport. 
Le delegue d(;l la F'runct~ croj t ~omprendre que le Comi ce I/1, 
au cours de l'etudo de la qu0stion de la juridictlon nationale, 
nNmd en cons:Lderat.ion tous les amendemunts qui ont ete 
presentos au paragraphe '? de la Suction A, du Chap~- tre VIII. 

_!2~E_:.c~i_<?.n: ~e Qo!!!i~~, _Ea!. 1_6 y_o];_x r-~C-~s <?_PPOE_l_!iE_n 
2:.P_Er'E_UY.G 1_~ £.U.]2PE_r_~ _Qu ~o~s-.9_0,!!!1!0 _!I_!(~/Q. 

3. ~eEVE_i _9:e_!! _3l_ff~r~n._Qs gu_! !::n s_<?_n.! _.lu_!!t_!c_!a,Pl~s ;-~ l_a .go~r 
I!!t~r!!a.£i.?._nE:l.:::. .9_~ ~uE_L];_c~, _Ea.:£_ ::!_E-: QoEs~ll .£0 ~oE_LlE.i_!e, 

Le Secr~inire rappellG qu'au cours d~ la dorni~re seance 
du Comite, l'oxr.:.men d~:: la preml~r(; pbrase du pcrcgraphe 6 de 
la Seccion A, du Chnpitre VIII, a et~ njourne,.pour nttendre 
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la d~cision du Comit~ IV/1 sur la q~estion de juridiction 
obligatoire. La raison pour laQ~elle cette m~me quAstion 
revient ~ 1 1 or~re du jour, est que le ~ecr~taire a ~t~ in­
form~ par le Secr~taire administratif de la Commission IV 
que le renvoi des diff~re!lC',s qui en sent justiciable a, ~ 
la Cour Internationals de Justice, par le Conseil de S~­
curit~ ne serait pas etudi~ par le Comite IV lors de l 1 exa­
men d.e la question de la juridiction oblir.atoire <'I.e la Cour. 

Le Delegu~ des Etats-Unis presente la motion suivante: 

11 1. Que le Comi t~ Ppprouve en princ ipe 1 1 inser­
tion k la Section A, d~ Chac1tre VIII, de termes spe­
cifiques autorisant le Conseil de S~curit~ ~ ~eqomman­
der aux parties le renvoi cl.es diffe:;.~en0.s qui en sont 
justiciables, ~ la Cour Internationals de Justice. 

11 2. Que le Comite confie au Sous-comite de re­
daction le soin de decider k quel endroit precis serait 
plac~e et dans quels termes sera:it rec.ig~e cette dis­
position. 11 

Le Delegue des Etats-tinis fait remarquer que, bien qu 1 il 
soit possible, ainsi que 1 1a fait remarquer le President, 
d 1 inserer la substance de cette proposition au paragraphe 
3, il estime qu 1 il serait plus a.pproprie cle 1 1 inserer au 
para~;raphe 5. En reponse ~ la suggestion du Delegue de 
1 1Union Sovietique que le p2.raF·raphe 5 contient deja cette 
proposition d 1 une mani~re adequate, le Delegue des Etats­
Unis declare qu 1 il estime opportun de mentionner la Cour 
d 1 une fa9on sp_ec iale dans ce paragraphe. 

Le Delegue du Perou expri~e les craintes que l 1acoption 
de cette motion ait pour effet d 1affaiblir le sens de la pre­
mi~re phrase du paragraphe 6, d 1 apres laquelle les diffe­
rends qui en sont justiciRblas seraient, 11 en r~ble generale,11 

soumis ~ la Cour. Il propose efelement de remplacer le mot 
11 justiciables 11 par le mot 11 juridiques. 11 

H. Hanley 0. Hudson, Juge k la Cour Permanente de 
Justice Internationals, declare qu 1 ~ son avis la motion 
soumise au Comit~ elimine une difficult~ a la premi~re 
phrase du parar;raphe 6, qui n 1 explique pas claire"!ent 
quelle est la partie q_ui f~rait le renvoi k la Cour. En 
ce qui concerne la remarque faite par le Delegue du Perou, 
11 soullgne qu 1 il seralt desirP.bJ..e de trouver un mot a.p­
proprie pour remplacer le terme 11 justiciables 11 qui a donne 
lieu ~ une certaine confusion. A son avis, ce terme pourrait 
s 1appliquer ~ un differend au sujet duquel un tribunal pour­
rait prononcer un jugement ou bien il pourreit concerner un 
differend auquel le jugement d 1 un tribunal apporterait une 
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solution definitive. Il est d'avis de trouver une phrase 
qui eliminerait toute confusion a ce sujet. 

Le Delegue de la Colombie est du v~me avis que le De­
legue du Perou et fait remarquer que tandis que les_ dis­
positions du paragraphe 5 impliquent une perDission, oelles 
du paragraphe 6 imposent une obligation au Conseil. La 
motion presentee est a son avis une question de fond d 1 im­
portance capitale puisqu 1en fait elle aurait pour resultqt 
de suppriner la premi~re phrase du paragraphe 6. 

Decision: Sur la motion du Delegue de Bolivie, 
le Comite par 23 voix, ~s __ oQRosition, decide 
d 1 a,j ourner 1' exanen de la LIJ._£_tiol} du Delegue c_e s 
Etats-Unis ainsi gue de la ~~emiere ohrase du 
pc_ragr£tDhe .§. de la, Sect).on A du ChaDltre VII~, 
jusgu 1 i\ ~ gue le Comite IV7l e.i t pris ~ de­
cision ~ la ouestion de la juri~iction ooliga­
toire. 

Le Del4gue des Etats-Unis ~eclare ~u 1 il est bien en­
tendu que la motion qu 1 il prGl:.ose n 1 a aucunemen'.:; 1 1 intention 
de sup~rimer une par~ie qualconque du paragraphe 6. A son 
avis, il est possible d' ac_opter la motion sans compror1ettre 
en rien le rE'lglenent dt:; la question Cl_e la juridiction ob­
ligatoire. 

4. ~ouvoir du Conseil de Securite de denander a la Cour 
InternAtiOnale de Justice des avi~ consultatifS.----

Le Secretaire explique que cette question a ete placee 
a l 1 ordre du jour ala r3quote du Secretariat de la Confe­
rance, d 1accord avec le me~orandum de la ~elegation du 
Royaume-Uni sou~is le 20 mai 1945 sous le titre suivant: 
11 Demande cl 1avis consulte.tif adressee a la Cour Internationale 
de Justice" (Doc. 634, III/2/22). Le Secr6tariat propose 
que le memorandur·:, d 1 apr~s leq_uel les organes internationaux 
autres que le Conseil et l'Assembl~e pourraient a~resser 
a la Cour une denande d 1 avis consultatif, soit SOUTis a 
l 1 etuo_e du Comite III/2 avant son renvoi au Comite II/?.. 
De plus, le Secrete.ire decl~re que le Secretaire du Comite 
IV/l·a demande que le Comite III/2 prenne une decision au 
sujet de la seconde phl'e.se du paragra_phe 6 et que le Comit& 
IV/1 soit informe de la nature de cette decision. 

Le Delegue du Royaume-Uni declare qu 1a son avis le 
Comite ne devrait pas soulever 1 1ensecble de le. question 
des avis consultatifs, etant donne specialement que -la dis­
cussion de cette question a ete ajournee au cours c_e la der­
ni~re seance en attendant une o.Jcision du Conite IV/1.-Re­
pondant a une ouestion du Delegue de l'Union Sovietiaue, 11 
decl~re que la seule difference entre la proposition du 
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Royaume-Uni et la deuxi~me phrase du paragraphe 6 etait que 
la premi~re soulignait 1 1 interet qu 1 il y aurait a permettre 
au Conseil dlaQresser une demande d 1avis consultatif non 
seulement sur les questions juridiques concernant ~es dif­
f~rends, mais encore s~r toute question juridique de la corn­
p~tence du Conseil. Il convient avec le Delegu~ de 1runion 
Sovietique que 1 1 examen de la plus large question n 1est 
pas de la comp~tence du Comit~ III/2, puisque ce Comite 
se borne ~ discuter des avis consultatifs se rapporten4 
au r~glement des differends. 

Decision: ~ ~ motion du Del~gu~ de 1 1 Union 
Sovietigue, le Comit?, par 29 voix ~ opposi­
tion adopte la deuxi~me phrase du paragraphe 6 
et ~ renvoie pour ex~~en ~ Sous-comite de R~­
daction. 

Le Del~gue de la Norv~ge fait remarquer que llamende­
ment norvegien au paragraphe 1 concernant les avis con­
sultatifs, a d~j~ ~te renvoy~ au Sous-comite de Redaction. 

La s~ance est lev4e ~ 12h 55. 
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ORDRE rul !l.QQl1 .!?! ~ ;DOUZIEME SEANCE IDl COMITE III/2 

ll .1u1n 1945 

(l) 

(2) 

(3 )-

(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

4523 

E,amen du 11 Projet de Texte pour le Chapitre sur le 
Reglement ~aoifique des Differende" (Rapport du 
Sous-Comite III/2/B) 

Examen dee d1verses~queet1ans resultant dee mesures , 
prises par le Oomite I/l au sujet de l 1amendement pre­
sante par les pu1s~ances 1nvitantee, au Ohapitre II, 
concernant la competence nationale de,chaque Etat. 
(Cet examen qependra de la nature des mesures priees 
par le Comite I/l) 

Autres questions 

AGENDA FOR '!'WELF1f MEBTING .Ql COMMIT~EE III/2 

June J:!, 1945 

Oonsideration of 11Pro~osed Text of Oh~ter on Pao1fio 
Settlement afD1sputes1 (Report of Subc~ittee III/2/B) 
( 11 Projet de Texte pour Chap1tre sur le Reglement Paci­
fique dee Diff,rends11 ) 

Consideration of consequential questions resulting 
from action of Committee I/l on amendment presented 
by sponsoring governments to Chapter II, dealing with 
domestic Jurisdiction. (Consideration by the Committee 
will depend on the niiiUre of the aotion taken by 
Committee I/l) 

Other matters 
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Security wuncil 

SUMMARY REPORT Qf ~WELFTH MEETING QE COMMITTEE III/2~ 

Veterans Build~ll6' !12.2! g,Qg, ~ _ll, 1945, 3:40 .£·~· 

The Chairman, the Delegate of Uruguay, opened the 
meeting at 3:40 ~.m. 

1. Report ~ Subcommittee ~II/2/B 

The Rapporteur of the Subcommittee on Drafting, the 
Delegate of China, submitted the proposed text for the 
Chapter on Pacific Settlement of Disputes (Doc. 9j8, 
III/2/B/1, June 13, 1945). He stated that the Subcom­
mittee had requested him to give some explanatory co~ent 
concerning the new text to the full Committee. 

The Delegate of China stated that the Subcommittee 
had given consideration to the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, 
the amendments of the sponsoring governments, and the 
various amendments proposed by other governments which 
had been approved as to their ganeral ideas by the Committee 
and referred to the Subcommittee for consideration, 

He considered it desirable to discuss the report 
under two heads: first, the arrangement of ~1e articles, 
and, secpnd. the phraseology of each article. 

On the first point he said that the·subcommittee 
had found it difficult to arrange the articles as 
amended, in a completely systematic and logicai order, 
but that it had finally agreed upon the present text. 
The most impo~~ant idea of the text was the principle that 
members of the Organization should undertake to settle 
their disputes by I*aceful means, and this provision 
accordingly had been placed at the beginning of the Chap­
ter. Former paragraph 3 of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
thus had b~eome Article l of the new text. 

•(Cordgeacl• ••• p.121] 
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Former paragraph l he explained, vas now Article 2 
of the present draft. ~his Article authorizes the Council 
to investigate any dispute o;- any situation "which may 
lead to international h'1ction or give rise to a dispute". 
It is followed by Article 3 (former paragraph 2), which 
provides that a.ny state Dl8.J Call "such dispute or Situation" 
to the attention of the Security Council or the General 
Assembly. Article 4, formerly paragraph 5, gives the 
Security Council the right to make recommendations as to 
appropriate procedures or methods of peaceful settlement. 
Paragraph 6 of the Dumba.rton Oaks Proposals be~omes 
Article 5 in the new text presented by the Subcommittee. 
However, the second sentence of that paragraph, which 
dealt with advisory opinions, had been omitted in view 
of the fact that Committee IV/1 had included an adequate 
provision on.this subject in Chapter X dealing with the 
International court of Justice. 

Article. 6, formerly paragraph 4, continued the Dele­
gate of China, is the most important Article in Section A. 
Article 7 embodies one or the amendments offered by the 
sponsoring governments. This amendment had been suggestea 
as a new paragraph 1 but the Subcommittee considered that, 
since it dealt with disputes not likely to endanger peace, 
it would be better to place it at the end or the new 
Chapter. 

Finally, former paragraph 7 had been deliberately 
omitted from the text before the Committee. This para­
graph, dealing with the question of domestic. jurisdictionz. 
had been refer~d to Committee I/1, since the amendment ~­
the sponsoring governments had proposed to tra.nster ~ter­
ence to this subject to Chapter II.. This amendment was 
now under discussion in Committee I/1. 

In the second part of his statement, the Delegate or 
China explained the changes which had been made by the 
Subcommittee in the various articles. 

Article .! 
Three modifications had been made in the original 

text or p~agraph 3. Two additions had been made in the 
first sentence. One of these was the insertion of tne 
word "inquiry" in response to an amendment offered by 
the Delegation or Chile. This word described a generally 
accepted means or pacific settlement, and the Subcommittee 
had felt that a reference to it s~ould the~efore be in­
cluded. The second addition was the phrase "resort to 
regional agencies or ~a.ngements", which had been in­
serted in response to an amendment proposed by the 
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Delegation of Ecuador. 

The third modification was the substitution in-the 
second sentence, of the word "may" for the word ,shall" 
In the opinion of the Subcommittee, the word "shall" 
implied an obligation resting upon the Security Council 
to "call upon" the parties to a dispute even though the 
latter were already making an honest effort to settle the 
dispute by pacific means. Therefore, it seemed prefer­
able to give the Security Council the power to appeal to 
the parties rather than to require it to do so, Further, 
if the word "shall" were retained, it might appear that 
the parties to a dispute should wait until the Security 
Council called upon them before they instituted means of 
pacific settlement of their own choice. It was intended, 
by the use of the word "shall" in the first sentence, to 
indicate that the parties should fulfil their obligation 
and that the Security Council should be able to call upon 
them to carry out this obligation. 'I1he substitution of 
the word "may" for 11 sha.ll11 in the second sentence had been 
made with this in mind. 

Article _g 

No changes had been made in the text of former para­
graph 1. Tho Delegate of China pointed out, however, 
that, by its terms, the Security Council could investi­
gate any dispute whatever, or any situation "which may 
lead to international frictlon or give rise to a dispute". 
The Subcommittee had interpreted this to mean that the 
Security Council had the right to investigate any dispute, 
or any situation of the nature referred to, in order to 
determine whether the continuance of such dispute or 
situation was likely to endanger international peace and 
security. 

Article .J 
In this Article, the Subcommittee had introduced the 

clause, "which will act in accordance with the provisions 
of Chapter V, Section B, paragraph 1". The reason for 
this was that it desired to indicate clearly the scope of 
the action-of the General Assembly. That body had been 
given wide powers under another Chapter, end, in dealing 
with disputes, it should proceed in accordance with the 
powers tperein granted. The expression "such dispute or 
situation" was used to convey the apparent meaning of 
paragraph 2 of the Dumbarton Oaks ·proposals, namely, that 
any state might bring to the attention of t~e Security 
Council or General Assembly any dispute or situation o~ 
the kind referred to in Article 2. It was possible, added 
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the Delegate of China, that the phraseology of this sen­
tence could be improved by the Coordination Committee, 
but its meaning was as ·stated. In the second sentence, 
the Subcommittee had used the ph:rase "for t.he purposes of 
the dispute in question" instead of the phrase 11 for the 
purposes of such dispute" in order both to avoid the possi­
bility of a reference back to Article 2 and to assure the 
limitation of the obligation upon a non-member to the 
actual dispute which it had called to the attention of 
the Organization. 

Article :! 
In this Article the Subcommittee had endeavored to 

give effect to the ideas embodied in amendments proposed 
by the Delegations of Australia., Czechoslovakia., and 
Turkey. 

The wo1•ds 11 or of a situation of like nature" wel"e 
intended to give effect to the'Australian amendment, 
which provided that the Security Council should be per­
mitted to deal with a dispute or a situation the continu­
ance of which was likely to endanger the maintenance of 
international peace and security. 

The second sentence embodied the substance of the 
Czechoslovak and Turkish amendments. The first of these 
had provided that the Sec~rity Council should not inter­
vene when the parties to a dispute were already employing 
procedures of pacific settlement. The second had pro-
posed the same limitation when the parties were submitting 
their dispute to legal procedures of settlement. Aceord• 
ing to this Article, the Security Council, in making rec­
ommendations in accordance with the first sentence, must 
determine whether or not the parties hac already adopted 
pacific procedures. If so, the Council would not ordinarily 
call upon them to adopt such procedures, or mo.ke recommen­
dations for the employment of other designated procedures. 
In this provision, the Subcommittee had felt that it had 
given adequate effect to the amendments in auestion. 

Article~ 

The Rapporteur emphasized t.1a.t this Article definitely 
did not involve ttie principle of compulsory jurisdiction 
nor did it permit the Council to refer any justiciable 
dispute to the Court. The-Council itself "had no such 
right under this Article. The Council merely was reminded 
that, as a general rule, justiciabla.dispute& should nor• 
mally.be referred to the Court.· The Council was not 
authorized to insist that the parties to such a dispute 
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must refer it to the Court. This provision was entirely 
compatible with Article 36 of the Statute of the Court as 
~opted in Committee IV/1. 

Article .2 
The second sentence of this Article embodied origi­

nal paragraph 4 as ~nded by the proposal of the sponsor­
ing governments. No changes had been made in the text as 
originally adopted by the Committee. 

Article 1 

Th$ text of this Article ~as identical ~ith that of 
the amendment of the sponsoring governments, originally 
proposed as a new paragraph l. In the opinion of the 
Rapporteur, its pURpose was clear and no commentary upon 
it was necessary. 

2. Detailed Conside~at!on ot ~ext Proposed bv Subcommittee tttz2m - · - - ~ 

Following a statement by the Delegate of Czechoslovakia 
exp~essing approval of the text as a whole, the Chairman, 
with the consent of the Committee, declared the general 
discussion close~ and the Committee began an examination 
of the text, article by article. 

Article 1 
The Delegate of·Australia noted that in the comparable 

Dumbarton Oaks text "dispute 11 had been used instead of 
"disputes". He suggested tile maintenance of the original 
form in the present text. Concerning the substitution of 
"may" for "shall 11 in the second sentence, he said that 
while he appreciated the viewpoint of the Subcommittee, on 
the point, he felt it desirable to place as much emphasis 
as possible on the power of the Council to "call upon11 

the parties to usa pacific procedures, since, by defini­
tion, the only disputes to which the Article applied were 
those which might endanger peace and security. Instead of 
the Subcommittee text, he proposed the maintenance of 
11 sha.ll11 and the insertion immedia.tely the-x-ea.fter of the 
words ''whenever necessary" • 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom~ speaking as a 
member of the. Subcommittee, accepted the first and pro­
posed the reference of the second to the Coordination Co~ 
mittee·. The Delegate of the Soviet Union requested that 
such ~eference be made, not as a recommendation of the_ 
Committee, but only as a suggestion of the Delegate of 
Australia. 
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Decision: J2l' ~ ~ ..Qf .iQ .iQ .Q, ..!h§ Committee 
adopted Article·l of the ~roEosed ttxt and 
referred to the Coordiiiat on Commit ee,:-a8 
su,gest!oni of the Delegate of Australia:-the 
ae etion of tlielina.l "s" in~he word 11 dis-=-­
~~~" In'Uie second sentence-:--anatrie sub­
S'"fi'f:Ution tor ~ In tEe sam.esenwnce; of 
~ words ""Blle.~enever-necessary, 11 • -

Article _g 

The Delegate of Canada emphasized the importance of 
the power given the Council in thi.s Al.~ticle to investi­
gate_"situations", and he sugg-ested' the placiag of the 
reference to "si~uations" before that to "disputes". 
The Delegate of China, in response, said that while the 
Subcommittee agreed with the general point of view of the 
Delegate of Canada, it considered that since the Chapter 
dealt 'principally with disputes, the power to investi­
gate them should be stated first. He felt that the 
Article, as it stood, gave adequat0 assurance ·that the 
Council would deal with situations of the nature referred 
to. 

Decision: M .lJ. ~ ~ .3Q ..t,Q JJ, ..the Qpmm1 ttee 
adopted Article g and Q£X'eted ..iQ ~ru ..1Q ..t.ru:1 
Coordination Committee,~ the suggestion~ 
~ Dele~ate .91 Canada, ..Q. change J.D. ..t!l§ first 
Eart of 'Efie Article to make it read: 11 The 
SecurTiyCounci1 is emEowerod tOTiivestTg'ate rnr situation wliicn mat lead to-international 

ct!on or giae rise o----a-dfij?ute, or any 
d!spute,."fii or er, etc7"".- -

Article J 
The Delegate of the Union of South Africa advancea 

the view that the second sentence of this Article was a 
non sequitur in that a state not a party to a dispute and 
not a member of the Organization could not be required to 
accept for the purposes 'or the dispute the obligations of 
pacific settlement provided in the Charter. He suggested 
a change in the beginning of the ~econd sentenco to ~ake 
it read: "A state which is not a membor of the Orgeni­
za.tion shall, if it is a party to a. dispute, accept, etc." 
He thought the intention of the Article was clear, namely, 
that only a. non-member who was a party to the dispute 
should accept the obligations in question. 

The Delegate of China explained that the first sen­
tence of Article 3 meant that so long as the party to a 
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dispute is a state, it may bring that dispute to the 
attention of the Council or the Assembly. , The second 
sentence means that if the state which "brings" the dis­
pute or situation to the attention of the Security Council 
is a non-member, it shall be,required to accept in advance 
the obligations defined in the Article. While the language 
might be improved, he felt that this was clearly the in­
tention of the article. 

From the ensuing discussion the questions raised 
by the phraseology of this Articie became clearly defined 
as follows: 

1. Should a non-member, a party to a dispute, which 
brings that dispute to the attention of the Security 
Council or the General Assembly, be required,· for the 
purposes or that dispute, to accept the obligations ot 
pacific settlement provided ir. the Charter? 

2. Should a no11-member, a party to a dispute which 
is brought to the attention of the Council or the Assembly 
b~ another State, memqer of the Organization or not, be 
required or invited to accept the obligations of pacific 
settlement of the Charter? 

3. Should a non-men1ber, involved in a situation of 
the type referred to in this Article, be required to 
accept the obligations of pacific settlement of the Charter, 
if that non-member brings such situation to the attention 
of the Council or the Assembly? On this question, the 
Delegate of Australia suggested that, since the Charter 
did not establish any obligations of pacific s&ttlement 
in relation to situations, the insertion of 11 situations" 
in any redraft of the second sentence, as had been aug-. 
gested, would bG of doubtful validity. 

Decision: ~ a vote of 31 t'o 0, the Committee 
re~uested Suocommrttee-rrr~-to-reconsider 
the text o!Jrtio!e j fil'th'e 1ii£t or the dis­
CU'SsTOnfnthe bommi"ftee ana o ~resenti new 
~ ~ :§! ~ meet ins .£!: tne omm!ttee.-

*The Delegate of Ethiopia inquired whether there was 
any r~al distinption between the expression "may bring ••• 
to the attention of11 used in Article 3 (11 peut porter.,, a ltattention dun) tmd tho expression "shall refer" 
("soumettront") used'in Al:>ticle 6 •. Furthermore, in 
Article 3, any state can bring a dispute or situa'Gion 
to the atte~t1on of the Council or Assembly, but in 
A~tiale 6, referenco by both parties is required. He 
was of the opinion that one party alone should be 
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permitted to "refer" in the case of Article 6, and that 
after such reference, thA Council should be free to 
decide the measures to be taken. 

The Delegate of China explained that according to 
Article 3, any state could bring any kind of dispute to 
the attention of the Council, This Article, however, 
did nat provide for or define the nature of the action 
which the Council might take. By Article 6, the Council 
may take action, provided it first decides that the 
continuance of the dispute is likely to endanger inter­
national peace and security, and if the Council is satis­
fied that the parties have.failed to settle the dispute 
by pacific means of their own choice. Although a party 
may bring a dispute to the attention of the Council in 
accordance with Article 3, the Council may, nevertheless, 
act immediately under Article 6, provided the required 
conditions have been fulfilled, As to the question of the 
reference bi one party in Article 3, and by both parties 
in Article 6, the Delegate of China pointed out that in 
the .former case only a right of a party to a dispute was 
involyed, while id the latter case,. there was a duty 
placed upon both parties to refer ~he dispute to the 
Council if they had tailed to settle it by pacific means, 

Before adjourning the meeting, the Chairman stated 
that the Rapporteur of the Committee, the Delegate of 
the Soviet Union, was departing from San Francisco on 
the following day, He expressed his regret, and that of 
the other members of the Committee, that the Rapporteur, 
who had cooperated loyally and effectively in the work of 
the Committee, ·should be called away before the Committee 
had· finished its work and before it had been possible tor 
him to present his report to the Commission, 

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p,m, 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 2. Reglement Pacifique 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 992 {FRENCH)• 
III/2/27 
June 15, 1945 

Security Council 

COhiTE RENDU RESUME~~ DOUZIEME ~~ DU.COMITE lii/2 

Salle ~J veterans Building, k li ..!YJ.n, ~ A lQ. neures 40 

Le Pr~sident, D~legu6 de l'Uruguay declare la seance 
ouverte a 15 heures 40. 

Rapport ~ ~-comite IIl/2/a 

Le Rapporteur du Sous-comite de Redaction, delegue de 
la Chine, soumet le proJet .de texte du Chapitre sur le 
Beglemen~ Eacittgue ~ Dit(erends (Doc. 958, III/2/B/l, 
le 13 ~uin 1945 • Il declare que le Sous-comite lui a 
demande de dbnner au Oomite plenier quelques explications 
sur le nouveau texte. 

Le Delegue de la Chine declare que le sous-comite a 
examine lee Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, les amendements 
des gouvernements invitants et lee ditferents amendements 
proposes par d 1autres gouvernements qui ont ete approuves, 
en principe par le Comite et renvoyes au Sous-comite pour 
examen. 

Il estime opportun de discuter le rapport sous deux 
points de vUe: premie~ement, la disposition des articles 
et deuxiemement, la redaction de chaque article. 

Le Rapporteur indique que le Sous-comite a trouve 
ditficile. de disposer lee articles ~endes dana un ordre 
absolument systematique et logique, ma1s qu 111 a tinale­
ment adopte le present texte. L1idee principale du texte 
reside dans le principe que lea membres de l'Organisation 
devrai~nt regler.leurs difterends par des moye~s pac1tiques, 
et cette disposition estJ en consequence, placee au com­
mencement du Cbapitre. L'anoien paragraphs 3 des Proposi­
tion.• de ·»umbarton oaks devient l 'Article 1 du nouveau texte. 

Lianoien paragraphs l dev1ent l'Article 2 du present 
proJet. Oet Article autorise le Oonseil a mener des en­
quites sur tout d1tferend ou toute situation••qui peut 
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entrainer un desaccord entre nations ou d'engendrer un 
differend". Il est suivi par ~'Article 3 (ancien para­
graphe 2) qui prevoit que tout'Etat peut attirer l'atten­
tion du Conseil de Securite et de l'Assemblee Generals sur 
llun differend ou une situation de ce genre". L1Article 4 1 
ancien paragraphe 5, attribue au Conseil de Securite le 
droit de faire des recommandations quant aux procedures ou 
methodes d 1ajustement appropriees. Le pare~raphe 6 des 
Propositions de Dumbarton oaks devient ltArticle 5 dans le 
nouveau texte presente par le Sous-Comite. Cependant, la 
deuxieme phrase de ce paragraphs, qui traite d 1avis consulta­
tifs, est omise, etant donne que le Comite IV/l a insere au 
Chapitre X consacre a la Cour Internationals de Justice 
une disposition relative a ce sujet. 

L1Article 6, ancien paragraphs 4, continue le Delegue 
de la Chine, est le plus important article de la Section A. 
L1Article 7 incorpore l 1un des amendements presentee par 
lee gouvernements invitants. Il a ete suggere d 1en faire 
l 1objet du nouveau paragraphs 1, mais le Sous-comite estime 
que puisqu'il ne concerne que lee differends non susceptibles 
de menacer la paix, il est preferable de le placer a la fin 
du nouveau chapitre. 

Entin, l 1 anci~n paragra9he 7 est deliberement omis 
dans le texte porte devant le Comite. Ce paragraphs 
traitant de la question de coiDP.etence nationals est ren­
voye au Comite I/1, etant donne que l'amendement ~es go~­
vernements invitants propose de renvoyer au Chapitre II 
toutes lea questions relatives a ce sujet. Cet amendement 
est actuellement a l 1etude du Comite I/1. 

Dans la seconde partie de sa declaration, le Dele~e 
de la Chine expligue lea changements qui ont ete apportes 
par le Sous-comite aux differents articles. 

Article l 

Trois modifications sont apportees au texte original du 
paragraphs 3. Deux additions sont taitres dans la premiere 
phrase. L'une consiste a inserer le mot 11 enquete 11 , en 
execution d'un amendement presente far-la Delegation du 
Chili. Ce mot decrit un moyen de reglement pacifique, ge­
neralement accepte et le Sous-comite estime que, par con­
sequent, 11 doit etre 1nsere dana l 1art1cle. La seconde 
addition est constituee par l 1expression "recours aux 
or~anisations ou acco~ds regiona~ 11 , et es~ ;nseree en 
execution d 1un amendement propose_par·la.Delegation de 
l 1Equateur. 
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La troisieme modification est la substitution dans la 
deuxieme phrase du mot 11 peut 11 au mot 11 devra 11 • Le Sous-comite 
estime que le mot 11 devra 11 impl1que 1 1obligation pour le 
Conseil de Securite de llfaire appel" aux parties au di:fferend 
meme si ces dernieres font deja un veritable effort pour 
regl.er le dif:ferend par des moyens pacifiques. Il semble 
ddnc preferable d 1autoriser le Conseil de Securite a 111'aire 
appel 11 aux parties plutot que de "l'obligerN a le :faire. De 
plus, si le mot "devra" eta1t conserve, cela pourrait donner 
a croire que les parties a un differend devraient attendre 
~ue 1~ Conseil de Securite :fasse appel a elles, avant qu'elles 
&.:tent. e.i!pJ.Ciy.~ l:e&~ns de reglement pacifique de leur choix. 
L1 emplo1 du mot 11 sha.J.llf ( 11 recheroheront 11 dans le texte fran­
cais ) dans la premiere phrase du texte anglais, a pour but 
d'1nd1auer que lee parties devront tenir leur engagement et 
que le~Conseil de Securite devra etre en mesure de :f'aire 
appel a elles pour qu'elles s'executent. La substitution du 
mot ttpeut" au mot "devrau, dans .la seconde phrase est :f'aite, 
dans ce sens. 

Article g. 
Auoun changement n'est apporte au texte de 1 1ancien 

paragra_>he 1. Le Delegue de la Chine :f'a1 t cependar;t obs~r­
ver, qu 1aux termes de cat article, le Conseil de Securite 
peut mener des enquetes ~u sujet de tout di:f'ferend, ou de 
toute situation nsusceptible d 1entrainer un desaccord entre 
nations ou d 1engendrer un d1:f':f'erendtt. Le Sous-com1te inter­
prate ces termes comme donnant 1e droit au Conse11 de Se­
curite d 1enqueter sur tout di:f':f'erend ou toute situation du 
genre indique ci-deseus, de facon a determiner si la pro­
longation d'un tel di:fferend ou d'une telle situation semble 
devoir menacer 1~ maintien de la paix ~t de la s~curite 
internationales. 

Article ~. 

Dans oet article le Sous-comite introduit la clause, 
0 qui ag1ra oon:formement aux dispositions du. Chapitre V, 
Section B, paragraphe 1 11 • Cette introduction a pour but 
d 1 indiquer olairement l'etendue des pouvo1rs de 1 1Assemblee 
Generale. Selon lee dispositions d 1un autre chapitre, cet 
organisme jouit de pouvoira etendus, et, en .oe qui ooncerne 
lea di:f:ferends, 11 doit pouvoir agir dans le cadre de cas 
memes pouvoirs. L1expression "un di:f:ferend ou une situation 
de ce genre" est employee pour rappeler la signification 
apparente du paragraphe 2 des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, 
c'est-a-dire que tout Etat peut porter devnnt le Conse11 de 
Securite ou l'Assemb1ee Generale, tout dit:f'erend ou situa­
tion du genre cite dans l.'Article 2. · Il est possible, 
ajoute le Delegue de la Chine que la redaction de oette 
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phrase soit amelioree par le Comite de Coordination, mais 
le sens de~eure. Dans la seconde phrase, le Sous-comite 
emploie (dans le texte anglais) l 1 express1on, 11 for the pur­
pose of disput~in question" au lieu de "tor the purposes 
of such dispute" (pas de changement dans le texte francais) 
afin d 1eviter le renvoi a 1 1Article 2, et de limiter 1 1obli­
gation d 1un Etat non membre au differend porte devant l 10r­
ga.nisation. 

Article 4 

Dans cet article, le Sous-comite s 1 efforce de mettre 
en execution les idees contenues dans ~'amend8ment propose 
par les delegations de l•Austra.lie, de la. Tch&coslovaquie 
et de la. Turquie. 

Les mots 11 ou d'une situation de meme nature" sont 
employes pour donner suite a llo,mcnd.amen·l; de l'AustreJ.ie, 
qui prevoi t que le Conso:U de Secur::.te d.evrai·~ etre auto­
rise a prendre des mesures dans le uas d '\.m differ end ou 
d'une situation dont la prolongation semble devoir menacer 
le ma.intien de la paix et de la securite internationales. 

La deuxieme phrase contient l'essence des amendements 
de la Tchecoslovaquie et de la Turquie. I.e premier de ces 
amendements prevoit que le Conseil de Secudte ne devra pas 
1nterven1r lorsque lea parties a un diff~rend ont d6j~ pria 
des me sure a pour son reglement pacifique. I.e deuxiSme pro­
pose la meme limitation des pouvoirs, lor.soue lea parties 
suivent une procedure juridique pour regler leur di1'ferend. 
Selon oet article, en faisant des recommandations contorme­
ment aux termes de la premiere phrase, le Conse11 de Secur1te 
doit determiner si, oui ou non, les parties ont dej~ adopte 
la procedure de reglement pacifique du differend. Dans 
lra.ffirmative, le Conse11 n.'enjoindra pas, d 1une ma.niere 
generale, aux parties 1 1emplo1 de cette procedure et ne 
fe:ra pas de recomma.ndation en vue. de 1 1 application d 1 aut res 
pr.ocedur~s recommandees. Ce Comite estime qu 1 en adoptant 
cette disposition, il donne une.su1te sa.tisfaiaante nux 
amendements en question. 

Article £ 

Le Rapporteur souligne que cet article ne comporte pas, 
d 1une !aeon d~fin1t1ve, le pr1ncipe de la co1r.petence obli­
gatoire; de plus, 11 n 1autoriae pas le Gonseii a porter 
devant la Cour. au0<m d~.ff'erend justlcia.'t:'le. I.e Cnnseil 
lui-meme ne posaeda .• cc.nf'::-:Nl•~ment l'l. cet E:.rticle, e.ucun 
droit de ce genre. On !"nppe1J..e simplemsnt au Consell, qu'en 
reg:i.e generale 1 les differ·ends justiciabi.ea deYraient etre 
portes devant la Cour. te Conseil n•est pas autorise a 
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insister pour que les parties a un tel differend le portent 
devant la Cour. Cette disposition est compatible en tout 
point avec 1 1Articla 36 du Statut de la Cour, adopte au 
Com it e IV /1. 

Article .§. 

La deuxieme phrase de cet article comprend 1 1ancien 
paragraphe 4 amende conformement aux propositions des 
gouvernements invitants. Aucune modification n 1est apportee 
au texte tel qu 1il a ete adopte par le Comite. 

Article 7 

Le texte de cet article est identique a celui de l'amen­
dement des Gouvernements Invitants¥ propose en premier lieu 

117 

sous forme de nouv~au_paragra~he 1. --SelQD le rapuorteur 1 son but 
est clair et ne necessite pas de, commentaire~ 

Examen detaille du texte propose uar le Sous-Comite III/2/B 

Apres une declaration du Delegue de la Tchecoslovaquie, 
approuvant le texte dans son ensemble, le President, avec le 
consentement du Comite, declare que la disc~ssion generale 
est terminee, et le Cocite commence 1 1examen du texte, ar­
ticle par article~ 

Article 1 

Le Delegue de 1 1Australie fait remarquer que dans le 
texte correspondant de Dumbarton Oaks, le mot 11 differend" 
est employe au lieu du mot 11 differends 11 • ·Il propose de 
conserver dans le present texte lEt forme originale. En ce 
qui concerne la substitution du mot 11 ~eut" au mot "devra", 
11 declare que tRndis quill apprecie a sa juste valeur le 
point de vue du Sous-Comite a ce sujet, 11 estime qu'il est 
desirable de souligner autant que possible le pouvoir du 
Conseil 11 d 1enjoindre 11 aux uarties de proceder a une regle­
ment pacifique, puisque, par definition, les seuls differends 
dont traite l'article sont ceux qui sont susceptibles de 
menE<.cer la p.r.tix et J.a s8curite. Au lieu d 1adopter le texte 
du Sous·-Comite, il p::;>opc·se de conserver le wot 11 devra 11 et 
de le faire S'...li vre des mots I! chaque fOiS que Ce Sera ne-
cessaire11. · 

Le Delegue du Royaume Uni, parlant en sa qualite de 
membre du Sous-Comite, accepte la premiere remarque et pro­
pose le renvoi de la deuxieme au Comite de· Coordination. 
Le Delegue de 1 1Union Sovietique demande que ce renvoi se 
fasse non pas comme une recommandation du Comite mais comme 
une suggestion du Delegue de 1 1Australie. 
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Article g 

Le Delegue du Canada souligne l'importance des pouvoirs 
que cet article donne au Conseil pour enqueter sur lea 
"situations" et suggere que l 1on mentionne lea "situations" 
avant les "differends 11 • Le Delegue de laChine replique 
que bien que le Sous-Comite aoit d'accord sur le point de 
vue general du Delegue du Canada, 11 estime ~ue puisque le 
Chapitre se rapporte principalement aux differends, lee pou­
voirs d 1enqueter sur oeux-ci devraient ·etre indique en pre­
mier. Il estime que l 1article, sous sa forme actuelle, 
donne l 1assurance necessaire que le Conseil traitera des 
situations de ce genre. 

Article _£ 

Decislon: Par 39_ .Y,gix qpE1r_~ __ Q, le Comite a_?.o;ete 
~I Artie!.£..?_ e'f q.Q.illent 9,sl rf)nvoyer a l r examez; $L 
~te_de CoC?rd.inatiCEl, Q..~ §~..§.tion, ~del.~~ 
gue aru canada, la modification proposee a la pr~­
miereparffi-del.farticle, qui sera ainsr·-re~ee: 

"LeConsei! de securiteapouvoirctT engyetersur-­
rouresrtuatTonsl.isceptThle d I entrainer un d$­
si'C'Cord entrenations ou dlengeri"d'rerun diff'ere'hd, 
Q_g_ tout d"''fferend, afin ... de--etc. ,II - . 

Le Delegue de l'Union Sud-Africaine avance que la 
seconde phrase de cet article est non-sequitur puisqu'un 
Etat non-partie au differend et non-membre de l'Organi­
sation ne peut etre requis d'accepter, en ce qui concerne 
ce differend, les obligations de reglement pacifique pre­
vues par la Charte. Il suggere de modifier le commencement 
de la seconde phrase, de la facon suivante: ~Un Etatl qui 
n 1est pas membre.de l 10rganisatiori 1 s'il est partie a un 
differend, acceptera etc." Le Delegue de l 1Union Sud­
Africaine estime que l 11ntention de cet article est clair, 
a savoir que les obligations en questions ne devraient 
etre acceptees que par un Etat non-membre de l'Organisation 
qui serait partie a un differend. 

Le Delegue de la Chine explique que la premiere phrase 
de 1 1Art1cle 3 s1gn1f1e que tant que la partie a un diffe­
rend est·un etat, cet etat peut porter ce differend devant 
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le Conseil ou l'Assemblee. La deuxieme phrase signifie que 
si 1 1 Etat~ui rtporte" le diff~rend ou situation de~nnt le 
Conseil de -Securi te est un etat nc;n-membre de 1 f Organisation 1 

il devra accepter a l' avnnce les obligEttions prevt;es aux 
termes de l'article. Il estime gue bien que la redRction 
de l 1Rrticle puisse §tre amelioree, le sens en est clair. 

Au cours de la discussion qui s'ensuit, les questions 
soulevees par la redaction de cet Article sont clairement 
definies comme suit' 

l. Un Etat non-~embre de lfOrg~nisPtion, ?artie a un 
differend et qui porte ce differend devent le Conseil de 
Securite ou l 1Assemblee Generale devrait-11 etre requis 
d'accepter 1 1 oblig~tion de reglement ~acifique prevue dans 
la Charte~ 

2. Un Etnt non-membre de l 1 0rganisation, ~artie a un 
differend porte devant le Conseil ou liAssemblee par un 
autre Etat, membre de l'Orgonisation ou non, devrait-il 
et:r;e requis d 1accepter 1 1 oblign.tion de reglement pacifique 
prevue dans la Charte? 

3. Un Etat non-membre de l'OrganisBtion, implique 
dans une situation du genra dont il est question dans cet 
article, devrait-il etre reauis d'acce~ter 1 1 obligati~n de 
reglement pacifique prevue dans la Charte, si cet Eta~ non­
membre attire l'attention d.u Conseil ou de l'AssemlJlee sur 
cette situation? En ce aui concerns cette ouestion, le 
Delegue de 1 1Australie estime que puisoue la Charte n 1 ete.bli t 
aucune obligetion de reglement -pacifinue relativement aux 
situations, 1 1 insertion sugf:eree du mot "situations" dans 
tout nouveau texte de la seconde phrase serait d 1 un~ validite 
douteuse. 

Decision: Par 31 voix crmtre Q, le Comite 
demande ill! Sous-c.)rui te III/2/B d 1 examiner {! 
nouveEm le texte de 1' 11rticle §. la lumiere de 
la discussion ill! sein du Qor:1ite,_et de nresenter 
1m nouveau texte §. la ·t:?rochaine seance .llil Comite. 

* Le D~l~gu~ de 1 1Ethiopie dernande s 1 il existe une 
Veri table distinction entre 11 e~~Dression ll-oeut Dorter a 
1 I attention du 11 et lf expression ll soumettront II e~nployee a 
l 1ArtiQle 6. De plus, aux termes de l'Article 3, tout 
Etat ~eut porter un differend ou une sttuation a l 1attention 
du Conseil ou 1 1Assemblee, mais d 1apres PArticle 6, cette 
mesure ne peut et're prise que par les deux parties. Il 
estirne qufil devrait etre suffisant qu'une partie 11 soumette 11 

le cas,.Aselon les term~s de l'Artic;l.e 6 -pour que le Conseil 
puisse etre 1ibre de decider des mesures a prendre. 

~19 -~ 
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'1 ; , 1 Le De .egue de a Chine ex~') l ique que sel9n les, termes. de 

1 1Article 3, tout Etat peut porter tout differend a 1 1atten­
tion du Conseil. Cependant cet Article ne pr~voit ni ne 
definit la nature des mesures que pourrait prendre le Con­
sell. Selon l'Article 6, le Conseil peut prendre des me­
sures, apres avoir determine au preal~ble si la prolonga­
tion du differend est susceptible de menacer la paix et la 
securite internationales; et apres avoir ~tabli que les 
parties n'ont pas reussi a regler le differend par des moyens 
pacifiques de leur propre choix. Bien qu 1une partie puisse 
porter un differend a l'attention du Conseil, conformement 
aux termes de l'Article 3, le Conseil peut cependant prendre 
des mesures immediatement, confo:cmement aux termes de 
l'Article 6, pourvu que scient remplies lee conditions re­
~uises. 9-uant e. la auestion de sa voir si, un differend doit 
etre p·orte devant le Conseil ou liAssemblee par une des 
parties, comme prevu a J. 1Article 3 ou par lee deux, comme 
prevu A 1 1Article 6, le Del~gue de la Chine signale aue,dans 
le prem;er cas, il ne slagit que du droit d 1une partie a 
un differend, tandis que dans le second, les deux parties 
ont 1 1obl1Gation de porter le differend devant le Conseil, 
si elles n'ont pas reussi l le r~gler par des moyens paci­
fiques. 

Avant de lever la seance, le President annonce aue le 
Rapporteur du Comite, le Delegue de 1 1Union s~vietique, doit 
le lendemain quitter San Fr~ncisco. Il exprime ses rtgrets 
et ceux des autres membres du Conite, de voir que le Rappor­
teur, qui a loyalement et efficacement coopere avec eux au 
cours des travaux du Comite soit rappele avant que le 
Comite n'ait termine sa t~che et ou 111 ne lui ait pas ete 
possible de presenter son rapport ·a. la Cor::mission. 

La seance est levee a 16 heures 45. 
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RESTRICTED The United Nation_s Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 1045 (ENGLISH) 

III/2/27{1) 
June 17, 1945 

COMMISSION Ill Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT OF TWELFTH MEETING 
M CC5RMITTD II!Z~, <Mm' ]!, 1945 

B££· 992 (English), III/2/27 

The statement attributed to the Delegate of Ethiopia on 
pages 7-8 should be-replaced by the following: 

4931 

The Ethiopian Delegate would like to ascertain from 
the Rapporteur what is, in fact, the difference between. 
the powers and obligations of the Security Council to 
act under the provisions of Article 3 on the one hand 
and Article 6 on the other. His interest in asklng for 
this clarification rises from the fact that the Ethiopian 
Delegation had presented an amendment designed to clarify 
this point. 

In the course of previous discussions it had been 
clearly established that the obligation under Article 6 
to refer to the Securi.ty Council !J. dispute not settled 
under Article l rested separately and individually on 
all parties to the dispute and that in this case, if 
the Council decided that the continuance of the dispute 
would endanger international peace and securityJ it 
should decide whether to take action under Article 4 or 
recommend terms of settlement. 

On the other hand, while Article 3 provides that 
any state, also individually, may bring any such dispute 
to the attention of the Security Council, there is no 
clear indication as to' what should be the course of 
action of the Security Council after such dispute had 
been brought to its attention. 

Consequen~ly, the Ethiopian Delegate would appre­
ciate receiving a clarification of the meaning of the 
phrase "bring.· •• tQ the attention of the Security 
Council or the General.AssemblJ" appearing 1n Article 
3, in the light of the phrase they ahall refer it to 
the Security Council" contained in Article 6. 
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The United Nations Conference 
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COMMISSION III 
Comit~ 2 Reglements Paoifiques 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1045 (FRENCH) 
III/2/27 (1) 
June 17, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRIGENDUM AU COMPTE-RENDU RESUME DU CO}UTE III/2, 14 JUIN 1945 ------ -- - ----:- ---
~. 992 (French ) III/2/27 

La deol~ration attr;buee au Delegue de 11 Ethiop1e a la 
page 7 doit etre remplacee par ce qui suit: 

Le Delegue ethiopien voudrait que le Rapporteur lui ex­
Plique quelle est en realite la difference Antre les POUVOirs 
et les obligations du Oonseil de S6ouritP. que lui oonfPrent, 
d1une part, les dispositions de 1 1Article 3 et, d 1 autre part, 
oelles de 1 1Article 6. S1 il nose oette question c 1 est parce 
gue la Delegation a propos~ un amonrlem?:'nt prectsemf'nt pour 
eclaircir.oe point. 

Au cours- de discussions anterieures, 11 a ete olairement 
etabl1 que 1 1 obl1gat1on, prevue a l'Article 6, de soumettre 
au Conseil de Seourite un diffrrend qui n'a PU etre regle de 
ln fa9on prevue a 1 1Art1cle 1, 1ncomba1t separement et-1n­
div1duel1ement h ohn~une des ~art1P-s au differendi· dane oe 
cas, si le Conseil decide que la prolongation du 1tige met 
en d.s~nger la paix et 1a securite interm'.tionales, 11 doit 
decider s 1 11 lui faut prendre des mesures en vertu de 11Ar­
t1cle 4 ou recommander des conditions de reglem<mt. 

D1 autre part, si l'Article 3 prevoit que tout Etat peut, 
egn.lement,n titre individuel, nttir,er 11 attention du Consdl 
de Securi te sur un tel dif'fercnd, p::>.r centre 11 n • est pas 
oluirement ind1gue quel est lc purti que do1t prendre le Con­
sell de Securite npres que son attention n ete attirP.e. 

En consequence, le Delegue ethiop1en ser~it heureux de 
reoevoir une explic~t1on sur ln s1gn1ficnt1on de la phrnse 
11 P~ut attirer •••. l 1 nttent1on du Conr:e11 de Secur1te ou de 
llAssemblce Gener'lle 11 qui figure rt l'Article 3, qu!\nd on 
11examine n ln lumiere de 10. phr'1S8 11 1ls le SOUmettront O.U 
Conseil d.e Seourite" qui figure fl. 1 1Art1cle e. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 989 (Eng.,Fr.) 
III/2/26 
June 15, 1945 

COMMISSION Ill 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

Security. Council 

AGENDA 19!! THIRTEENTH MEETING OF C0Hl-1ITTE~ III/2 

June ·15 1 1945 

(1) Consideration of ~Proposed Toxt of Chanter on Pacific 
Settlement of Disnutes" submitted by Subcommittee III/2/B 
(continued} • 

(~) Consideration of consequential questions resulting from 
action of Committee I/1 on amendment presented by sponsoring 
governments to Chapter II, dealing With domestic questions 
(Consideration t-rill depend on action taken by Committee I/l) 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA TREIZIEME SEANCE .illl COMITE III/2 

.b. 15 ..1Yln 1945 

(1) Examen du"Projet ct.e texte du Chanitre sur le Re~lement 
Paci:f'ique des Differends," SOUiilis nar le Sous-comite III/2/B 
(suite) -

(?.) Examen des conse0uences resultant des decisions pr1ses 
par le Com1te I/1 au sujet de 1 1 arnendem~nt au Chapitre II, 
tra1 tant des questions nat1one.les, preFJente par les gou­
vernements 1nv1tants (L 1 examen dependra des.decis1ons prises 
par le Comite I/1). 
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III/2/29 
June 16, 1945 

Security Council 

SUMMARY REPORT Qt ~RTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/2 

Veterans Buildil?B, ~ ~~ ~ J:2._, ~~ 11.:15 !.·!!!.· 

The Acting Chairman, Jacobo Varela, the Alternate 
Chairman of the Delegation of Uruguay, opened the meeting 
at 11:15 a.m. The Committee resumed its detailed con­
sideration of the Proposed ·Text for Chapter on Pacific 
Settlement of Disputes as submlttaa ~y the araftirig sub­
committee (DOo. 958). 

Article .l 
The Delegate of China announced that Subcommittee 

III/2/B had.made progress in redrafting Article 3, which 
had been ~eferred to it at the previous meeting of the 
Committee, but that another meeting would be required be­
fore a draft could be presented to the Committee. He 
stated that the m·eeting was to be held that afternoon. 

Article i 

ArtiqlS! ~ 

Decision: Without discussion, and ~ unanimous 
vote, ~Committee adoptea-Artiere~. 

The Delegate of Canada inquired whether any question 
ot substance would be involvQd if, as was possible, the 
Coordination Committee decided to combine Articles 4 and 5 
into one article. 

Judge Manley o. Hudson, of tho Permanent Court of 
International Justice, said that he assumed that it was 
implicit in the provisions of the Arti~le that the Security 
Council, in making reoollUilendations. wouJ..,l tAke account of 
obligations which states tnay have assumed w1·~h respect to 
the Jurisdiction of the Intern~tional Court of Justice. 
He thought the phrase "should normally be referred" con­
~ained a slight suggestion that the Security Council might 
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fail to take account of the compulsory jurisdiction which 
a state or states might have assumed under A1•ticle 36 of 
the Statute of the Court.-

The Delegate of the United Kingdom explained that if 
both parties to a dispute had accepted the optional clause, 
there was no scope for a recommendation by the Security 
Council. Either party, in that case, could institute 
procedures before the Court. A difficulty might arise 
only if neither of two signatories to the optional clause 
should start proceedings before the Court. In that case, 
however, the Delegate of the United Kingdom felt that the 
security Council would, no doubt, take into account the 
fact that both parties had signed the clause. 

The Delegate of Norway suggested t~ the remarks of 
Judge Hudson be mentioned in the Report of the Rapporteur 
of Committee III/2 to the Commissivn. He thought it 
should be clear from the Report that the Security Couneil 
should take into consideration all agreements between the 
parties relating to p~cific settlement of disputes, and 
that particular reference should be made to agreements 
involving the Court. 

The Delegate of Australia said he assumed that changes 
made by the Coordination Committee in a Committee text 
would not be referred back to the Committee if they in­
volved matters of drafting alone. On any substantive 
question, however, he ass:med that it was necessary to 
propose action in Committee III/2, and he, therefore, 
wished to propose a modifics.tion of the text of Article 
5, which, while mainly a matter of emphasis, amounted to 
more than a change in drafting. The Delegation of Aus­
tralia did not find acceptcble the text of Article 5 which 
provided: "the Security Council should take into con­
sideration that justiciable disputes should normally be 
referred" to the Court. This was a weak provision, with 
an insufficiently clear directive. Leaving to the Security 
Council the full breadth of discretion provided by the 
word "normally", he proposed to substitute for the words 
"take into consideration" the words "ac·t ~pon tha rule 11

• 

4813 

Decision: The Committee, U..th.Q.!J..:t o.b iection, 
referreg ArtigJ,e .5 ~ §ybcommi ttee IIII~/B, 
tQgether ~ tqe questi2n of the Delegate of 
Canada ~ ~ whether substanti~ questions 
would be raised 121 Joining Article ~ and_ 
Article 5 ~ M t..Q.. ~ one artio;te: w_ Qlt­
~_na:tjion Qf l~ Hudson con.cern1ng possible 
mention of agreements f_g;r peaceful settlement 
already existing ~etween parties to ~ dispute; 
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Article §. 

~ the proposal of ~ Dele§ate of Australia 
to substitute f'or"the words take into con­
Sfderation", the w'Ords "ill upon the rule". 

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia emphasized the broad 
scope of power granted the Security Council by this Article 
He accepted this grant or power but desired that the report 
of Committee III/2 to the Commission should include a refer­
ence to the understanding which he felt was universal, that 
the Security Council should, as provided elsewhere in the 
Cha~ter, act in accordance with the purposes and principles 
of the Organization. 

The Delegate of Lebanon asked whether the expression 
"they shall refer" ("soumettront") meant that all the 
parties had to agree to refer a dispute to the Secur•ity 
Council. If so, he thought it desirable to make it clear 
that such reference might be made by any one party to a 
dispute. The Delegate of Ethiopia said that at an earlier 
meeting the Delegate of the United States had cl~rified this 
point by stating that the reference might be made by one 
party to the dispute alone. The Delegate of Venezueala said 
that since an obligation, rather than n right of the partie~ 
was here involved, if one of them failed to carry out its 
obligation, the obligation of the other would be unaffected. 

To a question of the Delegate of Iran concerning the. 
status of an Iranian amendment to this Article, the Secretary 
said that the Committee had referred it directly to the 
Coordination Committee, and it would be transmitted t~ that 
body. 

Article 7.. 

Decision:· The Committee, !2z. unanimous vote,· 
adopted ArtiCre £. 

The question was raised by the Delegate of Canada and 
also by the Delegate of C~echoslovakia whether the words 
following the word "settlement" should remain in the Article. 
They thought it undesirable to appear to restrict the prin­
cip~es under which the Security Council would act by·making 
reference only to Chapter II, paragraph 3· The Delegate of 
the United States proposed that the suggestion of the Delegate 
of Canada be referred to the Coordinat~on Committee. 

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa, to avoid a 
~rammatical difficulty in the text, proposed that the words 
its settlement" be replaced by the words "the settlement of 

such dispute". 
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Decision: The Committe~ Qz_ unanimous vote, 
adopted Article I· The suggestion of ~ 
Delegate of Canada for the eliminatiOn of 
the wor<Isroiioil!lg--rrsett!'ement" was re?erred 
to the coordination committee witno-Ut a !orma1 
vote; ~the same procedure, the su~estion or 
trieDeiegate orthe 'Onion of 'SOUth rica was 
referred ig, tne CoOrdination Committee. -

127 

Chapter YI!I' Section ~ raragraph Ll of Dumbarton ~ Proposalf 

The Secretary announced that Committee I/1, to which para­
graph 7 had been referred by Committee III/2, in giving effect 
to an amendment of the sponsoring governments, had a.dopted an 
article dealing with the question of domestic jurisdiction. 
The amendments to paragraph 7 had been transmitted to Com­
mittee I/1, along with the amendment of the sponsoring govern­
ments. So far as they referred to matters of princ~ple, they 
had been considered in Committee I/1, and so far as they 
related to procedures, they had been sent to the Steering 
Committee and had then been referred back to Committee III/2. 
Nearly all of them referred to the jurisdiction of the 
Internahonal Court of Justice, and the Secretary assumed 
that the action of Committee IV/1 had disposed of the problems 
which they had raised. lt remained only for Comm~ttee III/2 
to vote formally that the former paragraph 7 sho~ld be 
eliminated from the chapter on the pacific settlement of 
disputes. The Delegate of China suggested that the Cvmmittee 
so vote. 

The Delegate of France said that while he did not know to 
what extent the French amendment on this subject had been con­
sidered in Committee I/1, he felt that the toxt before 
Committee III/2 was incomplete, as it did not mako clear 
whether a: dispute a~ising from a question of domestic juris­
diction was excluded from the competence of the Security 
Council under the terms of the chapter on pacific settlement 
of disputes. 

Statements made by the Delegates of Norway and Australia 
made it clear that no question of domestic jurisdictio~ could 
be dealt w~th by the Security Council when acting under the 
terms of this chapter. This point had been conclusively made 
in Committee I/1, and it was felt.that in view of th~s fact, 
it was not necessary for Committee· III/2 to make an addition 
to the present text. 

Decision: The Committee, £[ a unanimous vote, de­
cided to elimrnate from the cnapter on paCirro settle­
ment or-disputes the substance of Ch~tor VI!!, 
~ion!_, paragrapn f, 2£ ~ f5Uiubarton@!.. 
Proposals. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:45 p. m. 
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CONPTE-RENDU R§SUME J1E ~ II'REIZIEME SEANCE .DU COMITE III/2 

Veterans Building, Salle 202 1 1ft 15 Jg1n 1945 h llh.l5 

Le President par interim, M. Jacobo Varela, President a~P-. 
pleant de la Delegation de l•Uruguay, ouvre la seance a llh. 15. 
Le Comite reprend,l 1 examen detaille du ~~~ ~ Texte.pour le 
Chanitre sur le Reglement Pacifiguy de§ Differends soumis par le 
Sous-comi~de Redaction (Doc. 958 • 

Article~ 

Le Delegue de la Chine annonce que le Sous-comite III/2/.B 
a progreece dans la nouvelle redaction de 1 1Article 3 qui lui a 
~te renvoye ala dern1~re seance du ComiteJ rnais qu 1il lui faudra 
tenir une autre seance avant de pouvo1r presenter un projet de 
redaction au Comi te. Il decle.re que cette seance doi t etre tenue 
cet apres-midi. · 

Article .,i 

Article .§. 

D~cision: Le Com1te adonte 11Art1cle i sans discussion 
~! 11unanim1te. 

Le Delegue du Canada dem~de s 11l s~ posera1t une ques~ion 
de fond au cas fort possible ou le Comite de Coordination dec1-
derait de reun1r les Articles 4 et p en un saul article. 

Le Juge Manley o. Hudson de la Cour Permanente de Justice 
Internaticnale, oonsidere qu 11l est P-ntendu de faQcn implicite 
dans les dispositions de l'Artiole que le Co~seil de Seourite 
tiendra compte dans ses ': recommandations des :responsabili tes 
assumees par les Etats en oe qui oonoerne la jur1d1ct1on de la 
Cour Internationale de Justice. Il est1me que la propoe1t1on 
"d1 une mani~re ·g·Pnerale •••. devra1ent etre soumis II tend a 1n­
d1quer que le Consefl de Seourite pourra1t manquer de tenir 
compte de la jurid1ot1on assumee par un Etat ou dee Etats aux 
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termes de 1 1Article 36 du Statut de la Cour. 

Le Delegue du Royaume-Uni explique que, si les deux parties a 
un differend ont accepte la clause facultative, il n'y a pas de 
raison pour que le Conseil de Securite fasse une recommandat1on. 
L1une ou 1 1autre partie peut, dans ce ens, soumettre le d1tte­
rend ala Cour. Une difficulte ne s 1 elevera1t que dans le cas 
ou ni l'un ni 1 1autre de deux signataires ala clause faculta­
tive ne soumettrait le differend a la Cour. Dans ce cas, toute­
fois, le Delegue du R~yaume-Uni pense que le Conseil de Securite 
t1endra1t certainement compte du fait que les deux parties ont 
sign~ la clause. 

Le D~legue de la Nor~r'ege propose que les observations ~u 
Juge Hudson figurent dans le rapport du Rapporteur du Comite 
III/2 ala Commission. Il estime ~ue ce,rappo~t doit faire 
ressortir clairement que le Conseil de Securite devrait prendre 
en consideration tous les accords conclus entre les parties con-

' , I 'f' cernant le reglement pacifique des dif!erends, et qu une re e-
rence particuliere devrait etre faite aux accords faisant entrer 
en jeu la Cour. 

L~ De~egur de l 1Austral1e ~unpose que le~ modifications 
anportees a un texte d'un Comite nar le Comite de Coordination 
ne seront pas renvoyees au Comite~ nuand il ne s 1agit que d 1une 
modification de redaction. Mais qunnd 11 s 1ag1t d 1une question 
de fond, il faut, a son avis, que le Comite III/2 intervienne 
et, en consequence, 11 propose d 1 apporter a 1 1Article 5 une mo­
dification qui, tout en ne visant qu 1un renforcement du texte, 
ne peut neanmoins etre consideree comme une simnle modification 
de redaction. La Delegation de,l 1Australie ne peut pas agcepter 
le texte de l 1Article 5, qui prevoit que 11 le Cons~il d~ ~ecu­
rite devrait tenir coMpte du fait que, d'une maniere generale, 
les differends d 1 ordre juridique doivent etre soumis 11 ala Cour. 
0 1 est la une disposition sans vigueur, donnant des directives 
insuffisamment claires. Laissant au Conseil de Securite toute 
la latitude que lui accordant les mots 11 d 1 une maniere ~enerale, 11 

11 propose de remplacer les mots "tenir compte du fa.it par les 
mots 11 agir en prenant nour regle. 11 

4814 

Decision: Le Comite decide, sans ~bjection, ~ ren­
yoyer ~ Sous-comite,I~I/2/s, .~'~rticle £ ~ me~e temps 
~ la question gy Delegu~ du Canada demandant s1 ~ 
question~ de fond ~ie~t soulevees ~ar la fusion 
des Articles 4 et 5 en un seul article. !1 decide 
de renvoyer egalementauSO'\i"s::comi te les Observa·tfons 
du Juge Hudson concern.ant.la mention eventuelle d1 ac­
cords reiatifs au reglemen~pacifique g~Ja conclus--
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~n~ les ~arties ~ un differend, ainsi que,la pro­
position du Dele§ue de liAustrali§ tendant ~ ~­
~lacer ].es ~ tenir compte §.g .f!!U11 par les mots 

agir ~ prenant pour regle:W 

Article §. 

Le Delegue d.e la Tohec.oslovaquie souli,q;ne 1 1 etendue con­
siderable du pouvoir confere au Conseil ge Securite par cet 
article., .Il ne s 1 y oppose pafi mais 11 desire que le rapport 
d.u Comite III/2 a la Commission fasse ressortir le fait~ uni­
versellement admis a son avis, qu 1 il d.oit etre bien entendu 
c:_ue le Conseil de SecurHe devra, ainsi,qu 1il est prevu ail­
leurs dans la Charte, agir en conformite avec les buts et les 
principes de 1 1 0rgan1sation. 

Le Delegue du Liban demande si 1 1 expression 11 soumettront" 
signifie que toutes les parties sont tenues de soumettre un 
d.ifferend au Conse11 de Securite. S1il en est ainsi, il estime 
utile de preciser que cela peut etre fait par n 1 importe la­
quelle des parties au differend. Le Delegue de 1 1Ethiop1e rap­
pelle qu 1au cours d 1une seance ~nterieure, le Dele~ue des Etats­
Unis a mis cette quesUon au point en declarant qu une seule 
des P.arties a un differend peut soumettre celui-ci au Conseil. 
Le Delegue du Venezuela dit aue pu~eau 1 il s 1 agit 1c1 d1une ob­
ligation, plutot que d. 1un droit des parties, si 1 1une des pa~ 
ties ne resDectait pas,son obligation, 1 1 obligation de 1 1 autre 
n 1 en serait pas affectee. 

E ' ' ti ' 1 D '1' ' d 1 1 I n n rep9nse 8 une ques on posee par !! e egue e ra ., 
demandant ou en est un amendement iranien a cet Article, le 
Secreta1re declare que le Comite l'a renvoye directement au 
Comite de Coordination. 

Decision: Le Comite-a~opte ~ 1 1unanimite 1 1 Art1cle-~. 

Article .Z 
Le Delegue,du Canada, a1ns1 que 10 Delegue de 1a Tohe~o-. 

slovaqu1e 1 soul"went la auestion de savoir si les mots apres 
"de 1e regler 11 devraient.etre maintenus. A leur avis, 11 ne 
serai t pas desirable de sembler ~rouloir restreindre les prin­
cipes guidant 1 1 aotion d.u Consei1 de ~eourite en ne se referant 
qu'au paragraphe 3 du Chapitre II. Le Delegue des. Etats-Un1s · 

1 ' , , c , propose gue a suggestion du Delegue du an~da soit renvoyee 
au Com.i te de Cool~d.ination.-

Pour rend.re 1e tcxte plus clair, 1e Delegue de 1 1Union 
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Sud-J}fricaine propose que,les mots 11 de,le re~ler 11 scient rem­
places p~r les mots 11 de rezler ce differend. 

Decision: Le Comite adoute ~ 1 1unanimite 1 1Article 7. 
II decide d 1 autre;oart, sans proceder § un vote, de­
renv9y1r ~ Comite de Coordination la proposition 
~ Delegue du Canada tendant a supprimer les ~ 
faisant suit~~ "de le regler"ainsi gue la proposi­
tion ~ 1 1Union Sud-Africaine. 

CHA?ITRE VIII 1 SECTION /i, PA?AGRJ'.PHE 1 DES PROPOSITIONS DE 
DUNBARTON Qlli 

Le Secretaire annonce qu'en adoptant un amendement des 
gouvernements invitants, le Comit1 I/1, auque~ le Comite III/2 
a soumis le para~raphe 7 1 a adoute un article traitant de la 
question de la juriuiction interne. Les amendements au para­
~raphe 7 ont ete transmis au Comite I/1, en meme temps q~e 1 1a­
mendement des go~vernements 1nvitants. Dans la mesure ou ils 
se rauQortaient a des questions de principe, ces amendements 
ont ete examines par le Comite I/1, et dans la mesure ou ils 
se rapuortaient ~ des questions de procedure. ils ont ete sou­
~is au-Comite de Direction et ensuite renvoyes au Comite III/2. 
Ils se rapportent presque tous a la,juridiction de la Cour In-~ 
ternationale de Justice, et le Secretaire supuose que le Comite 
IV/1 a regle les problemes souleves par eux. Il ne reste plUS' 
au Comite III/2 que de decider par un vote que l'ancien parn­
grauhe 7 devra etre elimine du Chap1tre 1 ayant trait au regle­
ment pacifique des differends. Le Delegue de la Chine propose 
que le Comite p~ocede a ce vote. 

Le Delegue de la France d'clare qu•11 ne salt pas si le 
Comite I/1 a procede a un examen tres approfondi de 1 1amende­
ment frc.1.ncyais, mais il estime aue le texte soumis au Comi te 
III/2 est incomplet, car 11 ne 'precise pas si un differend 
resultant d 1une ~uestion de juridiction interne echappe a la 
comnetence du Conseil de Securite aux termes du Chanitre con-
cernant le reglement'pacifique des differends. -

Les Deleg:ues de 18. Norvege et de 1 1.Australie precisent 
q~'aucune question de juridiction interne ne pourra etre trai­
tee par le Conseil de Securite quand 11 agit en vertu des 
dis-.;osi tions de ce Chani tre. Cette question a ete tranchee 
au sein du Comite I/1,· et 11 semble, -en conseauence, qu 1il n 1y 
a pas lieu pour le Co~ite III/2 d 1ajouter auoi ~ue ce sait au 
texte. · · 
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Decision: L.e Comi t6 .d.fi.olll.e,.Ja. 1 1 uoanimite I d t elimioer 
du ~ relat1! au ~eglemeAt phcifique ~ di!fe­
~M l.rul. gues tions .Q.Q .fQn.9. faisant 1: ob let .Q..u ~­
graphe 2 £& ~ SeQtion A ~ Chapitre VIII ~ ProDosi-
tion~ ~ ~mb~rton ~. 
est levee a 12 h.45. La seance 
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Security CouQ.cil 

AGENDA FOB FOORTE!f!TH rq;E'l'ING gz. COMMITTEE IIIL? 

~1,2., ~ 

(1) Consideration or the nev text ot Article 3 of the 
p~oposed text which reads as follows: 

"Any member ot the Organization may bring any such dis• 
pute or situation to tho attention ot the Security 
Council, or ot the General Assembly Which will act. in 
acco·~dAnce with the provisions of Chapter V, Section B, 
Paragraph l. 

"A non-member state mt!.T bring to the attention of the 
Security Council or ot tho General Assembly any such 
dispute to which it is a party, it 1t accepts in ad• 
vance, for the purpose• or the disputo, the obliga· 
tiona of pacific settlement provided in the Charter." 

(2) Reconsideration ot Article 5 of the proposed text. 



----------
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Security Council 

(1) Examen du nouveau texte de 1 1 Art1ole 3 du Nouveau 
ProJet ~ Texte, qui ala teneur suiva.nte: 

"Tout membre de 1 r Organisation peut porter un 
d1fferend ou une s1tu,t1on de oe genre a llattention 
du Conseil de Seourite, ou de l'Assemblee Generale 
qui ag1ra oonformeme.nt awe d1sp,s1 tions du Chap1 tre V, 
Section B, Paragraphe 1. 

1Un Etat non-membre peut porter a ltattent1on 
du Conseil de Seour1te ou de liAssembteeGenerale tout 
d1fferend de oe ~enre auquel 11 eat partie, pourvu 
qu 1 1l aocepte prealablement, en oe qui conoerne ce 
d1fferend, lea Obligations de reglement pRc1f1que 
prevues par la Charte. 11 

(2) Reexamen de l 1Art1cle 5 du Nouveau ProJet de Texte. 
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Security Council 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FOURTEENTH MEETING OF COMM.ITTEE III/2 

Veterans Building, ~ 202, ~~ 1:2, 1945, 8:40 .E..!.E.!• 

The Acting Chairman, Jacobo Varela, the Alternate Chairman 
of the Delegation of Urugua-y, opened the meeting at 8:40p.m. 
The Committee resumed discussion of th~7 "Proposed Text for Chap­
ter on Pacific Settlement of Diepntesn (Doc. 958, III/2/B/1, 
June 13, 1945) which had been submi~ted to it b-y .subcommittee 
III/2/B. 

Article .J_. 

The Rapporteur of the Subcommittee, the Delegate of China, 
recalled that at its last meeting the Committee had referred 
Article 3 to the Subcommittee for reconsideration in the light 
of the discussion at that meeting. The Subcommittee had held· 
two meetings, and had agreed upon a new text whj_ch was now be­
fore the Committee (Doc. 1001, III/2/28, June 15, 1945). 

The intent of tho original Article 3, according to the 
Delegate of China, was to enable any State whether a member of 
the Organization or not, to bring to the attention of the Security 
Council or General Assembly any dispute or an'Y situation likely 
to endanger the maintenance of international peace and security; 
if, however, a non-member brought a dispute to the attention of 
these bodies, then it would be required for the. dispute in ques­
tion to accept the obligations of pacific settlement provided 
in the Charter. In the new draft, the Subcommittee had endeavored 
more clearly to express this intention. The first paragraph gave 
the right to all members of the Organization to bring any dispute, 
and certain situations, to the at~er1tion of the Security Council 
or the General Assembly. The second paragraph provided that a 
non-member state could bring a dispute to the attention of these 
bodies on condition that it accepted beforehand the obligations 
of pacific settlement provided by the Charter. This provision 
was comparable t-o· the legal principle that anyone asking for a 
decision in equity should come into court with clea.r. hands. 

At the request of the Delegate of China, the Chairman asked 
the Delegate of France to present to the Committee some further 
explanations of the new text. 
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The Delegate of France began by saying that he thought 
the debate in the meeting of the Committee on the previous 
day had shown that the first text of Article 3 had been 
prepared in an excessively concentrated form, and con­
sequently lacked clarity. The new draft was more precise, 
and he wished to point out that what it did not say was as 
important as what it did say. 

Af'ter reviewing the provisions of the new Art:l.cle 3, 
the Delegate of France noted that no provision had been 
made .therein for having a dispute called to the a ttentj.on 
of the Security Council or the General Assembly by a non­
member of the Organization, not a. pa.rty to the dtspute. 
Because of the lack of clarity of the previous draft of' 
Article 3, such a procedure was not 1nconveiveble according 
to its terms. The new text left no doubt on the point: a 
non-member, not a party to a dispute, did not undel' any con­
ditions have the right to draw the attention of the Organiza­
tion to such dispute. 

The reasons for this exclusion were of a highly prac­
tical order. If all the members of the Orsanization, the 
Security Council itself, and the Secretary General were 
unanimously of tho opinion that a dispute should not be 
brought before the Security Council, why should a non-member, 
not a party to the dispute, be able to bring it to th:; 
attention of that body? The Delegate of' France thought it 
inadmissible to confer such a right in these circumstances; 
tho proper functioning of the Organization would bo disturbed, 
and difficulties would be placed in the way of tho Security 
Council. The silence of the text in this respect had been 
unanimously approved by the members of th0 Subcommittee. 

One additional hypothesis, continued the Delegate of 
Franc~, was deserving of mention. This involved the case to 
which reference had beon made in the earlier debate, in 
which a non-member might desire to bring to the attention of 
the Security Council, not a dispute, but a situation likely 
to create friction or 1.mdanger the maintenance of inter­
national peace and security. On the basis of such hypothesis, 
no obligatio~s could bo imposed on tho non-mombor involved in 
such a situation, sinco Article 1 of·the text placed obliga­
tions of peaceful settlement only upon the parties to dis­
putes. . It'urther, the term 11 s1 tuations" l"eferred to problems 
less acute than did the term "disputes". If n situation 
developed into a dispute, then a non-member which vras a party 
to tho dispute which had prev:tous ly been no me;re than n 
situation, could bring it to tho attention of the Jccurity 
Council. 
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The Delegate of the Union of South Africa, after express­
ing his pleasure that his intervention at the previous day's 
meeting had resulted in the formulation of the satisfactory 
text now before the Committee, inquired if the Subcommittee 
had considered whether it would be desirable or feasible 
to provide that a non-member State, which was a defendant 
in a dispute brought to the attention of the Security Council, 
might be invited to accept the obligations of pacific settle­
ment of the Charter for the dispute in question. 

The Delegate of the United States made reference to 
the provisions of Chapter VI 1 Section D, paragraph 5, and 
to the unnumbered paragraph of Chapter II of the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals, as being applicable to the question raised 
by the Delegate of the Union of South Africa. 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that this 
question had been discussed at length in both sessions of 
the Subcommittee, and that a unanimous decision had been 
reached not to provide for an 11 invitatio.n11 in a case of 
this kind. The reason wl1ich had carried mcst weight with 
him was that a defendant state was in q~te a different 
position from a plaintiff state; the former could not be 
required to accept the relevant obligations of the Charter, 
and the Security Cotmcil could not, for purposes envisaged 
in this Chaptel:', utilize other methods than those of 
persuasion to achieve its ends. Further, if it were pl:'o­
vided that the Security Council should 11 invite" a non-member, 
and the invitation were l:'efused, the task of the Council 
might be made more difficult than if no such provision 
existed. The Security Council and Genel:'al Assembly could 
in any case pl:'offer an invitation if no express authoriza­
tiQU were included in the Charter. For all these reasons, 
the Subcommittee had felt it preferable to leave the 
Organization as unhampered as possible in the choice of 
methods for dealing with disputes involving non-member 
States. 

De cis :!.on: The Commit tee, £1._· a. unanimous 
~~ auopted the revised text of Article ~· 

The Delegate of.China·said that he wish~d to conclude 
his remarks as Rapporteur of the Subcommittee on Drafting 
by informing the Committee that the new text of Article 3, 
which had just been unanimously adopted, had been presented 
to the Subcommittee by the Delegate of the Soviet Union, 
to whom he wished to extend congratulations for having· pro­
posed the solut.ion of a difficult problem before the Sub­
committee. 
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Article .2.• 
The Secretary, after reading the Article, noted that 

the Subcommittee, on the motion of the Delegate of Norway, 
had added the words 11 by the pa1•t1es 11 after the word "referred" • 

The Delegate of China reported that the Subcommittee 
had not considered it des:trable to accept the aruendment, 
proposed by the Delegate of Australia at the previous m9et-
1ng, and providing for the substitution of the words "act upon 
the rule" for the words "take into consideration". It had 
been felt that the orjgina.l text was sufficiently clear, ~d 
that it had given adequate expression to the intent of the 
Committee. The Subco~~T.ittee had accoptod the addition ~f 
tho words 11 by the pur ties 11 in orde:- to make it perfe,~tly 
clear that the Security Council had no right or d;.1ty to 
refer justiciable disputes to the Intern<:ttional Cou.rt of 
Justice. 

The Delegate of Australia stated that his objection to 
the language of Article 5 was not that it was unclear, but 
that it was unnecessarily weak. 

Decisi~g_: !_he Committee, EI.! ~of_£~!?.. 
~, ado£t.'~~- :!:£1-i.C.lJt _2, !!.1 th ng_ .Q}.:.ap.,ge . .2~ i't2.~ 
the uo.cl ~ ti0n of' the wordS"'fu. the Ea1•ties after 
tho wo.t·a---n·referr'G'CII't'. -- -

Netherlands ~end~. (Doc. 2, G/7 (j)(l), p. 3-:1.~) 
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The Delegate of tha Netherlands said he was not certain 
about the status of the amend:,,ants which his Delegation had 
presented to Section A, but he wished to inquire whether they 
were to be considered by Co~!nittee III/2. The Secretary ex­
plained that at the tenth meet1ng of Co:~l'l'!).ittee III/2 the 
Delegate of the Netherlands ha.1 stated th.u.t this amendment 
refBrred to an awen~ent which his Delegation had presented 
to Committee III/1 on the question of voting. The Secretary 
said he thought that Committee III/2 had taken the view that 
the subject of the amenrunent was in the hands of Co~~ittee III/1. 
The Delegate of the Netherlands requested that this statement 
be placed in the record, and that the Secretary of Committee 
IIIll be i~formed thereof. 

ReEort 2f. !h.£ Ra,Epol•teur. 

The Chairman announced that the Committee would meet on 
t.he following day, Saturday, June 16, to consider the report 
of its Rapporteur. 

The meeting adjourned a.t 10:10 p.m. 
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on International Organization 
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RESTRICTED 
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Security Council 

COMPTE-RENDU RESUME DE LA QUATORZIEME SEANCE DU OOMITE III/2 

Veterans Build1ns, Salle E.Q.g, ~ 12 juin 1945, !: 20 h. 40 

M. Jacobo Varela, Pr6sident par int6rim du Comite III/2 
et qui est Pr~sident supploant de la Delegation de l'Uruguay, 
ouvre la seance a 20 h. 40. Le Comite reprend l'examen du 
"Projet de Tl:jxte pour le Chapitre sur les Reglements Pacifiques 
des Differends" (Doc. 958, III/2/B/1, 13 juin 1945) qui· lui 
a ete SOumiS par le Sous-oomite. III/2/B. 

Article ~ 

Le Rapporteur du Sous-comite, Delegue do la Chine, rap­
pella qu'a sa derni~re seance le Comite a renvoye l'Article 
3 au Sous-comite pour que oe dernier le reexamine a la lueur 
de la discussion qui a ou lieu a cetto seance. La Sous-comi­
te a tonu deux reunions et a adopt6 un nouvoau texte qui est 
actuellement soumis au Comito. (Doc. 1001, III/2/28, 15 
juin 1945.) 

Le Delegue de la Chine explique que le but de l'Article 
3, sous sa premiere forme, 6tait de permettre a n'importe 
qual Etat, qu'il soit membra ou non de 1 10rgan1sation, de 
signalc r un differend ou une situation mettant en danger le 
ma~ntien de la paix et de la seourite 1nternationales a 
l'attention du Con1eil de Securite et de l'Assemblee G6nerale. 
Toutefois, si un Etat non-membre signale un differend a 
l'attention de cas organismes, 11 devra accepter en ce qui 
conoerne ce differend, les obligations de roglements pacifi­
ques prevues par la Charta. Dans le nouveau texte, le Sous­
oomite s 1est afforce d'exprimer cette intention encore plus 
clairement. Le premier paragraphe autorise tous lea membres 
de l 10rganisatipn a porter un differend ou certaines situa­
tions a l 1attent1on du Conseil de 84cur1te et de l'Assemblee 
Generale. Le deuxieme paragraphe permet a un Etat non-mem­
bre de signaler un diff6rend A l'a.ttention de ces organismes 
h. la condition qu '11 aocepte pr~alablement las o bli'gations 
de r~glements pacifiques prevuas par ·ta Charta. Cette dispo­
sition est comparable au p;incipe jur1diqua qui exige que 
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tout individu demandant a se fa.ire rendre justice doive: se 
presenter deva.nt le tribunal avec les mains nettes. 

Sur la. dema.nde du Delegue de la Chine, le President 
prie le Delegue de la France de donner quelques explications 
supplementaires au Comite sur le nouveau texte. 

Le Delegue de la. France declare qu'a son avis la. discus­
sion qui a eu lieu la veille au Comite a souligne le fait 
que l'Article· 3 qui a.vait ete prepare sous une forme exces­
sivement concise ma.nquait de cla.rte. Il pense que le nouveau 
projet est plus precis et que oe qu'il sous-entend est a.ussi 
important que oe qu 1il dit effeotivement. 

Aya.nt passe en revue les dispositions du nou.vel Article 3, 
le Delegue fran9ais note q'J.e. cet Article ne contient aucune 
disposition permotta.nt a ~n Etat non-m~mbre de l'Organisa­
tion ot qui n'est pas partie a un d1ff6rend de porter ledit 
differend a l 1attention du Conseil de Securite ou de l'Assem­
blee Generale. Du fa.it d~.l manque de clarte de l'Article 3, 
da.ns sa pro~uere forme, ~~e tello procedure n'eut pas ete 
inconcevablo. Le nouveau texte ne laisse aucun doute sur oe 
point: un Etat non-mGmbre qui n'est pas partie b un differend 
n I 0 St aUtOri Se 1 SOUS aU.CU ... "1. pretexte 1 Q. Signo.ler Oe differend 
a l'attention de l'Orga.nisa.tion. 

Les raisons qui expliquent cette exclusion sont eminem­
ment pratiq't:'.es. Si tous les membres de l 10rganisation, le 
Conseil de Securite lui-m~me, et le Secretaire-General ont 
pour opinion u.~anime qu'Ul~ differend ne peut @tre porte 
deva.nt le Conseil de Seourite, pourquoi un Eta.t non-membra et 
non partie au differend aura.it-il le droit de signaler ce 
differend a 1 1attention de ce Conseil? Le Delegue fran9a.is 
est d'a.vis qu 1 il est inadmissible da.ns de telles circonsta.nces 
de conferer ce droit; il e7.plique que le fonctionnement 
de l'Orga.nisation en serait fa.usse ot que cette situation 
creerait des difficultes au Conseil ·de Securite. Le silence 
du nouveau texte sur ce point a. ete a.pprouve a. l'una.nimite 
pa.r les membres du Sous-oomita. 

Il y a., a.joute le D61egue de la. France~. une autre 
hypothese qui va.ut la peine d'@tre mentionn~e. Il s'agit 
du cas, qui a. ete longuement evoque au cours des deba.ts 
a.nterieurs, le cas d'un Eta.t non-membra qui desirero.it. 
Sigi"..£l.ler a l' attention du Conseil de s6curite non pa.s un 
differend ma.is une situation susceptible d 1 entra.~ner un 
desaocord entre nations ou de mena.cer le maintien de la. paix 
et de la seourite internationales. Suivnnt una tell& .hypo­
these, aucune obligation ne pourrait @tre imposee ~ un Etat 
non-membra impliqu~ da.ns cette situation oar l'Article 1 du 
projet de texte attribue des obligations de r~glements 
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pac1f1ques eeulement aux Etats qui sont parties aux differ,.,nda. 
D' autre part, le mot II si tuat1ons" se rapporte a fl.es problemas 
moine aigus que le mot 11 d1fferende 11 • Si une "s1tua.tion11 

evol':}e, deviant un 11 d1~f~rend11 , un Etat non membre, partie B.\1 
differend qui aura1t ate d 1abord une 11 a1tuat1on 11 , pourrait 

, ' I , , porter lcdit differend a l attention du C~nseil de Securite, 

, Le delegue de 1 1 Union Sud.-Atr1oa.1ne, apre s .. avo ir • 
~xprime sa satisfaction de ce que son intervention a la seance 
de la veille a abouti a la redaction satisfaisante nu nouveau 
projet de texte, demande si le sous-comite n examine s 1il serait , , ' desirable ou possible ~e prevoir ~u,un Etat non-membre qui serait 
l 1accuse dans un differend. signale a l'ettention du Conseil de 
Securite soit 1nv1t~ a accepter ies obligations de reglements 
pao1:f\1ques pt?evuee.:par~lha Charta. 

Le d.elegue des Etats-Unis souligne que lee dispositions 
du P.ara~raphe 5, Section D, Chap! tre VI, et le paragraplB non 
numerate du Chapitre II des Propos! tiona de Dumbarton Oaks sont· 
applicables au c~s souleve p~r le delegue de l 1Un1on Sud-Africain~ 

Le dele~ue du Royaum~-Uni dit que la que~tion a ate 
longuement disoutee a~x deux seances du Sous-Comite, et qu'une 
deciSiOn unanime a,,: ate prise qui recOr.tl!lande QU t aucune II invi ta­
tion11 ne soit prevue dv.ns un cas de qet ordre. En ce qui le 
concerne; la,raison qui l 1a influence le plus ~ortement ett que 
l'Etat .accuse est dans une situation tort differente de celle , ~ , 
~e l'Etat qui porte pla1nte; l 1 accuse ne saura1t ~tre invite 
a accepter les ~bl1gat1ons correspondantes de la Charta, et le 
l.ionseil c.e Secur1 t,e ne peut, P,Our le s fins prevue a dans ce 
Chap1tre, employer d1autres methodes que la persunsion,Pour 
arriver a son but, D1autre part, s 11l eta1t reoommande que 
le Conse!l de Securite fut autoriae a "inviter" un Etat 
non-membre et que cette invitation fut retusee, la tache du 
Conseil serait alors bien plus d1ffic1le que s1 cette dispo­
sition n 1 ex1sta1t pas. Le Conse1l de Secur1te et l'Assemblee 
Generale peuvent, de to~te maniere, proceder n u~e invitation 
si ~ucune autorisation a cet effet n'eet expressement 1nclue 
dans la Charte, Telles sont le s raist:)ns pl')ur le squelles le 

' 'I ' '' 'I sous-com1te a p~nse qu 1l,eta1t preferable de donner a; O~ga-
nisation toute la latitude possib~e dans le choix des ~ethodes 
concernant le trR1tement des differends entre lee Etats non­
membres. 

, ' ,, I L 
Dec1e1o~ : ~ Comite adopte ~ 1 unanimite ~ 
~exte revise~ 1 1art1cle ~. 

Le delegue de la Chine, en tant que rapporteur 
du sous-comite de redaction, declare qu 1 1l desire oloturer see 
remarques en informant le Comite que le nouveau texte de ;'Arti­
cle 3 qui v1ent a.•3tre adopte a l 1 unan1m1te a ete presente 
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au sou~-comite par 1~ delegue de l'Union~vietiqu~ r-mquel 11 
t1ent a oftrir see felicitations pqur avoir P.r0pose la solution 
d'un propleme difficile davant le sous-com1te. 

Art:1c1e 5 

141 

Le Secretnire, apros avoir QOnQe lecture de oct Article, 
fait observer ,que sur ~a proposition du ~elefue de Norv~~e,. 
le sous-comite a aj?ute lc.s not'S 11 '1Jar lee pe.rtie.:!l.t apres le mot 
"eoum1s11 • "' 

, , , IJ 

Le delegue de la Chine rapporte que le Sous-Comite 
n ~a _paE} juge a propos d! approo/er 1 1 ~el}dement propose par le 
delegue de l 1Auetral1e a la seance precedente et qui denandait 
la substitution des mots 11 et euivant le·reglementt aux motw 
"devrait te~ir cqmpte 11 • L'''Yp1n1on eta1t que le texte, dans sa 
torme premiere, ~te,i t suffisPnmen~ clair et ,expz:-irilai t bien 1 1 1n­
tent1on du Com1 te. Le sous-c0mi te a. aoce'Ote t'l.' ajouter lee mots 
11par lee par~ies" )POur que l'on comprenne .netteoent qu~ le 
Conseil de Securite n'a ni le droit n1 le devoir de referer dea 
differends justic1a~les a ln Cour Internat1onale de Justice. 

Le dele~ue de 1 1Austre.l1e <'l.eclare qu 1 11 objeote a la , I , redaction de l 1Art1cle 5, non pas pArce qu 11 manque de olarte, 
mais parce qu 1 11 est inut1lement faible. 

Decision : I&. comite .P..at Jan vnt<? .dJ1 22 _yo!~ contr~ 
2 adoRte l 1 article 5 sans ~utre ~odif1cat1on qyg 
I• add.! tion cles mots-11nar 1e s '!Jarties" an res le mot 
'~~'soUI:11sil·.--- .,....~::.._ - - -

Amendement rles ~-Bas (Doc. 2, G/7 (j) (1) 1 p. 3-4) 

L " " , ' .. e dele~ue des Pays-Bas n est P,a~ eur ne ce qui e~t ndvenu 
des amendements a la Section A que sa delegntion a presentee. Il 
voudra1t savo1r s 11ls s~ront examines par le Comite III/2. Le 
S~c~et~ire expllque qu 1a la q1x1e~e seance du Com1t~ III/2, le 
Q.elegue des Pays-Bas ave.1 t declare que ce:D amendement se rap1)orta1t 
a un autre amendeoent presente p~r sa deleg~t1on au Comite III/1 , , , I/2 sur la proc;et;".ure c.e vote. Le Secreta ire pet}se que le Comi te II 
ava1t,Penee que le ~u~ot,de cet ar.wnc,e~ent etnit du ressort du 
Com1 te I;I 1. Le ~.elegue cles Pays-Bas derr.al}c1e que cette eJS;Plication 
soit notee a~ prooos-verbal, et que le 8eoretn1re du Com1te IIIJl 
en soit a.v1se. 

Ra.pvort ,ShY Rapporteur 

Le President annonce que le Conite se reunira le~ur 
suivant, saced1 16 ju1n, pour examiner le rapport ~e son RP.pporteur. 

La seance est levee ~ 20 h.lo. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1020 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/31 
June 16, 1945 

COMl\liSSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

DRAFT REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 
~...;.;...;:..----"'----

QE COMMITTEE III/2 

By the decision taken in Plenary Session on the organiza­
tion of the ~ork of the Conference \Doc. 42, P/10 (a)} 
Committee III/2 was assigned the following functions: 

"To prepare and recommend to Commission III 'l:iraft provi ... 
sions for the Charter of the United Nations relating to matters 
dealt with in Chapter VIII, Section A of the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals, and to the comments and suggestions relevant thereto 
submitted by tho Govl.3rnments participating in the Conference." 

The following materials were submitted to the Committee 
for its considerations: (l) Chapter VIII, section A, of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals; (2} four amendments proposed by the 
sponsoring governments; and (3) amendments and suggestions 
submitted by other governments participating in the work of 
the Conference. 

At its first meeting, the Committee created a subcommittee 
to prepare a basic working document which would include these 
materials organized in convenient form, together with such 
other materials as might be of interest to the Committee. 
The report of this Subcommittee (Doc. 207 1 III/2/A/3; Doc. 
207, III/2/A/3(1)) gives the texts of proposals and suggestions 
which have been considered by the Committee. Certain of these 
have been approved by the Committee, either in the form in 
which they were presented or as to their general ideas. 

The Committee approved the first five paragraphs of 
Chapter VIII, Section A, of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals and 
the first three of the amendments proposed by tho sponsoring 
governments (Doc. 207, p.3), and referred them to a drafting 
subcommittee, along with c number of other amendments which 
were approved by the Committee as to their general ideas, 
and certain interpretations which had been given in the 
course of Committee discussions. This last category in­
cluded the following: 
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Paragraph 1 (of Chn.pter VIII, Section A): -- - -- ---- -- ---· -
Bolivian amendment (Doc, 207, p. 4-5) 
Nor"rogian amendment (Doc. 207, p. 4) 

Paragraph g_ 

Ethiopian amendment (Doc. 207, p. 5) 

~aragraph J. 
Belgian amendment, first sentenco (Doc. 207, p.5-6) 
Bolivian e.mendr:lent (Doc. 207, p.6) 
Chilean amendment (Doc. 207, p.6) 
Ethiopian amendment (Doc. 207, p.6; Errata, p.l) 
Interpretations of the Eth1opiD.n arnondment and of 

po..ragraph 3 gJ von v,t tho fifth meeting of 
Conuuittee III/2 (Doc. 356, p.3) 

General idea· of the Ecuado1•an Hmcndment (Doc.461) 
concerning use of procedures of peaceful settle­
ment and conciliation in regional groupings. 

~~r.aEh 2. 
Czechoslovak amendment (Doc. 207, P.·8) 
Turkish amendment (Doc. 207, p.8) 'together with 

the interprete.tion made by the Delegate of the 
United States and agreed to by tho Delegate of 
'l\lrkey" (Doc. 530, p. J. -2) 

Other 

Australian amendment (Doc. 207, p. 14-15) 

The Drafting Subcommittee, in preparing a new text, used 

143 

as a basis for its work th0 original paragl)a.phs of Chapter VIII, 
Section A of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals and the amendr.lenta 
of the sponsoring governnon ts which h[.•d beon approved by the 
Committee. It took account of the anendments which had been 
proposed by other governnents o.nd which had been approved by 
the Committee as to their general ideas, us well as cortuin. 
interpretations which had been given in tho course of Com­
mittee discussions. The Subcommittee made certain changes in 
the order of the original paragrnphs in the interest of the 
more logical development of the material. It also made 
changes in phraseqlogy where such chc~ges seemed necessary 
in order to clarify meaning or to give a:ppropriate recognition 
to ideas which had been approved by the Committee. The text 
which the Subcommi.ttee adopted was considered by the Commi ttoe 
at its meetings of June 14 and 15 and with some modification 
was approved by the Committee. 
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/";vt:i:cle·· 1 of the Committee text corresponds to paragraph 3 

of' Chapter VIII, Section A, of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 
It sets forth the basic obligation of members to settle their 
disputes by procedures of peaceful settlement. Three modifica­
tions have been made. 11 Inquiry 11 has been included as one of 
the procedures of peaceful settle~~nt to be used by the 
parties to a dispute. Also, in accordance with the recommenda.­
tion of Com.'llittee III/4, "resort to regional agencies or 
arrangements" is included among th0se procedures. In the 
second sentence, "may" has been substituted for "shall", 
primarily to make it clear that the pa~ties to a dispute 
'should not wait untll the Socuri ty Councll calls upon them 
to perform their obligations. 

Article 2 corresponds to the former paragraph 1. No 
change has been made in the phraseology used. 

Article 3 corresponds to ~he former paragraph 2, but it 
has been modified in important respects. Tho Committee, after 
careful consideration of the matter, concludod that tho 
original paragraph, as A.mend<:3d by the adoption of the pro­
posal of the sponsoring gover1unents, was lacking in clarity 
and precision and did not convey the meaning desired. A sub­
stantial revis'ion was proposed by the Drc.fting Subcommittee 
and agreed to by the Conunitteo. This text mr.kos it clear 
(1) that only members may bring both disputes and situations 
of the nature referred to in tho Articlo to the attention of 
the Security Council or General Assembly; (2) that a non­
member state can only bring a dispute to which it is a party 
to the attention of the Security Council or the General 
Assembly; and (3) that a non-member can only do this if it 
is prepo.red to accept tho obligations of pacific settlement 
as provided in the Charter. 

Article 4, which corresponds to former paragranb 5, gives 
the Security Council power to recommend app,ropriate procedures 
or methods of pacific settlement not only 'at anK stage of a 
dispute" of the nature referred to, but also at o.ny stage ••• 
of a situation of like nature". Tho second sentence of 
Article 4 is new. It states that the Sccur1ty Council should, 
in making its recommendations, "tako intc _consideration" the 
procedurc.s which may already have been adopted by the parties 
under Article 1. 

Article 5, a modification of the first sentence of the 
former paragraph 6, deals only with the ection of the Security 
Council in making recommendations m1der Article 4. It takes 
account of the fact that Comn1ittee IV/1 has considered the 
question of the jurisdiction of the Court of International 
Justice and has recommended acceptance of the principle of 
optional jurisdiction. 
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Article 6 corresponds to former paragraph 4 as amended 
by the proposal of the sponsoring governments adopted by 
the Committee. As the result of thls amendment, the Security 
Council may, in the cases envisaged, "recommend" termo of 
settlement as well as procedures and methods of adjustment. 
In the course of discussion on an amendment off0red by the 
Delegation of Belgium, the Delegates uf the United Kingdom 
and the United States gn.ve assurance that such a recommenda­
tion of the Security Council·possossed no obligatory effect 
for the parties. 

Article 7 corresponds to the first of the sponsoring 
governments' amendments to Chapter VIII, Section A. This 
article has been placed at the encl. instead of at the begin­
ning, as was originally proposed by tho sponsoring govern­
ments, since it introd1tces n new idea; namely, that of 
authorizing the Security Council to mnke recommendations 
for the settlement of disputes of c secondary nature brought 
before it by agreement of the parties. 

Tho Conuni ttee reconunends that th0ro should be no refer­
ence to advisory opinions in this Chapter in view of tho 
fact thnt Committee IV/1 ha.s propvsed tho inclusion in the 
Chapt~r on the International Court of Justice of an article 
giving the St>curity Council and the General Assembly the 
power to request an advisory opinion of the Court on any 
legal question. 

The Committee decided to refer to Committee I/1 the 
proposal of the sponsoring governments to insert in Chapter II 
a new paragraph which would take tl:le place of paragraph 7, 
along with all amendme11ts orfered to that paragraph, reserving 
the right to net on certain consequential questions. The 
action of Committee I/1 in rocorunending the insertion in 
Chapter II (Principles) of a paragraph dealing with domestic 
jurisdiction makes no longer necessary the retention of 
paragraph 7 of Chapter VIII, Section A. The Comn1ittee 
therefol•e recommends its deletion. 

The text adopted by tho Coru~ittee and recommended for 
inclusion in the Charter as the Chapter on Peaceful Settle­
ment of Disputes is appended to thls report. 
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TEXT FOR CHAPTER ON PACIFIC SET'rLE.MENT OP D~SPUT~~ 

(Approved by Comml t toe III/2, J1.~ J.~, ;J-91~5) 

Artlcle 1 

The parties t0 any dispute, the continu:mce :>f which is 
likely t,j endanger the mnintunance of internt1ticmal pe-'lco and 
s0curity, shnll, first of all, s:;el~ a solution by nceotit..ti·Jn, 
inquiry, mediation, concili:ltion, arbitration, judicial settle­
ment, resvrt to regional agencies or arre.ngeLlonts, ur other 
peaceful means of their own choice. rrhe ~ecuri ty Council 4;1ay 
call upon the parties to settle their disputes by such r1euns. 

Article 2 

The Security Council is m.1powe1'od to invcntigat"' any 
dispute, or any situation which mo.y let1,d to internc-~tionnl 
friction or give rise to a dlspu·cJ, in order to determine 
whether its continuance ls lik0ly to endt~ng,:;r tho 1:1aintonance 
of intornational pec.ce and security. 

Article 2_ 

Any member of the Organizati(Jn t'-O.Y bring D.ny suuh dispute 
or situation to tho attention 0f the Sc;curity Council, or 
of the General Asse::mbly "rhich will a.ct in accordance with 
the provisions of Chapter V, Section B, ParaGraph 1. 

A non-mer:1ber sta.te may bring to the e:.tt0nticn of tho 
Socuri ty Council or C!f the Gonor11l P ss.Jmbly any such dispute 
to which it is a party, if it c.ccopts in advniLce, for the 
purposes of the dispute, tho oblige.tions of pacific settle­
ment provided in tho Charter. 

Article 4 

The Security Cuuncil may, nt any st[',ge of a dispute of 
the nature referred to in Article 1 or of a situation of like 
nature, recormend appropriate procedures or cethods of adjust­
ment. The Security Council should, how.uvor, take into con­
sidernticn o.ny procedures which hn.ve already been c,doptod 
by the parties ·under Article l for the settlement of the dis­
pute, 

Article 2. 
In making rGcommendctions under Article 4 tho Security 

C::mncil should tnke into c-Jnsidera.tion that justiciable 
disputes should normally bG l~oferred b'y tho pD.rties to the 
Internationo..l Court of JustJ,ce. 
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Article 6 

If the parties to a dispute of the nature refer~ed to in 
Article 1 fail to settle it by the means indic~ted in that 
Article, they shall refer it to the Security Council. If 
the Security Council deems that the continuance of the 
particular dispute is in fnct likely to endanger the J:lain­
tenance of internatior1al peace and security, it shall decide 
whether to take action under Article 4 or whether itself to . 
• recon~end such terms of settlement as it may consider 
appropriate. 

Article I 

Without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 1 - 6 
of this Chaptel', the Security Council may, if all the parties 
to any dispute so request, make reconnnondations to the parties 
with a vim-r to 1 ts settlement in accordance with the principles 
laid down in Chapter II, Paragraph 3. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COlVIMISSION III 
comlte 2 Reglement Pacifique, 

RESTRICTED 
DOC.l020(FRENCH) 
III/2/31 
June 16, 1945. 

Security Council 

PROJt! ~ ~PO~T ~ RAPPO~T~UR 2Q COM!TE III/2 

'Par decision nr1se en seance pleniere concernant 
1 1organisat1on du tra,va1l de la Conference (Doc.42 P/10 (a) ), 
on attribua au Comite III/2 lee fonctions suivantes: 

11Elaborer pour la Oharte des Nations Unies des 
projets cle dispositions relativement aux sujets tra.i tea au 
Cha-oitre VIII, Section A des Pro-oosittons de Dumbarton Oaks, 
Y oompri_s lea oommentRires et suggept1ons s'¥ rapnortant soumis 
par lee gouvernements participants a la Conference, et recomman­
der cee projets a la Commission III. ll 

On ~oumit a 1 1 examen du Comite les textes suivants: 
(l~ Cha~itre VIII, Section A ~es Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks; 
(2) quatre amendements proposes par les_Gouvernements inv1tants; 
et (3) des amendements et des propositions soum;s par d 1autres 
gouvernemente nartic1pant au travail de la Conference. 

Dans sa premiere seance, le Comite crea un Sous­
Oomite charge,de p~eparar un document de travail qui comprendrait 
ces textes presentee sous une forme convenable, a1ns1 que tout 
autre texte qui pourrait interesser le Comite. Le Rap~ort de 
ce Sous-comite .(Doc.207 III/2/A/3; Doc.207,III/2/A/,3f,{l),don9e 
les textes d~s propositions et suggestions qui ont ate examinees 
par le Comite. Un certain nombre de ces propositions et sugges­
tions ont ete adoptees ~r le~Oom1te, so1t sous la ~orme,d~ns 
laquelle elles furent presentees, soit quant aux idees generales 
qu 1 elles contiennent. 

Le Com1te apnrouva les einq premiers naragraphes 
du Chanitre VIII, Section A, des Propoe1~1ons de Dumbarton Oaks 
et lee trois premiers amendements propose~ par lee Gouve~nements 
i~v1tants (Doe.207, V•3) et lee renvoya a un Sous-comite de 
redaction, aecompa~es a.lun certa;n nombrt3 d 1·autree,amenqell}ents 
qui furent aporouves par le Oomite quant a leurs 1dees generales 

t d 
, ") , , 

e e certaines interpretations qui leur ava1ent ete donnees 
au oours des discussions du Comite. C7.tte derniere eategorie 
Gomprena1t lea amendements su1vants: 
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Paragraohe 1 (du Chapitre Ylii, Section A): 
L1amendement de la Bolivie {Doc. 207, p.3) 
L'amendement de la Norvege (Doc. 207, p~4) 

Paragranhe g_ 

L1amendement de 1 1 Ethiopie (Doc. 207, p.4) 

Paragranhe .i2_ 

L'amendement de 

L'amendement de 
L'amendement 0u 
L1 amendement de 

' la Belgique
1 

prem-iere ohrase 
\DOCo 207 1 p.5) 

la Bolivie (Doc~ 207, p.5) 
Chili (Doc~ 207~ n.5) 
1 1Ethiopie (Doc! 207, pp. 5-6); 

Errata1 p. 1) 

Interpretations de l'amend.ement ethiopien et du 
- J ' , 

paragrap~e 3, donnees uendant la cinquieme seance 
du Comite III/2 (Doc. 356} 

, , , I 
Idees generales contenues dans 1 amendement de 
l'Sq~ateur, (Doc. 461) concerpant 1 1 emploi de la 
procedure a suivre pour le reglement pacifique 
e~ pour la conciliation dans les groupements 
J~egionaux. 

Paragraphe .Q. 

L'amendement de la Tchecoslovaquie (Doc. 207 1 p.8) 
L'amendement de la Turquie (Doc. 207, P.~9) ' 

11 accom2agne de l 1 interoretation donnee par le 
D~l~gu~ des Stats-Unis-et approuvee par le 
Delegue de la Turquie" (Doc~ 530) 

En outre 

L'amendement australien (Doc. 207 1 p. 17) 

Le Sous-comite de redaction, en elaborant un nou­
veau texte, prit comme base de son travail les paragraphes 
originaux du Chapitre VIII, Section A, des Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks et les amendements des Gouvernements invitants 
qui avaient ete adoptes ~a~ le Com;te. Il tint compte des 
amendements qui avalegt,ete pr9poses par d 1 au~res gourerne­
me9ts e~ q~i avaient ete adoptee par le Comite guant a leurs 
idees gege~ales,,ainsi que de certaines interpretatio9s qui 
avaient et~ donnees- au cours des discussions du Comite., Le 
Sous-comi te fi_t certains changements dans 1 1 ordre de presen­
tation des paragrauhes originaux en adoptant un ordre plus 
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logique. Il fit egalement des changements de forme la ou , , 
la chose lui paru~ neoessaire af;n d 1 eolai~ctr 1~ 9ens a~ , 
d 1 ex,rimer ~~us nettement _des idees qui av~ient ete c.'9·:>rouvee~ 
~ar le Gomit~. Le texte oue le,Soue-comite adoptc rut examine 
par le gomi te ~u cours de sea scD.noee des 14 et 15 juin et 
~!''\1~~ouve avec g_uelaues modifications. 

L'Article 1 du texte du Comite correspOnd au paragraphe 
3 du Chapitre VIII, Section A, des Propositions de Dumbarton 
Oaks. Il exprime 1 1 obligation, fondamentale pour les membres, 
de regler leurs differends,p~r des p~ooedures pac~ficues~ , 
Trois mog_1f1oations y ont ete a'9ryortees. ~L 1 .enquete" a ete 
~entionnee comme l'une des ~rocedure~ de regleme~t pacifique 
a utiliser par les parties a un differend. De meme~ confor­
mement aux recommandations du Comite III/4, le ''recours aux 
o;-ganismes et arrangements regionaux 11 figure parmi c~s,pro­
cedur~s~ A la seconde phrase, 11 peut faire appel 11 a ete sub­
stitue a 11 enJoindra'1 !}fin surtout de marquer clairement que 
les parties ~ un d~fferend ne d~ivent pas attendre que le 
Conseil de Securite les invite a s 1acquitter de leurs obli­
gations. 

... L1Article 2 correspond a 1 1ancien paragraphe 1. Aucune 
f I .. , , ' , 

modi !cation n a ete a~portee a sa redaction. 

L1Article 3 correspond a 1 1anc1en ~aragrap~e 2 m~is 11 
a sub1 ~es modificati9ns importantes. Le Com;t~, apree 
avo1r murement examine la question, est arrive a la conclu­
sion que le paragraphe primitif amende par suite de l'adop­
tion de ~a proposi~ionres gouvernements invitants, ml}nqunit 
de clarte et de precision et n 1 ex~rimait pas la pe9see,q~ 1 il 
devait,traduire. Un texte oonsiderablement modifie a ete , , , 1 propose par le Sous-comite de redaction et adopte pe~ e 
Comit~. Ce texte marque clairement (1) que seuls,les m~m­
bres peuvent uorter a l 1 attent1on du Conee11 de Securite ou 
de 1 1Assemblee Generale les differends et lea situations de , , ( ) la categorie visee par l 1 Artic~e; ~ qu'un Etat 9on ~e~bre 
ne peut saisir le Conseil de Securite ou 1 1Assemblee Generale 
que d 1un differend auquel il est partie; et (32 su'un Etat 
non membre ne peut le fair~ que, ~ 1 il est dispose a ac~epter 
les obligations relatives a un reglement pacifique prevues 
pnr ·la Charte. 

,L 1Article 4, qui C9rresp9nd a 1 1anc1en paragraphe 5, 
confere au Conseil de Securite le nouvoir de recommander les 
procedures ou method~s d~ajustement app~opriees non seulement 
"a tout moment ce 1 1 evolution d'un d1fferend 11 de la catego­
rie dont 11 s 1 ~g1t, ma_is encore "a t~ut moment ••• d 1une 
situation de men'ie nature 11 • La deuxieme phrase de 1 1Article 
4,est nouvelles. Il y est declare que le Conse1l de Securi­
te dev~ait, en formulan~ see reoommandations, 11 prfJn~rEJ ~n 
consideration" les procedures qui peuvent avo1r deja ete 

4839 



adoptees par les parties en vertu de llArticle 1. 

, L1Article 5, qui est une nouvelle version de la pre­
miere phrase de 1 1 ancien,parag~aphe 6, ne traite que de 
1 1action du Conseil de Securite lorsque celui-ci formule 
ses recommand:;,tions en ve:'"'tu de 1 1 Article 4. Il tient 
com1Jte du fait que le Comi te IV /1 a examine la question de 
la juridiction de laCour de Justice Internationale et a 
recommande 1 1 acceptation du urincipe de la clause facultative. 

L'Article 6 correspond a 1 1ancien paragraphe 4 amende 
conformement ala proposition des gouvernements invitants 
adoptee par le Comite. Sel6n cet amendement, le Conseil 
de Securite peut, dans les cas envisages 11 recommander 11 les 
t)rmes d 1un reglement,de meme que les procedures et les 
methodes d 1ajustement. Au cours de la discussion d 1un 
amendement propose nar le Delegue de la Bel~ique, les Delegues 
du Royaume-Uni et des Stats-Unis ant-donne 1 1assurance qu'une 
telle recommandation de la part du Conseil de Securite n 1obli­
gerai t nullement les partie-s. 

L 1Article 7 corresuond au oremier des amendements propo-
~ - - ' ses par les gouvernements invitants felativement a la Section 

A cl.u Chapi tre VIII. Il a ete place a la fin plutot qu 1 au 
commencement comme 1 1avaient primitivement envisa~e les gou­
~ernements invitants parce qu 111 introduit,une ige~ rouvelle 
a savoir celle d'autoriser le Conseil de Securite a fourmuler 
des recommandntions en vue du reglement de differends d 1 une 
nature subsidiaire dont 11 est saisi d 1un commun accord par 
les parties. 

Le Comite recommande qu 1 nucune mention ne soit faite des 
avis con~ultatifs dans ce chapitre parce que le Comite IV/1 
a propose 1 1introduction dans le chapitre c9ncernant la Gaur 
Internationale de Just ice d 1 un article conferc.nt au Conseil ,. , ' , , ,, 
~e Securite et a 1 1Assemblee Generale le nouvoir de demander 
ala Cour un avis cr;nsultatif sur n 1 importe quelle question 
juridique. 

, , , , I Le Comit~ a decide de renvoyer au Co~ite I 1 la proposi-
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tion des gouvernements invitants tendant a inserer au Chapitre 
2 un nouveau paragraphe destine a remplacer le paragrauh~ 7, 
et tous les amendenents qui s."y rattachent, tout en se reser­
vant le droit d 1 examiner certaines questions en correlation 
avec ce paragraphe. La decision du Comite 1 de recommander 
1 1 insertio~ au Chapitre 2 (Principes) d 1 un paragraryhe traitant 
de la competence nationale, rend inutile le maint1e9 du para­
graphe 7,du Chapitre VIII, Section A, dont le Comite recommande, 
par consequent, la suppression. 

Le texte adopte par le Comite et recommande aux,fins d 1in­
sertion dans la Ch~rte en tant que,Chapit~e sur le reglement 
pacifique des dlfferends est annexe au present raryport. 
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TEXTE POUR LE CHAPITRE SUR LE 

REGLEMENT:P.ACIFIQUE ~ DIFFERENDS 

(Approuve par le Comi te III/g_, 15 juin 1945) 

Article 1 

Les parties a un differend dont la prolongat~on se~ble 
devoir menacer le maintien de la paix et de la securite · 

internationales en rechercheront, avant tout, la solution 
par vole de negociation, d~enquete, de mediation, de conci­
liation, d 1arbitrage, de reglemegt judiciaire, de recours 
aux organismes et arrangement~ regionaux, ou par 4'autr~s 
moyens pacifiques de leur cho~x. L~ Cons&il de Secvrite 
peut faire appel aux parties pour regler leurs differends 
par de tels moyens. 

Article g_ 

C 
, , ... 

Le onseil de Securite a pouvoir d 1 enqueter surmut 
d~ffe:rend,· ou toute situation susceptible d 1 en't;rainer un 
desa9cord entre nations ou d 1engendrer un differend, afin 
de determiner si sa pro1ongati9n sem91e devoir menacer le 
maintien de la paix et de la securite internationales. 

Article .Q 

Tout membre de 1 10rganisation,peut porter un diffe­
rend ou une situation de ce ~enre a !'attention du Conseil 
de Securit~, ou de 1 1Assemblee Generale qui agira conforme­
ment aux dispositions Cl.u Chapi tre V, Section B, paragraphe 1. 

Un Etat non-membre peut porter a 1 1attention du Con­
sell de Securite ou de l'Assemblee Generale tout differend 
de~ce genre auquel il est partie, pourvu gu'il accepte 
prealablement, en ce qui concerne,ce differend, les obli­
gations de reglement pacifique prevues par la Charte. 

Article .1 
, , ' I , _Le Conseil ge Securite peut, a ~out me~bre del evo-

lution Cl 1un differend de la nature definie a l'Article 1 er 
ou d 1 une situation de meme nature, recommander les pro-

~ , , c 
cedu~es ou,methodes d 1ajustement appropries. L~ onseil 
de Securite devrait toutefois prendre en consideration tou-

~ , ' ·' . tes procedures deja adoptees p~r les parties, en ~ppl~ca-
tion de 1 1Article 1, pour le reglement de ce differend. 

Article .§. 

, ' I En faisant les recommandations prP.vues a 1 Article 4 
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le Conseil de S~curite devrait tenir compte du fait que, 
'\ ; ; , 

d 1une mani~re ~enerale, les differends,d 1ordre juridique· 
devraient etre soumis par les ~arties a la Oour Interna­
tionale de Justice. 

Article §. 

Si lee parties a un differend de la nature definie a 1 1Artiole i• ne reuseissent pas a le regler par les 
moyene indiqges au,dit Atticle, elles le,soume~tront au 
ConsAil de Securite. Si le Conseil de Securite estime 
que la prolongation du differend est, en fai~, susgeptible 
de menacer le ma1nt1en de la paix et de la ·securite inter­
nationales, il decide s'il dolt agir en application de l 1Ar­
ticle 4 ou s 1 1l doit recommander lui-meme lee termes d 1un 
reglement qu 1 11 juge apprcpr1es. 

Article 2 

§ans prejudice aux dispositions,des A~ticles 1 a'6 
du present C{la.pitre~ l,e C1onsel.l de Secur1te peut, si toutes 
lee parties a ~n differend le demandant, faire des :r;ecom­
mandations a C<{lleS·;Ci 1 en VUe de le regler conformement 
aux princ1pes enonces au Chap1tre II, paragraphe 3. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Com1te 2 Reglement Pacifique 

RESTlUCTED 
DOC. 1017 (F'R. ,ENG.) 
III/?/30 
June 16, 1D4 5 

Security Council 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA QUINZIEME SEANCE DU poMITE III/2 

~ jU1I?: !_~45 

(1) Examen du rapport du Rapporteur 

AGENDA FOR FIFTEENTJi MEETING OF COHMITTEE III/2 

(1) Consideration of the Report of the Rapporteur 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization 
Doc. 101+"( (ENGLISH) 
III/2/32 
June 17, l?4:J 

COMMISSION III Security ConJt<•il 
Conunittee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

§!LMM.ARY REPORT OF FIFTEENTH ~ETING ~- COlfJMITTEE III_[2 

Veterans Building, ~ 314, ~ 16, 1245, J: 1~5 I?.·!!!· 

The Acting Chairman, Mr. Jacobo Varela, the Alternate 
Chairman of the Delegation of Uruguay, opened the moeting at 
3:45 p,m. 

The Committee had before it th/3 "Draft Report of the 
Rapporteur of Conunittee III/2" (Doc. 1020, III/2/31, 
Jtme 16, 1945). 

The Delegate of Turkey, after referring to the e;{p"iano.. 
tion given at the thirteenth meeting of the Conun1.ttee by 
the Delegate of China to the effect that the second 3entence 
of Article 4 represented the substance of amendments presented 
by Czechoslovakia and Turkey, said that he wished lt to bo 
on record that the Turkish Amendment had dealt ohly with 
disputes submitted fo1• settlement by tbe Internationa·i. Court 
of Justice. 

The Delegate of Colombia remarked that tho new text of 
Chaptor VIII, Section C, paragra~h 1. as adopted by Coc-
mi ttee III/4, l'eferred to Articles l and 2 of Chapter VIIL 
Section A. Since the now text of Section A involved a c~1ange 
in tho order of its articles, he requested that the Secre­
tary inform tho Coordination Committee that tho reference 
in Section C should bo changed to refer to Articles 2 and 
3 of Section A, 

The Delegate of Australia suggested thet tho Conunittec 
might wish to indicate to the Coordination Conunittco that 
minor drafting changes could be made by the.t Col'llni ttuo vri th­
out returning th0 text to Committee III/2 for considor~tion. 
Tho Secretary stated that he had already sent e. comm~nicn­
tion to the Coordination Committee listing the various 
changes alluded to by tho Delegate of Aust1•e.lia. 
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The Delegates of Australia and Canada suggested 
several minor changes in the "Draft Report". The Sucre­
tary said that these suggestio~ would be incorporated 
in the Report. 

The Delegate of the United States paid a t.ribute 
to the work of the Rapporteu~ the Delegate of the Union 
of Soviet Socis.list Republics, and the Rapporteur expressed 
his appreciation of the effective manner in which the 
Members of the Committee had cooperated in the prepara­
tion of the text of the Chapter on pacific settlement of 
disputes. 

On the motion of the Delegate of Vunezuola, th~ 
ComL"li.tteo thanked the Chairman, the Acting Chairman, tho 
Rapporteur, and tho Secretary for their services. 

In closing the meeting) the Acting Chairman said he, 
felt he was expressing the sentiments of the Members in 
saying that the Committee was satisfied with the result 
of its discussions and with the text which it had approved. 
Its part in the drafting of the Charter wou1d be long 
reoemberod. He called for faith in the spirit of concil­
iation among largo and small powers, and for faith in 
the progress of the rule of law and justice in the years 
to como. 

Tho meeting adjourned at 4:20 p.m. 
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R~STRICTED 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

~OOo 1047 (FRENCH) 
III/2/32 
June 17, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Ree,lements pac1t1ques 

P 
, , , 

Le resident 1ntcr1ma1re, M •. Jac~bo Varela, President 
adjoint de la delegRtion de l'Uruguay, ouvre la seance a 15 h.45, 

11Le pro jet du rFtpport du rapporteur du Comite III ;2" 
(Doc~lq2o~ III/2/31, 16 Ju1n l945) eat 1nscr1t,a 1 1ornre du jour. 
Le dele~ue de la Tur~u1e, apres avoir mentionne 1 1 expl1oat1on 

.L"i ' , , .,, , 1 
donnee ~ la tre1z1eme seance ~u Comite, pe~ le delegue de ~ 
Chine, a 1' etfet que lR. c'i.euxiem~ phrase de 1 '.Article 4 represente 
le fond de~ Rmendements presentee PRt la Tchecoslovaquie et la 
Turquie, desire voir 1naorit au p'ooes-verbal que l'amendement tur 
ne tra1te que des liti~es soumis a un reglement par la Cour Inte~ 
nationals de Justice. 

Le delegue de la Colombie remarque que le nou~e~u teat' 
du Che.pitre VIII,/Sect1on C, par~.graphe 1, tel qu 1 11 a ete adopte 
par le Oomite III 4 1 a trait aux articles 1 et 2 du Chapitre VIII, 
Section A. Etant donne que le nouveau texte de la Section A 
entratne un onanr,ement dans 1 1ordre de ces articles, il demande 
que le seoretaire 1n~orme le Oomite de Oo~rdinat1on que dans la 
Section 0 la reference devrait ~tre changee aux Articles 2 et.3 
de lo. Section A. 

, , , ' \ , , Le delet::ue de 1 J\ustrnlie suggere que le Comite .Pourr!d t 
des1rer 1n~1?uer au Comito de C'>0rd1nat1~n que oelu1-o1 pourrait 
fa1re de legercs m·1tUfioati0ns nu P.rojet sans pour cela renvo;y:er 
le teJSte au C1rrtite III/2. Le $ecreta1re declare qu' 11 a deJa 
envoye une communication au Comito de Coordination 1nd1quant 
lea d1tterentes mod1t1cat1ons dent a parle le delegue de' 
1' Aus tral1e • 

, , , ' Lea deleguee de l 1Austra.l1e et t'1u Canada sugge-rent 
quelques ml')dif1ce.tions dans le "projet de ·rn.p,ort"• Le S9oreta1re 
41t que ces sue~est1ons seront 1noorporeee au rapport. 
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, , , 
Le (1e~e;;ue ,0es Etnts-Unie rEg<i. hl'lrnr:tl'l~e r-tux ~rl'>v~ux rtu r~ppn~ 

teur, le c'teler.;ue c1e ·1 1 Union qes Renubliques Sov! etique s Sno1Rl1s t• 
et oelu1-o! exprime snn a.pnreoiatil}n c'te la nl}n;e:re eff~~a.ce 
~vee la1uelle lee nenbres _ci.u C~r.11 te ont oonnere a la prep~P.tion 
du texte de le. Cfu:lrte sur le rerlement nac1f1q_ue des c'Liif'ferends. 

,sur une motiog du aele~u~ nu Venezuela~ le Comite remeroie 
le P~es1dent 1 le Presi~ent 1nterima1re 1 le Ra~norteur et le 
Seoretaire de leurs-~1nents services. 

, , , t 
Pour olore la seance, le President 1nterimR1re r'l.1 t qu 11 

p~nse exprimE;r l~s senti;nents c1e ,tous les membres ,lorsqu 1 11 
C.eclare le O"mite s~>tisf.oit c":.es resultRts (te ses fcebats et du 
texte ac1-1pte. On :e~ souvicndra lorl(;temps de la part Ptis e par 
le Comite dans la redaoti~n de la Ch~rte. Il demande a tous 
d 1 avoir foi en l I ef?pri t de ~"'noiliation des fTa.nctes et des petite 
puissanqes -~t dans le pros~es QU droit et de la justice au cours 
des annees a ven1r. 

LP seance est levee a 16 h. 20 
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Hi:STHICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 1027 (ENGLISH) 

III/2/31 (1) 
June 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

REPORT a&~ THE RAPPORTEUR 
--.,;;_ ...... - - -

£E COMMITTEE III/2 

(~roved }2z QS?_~tee III/2, ~ !§., 1945) 

By the decision taken in Plenary Session on the orsa.ni­
zation of the work of the Conference (Doc. 42, P/10 (a)) 
Conuui ttee Ili/2 was assie;.:1ed the following functions: . 

"To prepare and recommend to Commission III draft 
provisions•for the Charter of the United Nations relating 
to matters dealt with in Chapter VIII, Section A of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, and to the comments and sugges­
tions relevant thereto submitted by tho Governments parti­
cipating in the Conference." 

The following materials were submitted to the Committee. 
for its conside~ation: (l} Chapter VIII, Section A, of the 
Dumbal'ton Oaks P:r•oposalsj {2). four amendments proposed by the 
sponsoring governments; and {3) amendments and suggestions 
submitted by other governments participating in the work of 
the Conference, 

At its first meetins, the Committee created a subco~ 
mittee to prepare a basic working document which would in­
clude these materiels organizgd in convenient form, 
together with such other materials as might be of interest to 
the Committee, The report of this Subcommittee (Doc. 207, 
III/2/A/3; Doc, 207, III/2/A/3(1)) gives tho te~ts of the 
proposals and suggestions which have been considered by the 
Committee. Certain of these have been approved by the 
Corr~ittee, either in tho form in which they'were presented 
or as to their general ideas. 

The Committee approved tho first five paragraphs of 
Chapter VIII, Section A, of the Dumbarton Oal(s Proposals 
and the first three of the a.menrunents ~reposed by the 
spon~:30ring governments (Doc. 207, p. 3) 1 and referred them to 
a drafting subcommittee, along with a number of other amend­
ments which were approved by the Committee as to their 
general ideas and certain interpretations which had been 
given in the course of Conunittee discussions. Th~s last 
category included tho following: 
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Par~aph l (~ phapter VIII, Se<f!!PE. !) : 

Bolivian amendment (Doc 207, p. 4-5) 
Norwegian amendment (Doc. 207, p. 4) 

~ar~raph g_ 

Ethiopian mnendment (Doc- 207, p. 5) 

Paragrapl!_ 1 

Belgian amendment, first senten~ (Doc. 207, p.5-6) 
Bolivian amendment (Do~ .. 207, p •. 6) 
Chilean amendment (Doo, 20'(, p.6} 
Ethiopj.an amendment (Doe. 207, p.6; Errata, p.l) 
Interpretations of the Ethiopian amendment and of 

paragraph 3 given at the fifth meeting of 
Commit tee III/2 (Doc. 356, p. 3) 

General idea of the Ecuadoran runendment (Doc.461) 
concerning use of prooedUl'es of peaceful settle­
ment and conciliation in regional groupings. 

Paragraph .2. 
Czechoslovak amendment (Doc. 207 p.8) 
Turkish amen&lent (Doc. 20'1, p.8~ "togotb.er with 

the interpretation made by the Delegate of tho 
United States and agreed to by the Delegate of 
TUl'key" (Doo. 530, p.l-2) 

Othor 

Australian amendment (Doc. 207, p. 14-15) 

The Drafting Subcommittee, in preparing a new text, used 
as a basis for lts work the original parr..graphs of Chapter VIII, 
Sectton A of the Durnbarton Onl{s Proposals o.nd the amendments 
of the sponsoring governments which had beE:n approved by the 
Commi ttoe. It took account of the o.n1endments ivhich hnd been 
proposed by other governments o.nd which hcd been approved by 
the.Committee as to their general ideas, as well as certain 
interpretations which had been given in the c0urse of Com­
mittee discussions. The Subcommittee made certain chBl:lges in 
the order of the original paragraphs in the interest of the 
more logical development of the material. It r..lso made · 
changes in phraseology where such changes seemed necessary 
in order to clarify meaning or to give appropriate recognition 
to ideas which had been approved by the Committee. The text 
which the Subcommittee adopted was considered by the Committee 
at i t.s meetings of June 14 and 15, following o.n explanation 
of the pr0posed text b¥ the Rap~orteur of the Suboomnlittee, 
the Delegate of China tDoc, 992). With some modification 
it was .approved by the Committee, 
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Article 1 of the Committee text corresponds to paragraph 3 
of Chapter VIII, Section A, of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 
It sets forth the basic obligation of members to settle their 
disputes by procedures of ·peaoeful settlement. Three mod1.fica­
tions have been made. "Inquiry" ha.s been included as one of 
the procedures of peaceful sett;lement to be used by the 
parties to a dispute. Also, in accord&~ce with the reco~~enda­
tion of Committee III/4, "resort to r~gional agencies or 
arrangements" is included among these procedures. ln the 
second sentence, 11mayu has been substituted for 11 shall 11

, 

primarily to make it clear that the parties to a dispute 
should not wait until the Security Council calls upon them 
to perform their obligations. 

Article 2 corresponds to the former paragraph 1. No 
change has been made in the phl~aseology used. 

Article 3 corresponds to the former paragraph 2, but it 
has been modif-ied' in important respects. The Committee, after 
careful consideration of the matter, concluded that the 
original paragraph, as amcndod by the adoption of tho pro­
posal of the sponsoring governwents, was lacking in clarity 
and precision and did not convey thE> mea.ntng desired. A sub­
stnntinl revision was proposed by the Drafting subcommittee 
and agreed to by the Committee. This toxt makes it clear 
(1) that only members may bring both disputes nnd situations 
of the no.ture referred to 1n Art:1.e-le 2 to the attenti.on of 
the SeOUl1 ity Council or General Assembly; (2) that a non­
member state oo.n only bring a dispute to which it is a party 
to the attention of the Security Counoil or tho General 
Assembly; e.nd (3) that a non-member oan only ~o this if it 
is prepared to accept tho obligations of pacific settlement 
as provided in the Charter. 

Article 4, vrhioh oorre sponds to former paro,graph 5, has 
been modified to give the Security Council power to recommend 
appro~riate prooedures or methods of pacific settlement not 
only 'at any str;tge of a dispute" of the nature referred to, but 
also at "any stc.ge ••• of a situation of like nature". 
The second sentence of Article 4 is new. It states that the 
Security Council should, in mak:!.ng its recommendations, "tnke 
into consideration" the procedures which r:.o.y already have 
been adopted by the parties undor Article 1. 

Article 5, a modifiontion:or the first sentence of the 
former paragraph 6, deals only vith the action of the Security 
Council in making recommendations under Article 4. It takes 
account or the fact tho.t Committee IV/1 has considered tho 
question of the jurisdiction of tho Court of International 
Justice and has recommended aoooptanoe of the principle of 
optional jurisdiction. 
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Article 6 corresponds to former p~ragraph 4 as amended 
by the proposal of tho sponsoring governments adopted by 
the Committee. As the result of this amendment the Security 
Council may, in the eases o'n'Visaged, 11 reconunendft terms of 
settlement as well as procedures and methods of adjustment. 
In the course of discussion on an amendment offered by the 
Delegation of Belg1um, the Delegates of the United Kingdom 
and the United States gave assurance that such a. recommenda­
tion of the Security Council possessed no obligatory effect 
for the parties. 

Article ?,corresponds to the first of the sponsoring 
gove~nments' amendments to Chapter VIII, Section A. This 
article has been placed at the end instead of at the begin­
ning, as was originally proposed by the sponsoring govern~ 
ments, since it introduces a new ideo.) ne.moly, tllat of 
authorizing the Security Counc:tl to mc.ke reconunenda.tions 
for the settlement of disputes or o. socondal'y n~ture brought 
before it by agreement of the parties. 

Tho Committee recommends that thoro should be no refer­
ence to advisory opinions in this (.;hnpter in view of tho 
fact that Committee IV/1 ho.s p~oposed the inclusion in the 
Ohnpter on the Internatio~al Court of ~ustic~ of an article 
giving the Security Council and the General Assembly the 
power to request an advisory opinion of the Court on any 
legal question. 

The Cotnmi ttee de,cided to refer to Cornmi ttee I/1 the 
proposal of the sponsoring governments to insert in Chapter II 
a new paragraph which would take the place of paragraph 7, 
along with all amendments offered to that pc.ragra.ph, reserving 
the right to act on certain consequential questions. The 
action of Committee I/1 in recommending the insertion in 
Chapter II (Principles) of a paragraph dealing with domestic 
jurisdiction makes no longer necessary the retention of 
paragraph 7 of Chapter VIII, Section A. The Committee 
therefore approves its deletion~ 

The text adopted by the Committee and recommended for 
inclusion in the Charter as the Chapter on Peaceful Settle­
ment of Disputes is appended to this report. 
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TEXT F<m_ Qli'_m Q!!.. PACIFIC SE;1''r#iMB¥' g! DISPUTES 

(~pr~ & C~ttee IJI[2, ~~ !i, ~) 

Article 1 

The p~tiee to any dtspute# th& cQntinu~ce of which is 
likely to endanger the ~tntenanee of international peace and 
security1 shc.ll 1 first of all, soek a. sQlut1on by negotiation, 
inquiry, mediation, ooneil1ati.on, arb1tra.tioll 1 judicial settle­
ment, rezort to NgiOMl e.g.enci~c <:11.' a.r,.-.an.gement:J 1 or other 
peaceful mean~ of tne1~ own o~otce. The S&c~~ityCouncil may 
call upon the pe.:rtJ.n to ~ettl.e their- d1aputes by such tieans. 

Article 2 

The Security ~!nCil 1& ~Mpov~rod to investigate any 
disput~, or any situeti~n wbiOA mQy lvnd to jnternational 
friction or givs ris$ tv ~ dis~uta. in order to determine 
whether 1 ts con.tinu.eno~ is l1kel1 to endf.l.ngi'l!~ the rnaintonance 
of international peace a~4 eecuwltr• 
Article ~ 

Any member of tht ~~ft~Z$tlan may brins ~ny auch diepute 
or s1tua.tion to the at1i~t10n or th~ SaCU\'if.y Oouncil) or 
of the Gener~l As3embl7 which Yill act in o~oordance with 
th~ provision& of Ch.qp~~ V,. Seotion B. P6)."fU!t".tl.Ph 1, 

A non-member sta.te ~aT bring.to the att9ntion of the 
Security Council or or th~ General A#sembly ru1y such dispute 
to which it is a pa~ty, if it ao~apt~ in advance, for the 
purposes of the dispute, the obl~o.tions of pc.ciftc settle­
ment provided in thu Cha.:rter. 

Article 4 

The Security Ct~unc11 may, a.t an.y sto.ge of a. dispute of 
the no..ture roferrod to in Art1ele l or of a situation of like 
nature, recon~end appropriate procedures or methods of ~djust­
mont. The Security Council ehould,· however, take into con­
sideration o.ny procedures Which hr .. vo o.lroa.dy beE4"'l o.ciopt&d 
by the parties ·under Article l for the s~ttloment of th& dis­
pute. 

Article 2. 

In ~king reoo~ndations undor A~ticle 4 thG Security 
Council should take ~1to considera.tion that justiciable 
disputes should normally be refer~ed by the parties to the 
International Court of Justice. 
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Article 6 -

If the parties to a dispute of the na.tnro l'Afc:cJ:-r.;cl to in 
Article l fail to settle it by the means indie&ted i~ tn~t 
Article, they shall refer it to the Security Colmcil. If 
the SecUl•j. ty Council de.ems thl\ t the continuance of the 
partiCUlar dispute ia in £~ct likely to endanger the WAin­
tena.nce of international peace and sscurity, it shall decide 
whether to take action undE>l' .A.rtielA 4 or whether itself to 
recommend such terms ot settl.,ment as it may cunsJdor 
appropriate, 

Article 1 
Without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 1 - 6 

of this Chapter, the 5.aoUl'ity Council may, if all the parties 
to any dispute so request, make reco~endatio~s to the parties 
with a viewto its settlement in accordance with the principles 
laid do~1 in Chapter II, Paragraph 3. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comdte 2 R~g1ement Pacifique. 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1027 (FRENCH) 
III/2/31 (1) 
June 16, 1945 

Security Council 

RAPPORT !?"fl RAPPORTEUR DU COMITE III/2 • 

(~ouve par 1e Co:nit~ III/2 1 ~ 16 juin, 1945) 

Par d~cision p~ise en seance p16ni~re concernant 
l'organisation du travail de la Conference (Doc. 42 P/10 (a)), 
on attribua au Comit6 III/2 lea fonctions suivantes: 

11Elaborer pour 1a Cha.rte des Nations Unies des 
projets de dispositions relativement aux sujets traites au 
Chapitre VIII, Section A des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, 
y compris les commentaires et suggestions s 1y rapportant soumis 
par les gouvernements participants a la Conf~rence, et recommen­
der cas pro jets A la Col!llllission III." 

On soumit a ltexa.men du Comit~ les textes suivanta: 
(1) Chapit~e VIII, Section A des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks; 
(2) ~uatre amendements proposes par lea Gouvernements invitants; 
et (3) des amendements et des propositions soumis par d 1autres 
gouvernements participant au t~avai1 de la. Conf~ronce. 

Dans· sa premiere seance, le Comite crea un Sous­
Comite charg~ de pr~parer un document de travail.qui,comprendrait 
cee textes presentee sous une torme convenable, ainsi que tout 
autre texte qui pourrait interesser le Comite. Le Rapport de 
ce Sous-~omite (Doo. 207, III/2/A/3; Doc~ 207, III/2/A73 (1), donne 
lee textes des propositions et suggestions qui ont 6te examinees 
par le Comite. Uncertain nombre de ces propositions,et sugges­
tions ont ~te adopt~es par le Comite, soit sous la forme dans 
laquelle elles furent presentees, soit quant aux idees generales 
qurelles contiennent. 

La Comite approuvn ·1es oinq premiers paragraphes 
du Chapitre VIII, Section A, des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 
et lee trois premiers amendements proposes par les Gouvernements 
invitants (Doc, 207, p. 3), et les renvoya a un Sous-comite de 
r.edaction, accompa&nes d run certain nombre d •autres amendements 
qui furent approuv6s par le Comite quant ~ leurs idees gen~rales 
et de certaines interpr~tat~ons qui leur avaiont 6te donn~es 
au oours des discussions du Comit~. Oette derniere. cat~gorie 
comprenait lea amendements suivants: 
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Paragraohe 1 (~ Chapitre VIII, Section A): 

Ltamendement de la Bol1¥ie {Doc. 20?, p.3) 
L'amendement de la Norvege (Doc. 20?, p.4) 

Paragraohe g 

L1amendement de 1 1Ethiopie (Doc. 20?, p.4) 

Paragraohe ~ 

L'amendement de 

L1amendement de 
L1amendement Clu 
Liamendement de 

... 
la Belgiquet premiere ohrase 

. Doc. '20?, :P. 5 ) 
la Bolivie (Doc. 20?, p.5) 
Chili (Doc. 20?, o.5) 
l~Eth1opie (DJCe 20? 1 pp. 5-6); 

Errata, p. 1) 

Interpretations deJ1 1amenoement ethiopi~n et,du 
paragrap~e 3, donne~s ~endant la cinquieme seance 
du Comite III/2 (Doc. 356) 

I I I f Idees generales contenues dans 1 amendement de 
1 1 Eq~ateur, (Doc. 461} conoerrant l!emploi de la 
procedure a suiYre pour le reg:l.ement pacifique 
et pour la conciliation dans les groupements 
:regionaux. 

Paragraphe .Q. 

L1am€ndement de la Tchecoslovaquie (Doc. 20?, p.8) 
L1 amendement de la Turquie (Doce 20?, P..9) 

"~cgoml]agne de 1 11nterpretation d9nnee par le 
D)l~gu~ des Etats-Unis et approuvee par le 
pelegue de la Turquie" (Doc. 530) 

~outre 

L1amendement australien (Doc. 20?, p. 17) 

Le Sous-comite de redaction, en elaborant un nou­
veau texte, ~rit comme base de son travail les paragraphes 
originaux du Chapitre VIII, Section A, des Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks et les amendements des Gouvernements invitanta 
qui avaient ete adoptes ga~ le Com~te. Il tint COID9te des 
amendements qui avaient ete proposes oar d 1autres gouver~e-, ; - , , ' 
me9ts e~ 9u1 avaient ete adoptee par.le Comite guant a leurs 
idees gege~ales,,a1ns1 que de certaines interpretatio~s qui 
avaient et) d?nnees au cours des discussions du Comite. 

1 
Le 

Sous-comite f~t certains changements dans 1 1ordre de presen­
tation des 9aragra~hes originaux en adoptant un ordre plus 
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1og1que. !1 fit ega1ement ~es ch2n~enents ne f0rne 1n ou ; . , 
1a chose lui parut necessaire affn ~ 1 ec1aircir 1~ ~ens ou , 
<'1 1 exnrmer ,,~us nettement r'l.es idees qui UVI}ient ete a::nrouvee~ 
:;>a.r 1e Comit~. Le texte que le ,Sous-comite aa.n'1to. :rut e~o.mine 
pur 1e Comite au cours de see seances nee 14 et 15 juin n lu 
suite t'\ 1une 9J)r>l"lsit19n,nu,,.,rojet r'le texte par le Rn'l).,..,nrteur 
gu Sous-cr"mite, le Deleg-ue "l.e laChine (Doc. 992), et a,,~:lrou-

ve avec quelques no~ifications. 

L1Art1cle 1 r'l.u texte rtu Cnmit~ corres1}on<'l. au '1n.ragra~1he 
3 du Chu~itre VIII, Section A, ~es Pro.,..,os1t1ons ~e Dunbarton 
Oaks • Il ~x~rirne 1 1 obl1ga~1on, fon~amentale ;nur lea nern­
bres,·~e regler leurs nifferenns,,.,gr ~es ,~ncertures ,ac*fi­

ques. Trnis mn~ifications y ont ete a')'-,orteea. 11 L1 enquete 11 
, r , , ' 

167 

a et(' mentionnee ool!lJ'le 1 1 une nes pr(\cenure~ <'te regleme~t 11af1-
f1que a, ut11iser ~1ar lee narties a un ~'~.if~eren<'L De meme, 
conformenent aux recnl!lnap,.,_atinna du Col"li te III/4, le "recours 
tllpt orp:anisl!leS et arran,:;ements re~i<maux 11 figure ;')arm; 9ee pro­
ce~ures. A la secnn<'l.e :>hrase, 11 :!;ieut fnire .U'1'"'el11 a ete substi­
tue a 11 e{ljo1n<'l.ra11 ,afin surtnut de r.~ar·quer clairenent que lee 
part~es a un Qifferend ~e doivent pas aGtennre que le Conseil 
n.e·securite lea invite Q s 1 acquitt~r de leurs obligations. 

L'Art1cle 2 corres'Y)nn-4. a 1 1anc1en paru~·ru'Y)he 1. Aucune 
modification n 1 0. ete ap~"\(')rtee a. an reduction. 

L'Artiole 3 corree:1on1 n 1 1 ancien puragre.T'lJe 2 m~ie. il 
o. ... subi cles mod.i~icatinns 1m,;:>ortantea. ,L~ Conite, a~res av01r 
murement examine la question• est arrive a la C'"'·nclusion que 
le r.>aragrn'ihe nriM1 tif amende par suite c'l.e 1 1 ad0ntion ~e la ·1rn-

pos;t1on nee Gouvernements invitaqts, panq~ait de clarte et de 
')recision et ,n• ex·"rir.:1ai t nne }.a ppn$1ee qu' 1;1. devo.1 t tro.du1re. , Un 
text~ consi~erablemen~ Mn~ifie o. et~ propose par le Sous-com1te 
ne rec'l.act1nn et a~n'l')te nor le Co!'lite. Ce texte nDrque claire­
ment (1) que ,eeuls ,lea i!Iembres peuv~nt ;;o~ter a 1 1 atten~ion du 
Con~eil ne Securite nu 0e l!Asse~blee Generale. lee d1fterend.s 
et lea situations c'le le. co.tep;Drie visee ;;:>Ol' l'Artiol~ 2; (~) 
qu 1 un Eto.t non me:nbre ne '"leut saisir le Cnneeil "'.e Securite 
ou l'Assemblee Generale que n'un nitferenn aueuel 11 est ·~rtie; 
et,(~) qu'un Etat non r.:1embre ne 11eut le f~ire·q~e e 1 11 est dis-

nose a l}CCe'"ter lee nbligatinns relati vee a un reglement ;:"lo.o1t1-
que prevues ryar lu Charta. 

, , L 1 Art~Ct9 4, g_ui corresnnnt'l a 1 1al)C1en lfaragra~;:>he 5, 
a ete mod.1fie a conf~rer au Con~eil de Securite le ~0~vnir d~ 
recomMand.er lee, '"'rnoe<'~.ures nu meth<]i.es <'1. 1 ajustement O.'T>ro~1riees 
non ee~lement "a tout moment ne 1 1 ev0lutio~ t1 1un differend11 de 
1a categnrie d~nt 11 s'o.git, muis enpnre 11 a tout moment ••• n'une 
situatinn <'I.e r.:1eme natureh. La d.euxieme nhrase <'I.e 1 1Artiole 
A t , I ' ' ~ es nouvelle. Il y est declare que le Conseil rte Secur1te 
devrai t, en f<'lrmula.nt see reconunan~,ations, 11 11rendre er; 
cons1nerat1on11 les procedures q_u1 fleuvent av01r r.ejn ete 
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adoptees par les parties en vertu de llArticle 1. 

, L1Art1cle 5 1 qui est une nouvelle version de la pre­
miere phrase de 1 1 unci en ,parag~aphe 6, ne trai te que d.e 
1 1action du Conseil de Securite lorsque celui-ci formu1e 
ses recommandations en vertude 1 1Article 4. Il tient 
compte du fait que 1e Comite IV/1 a examine la question de 
la juridiction de laCour de Justice Internationale et a 
recommande 1 1 acceptation du principe de 1a clause faGul~ative. 

L 1 ~rticl~ 6 correspond a 1 1anc1en paragraphs 4 amende 
confo~mement a 1a pr·9posi tion des gouvernements invi tants 
adoptee par le Comite. Selon cet amendement, le Consei1 
de Securite peut, dans 1es cas envisages 11 recommander 11 1es 

1 ' "' , t~rmes d un reglement,de meme que lea procedures et lea 
methodes d 1ajustement. Au cours de la discussion d 1un .... ,, , ,, , 
amendement propose uar 1e Delegue de la B~lgique, 1es De1e~~es 
du Royaume-Uni et des ~tats-Unis ont·donne 1 1assurance qu 1une 
tel1e recommandation de 1a'part du Conseil de Securite n 1ob1i­
gerait nu11ement lea parties. 

, L'Article 7 correspond au premier des amendew.ents propo­
ses par 1es gouvernementa inv1tants relativement a la Section 
A Cl.u Chapi tre VIII. Il a et~ place a 1a fin pluto·~ qu' au 
commencement oomme 1 1 avaient pr1m1tivement envisae;e les gou­
vernements invitants parce qu 1il introduit une idee nouvelle a savoir ce1le d 1 autoriser le C~nse11 de Securi~e a fourmulet 
des reoommandations en vue du reg1ement de dif'ferends d 1une 
nature subsidia1re dont 11 est saisi diun oammun accord par 
lea parties. 

Le Comite recommande qu 1 aucune mention ne soit faite des 
avis con~ultat1fs dans ce chapitre parce que le Comite IV/1 
a p~opose 1 11ntroduction dans le chapitre c9ncernant la Cour 
Internationale 0e Justice d 1 un article conferant au Conse11 
~e Scourite eta liAssemblee Generale 1e uouvoir-de demander 
ala Cour un avis cnnsultatif sur n 1importe que1le question 
Juridique. 

, , , , I Le Comite a decide de renvoyer au Co~1te J 1 la proposi-
tion des gouvernements invitants tendant a inserer au Chapitre 
2 , " un nouveau paragraphs destine a remplo.cer le paragraph~ 7 '· 
et tous lee amendenents qui s.i:y rattachent, ''tout en ~e reser­
vant le droit d 1 examiner certaines questions en correlation 
avec ce paragraphs. La decision du Comite l de recommander 
1 1 1nsertiog au Chapitre 2 (Princ1pes) d 1un par~graphe traitant 
de la competence nationale, rend inutile le maintien du para­
graphe 7,du Chapitre VIII, Section A; dont 1e Comite :an~rouve~ 
par consequent, la suppression. 

Le texte adopte par le Comit'e et recommande aux, fins d 1 in­
sertion dans la Ch~rte en tant que,Chapit~e sur le reglement 
pacifique des differe·nds eat annexe au present ra:')port. 
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TEXTE. POUR LE CHAPITRE SUR LE 
REGLE;Y.ENTPACIFIQUE DE§. DIF'FERENDS 

(!:QJ2:-r'ouve uar le Comit~ III/g_, 15 ,luin 1345) 

Article 1 

Les parties a un differend dont la prol0ngat~on semble 
oevoir menacer le maintien de la paix et de ls.. sccur-i'c€ 

internationales en r·echercheront, avant tout, la solution 
par vole de negociation, d~enquete, de mediation, de conci­
liation, d 1arbitrage, de reglemegt judiciaire, de recours 
aux organismes et arrangements regionaux, ou par 1!autr~s 
moyens pacifiques de leur choix. L~ Conseil de Sec~rite 
peut faire appel aux parties pour ~egler leurs differends 
par de tels moyens. 

Article g 

~Le Conseil de S~cur1te a pouvoir d 1 enqueter· eurmut 
differend, ou toute situation susceptible d 1 ent~ainer un 
d~saccord entre nations ou d'engendrer un differend, afin 
de determiner si sa prolongatign sem91e devoir menacer le 
maintien de la paix et de la securite internationales. 

Article ~ 

Tout membre de l 10rganisation,peut porter un diffe­
rend ou une situation de ce ~enre a 1 1attention du Consei} 
de Securite, ou de l'Assemblee Generale qui agira conforme­
ment aux dispositions du Chapitre V, Section B, paragraphe 1. 

Un E~at nog-membre peut por~er ~ ~ 1 attention U.u gol!­
se11 de Securite ou de 1 1Assemblee ~enerale tout differend 
de~ce genre auquel il est partie, pourvu gu 111 accepte 
~realablemen~, en ce qui concerne

1
ce differend, les obli­

gations de reglement pacifique prevues par la Charte. 

Arti.cle 1 

Le Conseil ge Securite peut, a ~out mq_ment de .1 1 evo­
lution d 1un differend de la nature definie a 1 1Article ler 
oy. d'une sity.ation d.e meme nature, recornmf.}nder les pro­
cedu~es ou~methodes d 1ajustement appropries. L~ Conseil 
de Securite devra1t toutefois prendre en consideration tou-. 
tes procedures deja adoptees p~r les· parties, en ~pplica­
tion de 1-'Article 1, pour le reglement de ce differend. 

Article .§_ 

~ ' En fa1sant les recommandations prevues a 1 1Article 4 
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le Conse11 ~e S~cur1te devrait tenir canute du fait que, 
d 1une mani~re p:enerale, les differends,d-'ordre juridique 
devrai~nt etre soumis par les parties a la Cour Interna­
tional~ de Justice. 

Article .§ 

81 lea parties a un differend de la nature definie a 1 1Article l~ ne reussissent pas a le regler par les 
moyens indiq~es au,dit Article, elles le,soume~tront au 
Cons8il de Securite. Si le Conseil de Securite estime 
que la prolongation du differend est, en fai~, sus9eptible 
de menacer le maintien de la paix et de la securite inter­
nationales, 11 decide s 1 11 dolt agir e~ application de l'Ar­
ticle 4 ou s 1 11 dolt recommander lu1-meme les termes d 1un 
reglement qu 1 11 ju~e appro~ries. 

Article z 
~ana prejudice aux dispositions,~es A~ticles 1 a 6 

du present Ctapitre, ~e Conseil oe Securite peut, si toutes 
lea uurties a un differend le demand.ent, faire des recom-

~ ' , ~ mandations a c~lles~ci, en vue de le regler conformement 
aux principes enonces au Chapitre II, paragrauhe 3. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 104 f~NGLISH) 
III/2/A/1 
May 5, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT OF MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE III/5/! 

Veterans Buildi!;S, ~ 314, !<la;t: ~' 1945, ,!g_:40 E.·~· 

The organization meeting of Subcommittee III/2/A 
was convened by Jos~ Serrato, Chairman of Committee 2, 
who acted as temporary presiding officer. 

Members present: 

DECISIONS 

Carlos Salamanaca (Bolivia)• 
Hsu Mo {China.) 
Jules Ba.sdevant (France) 
S~r~ Esmer (Turkey} 
A.I. La.vrentiev (Uniun of Soviet Socialist 

Republics) 
G.G. Fitzmaurice (United Kingdom) 
Joseph E. Johnson (for Comdr. Harold E. Stassen) 

(United States of America) 

(1) It was agreed that the Delegate of China 
(Hsu Mo) should act as chairman of Subcommittee A. 

(2) The Secretary of Committee III/2 vas re­
quested to prepare a digest of the observations and 
recommendations made by participating governments on 
the Dumb.arton Oaks Proposals and those of the Chinese 
Government. The digest was to include {1) general 
comments; (2) comments specifically related to Chnp­
ter VIII, Section A; {3) other·comments relating to 
various chapters but bearing on the provisions of 
Chapter VIII, Section A. · 

(3) It was agreed to have present at future meet­
ings of tho Subcommittee inturpreters of both Spanish 
and French. 

{4} It was.agrecd that the Subcommittee should 
meet on Monday, May 7, 1945, a.t 11 a.m. 

550 
•[i.e. Salamanca] 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 104 (FRENCH) 
ll.I/2/./1 
May 6 1 1946 

Security Council 

La seance d 1 ouverture du Sous-Comit~ III/2/A est ouverte 
par M. JosP Serrato, President du Com1te 2, faisant ronction 
de President prov1so1re. 

Membres presents: 

DECI8ICNS 

Carlos Salamanaca 
Hsu Mo 
Jules Ba.sdoW!.ilt 
Sih.rll Esmer 
A. I. Lavrent1PV 
G. G~ ·FitzmaurieP 
Joae~h ~. Johneon 

(Bolivie) • 
(Chine) 
(France) 
(Turqu1e) 
(u.R.s.s.> 
(·RoyaurnP-Un1) 
(Remnlacant Comdr. Harold E. 
Sta.ssen) 

{Etats-Unis d'Amerique) 

(l) LP 8oue-Oom1te A decide dP dea1gner eomme President 
le delegtiP. de la Ch1nP- (Hsu Mo) 

(2) ~e SP.oretairP du Oomite III/2 est pr1e de preparer 
~n reoueil des observations et recommandatione taites par lee 
GovPrnemente ~artioi~~nts au sujet dPe Propositions de 
~umbartcn Oaks Pt de qelles du Governerne~t eh1nd1e. CP recue11 
doit eo.mprP.ndre (~) l~s· aommentaires generauxf• (2) lee commen­
ta1rea po~tant speo1alement sur le Chan1tre V II, Section A; 
(31 l~a au~ea ~nmentairE's, ~ort~nt sur·d~vers oha~1tres, qu1 
atf.eetent·lea_d1a~1~~oaa du Ofia~1tre VIII, Seo~~on A. 

(~) ·11 eat 4eo1de qu1aux prcohaine. aeanoea de Seue-Comite 
dee 1nt~•t•• 41 eapagnol ~t dP- tranea1e eeront presents, 

(4) Jl eat daa14f que le Soua•Cem1'8 ae reunira le lund1 
7 ma1 1945 a 11 h. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 127 (ENGLISH) 
!II/2/.A/2 
May 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Conunj_ttee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUMMARY REPORT OF THE SECOND MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE III/2/A 
~;.;;.....:..=........;....~;.....;;..--- - -----

Vet·era.ns Building, ~ 314, May 7, 1945, 10:2Q ~·~· 

Members pt'eaent; 

DllrSCUSSION 

Hsu Mo (China)·, Chairman 
Carlos Salamanca~ilVIa) 
Jules Basdevant (France) 
S~kr~ Esmer (Turkey) 
A. I. Lavrentiev (Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics) 
Sir William Malkin (United Kingdom) 
Joseph E. Johnson (for Comdr. Harold E. Stassen, 

United States of America) 

The Subcommittee had before it a document pre­
pared by the Secretariat, entitled "Proposed Draft 
or Report of Subcommittee III/A/A", which was a pre.­
liminary arrangement or observations and suggestions ot 
participa~ing governments on the Dumburton Oaks Pro­
posals, Chapter VIII, Section A. 

The Secretary reported on the meeting or Presidents 
of commissions and cha1r•n or committees which had 
been held just before the meeting of the Subcommittee, 
and which concerned the schedule ot committee meet~, 
and documentation. 

BBCISIONS 

The Secretary was requested to revise the •pro. 
posed Draft or Report ot Subcommittee III/~A· to 
present the documentation in t~ee parts: (1) Dum­
barton Oaks Proposala, (2) Amendments propo~ed jointl7 
by the sponsoring powers, (3) Proposals submitted by 
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the sponsoring powers individually, and by other 
states. A sentence is to be added to the introduction 
of the report to the effect that the Subcommittee is 
proceeding in this way to facilitate the work of the 
Committee, but that the Committee's procedure may be 
changed by a decision to be taken by the Executive 
Committee as to whether tho amendments of the sponsor­
ing powers are to form part of the basic documentation 
of the Conference. 

The Secretary was requested to j_nform members 
of the Subcommittee as to the tlme of tho next meeting, 
depending on the time required for the preparation of a 
revision of tho 11 Proposed Draft of Report of Subcommittee 
III/2/A"based on the completed documentation of pro­
posals from participating governments. This meeting 
will be held immediately preceding tho next meeting 
of Committee III/2. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doo. 127 (FRENCH\ 
III/2/A/2 
Ma.y 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oomite 2 Reglements Pac1fioues 

COMPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA DEUX!EME SEANCE DU 
SOUS-COMifE III/~/A 

tenue le 7 Mal, 1945, ~ lo h, 50 , Veterans 
~u1ld1ng, Chambre 314 

Presentsi 

Hsu Mo (Chine) President 
Ca-rlos Sala.manca. (Bolivie) 
Jules Easdevant (France) 
Sukru Esmer (Turquie) , 
A. I. Lavrent1ev enion des ~epubliques Sovl~tiques 

Bociulistes 
Sir William Malkin (Royaume-Uni) 
Josenh E. Johnson (rempla9ant le Commandeu~, Harold E. 

Stassen,Etats-Unis d 1Amer1que) 

DISCUSSION 

Le Con1te est srtisi d~'un document prep!lrP.·p,qr le Be9r~­
tar·ht, so11S le titre de '1Proje t de ::1apport du Sous-Com1 te III/ 
2/A. Cf' Rapport oomprP.nd une classifios.tton prPliminelre dee 
observrttions f't propoei ttons dE's gouv~<'rnements au sujet du Plan 
de Dumbcrton Oui"S, C!1Rp1 tre VIII 1 Section A. 

l·g Sear~tg.ire fa.i t un comotP rf'ndu de la rP-unlon des Pre­
si~eate de Commissions P-t de Comites qui a eu lieu juste avant 
la reunion de ce Com1te RU sujPtdu programme des reunions des 
Comites et de leur dooum~ntat1on. 

DECISIONS 

177 

Le Secreta1re est 1nv1t~ a preparer un OOUVP-8U projet de 
Rapport du Sous-Comite III/2/A en classant 1a dooumPntation eoue 
trois entPtP.s de cha~1~res: (1) Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 
(2) AmPndements ~reePntes conjointPmpnt par les Puissances 1nv1-
t~ntPs (~) Propositions ~oumi~es 1ndiv1duPllPmE>nt par l~s Puis­
sances invitantE's et par lel'l autree Ete.te. Il BPra ajoutf. n 
1 11ntroduct1on du Rapport un~ PhrA.se decl~ant que le Sous­
eomitP '"'- a.Q.opte oettP. fa9on de fa~-re pout' fac11itPr le trava11 
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du CornitP; toutRfois la procedur~ du Cornite pourralt ~tr~ mo­
difiee si le Comite Executif decidait que lPs document~ des 
Puissances 1nvitg,ntes dolvent faire partie de 1!1 documentation 
de base de la ConfPr~noe. 

Le S.-,cretaire fern connaitrP aux mf'mbres du CornitP 1 1hPure 
de la prochaine reunion qui dfpendrndl temps exigP par la prP­
p~ration du nouvAau texte de Rapport, fondP sur une collection 
completP dee propositiOnS earnant des gouvernements ~ rticipants. 
Cette reunion aura lieu imrnediatement nvent la prochaine seance 
du Corni te III 12. -
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 207 (ENGLISH • 
III/2/A/3 
May 10, 1945 

Security Council 

SUGGESTIONS OF PARTI£!PATING GOVERNMENTS FOR THE 
AMENDMENT OY miAP'l'.im vtrt, MEdT!ON A, o~ 

D'OMB?\RTON oB's~o~oTBE[ 
PllOPoSED AMENfJMENTS BltARING-mr 

!filS SECTION ---;;;..;;;.;;;,.;;;,;;.,;;;.;;.; 

(Report £! Subcommittee ~II/g/!) 

With a view to facilitating the work of Committee III/2, 
tbis Subcommittee was appointed to prepare a systematic ar­
rangement of the observations and suggestions of the govern­
ments participating 1n the Conterence on the Proposals made 
by the sponsoring powers 

No attempt at the formulation of the generai commenta·or 
governments has been made, but the Subcommittee has endeavored 
to include all specific suggestions for amendment. Any fail­
ure _on the part of the Subcommittee to include in this docu­
ment any proposal for modification made by a participating 
government does not, of course, affect in any way the right of 
tnat·government to present the proposal to the 09mmittee, 

zn· aceo~aanae w1th tho suggest1on made at the first meet­
inS ot· the SUbcommittee, there have been· _included suggestions 
for tb~ _amendment of parts of the_ Proposals other than Chap­
ter vtn, _·section A, which bear on the oonten:t of this,- Section. 

I. 

b:H.!_ 2£. ~barton O.aks ProposalL a:sstwed ~ ~ Confer..; m rg£!,ona1 oration ~ !i!.!. _commit e: 

CHAPTER VIII, ,JRRAl«JEMENTS FOR THE 
MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIOtiAL PEACE 
.AND SEO'ORI'n XNCLUDING PREVENTION 

AND SUPPRESSION OF AGGRESSION 

BECTIOlf A. PACIFIC SETTI...El>tENT OF DISPUTES! 

1. 'l'he Security. Council sliouid b~ empowered- to 1nvest1-

*cCorrigenda see p.2111 
1030 -1.;. 
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gate any dispute, or any situation which may lend to intCJr­
national friction or give rise to a. dispute', in order to de­
termine whether its continuance is likely to endanger the 
maint0na.nce of international peace and security. 

2. Any state, whether member of the Organization or not, 
may bring any 5uch dispute or situa.t:l.on to the a.ttontion of 
tho Goncra.l Asso-mbly or of thE.: Security Council. 

3. The parties to any dispute the continuance of which 
is likely to e:ndanger the ma:Lntona.nce of international pea.co 
and security should obligate thomselvesJ first of all, to 
seek a solution by negotiation, mediation, conciliation, ar­
bitration or judicial settlement, or other peaceful means of 
their own choice. The Soom•J ty Council should call upon the 
parties to settle their disputo by such means. 

4. If, nevertheless, parties to a dispute of th(! nature 
referred to in paragraph 3 above fail to settle it by means 
indicated in that paragraph, thoy should obligato themselves 
to refer it to the Sucurity Council. The Socur:Lty Council 
should in each case docido wh0thcr or not the oontlnuance of 
the particular dispute is in fact likely to endanger the main­
tenance of international peace llnd security, and, accordingly, 
whether tho Security Council should deal with thE> dispute, 
and, if so, whether it should take action under paragro.ph 5. 

5. Tho SecUl'ity Council should be ompowvrcd, at o.ny 
stage of a dispute of the nature reforrcd to in paragro.ph 3 
above, to recommend appropriatG procedures or methods of 
adjustment. 

6.- Justiciable disputes should normally bo referred to 
the international court of just1co. The Security Council 
should be empowered to refer to tho coUI•t, for advico, legal 
questions connc:ctod with other disputes. 

7. Tho provisions of paragraph 1 to 6 of Section A 
should not apply to situations or disputes nri~ing out of mat­
tors which by international law a.ro solely within tho domestic 
jurisdiction of the state concerned. (Doc. 1, G/1, pp. 11-13) 

Relevant section of Chineso Proposnls accepted by tho 
n·thcr throe sponsoring governments. 

1. The Charter shquld provide specifically that adjust­
mont or settlement of international di~putos should be 
achieved with due regard for principles of justice and inter­
national law. (Doc. 1, G/1 (n), p. 1) 
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II. 

Amendments J>rofosog :£I tho Governments of. the Un1ted 
States, tho Unltc<r in~, the Soviet Union, and Cnii1a to 
the Dumbarton Oaks Prc>posals:-- -- --

1. Insertion of a. now po.ragro.ph before parc.graph 1, to 
reo.d as follows: 

"Without prejudice to the provisions of paragraphs 
1-5 below, the Scicurity pouncil should bo empowered, 

181 

if all the parties so request, to make recommenda­
tions to tho parties to any disputo.with a view to 
its_settloment in accordance wjth tho principles laid 
down in Chnptor II, Pnragraph 3." (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 3 •. ). 

2. Addition at tho end of pnrn.groph 2 of the following: 

"In tho case of a non-member, it should be required 
to accept, for the purposes of such dispute, tho 
obligations of po.cific settlement provided iri the:; 
Charter." (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4.) 

3, Revision of po.ragraph 4 to read as follows: 

"If, noverthe1oss, parties to a dispute of tho nature 
referred to in paragraph 3 ebove fail to settle it 
by the moans indicated in that paragraph, they should 
obligate thumselvcs to refer it to tho Socurity Coun­
cil, If· the Security Council deems that the continu­
anc.c of the particular dispute is in fa.ct likely to 
endanger tho maintenance of j..ntorno.tional peo.ce and 
security, it shell decide whothor to take action un­
der paragro.ph 5 or whether itself to recommend such 
terms of settlement as it may consider appropriate."" 
(Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4,) 

4: Deletion of paragraph 7. In its place the following 
now paragra~h is proposed to follow pcragro.ph 6 of Chapter II 
(Principles) : 

VNothing contained in this Charter shall authorize tho 
OrganizatiGn to intervene in.mntters which aro esson­
ti~lly within tho domestic jurisdiction of the State 
concerned or shall requi.re the members to submit such 
matters to settlement under this Charter; but this 
principle shall not pre judice the app.licc.t:t.on of 
Chapter VIII, Section B." (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 2.) 

III. 

Other Suggestions ~ ~ Modification of Chapter Yl!l, 
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Section !· 

1. Proposals which raise questions of general principle 
applicable to two or more pnrcgrapr~. 
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(a) Increased power for tho General Assembly 

Ecuedor 
Insertion in pars. 1 3, 1+, 5 and 6. of tho words "or 
tho General Assemblyfi after tho words "the Security 
Council'_'. (Doc. 2, G/7 (p), PP,· 41-43.) 

Mexico 
. Insertion as above 
pars. 1 and 6, and 
pars. 3, 4 and 5. 

of 11 and tho General Assembly" in 
of "or tho Genornl Assembly" in 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 12.) 

(b) Intervention by the Security Council 

Venezuela 
With respect to pars. 1, 3 o.nd 5 "it.· would seem ex­
pedient to indicate that the intervention of tho 
Council would tak~ place -o.ftor tho ordincr¥ menus of 
sottlom0nt hcd failod". (Doc. 2, G/7'(d) (1), 
pp. 21-22.) 

2. Proposals relating to specific paragraphs. 

(a) l'nragrr.ph 1 

Chapter VIII, Section A. Paclfic Settlement 
of Disputes. 

1. The Security Council should be empowered 
to investigate ru1y dispute, or. cny situ­
ation which may lead to international 
friction or give rise to a dispute, in 
order to determine whether its continu­
ance is likely to endanger the mainten­
ance of international peace· nnd 
security. 

Bolivia 
Delete words beginning 11 in order to determine" 
and substitute the following: 

11 ••• and'to propose the means which it 
considers n6cesse.ry and to determine the 
meo.sures which will, be chosen il} order to 
prevent the continued existence of the. dis­
pute or situation, from endnnger~ng intorna-
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tional peaco
4 

securi t~l.z.. and ju~tico." 
(Doc. 2, G/l ( r), p. b.) 

France 
Insor•flon after tho words "The Security Council", 
of the wor•da "while bunring in r.1ind that treaties 
must bo respected," (Doc. 2, G/'{ ( o), Part II, 
p. 3.). 

Norway 
Add. to par. 1: "The Security Council may refer 
tc tho Permonont Court of International Justice 
fer advisor-y opinion any legal question connected 
with such dJsputo or situation." (Doc. 2, G/7 
(n) (1), p. 6.} 

(b) Parc.grnph 2 

2 •. Any stnte, who thor• member of the Organi­
zation or not, may bring a..ny such dis­
pute or situation to the attention of 
tho G·::mornl Assembly or of' the Security 
Council • 

. BuJ 1vin. 
Subntituto for the wordD "a.ny such dicputo or 
si tnation" tho folloiving: "any such dispute, 
si tuntion, or n!;re,;rnent of tho sort indicated i-n 
the pr•c:ceding pnrr.L~rnpbs. It 

Ethiopia 
TFiC vrords "to th(; attention ofll to be replaced 
by tho w·ord llbof'oro"; 
Insertion n.ftor tho words "Security Council", tho 
wcrds: "for ::mch mcnsuros ns thoy mny find appro­
pr·i~.to". (Doc. 2, G/li~ (n) p. 2; Doc. 2, G/14 
{n) ( 1).) 

(c) Pnr~graph 3 

3. The parties to any dispute tho contlnuo.nce of 
which is likely to endanger tho ma.intonanco of interna­
tional ponce and security should obligato thomsolves, 
first of ~11, to seek a solution by necotiation, media­
tion, conciliatiwn, · c.l~bi tro.tion or judicial settlement, 
or other poc.coful mocns of their :)Wn choice. The Security 
Council should call upon thv parties to settle the.ir dis­
pute by such moons. 

Bele;iti 
~1o c. m of tho Security Council should be prin­
cipally to put into play the procedures or methods 
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of adjustment most likely to achieve n peaceful 
settlei:lent. The Council might o.lso have the right 
to ii:lpose on the Parties, in co.~e of need, such 
temporary methodS*O.S it may doom necossary". 
{Doc, 2, G/7 (k), p, 2.) 

Bolivia 
Revise to road ns follows: 

Cllilu 

"3. Tho parties to c:ny dispute tho con­
tinuance of which is likely to endanger tho 
maintenance of interno.tiono.l ponce, security, 
and justice should obligate themselves, first 
of o.ll, to seok o. solution by diroct negotia­
tion, investigntion, and conciliation, in mat­
tors of o. politico.l nature, or by juQ.icia.l set­
tlement in disputes of a juridical nc.ture, or 
by othel' poa.coful means of their own choice." 
(Doc, 2, G/14 (r), p. 8.) 

Ihscr'b~'m after the words "solution through nego­
tiation" of tho words "investigation nnd e:xl".m.ina­
ticn". . (_Dvc. 2, G/7 ( 1), p, '7.) 

*Ethiopia 
Cho.nge tho final period (.) to a comma(,) o.nd add 
the following words: "if it de·tormines that such 
d:1.spute is of such a nature that its continuo.nce 
would be likely to endanger tho maintenance of in­
ternational p0o.co and security, without projucico, 
however, t·J the adoption of such other moo.ns of 
settlement as the Security Council may at nny time 
firtd o.dvisable". {Doc. 2, G/14 (n), p. 2.) 

Venezuela 
Omission of tho lEJ.st sentence, beginning: "Tho 
Security Council ••• "·(Doc, 2, G/7 (d) (1), 
p. 21.) 

(d) Po.ra.graph 4 

4. If, novortheloss, ~nrti~s too. dispute of tho neture 
referred to in paragraph 3 above fo.11 to settle it 'by thG means 
indicated in that paragraph, tl~oy should obligate themselves 
to refer it to tho Security Council. Tho Security Council 
should in each case decide whotl10r or not tho continuEJ.nco of 
the pe.rticult~.r dispute is in fact likely to endnnger the main­
tenance of international peace and security, nnd, ccoordingly, 
whether the Security Council should deal with the dispute, o.nd, 
if so, whether it should to.ko action under po.ro.graph 5. 
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Coste RJ.cc. 
Pl•opt.:'sz::s- tbnt 1:i t 1.,ruuld bt:'1 preferable; L Gstabl:l sh 
tbf.!.t the ::i(.CUr.i ty c'-"Lll1G:i:J. 'C.la;j L1 0l""Ccl".C~ cf the.. parties 
t') n c~isputc, C.Jcc't rtr)t mc.rcly cell upor. them t:> d) 
it, that they s~ttl~ tb~~~ diff0runcos by po~ccful 
moans; nne: th·Lr; vnulcl s·~ror.c:thvn the Conncil's in­
tcrvuntir:ms in ft.V\.':i' z:f o..:·acc. 11 (Doc. 2, G/7 (h). 
(1), p. 2) ' 

Irnn 
Alld n souc'nd sentence ro~ding ns follo~-Ts: "Any 
thrent to tll'3 tr."rr1t·Jrif.!.l intc:c;rity or· indepcnc1cnco 
c)f 13. !vle~:tbcr Stl:'.tc c-·.nsti.tutcs a 't:.hroc.t tn thG nain­
ton[lllCC ·:'f pt:ace and inturnnt:L::mal security." 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (@), p. 3) 

Vone:zuc..,1a 
"A c1istinctl.•.m shoulC. be.. r.lr>awn be tw,Am logtJ.l contro­
versies, vlhi.ch tho Stnte:s 1nulcl bi:J.c~ thGtlsolvcs to 
rofor to t::u Inturnationo.J. Cuurt, enG. ·thu other dis­
putes '-rhlch the Sts.tos 'i·ruulrJ r•cfc,r t::J tno Socur.t ty 
Council, vli th tho uxpross end in1p:J1'tnnt rL'SE.::rvntion 
that, in co.se of fciltu•t: to !'.[!;roo, thu Cr:urt c;hould 
dctcr:r:iino tho nature; <Jf tho dis:puto". (Doc. 2, G/'7 
( d ) ( ]_ ) J p • 22 ) 

"5. The ScJcuri ty C,•uncil should be empowered, at any 
stcgo of c. d5.sputc.. of the nc.ture roforrcc1 to in pnrn.r:;rnph 3 
a.b::ve, to rec;Jr.unc'nd cpprc.pric.to pr:Jcedur•os 0r nkthods of 
ac1just:t:',ont." 

Austrr.:.l i.tJ. 
Ar:J5nd. t·:::-roo.d ns follo1w: "At any staco of o. dis­
pu~c: ~)f Uw netuN; referred t0 in pnrar;rnph ( 3) 
nbcvc, tlw S..::curi ty Council mcy rocc)r:mwncl to tho 
ptJ.rtics cmch ,_,r,Jcudurt)S or conditions of settlor10nt 
-'ls t:l)poar t·, ~i.t to be- just." (D,)c. 2, G/14 (1), 
P 0 . "'' 

)?vl.r;J'E~ 
* 1!1 tl:e co.se vrl1cre tho pl'oceduros reconunonded under 

t:1.i.~J pm~tJ.sra:;,;l·, should bo inoporati vo and whore tho 
S·.Jcl:ri ty Council should judge; tho situation thus 
C:t'('r.tod tn bcJ clc.ns;crcms for tho mnintononco of in­
t.~rnc.t:Lone"l pon.co tJ.ncl socuri ty, "Finally, in tho 
cnso vTh•,:ro its rocor11nondod procedures should bo 
inopsrl:'"tJ.vo, whcro 1 t should juclc;c the situation 
thus cr0o.tod to b0 dangc;rous for tho maintononce 
uf :1::-ltcl'n::,t:L~)rw..l ponce o.nd security, the Security 

*cCorrigendum see p.211J 
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Cow1cil would have to take whatever equitable deci­
sion could settle tho difference peacefully. How­
ever, before a project for the settlement of a dif­
for•,::ncc, drawn up by the· Council or by any other 
body beca:ae final, each of the States concurned 
sh_ould be able to ask an adv1sory op:Lnion i'r•om tho 
[fntornationa~J Court of Justice as to whether the 
decision respecto(l :Lts lndeponclencn and vital 
rlc;hts". (Doc. 2~ G/"7 (k), p. 2) 

Czechoslovakia . 
Proposes that paragraph 5 be rE.·drafted to mo.ke clear 
tbu diffe;r•ent nature of 1ntorvent:!.on of the Council. 
durir:g, and after, special procecluros. "'rlw main 
issuo of th0 dispute should be sottlod, first of all, 
by tho spoc.ial procedur0s and the Council shoul.d un­
dL:r•tako such a sctt].e:r;1ont •JnJ:y when, and if, the 
p.o.rtics fr,.Jl to find a :Jolution by the spacial means 
indicated. 'rtw worchng of paragrP.ph ( 5) should, 
theroforo, b0 r0draftod in ord0r to make clear tho 
difforc,nt ·nature of' the Jntorvont1on of th(l Council 
::~r;-n£1, &nd at-:~or, tho apoci.a.l prucodurcs". (Doc. 2, 
'.:-[~h), p. :;; 

( _-'~t;~... Ct: 

Acld-U;u fol.lo~-ring vords at trw cmd of tho parr..graph: 
"Sl10ulu no adjustment ho reached and should such 
failure be cc;nsid•Jrcd by tho Socurlty Council to bo 
e. throD.t to th(: pc:aco of tho world, the Council 
sh01..1ld d.otc:rm1nu by 1.:m nffil;mntiv8 voto of seven 
mombcrs tho existence or· a thrcl.'.t to the- poacc." 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (i), p. 2) 

Turkey 
:Ad'd" to par::v~raph 5: "Nev:ertheless, recommendations 
made by the Security .CouncJ.l must not interfere with 
legl:'.l procedure in the case of u d1spute which has 
e.lreudy been submitted for legnl settlement," 
(Doc, 2; G/14 (e) (J.), p. 2) 

(f) Paragraph 6 

"6. Justiciable disputes should normally be referred to 
the international court of justice. The Security Council 
should be empowered to refer to the court, for advice, legal 
questions connected with, other' disputes." 
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(i) Advisory Opinions 

Australia 
.Alnend to read as follows: "In appropriate cases the 
Security Council shnll ensure· that the International 
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Court of Justice Js 1nvokod in accordance with 
paragr•aph ( J+) of Chapter VII, and in general the 
Secur• i ty Cuuncil shall 1:waiJ i tse1f to the maximum 
extent of the services of the Court in the settle­
ment of disputes of a legal character, Jn obtain­
ing advice on legal quest.ions connected with other 
disputes, and in the ascer•ta'inment of disputed 
facts." (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 9) 

McxJ.co 
Propused that the General Assembly should.bo given 
the same power as the SuC1.U:'i ty CounciJ to refer 
1cga~ questions to the Court for advice. (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (c), p. 79) (Soc also Doc. 2, G/7 (c) {1), 
p, 12) 

NethcrJ.nnds 
Snr;gcsts._cfeletion of second sentonce of paragraph 6· 
if amond!nent of Neth(;'rJ.ands is accepted to insert a 
nov paragraph in Chapt0r VII, rc;ading: "The Court 
shall givo an adv:tsor:' opinion of any legal question 
rd'orrc:-'d to 1 t by th~; Gomn•al Ass umbJ. y or the Se cur­
ity Counc:Ll." (Doc. 2, G/? (j) (1), p. 6) 

Nf?.E_>-m:y 
Pr•oposos de-letion of last sentence of paragraph. 
(Doc. 2, G /7 ( n) ( 1) , p. 6) 

Add to Chr.;,pter V B l: n'l'l:lC General Assembly may 
r•efor tu thu Fcrmenunt Cour•t of Intornationo.l Jus­
tice f\)r o.dviso1•y opin:i.on cr1y legal question aris­
ing in m11tt<.:rs on wh:i.ch it has tho right to make 
rcconuncndr.t:ions. n (Doc. 2 .• G/7 (n) (1), p. 3) 

:Qrugnr.:.z . 
Proposos tho.t ¥The Security Council may request the 
opin:Lon of tho Cvurt; concerning lognl questions re-
1o.tcd oo othor (i.e,, non-.)ust.:!.civ.blc) controvor­
sios,11 (Doc. 2, G/7 (o.) (l)) 

Vonozuclo. 
Propc.)sos-"that it be provided tho.t the right to ob­
tain en O})inion from tho Ccurt in certo.in co.ses 
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should nlr10 npportcin to the Assembly, to the intor­
J;l.D.tiono.l orgo.nizc.tions nnd to the States individuo.lly." 
~Doc. 2, G/ 7 (d) ( 1), p. 3 T) 

. ~ 

l1tj Reference of Dispute to Court 

*cCorrigendum see p.212J 
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Belg~um 
Proposes that "the members of the Orgr:.nizntion 
should recognize the obligatory jurisdiction of 
the Perman0nt Court of Intorna'cional Justic:e c.s 
regards nny quostion of :l.mr for which they hc.vc 
not made use of nnothor 1.1othod of poa.coful settle­
ment". (Doc. 2, G/( (k), p. 4) 

Brc.z:Ll 
Proposos that 1d1on a controversy is not solved by 
agreement botwocn the pc.rtios, "thG Security Cow1~ 
oil should submjt tho quust:lon to the InturnD..tiona.l 
Court of J~stico, or to a Court of Arbitration to 
bo orgn.nizud in cccordc.ncc;, -vri th th,; r.1c thods fore­
se~n in tho Genova Protocol of Octobor 2, 1924, de­
pending upon w!'cethcr or 'i.Ot it dt:.'lls 1-ri th a conflict 
of a jurirU cal nntu1•o, <::xcc :;JtinG, hovovcr' _, thE.' ques­
tions durclt 1-r.i.tb in pc.rac:;l'.')ph ·r·--q'lcstions which 
intor'nntiunn1. ll>"l·i ~ .. ·11vos to tllo oxclusj.vc: compotoncc 
of each Stnte." (Doc. 2_, G/7 (e), p. 2) 

Costa Rica 
SuG;gests.that "One l:11ght, howew·r, consider the pos­
sibility tlJat not onl~; r:1atters of P jur.:I.d1cal nature, 
but all natters, even those of a pol1t1cal nature, 
\<T11ich· might affP.ct general security and peace would 
f <> l l . t' . . ' . . d . t . II ( D 2 G/7 u-~ Wl n:;.n ::.. cs .1ur::..s ::..c lon; • • • oc. , 
(h) (1), I'· 2) 

Czechoslovakia 
Proposes that the word nrwrnally" should be omitted 
and that "If tlwre are any doubts whether a given 
dispute ~s 1 justifinble 1 (sic) (~sticiable) or not, 
the Court i ts<::ll' shouJ.d Cl.ecido b;y n ~)reliminary 
statcn:ent. Tllu l'l':fc:,rcllce; tc1 tlw Co-urt bl' tho 
Counc:i.l of 'le;;al ques t1o:1s connected with other 
disputes' should be ro~1crdod as a mat~er of proce-
a't'r' " (D- " G/'lt 1

) 3' < u. (JC. c:.' J. T iJ J p. - ) 

Guatoma1n 
Considel'S it "indispensable to insist on the con­
ven.ienc0 of granting to t;hat jur:i.dicel organ 
(International Court of Justice) fun 5urisdiction 
to compel the appcarr.ncc::· C'f any state stmun.oned, 
without restriction with r,c;snoct to tho subiect 
matter in litigntion." (Doc~ 2, G/'T (f), p: 1-2; 
see, also, Doc. 2, G/7 (f) (1), r. 2) 

Netherlands 
Suggests that th~;;ro should be "nn expl'E:ss ::.tipuJ.a­
tion to tlle d'fect tho.t all wel;1bcr-stntes ( l) J:>ocog­
ni·ze the Court as having compulsory jurisdiction in 
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justiciable disputes to wh:Lch the-y m•e a party 
and for the ilolut1on of which tlle parties do 
not agree on anoth~r mode of settlement, and 
( 2) recognize tl1e Court 1 s findings as binding, 11 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (j), p. 16) 

Paraguaz 
Proposes that the Court should "hear in obliga­
tory and f:Lnal instance, all questions which may 
not have been settled by other pacific means 
of solution." (Boo. 2, G/7 (l), p, 2) 

Peru 
"Substitute the •rord 1 obligatorily' for the 
word 1norma1lyt. 

"Insert in "'che same paragraph, after the sentence 
'Justiciab}_e disputes should normally (obligatorily) 
be ref'errr:d to cbl:' international court of' justice 1 , 

the fo1lo~ing? 'In case one of the parties or the 
Securi.ty Council should claim that the ma.tfer is not 
justic:i..a-ule, thu Court itself shaJ l vass on the point 
of its competence 1 ,

11 (Doc. 2, G/14 \U), p. 2)) 

Uruguax 
Roplaco paragraph 6 with the foll owins: 

"6. Justiciable Clisputes sha1l be refl§rred 
to the Int0rnational Cour•t of JustJce. Tho 
Sect1l"l ty CcunciJ.. may rvqucst the opinion of the 
Court on legal questions connected vrith their 
disputLS, 

In tho case of disputes which the·Socurity 
Counc.il consid0rs not justiciable end the par­
tiGs to which havu not reached an agreement for 
the settlement thereof, as provided in para­
graph 3, S&ction A, of this Chapter, that Coun­
cil shoJ.l set up as e. matter of urgency an ar­
bitration tribunal for the settlement of tho 
dispute. 
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To do this, tho Svcurity Council shall be 

empowered to·decide on the number, nrunos and 
powers of the arbitrators, and also on the 
procedure to be followed by the tribunal. 

In solectlng arbitrators, caro shall be 
taken that their nationality·, education and 
experience; offer tho grea. t<::·st guarantees of 
competence and impartiality." (Doc. 2, G/7 
(a) (1), p. 14) 

Venezuela 
h~oposes that "1 justiciable 1 disputes should bo re­
ferred in all cases to tho Internati.onal Court of 
Justice." (Doc. 2, G/7 (d), p. 22) 

Proposes· "that tho endeavor be made to have tho 
e,ocurity Council SO') to tho fulfillmont of the d"o­
cisions handed down by the~ Court, and that thoy use 
such moans to that end as they may doom expedient." 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (d) (1), p. 37) 

(g) Po.ragrnph 7 

"7. Tho provisions of parat;l'nph 1 ·to 6 of Section A 
should not o.pply to situntlons or disputes nrisin[; out of mat­
ters which by intornntional lau m~o solely within tho domestic 
jurisdiction of the state concc;rnod. 11 
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Bolivia 
Pro12osos deletion of pnrngra.ph. (Doc. 2, G/14 (r), 
p. 8) 

Brnz:U 
Proposes that tho question whether a matter is by 
internationo.l.law within thu exclusive competence 
of n State should be roforrod to "tho pormanent in­
tc;;rnationo.l court of justice." "The Delegation 
thBroforc su~gests thai~ to Section A there bo ndded 
a. po.ro.grnph t5 a.s :follows: 1 If, in somo . controversy, 
one of the litigating States alleges that the con­
troversial question fell~ solely vri thin its domestic 
jurisdiction, it shell bo the duty of tho Permanent 
Intcrno.tiono.l Court of Justice to r;Iako o. pronouncG­
ment on the matter. a.t tho request of one of tho par­
tics or of tho Soctu'ity Council. If the decision of 
tho Court is in tho affirmative, and the parties do 
not rec.ch e.n agrovmcnt by 1neans of diplomatic negotia­
tion, the lit:tgatlon shnll be submitted to the proce­
dure of oonci:liation. If. this method fails, the case 
should be decided by a.rbitre.tion. 11 (Doc. 2, G/7 {e), 
p. 10) 
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In an earlier comment under date of November 4, 
1944, tho Braziliap Government suggests thn.t the 
question bo referred to tho Internntionc.l Court of 
Justice "at the request of one of the parties or of 
the Security Council. It is understood that, if the 
d1.::cision c;f tho Court is affirr.1a.ti ve, thC" Security 
Council should ta.ko measures, if necessary, to pre­
vont any di.sturbance of ponce and intEJrnational se­
curity, e..nd that, if tho c·ourt should d·:ocide that 
tho controversy is not of such a character, tho 
Council should submit it to tho 'processes prescribed 
in the pact to b0 drawn up, for tho pacific solution 
of international conflicts." (Doc. 2, G/7 (e), p. 2) 

ChJ.lo· 
Insert after thu words "situations or disputes" the 
words ~alroadf solved by treaties in force or". 
(Doc. 2, G/7 {i), p. 7) 

Czcchoslovakio, 
Proposes that "If there is a difference of opinion 
as to whether a given question fells within the . 
dumestic jur5.sdiction, it should be considered a ju­
dic:i.al dispute and therefore referred for decision 
to tho Incol'nctio:1al C . .Jurt of Justice." (Doc. 2, 
G/14 (b), p. 3) 

Ecuador 
:Aa:d to po.raGrc.ph 'T tho following sontonco: "Tho 
Int0rnationnl C,Jurt of Justice at tho request of one 
or nll of tho pm~t:i.cs invol vcd in tho dispute, or of 
the Socur:i ty Council Ol' of tho General Assembly 
shall docldo >vhethcr th0 question of' the dispute is 
of an intcr;1ational ncturo or whether it fo.lls under 
tho domestic jurisdiction of ono of tho litigant 
Stctos. 11 (Doc. 2, G/1' (p), p. 43) 

Franco 
Inscr'c after tho words "of tho state concerned" a 
cot:nno (,) c..nd ndd the words: 11 unlcss the :Cloer. 
v:L.latJ ... m of esse;ntial libert:l.es and of hulrtan rights 
constj_tutos in itsolf e. threc.t capcblo of C'JniJ?romis­
inr; peaco." (Doc. 2, G/7 (o) (Part II), p. 4) 

.Greccv 
Aud t ~ paragraph 7: "It should bo left to the Por­
ncnvnt Court at the roquost of a party to decide 
'lvht:thcr or no such situation or dispute c"risos out 
uf matters (sic) that, under intcrnationc.l law, fall 
uithin tho d0iwstic jurisdiction of tho state con­
ccl'!ll!.d." (Due. 2, G/14 (i), p. 3) 
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Mexico 
Add the following: "In case of any difference of 
opinion in regard to the matter the question will 
be settled by the International Court of Justice." 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 12) 

Norway 
Deletion of this ~aragraph 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (1), p. 8) 

Peru 
Jl.:liCl"the following: "'.rhe International court of 
justice shall decide, at the petition of either 
of the partj_es or on the initiative of the Security 
Council, whether the matter in dispute belongs to 
the internat:tonal jurisd1 ction or to the domestic 
jurisdiction." (Doc, 2, G/14 (u), p. 2) 

Turket 
"Posl "iva· international law not htvdng as yet 
defini.tely doterm:Lned the questions that should 
remain within the sphere of exclusive sovereignty, 
it would bo necossary to flnd a more explicit 
formula to dE:tol'mlne whether Ol' not a dispute falls 
w:it.hin tho domosti.c jurisdiction, particularly in 
those cases whcro tho two parties do not agree on 
that subject. Tho court .of justiee should have 
.iurisdiction to take cognizance of that subject 
and to passjl,idgrnont thereon. 11 (Doc. 2, G/14 (e), 
p. 3-4) 

Vonezuoit~ 
Prcponcs ·"that it bo stipulated that determination 
as to whether the matter dealt with comos within 
tho domestic jurisdiction of tho Statt: Ol' otherw:i.sc, 
appertains to tho Court or to tho Council, accord­
in8 to tho naturo of the conflict." (Doc. 2, G/7 
(d) ( 1) , p. 37} . 

3. Proposals for Additional Paragraphs 

1030 

Australia 
Proposes tho addition of a now paragraph after VIII. 
A. 6 as follO\Ts: "'t7) If tho Security Council 
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determines that the cont1nu&nee of a situetton 1G 
likely to'endanger the maintenance or inte~national 
peaee and security, it shall have the eame powers in 
relation to that situation as it would have had if 
the situation had alreedy given rise to a dispute." 
(Doo• 2, G/14 (l), P• 9) 
Belgium 
~reposes inylusion or two paragraphs reading as 
followsa a.) "The Security Council shall see to 
it that the engagements undertaken by the States 
with a view to a pacific s~ttlement of their dis­
putes are reapeeted, In tho case of non-observance 
of these 6ngagements or of omission in the execu­
tion of court d1:>cisions or awards rendered in 
accorda.nc~ with tho procedures provided for, the 
Security Council shall advise as to the measures to 
be ta-ken to insure their fulfillment." 
b) "Any State, party to a dispute brought before 
the Security Council, shall have the right to ask 
the Permanent Court of Intorno.tiona.l Justiee whether, 
a recommendation or a decision made by tho Council~ 
or proposed in it infringes on its essential rights. 
If tho Court considers that suel:l rights have been 
disrogo.rdod or arc threatcne.:.d, it :l.s for tho 
Council <.:i thor to roconoide:r• the quostion or to 
rofor the diSJ?Uto to the Assembly for decision." 
(Doc. 2, G/7 {k) (1), p. 1-2) 

Boliviac 
Substitution of a new paragraph after paragraph l 
to read ~s followsa 

193 

"2. The Security Council shall reaoininenq the 
revision of all internat:l.onal treaties or agreement~ 
·whose continued existence would endange:r' a. good under­
standing between states or· would dest:r•oy international 
harmony. Where the agreement of the parties oonoerned 
cannot be obtained, the Security Council shall docide o~ 
the ex:p~dicncy of the said revision o.nd sh.all promote , 
the use of the peacoful means provided for in pnra­
graph 3." {Doc. 2, G/14 (r), p. 8) 

Brazil 
See above under Brazilian proposals oon~erning para­
graph 7. (Doc. 2, G/7 {c) 

Netherlands 
Proposes that tho title of VIII. A. should be changed 
to read: "Pacific Settlement of Disputes and Deter.rni; 
nation of Threats to the Peace or Acts of Aggression, 
(Doc. 2, G/7 {j) {1), p. 5) 
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Proposes addition of two new paragraphs at end of 
VIII. A. as follows: 

8. "Should the Security Council deem that a failure 
to settle a dispute in accQrdance with procedures 
indicated in paragraph 3 of Section A, o·r in 
accordance with its recommondat1ons made under para­
graph 5 of Section A, constitutes a threat to the · 
maintenance of international peace and security, 
it should determine the existence of such a threat." 
9, "In general the Security Council should determine 
the existence of u.n:y threat to the peace, breach of 
the peace or act of aggression." (Doc. 2, G/7 {j) 
(1), p. 5) 

IV. 

Suggestions for the Arnendment of Other Part~ of the Proposals 
Which Bear Uj5'0n' 'U1'e Content of-chaptur VTIT.- Bec'tTOn A. -
-----~--- -- -

1. Chapter l' Purpose~ 

1030 

(a) Relevant Provisions of the Dumbartcn Oaks Proposals 
1. To maintain international peace and security; 

and to that end . . . to bring about by peace­
ful means adjustment or settloraent of inter­
national dis-putes whioh may lecd to a breach 
of the peace. 

2. To develop friendly relations ru1ong nations and 
to take other appropriate measures to strengthen 
universal peace; 

(b) Amendment's Proposed by Sponsoring Governments 

United States, United Kingdom, Soviet Union~ ~C_h_in_a_ 
Insert in paragraph 1 after "peaceful means" the words; 
"and with due regard for principles of justice and 
international law". (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 1} 

(c) Amendments Proposed by Other Governments 

Australi!l. 
Add to the end of paragraph 
justiee and:tho rulv of law 
(Ddc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 1) 
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Bolivia 
Trisertion in paragraph 1 after wor•ds "international 
peace and security" of wor'ds "under the :rule of 
just1.co". Substlt·ution after the words "by peaceful 
means" of tho following: "the settlement of inter­
national situationo and disputeo." (Doc. 2, G/14 
(r), p. 6) 

Cuba 
'lri"froduction of promotion of "justice in relations 
between nations" as a purpose. (Doc. 2, G/14 (g), 
p. 2) 

Eg~pt 
A after tho words "peaco and security" in para-
graph 1 tho words: "ln accordance with law and 
justice" (Doc. 2,G/~( (q) (1), p. 1) 

France 
Add after the wor•ds 
graph 1~ the words: 
justice'. (Doc. 2, 

"i?eace e.nd security" in para­
'in conformity with right and 

G/7 (o) Part II, p. 1) 

Greece 
Add o.ftor the 
1 the words: 
tions and the 
nationc:tl la.w, 
(i), p. 1) 

Iran 

words "poo.co nnd security" in paragraph 
"with duo reopect for contractual obliga­
gonorally accepted principles of inter­
justice 11nd morality". (Doc. 2, G/14 

Proposes lnsert ton after· tho words "interna.tiorwl 
peace and security" of tho following: "on the basis 
of rj_ght, justlce and the pr:i.nclplc·s of lntorna.tional 
law". (Doc. ?, G/14 (m), p. 1) 

Mexico 
Add ~fter tho words "poacc and security" tho words: 
"with1n a system of la.w, jm>tico" and equity". 
( Doc . 2 , G /7 ( c ) ( 1 ) , p . 10 

Netherlands 
Add after tho words "peace and security" the word~: 
11 in conformity with tho elementary pr•inciplos of 
moralHy and justj_co and on tho basis of due regard 
for international law". (Doc. 2, G/7 ( j) ( 1), p. 2) 

Panama 
Add aftor the words "peace and socurity11 the words: 
"in conformity with tho fundamental principles of 
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internat.ional law and to mainta:i.n and observe the 
standards set forth in the 'Declaration of the · 
Rights and Dnties of Nations' and the· 'Declaration 
of Essential Human Rights'" as appended. (Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( g) ( 2 ), p. 1 ) 

Turkey 
Insertion in paragraph 1, after the words "inter­
national peace and securit;y" the words "in conformity 
with ri[Sht and justice". (Doc. 2, G/14 (e) (1), p. 1) 

Union of South Africa 
Proposes a preainble which would include the following: 
"In order that nations may work together to maintain 
international peace and security . . . By the pro­
visj_on of means by which all dj_sputes that threaten 
tho maintenance of international peace and security 
shall be settled," (Doc. 2, G/llJ. (d) (1), p. 1) 

Uruguay 
LITU1nge-the first words of paragraph 1 to read: 
"maintain international poace, security and justice". 
(Doc. 2, G /7 (a) ( 1) , p. 1) 

Insert after thu \vord "peaceful" { the words "and 
equ:itablo 11

• (Doc. 2, G/7 (a) (lJ, p. 1) 

Substitute in po.rap•aph 2 fo:r the word "strengthen" 
the vrord "ensure"; and add at the end of the para­
graph "by the rule of morality and law." (Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( a ) ( 1 ) , p • 1 ) 

Venezuela 
'Proposes "that there be included runon3 the purposes 
enumerated, the promotion of justice and good faith 
in international relationships, 11 (Doc. 2, G/7 (d) 
(1), p. 36) 

2. Chapter lf, Principles 

(a) 

(b) 

1030 

Rolovo.nt Provisions of the Dumbarton Oaks. Proposals 
3. All members of the Organization shall settle 

their disputes by peaceful means in such a 
manner that international peace and security 
are not endangered. 

Amendments Proposed by Sponsoring Governments 
United States, United Kingdom, Soviet Union ~ China 
New paragraph to be added following paragraph 6, to 
take place of paragraph 7 of Chapter VIII, Section A, 
which would read as, follows: 
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"Nothing contained in this Charter shall autho:r•i ze 
the Organization to intervene in matters which are 
essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of the 
State concerned or shall require the members to 
submit such matters to settlement under this Charter; 
but this principle shall not prejudice the appli­
cation of Chapter VIII, Section B." (Doc. 2, G/29, 
p. 2) 

(c) Amendments proposed by Other Governments 

Bolivia 
Insertlon after the word "shall" of the words "be 
bound to". Substitute for "international peace and 
security" the words "international peace, security 
and justice". (Doc. 2, G/14 (1•), p. 6) 

Colombia 
Parties to agree 11 to pledge themselves to -settle 
by peaceful means (negotiation, investigation( con­
ciliation, arbitration or judicial settlement J. all 
disputes that may arise between States4 whatever 
their origin or nature." (Doc. 2, G/1 (s), p. 2) 

Czechoslovakia 
Insertion of a reference to "the observation of 
international law and of treaty obligations". (Doc. 
2, G/14 (b), p. 2) 

Ecuador 
Rephrasing which would state 11 tho obligatlon which 
is incumbent upon States to use pacific·means for 
the solution of their international differences 

·whatever may be the nature of tho latter. 11 (Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( p) , p. 29) 

Uru~ay 
Inc~sion of an undertaking on the part of member 
states "to respect tho fundamental rules of inter­
national law and of the essential rights of mankind, 
internationally established and guaranteed." (Doc. 
? G/7 (a) (1), p. 2) 

3. Chapter V, General Assembly, S.ection B,. Functions and 
Powers - - · -

(a) Relevant Provisions of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
1. The General· Assembly should h~ve tho right to 

consider the general princ:tpl$s of cooperation 
in the maintenance of international peace and 
security, including the principles governing 
disarmo.mont and the regulation. of arma.ments; 
to discuss any questions relating to the 
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maintenance or international peace and security brought 
berore it by any member or members or the Organization 
or by the Security Council; and to make recommendations 
with regard to any such principles or questions. Any 
such questions on which action ls necessary should be 
rererred to the Secur1ty Council by the General Assem­
bly either before or after discussion. The General 
Assembly should not on its own initiative make recom­
mendations on any matter relating to the maintenance 
or international peace and security which is being 
dealt with by the Security Council. 

(b) Amendments Proposed by Other Governments 

Australia 
Amend to read as rollows: "(1) The General Assembly may 
consider, and may make such recommendations as it thinks 
rit with regard to, any matter arrecting international 
relations (including the princi~les governing disarmament 
and the regulation or armaments); provided that, while in 
relation to any dispute or situation the Security Council 
is exercising the runctions ass:l.gned to it under Chapter 
VIII, the General Assembly may not, unless on the request 
or tho Secu1•i ty Council, make any recommendation with 
l'egard to that dispute or situation. 

"(2) When the Security Council commences to exercise 
its runctions in relation to any dispute or situation, and 
also when it has ceased to do so, the Secretary-General 
shall immediately notify tho General Assembly through its 
President. Tho President of tho General Assembly may at 
any time require tho Secretary-General to report on the 
position of any dispute or situation before the Security 
Council. If the General Assembly by a three-rourths majority 
is of tho opinion having considered tho Secretary-General's 
report, that tho Security Council has ce-ased to exercise 
its functions in relation to tho dispute or situation, 
it may proceed to make any recommendation it th:!.nks fit 
with l'Ogard thereto. II (Doc. 2, G/14 (1)' p. e) 

Chilo 
Insert after tho words "either bororo or arter discussion" 
tho -vmrds: "but tho Assembly should make a pronouncement 
on tho matter without delay". 

Add at tho end of' the. paragraph the words: "but it shall 
keep its ri~ht to express itself' one~ tho Council has 
dono so". (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p. 4; see also Doc. 2, G/7 
(i) (1)) p. 5~") . 

China 
Insertion of new paragraph following paragraph 6, Soction 
B, to·read as follows: 
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- - --------------- -- -- -- --

"Subject to thu provisions of paragraph 1 of 
199 

this Section, tho General Assembly should be empowered 
to recommend mc.'lsuros for the peaceful adjustment of 
any si tuntj_ons, rogc.!•dless of origin, which it dooms 
l:l.koly to impair tho general welfar•e or friendly 
relations among nations, including situations 
resulting from a violc.tion of tho Purposes and 
Principles sot forth in thiG Char•tor. (Doc. 2, 
G /14 ( q), p. 1) 

France 
Roplacu tho last sentence with tho following: 
"The General Assembly may c.lwo.ys call tho o.tton­
tion of tho Security Council to situatiorrs which 
are capable of endangering peace". (Doc. 2, G/7 
(o), Part II, p. 2) 

Iran 
Tinallge tho last sentence of paragraph 1 to the fol­
lowing: "Tho General Assembly cnn always draw the 
attention of tho Council to a dispute or to nll 
situations capable of endangering ponce, and can 
fix an c.doquo.te delay witl1:Ln wh:tch the Council 
should pronounce its decision on tho question sub­
mitted it. If, nt tho expiration of this period, 
tho Council is unable to roach a decision, tho 
Assembly can :il1t.;rvono and tnko tho necessary 
moasuPos." (Doc. 2, G/14 (m), p. 2) 

LibOPiO. 
Elimj_nc.tion of tho wo:rds "should not on its O'Wil 

ini tic.ti vo 11 c.ppoD.ring in lo.st sc:ntenco, c.nd sub­
•titution of tho w·ord: "ma.y11

• (Doc. 2, G/:.4 (:->.)) 
):J. 1.} 

M~..~xico 
Insc:P"Eion in the first line after the words 
11 Gencz .. "Gl Assembly" of the words ''should be com­
petent to deal with any questions affecting 
international peace and security. More especially, 
it". 

Proposes that the General Assembly may make recom­
mendations "to the Governments and to the Security 
Council" 

Proposes the substltution for the last sentence of 
the paragraph, of the following: "The General 
Asse~bly should nevP-rtheless have the right to pve­
sont reco~.:anendat.lons to the Secur~ty Cow1c.~.l in re­
gard to such C:.i.~cstions and to summon the Members 
of said Council to appear before it in due course 
to report on any meas~res which the Security Council 
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may have taken or may contemplate taking in the 
premises. Excepting in questions considered as 
emergency questions callj.ng for inunediate action, 
the.General Assembly should, at the request of 
one half plus one of the Members of the Organi­
zation, examine any decision adopted by the 
Security Council, which decision shall in such a 
case only become obligatory if approved by three 
fourths of the Dele~ations present at the Assembly." 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1}, p. 6-7) 

New Zealand 
Insert at the beginning of the paragraph, the fol­
lowing: "The General Assembly shall have the right 
to consider any matter wlthin the sphere of inter­
national relatio~s. In particular, 11

• 

Delete the last sentence of the paragraph. (Doc. 2, 
G /14 (f) , p . 2) 

Philippines 
Deletion of the last sentence of the paragraph. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (k), p. 2) 

United Kingdom 
Same as for China, above. (Doc. 2, G/14 (p), p. 2) 

United States 
Same a.sfor-cb.ina, above. (Doc. 2, G/14 (v), p. 1) 

Uruguay 
Proposes J:'VW:rit:lng of paragraph 1 with the last 
sentence reading as follows: "Tho General 
Assembly, retaining its right of examination, 
shall not on its own initiative make rec·om-

.mendations on any matter relating to the 
maintenance of international peace and security 
in which the Security Council may have inter­
vened." (Doc. ,2, G/7 (a) (1), p. 5.) 

4. Chapter VI, Section B, The Security Counc:l.l; P:t>incipal 
Functions-and Powers- -----(a) Relevant Provisions ot tho Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 

1. In order to ensure prompt and effective action 
by tho Organization) members of the Organiza­
tion should by the Charter confer on tho 
Security Council primary responsibility for 
tho mni;:.L•"'!H1nce of international peace and 
security and should agree that in carrying 
out these duties under this responsibility 
it should act on their behalf. 
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2. In discharging these duties the Security 
Council should act in accordance with 
the purposes and principles of the 
Organization. 

3. The specific powers conferred on the 
Security Council in order to carry 
out these duties are laid down in 
Chapter VIII. 

4. All members of the Organization should 
obligate themselves to accept the 
decisions of tho Security Council 
and to carry them out in accordance 
with the provisions of the Charter. 

(b) Amendments Proposed by Other Governments 

Chile 
After paragraph 1, the following: "Such 
responsibi.li ty would la.st so long as the 
Assembly docs not function and untj_l it 1s 
called". 

It is also proposed that docj_slons of the 
Security Council "tending to impose; with 
respect to determined cases, spoc:\fic 
obligations upon members of tho Organi­
zation" should roquj_ro the a-pproval of 
tho General Assembly. (Doc. 2, G/'1 (l), 
p. 6) 

Ecuador 
Inclusion of a paragraph reading as follows: 
"In the fulfillment of the duties inherent 
in its responsibility to maintain inter­
national peace and security, tho Security 
Council shall not ostablj_sh or modify prin­
ciples or rules of lnw but shall respect 
and enforce and apply tho principles or 
rules of oxisting law." (Doc. 2, G/7 (p), 
p. 38) 

Liboria 
Substitution of a semicolon for the period at 
tho ond of paragraph 4,,and addition of the 
WQrds·: "provided always that such docisions 
may be reviewed by the General Assembly". 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (c), p. 2) 

Mexico 
Substitutlon of a comma for the period at the 
end of paragraph 4, and addition of the 
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following: "although in the case of questions 
not ·calling for immediate action they shall· have 
the right to appeal to the Assembly, with the 
restrictions provided by para~raph 1 of Section B 
of Chapter V". (Doc. 2, G/7 {c) (1), p. ll) 

Norway 
Addition of a new paragraph to Section B, rea,ding 
as f'ollows: "Add new 6. The SecurHy Council is 
empowered to enforce by appropriate means the 
execution of any final decision in a dispute 
between States delivered oi thor by the Per·manent 
Court of International Justice or by any other 
tribunal Whose jurisdiction in the matter has 
been recogn.tzed by tho States ~arties to the 
dispute•" (Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (lJ, p. 4) 

5. Chapter VI: Sec~rity Council, Section Q, Voting 
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(a) Relevant Prov:l_sions of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
3. Decisions of the Security Council on all other 

matters should be made by an affirmative vot~ 
of' seven members including the concurring 
votes of tho permanent members; provided 
that, in docisions under Chapter VIII, Section 
A, and under the second sentence of Paragraph 
1 of Chapter VIII, Section C, a party to a 
disputo' should abstain from voting. 

(b) Arncndme;nts Proposed by Other Governments 

Canada 
Substi tutj,on for tho word::~ up to semicolon,. of' 
th0 following: "Decisions of tho Security Coun­
cil on all other matters shall bo made by an 
affirma.tiv0 voto of not less t.han two-thirds of 
all tho members of tho Suc11ri ty Council including 
tho concurr.ing votes of the po1•ma.nont members;". 
(Doc. 2J G/14 (t), p. 2) 

Cuba 
Prop-oses substj_,tution for paragraphs 2 and 3 
tho following: 

"2.- The Decisions of tho Council should 
be made by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
its mombors, except for decisions of more pro­
cedure, whore a simple majority would be ::~uf'­
ficient. In doubtful cases, the Council, by 
n vote of two-thirds of its members, will decide 
whether tho matter on hand is or 1s not one of 
more procedure. 
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3.- In mot!:;ers concerning the maintenance 
of peace ar d L1'~ernational sF~curlty, to which 
Chapter VI :I. I 1·cfers, decj s:Ln.1s rnust be made by 
a vote of twa-thirds of th6 seven States mentioned 
::_n paragrayh a} of subsecti.r· 1 1 of Section A of 
Chapter VI, ~,d by a vote oi two-thirds of the 
other members of tlc.e Council." (Doc. 2, G/14 
(g) (1)' p. 2) 

El Solvadm ------Addit:Lon o:;: r0w paragraph to read as foll_ows: 
"4. In det:.l:L 1g with mattors that are not of a 
procedural na;ure, if the affirmative vote of 
seven or mo:r·e members of the Secu1~j.ty Council 
includes the Concurring votes of a majority of 
the per·man-:JJ.J.t me1:1bers of the Council, but not tho 
unanimous 'l.·o-se of such permr.nent members~ the 
Secur::. ty Co~r.lCil shall refer• the matter under 
conside1•ation to the Ger._eral Assembly for final 
decision c~J:c1 shall act j_n due tirno in accordance 
with s-uch a dec:i_sion of the General Assembly, 
wh~_ch in thh1 cnse vTill requlre a two-thirds 
major·ity vote." (Doc. ~:, G/J.4 (j), p. l) 

France 
Substitution o ~· a new rule rf e;arding voting pro­
cedure to r~ad in part as follows: "(1) To 
maintain and t,) rostore international peace and 
securj_ty, the ~-- ::curi ty Council s:·mll have re­
course_ ac,·ord · ng to circumf'tances, to 1 recom-
mendations 1 a·.-. to 1 decj_sior ~'. 1 • 1 Recommendations 1 

shall be ar;:n·oved cy an ( unc: "J.alif::ed) two -thirds 
mo.jor~.ty vo"cE: of th& memhe:r-. of the Council. 
1 Deci oions 1 c~1all be a:;;:prov: :i by a qualified 
two-thirds m~jority veto. (including the con­
curring vo·!~f~s of the pur·n:1nent members). {Doc. 
2, G/(, (o) Part II, p. 2) 

I:r'an 
Substi tutinn :Co:r· paragraphs 2 and 3 oi' the follow­
ing: 11 Dec:;_sims of tho Security Council on all 
matters shon1.d be made by an affirniati ve vote 
of nine meml)t~rs; provided that in decisions 
under Chap~~r VIII, Section A, and under the 
second sentence of Paragraph I of Chnpter VIII, 
Section C, a party to a dispute should abstain 
from voting." (Doc. 2, G/14 (m), p. 2) 
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Netherlands 
Substitution for paragraph 3 of the following: 
"Decisions of the Security Council on all other 
matters should be made by an affirmative vote 
including the concurrent votes of the permanent 
members and of one half of, or--in cases in which 
the number of non---permanent members entitled to 
vote is uneven--the majority of the non-permanent 
members, provided that in decisions under Chapter 
8, Section A and under the second sentence of 
paragraph l of Chapter 8, Section C, a party to 
a dispute should abstain from voting". ('Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( j) ( JJ , p. _lJ. ) 

Norway 
Subst:J.tute for the words "vote of seven members" 
the words: "vote of eight members". (Doc. 2. 
G/7 (n) (1), p. 5) · 

Philiptines 
Substi ution for the words up to semicolon of the 
following: "Decisions of tlw Security Council on 
all other matters should bu made by an affirmative 
vote of a majol~:Lty of the permanent members and a 
majority of the non-permanent members~ voting 
separately." (Doc. 2, G/14 ( k), p. 3; -

6, Chapter VII, An International Court of_ .Justice 

1030 

(a) Relevant Provisions of the Dwnbarton Oaks Proposals 
1. There should be an international court of 

justice wh~ch should constitute the princi­
pal judicial organ of the Organization. 

2. The Court should be const·i tuted and should 
function in accordance with a statute which 
should be annexed to and be a part of the 
Charter of the Organization. 

(b) Amenrunents Proposed by Other Governments 

Austl•alia 
Amend paragraph 4 to read as follows: "(4) All 
members of the United Nations shall, by virtue of 
their membership, be parties to th-.; statute of 
the International Court of Justice, and as 
between themselves shall recognisL- ·as compulsory, 
without special agreement, the jurisdiction of 
the Court in ·tho .classes of legal disputes 
specified in the statute, and subject to the 
terms and conditions therein contained." (Doc. 
2, G/14 {1), p. 11) 



Bolivia 
11 The decisions of this Court shall be of a 
biii'Oing and finaT na£Ur(31n all disputes of 
a juridicaT nature which rf may not have -­
oeen possf51ef0solve byother peacerui" 
means. A11 states whicn-reru·se to comply 
with these-decislons shall be deCTared 
aggres~states." (Doc. 2-,-G/14 (r), p. 7) 

Iran 
~Delegation declares itself in favor of the 
obligatory jurisdiction of the International 
Court of Justice in the terms proposed by · 
the· Committee of Jurists. (Doc. 2, G/14 · (m), 
p. 3) 

Phili~tines 
Subst:Lution of semlcolon for period at the end 
of paragraph 2, and addition of the following 
words: "provided, however, that the Court 
should have compulsory jurisdiction, 11 

(Doc. 2, G/14 (k), p. 4) 

7. Chapter V'III, Arr•angements for the Maintenance £f. 
InternatiOnal Peace and Security-Tncluding Prevention 
and Suppression--of"Aggl-ess1ori-.-soction B, Determ:ination 
'O'f"""lrhreats to th6PeaceoF"Acts 61.' Aggression and Action 
with RespectTnereto. - - - . --

(a) Relevant Provisions of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
l. Should the Secm•ity Council deem that a failure 

to settle a diGpute in accordance wHh pro­
cedures indicated in par·agraph 3 of Section A, 
or in accordance with its recomraendations made 
under paragraph 5 of Section A, constitutes a 
threat to the maintenance of international 
peace and security, it should take any 
measures necessary for the maintenance 
of international peace and security in 
accordance with the purposes and principles 
of tho Organization. 

2. In general the Security Council should deter­
mine tho existence of any threat to the peace, 
breach of tho peace or act of aggression and 
should make recommendations o:.• decide upon 
the measures to be taken to maintain or 
restore peace and security. 

(b) Amendments Proposed by Sponsoring Governments 
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United States, United Kin~dom, Soviet Union and China 
Subatitute for the WOl'ds paragraph 5" in paragraph 1 
the WOl'dS "paragraphs 4 or 511

• (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4) 

Insert after the word "measures" in paragraph 2, the 
following words: 11 set forth in paragrap!1S 3 and 4 
of this Section". (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4) 

Insert the followi_ng after paragraph 2: "Before 
making the recommendations or deciding upon the 
measures for the maintenance or restoration of 
peace and security in accordance with the pro­
visions of paragraph 2, the Security Council may 
call upon the parties concerned to comply with 
such provisional measures as it may deem necessary 
or desirable in order to prevent an aggravation of 
the situation. Such provisional measures should be 
wlthout pr•e judice to the rit;hts, claims or position 
of the parties concerned. Failure to comply with 
such provisional measures should be duly taken 
account of by the Security Council." (Doc. 2, 
G/29, p. 5) 

(c) Amendments Proposed by Other Governments 

Australia 
Paragraph l to be amended to read as follows: 
11 (1) Should the Security Council deem that a 
failure to settle a dispute in accordance with 
tho procedures indicated in paragraph (3) of 
Section (A), or in accordance with its recom­
mendations made under paragraph (5) of Section 
(A), constitutes a thl'eat to the maintenance of 
international peace and security, it shall, in 
accordance with the purposes und principles of 
the United Nations, l~y down just terms for 
the settlement of the dispute, and tak0 any 
measures necessary for carrying out that settle­
ment and for maintaining international peace and 
security." (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 9) 

Insertion after paragraph 2 of a new paragraph 
to read as follows: "(3) If a situation call­
ing for preventive or enforcement action under 
paragraph (l) or paragraph (2) above has arisen 
out of a matter which by international law is 
solely wit~in the domestic jurisdiction of th6 
State concerned, the Socurity Council shall not 
make any recommendation or docision which would 
curtail that State's lawful freedom of action, 
but shall take, in accordance with this Section, 
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whatever preventive or enf0rcement action is 
necessary to maintaJ.n or restore international 
peace and security. 11 (Doc, 2, G/14 (1), p. 9-10) 

Mexico 
Insert after• the words 11 Security Council" in 
pa.ragl'aph 1, the words: "and the General 
Assembly". (Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 12) 

·Netherlands 
Substitution for paragraphs 1 and 2 of the 
following: 11 1. Should the Security Council under 
paragraph 8 of Section A determine the existence 
of a threat to the maintenance of international 
peace and security, it should take any measures 
necessary for the maintenance of international 
peace and security in accordance with the pur­
poses and principles of the Organisation11

• 

11 2. Should the Security Coun..Jil in general, 
under paragraph 9 of Section A determine the ex­
istence of any threat to the peace, breach of 
the peace or act of aggression, it should decide 
upon the measures to be taken to maintain or 
resto11 e peace and security". (Doc. 2, G/7 
(j) (1), p.5) 

Turkey 
Add to paragraph 1 the following: "At all events, 
the Council will.lend its assistance. to any party 
to a dispute who has agreed to submit .to judicial 
settlement and to the decision of the Court, if 
required." {Doc. 2, G/14 (e) (1), p.2) 

Venezuela 
"It 'vOUTif appear opportune to complete them (the 
rules of action of the Security Council) by attri­
buting to the Counctl tho duty of executing the 
decisions of tho International Court and of im­
posing its jurisdiction on the States which re­
fuse to respect it.'·' Tho same with respect to 
decisions of Security Council and General Assembly. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (d), p.23) 

8. Chapter ~' Section Q, Regional Arrangements 

(a) Rolpvant' Provisions of Dumbarton Oaks Proposals: 

11 1. Nothing in the Charter should preclude the 
existence of regional arrangements or agencies 
for dealing with such ~~tters relating to the 
maintenance of international peace and security 
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as are appropriate for regional action, provided 
such arrangements or agencies and their activities 
are consistent with tho purposes and principles of 
the Organization. The Security Council should 
encourage settlement of local disputes through 
such reg1.onal arrangements or by such regional 
agencies 1 either on the initiative of the states 
concerned or by reference from the Security 
Council, 11 (Doc. 1, G/1, p. 1"() 

"3. The Security Council should at all times 
be kept fully informed of activities undertaken 
or in contemplation under regional arrangements or 
by regional agencies for the maintenance of inter­
national peace ruJ.d security," (Doc, 1, G/1, p.l8) 

(b) Amendments Proposed by Other Governments 

Brazil 

1030 

Insertion of paragraph reading as follows: 11 The 
solut:ton of questions of exclusive interest to an 
already organized regional group, as for example 
the inter-American group, should be left to the 
methods employed runong the components of said 
group, so that the intervention of the Security 
Council will be justified only when such questions 
may endanger the peace of some other group of 
nations." (Doc. 2, G/7 (e), p.lO) 

Chile 
Inse1~t!on in paragraph 1, after the words , "should 
l?reclude the oxj_stence'' of the following wor.ds: 

and functioning of continental or regional systems 
or agreemonts 11

• 

Substitution of the word "agreements11 for the word 
"arrangements" whore it last appears in paragraph 1. 
(Doc. 2, G/T (i), p. 9) 

Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador and Peru 
ProposeeTreVISTon of SeCtiOn C includes t:ne­
follovring: 

"IV. Disputes or conflicts arising between 
States wh~ch belong to a given regional system 
shall be settled according to the agreements or 
statutes of that system if it has been approved 
by the Security Council or declared, in the present 
instrmnent, compatible with the ends and purposes 
of the United Nations; and this will not prevent 
the Security Council from fulfilling the functions 
assigned to it1 when it has not been or is not 
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possible to settle the dispute or conflict s~tia­
f~ctorily by applying the measures contempl~ted in 
the corresponding regional agreement or statutes, 
and it will be·the duty of the said regional body 
to determine, in agreement with the procedure set 
fort~ in its stctutes, when such a case arises. 

"V. It is declared expressly tho.t the Pnn­
American system is compatible with the aims, 
purposes, and objectives of the Organization 
of the United Nations, and that, in consequence, 
it shall continuo functioning autonomously~as 
has been set forth in the preceding paragraph." 
(Doc. 2, G/28, p.l-2) 

Cuba 
A'Cfcr"to Section C, the f'ollowing po.ragro.phs: 
"4, The fundamental principles on which any 
regional arrangement is based must be approved 
by the General Assembly, which cannot refuse its 
approval· except in cases whore the said principles 
are contrary to the norms of the present Statute. 

11 5. Tho proper organs under a regional arrange­
ment, once its principles-have been approved by 
the Assembly, shall be deemed competent to settle 
disputes arising between members of the said. 
regional system. To tM.s end, they may choose, 
according to the procedures of tho arrangement, 
whatever means they may consider most adequate 
in order to reach a settlement. The Security 
Council shall intervene in regional matters only 
when the regional organs request it, or when the 
dispute threatens to spread to Nations which are 
not parties to the arrangement. When ~iucgroo­
ments occur between regional organs and the Security 
Council concerning whether the latter should or 
should not intervene, the matter shall be submit­
ted without delay to·the General Assembly for a 
conclusive settlemont. 

"6. The 
recognized 
which this 
p. 2) 

E<CU.ador 

Inter-American sy.stem is, from now on, 
as one of the regional arran&ements to 
~action refers." (Doc. 2, ~14 (g) (3) 

Ad.dit!on to Secti.on C of tho :f'ollowing paragraph: 
"Tho existence of the inter-American regional 
system is.hereby recognized as a historic, political 
and geographic structure ruled by custom and law 
embodied in tho instruments signed between the 
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republics of the Western Hemisphere, and equipped 
with orgrul.S adequate to the ronlizc.tion of its 
purposes of international peace, security and 
justice cons:!.stent with those pursued by the 
Organizc.t~_on established under this Cho.rter," 
(Doc, 2, G/7 (p), p.48) 

Guntema.la 
BO!Tevosthe 11 P~n American system should be 
strengthon~d and the principles of collaboration 
and eontinontal solidari t~· should be upheld, as 
well as the procedure· for oonsultat:!.on and the 
periodic inter-American conferunees .. " (Doc. 2, 
G/'( ( f) ( 1 ) , p. 2) 

Mexico 
Insertion at the beginning of paragraph 1, of 
the following: 11 The Inter-Amcricon system, which 
can today be considered the most complete and 
o.dvnnced international continental Organization, 
sho.ll be compatible with the Organization," 
(Doc, 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 13) 

New Zealand 
i5erete"Thewords in paragraph 1· "are consistent 
with the purposes nnd principles of the Organ­
izo.t:!.on" and substitute the following: "are ap­
proved by, the O!•ganiz at ion as being consistent with 
its purposes and principles". (Doc. 2, G/14 {r), 
p.3) 

Venezuela. 
"FropQses' 11 that it bo stipulated that when regional 
matters nave to be dealt with the Security Council 
.should abstain from any direct inter~ention there­
in, if any proceeding for regional settlement be in 
process of tr~.nso.ction; and that it should o.ot 
dil•ectly only when the :roogional machinery shall 
hc.vo fo.ilod and such failure results in a menace to 
international peace nnd security," (Doc. 2, 
G(7 (d) (1), p.37-38) 



RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 207 (ENGLISH) 
III/2/A/3 (1) 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 2 Peaceful Settlement 

SUGGESTIONS OF PARTICIPATING GOVERNMENTS 
FOR THE AMENDMENTOFCH'APTER Vfii, SECTION A, 
OF THE DUMBARTON OAKS PROPOSAL3,-TOGETTIER. -
WITH OTHER PROPOSED AMENDMEN'rS BEARING ON 
THIS SECTION-·-- ---

(Report of Subcommittee III/£/~) 

ERRATA 

Page_§: 

(c) Paragraph 3· 

Belgium 

Fourth line from top of the page, read 
"measures" for "methods". 

Ethiopia 

Insert at·beginnin~ of the paragraph the 
following words: Omit· the words 'first 
of. all'"· 

Page z: 

1466 

(e) Paragraph 5. 

Belgium 

Delete the first four and a half lines 
down to: "Finally, • ·" 

Insert before Greece: 

"Ecuador 

"Insert after 'The Security Council' the 
words: 'or the General Assembly'"· 

-1-
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Page ,2: 

Add the following two paragraphs: 

"The General Assembly shall approve by 
the affi1•mative vote of a two·thirds 
of its members a statute providing for 
the establishment of continental or 
regional comwtssions cha:r•g£:d w.ith pro- · 
meting and obtaining, through the pro~ 
cedure of conciliation, a settlement of 
the differences or cont1•oversies of a 
political nature. which might arise be­
tween the states belonging to the respec-
tive continents or regions.· · 

"In all cases in which·the Security 
Council and the'General Assembly have 
equal functions and powers for the 
peaceful settlement of international 
controversies, the. jurisdiction shall . 
be vested upon either of the two organs, 
whichever was the first to take cogni­
zance of' a controversy." (Doc. 2., G/7 
(p), PP• 42-43.) 

(f) Paragraph 6 

1466 

Insert before Mexico: 

"Ecuador .. 

''.Proposes revision., of· secon" 
sentence of paragraph to read as · 
foll,ows: 'The Security Council, or 
the Genernl f.ssembly shall- be em­
powered· to refer to the Court, for­
advice, questions bztought U,P in any· 
COJ;ltl~oversy. 111 (Doc • . 2,· G/7 (p),_. 
P• 43.) . 



RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

DOC. 207 (FRENCH) 
III/2/A/3 
"YIAY 10 1 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 2 R~glemdnts pncifiques 

SUGGESTIONS DES GOUVERNEMENTS PARTICIPANTS 
J:.Q!m L 1 Al·~ENDEHENT QQ CHAPITRE VIII 1_ SECTION A, 
DES PROPOSITIONS DE DUl~ARTON OAKS 1 ET AUTRES 
&~ENDE~~NTS PROPOSES POUR CETTE SECTION 

(Rapnort du Sous-Comite III/2/A~ 

En vue de faciliter les.travaux du Comite III/2, 
notre SOUS-Corni te a ete Charge d I etablir Une C·lassification 

t , ~ ' sys ematique des observations ~t sugges~ions pres~nteos par 
les gouve.rnements participant a la-Gonference au sujet·des 
propositions faites par les Puissances invitantes. 

Sans chercher a presenter un tableau de toutes les 
observations generales soumises par lee gouvernements, le 
sous-comite' a 1 est toutefois efforce de faire figurer ·dans S('lll 
document toutes lee propl'lsi tiona precises d 1.arnendernents 
S'il a omis quelque proposition emanant. d'un gouvernement 
participant, cette omission n''affecte naturellement en ·rien 
le dr~it de ce .gouvernement de so.urriettre la proposition au· 
comite. 

~onfor,me'ment a une. sugges .. tion formule'e 'lora de la 
premiere seance du sous-com~tet celui-ci.a :fait figurer. 
dans sa.class1f1cst1on des propositions. d'amendement~ ·pC'lrtanf" 
sur des parties de ~ropositions ~~tres que le Chapitre VIII~ 
Sect1on A, mais en· rapport avec la teneur de cette, sec.tion. 

J..605 
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PARTIES DES PROPOSITIONS DE DUlfBARTON OAKS 
R2NVOYEES·AU COMIT~ POUR EXAMEN. 
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Chapitre VIII 

A."9.RANGE1'1ENTS POOR LE MAH:TIEN DE LA PAIX ET DE LA 
SECURITE L~TERNATIONALES, Y COHPRIS LA PREVENTION 

ET ~REPRESSION DE L 1AGRESSION 

Section A 
REGLEHENT PACIFIQUE DES DIFFERENDS 

0 ' " I 1. Le onseil de 8ecur1te devrait avoir le pouvoir d en-
·qu~ter sur tout differend ou toute situation susceptible 
d 1 entrainer un desaccor~ entre nations ou d'engendrer un 
conflit, afin de determiner si sa prolongation pourrait 
menacer le ma1nt1en de la uaix et de la securite 1nternat1onales. 

2. Tout Etat qu'11 soit ou non me~bre de 1 1 0rganisation, 
pourrait attirer lfat~er.tion de l'Assemblee Generale ou du 
Conseil de Securite sur un differend ou une situation ne· ce 
genrey . 

3. Les parties ~ un differend dont. la prol~ngati~n semble 
devoir menacer le ma1nt1en de la. uaix et de la securite inter­
nationales devraient ,s'~ngager, avan~ tout, a· en rechercher 
la solution par la nego·ciation, la mediation,. la conciliation, 
1 1arbitrage ou le r~glemen~ Judiciaire, ou,autre~ moyens 
pac1fiques de leur choix. Le Conseil de Securite devrait 
enjoindre aux Parties de regler leur differend p~r de tela 
moyens. 

4, Si, toutefois, les Etats se·:.~..-es- tY'!' un d1f.ferend.:de 
1a. categorie visee au paragraphe 3 oi-dessus ne reussissaient 
pas a le regler par les moyens indiques dans ce paragraphe, 
ils devraient s 1 engager ale aoumettre au Conae11 de Securite. 
Le c~nseil de Sec uri te' devrai t, dans cha.que cas, decider s 1 
la prolongation du differend en question est' ou n1 est pas, 
en f~it, s~sceptible de menacer le mainti~n de la paix et de . 
la securite 1nternat1onales, et, par consequent, s1 le Conseil 
de·se'cur1te doit interventr:dans ce d1fferend, et, le cas 
e'cheant, s 11l·do1t ag1r selon le paragr~phe 5. 

5. Le Conse1l de Sec uri te .devra1 t a voir le pouvo1r, ~ 
n'1mporte quel moment de l'evolut1on d"un differend tel que. 
celu1 vise au paragraphe 3 c1-dessus, de reoommander les.pro­
~edures ou methodes de r~glement appropr1ees. 
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6. Les differends Jur~.diques devraient, d' une maniere 
generaie, ~tre SoUmis a la Oour Internationale de Justice. Le 
Conseil de Securite devrait avoir le pouvoir de porter devant 
la Cour, pour avis, les questions de droit que soul~veraient 
d 1autres differends. 

215 

7, Lea dispositions des naragraphes 1 et 6 de la S~ction A 
qe devraient pas ~tre applicables aux situations ou differends 
nee de questions que le droit international laisse a la competenot 
nationale exclusive de 1 1Etat interesse. 

(Doc.l G/1 pp.l1-12) 

2. Sectio~ pertinente ~ Rropos1tions chinoises 
acceptees ~ les autres g~uvernem~nts inv±tants. 

11 1. La Charte devraft contenir des d1spnsitions 
prevoyant spec1fiquement que lea a~uste~ents-et lea reglements 
de litiges internationaux seront realises en accord avec les 
principes de 1a Justice et du droit international. 

(Doc.l, G/1(a) p.l) 
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II. 

AEENDEl~ENTS PROPOSES PA...tt LES GOUVERNEMENTS DES 
ETATS:ti'NfS, DU ROYAUlffi-U'N"Y;" DE L' UNION SOVIE-' 

T:;:QUE ET DE LA GRINE 

Chapitre VIII 

AR.'P..ANGEliENT POUR LE MADTTIEN DE LA P AIX ET DE LA SECURITE 
INTERJ.'IJATIQOITAL~_'{(JCMPRIS LA PREVENTION ET 'LA REPRESSION 

DE L1AGRESSION 

Section A. Reglement p11cifique des differends 

Le nouvel alinea ci-dessous devrait ~tre insere avant 
11alinea 1 de la Section A du Chauitre VIII: 

Sans prejudice des dispositions'des alineas 1 a 5 ci-dessous 
le C'o.1se11 de Sec uri te aura le pouvoir, si t outes le~ parties le 
demandent, de faire des recommahdations aux parties a un 
differepd, en vue de le r~glez: conforrnement aux principes 
stipules au Chapitre II, alinea 3. 

Tout Etat, qu 111 soit ou non membre de 1 10rganlsation, 
pourrait attirer 1 1attention de 1 1Assemblee Generals ou du 
Conseil de Beourite sur un differend ou une situation de oe 
genre. Dans le cas d' un Etat non-me1:1bre·, 11 sera tenu 
d 1accepter, en ce qui concerne ce differend, les obligations 
d 1un reglement pacifique conformement a l~Che.rte. 

4: 61 toutefois, les Etats separe's par un differend de 
la c~te'gor~e visee au paragraphe 3 ci-,dessus ne re'ussis·saient 
pas a le regler par les ~oyens indiques dans ce paragr~phe, , 
1ls devraient s 1 engager ale soumettre au Conseil de Securite, 
Si le ~onseil de Securite a€~~a!t, aaae ~ha~Y~ ~as,-4ee!46P­
s! etde~ non estime que la prolongation du differend en 
questi~·m est en fait susceptible de menaoer le ma1nt1en de la. 
pa.iX et de la. secur1te internationales,· paP ea-Ase~l:i€-At, Si\ 
~e QaRse!l ae SeeUP!tQ aa!~ !atePveR!P aaas ee 4!~~ePeRa, et 
~~-sas &shGaRt, sL!l aa!t ag!P selaA ~a ~aPagpa~he-a 11 
decidera ~ ~ a.gir selon le naragr~Rhe 2 ~~1 11 dolt,~ 
lu1-m~me,, reoommander lea termes_ d 1 un reglement guTII Juge.ra 
.ru2_propr~. 
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7. Les dispositions des paragra.Jhe 1 ~ 6 de la Section A 
ne devraient pas etre applicables aux situations ou diff~rends 
n~s de auestioDs que le droit international laissc ~ la comp~­
tence natlonale exclusive de 1 1Etat int~ress~. 

(Remarque: Cet alin~a serait remplac~ par le nouve~ 
alin~a propos~ apr~s l 1 alin~a 6 du Chapitre II- Princ1pes.) 

Nouvel alin~a ~ ajouter apr~s l 1 alin~a 6 pour remplacer 
l 1 alin~a 7 du chapitre VIII,s~ot1on A, qui ser<it ray~: 

p.ien d@s la pr~s-~.n!..e. Charj:;_e_ n:_~u_tor~SEJr·a 1~QP.&?.Pisat1on 
~ _!ntef'venir.. 9,al).S £<:-.s Q£8.§_t_±OJ.!.S .mtJ. §.Sl..!X! §.§_S_~_ptt_el:j,_El_ment de 
1~ _g_q_D.lJ2_~tenr:1J. n..a:_~lolla_J.,~. d:Q 1 1 E"tc;,t int_6res.§.~, ni. p~o_bliger~ 
le~ ~embres ~ §Oumettre 9.Q.§. .9,_UesUp_ns :12.0~ rtgJ,.em_£)nt en vertu 
de 1.§1: Cha~j;eJ !!!a±.~' ce .:Qr,tncjJ)e p_e_ port§_ra -oas attein~El ~ 1 1 ap­
Dlicatio~ du Qhanitrc V~_i, ~tion ~· 

(Doc. 2, G/29 p, 2, 3, 4) 

III 

_AUTRES SUI.ZGES'l'IuNS POUR La MODIFIC.I\,..:'!ON DU CHAPIT.RE Ym 

Section A, 

l, Propositions, qui soul~vent des questions de 
pr1no1pe g~n~ral 1 applicables ~ deux paragrffQhes ou davantage. 

1605 

(a) Extension des pouvoirs de l'~ssembl~e 

E.guateur 
Ins~rer dans les paragrapnes 1;3,4,5,6, les mots: 
11 ou.l 1Assemblt:!e G~nl5r&le 11 , ~ la suite des mots: 
11 l·e Conseil de St.1cur1t~tr. 

(Doc. 2,G/7 (p) pp.4~42) 

Me xi que 
Dans les paragraphes 1 et 6, 1ns~rer les mote: 
11 et 1 1 Asaembl~e G~ndrale tr et dans lea paragra)hes 
'3,4,5, lea mota: 11 ou l'Asaemblde ~n~rale" ~ 
la suite des mots "le .Conseil de S~cur1 t~ II' 

(Do.e.2, G/? (c) "(1) pp.ll-12) 
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(b) Intervention du Cons~11 de S'curite. 

V , , 1 ene;zue a 
En ce qni concerne les oaraP-"raphes 1, 3, et 5, 
il semble opnortun d 1 1nd1quer aue 1 1 1ntervent1on 
du Conseil se produira apr~s que les moyens 
ordinaires de reglement du 11t1ge auront echoue. 

2. Proposition-a relatives a des paragraphes d&termine 

(a) Paragraphe 1, Chapitre VIII, Sect~on A. 

REGLEMENT PACIFI;UE DES DIFFERENDS. 

1. Le vonseil de Secur1~e devr~1t avo1r le Pouvo1r 
d 1 enqu~ter sur tout d1fferend ou toute situ~tion susceptible 
d 1entrainer un desaccord entre nations ou d 1 engendrer un confl1t, 
af1n de determiner si sa prolongation oourrait menacer le 
maintien de la pa1x et de la secur1te' 1nternat1onales·. 

1605 

Bolivie. 
l. Le Oonee1l de Se'curite devrait avoir 

le pouvoir d 1 enqu~ter sur tout differend ou 
toute situation susceptible d 1entrainer un 
o.esaccord entre M.tions ou d 1 engendrer un 
C<~nfl1 tJ .§!! oropos9.r;t les .m.QXens gu 111 Mtime 
neoessa1res et en determinant lea mesures 
propres a ev1_ ter gue··-Ia oro±_gngation de ~ 
differend ou situ~tion ne oonstitue une menace 
pour le maintien de la oaix~ de la securite 
et de la justic.e InternRtionaTes:I5'oc.2, G/14,(r) p,? 

France. 
Alinea 1.- Le Oonse11 de Secu~ite, ~ perdre 
de ~ le ~spect dt ~traites, d~vrait avoir 
le pouvoir d 1 enqu~ter sur tout differend ou toute 
situat.ion susceptible d 1 entra.tner le desaccord 
entre nations ou d 1 engendrer un differend, afin 
de se rendre compte s1 sa continuation po~rrait, 
menacer le maint1en de la pa1x et de la securite 
1nternat1ona.les, 

(Doc~2, G/7 (o) part II, par.3) 
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Norvege. 
Aj)Uter le texte suivant: 
Le Gonseil de S~curit~ uourra soumettre ~ la 
CourP~qnente de Justiceinterna"f::i Jnale--Jour 
avis consult~tif~~ut~oblems~ridiq~relatif 
au:n tel cliffmnd otl a une -te~le situation. - - -- -- - -- ----- ------

(Doc.2, G/7 (n)(l) p. 6) 

(b) P'lragrRphe 2. 

2. Tout Et~lt, qu 1 11 soit ou non !'1e,·-bre de 1 1 0r?Z<:tnisn.tion. 
nourrait '-"~ttirer 1 1 FLttc:ntion dt.J l' Asscmbl~e Genero.le ou du 
Cnnssil de Sec uri te' sur un differc:nd cu une sitP.a tion de 
ce genre. 

Bolivie. 
ToutEt.'lt, qu 1 il soit ou non meobre de l 1 0r­
ganisation, pourro.it attircr 1 1 attention de 
1' Ass emblec: G(,,erqle ou du Cons eil' de Securite 
§.Ur tou:t_differend, s i tu<1.tion oi_, <:.cc~ de 111 
nature indiquee __ l=tUX 2_aragraphes 12.reced~nts. 

(Doc.2, G/14(r) p.8 

Eth!Q£1~- , 
Lignes 1 et 2, les mots: "a 1 1 attention de" 
ser8.ient remlJl'lces -oar le mot: 11 deT"lnt 11 et 
9.pres les !nots "Conseil .C.e -S0curi te", ajouter 
les mots ,"-pour _telles mesures qu 1 ils jugercnt 
appropriees." 

(Doc.2, G/l4(n) p.2) 

(c) Par'lgraphe 0. 

0. Les parties 3. un differend d:mt la -orolorigt,;ttion semble 
devoir menacer le mai~tien de la naix et de ~a s~curite inter­
nationales devraieht s'engager, 8.~ant tout~ ~ en rechercher la 
solution pl'l.r la negociation, 1'3. mediation, b. conciliation, 
l'arbitrage ou le reglement judiciaire, ou autres moy~fls paci­
fiaues de leur choix. Le Conseil de S~curit~ devr'::l.it enjoindre 
aux Parties de r~~ler leur diff~rend uar de tels moyens. 

1605 - 4 -
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Belgiaue. 
Leonseil de Securite vaille au resnect des 
e~~a~eflents pris par les Etats en ~ue du 
reglement o&cifique de leurs differends. 
En cas ... d' inobser,iation de tels en_,g:-g~ments ou 
d 1 inexecution des sentences ou dec1s1ons 
j udici"l.ires rendues s•,..1i van t les procedures 
prevues, le Con~eil de Securite aviss aux 
mesures qui doivent en assurer 1 1 cffet. 

(Doc.G/7 U~) ( 1), p. 2) 

Bolivie. 
3. Les DartieS a un differend d.nt 1 1 existence 
semble devoir rnenacer le rn"l.intien de la oaix, 
de 1~ s.ecurite et dt:, lfl _.U!stice int2rnationales 
devraient s' enc::o.p:sr e. eel re ch<Crcher la solution 
par la _g~oci.<t!1o9 directe, 1:~f.nou'tlte, la conci­
lig~1QQ, ~ ]:r:s quest1~·ws g._:_ordre 12.Q11!igu-Q, 
ou par le re~lef.!~nt .JJ!:s'!.~.21aire pou~les confli -ys 
d 1 ordre _jUridi~, OU Q:?-r ~?:_!:!1re.s_ .ffiQ.Y£D.§. J2~_2ifiO\,!~ 
de leu!: choix. 

(Doc.2, G/14(r) p.8) 

Chili. 
3. Les parties a un differend dont la prolongation 
semble devoir rnenacer le mainticn de la paix et 
de l"l. securite internationales devroht s'engager; 
avqnt tout, 0. en recherchc;r la solution par vqie. 
de, ner;ociations' d '_Q.Qqu~t~ -~-'t .9:' ~i@l'Q~Q, de . 
m~diations, de conciliations, d'arbitrage, ou de 
reglemEnt judiCi~ire, OU par t0Ut autre msyen , 
pacifique de leur choix. Le C~nseil de Securite 
enjoindr~ aux parties de re~ler leurs differends 
p"l.r les moyens indiques. (Une phrase inseree,) 

· (Doc.2, G/7, ("j .. ),•:.6) 

Ethlopie. , , 
Les part·ies a un differencl dont la prolongation 
sembl~ devoir menac~r le mai~tien de la paix 
et de: la s~curtte ihternationales devront 
.8 I engager, a en rechE rcher 1a Solution par '!Oi,e 
de negociation, ~e meciation, de conciliation, 
d'arbitrage ou de roglement judiciaire, ou 

'd 1 autres noyens pacifique~ de leur choix. 
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Le Conseil de Securite enjoindra aux parties 
de regler leur differend par ·de tels moyens, 
~1 decide que ~ differends sent de nature 
a co~npromettre,, ~ ~ ;erolone;eant, le ,maintien 
ae· la paix et de la securite ~prejudice, 
cepemdant, ~IT adoption de toutes autres , 
mesures ~ reg1ement que 1e Consei 1 de S ecurit e 
pourrP it_!! ~ moment gue1conque, juger 
necessaires. 

( Doc. 2 G/14 (n) p.2 

v enezu e1a.-
Suppri1:1er 1a derniere phrase qui commence pa:r 
"Le Conseil .de Securite". 

( Doc. 2, G/7 (d) (1) p.18 

(d) Paragrephe 4. 

4. Si, toutefois, 1es Etats separes par un 
differend de 1a categorie visee au PP~ragre.phe 3 ci­
dessus ne reussissaient pas a le regle r par le s 
moyens indiques dans ce paragraphe, ils devraient 
s'engager ale scu~ettre au Conseil de Securite. 

Le Conseil de S6curite devrait, dans 
chaque cas, decider si la prolongation du differend 
en question est ou n' est pas·,. en fait susceptible 
de 1:16nacer lo rnintien do la paix et de 1a securite 
internationales, et, par consequent,' si le Conseil 
de Securite doit int~rvenir drurs ce differend, et, 
le ces echeant, s 1 il doit agir salon le peragraphe 5. 

-6..; 
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Be_!g_ique. , 
Le Conseil Qe Securite veille ~u respect des 
engag<;ments pris par les Etats on vue du 

' 1 , reg ement pacifique de leurs differends. 
En cas d 1 inobsarvation de tels engagements 
ou d 1 inexecution des sentences on decisions 
judiciaires renctues suivant les procedur.:;s 
prevues, le Oonseil da Securite avise aux 
mesures qui dolvent en Assurer 1 1effet, 

(Doc,2, G/7(k) p.2) 

Cost!:l.-Rica 
5. L~1. methode cle solution pacifique des 
differends que prevoient les Prupositions 
est so..tisf:dsqnt<>, Il ser'1it prJ'ferqble 
ds prevoir oue 12 Uons(:'il dt- se'curi te 
11 exigera 11 ct.E;s parties et ne se cor.ten to_rn 
de leur II demander II le !'Cglement p9. Cifique 
de leurs dif'fer'-'nds, ce qui fortifier.ai t 
1 1 intervention dn Cor-1s eil en favcur de la 
paix. 

(Doc,2 G/7(h) p.3) 

Irn.n. 
Ajouter un second aline'<\. ".l.U p<:lragro.phe 4 
dnns les t~rmes suiv~nts: 
11 Toute atte~_nte Dorte'e ~ 1 1 ir.·t;egri te' terri-' . , -toriale ou 'l 1 1 inrl.r:pendence d 1 un Etat oer.1bre 
constitue une mennce nour le maintien de la 
paix et de la se'curite internationales, 

(Doc.2, G/14(n) p,3) 

V
; , 
en.~zuelJ:. 

No.4. On devrait y e'tablir_une distinction 
entre lss controv -·rses juridiques, que les 

' - ' Et~ts devr~i~nt s 1 engqger ~ soumettre n la 
Cour Internqtionnle, 2t les nutre litiges, 
que les Et11ts devraient envoyer ~u Oonseil de 
Securite, ~vee Cctte reserVB expresse et 
import·wte que, si 1 1 on ne oouvai t DIJ.rvr:-nir 
j, un accord, la Cour dolt determiner 111 nature 
du litige. 

(Doc.2 G/7(d)(l) p.lB) 
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(e) Paragraphe 5. 
,.. I ~ ' 5. Le uonseil de Sec uri te deYr'"'.i t avoir le nouvoir 1 o. 

n'importe quel moment de l'evolution d 1 un differend tel que 
celui vise 'lU n<tr~=tgrnnhe 3 ci-<'l.essus. de recomr!lander les , ., - ' , , 
proce0.ures ou methodes df'l reglem,nt appropr!ees. 

1605 

Austr13,lie. 
21. ~ narRgrJphe ~ ~ la Section A devrait ~tre 
amende de la f13,90n su!vante: 
11 (5) A n 1 hmorte quel stqde de 11 evolution d'un 
differend rel~vant du nar~graphe 3 ci-dessus, le 
Conseil de Securite peut recommqnder·aux parties 
tell~procedure ou eond1t1ons de r~glement qui 
lui semblent justes." 

Q.r~ce. 
Ajouter ~u pn.r<tgraphe 5 lee mots suiv'1nts: 
11 Si !).UCUne solution ne peut tltre trouvee 
et si le Conseil de Se'ourite considere qu 1un 
tel e'chec consti t:ue ure menf'.ce ~ la ,P!liX du 
mon<'l.e, le Con~eil 1 p'lr une ~ajorite de sept 
voix, uevra decl~rer l'exist~nce d 1 une menace a la pa1x. 11 

(Doc,2, G-/14(1) p.3) 

Tche'coslovqguie 
Toutefois le naragran~e (5) ~eut ~rtlter ~ 
confusion onr 11 oonfere nu Conseil de Secur!te' 
le droit d 11ntervenir a n'imoorte quel Moment 
de 1' evolution d.u cU fferen<'t. Il est vrai que I 
d 1anres le naragranhe (1) le Conseil dolt se 
borner a <'l.eterminer s1 la prolongation <'l.u 
desaccor<'l. neut ou non menacer le-ma1nt1en de 
la D'3.1X et d.e ln se'curite' internn.tionales. 
Mais quel est le sens <'te cette restriction ? 
Devons-nous en neQuire que t~nt qu 1 une proce~ure 
s~eciale est en c~urs 1 le Conseil do1t limiter 
son intervention a reco~mnnder les m8sures con­
servatoires nro~res a ecarter toute menace a la 
Daix et a la secur1te? Le G-ouvernement tcheco­
slov~oue est en faveur de cette interpretation. 
Le fond. m~me du 11tige doit ~tre r~l~ tout 
d 1abord qu noyen des Droce~ures speciales et le 
Conseil ne doit:se s~1s1r de la question que dans 
le 0'3.8 OU lea Darties n 1aura1ent oas reussi a 

-B-
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trouver une solution nnr le~ moyena spee1aux 
indiques. Le texte du paragraphs (5) devra1t 
done ~tre red1fe de f~on ~ lndiquer clairement 
la nature de l intervention ~u Conseil, pendant 
et apres la ~roeenure epeciale. 

(Doc.2, G/l4(b) p.3) 

Turgu1e 
A ajouter apres 1111nea. 5: . 
11 Toutefo1s lea redomma.nd~:tt1ons du Oonseil de 
Secur1te.ne dolven~ nas avotr rour effet 
d 1entraver ln nrocedure Jur1d1que nans les 

' t , ' , , cas ou le l1tige se rouve o.vo1r de.1a ete 
SOUmis. a un r~glenwnt ·Jttd1-o1a1I"e. 

(Doc. 2, G/14( e) ( 1r p. 2) 

(r) ~aragraPhe 6. 

- 6. Lee differen~~.Juri~iques devraient, d'une mani~re 
generale, ~tre soumis ala Cour'Internat1onale de Justice.. Le 
Oonse11 de Securlte devrait avo1r le pouvo1r de porter deva.nt 
la Cour, pour avis, lea c:p.u:H31;1ons r.te droit que souleveraient 
d 1 autres d1fferends. · 

1605 

1. Av.1s eoneultatifs. 

Australie 
-te para~raYjhe-6 1e 1a Section A r'l.evra1t tltre 
jl(}(j1f1l"de.la 1a.9-Qnsu1v!".ntel. sous reserve <\e· 
l•ac)option do 1' ~nen(1.eHent propose au paragraphe 
29 cl-d.eeaous-: 
11 ~6) .. Dans lee cas ,pertinent a, le Conseil de 

-Secur1te veillera a ce que la Cour 1nternatio­
na1e de justice so1t sa1s1e en vertu dupara­
graphe 4 du Chaoitre VII; d 1 une fa9on generale 
11 ~nnart1endra au Conse11 de Secur1te d 1 util1eer 
au maximum lee services de la Caur nane le r~gle­
ment des d1fferends de caract~re· jur1d1que, ~ns 
lea con~ultat1ons. norit 11 peut avo1r beso1n au 
sujet. des questions Jur1rUques· soulev(es ?ar 
d 1 autrea d!fferertds et dans l•et!lbl1ssement.de 
fa1 ts contestee • 11 • ' 

· (~oo.·2, G/14(1) p.9) 
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11 'R,e.~gigue Tout Etat nart1e a un differend ~ont est 
saisi le Coneeil de Securite est en ~roit 
de demander a la C.P.J.I. un avis consul­
tatif sur le .•:>oint rte savoir si une recomman­
dation faite ou une rtecision r.r1se par le 
Cons eil ou qui y sont pronose'es portent 
atte1nte A ses droits essentials. 

C 
, , 

Si 1a our estime que ces droits ont ete 
meconnus ou sont menaces, 11 ~ryryartient au 
Conse111 eoit de reconside're~ la question, 
soit de renvoyer 1e differend ,our decision 
cl.evant 1' Assemb1ee." 

(Doc,2, G/7(k)(l) p.2) 

Mexigug. 
6. Leonsei1 de Securite et 1 1Assemblee 
Gene'rale auront le ~ouvoir-: •• 

{Doc.2, G/7(c)(1) n.l2) 

Norv~ge 
Surpr.imer 1a derni~re nhrase de ce paragranhe. 

(Doo.2, G/7(n)(l) D.7) 

Ajouter au Cha~itre V, Section B, naragranhe 1: 
"L 1Assemb1ee Glne'rale neut soumettre a 1a-Cour 
Permanente de Justice Internat1ona1e tout 
probleme juridique relevant de domainea dans 
1esque1s e11e est habil1 tee ~ formu1er rtes 
recommandations afin de recevoir d 1 e11e un 
avis consultatif, 

(Doc.2, G/7(n)(l) p.3) 

Pays-Bas 
Inserer 1e nouveau naragr~nhe suivant: 
"La Oour donnera un avis consu1tatif sur toute 
question jur1d1que qu1UlU1 aUra ete 80Ur.l1Se · 
nar l 1Assemb1ee ou 1e oonse1l de Securite, 11 

Remargue: L' artontion c\e cet amehdem•-"nt 
permettrait de sun~r1mer 1a secon~nhr2ee du 
oaragranhe 6 de la Section A, Chap1tre VIII. 
La Delegation Neerlanda1se a e'te chargee de 
proposer, relati vement au Ch'1.':'·1 tre XII 
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(Dispositions transitoires) qn 1 une 
C--lmrc,iss'i..on intern'ltlon~,le soit nomne'e 
nar 1 1 Assemblee G.{ner:J.le au cours r'1.e sa 
nremiere session -,our det<3rminer jusqu 1 r'l 
quel ooint et d~ quelle n~ni~re les ~roits 
at attributions de.ia Docie'te des Nctions, 

I ,. , ' " te1s qu ils ont ete ~etermineA ~~ns p1usieurs 
conventions int erno.tion·:tles sAront tr'lnsfe're's a ln nouvell8 Org-anisation, ou .-our l>renrlre 
't ' ~ '• I ... 
~ cet egnr~ toute ~ec1sion jugee o~~ortune. 
Le Gouvernem·: nt Neer1'ln•4.ais r<;comnan1e que 
les rUs')osi tions rl.u P'lcte rte 111 Societe' r.<:s 
N'ltiona selon lesauelles l 1 enr~glstrenant des 
tr'lite's est une ccin0itton rte lecir vali~ite' 
solent retenues "\.!1ns l"t Ch8.rt.c: 'le la nouvelle 
Orr.-~nisrttion. 

(Doc.2, G/7(J)(1) n.5) 

Urugur:t.z. 
L~ ons dl le Sec uri te' ,-,ourY'a :'.BITl.nier 1 1 avis 
"\.~ 1a Cour ~ur touteg ques~ions juridiques se 
ra~-ort~nt ~ d 1 autres r11fferen1s. 

(Doc.2 G/7(~)(1) r.l4) 

V~nf'zue'1a 
Lc, rl roi t n.e , err~qnrter a 1o Cour un llVis con­
su1t'lt1f c'ln.ns cert<:tlns cas rtevr11lt ~trfl 
rfJconnu a 1 1Assamblee, 'lUX org'lnisatlons 
1nt~rnntlon21es et aux Et'l.ts in4.1v1~ue11ement. 

(Doc,2, G/?(~)(1)p.35) 

(11) Renvoi rt'un nlfferenrt ~ 1'1 Cour il.e Justice 
Internationa1e. 

-1605 

Bresil 
Propose que si un ~ifferen·l. n' est --'ls re'so1u 
rar accor~ entre les o'lrties, "le Conseil ~e 
SPcurite rt~vr~ soumettre 1~ auestion ; 1a a ' • I our Internl'l.tionn.le ou '1 un Tri buna1 (l arbi tr'lge 
qui ser.':ti t cons tl tue conforrrie'ment au:x .. netho·~t-s 
1>revues rt~ns le Prot·Jco1e ~~~e Geneve 1lu 2 Octobre 
1924, se1on qu 1 el1e sera~ orte ou non~ un 
confli t 4.,e onr'lct~re jurirUq~e, 1 1 1 exce·. tion 
t0utef 'is, "~es questions visees .<:tu C''lragr'l•"'he 7, 
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que le droit international laisse a ln competence 
exclusive de cbaque Etat. 

( Doc.2, G/? (e), p.2) 
Costa Rica 

Peut-etre pourrait-on envise.ger la possibilite 
de donner a la Cour competence non seulement 
pcur les questions d 1ordre juridique, mais 
pour toutes les aue . .:;tions' meme celles ayant 
un caractere politiaue, qui pourraient affec­
ter la securite ou la paix en general, Il 
uourrait etre opportun egalement de creer ... " , , 1 a cote de la Cour centr9.le, des cours reg ana-
lea afin de fac1liter l'acces a la justice. 

( 'Doc. 2 G/7 (n) (l) p.2 

Guatemala 

En ce qui concerne la Cour Intern;·tionale de 
Justice, le Gouvernement de Guatemala croit 
devoir insister sur la necessite d 1accorder a 
cet organisme juridique, le droit d 1exiger 
la comparution devant lo.i de tout Etat quel 
que salt le caractere du litige et de lui 
assurer, dans l 1executlon de ses jugements, 
l 1appul complet de la communaute des Nations 

bien que la Cour agisse en toute· lndependance. 

( Doc. 2 G/7 (f) p. l ) 
( voir egalement G/? (f) (l) p.2 ) 

Paraguay 

4. Le Paraguay donne son adhesion ~ la propo­
sition d 1organls tion d 1une cour internationals 
de justice, constituant l 1instance obligatoire 
et supreme pour tous les litiges qui n 1auraient -
pu etre r~~lea par d 1autres moyens pacifiques~ 
Elle dolt etre obligatoire, paroe que sa compe­
tence ne dolt souffri~ aucune exception lorsque 
taus lea autres moyena ant eohoue. 

( Doc. 2, G/7 (l) P• 2 ) 

Pays-Bas 

Il semble .desirable aux yeux du Gouvernement 
neerland~is que dans l 1interet de la justice 
intarn~tionPle, le plan contienne une stipula­
tion expresse que tous lea Etats membres 
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(1) reconnaissent a la Cour U..Yl. droit de juri­
diction obligatoire dana 16s litiges auxquels 
113 ront -.::;arties int~ressees c:t pour le. solu­
tion des~uels les narties interossces ne 
to:nbont pas d 1 RCCID~d SUr un autre mode de regle­
ment; (2) que taus les Etato mambrss reconnaissent 
qu0 les decisions de la Cour sont obligatoircs. 

(Doc. 2 G/7 (j) p. 15, 16 ) 

De substi tucr nu parngr~·\phe 6 de la S<:·ction 
h du Chanitre VIII dos Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks lo mot 11 obllgntoircmcnt 11 ~ux 
m9ts 11 d 1une m'1niero g6norole 11

• 

t / " ' D ins.::JrJr nu r,1erc.e pnragr1.phe, nrJres J.es mots 
11 los difr'crcnds juridiqucs devrn.itJ:1t d 1 uno 
mani~re g6n~r0le ( ob1igntoir~mcnt ) ~tre 
sounis a ln Cour Int.ornntion:::tlc de Justice 11 

la phrase suivnnte : 11 dans 10 c<:ts ou 1 1 une 
des p·,rties ou le Cnnsail do S~curite soutlsn­
drRit qu0 la quc::stion n 1 est :pn.s justiciabJ.e 
d 1un tribunnl, la Cour clle-m~me docidere. de 
sn compctence, 11 

(Doc. 2, G/14 (u) p. 2 ) 

Le p'lragrnpho 6 p:cevoit que les 11 diffcronds 
juridiques devront d 1uno mnni~re g~n~r'1le, ~tr~ 
soun:is n ln Cour Intern"' tir:>n{'le de Justice 11

• 

Nous prGposons la oup :)rt)r sion des mots d 1 11 une 
' ' ' If -m~~iere generale • 

(Doc. 2, G/14 (b) p. 4) 

_UrUi:'\J.0X 

Los dif~·SrE nds justiciA.blcs- d 1 un tribunal. devront 
etr8 portos dev'ln t lR Cour Int <:rn·,tirmnle de 
Justice. Le Conseil de S~curit6.nourra demqndcr 
1 1 'l.ViS C.e b C~mr sur tout0S questions juridiques 
se rTp)C.:i."t·'.nt a d 1 o_utres diffcrcnds. 

Dans le c~s des diff~rJnds aue le CnnRPil d~ 
Socurit~ n2 considcr0rnit p'l.s justicinbleo de lA. 
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Cour ot pour lc r~glem0nt desquels les Pnrties 
n 1 ~nt pao pu tombor d 1nccord, de J.a manicre 
pr.: vue nux dispositions du D'lr'1g:crmhe 3, de la 
s~ction A du ~resent Chnpitre, ce Cons~il dovra 
constituc.'r d 1urge::1ce un tribu;'lal d 1 'lrbitrnge 
pour le roglemcnt du dif:fereni. 

A c.:tte fin, le Conseil de s.2curit2 nur'l le _f)'JUVOir 
de decidc.:r du nombre des nrb3 .. cr;;s, de leur desi~n'l.­
tlon et de 1·3Urs pouvoirs, ains:l. que de ln _9rOc<J­
duro que lo tribunal devrq suivre. 

D::1ns le choix des n.rbitres, il imcJorte do voiller 
a· ce quo P"-:1:' leur n".tion'llito' le~lr 'educ·ction et 
leur cxporience 1 ils offrent tout,-s g·lr'>ntic;s 
de competence ·t d 1 imparti:-1li t2. 

Conficr nu Conseil de Securit~ le soin de vsiller 
~ la mise ~ effet des d~cisions prises par la 
Cour, ..:;n ·l'.Ji donnnnt le droit d 1utiliser a cette 
fin les mo;ens qu 1il iugcra necessaires. 

( D0 c • 2 , G /7 ( d) ( 1) p. 35 ) 

7. Les dispositions des paregr~~hes 1 et 6 de la 
Section A ne devroient pss etre ::1Dplicnb1es c.ux situations 
OU diff~r.:;nds nes de qu"E-Etions ']U-6 le droit intern"tiJnal 
ln.isse a ln. c0mp8tence nationale exclusive de 1 1Etat inte-, 
ross-c. 
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Sup;~rimer lo :91J.r~gro.phe ..;nt ier. 

Doc 2. G/14 (r) p. 8 ) 

Br2sil 

L D _., -' -' 1 a e .Lf')f_:'ltion du Bresil estime que, d.qns es cas 
visSs au p·1rn.graph8 7 de la Secti-on A du Chapi tre 
VIII, 1~ ~0termination des auestions que le droit 
intarnotional laisse ~ la c~m~6tence exclusive 
d 1un Etr,t clevr·-1it etre l3.issee F.. la Cour Permanente 
de Justice Int~rn~tionalo afin dreviter toute 
1 .. , . ' L ntc·r:r:rrot"t.ion tro}l large en cette mati~.e::>. <:~ 
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Delegation propose done d'ajouter a la Section 
A, un pnragraphe 8 qinsi concu : 

11 Si, au cour~ d 1un differend, 1 1une des ];llrti~s 
~.u ~i tige p~'etend que la question contr?versee 
releve uniauemant de sa juridiction nntion~le, 
11 3.p)artiendrn a la C0ur Permnnente de Jue.tioe 
Intarn':!.tionnle de 98 pron?ncer sur ce point, R 

ln demn.nde de 1 1une des pnrties, ou du vonsei1 
Qe Securit~. Si la decision de la Cour est 
rtffirm'l.tive, et que lcs :pnrties n 1nboutissent 
prts ~ un accord par des negodintinns ~iploma­
tiques, le litige sera soumis n ln proc~dure 
de Conciliation. Si cette methqde echoue, 
la queetio~ sara tr:'lncr.ee par vole d 1arbitroge. 11 

( Doc • 2, G/9 (e) p. 10 ) 

Il y nurnit inter6t a ce que, dans chaque cas, 
la decision auant ~ la classification de t~lles 
questions soit sur la demrtnde de 1 1unc des 
pm~ties ou du Co:1seil de Securi te, renvoyee a 
la Cour de Justice Int, rn8tionale. Il est 
entendu que si la decision de la Cour est 
qf:firmntive, le Cons,il de Securite d,wra', en 
cas de b8so1n, prendre lcsmesures n6ccesQires 
pour empecher que la ::.>aix et la securite . 
intGrn~tionnles ne soient mises en danger 
et que si ln Cour decide que le differ~nd ne 
revet pas ce carnctere, le Conseil lo aoumettra 
a la proc8dure prescrite dans la chrtrte pour le 
·Feglement pnciflqv.e ~es differends intern~tionau:x: 

(Doc. 2 G/7 (e) p. ·2 ) 
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Chili 
Les dispositions des paragraphes l et 6 de la Section 
A ne devront pas etre applicables aux situations ou 
differends £o~t_l~s_t~alt~s_e~ yigu~u~ Qe~m~tie~t 
£eja_l~ ~oluii3D, ou a ceux qui ont leur origine,dans 
des questions que le droit international lalsse a 
la competence excl~sive de l'Etat interesse. (Doc. 
2 G/7 ( i) p. 6. ) 
Equateur 
AjZute; au paragraphe 7 la phrase suivante: 11La 
Cour Internationale de Justice, a la demande d'une 
ou toutes les parties impliquees dans le-differend 
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ou du Conseil de Securite, ou de l'Assemblee Generale, 
jugera si le point en litige est d'ordre interna­
tional ou s'il tombe sous la juridiction interieure 
d'une des Parties au differend. 11 (Dec. 2 G/7 (p) p. 42) 

France 
Alin~a 7. - Les dispositions des paragraphes l a 6 
ne devraient pas etre applicables aux situations ou 
differends decoulant de questions qui, en vertu du 
droit international, relevent uniquement de la juri­
diction nationale de l'Etat interesse, ~mains que 
la violation manifeste des libertes essentielles et des 
drZits-d;s-hZ~e; ~e-cZn;tit~e-p~r-ell;_;e;e-~e----

!Q:e!ia~=s~s~e£tib!e=d~ ~o!Q:pio!Q:eitie=l~ £aix:- (D;c. 2, 
G/7 (o) part II p. 3) 
Grece 
AjZuter les mots suivants a 1a rin du paragraphe 7: 
"Il appartiendra a la Cour Permanente de decider, sur 
la demande de l 1 une des parties, si la situation ou 
le differend est ne de questions qui, en vertu du 
droit international, sont de la competence nationale­
exclusive de l'Etat interesse." (Dec. 2 G/14 · (i) p. 3) 

~e~i.9..u~ 
Ajouter la phrase suivante: "En cas de divergence 
£'£Plnlo~s_a_c~ ~ujel,_l~ .9._U~;!i£~-;~;~-~~gl~;_p~r 
la Cour Internationale de Justice.:' (Dec. 2 G/7 (c) 
(i)p-:-12)---:--------- ' 

!O~V~~ 
Supprimer ce paragraphe: (Dec. 2 Gi7 (n) (i) p. 7) 
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Perou 
D1 ajouter ce qui suit PU p0r?~ra~he 7 ~e 1a Section 
A du m~me ch~~itre: "La Cour IntFrn~tionq1e de ~u,tice 
sur lq requ~te de l 1uLe des parties ou sur l 1 initia-
ti vs du Conseil de Securi t8, cteGidera si la quasti0n 
en litige rel~ve de la competence int~rnqtion°l6 ou 
de lP. comoeteace interie-ure_." (Doc. 2 G/14 (u) p.2) 

Tchect"Plrv~~ie 
S 1 il exiRte Cies C!C'utE:s sur.- 111 flu,·stiC'n, ie S".voir 
si l~ differend rel~ve de la como~tPnce de l~ Cour, 
c 1 est lR Oour elle-meme oEi dv,vr~. en decic'lc~r, dons 
une dicl"lrn,tion pr6"l'"ble. (Drc. ·2 G/14 (b) p. 4) 

Turquie 
Le 0roit intsrn"ltion~l positif n 1 -=ty·;ni, P"-i'l epcC~rt;; 
definitivement fix~ les mRti~res ~ui doivent de­
mcurer c'lqns lE 0omqi~. ~e 1~ souv~rninet~ exclusive, 
il S<"-r",i t nSC38SA.ire (l_e trouvar Un8 f'ormule plus 
ex1)lici te ;)O'lr det.:;rr:.iner ·si un c~nfli t est cu ncn 
du-~omaine·r~serv&, surtout dqns le c~s c~ las deux 
p~rties ne 83~Rient pqs d 1 accord sur. cetta qu~sti~n; 
lR Cour de Justice devrqit ~tre com~;tontP p~ur 
conn~itrs ae c~tta question Pt en ~0~ner 1~ srluticn. 
(Doc. 2 G/lL1 (e) p.5) 

Vene?.:uela 
Le soin de d~ciCler si un6 quectinn dcnn~6 r~l~ve 
cu nono.e ln. juridictiC'n L-:terieure a E. 1 1 Et:'l.t ou 
doit qp~prtsnir soit \ ln. Cour soit au Ccnseil, 
selnn lq n~.ture de 1 1 ar':;:'n_ire. (DI"c. '2 G/7 (9.) (l) 
p. 35) 

AuGtr::clie 
Ao:>'PS 1<' J28r,~r;r~.~.o.e _§ dJl 18 "\,'Octior: .:.U.., inserer le, 
nrn1v~~u 1)~rqg~"Dhe ( Rvsc l~s ~odificqtionr 0ui de­
.couler:t c'e c"'-t·ce ll!fH:rtion): · · 
"(7) Bile Con~eil ~e S~curi~: d~cl0re que lq con­
tinuPtion C 1Ur'.B Situ· tiOll Y'cHlQU8 fie IT,ettrE en d<:.Di:;c·l' 

le I,1"'intic:n Cl.e 1"1. p"l1X ,_,·c r"'te l<1. S~curi te intcr'll"tion­
ales, 11 disoossrq 6es m~nes pouvoirs, re1"tivemdnt 
~ cette situ"tion, ou2 ~i ~ll~ "'v"it e~j~ 0Jqn~ li.u 
~ un flii'f'e-r.~nO.. (Doc. 2 ll-/14 (l) p.9) 

Belg-ioue 
'ToiJ:· c i-e essu~ l QC! ',, 9ro:ositions BPlrres rel~tives 
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w paragraJ:,hes E> et 6. (D::>c .. 2 G/lA: (1) p2) 

Bolivie 
Inserer 1e fl"!""lfV<>.iJhe suivqnt i=t 1~ s;J_ite ,du P"''':tgrl'L;>he 1: 
~e Consei1 de Securit6 recommqnderq 1q revision ~es 
tr'1i tes ou des eng,gements inte~iori?u:x-o:C.mt-1~ 
.£c'."·olonr;·ltion consti tuer~ it un~ men<'.ce J.')u:r 1es bonnes 
rel~tions ~ec ~t~ts ou comoromettrait 1 1 hqnaonie inter--- --- --n:_•tion".1e. Au c"~S ou l..§.§_p ·rties ~ 'Jourr'<.if'nt.._3]Z-
river .'1 un n.ccord, 1e Cono:ei1 de SecuT·ite 0eciflere. 
~ :t.-S:::. 1i~u de !.Jrocec,·-T_2 ~!1e _r:evision et vei11cra 
'1. 1 1 apJ1iC".tion C.e ElO rene j)'1CifiOU68 preVUS 2.U i?"'.rP.-
gr...,_[?l18 ~· (Doc.2 G 14 r) p.8) · -

Br~sil 
Voir ci-dessus 1q pro0osition Br~Rilienne rel,.,tive 
'1U v·r~gr?.l:Jhe 7. (Doc. 8 1}/7 (e) p0. 2, 10) 

r<:-cvs-Bns 
.::..n ral<>tion "Vfc 1f.s p r-~g;rlY·hes 1 e t 2 ci-c:tt· f'SUs 1 

12 Section£ davrqit oorter le titre suiv0nt: «~~gle­
ment p~=~cifique ces differ,;nc.s et Dett'rmin'ltion de 
l 1 existence ce men~ces ~ 1n pP.iX OU d 1 actes d 1 ~~r~ssion.« 
(Doc. 2 G/7 (j) (l) p. 4) 

Section A (Reglement ~~cifique des Differenis) Ajouter 
les cleUx nouve.,ux par~r~raphis suiv')nts 9. 1'1 fin o.e 
c.o·tte Section: 
8. "Au c<>.s ou le Conseil Cl_e Securi te decid<Or'l.i t ou 1 un 
differPnd qUi n 1 q PU etre ree01U conformement ala 
procedure prevue qu p'1r'1grq_phe 3 de 1'1 Secti.on A ou 
conformeoent <mx recommR.nc."ttions au' il .qur"..i t :fl'1.i tes 
en vertu des dispositione clu p'l.r<>gr.,:Jhe 5 de 19. 
Section A, mettrrit en dqngtr le mqintien de l~ pnix 
et del~ justice intErn·tion'l.les, il devrnit const~ter 
l 1 existence d 1 un tel dqnger." 
9 II ' ' ' ' • De fq9on gener~le, le Conseil de Securite devrqit 
determiner s 11l y q dqnger pour lq pqix, rupture de 
l<t !)1:1.ix, ou ~.cte d. 1 ngression. 11 (Dec. 2 G/7 (j} (l) 
p. 3-4) 
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IV. 

SUGGESTIONS POUR L'AMEHDEMENT D·AUTRES 
PARTIES DES PROPOSITIONS QUI ONT UN 
RAPPORT AVEC LA TENEUR DU CHAPITRE VIII. 
SECTION A. 

1. CHAPITRE I, BUTS 

{a) Dispositions pertinencos dea Propoaitions de 
Dumbarton Oalcs. 

Les buts de l'Orsanisation devraient etre les suivants: 

1. Maintenir la paix et la s~curit6 internationales; ot 
~ cette fin pren~re des mesures collectives efficaces on vue 
de pr6venir et 6liminer los dangers qui menacant ln paix~ r6-
primer los actes d'agrossion ou nutres atteintos port6os a la 
paix, et pr(parer ou realiser par des moyens pacifiquos le 
rcglOmGnt deS differendS internationaUX qUi r _SqUent d I entrat-. 
ner la rupture de la paix. 

2. Dovelopper los relations amicales entre los Nations 
et prendre toutos autres mesuros propres a consolider la pnix 
du monde. (Doc. 1 , G/1) 

(b) Amendemonts proposes.par les Gouvernemonts 
Invitants. 

l. Mnintenir lo. plliX et lo. securit6 intornntionales; ut 
a COtto fin, prendre dus musuros colloctiV0S officacos on VUO 
de pr,6vonir 0t oliminer los dangers qui mono.cent la paix, re­
primor les actes d'agression ou autros attointos port8s a la 
paix, ot pr6paror au roalisor par des moyons pncifiques, on 
tonnnt dumont cori1pte dos principos de la justicu ~ du dr~t 
intornat~onal, le rog~em8nt des differends intornntionnux qu: 
risquont d'entro.iner la rupture de ln paix. (Doc. 2 G /29 P.l) 

1605 

(c) Amondoments .proposes par d'autres Gouvernements. 

Austrc.lie 
Le paragrapho 2 dovrait etre amende du la fn9on sui-
V"':nto: -

11 2 •. D6velopp.;;r los relations nmice.los outre lC;s 
nations et prendre toutes autres mGSUrGS propr•os n 
consolider la paix du monde ainsi qu'a faire rogner 
la justice et lc droit dans les affnir6s internGtio-
nales." (Doc. 2 G/14 (1) · 

-lS.-
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Bolivie 
~lnint0nir ln paix et ln s0curiGe, sous lo·regne dv 1~ 
justice, dans les relations internationalos; et, ~ 
cutto fin, prendre des m0sures collectives officacc~ 
en VUG de prevenir .et elin,i:ner los dangE:rS qui m.;;no.cent 
ln paix, a:,nsi que p~ur repriwor les acto~ j.'agression 
ou autres attainte:s la p~ix -:-t pour--roalisc:c par 
des-moyuns pacifiques le p ,glemer:t ch;s differ8nds et 
litigus _internntionaux-.- (Doc. 2,GiTI Ti'TP.o}--

Cubr. 
Inserur la phrase "doveloppor la justice dans los 
relatlons untre les Etats ot dans la s6our1te intor­
nc.tionale1', comme un but de l'organ1zation. (Doc. 2, 
G/14 (g) P. 2 ) 

Egyptc 
1-~.joutu'r apros lGs mots 11 Maintenir la paix ot la 
s(curi to intornationalos "{, les mots "conform0mc:mt 
E-YDroit etE: la. iustico.' (Doc. 2, G/7 (q) (1) p. 1) 

Franco 
llii.intonir la paj.x et la s6curi t6 irtt0rnationales 
conformement au droit <::t ~ la justic0.: .(Doc. 2, 
"G/'"'rro) pm:t rf P· 1 ;~ -.. - - - · 

Grocu 
~'\.JoUCut' IJ.L)res· lvS mots 11 f.lc.intonir ] a pG.iX et ~ell. Se-. 
curH.e int~roa.tionales" 'ler; r.1cnc:: 11 en tensnt du.emen.t 
c~n~c~ dvs ·accords contractuels ot des principes 
e:,enoralement · acct~Ptes du drci t 1 de la. just:i.ct, et de 
ln moralito int0rnationalo." ~Doc; 2, G/14 (i) p. 1) 

Iran 
Rediger 10 paragro.pho 1 dv la fa9on sui vante: . 
1. "J.luintunir la paix et lc. s8cur_ to internc.tionales 
sur l~s.bn~vs du droit, du ln justice ot des principes 
do droit inturilat1ona1. .. "(Doc. 2, G/14 (ni) p. l) · 

Mexlquo 
h;S buts do l I Organisation dc.vraiGnt 6tre los suivants: 
1. Muint0nir ln. paix,. et la securite intern.'1tionnles, 
duns un ::;ystome du Droit, do Jus·t;ico ct d 'Equi t6, 
0t a cetto f'in ... "(Doc. 2, G/J7 (c) (l) p. 4) 

Pnn.::!mu 
Los buts dv l'Orgnnisation devraiont etre lcs suivc.nto: 
1. Muintm1ir la pnix ut ln. s6curit6 internutionnles 
confor'momcmt nux princlpes fondament.s.ux du droit 
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lntGrnr::.tional; mt.dntenir et obsurvor l&s princ_;_pus 
formulcs dnns ln declaration d.os Droi ts ot d0s D~voirs 
des Nations ot dans la peclcrati.on dcs_Droits Ess'-'n­
tiels de l'Homm0, joints n la prosento Charte dont lls 
.const_tuent une partie ,integrantv. (Doc. 2, G/7 (g) 
(2) .P• 1) 

Po.ys-Bas 
A. (nu cas ou B ne sornit pas ~dopte) 

.1\u Chapitre I, _;;;nragrnphe 1, npr0s los mots "Malntenir 
la pnix r:;t la ::;ecurite intornation~los", ins~ror: 
"conformemont aux principos 6leraer!tairus-de mor.'J.li t6 
et du _iustice ot vn tenant dwnent compte du droit 
international"; 

B (au cas ou A he sernit pns adopte) 
Ins6ror dans co Chapitre, ou n sa suite, une d6clara­
tion qui 6tnblisse les droits 0t les wbllgations fon­
damentalos des Et~ts. (Doc. 2, G/7 (j) (1) p. 1) 

Turqulo 
Ins6ror dans 1e parag~aphv 1, ~ la suite dos mots: 
1a s8curite internationalv" 

1 
l0s mots "coi1t'orm6ment 

c.u droit et a la justice. II '~Doc. 2, G/14 (e) (l) p. 1) 

Union Sud-~fricaino 
Ai'in que los nations puisseht collaboror au maintien 
do la paix ot do 1a s6curitc intornationalus 
Par 1' adoption de prlncipos et 1' in3ti tut:i..on do m0tho­
d.es qu~ pvrml:lttront d' evi t0r· nvec certi tudo lo recours 
a lD. forcu a.c:neo saui' dans les cas ou ollu soro.i t 
employee dans 1' inturDt general. 
Par- dos dispositions pormettant de regler tous 1Bs 
cont'lits qui monacent la pn~x ct la sccurite intor­
nationq.los. (Doc. 2, G/14 (d)·(l) p. J:) 

Uruguty . . 
~s 1uts de l'Organieation soront los suivnnts: 
M-~lntonir la paix, lc securi te ot· la justice .intor­
natioliales". Inseror r, aprts le mot "pa.cii'ique." ·1es 
mots 11 et 6quit.::i.b1es. '' 
Substi tuer, dans le pcragro.p~o 2, les mots "~. assuror" 
au mot "consolide".; ot a.jo;uter, c la fin c1u pc.ragraphe, 
los mots :"1e l'c~ne d0 1a moral& et du dro:it. 11 (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (a) (1) p. 1) · 

Venvzu01a 
Parm.:l les buts 6num6r0s nu ohupitro. t,ujoute:r "le 
ceveloppement I CQ, la Justice :et d',e 1.0, bonne foi dans · 
los relations'·intornationc.les~" (Doc. 2, G/7 (d) (1) 
p. 34) 



2. ~pitre II, Principes 

(a) Dispositions pertinentes des Propositions 
de Dumbnrton Oaks 

3. Tous le s membres de 1' Organisation regleront leurs-, 
differends par des moyens pacifiques, de telle mani€lre que. 
la p91X et la securite internationales ne scient pas mises 
en danger (Doc. 1, G/1, p.2) 

(b) AmendementiS propose's par les Gouvernemehts 
Invitant~5 

·Nouvel alinea a ajouter apres 1 1al1nea 6 pour remplac-er 
1 1al1nea 7 du Chapitra VIII, Section A, qui serait ra.ye: 

1605 

(c) l\.mendomentB propoo6s par d 1autres Gouverne­
ments 

Bolivie . 
I•!odifier comme Bul't .1e texte du pa,rngrappe 3: 
3.- Les memo:res de 1 1 Orga<l1sation seront obliges 
de regler leurs diff'eronds par des moyens pnci­
fiques, de telle mani~re que la paix, la seburite 
£1 la U:!stice internationales ne scient p.2s misG!s 
en d::1.nger. (Doc. 2, G/14 (n) p.6) · 

Colombie 
Les membres de J.'Organisation devraient accepter: 
VIII. De renonoer -~ 1 1 emploi de la force, comma 
mbyen de regler les diffc$ronds en~re etats, et'de 
decl.2rer que laguerre d 1agression,constitue un 
cr.ime en droit international qui engage non seule· 
me'nt la re sponsabili te de 1 1 eta t agresseur mEtiS ·, 
aussi la responsabilite personnelle des chefs 9011-
·tiques et mi)..itaires de cet etat. (Doc. 2, G/14 
(s) p.2) 

Eguateur · • . . 
Il serait souhait'J.ble de constater que: "L' obliga ... 
tion incombent n taus lea Etats d 1etnployer des 
moyens pacifiqucs pour resoudre leura d.ifferenda 
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internationnux, quelle que soit la ntit~ra da 
ces ,dern1ers. 11 {Doc, 2, G/7 (p) p,28) 

Tchecoolovaou1e 
Il semble au Gouvernement tchecoslovaque que ces 
principes doivent RU moins co~prendre, outre ceux 
qui sont d~j~ mentionnees au Chapitre r·et II des 
Propositions, le respe-ct du droit international et des 
des obligations creees par los tra.itcs, en mgme 
temps que 1<: respect de 1 1 integri te territo:riale, 
et de· 1 11nde,Pendance politique des Etats mem'l:!>res, 
(Doc. 2 1 G/14 (b) p. 2) 

Uruguay . 
Les meobres de 1 1 0rg~nisation s'enga.gent: 
§ respecter lea r~gles fondamontales du droit in­
ternational et des droits essentials de l 1 hoMrne 
~tablies et garanties par toutes les nations. 
(Doc, 2, ~/7 (a}( 1) . p, 2) .-



3. C'-f.API'!'HE y_, ASS~r.IBLSE GSNSF.ALE 
SECTION ~~ FONCTIONS ET POTJVOIRS 

239 

(a) Di?..Q()Si tions pertinent~es des Prouosi tions de Dumbarton Oaks. 

1. L 1 Assembl~e G~n~rale devrait avoir le droit de 
:prendre en consid~ration lea princi'Pes genera';uc de 9ooperation 
ayant trait au maintien de la paix 11t de la secu:r:-ite interna­
tion!}les, y compris les principes regissant le desarmement et 
la reglementation des armements; de discute,r tou~es questions 
relatives au maintien de la paix et de la securite interna­
tional.es qui lui -seraient soumises par un ou plusieurs membres 
de 1 10rganisation ou par le Conseil-de Securi~e et de faire 
des recommandations sur ces principes ou questions. Toutes 
questions de ce genre, qui entra£neraient ur;e act;on q'uelcon­
que, d.~vra;eryt etre sotUilises au, Corysei~ de Securi te par 1 ~As­
semblee Generale avant ou apres deliberation. L1Assemblee 
Generale ne devrai t, de sa. propre initiative, faire aucune 
recommandation sur une question, quelle ,qu 1 el~e soit, ayant 
trait au maintien de la paix et de la. securite internationales, 
lorsque le Conseil de Securi te s; occu:o.e de cette question. 
(Doc. 1, G/1 pp. 3-4.) 

(b) Amendements nroposes p~ g_r·autres gouvernements 

Australia 
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Le param;anhe 1 de,la Section.~ (Fonctions et Pou:voirs) 
devrait etre amende de la fa9on suivante: (avec les chan­
gements entrai.nes par cette modifi.ca.tion) 

11 (1) L1Assemblee Generale neut examiner tout.e· 
question affectant les relations.internationales (y 
c9mpris lea '!)rincipes r~gissant le d~sarmeme(l:t;.et.la 
reglem~ntation des armements), et presenter ace su­
jet toute recommandation qu 1 e~le ju~e utile. Toute­
fois, lprsque le Consei~ de.Securite exerce, relati­
vement a un conflit ou a une situa~io~ quelconque:, 
les fonctions qui lui sont ,attribuees :oar le Chapi­
tre VIII, 1 1Assemblee G~nerale ne formulera aucune 
recom!Pancl:atipn concernant ce oonfli ~ · ou cette· si tua­
tion:,a mdilJS qu 1 elle n! y .sol t 1nvi tee par le Conseil 
de Securite. 

, 
11 (2) Lore que le Conseil de Secur1 te "c.omm·ence 

a exercor sea fonctions reiativement a un conflit 
OU a Ul)e Si tuatlon quelconqu~ _, de Il)~ffif1 que lorsqu 1 11 
a cease de le f_aire, le Secretaire ·General en infor-

.-24-
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Chili 

me immediatement l 1Assemblee ~ar l 1 intermediaire 
de son President. Le President de 11Assemblee aene­
rale pe~t• a up moment quelconque, i9v1ter le Secre­
taire General a faire rapport sur 1 1etat d 1un con­
flit queloonque ou sur le devel9pueme9t d'une s1tua­
ti9n q~e~oonque au Consetl de Securi~e. 81 l'Assem­
blee Generale,,statuant a la ~ajorite des trois- , 
quarts,,e~ apre~ avoir examine le rap~ort du S~cre-· 
t~ire Gen~ral, emet l 1 avis que le Coneeil de Sec~r1-
te a cease d 1 efercer s~s fonctions relativement a 
pe conflit ou a cette situation, elle peut formuler 
a leur sujet toute recommandation qu'eile juge utile." 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (l) pp.2-3. 

l~ t 1Assemblee,Generale devrait avoir,l~ droit 
de prengre en consideration lee principes generaux 
de coop~ratio9 ayant trait au maintien de la paix et 
de la s~curite 1nterqat1onales, y comp~is lee prin­
oipes regissant le desarmement et la reglementation 
des ~rmements sn vue,£& rendre effectifs ~ ~ ~ 
~ princines -enumeres -~ Chan!tres I £1 II; de dis­
outer toutes qu~st!on9 relatives au maintien de la 
paix et de la securite 1nternationales qui lui se­
ra1ent soumises par un ou plus~eu~s mem9res de l 1 0r­
gan1sat1on ou par le,Conseil de Seourite et de faire 
des reoommandatione.a oe eujet. ~Toutes questions de 
ce genre, qui entra!neraient une· action quelconque, 
qevra1ent·,etri1 ~oum1see au Coriseif de Securite par 
1 1Assemble,e Generale avant ou apres dis9ussipn, maie 
l'tP§~mflee deVt§it,~ ~rononoer· sans dela1 ~ ~ ~­
.J.!U. L Assemblee Gen.erale ne dev~a.i t, de sa propre 
initiative, faire aucune reoommandation sur une 
question quelle qu 1elle s91t, a¥ant trait au·main­
tien de ia paix et de la· eeourite internationales, 
lorsque le Conseil de Seourite s 1 oooupe de cette 
question; t9utefg1g ~ retiendra ~droit a'~­
primer A2n avig,. lorsgue l& Conseil aura termine ~ 
travaux, · (Lee deux premieres ~hrasee sont 1nterca~ 
lees,· la derniere est·ajoutee.) (Doc, 2, G/7 (1) 
:op, 3-4! V6.1r auae3.Doo,·G/7 (i) (l) pp.5-9) 

~ ' .. .. () paragraphe ~ ineerer ~:ores le· :oaragraphe 6, Section B 
Chan! tre V : · 

So~~ r~serve dee disposition~ du,p~ragraphe 1 
de la presente Section, 1 1Assemblee Generale aura 
'le pouvoir de reoommander·des mesures pour le re­
glement pacifique de toute situation, qu~lle qu 1 en 
ani t 1' nl"iP';n.,, nu1 n(')Ul""fl.i t mPtt,.P. P.n T)P.,.11 . lfl 
bien-etre general ou .lea relations amioales en~re 
lee nati,ons, y oompr1e oelles qui pourraient r,esul­
ter d'une v1ol'8.tion ties buts et des prino1pes pro-
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---------------------- ~ 

; 
clamee dans la Charte. (Doc. 2, G/14 (q) p.l) 

Commonwealth des 
Ph1lip1')ines -- , 
Suuurirner la derniere phrase du paragraphe 1. (Doc. 2, 
G/i4 (k) p.2) 

Eta.ts-Unis , 
Merne texte· que celui qui figure ci-dessus, propose par 
la Chine. (Doc. 2, G/14 (v), p.l) 

, ' Alined I.- Remplacer la derniere phrase ~1ns1 con9ue: 

Iran 

11 L 1 Assemblee r.tt3nerale ne devrai t sur sa uropre 
~n1t1at1ve, faire aucune recommandat1on relativement 
a toute qu~stion;ayant trait au maintien de la paix 
et de la eecurite internationales dont le Conseil de 
Securite se preoccupe" par : 

II , , , 
1'Assemblee Generale uourra, tou,lours appeler 

l'attention du Conseil de Securite sur les situa­
tions cauables de mettreen danger la paix. 11 (Doc. 2, 
G/7 {o) p.2) - - -

RemOlacer le dernier alinea du paragraphe 1 par 1 1ulinea 
suivant : 

11 L1Assemblee Generale pourra toujours attirer 
l 1attention du Conseil sur un differend ou toutes 
aituat1ons,ce.pabl~s de mettre en danger la paix et 
fixer un de1ai adequat durant lequel le Con~~~1 de­
vra ae pro~oncer sur 1a question,qui lui a ete sou­
mise. Si a 1 1 exnirat1on de ce delai le Conseil ne 
parvient pas a se prononcer 1 1Assemb1ee pourra s 1 en 
sa1s1r et donner 1a suite qu 1 el1e comporte." (Doc.2, 
G/14 (m) p.2.) · 

Liberia 
En ce qui concerne le Chapitre V, Section B, sous-section 
1, le gouvernement du Lib~ria reoommande que les mots : 
"ne devrait, de sa pro:pre initiative faire a4cune reoom­
m~ndation" de la derniere phrase so-ient t11.1minE!s et .r.e:''1pl"~.• 
ces par lea mots, "nourrait fa1re toute recommandation 
utile". (Doc. 2, G/14 (a) p.l.) 

.Mexigu~ 

~· L1Assemblee sera comuetente pou~ trai~er de 
toute question affectant la naix et la securite 1n­
.te~nat1onales. Elle aura en .. particulier 1e droit 
d'etudi~r lee ~r1nc1pes generaux de copper~tion, re-
1at1fs a ces questions, y compr1s la regle~entation 
des armaments; d' examiner tout. pr1nc1pe _regissant 
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l~ nesar:nement' la question d.es trni tes qui se re­
velent inaD<)licnbles et toc1te situation internatio­
nc:..le d.evenue ineouit&ble; 0e discuter toutes que8tions 
relatives au maidtien de la paix et de la securite 
internationales qui lui seraient soumises par un ou 
~lusieurs,membr~s de 1 10rganisaticn ou par le Con­
sell de Securite et de faire des recommandations aux 
Gouvernements et au Conseil de Securite sur ces prin­
cipes ou questions. ~oute question de ce genre, qui 
entra~nerait,une agtion quelconqu~, s~r~ s9umise au 
Conse1l de Securite -oar 1 1Assemblee GPnera~e avant 
ou aDres deliberation. L 1Assemblee Generale aura 
ne.anmoins le droit cle Dreserlter des recommandations 
@]~~0]~~00fi3~~fif~~~~~~~~}f 
de demander aux Membres du C0nseil de compara1tre 
~~~}D~~~~~~~~~~~€~C~~~~~~~ 
~~®~~~~~®~~~w~u~~~@tl~Y~~~~ 
~0~w~~®~~w~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
renee. Sauf dans le cas d'affaires considerees comme 
~~~~~c~~ij0~i~i~fi~}~~0fi:~@:-
semblee Generale a la reauete de la moitie plus un 
~~~~~i~J~~~~~~~~~~~~J~fi]~~ 
~®~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
~~J~U~~~~®~~~tl®~~~~~0~~~~~ 
~1.& _s:s_j; _aP,J?:c9lJ:YE'.:§._...Pt:g' J-Elll _j;~:iJ;-0\!flr_j;s_ Ci§~ de:J:Jl-:... 
gE>:\ij. o_.t1s_ p_r U3 e~ it§ fL E1._ l_! A_s! S...fJI!'jl ].§ EL (Doc . 2 , G J7 ( c ) 
(l) p.7.) 

Nouvalle-Zelande 
Pai_te 3, ligne 22, Inserer apres le rnot 11 "9ouvolrs 11 le pa ... 
ragraohe suivant : 

11 o 1. L 1 Assemblee Generale aura le droit d 1 exa­
miner toutes les questions relevant du domaine des 
relations internationales. 11 

Pe.ge ~ '· ligne 2'2, 

Page· 4, ligne 8, 

Inserer au c'l.ebut du :;:>aragra"?he l les 
"E t• l. II ~otes n par 1cu 1er . 

Sur.m,...imer les mots 11 L 1a-ssemblee Generale 
ne devrait, de sa Dropre initiative, 
faire aucune recommand.ation sur une 
question, quelle qu 1 elle soit, ayant 
trait au maintien de la uaix et de la 
securite internationales~ lorsque le 
Conseil de Securite s'occupe de cette 
question. 11 (Doc. 2, G/14 ·-(f) p.2.) 

Royaume-Uni , 
Eeme texte/ qui figure ci-dessus, "9ropose par la Chine. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (n), o.2.) 

-2?-
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Uruguay 
1& Chap1tre y, Section li, Paragraphe 1, devra etre conou 
comme ~ : 

L'Assemblee Generale aura le droit de ~rendre 
en considerution et de formuler, sur 1 11nitlat1ve de 
l 1un,qu'elc9nque de ses membres ou de ceux du Conseil 
de Securite, des recommandations concernant : 

{a) Les principes generaux de coopera~ion p9ur 
le maintien de la pa1x et de la securite 
internationales; 

(b) Les questions se rapportant au ma1nt1en de 
la ?a1x et de ~a securite internati~nales, 
tout partic~lierement dans le cas,ou ~e§ 
actes sont a 1 1 encontre des buts enumeres 
au Chap+tre 1 du Statut. 

(c) Lea amendements a 1ncorporer dans le ·Statut 
de l'Organ1sat1on. 

T·oute question qui entrainerai t une action quel­
conque,doit etr~ eoum;se ~ar 1 1Assemblee G~ner~le , 
au Conse11 de Secur1te so1t avant soit aores delibe­
ration, L'Assemblee Generale, retenant son droit 
d'examen, ne devra, de sa propre initiative, faire 
aucune recommandation sur une question ayant trait 
au maint1en de 1a paix et de la securite internatio­
nales, lorsque le bonseil de Securit~ s 1 occuoe de 
cette question. (Doc. 2, G/7 (a) (1} pp.4-5.) 

-28-
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4 - CHAPITRE VI - SECTION B, LE CONSEIL'l:JE SECURITE 

PRINCIPAT.JX POUVOIRSET F01·f'C1I(Si\TS --

(a) Dispositions pertinentes des Propositions~ Durobarton·~ 

1. Afin de uermettre a 1 1 0rgania~t1on d 1 agir urompte­
ment et efficacement• les membres de 1 1 0~gan1s~tion devraient, 
dans ~a Charte, conferer au Conseil de Securite la responsa­
bilite ess~ntielte en ce qui concerne le maintien de la paix 
et de la securite internationales, et convenir que, dans 
1 1 exercice des fonctions lui incombant de ·~e fa1 t, le Conseil 
agit en leur nom. 

, 2. En rem~lissant,ces fonctiona, le C~nseil de Se-
curite devrait agir conformement aux buts et pri~i~es de 
1 1 0rganisation, 

, , 
, 3. Lea pouvoirs propres accordes au Consel1 de Se-

curit~ en vue de lui permettre de remnlir ces foncti~ns sont 
exuoses au Chapitre VIII. 

4. Tous lee membres de 1 10rganisation devra1ent s 1 en­
ga~er a acceryter lea decisions du Conseil de Securit~ eta les 
executer conformement aux disnositions de la Charte, (Doc. 1, 
G.l, pp.?-8.) 

(b) Amendementa proposes par s'autres go~vernements 

1605 

Chili 
Inserer a la suite du naragraphe 1 : 

Cette resuonsab1lite incamberait au Conse11 
tant que 1 1Assembiee ne sera pas en eeasion. 
(Phrase ajoutee)• 

, . , 
·Il est egalement uropose que: 

, ,Lea decisions gu Cons911 qui tendent ~ 1mpo!jer, 
a l 1 egard des ces aetermines, des obligat1ops spe­
cif1ques nux membres de 1'9rgan1sation, ou a cer­
tains d 1 entr~ eux exigent )galement l 1 a~probat1on 
de 1 1Assemblee, la majorite devant comprendre; ou­
tre les vo1x des Etats membres du Conseil, lea vo1x 
d 1 autres Etats• jusqu 1a concurre9ce des deux-tiers 
des membres presents a 1' Assemblee. (Nouveau para­
graphe), (Doc, 2, G/7 (i) ~.5,) 



ESJEat~ 
Ajouter le para~raphe suivant : 

4 , • 

"Dans l 1acc9mpliss6ment des tnch~s r2sultan~ du 
fait Qulil est. rPsoonsable du maintien de la oaix et . , , ... ,. ; 

de la securite internationales, le Conseil de Secu-, , ' rite ne creera oas de nouveaux ~rincipes ou regles 
de droit, ni ne modifiera ceux qui existent ma~s 
observera et aooliquera les nrincipes et les regles 
du droit existant." (Doc. 2~ G/7 (p), p.37.) 

Liberia 
Remnlacer le point final (.)par un point-virgule (;) et, 
ajouter les mots suivants: "pourv~, toutefois, que ces dd­
cisions puissent faire l 1 objet d 1un nouvel examen de l 1As­
semblee Generale". (Doc. '2, G/14 (a) p.2.) 

M£~iqu~ , 
Ajouter les· mots su.iv.:-mts n. la fin du paragraphe : "toute­
fois, dans ;e cas de qt:.estions q~l niappelleraient pa~ des 
mesures i~mediates, ils auront le dr9it d'en apryeler a 
1' Assemblee &vee les restrictions prevues au paragrc;>-:?he 1 
<le la Section B du Chapitre V. (Doc. 2, G/7 (c) {1) P'?· 
10-11.) 

Norvege 
Ajouter le paragraphe suivant : (No 6) 

Le Conseil de S~curit~ a les nouvoirs n~cessaires 
pour assur~r par les moyens,aopr9pries l 1 execution 
de 'toute decision de caractere defini tif orise au cours 
d'un conf1it entre Etats, soit par la Cour permanente 
de Justice internationale, soi t 1')a·!' tout autre tribu­
nal dont la comoetence en la matiere a ete reconnue 
par les Etats uarties au differend. (Doc. 2, G/7 
(n) (1) p.5.) -

CH.APITRE VI., CONSEIL DE SECU?I;I'E, 
SSCTION Q, VOTE 

(a) Disnositions oertinentes des Pronositions de Dumbarton ~· 
., ' , , 

3. Les decisions du Conseil de Securit~ sur toutes 
lea autres questions devraient etre prises a la majorite dEJ 
sept voix c.ont celles ,dee membres ,permanents, sous cette re­
serve que, pour les,·decisions visees au Chapi tre VIII, Section 
A, et dans la deuxieme,phrase dy paragraphe I du Cha~itre VIII, 
Section CJ, une nar tie a un differ end devrai t s 1 abstenir de vot'er. 
(Doc, 1, G/1 pp.S-9) 
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(b) Amem';_er·"ents 1Jro-ooses 'Jar d 1 eutY.'es gouvernements 

1605 

CanneL:~ . 
T 0' 1 ,. .!....~8 ~JremJ.eres ignes du -oara,sra')~ce 0 devraient etre amen-
dads de l~ fa9on suivante: 

"Lee d~cisions du Conseil de S~curit~ sur tou-
' tes les autres questions seront -:rises a une mcj0-

ri te rc_n;res.entant e.u mains J.es deux tiers c'te taus 
les ne~bres du Conseil de S~curite et compranant lee 
voix des nc:r1bres permanents;" (Doc. 2, G/i4 (t) p,2,) 
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Commonwealth des Philippines _ 
~~§ :0...€.9l:J?ions qu C_on_se.il dJJ ~~Q.1!!'~ t.e s~_r t;out..?s 
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Cuba 

leJl au:t_re..fl Q.lHHt:t:t9ns d.?Y;r"f!~ent ~;re :P.r~l?~s a 1~ r!etjori t~ 
des membres per~anen~s et a la ~ajorite des meobres non 
permanents, votant .separement sous cette reserve que 
pour les decisions visees &u Chapitre VIII, Section A, 
et dans la deuxieme partie du paragraP.he 1 du Chapitre 
VIII, Section C, une partie a un differend devrait 
s 1 abstehir de voter. (Doc. 2, G/14 (k) p. 4) 

Les paragraphes 2 et 3 de la Section C du Chapitre VI des 
statuts de la nouvelle Organisction Internationale seront 
rediges de la f~90n suivante: 

2. Les decisions du Conseil devraient etre prises 
A ln majorite des deux-tiers de ses neobres,_sauf pour 
les questions de procedure ou ln mo.jori_te simple ser~it 
suffisante. Dnr.s les ens douteux, le Conseil decidernit 
pnr une o~jorite des de;lx-tiers si ltt question a t:-nncher 
est ou non une question de procedure. 

3. Pour les questions concernant le maintien de la 
paix et de ln securite internationo.les qui sont visees 
au Chapitre VIII~ les decisions devrnient etre prises a 
la majorite des deux-tiers des se~t Etats.~entionnes a 
1 1alinea a) du po.ragraphe 1 ds la Section A du Chapitre 
VI et a la mr:jorite des deux-tiers des autres meobres du 
Conseil. (Doc. 2, G/14 (£)(1) p. 5) 

El Salvador 
hpres le pcragraphe 3, ajouter un pnragrv.phe 4 ainsi con9u: 

4. ~ Dans les questions qui ne sont pas des questio~s 
de procedure, si le vote nffirMntif de s~pt oembres ~u 
Const)il de Securi te ou plus, conprend les voix c't' une 
majorite rw.is non de 1 1 unnninite des nembres -oerorcnents 
du Conseil, le Conseil de Securite renverra 1~ question 
pour decision finnle, a l 1.8.SS8!Jblee, et O.§) .. ra ensu:. t;e 
conformement n cette decision de l 1Assemblee qui devro. 
&tre prise n la majorite des deux-tiers des mambres de 
l.'Assemblee. (Doc 2, G/14 (j) p. 1) 

France 

1605 

~ l. ~ Pour maintenir ~?..t :t:"etablir :l,P.. p_a.ix et ~a.. 
~.e.cur;ite i_nterpationc,J,.e&, l~ C.onE!~il q~ SecvritSJ 
proc~fle:rt>, scJ.on 1::'? Q_t:,s, pf.r ~rQJ,fi. c:_s "r.S'.901"'l_...,c.n!':(,t;1Qns'1 

C?~ :P!Lr v_o_i ~ de "cleqi (31 ons" . :{..>!2 !3 11 :r:e_c QTTlill.t. ;od.a:t :l,pnf:! 11 

">;'.J. 
-~..~,_,.. 



248 

16()5 

serQ_nt Drises _9, 1n m.njorit3 ( S"'dlJ?_ illl~~j.fic2tign 
des 2/3 des n,eL1b!'t:S du Cons2il. Les decisions 
§erQ_n_!;_ Drises Q 1a maJorite au2_:\,__ifiee ( C:)Ero~·enant 
1_ 1unnnir:J.ite des uer!,brcs r> rr:J.anents)des Z,Q. 

( Doc. 2, G/7 (0) IIeme pnrtie, p.2,3 

R~dig~r cette section comme suit 

2. 11 Les decisions du Uonsei1 de s£curite sur 
toutes les au~stions s~ront prises ~ 1a mqjorit~ 
de 9 V0iX SOUS c~tte reserve que, pour les deci­
sions visees o.u Chapi tre VIII, Section A, et d~ms 
la. deuxierae phrase du p"l.r,.,gr,.,phe I, du Chnpit:c'e 
VIII, Section C, une partie ~ un differend devrait 
s 1abstenir de voter 11 • 

( Doc. 2, G/14 (m) p. 2 ) 

Norvege 

Substituer le mot 11 huit ..• 11 rm mot 11 sept 11 dans 
1e pnragr·•-he 3. 

( Doc. 2, G/14 (n) (1) p. 5 ) 

Remp1ac8r 1e pnrngraphe 3 pur le texte suiv~n~ : 

11 Les decisions du Consei1 de .s.&curit6 reL1tives 
8. toutt:s les O.UtreB questions d.evrsnt etre 
prises a b. r.::o.jorite des voix, com;_)rennnt l 1unnn;­
nite des voix des r.;ambres uermanents et la moitie 
ou -: au cas ou le nombre des r1,enbres nnn. ucrr:.anen.t s 
ayant 1e droit de vote sernit im9nir- la~mnjorite 
des voix des mer:1bres non•permanents, s0us cette 
reserve que, pour les decisions visees 'lU Chapitre 
8, s~ctirm A et drcns la 2e phr9-se ou pnr.-=tgr:'_phe 1 
r1.u chqpit re VIII, ~ection C, un8 prcrtie A. un diff8-
rend devrg_ s 10bstenir de voter 11 • 

( DI')J. 2, G/7 (j) ,1) p. 3 ) 



CB:APITRE VII 

COUR INTERNATIONALE DE ~JSTICE 

(a) Dispositions pertinentes des Propositions 
de Dumbarton Ouks. 

1. Il devrait exister une Cour Internationals de Justice, 
qui formerait l 1 organe judiciaire prineipal de l'Organisation. 

2. La Cour devrai t '8tro consti tuee et de.vrai t fonctionner 
conformement a un Statut qui devrait ~tre annexa a la Charte 
do l'Organisation et en faire partie. (doc.l, ~/1, p.lO) 

1605 

(b) Amendements Proposes par d'autres Gouvernements. 

Australia 
Le paragraphe :!:, dovrai t '8tre amende ainsi qu' i·l suit: 
~4) Tous les membres des Nations Unies seront ipso 
facto parties au statut de la Cour de Justice Inter­
nationale et reconnattront commo obligatoiro, entre 
cux, et sans accord_ sp6cial a cet effot, la juridic­
tion de la Cour en matiere de differends juridiques 
specifies dans le statut ot sous reserve des termes 
et conditions qui y sent inscrits. (Doc.2 1 G/14 (1) 
p.ll) 

Bolivie 
Les ju~ements de cette Cour auront un caractere 
Ol5Tiga·coire etaefinitif pour tous lOs litiges de 
caractero juridique tui n'ont pu ctre-regles de-­
maniere pacifique. ~ Etats qui~opposeraient ~ 
1 1ex8cution de tels jugements seront d6clares Etats 
agressours. ~~, G/14 (r), p.7) 

Commonwealth des Philippines 
La Cour devrarr-~tre constituee et devrait fonction­
ner conformement a un Statut qui devrait '8tre annexa 
a la Charte de l'Organisation et en taire partie; ~ 
condition, toutefois fie les decisions de la Cour 
alent ~ caractore ob gatofro. (Doc.2,1rr~ ~p.4) 

Iran 
tai[elegation iranienno se prononce pour la compe­
tence ~bligatoire de la Cour Internationale de Justice 
dans les termes proposes par le Comite de Juristes 
des Nations Unies reuni a Washington, D.C. (Doc.2, 
G/14 {m), p.3) 
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CHAPITRE VIII 

ARRANGEMENTS POUR LE MAINTIEN DE LA PAIX ET DE 
LA SECURITE INTERNATIONALES, Y COMPRIS LA PRE­
VENTION ET LA REPRESSION DE L1 AGRESSION 

Section B: 
DETERMINATION DE L1EXISTENCE DE MENACES A LA 
PAIX OU D'ACTEs-DiAGRESSION ET'!~SURES ~--
PRENDRE & CE SU~TET. - -

(n.) Dispositions pertinentes des Propositions 
de Dumbarton Oaks 

1. Au ens eu un C!ifft!rend ne serait p,as rt!solu, con­
formt!rnent e.ux proct!dures indiqut!es dans le pr.regr~>.phe 3 de la 
Section A, ou conformt!ment aux recornmanr.ations faites selon 
le paragraphe 5 ne la Section A par le Conseil de Securitt!, 
celui-ci, s 1 11 juge.que la situation ainsi crt!ee presente 
un danger pour le maintien de ln paix et ne la securite in~ 
tern~tionales, devrait prendre toutes mesures necessaires a 
ce rnaintien, en conformite &.vee lee buts et principes c'l.e 
1 1 Orga.nise.tion. 

2. D1 une mani~re generale, le Conseil de St!curitt! 
devrait determiner s 1 11 y a danger pour la paix, rupture de 
la paix, ou acte d 1agression, et devrait faire des recom­
mande.tions ou c.ac ider des me sure a a prenclre en vue Cl.e 

· maintenir ou de retablir la paix et la.securite. (Doc. 1, 
G/1, p. 12-13) 

(b) Anendernents Proposes par lee Gouvernenents 
Invitants 

RemplA.cer, <'!Jms paragraphe 1, les mote 11 1e peragraphe 
5 11 par les mots "lee paragraphes 4 ou 5. 11 

Ajouter, a.u pPragra.phe 2·, ~ la suite du mot_ 11 mesures 11 , 

lee mots suivanta 11 st1pulees r:J.ux alineae 3 et 4 de la 
presente eeotion. 11 (Doc. 2, G/29, .P•4) 

Insdrer l 1 a11n~a suivant entre l~s a11neas 2 et 3: 

Avant de fa1re lee recornmanaotiona ou ne dec+eer dee 
mesures b prendre en-vue r.e ma1nten1r ou~e-retablir 1~ 
PDix et Ia sE?our1tec'Oi1?ormement aux nTSpos1t1ons ci.e -
IT;i.Iineo. k le Conseil ~-e st?cur1tEfPeut inviter lespart1ee 
lntE?reaseee a-ae conforMir aux meeuree prov1so1res-gu 111 
eetime ·~tre n~SSP1res £Y d?Sirnbles ~ ~ nlemp~cher 
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m a.ggr~vntion cte la situation. Ces rnesures provisoires 
!!£ porteront ptls r'?Tur.ice aux c'l.roits, demrmr_es ~ !.!:: la 
positioti des pRrties int reiS?es. Au~ o~ 1es Et~ts 
n 1appliaueraient pns ~ mesures orovisoires le Conseil ne 
SE!curi ti? ,tienc'tra cl0.Ment COmpte cte ~ c'l_Effaillr.nce • 
(Doc. 2~ G/29, f,4-5) 

(c) Arnendements Propos~s par d 1autres Gouvernements 

Australie 
Le paragrRphe 1 c'l.evra1 t ~tre anen~"e conme suit: 
"(1) 51 le Conseil consid~re que 1 1echec de ln 
tentative ~e reglcr un rifferend pnr las pro­
cenureA prevue3 au p"'r.<1graphe 3 de la Section A 
ou pRr·les recoMmR.nrA.tions qu 1 i1 a formulees en 
vertu du pn.rngraphe 5 c'te lA. Section A, constitue 
une menace au maintien <'te la paix et 0e 1a 
S6cur1te 1nternationa1es, i1 fixern, conforme-
rnent nux objectifs et ~ux principes des Nation~ 
Unies, ~e justes con~it1ons pour le r~glement fu 
differenct et prtlnr'tra t·outes lea nesures n0cessaires 
pour executer ce r~gleMent et maintenir la pnix et 
la secur1te internetioneles." 

25, Apr~s ~ per~graphe g de 1a Section ~~ 
inserer le nouveau p:'lragra.Plie c i-a.pr~ s: 

"(3) 51 une situ!'l.tion exigoeant des mesures pre­
ventives ou coerc1t1ves relevant d.u par·A.graphe 1 
et QU paragrnphe 2 Oi-deSSUS R et~ provoquee par 
une quAstion qui, selon le Droit Int?rnationa1, 
ne concerne que 1a jurid1ction interne de 1 1Etat 
int~resse, le Conseil ne formulera pas de recorn­
nan~Btions ni ne prendra de d~cision pouvant en· 
trnver la 14gitine 11berte d'action de cet Etat, 
mnis 11 pren~ra, conformem8nt ~ 1a presente 
section, telles mesur~s preventives ou coercitives 
exigees par le maintien ou 1e r4teblissement ~e 
la pa1x et de la securite 1nternat1onales." (Doc. 
2, G/14 (1) p. 9-10) 

Mexique 
Ins~rer, dans lee p~ra.grnphes ~ et 2, a la suite 
~es mote "le Conse!l•de Seourit~", las mots "ou · 
1 1 Assernblee ·aene'ra1e 11 • (Doc. 2, G/7 { o) {1) p. 12, 
13) 
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~s-Bn.s 
RoDpl '"'Cer 1~s prtrngr.,phE!S l ct :2 pr_r 12 texte 
suiv-<>_n t: 
11 1. Au cos o~ 18 Conseil ~e S6curit6 con­
st.'ltere_i t 1' existence c1 1 un d,'"'_nger pour ln p1-ix 
et l~=t justice intt1rrwtionalas, i1 c.evrrtit 
pren~re les nesures ndcessaires au D8intien ~e 
1n paix et ~e 1a justice intern3tiona1as, con­
forme'rr;ent aux buts Pt principes de 1 1 Orgn.nisn­
tion." 

11 2. De fa9on g6n6ra1e, au c~s ob le Conseil ce 
Sdcurit~ cGnstRt8rRit, en vertu das ~ispositions 
cl.u par::tgropl1e 3 c1o la s .. ;ction A1 l 1 existence rllun 
('.anger pour la paix 1 d 1 une rupture cle ln P~'~ ix 1 ou 
d 1un acte d 1 ag~esoion quolconques4 11 devrR 
d~cjder des oesu~cs ~ prendro en vue cl.e nqintenir 
ou Cle re'tablir lrl paix et ln securi te. II (Doc. 2' 
G/7 ( j ) ( 1) p. 4) 

Turguie 
A ajouter ~ 1 1alineP ler: 
EN TOUT ETf.,T DE. C~ITJSE, LE CONSEIL PRETERA SON 
aSSISI'AI.JCE A LA P.tiRTIE ~-i.U COHli'LIT ':t,UI AtJRA 
.~CCEPTE DE SE SOUHY.'ll'J':HE ii UN REGLEl':EN'r JUDICI.AIRE 
ET LE CAS ECEIEANT ..:• LA SENTEPCE DU TRIBUNAL. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (e)(l) p.2) 

VrmezuAla 
~e par~grnphe ~etermina les r~gles c 1 action cu 
Conseil en ens d 1 echec dans 1~ recherc~e d 1 une 
solution ~ 1 un litige. Il ren~ ~vident un? foie ~e 
plus le c'~r9.ct0re c-" .. 1scr6tionnr>ire Cles r.tetGs c'.u 
Cons9il. Dans ce sens, 11 Sfmbl::rr.it opportun c'le 
le comDld'ter en nttribuqnt .~u Conf-!,Jil le cevoir 
Cl. 1 flxecuter les flecisions de ln Cour Internntionsle 
et c 1 1nposer.sa juri~iction nux Et~ts qui rcfusent 
de la l~especter. De'mfh,Je, il cernble que le Con-
se il c'l.evrD 1 t a voir la miAsion c. 1 inposer sa pro pre 
intervention et les d6cisions, DriAes pr>r lui.ou 
par 1 1 Assembl~e, qui ant force jurinique obli~a­
toire, mE'lme si 1 1 inportA_nce et 1 1 orJportunite re 
catt3 nission sont largeQent conditionn6es par 111 
structure et les fonctions qu 1 on r1 onnArl'l en 0'::'rni8r 
ress.)rt ~ ces c'teux organisrr.es, (Doc. 2, G/7 (c'l.) (1) 1 
p,l9) 



CHA?ITRE VIII SECTION C, 

ARRhl~GEi~NTS REGIONAUX 

(a) Dispositions pertinentes des Propositions 
de Dumbarton Oqks. 

1. Rien dans la Che~te ne devrait s 1 onuoser ~ l 1existence 
d 1 arrangements ou d 1 orgEnisraes r:,!lgionaux :pour trai ter des 
questions relatives au maint~en de la p~ix et de la 
s~curit~ internationales qui ueuvent faire l 1obJet d 1une 
action de caract~re r~gional, · ~ condition oue ces 
arrangements ou orf;enismes et leurs acti vi t~s scient com:pa­
ti bles avec lee buts et les :?rinci.)eE d.e l 1 OrpJ.nisation. Le 
Conseil de S~curit~ devrri~ encourager le r~glement des 
dif:t'~rends de cera.ct'ere loccl par 1 1 interm~diaire de ces 
.arrangements r~gionaux ou par ces organismes r~gionaux, 
soit sur l 1initistive des Et~ts int~rese~s, soit ~ la 
sugbestion du Conseil de S~curit~. (Doc. 1, G/1 p. 16) 

3. Le .Conseil de S~curit~ devrait en tout temus etre tenu 
p1einement au courant des activit~s entreprises ou en­
visag~es en vertu d 1Brrc:...ngements r~gionc.ux ou par des 
organismes r~gi0naux, en vue de maintenir la paix et la 
s~curit~ internationales. (Doc. l, G/1 ·'). 17) 
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(b) Amendements propos~s ·;~::r d 1 autre Gouvernements. 

Br~sil 
Il y aurait done lieu d 1 1ns~rer dens la Section C un 
paragrc;,.~)he con~m apnroximat i vement dans ces te.cmes: 
"La solution des auestions int~ressant exclusivement 
un g:rou~e r~gionai d~j~ orgenis~, co~ne par exe~yle le 
grou.1e inter-Am~ricain, devrai t ~tre recherch~e par les 
m~thodes utilis~es entre les mem0res de ce groupe, 
de sorte que l 1 intervention du Conseil de S~curit~ 
ne se justifierbit qu'au cas o~ ces questions 
pourraient com·)romett:re la .~)aix d 1 un autre grow)e de 
nations. 11 (Doc. 2 G/7 (e) p. 11) 

Chili 
Ajouter, ~ l 1 alin~a 1, ~ la suite d.es mots 11 devra 
s 1op,oser ti 1 1ex1stence 11 , les mots su1vants "et au 
tonctionnement de syst~mes ou d 1accords contineritaux 
ou r~gionaux. 11 (Doc. 2 G/7 (i) p. 7) 

Remplacer le mot 11 accords 11 , lorsqu 1il est mentionn~ 
~)our la dern1~re fois au paragra'Jhe l, par le mot 
"arrangements". (Doc. 2, G/7 (1), p. 8) 

Chili, Colombie, Costa Rica, Eguateur ~ P~rou. 
Proposition tendant au d~veloppement des ~rinc1pes de 
la Section C. 
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IV. Lee litiges ou conflits qui pourraient s 1elever entre Etats 
membres d 1un syst~me d 1ententes regionales seront regles con­
formement aux accords ou statute dudit syst~me, pourvu que ce­
lui-ci ait ete approuve par le Conseil de Securite ou decla~ 
dans le present instrument, en harmonie avec lea fins et buts 
des Nations Unies; toute foie, oeci n'emp~chera pas le Conseil 
de Securite de remplir les fbnctions qui lui ant ete assignees 
lorsque l'application des meaures envisageea dans 1 1accord ou 1e 
statut regional en question, n 1 aura pas peDmis de regler le li­
tige ou le conflit d'une manibre satisfa1sante; 1 1 organisme r~­
gional aura le devoir de determiner, conformement a la procedure 
fixee dans see statute, l'ex1stence d 1un cas de ce genre. 

v. Il est declare expressement que le eystbme pan~amerioain 
est compatible avec lea buts, fine et objectifs de 1 10rganiza­
tion des Nations Uniee; en cons~quence, il continuera ~ fonc­
tionner d 1 unernan1~re autonorne, a1ns1 qu 111 est st1pule au pa­
ragraphs precedent. 
(Doc. 2. G/28 p.l-2) 

Cuba 
D1ajouter ~ la Section C du Chnp1tre VIII lee paragraphes ci­
de ssous: 
4. Lee princ!pes fondamentaux de tout r~glement regional devront 
Otre epprouves par 1 1 Assemblee Gcn!rale, qui ne pourra refuser 
sa sanction que dans le cas ou cea pr1nc1pes ne seraient pas 
conformes aux dispositions de la presente chnrte. 
5. Les organismes charges du r~glement regional des conflits 
auront, une fois que lea principes fonc'.amentaux en seront ap~ 'f.1 
prouves, par l'Aesemblee, lea pouvoirs necessaires pour regler 
lee diffdrends pouvant surgir entre les me~bres du syst~me rd­
gional. Ils pourront adopter tout en se conformant aux prin­
cipes arr~tes en mati~re de r~glement, lee mesures qu 1ils con­
sid~reront comme lee plus propres ~ conduire ~ une solution. 
Le Conseil de S~curite n'interviendra dans les differends re­
gionaux que si les organismee regionaux l~ demandent ou si le 
conflit risque de s 1 eteno.re ~des nations qui ne font pas partie 
du syst~me. Dans ~ 1 dventualite d 1un desaccord entre les or­
g8.n1smes regionaux et le Conseil de Securite relo.tivement ~ 
1' intervention eventuelle de ce dern1er, le d1ff,$rend sera sou­
m1s sans retard ~ l'Assenblee Gdnerale qui le tranchma sans ap­
pel. 
6. Le syst~me 1nteramericain est d~s aujourd 1hui reconnu comme 
etant un des organismes de r~glements r~g1onaux v1s~s par le 
present article. (Doc. 2. G/14 (9) (3) p.2 
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Equateur 
Ajouter a la Section C, le paragraphe suivant: "L'exis­
tence du systeme regional inter-americain est reconnu 
par les presentes comme celle d'une entite historique, 
politique et geographique regie par les coutumes et le 
droit faisant l'objet des instruments signes par les 
republiques de l'hemisphere occidental, et dotee des 
organes requis pour la r~alisation de ses fins de paix, 
de securite et ·de justice internationales en harmonie 
avec celles de l'organisation etablie en vertu de la 
presente Charte. 11 (Doc. 2, G/7 (p), p. 46). 

Guatemala 
On devrait renforcer le systeme Pan-Americain et les 
principes de collaboration et de solidarite 
continentales et maintepir la procedure de consultation 
et les conferences periodiques interamericaines. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (f) (1) p. 2). 

Mexique 
Inserer au debut du paragraphe: 
1. Le systeme inter-americain ~ue l'on peut considerer 
aujourd'hui comme J.'organisation internationale d'un 
continent la plus complete et la plus vancee, sera 
compatible avec l'Organisation. Rien, dans la Charte--­
(Doc. 2 G/17 (c) ( 1) p. 13) . 

Nouvelle-Zelaride 
Page 16, ligne 19, supprimer les mots "soient 
compatibles avec les buts et les principes de 
l'Organisation" et y substituer les mots suivants: 
"soient approuves par l'Organisation comme etant 
compatibles avec ses buts et.ses principes." 
(Doc. 2, G/1 (f) p. 3). 
Venezwha 
Propose que: Lorsqu'il s'agira dlaffaires regionales, 
le Conseil de Securite s'abstiendra de toute interven­
tion directe, si une procedure de reglement regional 
est en cours; il n'interviendra directement que lorsque 
la procedure regionale aura ~choue et que cet echec 
constituera une menace a la paix et a la securite 
internationales. (Doc. 2 G/7 (d) (1) p. 35-36.) 
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Security Council 

PROPOSED TEXT FOR CHAPTER ON PACIFIC SETTLEMENT 
- - 6F DISP'OT'ES -

(Approved by Subcommittee III/2/B, June 13, 1945) 

Al'ticle 1_. 

The parties to any dispute, the continuance of which is 
likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and 
security, shall, first of all, seek a solution by negotiation, 
inquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settle­
ment, resort to regional agencies or arrangements, or other 
peaceful means of their own choice. The Security Council may 
call upon the parties to settle their disputes by such means. 

Article g. 
The Security Council is empowered to investigate any 

dispute, or any situation which may lead to international 
friction or give rise to a dispute, in order to determine 
whether its continuance is likely to endanger the maintenance 
of international peace and security. 

Article ~. 

Any State, whether a member of the Organization or not, 
may bring any such dispute or situation to the attention of 
the Security Council, or of the General Assembly which will 
aet in accordance wi~h the provisions of Chapter Vi section B, 
Paragraph l. In the case of a non-member it shal accept 
in advance, for the purposes of the dispute in question, the 
obl1gations of pacific ~ettlement provided in the Charter, 
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Article i• 
The Security Council may at any stage of a dispute of 

the nature referred to in Artlole 1 or of a situation of like 
nature, recommend appropriate procedures or methods of adjust­
ment. The Security Council should1 however, take into considera­
tion any procedures which have already been adopted by the 
parties under Article 1 for the settlement of the dispute. 

Article 2· 
In making recommendations under Article 4 the Security 

Council should take into consideration that justiciable dis­
putes sh~ula normally ba referred to the International Court 
of Justice. 

Article £. 
If the parties to a dispute of the nature referred to in 

Article 1 fail to settle it by thG means indicated in that 
Article, they shall refer it to the Security Council. If 
the Security Council deema that the continuance.of the ~articu­
lar dispute is in fact likelr to endanger tho mainten~ce of 
international peace and security, it shall decide whether te 
take action under Article 4 or whother itself to recommend 
such terms of settlement as it may consider appropriate. 

Article 1• 
Without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 1 - 6 

of this Chapter, the s~curity Council may, if all the parties 
to any dispute so request, make recommendations to the parties 
with a view to its settlement in accordance with the principles 
laid down in Qbapter II, Paragraph 3. 

4~7 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
COMITE 2 - aeglements Pacitiques 

RESTRICTED 
DOC. 959 (FRENCH) 
III/2/B/1 
June 13, 1945. 

Security Council 

lROJET R! TEXTE POUR !&. CHAPITRE ~ kE_ 
REGLElvlENT PACI'F'i'QUE B.E§. PIFFERENDS 

(Approuve par 1e Sous-Comite III/2/9. 13 juin 1945) 

Article 1. 

Lee parties a un differend dont la prolongation 
semble devoir menaoer le maintien de 1a paix et de 
la securite 1nternat1onales en rechercheront, avant 
tout, la solution par voie de ne~ot1at1on, d 1enquete, 
de mediation, de conoiliation, dTarbitrage, de reglement 
judiciaire, de recours aux organismes et arrangements 
regionaux, ou par d 1autree mo~ene pao1f1ques de leur 
ohoix. Le Conseil de Becur1te peut faire appel aux par­
ties pour regler leurs differends par de tela moyens. 

Article g_ 

Le Conse11 de Securite a pouvoir d 1enqueter sur tout 
differend, ou toute situation susceptible d 1entra1ner un 
deeaccord entre nations ou d 1engendrer un differend, afin 
de determiner ei sa prolongation semble devoir menaoer le 
maintien de la paix et de la securite internationales. 

Article ~ 

Tout Etat, qu 111 soit ou non membre de 1 1 0rgan1sat1on, 
peut porter un differend ou une situation de oe genre a 
l'attention du Conse11 de Securite ou de l 1Assemblee Ge­
nerale qui ag1ra oonformement aux dispositions du Chap1tre 
v, Section B, paragraphe 1. Dane le cas d 1 un Etat non­
membra, ce1ui-c1 doit preAlablement accepter, en ce qui 
concerne ce differend, lee obligations d 1un reglement paci­
fique contorme~ent a la Charte. 

Article i 

Le Conseil de Securite peut, a tout moment de l 1evolution 
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d'un differend de la nature def1n1e a l'Article 1er ou 
d 1une situation de meme nature, recommander les procedures 
ou methodes d'ajustement appropr!es. Le Conse11 de Secur1-
te devra1t toutefo1s prendre·en consideration toutes proce­
dures deja adoptees par lee parties, en application de 
1 1Article 1er, pour le reglement de ce differend. 

Article §.• 

En faisant lee reoommandations prevuee a l'Article 
4 le Conseil de Securite devra1t tenir compte du rait que, 
d 1une maniere generale, lee difterends d 1ordre jurid1que 
devraient etre soumis a la Cour Internat1onale de Justice. 

Article .§.· 

Si lee parties a un differend de la nature definie a l'Artiole l~r ne reuesissent pas a le regler par lee 
moyens indiques au dit Article, elles le soumettront au 
Conseil de Securite. Si le Coneeil de Secur1te estime que 
la prolo·ngatio-a du differend est, en fait, susoe;>tible de 
menacer le maintien de la paix et de la securite interna­
tionales, 11 decide a 111 doit agir en application de 1 1Ar­
ticle 4 ou s '11 doi t reoommander lui-meme lea·· t·~rmes d 1 un 
reglement qu 11l juge appropr1es. 

Article 1· 
Sans prejudice·aux dispositions des Articles l a 

6 du present Chap1tre, le Conse1l de Seeurite peut, si 
toutes lee parties a un differend le demandent, fa1re des 
recommandat1ons a cellee-o1, en vue de 18 regler oonfor­
mement aux principes enonoes au Chapitre II, paragraphe 3. 
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Security Council 

REPORT OF SUBCOMMITTEE III/g/C VN PROCEDURE FOR 
CONSlDERINTI PROPOSAL.OF T~SPONSORING GOVERN~lliNTs 

RELATIVE TO PARAGRAPH r;-cH.APTER VIII,. SEC'riON A 
~~~~ -- - ~ -

At the seventh meeting of Collinittee III/2 on May 19, 
1945 the decision was taken, on the rnot:r.on of the Delegate 
of the United States, that the Chairman ·oe authorized to 
·appoint a subcontrni ttee of seven .lembe:L•s to meet with a sub­
.commi ttee of seven members from Commtttee I/1, for tl1e P\11'­
pose of preparing a joint report on the proposal of the 
sponsoring governments to transfer paragraph 'T of Chapter 
VIII, Section A, to Chapter II, ·>.nd to report 'back to the 
Committee, and report to· Cor,unittt:e III/3 for its infor­
mation. Subsequent to th0 meeting of Committee III/2 a: 
which this action was taken, the Chair•man named as members 
of the subcommittee the following: Australia, Bolivia, 
Czechoslovrucia, Ethiopia, Greece, Peru, and the United 
States. 

The Secretary of the Committee communicated to the 
Secretary of Committee I/1 the action whlch had been taken 
by this Committee and received from him the information that 
Committee I/1 was prepared to cooperate with Committee III/2 
in th:i.s matter. He suggested, however, that since Committee 
I/1 had. already set up a subcommittee (Subcommittee I/1/A) 
to consider other matters falling within the terms of refer­
ence of tqe Committee that that subcon~ittee might represent 
Comn1ittee I/1 in the proposed joint discussion. 

The subcommittee appointed by the Chairraan (Subcon~itteE:J 
III/2/C) met on.Wednesday, May 23, at 2:30p.m., for pur-
poses of organization and preliminary discussion. There woru 
present at this preliminary meeting the Dvlegates of Australia, 
Czechoslovakia, Ethiopla, Peru, and the United States. The 
D<,jlegate of Czechoslovakia was invited to act n.s Chairl7Ian. 
After a· short preliminary exchange of v:i.ews tho Subcor.rrni t too 
adjourned to meet with Subcolllmittoo I/1/A in joint session. 
The Delegate of Bolivia was present at the joint s&ssion. 

The Ropresentati vu of tho United Kingdom on Subcm;Jr..<i ttoo 
I/1/A made the following formaL proposal: 
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"It is resolved that: 

"The amendment of the sponsoring powers (nevr 
. paragraph, Chapter II, principles) be regm•ded as 
falling within the competence of Conun5ttee I/1 but 
that if a1~ter considera.tion by Committee I/1 such 
IJlllendments shall have been made as to remove the 
3Jllendmen t (as O.I11ended), from tJ:1e comp0tenc0 of 
Conunittee I/1 into tho competence of Committee 
III/2, Committee I/1 shall then remit the amend­
mEmt (as u.mended) to Commtttee III/2, in order thet 
the whole matter may be reconsidered by Co:r.uni ttee 
III/2. 11 

The Chairman of Subcor:unittee !II/2/C, the Delegate of 
Czechoslovakia, presented what ho.d appeaN>d to be the ge~1eral 
consensus of' opinion of' this Subconu::Iitteo as f'ollows: (1) 
that the proposal of the sponsoring gove1~nnents for tho 
insurtion of a new pc.ragraph in Chaptvr II·relatlng to 
dom0stic jurisdiction should be 1•eferi•ed to Cor:m1i tteo I/1 
for considoratiqn and decision; (2) that tho amundmcnts 
proposed by other gov(.Jrnmcmts to paragraph 7 .·of Cha;:;tcr 
VIII, Section A, should .::1lso be sent to· th5.s Commi ttoe 
for considoration; and ( 3) that Coh'l.r.li ttee III/2 rese1•ved 
the right to cons,tder consequentic.l questions relating to 
tho content of Chapter VIII, Section A, which miaht arise 
as the result oi' the C-Ction taken by Committee Ifl, but 
that such consideration should be postponed until Com-
mi ttuc I/1 hcd completed its action on the proposc.l of tho 
sponsoring governments to insert a new po.rcgr:::.ph in Chapto1• 
II. 

Aftur e fu.r-thcr exchange of views, the forr.w.l proposul 
of the Dologctc of tho United Kingdoo was unanir.;ously accepted 
by the moubors.of the two subcol¥Jlittees. Thoro was also 
genOl'nl o.cc0ptonce of tho ideas expressed by the Chairr.mn of 
Cor:J:.Ii tteo III/2/C (the D~lvgnto of Czcchoslovakj_n). 

Followlng the joint session of the two suocon;r.littocs, 
the S;;;crek:ry of Cm:nai ttco III/2 cm.u;lUnicc.tcd to tho Sccru­
ta.ry of Col.J.t:i ttoc I/1 the text of proposals subr:li ttod for 
th0 ..:.:t:londw .. mt of po.N',grnph 7, Chapter VIII, Suction A, of 
tho Dur.1ba.rton Oaks Proposals, as follows: 
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Bolivir:.!Doc. _2,. G/14 (r), p. 8) 
Brazil . Doc. 2, G/7 (e), p. 2, 10) 
Chile Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p. 7) 
Czechoslovakia (Doc. 2, ~/14 (b), p. 3) 
Ecuador (Doc. 2, G/7 (p), p. 43) 

-2-



France Doc. 2, G/7 ( o) Part II, p, l~) 
Greece Doc. 2, G/14 (i}, 1' 3) 
Mexico Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1 , p, 12) 
Norway Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (J , p, 8) 
Peru Doc. 2, G/14 (u), ·p. 2) 
Turkey Doc. 2, G/14 (e), p. 3-4) 
Venezuela (Doc. 2, G/'( (d) (1), p. 3'() 

Copies of Doc. 207, containing the texts of theoe 
proposals were given to the Secretary of Committee I/1. 
As:.mrance was given that these proposals \fOUld be con­
sidered by Committee I/1 and that the eovernnwnts pre­
senting them would have the oi:)port·uni ty to be heard. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 2 Reg1ements pacifiques 

RES'l'RICTED 
'\rJD 38 ( FREHCH) 
III/2/C/l 

Securrty 2Colliicil 

RAPPORT DU SOUS-COl1ITE III/2/C SUR LA NETHODE A 
SUIVRE POUR L1 EXAHEN DE LA PROPO(!!ITION DES 0-0UVEP.lJE.­
J:.!ENTS INVITANTS, F.ELA':'IVE AU PA..~GR.Al'H 7, CF..APIT?.E 
VIII, SECTIQIIT A. 

Dans sa septi~me seance, ,_e 19 ma~ 1945, 1e Comite III/2 
a_declde, sur la proposition~~ del8gu0 des EtRte-Unis, 
d 1autoriser son President A nommer un Eous-Comite de sent 
membres qui se reunira avec un Sous-Conit~ de sent membres 
du Comi te I/1 afin .. de prepare:"' 00nj ointenent un rapport sur 
la proposition des Gouvernements in'l;itE~1ts; cette proposi­
tion consiste A transferer le 9a~~gra~he 7 ~u Chapitre 
V~II, Section A au Chapitre II, et a faire un rapport au 
Comite ainsi qu 1 au Comite III/3. AlP suite de la seance 
d.u ComltJ III/2 au c·ours o.e laquelle cette decision a ete 
prise, le President a nomne au So~s-COMite les membres sui­
vants; AustrPlie 1 Bolivie, Tchecoslovaquie, Ethiopie 1 Gr~ce, 
Perou et Etats-Unis. . · 

Le Secretaire du Comite a fait ·)art de la. decision du 
Comite au Secretaire du Comite I/1 e: a ete, a son tour 
·informe par lui que le Comite I/1 etrit pret a col1aborer 
avec le Comite III/2 en cette mati~re. Etant donne ce­
pendant, que le Comite I/1 avait deja etabli un Sous-Co~it~ 
(Sous-Comite I/1/A) pour examiner les autres questions 
relevant de la competence du comite, le Secretaire propose 
que ce Sous-Comite reprf!.sent-e le Comite I/1 dans la dis­
cussion commune proposee. 

· Le Sous-Comite nomme par le President (Sous-Comite 
III/2/C) s'est reuni le mercredi 23 rr.~i A 14 h. 30 afin 
de s'organiser et de tenir une discussion preliminaire. 
Etaient presents a cette seance preliminaire les delegues 
d 1Australie, de Tchecoslovaquie,·.:-d~:Ethi6.Pie, du Perou et des 
Etats-Unis. Le delegue de Tc:.J'coslovaquie fut invite fJ. 
presi_der. Apres un court ech<'"nge prelir.1inaire de vues, 
le Sous-Comi te a leve la seance afin de tenir av·ec le 
Sous~Comite I/1/A une seance commune. Le del~gue de 
Bolivie etait present a cette seance commuhe. 

Le Representant du Royaume-Uni au Sous-Oqmite I/1/A: 
f1t la proposition formelle suivante: 
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"Il est decide que : 

11 L1 amendement des· puissances invi tantes (nouvecm 
paragraphs, Chapitre II, Principes) sera considere corn.lJle 
etant de la competence du Comite I/1, mais que au cas ou 1 
a.)res examen par le Comite I/1, 11 aurait ete decide de 
retirer l'amendement (modifie) du Comite I/1 pour le 
transferer au Comite III/2 1 ls Comite I/1 re!"1ettra 
1 1 amendement (modifie) au Comite III/2, afin que ~elui­
ci reexamine toute la question." 

Le President du Soua-Comite III/2/C, le delegue de 
Tchecoslovaquie, soumit la proposition suivante qui 
paraissait traduire 1 1 opin1on unanime de ce Sous-Conite 
(1) la prpposition des gouverner.1ents invitants oui vise 
a inserer e.u Chapitre II un nouveau pi'lragrephe rel?tif a 
la juridiction nation3le devrait ~tre renvoyee a l'examen 
et a la decision du Comite I/1; (2) les P.r:'endements au 
paragraphs 7 du Chapitre VIII, Section A propo-ses pe.r 
d'1 autres &;ouvernements devraient egHlement ~tre renvoyes 
au Comite I/1 et (3) le Comite III7?. se reserve le croit 
d'examiner les questions relatives au contenu du Chapitre 
VIII, Section A qui pourraient resulter de la decision du 
Comite I/1, mais cet examen ser~it ajourne jusqu'a ce que 
le Comite I/1 ait pris une decision au sujet de la pro­
position des r:ouvernenents invitants, qui vise a inserer 
un nouveau _paragraphe au Chap it1•e II. -

Apres plus ample discussion, les rn8mbres des deux 
Sous-Comites ont approuve ~- l'unanimite la proposition 
du o.elegue du Royaunc:; -Uni. Ils ant acceote egelement 
dans leur enser:bla :es idees exprir:1ees J.Jar le President 
du Comite III/2/0 (le del~gue de Tchecoslovaquie). 

A le suite de la seance commune des deux Sous-Comites 
le Secret?.ire du Comite II.I/2 a corrU"unique au Secretaire 
du Comite I/1 le texte c1es propositions d 1 amene.emen~s au 
paragraphe 7 1 Chapitre VIII 1 Section A des Propositions de 
Dumbart9n Oaks; ces propositions sont les suivantes: 
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Bolivie (Doc. :?., G/14 {r); p.S) 
Bresil (Doc. 2, G/7 (e), pp. 2,10) 
Chili (Doc.?, G/7. (1), p.6) 
Tc:'lecoslov&quie (.Doc.2, G/14, p.4) 
Equa teur (Doc. 2, G/7 (p) , p. 41) 
France (Doc. 2, G/7 (o),PQrtie II, p.3) 
Gr€ce (Doc. 3 1 G/14 (i), p,3) 
I>1exlque ('Doc. ~, G/7 (c) (1), p. 12) 
Norvege (::Joe. ?., G/7 (n) (1), p.7) 
Perou (DoGo2 1 G/14 (u), p.2) 
Turquie (Doc. 2, .G/14 (e), p.5) 
VenJiuela (~Doc2,· G/7 (d) ( l), pp. 19,35) 
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Des exeMplaires du Doc. 207 1 conten~nt les textes de 
ces propositions ont ~t~ remises au Secr~taire du Comit~ 
I/1. L 1 assurance a et~ donnee que le Comi te I/1 ~tudierai t 
ces propositions et que les Gouvernements qui en sent les 
quteurs auraient 1 1 occasion d'~tre entendus. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 103 (ENGLISH)• 
III/3/1 
May 5 1 1945 

COMMISSION III -Security Council 
Conwittee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FIRST MEETING OF COI-miTTEE III/3 -- - --

. The Chnirman, Cnmilo Ponce- Enriquez (Ecuador), called the 
meeting to crder at 3:30p.m. ~d declared that the Committee 
was convened in c.ccordonce with the decision of the meeting 
of 0fficers of Co~~ission III t~e dny befvre. (Dec. 76, May 4, 
1945.) 

After introductory remcrks stressing the Dnportonce of 
the Committee's task and the nece2sity fer all possible haste 
consistent with effective vork, he introduced to the Com­
mittee the Secretary, Will:lc.m Fv:x. Mr. Fcx ::!.n turn intro­
duced the Associnte Secretary. Christinn de Margcrie, and 
the Assistant Secretaries·, Wa.rd Allen, Hugh D. Farley, George 
Hoselton. ~d Claiborne Poll. 

The Secretary requested that he be·given n list of voting 
delegates and alternr.tes f\-r the Committee. 

The Chairman then introduced Mr, Paul-Bcncour (Fr~nce), 
·the Rapporteur. 

The Committe~. pno.nimCUill aareod tc adOJ2t the 
pro12osed-rules ££ proce~:Disofar ~ a12proved §l 
tfie. Steerins Committee. 

The Secretory, repcrting on the basic documentation 
for the Committee, said that o working guid~ will be read~ 
next week. 

The Committee unanimously agreed to meet on 
Monda.z, Mnz 1., at j c 1clock and to consider as the 
first item o? business n·summor~eport liz the ~B;P­
&ndteu~ secticn ~ £!-chapter III, Chopter-xri, 

relevMt official comments ond J2rOJ2osals 'from the 
participating governments. --- -------

~7 ~-
•[:lo Agenda 1aaue4 tor lat meetiug] 
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The Chnirmo.n suggested, ns a mntt'er of procedure, that 

after the Rapporteur's report those delegntions which had 
submitted ccmments wculd be recognized in alphabetical order. 

After discussion en the mer:i.ts of reccgnizing the dele~·· 
gntes in alphabetical order, the following mGtion was carried 
by a vote cf 25 to 3: 

That in the initial discussion after. the 
Ratpcrtel:iriS repcrt, l2!'~enco £§_ Si.V.2.R in aiPila­
'6e ical crdc·r tc delor-;f.'lticns that have suDrii'ittod 
amendrncnt"S";··z.r:JT-~·.fi::·~ ; nPJ'o vrillth~fter be nc 
ErefereD~~ .s.:.5wng-~0Iu:S.f@ls,out ~akers will 
be recc,gnizod £!. ~ discretion vf 1h£_ Cii'nirman. 

The Australian Delegate requested assurance that the 
Rappor.teur's repvrt would include the several amendments on 
Chapter VIII submitted by his gcvernment. 

The Rapporteur declared his intention to classify the 
amendments according tc each puint in the Dumbartcn Oaks 
Propcsals. Thus he pr0pcscd to have on the vne side the 
Proposnls and en the other, the amendments cf the varivus 
governments. 

Discussion of the scheduling of further meetings was 
deferred fer consideration nt the next meeting. 

The meeting was ndjcurne~ at 4:40. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Ctm1t6 3 Moeurea ooercit1ves 

RESTRICTED 
Dec. 103 {FRENCH)• 
III/3/1 
May 5, 1945 

Security Council 

dQMPTE- RENDU f?OMMAIRE QE. lA Pf\EM:tb\E SEAN"OE DU COMI'.tE III15 

!eterans Building, Salle 223, 4 Ma1, l5h.30. 

Lo Pr,~iden~, Camile Ponce Enriquez (Equateur) ouvre 
la seance a 15h30 et declare oue le comit~ a ~te convoque 
conformement a la decision ~rise la veille par le bureau 
de la Commission III (Doc.76, 4 mal 1945). 

Aprea avd'ir, en ~uise d 1 introduction, attire ·1' at'ten­
tion du.oom1t' sur 1T1mportance de sa tache et sur lane­
oessite de terminer oelle-oi auss1 rapidement que possible 
sans en compromettre le resultat, le.Presldent presents le 
Seoretaire, William Fox, a sen tour, k. ·r~x pr~sente le 
no-seoreta1re, Christian de Marger1e et lea seoreta1res­
adjointe Ward Allen, Hugh D. Farley. Georges Haselton et 
Clairborne· Pell. 

.Le Seoretaire demande que 1 1 en veuille bien lui commu­
niquer une liste des del~gues qui voteront et. de leurs sup­
pl~ants. 

Le President presente ensuite le rapporteur M. Paul-
Boncour (France). 

Le Comite decide a l'unanimfte d 1adopter le proJet 
de Rllglement, dans la me sure ou g .! lite aiiprouv6 
par ~ Oom1te ~ Direction. 

~e Becr~taire signals, au sujet des documents qui 
serv1ront de base aux travaux du Comite, qu'un guide 
pratique sera a la disposition des membres la ~ema1ne 
suivante. 

L~ Comit' d'oide a l 1 unan1m1t~ de SP. rennir le lund1 7 
ma1 a 15 beures .et d I examint>r oomme premier point de 
son ordre du Jour, un rapport somma1re presente 

548 -1· 
•[L'A.genda de la lre- a6anoe n•a paa 'tl publ16) 
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le ra.pporteur ~ ~ section !! du Chap!tre Y!Il, 
~ ~ Chapftre XII et ~ lee propositions et 
~ommentairee off1c1els des ~vernements part1cipante. - -
Le Pr~s1dent propose, qu 1 apr~s le rapport du Rappor­

teur, lee delegations qui ant presente des commentairee 
prennent la parole dans 1 1ordre alphabetique. 

Aprea une discussion sur oette question de procedure, 
la proposition euivante est ~doptee par 25 voix contre 3: 

Dans la discussion initiale qui suivra le rapport 
du rap~orteur, la pr1orit6 ~ donn~e. dans l'ordre 
alphab tigue, ~ d6l~gations qui ant depose~ 
amendements; il ~ ~ ~ ensuite d 1 ordre ~ , 
prior; t~ et la pe.role ~ donn~e ~ orateurs l!:,!! grJ, 
du President. 

Le delegue australien des1rero.1 t avoir 1' assurance que 
le rapport du Rapporteur oomprendra lee divers amendemente 
au Chafitr~ VII1, presenten par son Gouvernement, 

Le Rapporteur 1ndique qu 111 a 1 1 intention de classer 
lee amendements pour ohacun des points des ProP-ositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks, Il propose de placer d 1 un oat~ ces Pro­
pos! tiona et, de 1 1 autre, les arr.endemer.ts des divers Gou­
·vernement e. 

La discussion des dates et heures des futures seances 
est remise a la prochaine seance. 

La seance est levee t 16 h 40. 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 124 {ENGLISH) 

III/3/2 
May 7, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

AGENDA~ THE- SECOND MEETING .Q! COMMITTEE III/3 

Mc.y z, 1945 

{l) Statement by Rapporteur: Preliminary analysis or 
ofricial comments c.nd proposals 

(2) Observations by delegates whose govornmonts have 
submitted official comm&nts or proposals 
relevant to the work of Committee III/3 

(3) Observations by other delogntes 

725 {4) Future me~tings of Committee III/3 

726 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

aza'.r!IOTED 
Doo.l24 (FRENCH) 
III/3/2 
May 7, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oomite 3 Mesures coerc1t1ves 

1) 

3) 

ORDRE- ·nu J'OUR DE LA DEUXIEME SEANCE ......... ---=-=====~ 
j!q COMITE IJ:I/3 

7. 1!Ul! ;1.9 4 5 
Expose du Rapporteur: Analyse prel1m1na1re des 
observations et des propositions off1c1elles 

Observations des delegues dont les gouvernements ont 
off1c1ellement present€ des observations et des pro­
positions se rapportant aux travaux du Com! te III/.3. 

Observations des autres delegues 

4) Procha1nes seances du Oomlte III/3 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 140 (ENGLISH)* 
III/3/4 
May 8., 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangement 

SUMMARY REPQm' .Ql :}ECQDD MEETING .Ql C~'lTEE III/3 
veterans Building. RQ.Qm .zz.:i, MAX :J.., ~ .3.i.l5. )l.,m. 

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 3:15 p.m. 

DISCUSSION 

The Chairman called upon the Rapporteur, Mr. Paul-Boncour 
(France), for his analysis of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
and pr-oposed amendmenta thoroto. - ('1'00 roport will· ·bo ropro­
duced separately and d1atr1buted aa a Conference document.) 
A brief summary follows below. 

804 

* The attention of the Committee was first invited 
to its mission: The consideration of Chapters VIII-B 
and XII. Five graduated steps were outlined whereby 
the Security Council could preserve peace: 

(1) decision that there is a threat to peace; 
(2) instructing the disputants to settle 

their differences by pacific means; 
(3) recommending to the disputants the most 

appro~riate ways of settling their differences; 
t4) diplomatic and economic enfor-cement 

measures; 
(5) use of armed force. 

Only after the failure of the first three measures, 
which are being studied by other committees, are the 
final two categories to be used. It is with these two 
that Committee III/3 must deal. 

The vital difference between the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals and the Covenant of the League of Nations is 
that under the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals the Security 
Council can order enforcement measures, whereas such 
compulsion vas absent from the League Covenant. 

Three possible varieties of armed force could be 
used by the Security Council: 

(1) a permanent international army super-
1mposed.upon and even repla~ng national armies; 

(2} national contingents under international 
CODDDand.i 

*rCorrigendum see p.284J 



(3) national contingents placed at the dis­
posal of tho internEltioncJ. orgElllizction but re­
maining 1.mdor their own nLltional command. 

The first of these 1s not visualized within tbe 
framework of the Dumbarton Oulcs Pr•oposals. The last 
parallels Article 16 of the Covenant of the League. It 
is the second al ternative 1 hcl;ever, which the Dumbarton 
Oclcs Proposals have adopted, E:tn alternative originally 
proposed by France in 1919 and by Mr. Paul-Boncour at 
the League in 1932. 

Paragraphs 5 and 6 of Chapter VIII~B, though not 
providing for permunent international forces, do have 
provision for permanent international air force con­
tingents. 

Since the ini t1D.tion of action by national forces 
under international command is a more delicate operation 
than the outright use of international force, the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals provide for a series of special 
agrcementG among governments. The pr•esent conception 
is that these special agreements will be made among 
individual governments. The speciel cgreements will be 
further strength&ned by pcro.gr•aph 10 of VIII-B, which 
provides that the members of the Orgc.nization must join 
in affording mutunl cssistr.:.nce to corry out the men­
sures decided upon by the SE::CU:t'i ty Council. 

The question of comm:::nd io not decldcd upon ln 
advGnce. Tho General Stuff is charged only with the 
strnteg:Lc dlroction of oll .c:rmed forces, while rolntive 
positions of commGnd c.rEJ left for lc.tcr• decision. 

In conclusion, the nmendmcntD suggested by tho 
purtlciputing governments wore discussed in throo 
cutogor•ics: the Security Council and the Assembly 
in relation to enforcement measures, the use of 
sanctions, and the realm of spec1al agreements. 

At the request of delegates of Belgium, Bolivia, Norway 
and Uruguay, the Rapporteur agreed to revise his report in 
order to include 1•eferences to the amendments proposed by 
their governments. 

The question was raised as to whether the amendments 
submitted by tho four sponsoring powers should be made an 
integral part of tho Ol'iginal text of tho Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals or whether they should be considered in tho same 
catagory with amendments from other governments. It was 
indicated that the first course vnuld, in effect, give them 

-2-
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special status, since, to change the original text, a 
two-thirds vote may be required; whereas a simple majority 
might suffice if they were regarded only as amendments. 

The delegate from the United Kingdom made it clear 
that his request to insert the amendments of the four 
sponsoring powers in the text was made puroly us a mutter of 
convenienc~ and not to secure any special preference. 

DECISIONS 

.804 

(1) The Committee agreed that the Rapporteur's 
report should be translated and distributed ~ ~ Con­
ference document. 

( 2) The Commit_tce agreed that ut its next meeting 
~aragraph-Qx~paragraph consideration Qf the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals would be begun §DQ 1h§1 the amendments 
which had been submitted would be studied in relation 
to each paragraPh-.-- The Chairman}pade it clear .!h§J. 
there would be full ~.ll to ~ comments. 

(3) Jlhe CommitteE!. agreed 1.Q meet daily .§.i .3. .Q • .m. 
commencing gn Wednesday, May 2, until its ~ ~ £Qill-
pleted. · 

Thermeeting was adjourned at 5:55p.m . 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 140 (FRENCH)• 
III/3/4 
MAy 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Com1te 3. Mesures coerc1tives. 

CO~~TE RENDU RESUME DE LA DEUXIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 

Veterans Building, Salle 223, le 7 mni 1945 ~ l7hl5. 

Le President ouvre la seance n l5hl5. 

DISCUSSION 

Le President demnnde au R~pnorteur, M. Pnul-Boncour (Frnnce), 
de presenter son nnnlyse des Propositions de DumbR.rton Oqks 
et des amendements soumis rel~t1vement n ces propositions (Le 
r~pport sern reprod~it sepnrement et qist~ibue sous fo;~Je de 
document de la Conference) Un bref resume en est donne ci­
dessous: 

805 

*L'~ttent1on du Comite est nttiree, en premier lieu, 
sur sn t~che: l 1examen des Ch~p1tres Vl!I-B et XII. Le 
Conseil de Securite dispose, pour snuvegn.rder la pR.ix, de 
c1nq,on~egories de mesures grRduees, dont l 1ebR.uche est 
donnee a savoir: 

l. La constatntion de l 1ex1stenoe d 1un dR.nger 
pour lq paix; · 

2. Invitnt1on aux parties de rcgler leur diffe­
rend par des moyens p~oifiques; 

3. Reoommandation aux parties indiquant lea 
m~yens lea plus ~ppropr1es de regler leur differend; 

4 Mesures coercitives diplomatiques et economi­
ques; 

5. Emploi de la force ~rmee. 

Oe n 1est qu 1apres ~ 1 echec des trois premieres mesures ~ qui 
sont a l 1 e~uae dan~ d 1autres comites_- que les mesures des 
de~x d~rnie~es cntegqriea seront ut;lfsees et 11 appRrtient 
precisement nu Comite III/3 de lea etudler. 

La difference fond~entale entre lea Propositions 
de Dumb~rton Oaks et le P~cte de ln Societe des-Nntions 

- l -
•[Corr!Beada. ~lr p.28e] 
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reside dnns le f~1t que, selon les Propositions de Dum­
barton ~nks, le Conse1l peut ordonner des mesures coer­
oit1ves, alors qu 1une telle COnt~Rinte etnit nbsente du 
Pqote de la Societe des Nations. 

Des forces nrmees de trois sortes pourr~ient etre 
ut111seea par le Conseil de Seour1te: 

1. Une qrmee 1nternation~le permanente qui 
se superposern}t nux armees nnt1onnles, ou lea 
remolqcernit meme; 

2. Des contingents nnt1onr.ux sous un comm,n­
dement internqt1onal; 

3. Des contingents nqtionnux mis ~ la dispo­
sition de 1 1 org~nis~tion intern~tionnle mais res­
tant sous leur propre comrnnndement national. 

, L~ premiere de ces possibilites n 1est pns envisn-
gee dans le cadre des Propositions de Dillnbnrton Oaks. 
La derniere est pqrallele a 1 1Article 16 du Pncte de ln 
Societe des Nations. C'est ln seconde hypothese que 
les Propositions de Dumbqrton Oaks ont adoptee, repre­
nant une idee proposee a 1 1origine pnr ln France, en 
1919, et par M. Pnul-Boncour a la Societe des Nations 
en 1932. 

Les pnrngraphes 5 et 6 du Chnpitre VIII-B, bien 
que ne prevoyant pns de forces internntionnles permanen­
tes, contiennent des dispositions relntives n une avia­
tion internationnle permnnente. 

Etant donne que 1 1entree en action de forces qa­
t1onales sous commandement international est une opera­
tion plus delicate que 1 1utilisntion directe d 1une for­
ce internntionnle, les Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 
prevoient· des 11ccords spec1nux entre gouvernements. La 
concept1~n actuelle est que ces accords speciqux seront 
conclus entre gouvernements ng1ssQnt 1nd1v1duellement. 

Les ~ccords speci~ux seront encore re~forces par 
le par"lgrrmhe 10 du Ch.'l.p1 tre VIII-B, qui prevo1 t que 
lee membres de l 1 orgnn1s~tion doivent s'unir pour four­
nir 1 1nss1stfl.noe mutuelle requise en vue d 1executer les 
mesures 11rr~tees p~r le Conseil de Securite. 

L"l question du oommandement n 1est p~s trnnohee 
prealablement. L'Etnt-Major General n 1e-st charge que 
de la condu1te ~trategique de toutes les forces a~me~s, 
alors que la h1erarch1e du ooMrnqndement est laissee a 
une decision ulterieure. 

En conclusion, lee am.endements suggoros par lea 
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Gouvernements Participants ant ete disoutes sous trois 
categories: Le Conseil de Securite et 1 1Assemblee a 
propes des mesures d~ ooe~oition, l'emploi des sanctions, 
et les accords spe~i~ux. 

A ln requet~ des Delegues de la Belgique, de ln Bo­
livie, de la Norvege et de 1 1 Uruguay 1 le Rapporteur ~c­
c~pte de rem~nier son rapport afin d y inclure des re­
ferences aux amendements soumis p~r leurs gouvernements. 

La question est soulevee de snvoir si lea amende­
menta presentee par les quntre gouvernernents invitants 
seront consideres comne partie integr~nte du texte ori­
gin~l de Dumbarton ?aka, ou s 1ils seront tr~ites de la 
rneme m~niere que oeux qui ont ete soumis par d 1autres 
gouvernements ? Il est indique que la nremi~re solu­
tion 'equivaudrnit ~ leur confe~er un statut speoi~l, 
c~r, pour rnodif1~r le texte orig1nql, une majorite qes 
deux-tiers peut etre requise, tandis qu'une rnajorite 
simnle serqit suffis~nte s 11ls etqient consideres corn­
me des romendements ordin~ires. 

La Delegation du Royrmrne-Uni precise que art demn.n­
de que lea amendernents soumis par les quatre gouverne­
ments invitants scient inseres dans le texte ~ ete pre­
sentee pour de sirnRles r~isons de corn~odite, et non · 
pour les f~ire beneficier d 1une prefe~once quelconque. 

DECISIONS 

1. L1 Co~JLti de~qe sge le Rapport sera,traduit 
e.~.~ribue SO'!§....f.2rm.~_£~.9.Q..C.Wllent de...J..g QQnference. 

2. , Le Cornpe deg~g~ __ clt? __ ,.g..Qmrr@...9.QL_S\~~.§.n pro:­
chain~~'}!.l~~-!--~-=.exA.I!len __ g_~_J>.r:.9..P.osi:tionLc.e Dumbarto~ 
Qak~~t des_ nfilendemem_ij._JllJ..Lrult-.~e souml,§~ pnrngrnphe , 
p~r_.P.r:!~..a.KI.'~fl~.:..-.-~~.J:r~£19~pt pr~,9is.~...Jll.!L!Q.ut~_l.ib££~.e­
I?.~£.Q:....._;l.o.is see de__l)~~-~?_e n !~X ... 9-~.~ ·- o b_s e_r.:v R tt<2.~ ~ .-

3. Le Comite decine de se reunir ch~~e Jour, a 
l~_h_.,. e. :Q8.rt!-£_ dume.t£.~.9-1 9mil.1-;-Tu'fiqurn-·c~.s.~~-·ser 
tra.vnux soient termi~.: 

L~ seRnce est lev~e ~ .l7h55~ 
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Doc. 140 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/4(1) 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Connnittee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDU~ FOR SUMMARY REPORT OF 
SECOND MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3, May z, 1945 

The second paragraph under the heading, "Discussion", 
sbould be replaced by the following: 

1334 

"The attention of the Connnittee was first invited 
to its mission: The consideration of Chapters VIII-B 
and XII. Five graduated steps were outJinod whereby 
the Security CoUhcil could preserve peace, once it is 
decided that a situation exists the continuance of 
which is likely to endanger the peace: 

(+) investigatiun; 

(2) instructing the disputants to settle 
their differences by pacific means; · 

(3) recommending to the disputants the most 
appropriate weys of settling their differences; 

(4) diplomatic and economic enforcement 
measures, if it is decided that an actun.l 
threat to the peace exists; 

(5) use of armed force. 
Only after the failure of the first three measures, 
which are being studied.by other committees, are the 
final two categories to be used. It is with these 
two that Committee III/3 must deG1. 11 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc.140 (FRENCH) 
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May 15, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures ooercitives 

CORRIGENDUM AU COMPTE-RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA DEUXIEME SEANCE 
- - DU COMITE III/3 - - -

le 2 nni 1945 

Remplacer 1e deux1e!'l1e pn.rRgr~ohe de la rubr1que 
"Discussi0n" par le texte suiv~nt : 

1335 

11 L 11'l,ttent11)n du Cl)mi te est tl')ut d' ab,rd att1ree sur 
le ma,ndA.t qui lui Fl. ete Qtj.nf1e, a SA.V"l1r 1 1 examen des 
Chap1tres VIII B et XII. On a urevu une eerie de 
c;nq me~ures gra.duees, p~r lesquelles te C0nse11 de 
Securite P.0Urrn.it ma1ntenit' lA pa.1x, des qu 1 11 nur.ctit 
ete decide quI 11 €lX1Ste une 61 tua.ti0n dont lF.t C')ntinUA­
tion risque de mettre la paix en dtmger : 

(1) 

( 2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5} 

Enqu~te 

Inj?nction nux oarti~s en litige d 1 av.,ir e, 
reglBr leur differend par des M0yOnS pa.cifi­
ques. 

Recommnndati".)n aclressec A.ux -onrties p')ur leur 
1nd1qu~r les moyene les plus- appr~pries de 
regler leur differend. 

~esures coorc1tives, d 1 ordrc diplomAtique et 
economique, s 1 11 est reconnu qu'il existe une 
menace effective oontre la pnix. 

Emploi des f0rces armees. 

Ce n'est qu 1Apr0s que les tr0is premieres mesuree--Ftctuel-
1 

, , I , , , 
ement etud1eee par d flutres C"ni tee-... e.ur'>nt echrme, que 

lee deux dernieres cPtegories ~e mesuree cJ..,1vent entrer 
en application. Oe Sl')nt ces aeux c~tegories que le 
c )ffii te III/3 e et tmpele a etudhr. II 
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AGENnA FOR THIRD MEETING QE COMMITTEE III/3 

Ma. X .2_, .1.2.i2 

(1) Call to order by the Chairman; announcements 

(2) Opening discussion of paragraph 1 of Section B, 
Chapter VIII, of Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 
For the convenience of the Committee, this 
paragraph is reproduced below, together with 
the change proposed by the four sponsoring 
powers in Doc. 2, G/29, May 5, 1945. The 
textual change is indicated by underlining 

"1. Should the Security Council deem 
that a. failure to settle a dispute in accor­
dance with procedures indicated in paragraph 3 
of Section A, or ~n accordance with its recom­
mendations made under paragraphs 4 or 5 of 
Section A, constitutes a. threat-to the main­
tenance of international peace and security, 
it should take any measures necessary for the 
maintenance of international peace and secur­
ity in accordance with the p,urposes and prin­
ciples of the Organization. ' 

(3) Discussion or succeeding paragraphs of Section B, 
Chapter VIII, as time permits 

(4) Announcement regarding schedule of further 
meetings; adjournment 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
DOC, 162' (FRENCH) 
III/3/5 
MAY 9, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oomite 3 Mea~res Ceercitives 

ORDRE DU JOUR 

~ LA TROISIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 

~ Mal 1945 

(1) A~pel ot communications du President. 

(2) Ouverture de la discussion sur le Chapitre VIII, Sec­
tion B, paragraphe 1 des Propositio~s de Dumbarton Oaks. 
Pour faciliter lee travaux du Comite,_nous don~ons ci­
dessous 1& reproduction de,ce uaragra9he, en meme tem~s 
que la modification pronosee 'J?ar les quatre Puissances 
invitantes dans ~e Document 2, G/~9, du 5 Mal 1945. 
lK. tcxtc S()uli~e 1nd1qu11' la mo~_1f1cat1on, 

•1. Au cas ou un dlfferend ne serait pas resolu, , , , 
oonformement aux ~rocedures indiqyees dans le paragra­
phe 3 de la Section A, ou conformement aux recommanda­
tions faites selon lee par~graphP;~ ! ~ 5 de la Sec­
tion A par le Conseil de ~~curi~e, celui-oi, s 1il juge 
que la situation ainsi creee p~esent~ un danger pour le 
maintien de la paix et de la ~ec~rtte interpat1onales 1 
devrait prendre to~tes mesures necessaires a ce main­
tien, en conformite avec lee buts et 9rinci~es de 
l'Organisat1on 11 , 

(3) Discussion deA paragra~hes,suivants du Chapitre VIII, 
Section B,dans la mesure ou le temps le permet. 

( 4) Communication sur le plan des seances ul terieures. 

887 
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SUMHARY REPORT OF THIRD MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 
Veterans Building, Room 223, May 2, 1945, 2 ~· 

The third meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman at 5:15 p.m. 

1. Announcements 

The Chairman r~quested that the discussion be limited to 
paragraph 1 of Section B, Chapter VIII. He annotinced that the 
discussion would begin with consideration of the amendments of 
the four inviting governments, to be followed by the amendments 
proposed by Australia, Chile, the Netherlands, Norway, Turkey, 
and Venezuela. · 

In case no agreement could be reached, the Chairman sug­
gested that a coordinating subcommittee, to consist of the 
Rapporteur and delegates of those governments which have of­
fered amendments, should consider points of disagreement. 

2. Discussion of Paragraph ! of Section ~' Chapter YI!l 
The secretary read paragraph 1 and the amendment ~roposed 

by the four inviting powers, namely that the phrase, para­
graphs 4 or 5, 11 be substituted for "paragraph 511 in line 14 
of the original text. 

The delegate from the United Kingdom, speaking for the 
four inviting powers, remarked that this change was directly 
dependent upon a change in paragraph 4 of Section A, Chap­
ter VIII. He thought, therefore, that the amendment was not 
entirely within the scope of this Co~ittee, whereupon the 
delegate from Belgium stated that action in this Committee 
should not preclude consideration by another committee. 

Without any decision having been taken on this amendment 
of the four sponsoring powers, the delegate from Australia 
moved that paragraph 1 of Section B, Chapter VIII,- be.amended 
to read: 

1010 ... 1-



"should the Security Council deem that a 
failure to settle a ~ispute in ec~ordance with the 
procedures indica ted in pars.graph 3 of Section A, 
or in accordance with it~ recommendations made 
under paragraph 5 of Section A, constitutes a 
threat to the maintenance of international peace 
and security, it shall, in accordance with the 
purnosee and principles E1. ill United Na~ions, 
lay ~ Just terms !.2£ ~ settlement £:f. the 
dis,::ute, ~ ~ c.ny 1nec..sures necesc.:.r;[ for 
c&rryin& ~ ~ settlement and for mainta1n­
lnb international peace~ sccurit~. 

He stated that t.he purpose of the amendment was to makP. 
clear what appeared to be an implication of tho origilil:t.l 
draft; namely, that when other measures have failed and 
through that failure a throat to peace exists, tho Secur­
ity Council should be empowered to prescribe settlement 
terms. 

The delegate from Iran requested the Chairman to 
decide whether the following amendment proposed by his 
Government should be considered under Section A or Sec­
tion B of Chaptur VIII: 

"Any threat to tho territorial integrity or 
independence of a Member State constitutes a ·throat 
to the maintenance of peace nnd international 
security." 

The Committee then reverted to a discussion as to 
the wisdom of postponing discussion of tho c.mendment of 
the four inviting governments. 

Decision: ~ Qommittoe decided tQ postpone 
discussion .Q.t the inviting gover•nnents' amondmont 
tQ paragraph ~of Section a, Chapter VIII. 

If the Australian delegate approved, ~t was suggested 
that his amendment also be postponed because it related to 
the work of another committee. 

Tho delogute from Mexico sugg~stod that thoro was 
a basic ambiguity in the status cf the qmondmonts to tho 
Dumburton Oaks Proposals that WGre jointly offorvd by tho 
four. inviting powers.. Ho asked whothJr the so amondr.wnts 
were to be treated us part of the originnl proposc.ls or as 
separate amendments to bo discus sod in coru.1i ttees. The 
Chalrman commonted.that this point hnd alroc.dy boon dis­
cussed ln the Executive Cormnitteo, and that some decision 
would soon bp nnnouncod. 

1010 -2-
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The Chairman then opened the floor for furthor 

discussion on paragraph 1, Section B, Chapter VIII. 
The Al.,lstralian delegate suggested that his amendment 
might be sent to a mixed subcommittee drawn from Com­
mittee 1 and Committee 3 of Con~ission III. 

An amendment, summarized below, offered by Chile, 
and seconded by Norway, Bol~via, Ethiopia, and Guate­
mala, was approved by the Co~nittee: 

Decision: Xil§_ QQillill1t~ decideq ~in 
paragraph ~ Q( SoctJ.on a, Qhapter ~' ~ 
fu.;_QJ,l).';). . .t.X. .C.ounci,J __ lJllQulQ. n.ot QD.ly_ j;.ake meQ.sures 
:referreq j;.herein_ ill accor~ll.QSL "lillh the ~- · 
poses ~ rn•inciples Q( 1hS2.. Organizat:l,on, I .llli.t_ 
al;w in Q,.Qcordance yij;.h 11 the Chart.~ .Qf. ~ Or­
ganization". 

The Rapporteur con~ented that, as a general prp­
cedure, it would be unwise for this Committee to refer 
amendments to other committees, and that this point 
should be made clear by the Secretariat. 

The Turkish delegate proposed an amendment 
stipulating that the Council should lend "its assist­
ance to any party to a dispute who has agreed to sub­
mit to judicial settlement and to the decision of the 
Court as required." Discussion aroso concerning the 
exact meaning of the word "assistance". The delegate 
from Turkey clarified this point by saying that thi·s 
meant .only· "moral assistance" or "sympathy", should no· 
other moans be forthcoming. 

The Chairman adjourned the meeting at 7 p.m. 

1010 -3-
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~~-verba~ so~air~ de la Troisi~me Seance du Comite III/~ 
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Le President ouvre la troisi~me seance du Comite a 17h.l5. 

1.- ~icatl~n~ ~.President. 

291 

Le President dernande que lea debate soient limite's a 1 1a­
linea 1, Section B, Ul!13pitre III, et annonce .que la discussion 
commencera par l 1etude des amendements presentee par lea quatre 
gouvernements invitants, ~vRnt de passer aux amendements propo­
ses par l 1Australie, 13 Chili, les Pays-Bas, la Norv~ge, la Tur­
quie et le Venez1.~ela. 

Le President suggerc qu 1 au cas ou un accord ne pourrait 
!tre realise, les quesLions sur lesquelles lea membres du Co­
mite' ne seraient pas d 1 accord pourraient ~tre examinees par 
un sous-comite de coordination compose du Rapporteur et des 
delegues des gouvernements ayant presente des amendements. 

2.- Debat ~ ~ 1 alinea l, Section ~~ Clapitre Ylll· 
Le secretaire donne lecture de 1 1aline'a 1, a1nsi que de 

l'amendement propose par lee quatre Puissances invitantes: 
c 1 est-a-dire la substitution, a la quatorzi~me ligne du texte 
original, des mots 11 alineas 4 ou 5" aux mots "al1nea 5". 

Le delegue du Royaume-Uni, parlant au nom des quatre Puis­
sances invitantes, fait remarquer que cette mod~f1cat1on depend 
d1rectement d 1 une modification de 1 1 al1nea 4, Section A1 Chapi­
tre VIII. Cet amendem~nt ne lui semble done pas relever enti~­
rement de la comp~tence du Comit~. Le d~le~~e de la Belgique 
declare auss1t~t qua toute mesure prise par le Com1te ne dolt 
pas emp!cher un autre com1te d 1 etud1er la question. 

Sane qu•aucune decision ne so1t prise ~ 1 1 egard de cet amen­
dem~nt presente par lea quatre Puissances 1nvitantes, le delegue 
de l'Australie propose que l'alinla l, Section B, Chap1tre VIII 
so1t mod1f1e comma suit : 
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"Au cas ou un differ.:nd n3 serait pas resolu, confor­

rnement aux procedures in~iquJes dans le paragraphe 3 de 
la Saction A, ou conformement nux recommRndations faites 
selon le paragraphe ~ de lR S2ction A par le Conseil de 
Securite, celui-ci, s 1 il,jug~ que la situation ainsi cr~ee 
presente un danger pour le mRintien de lR paix et da la 
securite internationalas, formulera, conformement aux buts 
et ~ QrJ:..llillli§. ~ I::Iation..§ Unles; deE?_ ~QJlditlon.e7auffa:: 
bles tu vue du reglem~~t du djlfEfrQng ~1 p~endra toutee 
mesure§_ mfces~§ :Q..9.l:!:.f ~!.r2. ~. c.f~ ~ r2glemen_t ~ 
que pour me intfmir 1~ pRix ~ la s.!c~i!.{ int~.!la!i~!)_I'2-JS2..§. 11 

Il declare que le but de l'amendenent est d 1 eclaircir ce qui 
semble ~tre implique de..ns le projet originAl: a sAvoir q.u'au 
moment ob d 1Autree mesures nur~ient echoue et que c~t 4chec 
entra1ne un danger pour le ~aintien de la pRix, le Conseil de 
Securite devrait evoir pleins pouvoirs pour prescrire les con­
ditions de'r~gleoent. 

Le dalegue de 1 1 Irnn demPnde au President de decider si 
l'ernendamant suivant, proposd par eon gouvernament, dolt Atre 
etudie sous la Section A ou sQus la Sectlon B du Chapitre VIII 

"Toute menace~ l 1 int6grite territoriale ou a l 1 ind~­
pendance d 1 un Etat me~bre pr1sente un danger au maintien 
de la pRix et de la sdcurite internRtionales." 

Le Co~itd ftiscute alors la question de savoir s 1 il y a 
lieu d 1 r:tjourner 12 debat sur l 1 ai'1ender·18nt oresente par les qua­
tre PuissAnces invitantes. 

~LUTION: Le Cor.11te c""ec i0.e d 1 nJ.ourner la discussion 
~ m~endement pfes~ntl'"~r-·le.§-g(iiJvarnement._i" l.nvTtant~ 
re lnt if a 1 1 1'? lineQ 1, ~e_c;:_t io_n_]2_, Cha-Q itre ...llJI. 

Si le ~el~gue de l 1Australie est ~'accord, on propose que 
la discussion de son ~mendement soit egalement ajournee, en 
raison f!.u r'lpport entre· le cit ar;,enn.errJ.en t e t le s travaux d 1 un 
autre Comite. 

Le n.elegue <'lu Mexique sugg~re qu 1 il existe une equivoque 
fonc.amentale f"ans le et·.tut C.es ~tr:tendements RUX propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks presentee en con;mun par les quatre Puissances 
invitantes. Il denande si 6aux-ci doivent @tre consideres com­
me fais~nt partie des propositions originales, ou comme amende­
mente separes devant ~tre discutes en comite. Le President 
fait remarquer qu~ le Com1t8 Executif a deja discute cet aspect 
de la question et communiquera bient~t une decision. 

Le President invite d 1autres commentaires relatifs ~ 1 1ali­
nea 1, Section B, Chapitre VIII. Lcr·dalegue de l 1Australie pro-

lOll - 2 -



pose l 1 envo1 de son amendement devant un sous-comite mixte, 
choisi parmi les membres des Comites 1 et 3 de la Commission 
III. -

Le Comite Rpprouve un amendement pres~nte par le Chili et 
appuye par la Norv~ge, la Bolivie, 1 1 Ethiopie et le GuatemalaJ 
dent voici le resume . 

RESOLUIION: Le Comite decide ~a l 1 alinea 1 de la 
SectiOn __ ~-9:1! QilaP1tre-'{III ;-Ie CRi_fi~_el} d.e Sec uri tEr~­
vra~~ prendre le~ mesures prJVIes P.ar £§ chapitre non 
seulement en conf'ormitE?' ''avec es b_y_ts et 12rin~ ~ 
rtUFgan1safJ2.5-n-;-·ma;r·aus~I eiJ.c.::9.DfQrm@ a.y~ J.a ~­
te de lTOrganisatiQll' • 

Le Rapporteur fait remarquer qu'en general il ne serait 
pas prudent que ·1e Comit~ renvoie des emendements ~ d 1 autres 
comites, et recommano.e au Secretariat de preciser ce point. 

Le delegue de la Turquie propose un amen~ement prescri­
vent au Conseil de pratar "son assistance ~ toute partie ~ un 
diff'erend qui s 1 enge.g.era a se soumettre au be so in a un regle-
ment judiciaire ainsi qu'au jugement de la cour." On discute 
le sens exact du mot "assistance". Le del<~gue de la Turquie 
eclaircit ce point ~n ~isant que son gouvernement entend seu­
lement 11 1 1 assistance r~orale" ou''la sympathie", a 0.e'faut d 1au­
tres moyens. 

La seance se l~ve a 19h. 

lOll -3-
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
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AGENDA FOR FOURTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

M~y !Q, 1945 

(1) Continued discussion of paragraph 1 of Chapter VIII, Section B; 
initial statem~nt of Delegate of Mexico 

(2) Opening discussion of paragraph 2 of Chapter VIII, Section B 

O@RE DUm 

DE LA QUATRIEME SEANCE DU OOMITE III/3 

10 Ma1 1945 

(1) Suite de 1a discussion du para~raphe 1 du Chap!tre VIII, 
Section B; premier expos6 du Delegu~ du Mexique 

(2) Ouverture de la discussion du paragraphe 2 du Chapitre VIII, 
Section B 
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SUMMARY REPORT OF FOURTH MEETING .QE COMMITTEE III/3 

Veterans Building, ~ 223, May .!9_, 1945, .:2_ £·~· 

The Chairman opened the fourth meeting of the Committee 
at 3 p.m. 

1. Announcements 

The Chairman reported that at a morning meeting of 
chairmen and rapporteurs, means of increasing the speed of 
Committee work had been discussed. He suggested that ~he 
Committee adopt the procedure proposed at this morning meet­
ing, namely, that discussion follow the substantive points 
in the proposed amendments rather than the paragraphs of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 

In this manner the Committee could profitably use its 
Rapporteur's report, which discloseq two basic issues among 
amendments to paragraphs l and 2 of Section B, Chapter VIII: 

a. relation of the General Assembly to the Security 
Council on enforcement matters; and 

b. definition of "e..ggrossion". 

In case of future disagreement, he suggested that a 
subcommittee be formed under the chairmanship of tho Rappor­
teur. 

2. Discussion of Relation of Assembly to Council on Enforce-
ment Measures - -

The Ne,·r Zr.;aland Delegate called attention to what he 
regarded as two weaknesses in the Dcunbarton Oaks Proposals: 

1091 

a. the inadequate position of the small powers on the 
Council; and 

-1-
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b. the absence of ru1y guaranty to prevent aggression 
wherever it occurred. 

11 Collective" security is not possible, he said, because of 
the veto power of the perman~nt members. To correct this weak­
ness and give a satisfactory position to the small powers, he 
suggested either that the membership of the. Council be in­
creased, or that the Assembly be associated with prior deci­
sions of the Council by endorsing its decisions through a 
simple maJority of those present and voting. It would be 
impossible, he said, for the representatives of smaller na~ 
tions to return to their countries with the admission that 
they had agreed tp send their sons to war without having a 
voice in the decision. 

To remedy the second weakness, he suggested that the 
Council be empowered to act at once in any case where the 
Council itself might decide that an immediate decision was 
necessary. 

The New Zealand Delegate concluded with the following 
motion, which was seconded by the Delegate from Mexico: 

"that this Committee express its approval of the 
plan that in all matters of the application of sanction~, 
military or economic, the Securitr, Council associate ' 
with itself the General Assembly. 1 

The Delegate of the ~nited States of America, expressing 
sympathy with tho New Zealend ,point of view, disagreed, how­
ever, with the conclusions reached. In place of the premise 
of the New Zealand Dc;legate, that small nations under Council 
action were being asked to send their sons to die when told to 
do so, he stated that with a Council which was free to act, 
it would not be necessary to send anyone's sons to die again. 
The Council, in continuous session, would reach into situations 
which threatened the peace so as to prevent another world war. 
He pleaded that the Committee should not weaken the Council's 
powers by requesting a "voice" for the smaller nations, to 
the extent that the voice would be heard only in fighting a 
war, but not in keeping the peace. 

After explaining that the proposed Council was a small, 
compact body, with six representatives elected by tho Assembly, 
and with tho power to act upon thv agreement of tho five per­
manent members and at least two others, he stated that it was 
inconceivable that any' action of tho Council would be contrary 
to the wishes of a majority of the Assembly. 

The Delegate from Canada agreed that thG po1vor of the 
Council must not be weakened. On the other hand, he agreed 
that assurance must be given those nations not on the Council 
that their views would have ~Dnsidoration. 
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In thj_s connection, he: proposed the following amendment 
to the New Zealand Delegate's motion: 

"Tbat provislon be madu for the participation in 
decisions of the Security Council of members not repre­
sented on it, whoncv&r such members aru de siN;d to take 
so1~ious enforcement action under those dec1sions." 

He read the following Canadian amendment to Section B. 
of Chapter VIII, that after paragraph 7 a new paragraph be 
added as follows: 

"Any member of the United Nation:=J not represented on 
the Security Counci.l shall bo invitod to send a representa­
tive to sit as a member at uny mooting of tho Socurity 
Council which io discussing under parag1•aph 4 above the 
use of .the forces which :tt has undertaken to make avail­
able to the Security Cmmcil :!.n accordance with the spe­
cial a~recmont or agreements provided for in paragraph 5 
nbovo. 

* Whereas each great power is assured of participation in 
disputes from the beginning and can prevent the imposition of 
sanctions, the other members of the Organization, however, are 
asked to obligc.to themselves to carry out Council decisions 
without the assurc.nco that they would bo consulted before being 
ordered to take action. Unless tho Charter recognizod this 
nood for commltation, public support for its ratification 
would be difficult to obtain in many countries. Tho Canadian 
umondmcnt, ho said, would not dolay Council action because it 
would only incorporate in the Charter itself a step toward 
net ion which ¥Tould probably have to bo taken in any event. 

He drew nttC'ntion to the relat:ton botwoen this amendment 
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~nd another Canadian ~endmont to parngraphs 4 and 5 of Section B 
Dhapt<~r VI, tho purpose of whtch was to provide that members not 
on the Council should have tho right to sit as temporary, but 
votlng, members whon matters spocio..lly.affecting their interc:,sts · 
werE: under consideration. It might be advisable, he said, to 
write tnto tho Charter several alternative methods in order to 
pormi t tho po.rticipation of members not on the Council in 
dvcisions which directly affected them. 

As a general question, he asked aga1nst what states that 
Council could to..ke enforcement action under Chapter-VIII. 
Because the great powers w·ere 'protected by their individual 
veto, and because Germany and Japan wore given a special status 
under Chapter XII, he asked if it was correct to assume that 
tho businesc of this Committee was the creation of an enforce­
ment procedure which could be employed against only the 
smaller states. 

1091 -3-
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The Canadian Delegate's motion was seconded by the Dele­

gate from Iran. 

3. Or~~ization of Futm~e Work 

'l'he Chairman suggested that voting be suspended until 
the ne;:t Committee meeting, when delegates from the following 
cmmtrles would be recognized in this order: Union of Soviet 
Soci~list Republics, Peru, Egypt, United States of America, 
India, Bolivia, and Iran. 

The meeting adjournod at 4: 1~5 p.m. 
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COMMISSION III 
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P.ESTRLCTED 
Doc. 231 ( FRENCH)• 
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Security Council 

COHP':'E-RSNDU SOMMAIRE 
DE LA QUATRIENE SEANCE DU CO!viiTE III/3 

Veterans Building, salle 223, 10 Mal 1945, 14h.45 

La seance est ouverte par le President a 15 heures. 

l. Communications 

Le President signale que les Presidents et les Rappor­
teurs de Comites, au cours d'une seance tenue le matin, ont 
discute des moyena d 1 accelerer les travaux des Comites. Il 
propose que le Comit~ adopte une procedure suggeree a la 
reunion du matin, c'est-a-dire qu 1 11 accepte de discuter 
les questions de fond qui se trouvent dans les amendements 
proposes plutot que les paragraphes et lea propositions de 
Dum bart on Oaks. 

Ce cette ta9on, 1e Comite pourrait uti11ser au mieux 
1e rapport de son Rapporteur qui diat1ngue deux points prin­
cipaux parmi lea amendements aux paragraphes 1 et 2 de la 
Section B du Chapltre VIII. 

{a) Les ~appor~s de 1 1Assemb1ee Generale et du Conseil 
de Seourite au sujet des mesures coercitives; et 

(b) La definition du terme "agressiontt, 

Le President propose qu 1 au cas ou un desaccord survien­
drait un Sous-Comite soit constitue sous 1a presidence du 
Rapporteur. 

2. Discussion des rapports de liAssemblee avec le Conseil 
en oe qui conoerne lea mesures coercitives. 

Le Delegue de la Nouvelle-Zelande attire 1 t at.tention du 
Comite sur ce qu 111 considere oomme deux points faibles dans 

•(Corrigendum ~olr p.S04] 
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les Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks: 

(a) 

(b) 

La repr6sertt8tion insuffissnte des petites Puis­
sances au Con8eil; et 

l'absence de toute garantie perrnettant de preve­
nir l'agression partout o~ elle peut se produire. 

Il estirne que la sec uri te II collecti ve 11 n I est }::e. s 1JOS si ble 
en raison du nouvoir de veto des membres pernanents. Pour 
corriger ce d¥fa_ut et donner aux petites PuissE:.nces une ,)0-
si tion sE.tisfaisf,nte, 11 propose sol t que le nombre des mern­
br~s du Conseil soit augment~, soit que 1 1assernbl6e soit 
assoc16e aux decisions pris~s en premier lieu par le Conseil 
en rc-tifiant ces decisions r. lc.. si:nplo majorite des m2rnbres 
presGnts et votant. Il cstirne impossible, en effet, que les 
representants des petites nations ret~urnent dans leur pays 
en ayant accepte d' envoyer leurs fils a la guerre s1ms 1. voir 
eu voix au chapitre. 

Pour corriger le second point faible 1 il propose que 
le Conseil ait le pouvoir d 1ngir irnlilediaternent de.ns tous 
les cas o~ le Conseil lui-rn&me nourrait decider qu 1 une ac-
t . . 'd' t t ' i -lon lmme la e es necessa re. 

Le Delegue de la Nouvclle-Zelande 1 depose en terrnint,nt , ,. ~ ~ 

la ~)reposition suive.nte qui est appuyee pEr le Delc§;Ue du 
lvisxique: 

11 Le Comite exprime son approbation du plan pror:-ose 
et deme.nde que 1 de.ns toutes le s questions relatives 
h l 1 applicstion des sanctions militaires ou ~conomi­
ques1 le Conseil de Securite r.ssocie a sa decision 
l 1Assemblee ~enerale." 

" " , , Le Delegue des Etets-Unis d 1.A.marioue epprouve le point 
de vus dele. Nouvelle-Zehnde 1 mais n 1 est cepende.nt pas d 1e.c­
cord avec les conclusions formulees. ~e Delegue de la Nou­
~elle-Zelc,nde a declare, <:n eff~t, qu 1 a lEt suite d 1 une de­
cision du Conseil les petites nE~tions se verraient dans 
l 1 obligation d 1 8nvoyer leurs fils a lu mort si on le leur de­
mande; il estime, au contraire 1 qu 1 avec un Conseil libre de 
s~s acti~ns il ne serait plus necessaire d 1 ~nvoyer qui que 
ce soit a ln mort. Le Conseil 1 en effet 1 siegeant en perma­
nence, P01trrait fnire face aux situations qui men&cent la 
paix de fa9on a prevenir une autre guerre mondiale. Il de­
mande que le Comit~ n 1affaiblisse pas les nouvoirs du Con-

·1 ; II I " ' sel en reclamant une voix' pour le s petites m,tions 1 et[.nt 
donne que cette voix ne serait entendue que pour faire la 
guerre et non pour maintenir la paix. 
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Apr~s r•voir explique que le Cs,nseil propoe~ est 
un petit orb'c.nisme compact 1 compose de six represen~£,nts 
elus par 1 f J..ssemblee et aye.nt le pOUVoir d 1 Etgir apres de­
cision de cing mer:1bres pernenents et de deux r.utres au 
moins, le Dfle 6 ue des Etets-Unis declare qu 1 11 seob1e incon­
cevoble qu 1 un8 ~ction decidee par le Consei1 soit contrcire 
eux voeui de la majorit~ de 1 1Assemblee. 

' ,I I I I 1 Le Delegue du Canada es~ egalem~nt d ~vis que e pou-
voir du Conseil ne dolt pas etre affaibli. Il estioe,d 1 au­
tre lJE,rt, que 1 1 on doit donne.r aux nrtions qui n 1 ont pr.s de 
representants au Conseil 1 1 assurance que 1 1 on tiendra comp­
te de leurs opinions. 

Dnns ce but, 11 propose d 1 cmender comne suit la prc­
posi tion du De1£5 ue de la Nouvt..lle-Zel.s.nde: 

"Des dispositions seront prises en vue de lc p['_rtici­
pation aux decisions du Conseil de S~curit~ des me~­
bres qui n 1y sont pus represen~es chaque fois que c~s 
membres ~ourraient Stre appelt:·s, en vertu do ces de­
cisions, a prendre d~ graves ro0sures coercitives." 

Le Dele5ue du C<:mD.dc. donne lecture de 1 1 v.mendement du 
Gouve:rnent:nt cc.m.dien a 1£', Section-·B du Chapi tre VIII, qui 
tend a inserer apres le · pDrL €Jr&_£:,he ? un nowreau prLragrul::Jhe 
ainsi con9u: 

"Tout me::1bre des N,,tions Unie{l non represente nu Con-
"1 d s' ·t' · ·t' ' t t se~ e ecur~ e sera ~nvl ,e a envoyer un represen r,n 

qui siegerc.en qualit{ de nembre ~ toute seance du 
Conseil de Securi t{ o0 s~:re. discute, en vertu du pc.ra­
graphe 4 ci-des.sus, 1 1 emploi des forces qu 1 i1 s 1 ast 
engage ~ Bettre e lc disposition du Conse11 de Sscu-

. t ' I ' · ' rl e nux t;:.rn<Js de l ~.ccord ou des v.ccords specJ.c:tux pre-
vus f.u paragrr-.phe 5 ci-dessus. 11 

* Tnndis que les grendes Puissanc8s ont 1 1 &ssurance de 
t • • d" ' • I ,. prcr 1c1per es 1e debut r-.ux dlffer,·nds, et peuvent empe-

cher 1 1 applicntion de sE·.nctions 1 1s s E. utres me!TlbrE' s de_ 
1 1 0rganisntion 7 par centre, S'Jnt invit/s a_ pr<:nd~e 1 1 en1Sa­
ge!Tl€nt d 1 executer les decisions du Conseil Sftns etre surs 
s'ils seront consultes ave.nt qu 1 une ta11e action-salt exi­
gee d'eux. S1 1a Chnrte ne reconn&lt pns lEe necessite-
de consulter 1es petits Etats, i1 sera difficile dans un 
grand nombre de p&ys d 1 obtenir 1 1 nppui de 1 1 opinion ~ublique 
en vue de sa ratification. Il estime que 1 1 amenden0nt du 
Canada ne retarderait pLs l 1 2ction du Conseil 7 cnr 11 ne 
ferEti t q\,1 1 introduire dE-.ns la Ch&.rte el1e-meme une me sure 
~endant a 1 1 E•ction, 1FiauP-1le m~I'1UrP. dP.v:rFJit. p:robAblP.mP.nt 
etre prise dans tous les c&s. 

1092 - 3 -
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Il attire J 1attention du Comit~ sur le ;rapport qu 1ex1ste 

entre cet amendement et un autre amendement canadien c~pa­
ragraphes 4 et 5 de la Section B1 ,du Chapitre VI. Le but 
de ce de:rnier &mendement est de prevoir que les m€mbres 
non rflprrsentts au Conseil auront le droit de sit4ger D. 
titre temporai:re mais avo9 le droit de vo~er lors de 1 1exn­
men des questions qui affectAnt pnrticulieremrnt leurs~ 
interets, A son avis, 11 pourrc1t Stre opportun de pre-

. , , 
voir Q.r,na ln Charte plusieurs m&tho~es differontes nfin de 
permettre c.~x mem.bres non reprfsf'ntr::s nu Conseil de pc~rt1-
cip~r nux decisions qui lea nff~ctant dircctemcnt~ 

Soulevant une qu~ stion dr ordre g~~n6rc.l, 11 demc..nde 
quels sont lee Etats a 1 1 6g&rd desquels le Cons~il pour­
rnit prendre des mesurts co8rc1tives en vertu du C,hgpi­
tre VIII. Comme les grc,ndes Puisscnces so nt proteget'S 
par leur dr~it de wto individuE?l ot comme~ d't·.ut'rc part, 
on donnern c ... 1 1 Allemngne ct nu Jnpon un str.tut spi:<oinl 
en vertu du·Chnpitre XIIJ il demr.nde ei 1 1 on peut o.dmettre que 
le role du present Comit,') est d 1 et{.-..blir une procedure coer­
citi~e qui ne sc.'rnit E'.ppliquoe qu 1 r .. l 1 ~gc.rddes petits 
Etc.ts ~ 

Ln propositjon du D~l6gu~ C&nadion est rppuy6e pnr 
le D'l6~u~ de l'!rnn. · 

' I' Le President propose que 1 1 on~ourne le v~te jusqu n , , , , 
ln prochnine sec.nce ru cours de lr.quelle l.ss Dclegues, d8 
pays suivcnts prendront ln pnrole dLcns 1' ordrs' cl-apree: , , t Union des Republiquee Sovietiquee Soc1alistes 1 P~rou, 
Egypte, Etats-Unis d'Anerique, Inde, Bolivie et Iran. 

, , ' La seance est levee n 16 h 45 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 231 (ENGLISH) 

III/3/9 (1) 
May 221 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 

Page 3: 

Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPOR'r OF 
FOURT~ MBETINq-OF C()_ElMI~TEElii8 

Doc. 231 (English) III/3/9 

Substitute the following for the last three paragraphs: 

"Whereas each great power is assured of' participation 
in the consideration of disputes from the beginning and can 
by itself prevent the imposition of any sanctions, the other 
members of' the Organization are asked to obligate themselves 
to carry out Council decisions without uny,assurance that 
they would be consul ted !•a thor than ordered to take action. 
Unless the Charter recognized this need for consultation, 
public support for its 1•ntificntion would be ·difficult to 
obtain in many countries. Tho C::ma.diun a.mendrnent, he said, 
would not delay Council action because it would only incorpo­
rate in the Charter itself a step toward action wl1ich would 
probably have to be taken in any event. The Canadian amend­
ment indeed would strengthen the authority of the Council by 
giving it a larger assured backing for its decisions, since 
'states without permanent seats on the Council would be pre­
pared to place more substnntial forces at tho Council's dis­
posal if they knew that they would have some say in the use 
to which those forces would be put. 

"He drew attention to tho relation between this amendment 
and another C{·nadian amendment to paragraphs 4 and 5 of Sec­
tion B, Chapter VI, tho purpose of which was to provide that 
members not on the Council should have the right to sit as 
temporary but voting members when matters specially aff'ccting 
their interests we1•e under consideration. It might ·be advis­
able, he said, to write into the Charter·several alternative 
methods in order to permit the participation of members not on 
the Council ·in decisions which gravely aff'ectod them. 
1911 -1-

"A s a general question, he asked agaL~st what states the 
~ouncil could take enforcement action under Chapter VIII. 
Because the great powers were protected by their individua.l 
veto, and beeause Chapter XII seemed to provide for a separate 
sy~tem of sanctions to enforce the peace settlement with Germany 
and Japan, he asked if it was correct to assume that the busineos 
of this Committee was the creation of an enforcement procedure 
which could be employed against only the smaller states." 
1911 -2-
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Mesures coercitives 

HESTRIC'l'I":.D 
Doc. 231 (FRENCH) 
III/3/9 (1) 
May 22 1 1945 

Security Council 

CO~H!GI'NDUM DU PROCES VERBAL SOMMAIPE 
i5~ ~~.~:-·crJA1JJR'IEi:im;- SEANCE DU 'OOI~.f'QZ3. 

11 'l'andis que chacune des gra.ndes puissances a l 1 assuran-
ce de participel' d~s le d6but a 1 1 examen des diff~rends et 
peut elle-meme empecher l'application de sanctions, les au-
tres membres de l'Organisation, par centre, sont invit~s a 
prendre l'engagement d 1 ~x~cuter leo d~cisions du Conseil sans 
avoir la moindre assurance d'etre consult~es avant de recevoir 
l'ordre de passer aux actes. Si la Charte ne reconna!t p~; la 
n~cessit~ d'une telle consultation, il sera difficile dans un 
g~and nombrc de pays d'obtenir l'appui de l'opinion publique 
en vue de sa ratification. Il estime que 1 1amendement du Ca­
nada ne retarderait pas l'action du Conseil~ car il ferait 
qu'introduire dans la Charte elle-mt3me une mesure pr6liminai-
re qui devrait probabloment t3tre prise,dans taus los cas. 
L'amendement canadien tendrait, en fait, a renforcer l'autorit6 
du Conseil en assur·ant c sos decisions un appui plus large, car 
los Etats sans siege porm~nent au Consoil se1·aiont prt3ts a met­
tre a la disposition du ~onsoil des fOJ"COS plus importantes, 
s 1 ils savaient qu 1ils auraient leur mot a dire au sujet de l'em­
ploi de ces forces. 

" Il attire 1 1attention du Comit~ sur lc rapport existant 
or1tro cet amendement et ~ autre ~mendemont canadien aux para­
gNlphes 4 ct 5 de la Soct.ion B du Chapi t.l"G VI aya.nt pour but 
de pr6voir que los membrcs ncn-ropr~scntes au Conscil auront 
lc dt>oit de si6ger a titre tcmporairo m~is avec lo droit do vo­
ter lors de 1 1 examcn de questions affoctant parti.mli~remont 
leurs intcr8ts. A son avis; il pourrait 8tro opportun de pr6-
voir dans la Cha1•to plusieurs m~thodes d.iffcrcntos qui permct­
traient aux membros non-:-:'cpresentcs au Conso:l.l de po.rticiper 
aux d.6c1sions qui los affectent gravement. 

" Soulevant une question d 1ordrc g6n6ral1 11 domando quels 
sont los Eto.ts a 1 1 cgo.rd dosquels lo Conscil pour!'o,it pren­
dl'o des n:es'lrus coer~itives en vortu du Chapitre VIII. · 
Etc..nt donn~ que los grm-~des puissances nont prot6g6es par leur 
droit do veto individual et que le chapitre XII semble pr6-
voir un systomo special de sanctions, pour ass~~er l'o.pplicatior 

1912 ·-1-
du roglement de pai::c avec 1 'Allemagne ot lc Japan, il demo.ndo 
si l'on doit admettre que lo. t~chc du pr6sent comit6 est d'6-
tabllr uno proc6dure coorcitivo qui nc pourrait 6trc cxorc6c 
quo contrc los putits Etats." 
1912 -2-
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(1) 

(2) 

{3) 

ORDRE ,ill! iQQB 

DE !A CIN~UIE!it.: SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 

11 Ha1 1945 - ..__ ---
Reprise de 1& discussion sur le role de 1 1 ~ssemblee 
Genera.le 

Discussion de propositions tendant ~ inserer dans 
le texte une forttule pour designer l'agresseur 

hUtres que~tions susoeptibles d'app~rter des modi­
f1cot1ons e.u texte du Ch&.p1 tre VIII, Section B 1 
parc:.grnphe 2. 

ENGLISH 

AGENDA FOR FIFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

May il, 1945 

(1) Continuation of discussion on role of General 
Assembly 

(2) Discussion O·f proposals to inciude in the text 
a formula for identifying the aggressor 

(3) Other questions which would involve a modifi­
cation in the text of Chapter VIII, section 
B, paragraph 2 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTEI) 
Doc. 246 {ENGLISH)• 
III/3/lO· 
May 12, 1945 

SUMMARY REPORT QE FIFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

Veterans Building, ~ 223, May 11, .12!±2., 10:30 .!·.!!!· 

The fifth meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman at 10:35 a.m. 

1. Announcements 

The Delegate from Turkey requested a correction to 
the Summary Report of the Committee•s third meeting, He 
said that the last sentence in the paragraph on page 3 
concerning his amendment to paragraph 1 of Section B, 
Chapter VIII should have read: "The Delegate from Turkey 
clarified this point by saying that this meant at least 

* •moral assistance• or •sympathy•, should no other means 
be forthcoming." 

The Delegate from Mexico said he had stated in the 
previous dayrs meeting that Mexico's amendments granted 
wider powers to the Assembly in relation to the Security 
Council. Consequently, he would second all amendments, 
which favored that principle, such as that proposed by 
the Delegate from New Zealand. 

The Secretary read the New Zealand Delegate 1 s motion 
of the previous day and the proposed amendment thereto of 
the Canadian llllegate. 

2. Participation.£! Nonmembers .£! ~ Council ,!!!. Enforce­
ment Action 

The Delegate from the U.s.s.R. stressed the necessity 
cf having a strong international organization capable of 
acting swiftly. He reminded the Committee of the strategic 
and tactical lessons of this var and referred to the ex­
ample of the League of Nations, which was rendered power­
less by its own constitution. He said that the represen­
tation of governments not members of the Security Council 

*in the decisions of the security Council was stipulated by 

1145 -1-
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paragraph 5*of Sectlon D, Chapter VI, and by paragraph 9 
of Section B, Chapter VIII of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, 

The Delegate from Peru stated that, in general, Pan 
Ameri.can sympathies were for a more democratic form of 
the international organization. This meant, as a matter 
of principle, an extension of the powers of Assembly, 
He agreed, however, that there must be a strong Council, 
and, accordingly, he approved the proposed Canadian 
amendment. 

The Delegate from Egypt said that his country was 
in essentlal accord with the Canadian amendment (Doc. 2, 
G/14 (t), pp. 2,3) which provided for the insertion of 
a new paragraph after paragraph 7 of Section B, Chapter VIII, 
but that he proposed changing it to read: 

"Any member of the United Nations not repre­
sented on the Security Council shall be invited to 
send a representative to sit as a member at any 
meeting of the Security Council which is discussing 
under paragraph 4 above the use of the forces of 
that member Q~ any facilities withi~ its ~ terri­
.tory relating to any enforcement measures under 
discussion which it has undertaken to make avail­
able to the Security Council in accordance with 
the special agreement or agreements provided for 
in paragraph 5 above." 

The Delegate from Canada noted that the amendment to 
the New Zealand Delegate's motion :which he had proposed 
at the last meeting and which was now under discussion 

·was not the amendment to which ~he Egyptian Delegate 
referred. He stated that the Canadian amendment under 
discussion could properly be interpreted to include.the 
"facilities" referred to in the Egyptian proposal, The 
Delegate from Egypt thereupon withdrew his motion. 

Further discussj_on ensued on the relation of tho 
relation of the General Assembly to the Security Council 
on enforcement measures, The Delegate from the United 
Kingdom voiced complete agreement with the statements of 
the Delegate from the United States on tne previous day 
and warned that, unless sufficient power is delegated 
to the Security Council, a true world Organization will 
not have been formed, 

The Dol~gate .from India said that while it was 
better to have an imperfect Organization than none at all, 
the Corr~ittee should not delude itself with the thought 
that the proposed Organization could prevent wars between 

*cCorrigendum see p.312~ 
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the great nations or even between small nations, if the 
great powers were· divided in their sympathies. He pointed 
out that even economic sanctions could not be applied 
without the approval of all the permanent members of the 
Security Council. 

He observed that no Conference Committee seemed to 
have full scope over the discussion of the relation of 
the General Assembly to the Security Council. Accordingly 
he suggested that the whole matter be rj_ghtly considered 
by this Committee as its responsibility. He-then referred 
the Committee to tho provision of Chapter V, Section B, 
on the Assembly's role in electing the nonpermanent members 
of tho Council. He said that the proposed charter should 
be signed by all nations on the assumption that all tho 
great nations would continue to be peace-loving. 

3. Appointment .£f. Subcomrfii.i!££ 

The Chairman announced the formation of a subcommittee 
whose terms of reference wore to analyze amendments and 
expositlons of national points of vlew relating to the sub­
ject under discus6ion with a view to reporting upon a text 
upon which the Committee might agree. 

Tho Chairman announced that the Rapportour·would be 
Chairman of tho subcommlttee and that other members would 
be Delegates from Belgium, Canada, China, Mexico, New 
Zealand, United Kingdom, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
and the United States of An1orica. It was announced that 
th~s subcommittee would meet on May 12, 1945 at 10:30 a.m. 

Tho Chairman anno1mccd that at the next Committee 
meeting on May 14, Delegates from tho following countries 
would be recognized: Bolivia, Iran, United States, the 
Netherlands, Norway and China. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:40 p.m. 

-3-
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COMPTE RENDU SOM!-1AIRE ~E LA CIN~UIEYlE SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 

Tenue le ll.Mai 1945 1 a 10 h. 30, au 'Veterans Building, Salle 223 

Le president ouvre Ja cinquieme seance du comite a 
10 h. 35. 

1. Declarations. 

* Le Delegue de la Turquie demande une correction au 
Compte RPndu Sommaire de la troisieme seance du Comite. '11 
fait remar~uer que la derniere phrasA du paragraphe 1 de la 
Section B du,C~ap~tre VIII aurait,du etre redigee comme ;1 
suit: 11 Le Delegue de la Turquie eclairci t ce point en declarant 
qg 1 il signifie au milins 11 assistance morale" ou 11 Sympathie 11 , a 
defaut d 1autres·moyensr. 

Le Delegue du Mexique fait remarquer qu 1 il avait declare 
au oours de la seance du jour pr~oedent que les amendements 
du Mexique accordaient a 1'4ssemb~ee des pou~oirs plus etendus 
par rapport au Conseil de Securite. En consequence, 11 appuiera 
tous amendements qui seraient en faveur de ce principe, tels 
que ceux qui sont proposes·par le Delegue de la Nouve1le-Zelan­
de. 

Le Secretaire donne lecture de la motion proposee 
le jour precedent Pfl!' la Delegation de lf1 Nouvel1e-;Z~la.IJde 
et de 1 1amendement a cette motion proDose par le Delegue cana­
dien, 

2. Part1c1pat1on~Etats non membr~~-du Conse1l.aux mesu~~ 
.£~ro1 tives. · 

Le Delegue de 1 'Union des J:tepubliques so vletiques Socia .... 
11stes fait ressortir la necess1 te d' a voir une Orge_nisation in­
ternat1o9ale solide, c~pable 4'agir rapidement. Il rappe1le 
au Comi~e les le~ons de strategie et de toctique que nous ont 
enseignees la presente guerre et 11 rappelle l'exemp1e de la 
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Societe des Nations, dont 1 1impuissance fut la consequence de 
sa propre constitution·. Il fci t remarquer qge la l;?flrtici:r::ation 
de gouvernements non-membres du Conseil :de Securi te aux decisions* 
du Conseil est stipulee au paragraphe 5*'de la Section D du Chapi.::. 
tre VIet au paragraphe 9 de la Section.B du Chapitre VIII des 
Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks. 

Le Delegue du Perou declare qu 1 en general, les sympathies 
pan-americe.ines sont en feveur d 1 une forme plus democratique 
d 1 organisation internationale. Ceo; veut dire, en principe, une 
exterysion d~s pouvoi~s de 1 1Assemblee. Il reconnait,cependant 
la necessite d 1 avoir un Conseil pulss&nt et, en consequence, 11 
approuve 1 1amendement canadien. 

Le Delegue de 1' Egypte di t que son pays approuve, en 
princi~e, 1 1 amendement canadien (Doc. 2, G/14 (t) pages 2 et 3), 
qui prevoit l'insertion d 1 un nouveau paragraphe ala suite du 
paragraphe 7 de la Section B du Chrpitre VIII, mais 11 propose 
de le modifier comme 11 suit ; 

I , , 1 Tout membre des Nations Un~es,non represents au Con-
sell de Securi te serE~ invi t.e u envoyer un representent 

, ' , d qui sio~era cOin.rne membre e. toute seE'.nce du Conseil e 
Sec uri te discutD.nt au titre du parBgriO,phe 4 ci-dessus, 
l'emploi des forces de ce membre ou de toutes facilites 
se trouve~t sur son territoire et concernant les mesures 
coercitives feisc.nt l'objet des .debats, y_u 1 il se,serai~ 
engage a mettre a la diSPOSition du Conseil de Securite, 
conformement a 1 1 Un OU a" plusieurs des ['CCOrds preVUS 
au paragr£'\phe 5 ci-dessus. 11 

Le,D~le~ue du Canada rem~que que 1 1amendement,a la 
motion du Delegue de la Nouvelle-Zelande qu'il a propose au cours 
de la clerniere sec:nce et qui est o.ctuellement 11 objet des discus­
s;ons n'est pas celui auquel se refere le Delegue Egyptien. Il 
declare que 1 1 amendement cP-nndien faise.nt 11 objet de la discus­
sion pourreit a juste titre etre interpret€ comme incluant les 
11 f~c~li tes 11 mentionnees dens .ls. propos! tion '8g3rptienn-s. Le Dele­
gue egyptien retire sa proposition. 

La discussion se uoursuit sur la nosition de 1 1Assem­
blee Generale par rccpryort o.u Cons.eil ,dEJ S~curi_te I en ce qui ,con­
cerne les mesure~ coercitives~ Le Delegue du Roycume Uni g.eglare 
se rallier comuletement aux declar&tions faites le jour prece­
dent par le Deiegue des Ekts-Unis et,expri~e l 1 op1nion que si 
1 1 on ne·reconnait pas au Conseil de Securite des pouvoirs suffi­
sc.nts, on n'a.ura pas constitue une verlte.ble org<'-nisntion mondla­
le. 

*cCorrigendum voir p.313l 
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• , Le D6l~gu~ de l'Inde d~clare quf bien qu'il soit 

preferrcble d 1 avoir une organisation imparfai te c1ue de nf' oas en 
avoir du tout, le comite ne dolt passe bercer de l'idee que 
l'organisation oro~os~e pourrF emo@cher les guerres entrf' les 
grC'ndes ou entre m@me les 'petites nations, si les gr;:mdes nuissen­
ces se trouvent divisees dans leurs symnathies. Il fFit remar­
qu~r que meme des SPnctions economiques~ ne peuvent etrP 9.ppli­
quees s:cns 1 1 E·.nprobrtion de tous les 111embres permr.nents du Con-
sell de Securit~. · 

Il f~it remarquer qu 1 2ucun des Comites de la Conference 
ne semble avoir le respons~bilite comDlete de discuter la oosi-r , .., , , , 
tion de 1 Assemblee Gener~~e p~r rep~ort ~u Conseil de SPcurite. 
En conse •. uence, il. suggere que le comite se chcrge d 1 eXD!l}iner 
1 1 ensemble de la e:uestion. Il r"p·-~"lle ensui te c.u Comi te les 
dispositions du Ch.::.pi trt IV I Section B r21Ptives au role 
de l 1Assemblee d,.ns 1 1 0lection des membres non perme.nents du 
Oonseil. Il declE'.re que lc. chr.rte serF signee PF.r toutes les 
nations, dc.ns ~'hypothese que toutes les grrndes netions conser­
veront leur ideal de p~ix. 

3. Nbmination du sous-comite. 

Le President c.nnonce lf.'. formr tion d'un sous-comite 
ch['.rge d 1 anr.clyser les amender.ients et le s d8cl£>.rc' tions des 
divers po~nts de vue n£'.tioncux se rE.pn9rtant £. lc. y_llestion, en 
vue de presenter un texte que le Comi te pollrrE'. accepter. 

Le Qomit~ tnnonce 4US le R~puorteur serl le President 
d~ ~ou~-Comite et que les outres membres se composeront des 
Delegues de 1£. Belgiqlle 1 du CanadEL 1 de la Chine, du Mexique 1 

de la Nouvel~e-Zelcnde, dll Royaume-Uni de l'Union de.s ~epu­
bliques Sovietiqu.es Soci1listes et des Etc:ts-Unis d 1 Amerique. 
Il est Pnnonce que ce Sous-Comi te se reunirE le 12 MFi 1945 8. 
10 h. 30. 

Le President annonee qu. 1 8. la "'roch2.ine s{~nce du. 
comite le 14 ME~, lE' nerole ser·it donn~e aux Del£gues des peys 
suiv[nts: Bolivie, Ir~n, Etnts-Unls, P~ys-Bas, Norv~ge et Chine. 

La seanoe ef't levee v. 12 h. 40. 

(1146) 2714 -3-
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 2'46 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/10(1) 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 En.forcewent Arrangements 

CORRIGEND1.JH FOR SUMMARY REPORT OF FIFTH IlliETING OF 
. CO'MMITTE'j~ .fJI]~, IviAY"lJ:-;-19l'r5 -

Page, 1, last line: 

Delete "the decisions of". 

Page 2, top line: 

Substitute "4" in place of "5". 
1469 

Th_e United Nations Conference 
on In.ternational Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
Doe. 246 (English) 
III/3/10 (2) . 
May 16, 1945 

Security Council 
Committee 3 - Enforcement Arrangemehts 

CORRIGENDUM '1'0 ..TI.iE.! 8UMMAR1 REPORT OF .11:!! 

FIFTH I!\LE'l'INC:r .QE ~II'l!J2_~ JIIL.2., Ma.z 11 1 l21:t.5_ 

1. Statements 

The Delegate o.f Turkey requests a .correction to the Sum­
mary Report of the third meeting of the Committee. He points 
out that the word. "assistance" which is found in the Turkish 
amendment has a ··very -broad meaning and may signlfy "moral as­
sistance" or "sympathy" as well as an effective and effisa­
cious act involving the use of diplomntfc, economic and mili­
tary measures within the framework of the general provisions 
of Dmnbarton Oaks. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comlte 3 Mesures Coercitives 

RESTRICTED 
Doc • 246 ( FMl~CH) 
III/3/10 (1) 
l>Iay 16 1 1945 

Security Council 

CO:t\RIGENDU:tvl .hU COJ.VJPTE RENDU SO!Vllvu-JRE DE ~ 

CINQUIENE SEANCE ,:lli COlvliTE III/3, 11 mal 1945 

Page 2, 11Gnes 3 ~t 4: 

Remp1acer 1'express1on 11 nux decisions du consei1 11 pnr 
1es mots 11 au conseil 11 • 

Page 2, 1it:ne 4: 

Remplncer 11 5" par 11 4 11 • 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 - Mosures oneroitives 

RESTRICTED 
D~c. 246 (French) 
III/3/10 (2) 
May 16, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRECTIF ag COMPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE ~ ~ 

QINQJJWti §EANCE llil.. COMITE III/3, ~ J.1., 1945 

1. Declaration~ 

Le Delegue de 1a Turquie demande une correction au Comp~e 
Rendu Sommaire de la trO~ieme seance du Comite. Il fait remar­
quer que le mot 11 ass1sta{lce" qui se trouve dans 1 1amendement 
turo comporte un sene tree large qui peut s1gn1f1e~ aussi bien 
une 11 ass1stance morale 11 our "sympathie" qu' unE" aot1on effective 
tjt eff1cace entralnant :J,. 1 emplo1 Q.es me sur~ a d1pl~mat1que.s, 
eqo9om1ques et militaires, dans le cadre des dispositions 
generales de Dumbnrton Oaks. 
1474 
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The llnited Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc, 296 (ENG., l<'R.) 
III/3/13 
May 14, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

AGENDA FOR SIXTH ~ffiETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

May 14, 1945 

(1) Report of Subcommittee 

(2) Continued discussion of pending New Zealand motion 
and Canadian amendment thereto 

(1) 

(2) 

1311 

Ordr~ du jour de la stx~eme seance du Comite III/3 

14 ma.i 1945 

Rapport du sous-Comit~ 

Suite de la discussion d 1une proposition de la. Nouvelle 
Zelande et un amendment Canadien a cette proposition 
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RESTRICTED Tlw United Nations Conference 

on International Organization 
Doc. 320 (ENGLISH)• 
III/3/15 
May 15, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 F~forcement Arrangemente 

Sl~MARY REPORT OF SIXTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE l1JL3 
Veterans Building; Roorri ~13, Ma;(]2f, 1945, 5:10 l2...!E!.:. 

The sixth meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman at 5:10 p.m. " 

1. Annonncemen~ ~ Reports 

The Rapporteur reported that the subc.,mmittee at its 
meeting on May 12 had u1•gt:;;d that consideration cf formal 
amendmen~be in an order determined by the categories of the 
Rapporteur 's analysis of May 't. 

The Chairman announced that two documents had been pre­
pal•od in accol.,danco with the instructions of the subconunittee: 
No. 291, "Logical Arrangement of Amendments Relating to Cpapters 
VIII·B and XII l'}f Dumbarton Oaks Proposa.ls 11

; and No. 289, 
11Texts of Dumbarton Oalcs Proposals, Amendments of Sponsoring 
Powe1.,s, and Amendments Submi ttod by Other Part;l.cipa.ting Govern­
ments, Relating to Chapters VIII-Band. XII". 

The Chairman ann~uncod that discussion would be con­
tinued at tho next meeting with ~oeognition of Delegates 
represonting·thc following countries: Philippine Commonwealth, 
tho Union of South Africa, Belgium, and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics. 

2. Discussion: Participation of Non-Members~ Coun~il ~ 
Enforcomont Action -----

The Delegate from Bolivia said'that the Council must be 
able to act ~uickly if the Org~ization is to be effective. 
He restated. th~ two ba.sie amendments proposed. at the last 
mooting; 

a. That tho Assembly should be associated. with 
the Council is military sanctions; and.· 

b. that countries not members of the Council be 
represented on it whenever they are to par­
ticip:::-.to j_n enforcement action. 

•[Corrigendum see p.318] 
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He concluded by suggesting that the Charter should contain a 
definition of aggression which would make Councll action as 
nearly automatic as possible. 

The Delegate from Iran observed that there should be a 
fixed period of time for action by the Council. If no action 
were taken within that period, then tho Assembly would be 
free to intcrvon~. He supported the principle of a majority 
vote in the Couno:t.l . 

. The Delegate from the United States, addressing his remarks 
to the New Zealand Delegate, said that the principle of unified 
aotion by the four Governments must be fully_supported. For 
proper balance, he said that the Council must have strong 
executive authority; whereas, the democratic Assembly would 
assure every member an equal vote. If the New Z"ealancl amend­
ment were adopted, the Assembly would encroach upon the Council's 
powers. The Council, he said, would be a representative body 
of the Assembly,just as the Aasombly would be ropresontative 
of the various countries. 

He concluded with the plea that tho Committee preserve 
the Council as tho vital agency to prevent aggression. 

The Delegate from tho Netherlands suggested that the two 
motions of New Zealand and Canada had in common the principle 
of "no military action without representation". If the Canadian 
motion were adopted, the middle and smaller powers would be 
bound by a decision oi' the Security Council, provided that 
each was allowed to voto as o.n ~d hog member of the Council.· 
If the New Zealand motion wore adopted, the powers not on the 
Security Council would abide by the Council's decisions when 
ratified by o. simple majority of the Assembly. 

He drew attention to the grave obligation thus demanded 
of tho middltJ and smaller powers, that they must bind them­
selves now, in advance, to go to war upon a decision of the 
S0curity Council or Assembly--an obligatlon which would not 
be required of the great powers if th0y retained the veto. 
This would mean that the vm,ious governments must ho.vo faith 
in the Council to tho extent that they would give it a blank 
check, not only the Council as it is now constituted but also 
future Councils whose composition cannot now be foreseen. 

A similar act· of faith in the Council, of course, would 
be demanded if the original text of the Dumbarton Oaks Pro­
posals were adopted. ~o.in the point was made that the govern­
ments with permanent seats were not asked to perform this act of 
faith, that their veto power reserved to them the right not to 
participate in·nny action with which they did not agroe. 
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In supporting the C&ladian amendment the Netherlands 
Delegation was prepared to ask its Parliament to consent to 
this grave obligation, fully conscious of its far-reaching 
implic&tion. 

The Delegate from Norway sup}.!Orted the original Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposels. The Norwet:,:Lnn appr•oach, he explo.ined, was 
that the pr•oposed security s~'stem was merely a beginning; 
therefore, its machi.nery should be tmhc.mperod. Tho members 
of the Council were to be regarded as trustees of tho com­
munit;r of nations wlth appropriate r•esponsibility. If any 
matters before tho Council were to be rcferr•od to the Assembly, 
h(; sue;;gcstod thnt J.t should hulp to detormin8 a solution to a 
d:i.snutc but not the cnfo.r·c~:;m.:.mt measures to be under•taken 
nfter a solution had bo.;.n agreed upon. 

In rcopcct to tho Co.ncdinn :llnendment, he mentioned the 
si.milr:.r N~r>-rcgian proposal thc.t 3tctos not pnrtics to a 
disput(J should be invited b;t \.htl Council to djscuss the 
dispute J!1-1hun eff:Lciont discb..f.uogt; Qt rcsponsib:ili tius so 
rc:quirc s" ' 

* 'VHth rofcronce to the 1neff'ectivencss of 'tho Loa.guc, 
particularly in rusm•d to MMch.uric, thv Delogato from 
Chlna supported the orlgin~l Duln.bc .. l•ton Oaks Proposals. On 
the question of un:,1n.tmlte,- ho aga.tn recullod tho f,~iluros 
of tho Lcar,u0, end pl0a.dod fol~ giving the new world Orgcni­
zo.tion ,"). ch"-ncc. 

The mcotlng 'Wus adjourHod a.t 'T:l5 ·p.m. 

*cCorrigend~ see p.318, 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc. 320 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/15(1) 
r.ro.y 16, 1945 

CORRIGENDUM TO Smlt'-1ARY REPORT OP SIXTH f-lEETING - - ~-o-onMmiJm-rn;r- ----

r.1ay 14, 1S4.2 

Doc. 320 (Enc;lisru_, III/3/15. 

The penult1.mate paro.eraph of the Report should 
be amended to read as follows: 

11 l..fith reference to the ineffectiveness of the 
League, particul<:rly in rec;ard to Eunchuria, 
the DeleG~te from Chine supported the origin~l 
Dumbcrton Oaks Pl,oposals. On the question of 
the l1Cqi..tirement for uuanlmi ty of the permcnent 
members to mul-::e u vote in the 2>ecurity Council 
effective on c,.nforcement action, he explained 
1 t rne~mt that there vras E> Gro.::.ter responsibility 
plc.ced on their shoulcl.el'S in tlie c:r1•est of 
aggression and in the maintenance of international 
peace und security. It w::s an importcnt pro­
vision. He agLin recalled the failures pf tho 
League trheroin the permanont member states had . 
no Greater responsibility than othel~ states in 
this vi tal aspect, vnd pleaded for gi vine; the ncn-r 
-world Organizc.tion a chance." 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 320 (FRENCH)• 
III/3/15 
May 15 1 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit~ 3 Mesures coercitives 

CONPTE-REl'JDU SOHbAI.RE DE ;LA SIXIE:!vlE SEANCE DU COHITE III/3 

tenue .ru:J: Veterans pullding, Salle 21q_, le 14 mal 1945 ~ l7hl0 

Le Fr~sident ouvre la sixi~me s~ance du Comit~ ~ 17 h 10. 

1. Avis et Rapports 

Le Rapporteur signale que ce matin, le Sous-comite a 

insist~ pour que d 1 urgence les amendements formels soient 

examin~s dans 1 1 ordre d~termine par les categories de 1 1analyse 

du Rapporteur datee du 7 mai. 

Le President annonce que deux documents ont ete prepares 

conform~ment aux instructions du Sorts-comite: No. 291, "Classi-

fication logique des Amendements relatifs aux Chapitres VIII - B 

et XII des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks"; et No. 289, "Texts 

of Dumbarton Oaks, Amendments of Sponsoring Powers and Amend­

ments submitted by Other Particip&ting Governments, Relating to 

Chapters VIII-B and XII" • ( texte frnn9r.is n' existe pas) 

Le President annoncc qu 1 on continuera la discussion a la 

prochaine seance et que la parole sera donnee aux delegues 
, 

representan~ les pays suivants: Commonwealth des Philippines, 

Union ~e·l 1 Afrique du Sud, Belgique et Union des Republiques 

Sov16tiques Socialistes. 

1374 -1-
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2. Discussion: fnrtio~pation des Etnts nQn mcmbres du Qonseil 

~ mesures coercitives 

Le delegu~ de Bolivie'dit que le Conseil dolt etre en mesure 

d'egir rapidement si l'on veut que 1 10rganisation rasse oeuvre 

effective. Il formule a nouveau lea deux amendements principaux 

proposes a la derniere seance: 

a. L' Assrmblee deirrui t Stre nssociee au Cons~1il pour 

1 1npplicntion des sanctions reilitnires; et 

b. Lee pays non membres du Qonseil d~vruient y etre 

representee chaque fois qu 1 ils doivent pnrticiper 

a une action coercitive. 

Pour conclure 11 propose que ln Qharte devreit contenir une 

definition de 1 1agress1on qui permettrait Je rendre l'aotion du 

Conseil aussi automatique aue possible. 

Le d~legue de 1 1 Iran fait observer que le Coneeil devrait 

avoir 1 1 obl1gntion d 1 agir dans une limite de temps fixe. Si aucune 

action n 1 est prise dans cette periode, l'Assemblee serait alors 

libre d' intervenir. Il soutient le principe dt', vote b. la majoritJ 

dans le Conseil. 

Le delegue ~es Etats-Unis s 1 adressant au delegue de la 

Nouvelle Zeland·e 1 remarque qu' 11 est indispensable d 1 a.ppuyer 

pleinement le principe d'une action oohcertee des quatre grandee 

puissances. Pour assurer l'equilibre, le Qonseil dolt avoir une 

forte autorit~ executive; tandis que 1 1Assemblee democratique 

assurerait un vote egal a chaque membre, Si on r.doptu~t 1 1 amende­

ment de ln Nouvelle Zelande, l'Assemblbe emp1etera1t sur les 

pouvoirs du Conseil. Le Conseil. sera.it un Corps repr~senta.nt 
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1 1Assembl8e de mSme que 1 1Assemblee, n son tour, representerait 

lt:s differents p<ys. Il conclut en dema.ndnnt que le Comi te 

mnintienne le Conseil dens son r5le d 1 orgnne essentiel pour 

prevenir 1 1 ngression. 

Le delegue des Pays-Bas sugg~re que les deux propositions 

de la. Nouvelle Zelunde et du Cnna.da contiennent un principe 

" comr'lun: 11 Pns d' r,ction milltuil•e sans represen-tation". 6i la 

propo~ition annadienne est adoptte, las puissunces moyennes et 

petites scront tenues d'accepter les decisions du Conseil de 6e­

curite, D. condition qu 1 11 leur soit permis de voter comme membre 

ad hoc du Cons ell. 61 lc: proposition de la NouVE:.lle Zelande est 

, .I ' I i I ndoptee les puissnncss non r.:presenteee nu Conseil de Secur te 

serl".ient liees par l<:s <'l.ecisions d.u Conseil quand celles-ci se-. 

rnient rntifiC.es pur une simple majorit~ de 1 1Assernblee. 

Il attire 1 1attention sur ln ~rave obligation qui sera~t 

ainsi imposee nux puissances Goyennes et petites, si elles dol­

vent s 1 ~·ngnger n.>- ('I mninteno.nt, ~l 1 1 a vance 1 0. entrer en guerre 1 

sur une decision du Conseil de Secur1te ou de 1 1Assemblee; --
, 

oette obligation ne sern pns portagee par des grandee puissance~ 

si ct-lles-:-ci oonservont le droit de veto. Cec.t suppose dono que 

les differents gouvernementa devront avoir une telle confianoe 

dans le Conseil qu 1 ils lui donneront curte blanche, et non 

' ' I seulement dans le cas du Oonseil tel qu 1 11 est constitue a present, 

mala lorsqu 1il s 1 n5irn de conseils dont la composition ne peut 

etre prevue a. e-li. rnonent. -

On exiger~ naturellement le m~me aote de foi dans le Con-
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sell, si on nccepte le t~xte original des propositions de 

Dunbarton Oaks.· De nouveau 11 est fuit remurquer que les gou-

' verne!'!lents pourvus de sieges pernnnents ne seront pns tenus de 

fa.ire Cf:t note de foi, ..-:·t que leur droit de veto leur ~ reservern 

' · 1& possibilit6 de nc purticiper u uucune notion qu 1 i~ n 1 npprou-

veruient pus. 

En nppuyo.nt 1 1Amendement Cnnudien, lu Dcl{gc.tion des 

I \ \ 1 Pnys-Bus est disposes u demander u son Purlement lu rntificnt on 

de cette grnve obllgntion, duns lu pleine conscience des conse­

quences importnntes qu 1 elle entru1ne. 

Le Del~gue de lu Norvebe o.ppuie les propositions originu-· 

les de Dumbnrton Ouks. De 1 1 uvie du gouvernenent norvegien 
' , , , 1e systene de sccurite propose n 1 est qu 1 un commenccnent; 11 

importe done de ne pns en gf.ner le fonctionn~nent. Les M9mbres 

du Conseil doivent etre consideres cor:me les tuteurs de lo. 

communuut6 des nntions, nvcc les responsnbilites que ces fonc-

tiona impliquent, Si des questions dent 1e Conseil se trouve 

snisi doivent 6tre renvoye.es u 1 1Assenblee, cette nethode 

contribueru ~ ln solution d 1 un differond, ma.is non nux mesures 

coercitives qui doivent fnire suite ~ cette solution. 

A uropos de 1 1 o.mendeBent Co.no.dien, il rnppelle une pro­

position ser:1blo.ble fnite p~ lc. Norvee;e, a sr.voir que 0.es Etc.ts 

non pnrtje3~ un diff6rend ~~vrni~nt Stre invit•s pnr le Con­

sell 2L .?nrticiper nux discussions qunnd let si tuu.t1on 1 1 exige. 

* Apres r~vo ir rnp1Jele 1 1 impuissance de lo. Socieh~ ·des 

Nations, po.rticuli~rement dans 1 1 uffuire de lu Mo.ndchdUri-,le 

*cCorrigendum voir p.323J 
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delegue de ln Chine nppuie le textc origincl des propos1tl~ns 

de .Dumourton Oaks. Sur ln question de l'unanimit~, il evoque 

~ nouvenu los echoes de l~ Sooi6t6 des Nations et demnnde ins-

tcmt'lent qu' on- donne uno chnncc de succ~s ~ lo. nouvelle orgnni­

sntlon nondiale. 

Ln s{anco 0st lcv~e h 19 h 15. 
1374 -5-
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on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 320 (FRENCH) 
III/3/15 (1) 
Le 16 mai 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3. Mesures coeroitives. 

ERRATUM AU PROCES \'ERBAL RESUME DE LA SIXIEME SEANCE DU 
COMIT]: III/3.-

Doc. 320 (Francyai.~J, II~/3/~ 

L 1avant-dernier paragraphe du prooee-verbal devrait 
~tre modifie comme suit : 

1507 

11 En raison de 1 1 1neff1oaoite de la Societe 
des Nations, notamment en ce qui concerne la 
Mandchourie, le Delegue de la Chine appuie les 
Propositions originales de Dumbarton Oaks. Au 
sujet de la prescription d 1un vote ,unaniiiJe des 
membres permanents du Conseil de Seourite pour 
que des mesures ooercitives puissant etre prises, 
11 declare qu'a son avis cette disposition aug­
mente la responsab111te qui incombe a ces membres, 
d 1 arr~ter 1 1 a~ression et de maintenir la paix 
et la seourite int8rnationAles. Il s 1 Agit lA 
d 1une disposition iiiJPOrtante. Il rappelle les 
echecs de la Societe des NAtions, dans laquelle 
les Etats membres permanents n 1ava1ent pHs A. 
cet egard une responsabilite plUS grRnde que 
les autres Etats et demande 1nstnmment que 1 1 on 
accorde a "l;a nouvelle Orgt'tnisPtion mond1ale la 
poss1bilite de :t'aire mieux. " 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc. 317 (FR., ENG.) 
III/3/14 

cMay 16,1945J 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit§ 3 Mesures coercitiyes 

ORDRE DU ~ ~ LA SEPTIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 [15 ma1 1945] 

(1) ReprLBe des debats concernant la motion en instance de la 
Nouvelle-Zelande et l'amendement canadien s'y rapportant. 
Les Delegues representant les nations suivantes prendront 
la parole: 

Commnnwealth des Philippines 
Union Sud-Africaine 
Belgique 
Union des Republiques Sovietiques Socialistes 

(2) Discussions des nmondements officials aux Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks, dans l'ordre indique au Doc. 291, III/3/12. 

AGENDA fQ!! SEVENTH MEETING· Q.t 00N:MITTEE III/3 [lla7 .1!5• 1945] 

(1) Continued discussion of the pending New Zealand motion 
and the Canadian amendment thereto. Delegates repre-
senting ~he following oountries will speak. 

Philippine Commonwealth 
Union of South Africa 
Belgium 
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics 

(2) Discussion of formal amendments to the bumbarton Oaks 
Proposals in the order Indicated in Doc. 291,.111/3/12. 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 355 (ENGLISH)• 
III/3/17 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Cnmnitteo 3 Enforc . .,;mcnt Arrc.ngc:rnents 

§UMNARY REPOHT OF SEVENTH MEETING OF COMMITTE~ JII/3 

Veternns B'u:i 1dh1f:.S lli'.2£ 223, Mo.y 15, 1945, 3:40 E..• g. 

The seventh nceting of tho Committee was opened by 
tho Chairman at 3:40 :p.n. 

1. Discuss:! on: Partici nc.tion_ of ~..22_-!v1enbe1•s of Council 
in Enfo1•cono;.1t Action 

Tho Philippino Cor.unomvonlth Dologato made tho com-
promise notion: 

'(that tho Co.nndic.n proposal be o.ucnded by enjoining 
the Security Council, when considvring matters 
involving tho usc of snnctions or force, to invito 
to sit nnd' vote o.s c.ddi tiono.l ter.1pcrary t10nbors 
thereof, two nonbors of the Organization fron the 
geographical region whore a pc.rticular dispute 
arises, providing those two c..ro not already nenbers 
of tho Council und not po.rties to the dispute." 

Decision: The notion was dofoatod because 
thoro was no-second. ---

The Bolgic.n Dclu;;c..te supported tho Cnnadic.n Delego.tc ·.s 
motion. Thv Delegate from the Soviet Union said that the 
adoption of the motion cf either tho Dologc.to fron Now 
Zealand or of the Dolegnto fron Cc..nadu would hru~por tho 
pronpt c..nd effective functioning of the Council. Tho 
French Delegate sa.id that the divorgoncc·betwoen tho 
Cnnadic..n Dologato··'s notion and tho Dunbo.rton Oaks Proposals 
wo.s not ns great as it apponrod, o.nd that it should not be 
difficult to find o. fornuln satisfying both views. 

Tho CL~c.dic..n Delogc.to, observing thnt gcnornl dis­
cussion h~d prococ:dod far enough, withdrew his general 
m~~ndnent to the New Zoc..lnnd Dolegntc 1 s notion. Tho New· 
Zoc.lc.nd Dolcgnto ngrood with tho Canadian Delegate and 
likewise withdruw his general notion. Both Dologo.tos 

•[Corr1gea4u. aee p.SSl) 
1447 - 1 -
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r.mdo it clear, bowover, ·that they did not withdraw their 
G':lvornnonts' specific v..mondr::wnts to the Dumbnrton Oaks 
Proposals. 

2, Considorati0n 2.f S;e6cific Anendmcnt~ ConccrniE:.S_ 
Po.,rticiTJation CJf Ncn-Henoors of ~en in Enforco­
nont Action 

Th(; Chniman called for voting ln the order suggested 
by tho subcoDnitteo's Doc. 291 "Logical_ A~ngenont o~ 
~:!ondncnt!!!.• •• " 

Tho Dclego.to fron Colombin brought up o. P'Ji:nt of order 
on tho neco s s 1 ty of voting up:m tho nc tunJ.. parngro.phs of 
the Dur.1bnrton Oo.lfs Proposals. He was infor'!aod by the 
Cho.irr.mn on the o.grcod procoduro of first Vvtins for th6 
anonc.1:r:10nts which, if approved, would bo referred t-:J the 
drafting subco;:rr:i ttoo. The oubccrnni tt.eo would report 
b~ck a text of tho Dur;,barton Oaks Proposals which would 
incorporate those OJ!londli1cnts approved by the full 
Conr.1ittoo •· In the event tbo.t a propnsc.l suppo:!?ted by the 
no.jority f'o..ilcd t·J obtain the nccessnry two-thirds vote, 
the subcnrni ttoo vnuld bo asked to fornulc.te a text 
cor.mo..nding wider support, 

The Chairr1nn called fn:r c vote on tho Mex:i.co.,n 
~~ondnonts to Chapter VIII, Section B, paragraphs 1, 2, 
and 3. 

Tho Dcll;go.to frrlr.1 Mexico withdrew his Goverrunent's 
anendnent to pnro.grnph 3 of SoctL)n B, Chapter VIII. 

Decision: Tho Moxicnn cr1endmcnts to 
tri.ro~hs r-£Ed g_ of Sect~TCEO:'pter 
III, co.JTing_ for c.cti_~ eithc£_ !?l_ AssemblY: 

or ~ tho CounciT ~, ?_, JEr (£.) \I), EE.· 
12-13) wore_ dufoatua:-23 to l• -

There ensued n discussion of tho Eg<Jptian o.mendr.:lent, 
during which tho Dolegnto from tho Scviet Union objected to 
it both in dcto.il o..nd in principle. 

1447 

Decision: Tho E~yptian nnendnont for 
review b.z tho Asso/¥lt of the CounCTI1 s 
nct:!.ons- (DQC;' 2,-G g,_)(lT-)-wo.s 
dofentOd ;i]_ to 12. - --
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Tho D~legate from the Sovi~t Union believed that the 
Canadian amendment, calling for the participation in the 
Council's docision·on cnf'crcement of those governments 
which would hnve to contribute toward tho force, :;:hould 
bo subrrttted to fl. subcolillllittoe because of the importo.nce 
of achieving una.riim.tty on this point. Belgium, the 
Neth0rlnnus, o.nd Chile supported this vie,w and each 
o:nphasized the :i.mportance attc.ched by their 
GovernMGnts to the Canadian ~cndnent. The Netherlands* 
Delegate conunented that the inclmlion of this atH.md:ment . 
mie;ht be the.; determining fac.tor in its !'.cceptance or 
refusn.l by his Government. ~be Delegntos from the Union 
of South Africa and Australia both o.siced that, if the 
IJ.mendmcnt were ref'erred to o. subcommittee, they should 
be given an opportunity to <:xpross their views. The 
Cpc.ir:no.n stated tha.t nny gvvt:rn.'!lents should feel f1•ee 
to contribute in 't-.'l·itine:; to the subcomrrd.ttee their vie't-rs 
on the Ot:mndia.n amendr.l.cnt. 'J.lhe Delegate fl"Ol:l the Soviet 
Union nskod thnt his. suggestion be considf)red o.s a 
formal motion, seconded bJ ;aelaium, the Netherlands, 
and Cl11le • · 

Decision: Th9 COlfttn~ttee wtcd to rere·r 
the Cannd.i!'.n ~~:M: · (~ 2, ·m), 
£· me ~ suorumm; i!Jll :r§. favord5le 
votes. 

The r.woting adjourned n.t 6 p.m. 

*cCorrigeadua ne p.33l:r 

1447' - 3 -
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 1 

Doo. 355 (FRENCH)• 
III/3/17 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Meeurea ooercit1ves 

.QQ.MP~.:.RENDU SOM~~-AIRE Q! !:! SEP1IEME . SEANCE .ill! COMITE ill/~ 

Veterans Building, Sall§ 223, ~ !£ mai 1945 A ~ }l.!Q 

Le President deolere la Seance ouverte a 15 h.40. 

l. ·~1ecyas1o,n: Pertto1p~.t1Q.O. dee Eta.ll .D.Q!l membres ~ Qonee11 
§: ! 1 apDlioation S,Q -meourea coe:rci·th·es. · 

Le delegue du commonwee.l th des Philippines propose la mo-
tion su1vante: 

It quI un . AmPndemt=:n t SO 1 t 9.J)T)Ort e e la prop~ Sit ion 
oenad1enne eux termee duquel le Conse11 de Seou­
rite serait enjo1nt loraqu 111 examine des atta1ree 
QOmportant 1 1 empl01 de senctio.ns OU le recours a 
la force, d 1 inv1ter.d~ux mambr~s de l'OrgP.n1sat1on 
appartenant 8. lB r~g1on ~eogre.ph1que ou le d1fte­
r~nd S1est prOdU1t, ~ Sieger et a VOte~ Pn QUSli~ 
te de membres prov1so1ree du Cone~11, a la cond1-
tion-quP CPS deux m~mbrf.s d~ l 1 0r~an1sst1on ne 
soient ni mC'mbres du Consell n1 ps.rt1es au d1t... · 
1'erend.·" · 

Decision: !& motion n•~tant p~e ,eppUYeE'! ·m reJe~ee. 

Le del~gue·belge appuie·la motion du delfgue cPnedlen, 
Le deleg1l~ de l'Un1on eov1et1oue dncle.~e que 1Tadopt1on. ·de 
l~ ~ot;on du delegue de la Nouvelle-Z~land~ ou de celle'du 
delegue du Canada entrave~~it le fonot1onnement rap1de ·et 
etf1cJ.J.ce du Consflil. Le delP.gue francA.ie tP~lt rt•marquer 
que __ la divf'rgP-noe· Prntr~ lA · motio.n du del~gue cenAdlen. ~:>t 
le~ Pro~os1t1ons de Dumb~rton O~ke, n•~st p~s aues1 1mpor. 
tante qu 1 elle lf' pFira.ft et qu 111 rie devrA1 t pF~.s ~tre d1f- · 
f1o1le de t~ouvPr une rormUlP qui donne sRt1stact1on RUX 
deux points de vue. 

Le delegue oen~d1en, fP1sant obsPrver que lFI d1eeuse1on 

1448 
•(Corr1geadum •o1r. p.332] 
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genera1e n dure aseez 10nKtemps, retire l amenclement de 
caract ere gel;lera1 qui 11 a :;;,rr:p0se v. b. motion du delegue 

, '1 d i 1 - I I I , neo-ze an a e. Ce u1-ci; d acc0rd fl.Vec le ctelegue cana-
dien retire eg1:1.lement sa mcti-:Jn. Tnutefne lee <'l~ux de-
1e~uae declnrent qu 1 ils mnl:Hl.cnnent ie~·:.. nmen/l.emente 
specif1ques de leurs g•)UVernement s nux ~:t">l,;'JS 1 tiona de 
Dumbnrton Oaks. 

2. Etude des umenQ.ements :particu11ers §._~ rnp;)ortant 
~ la Qnrticipution des Et~ts nQn membres £y Conseil 
nux mesures coercitives. 

L~ president met 1a question aux v11x dans l'Jrdre sug­
gere par le document 291 du sous-c'">mi te 11 Q_l.,_ss ificntion logique 
des a.r£:en1aments . • . " 

D~c~~nn ~ L 1 amcndem~1 du gouv2rnement de 1n Nouvelle 
Ze.l.r-ma.e r~clama.nt !ill _vote f'avr>rnble de 1 1Assemb1ee est 
to~et~ pa~ vlngt-deux voix c0ntr~ guatre. (Doc.~ G/14 

f ]),2, 3. 

Le nelegue de C:1lombie souleve un :t;:>··,int de procedure 
nu sujet de la necees1 te d 'un vote sur les i'~ragruphes 
actuels c.es proposi t.! . .r.'ne de Durn'barton Ou:::ts. le Pres id.ent 
exp-:>se la methn<i.e Rctffiise <1Ui C0nsiste :,v:::ter ·i I abord sur 
les amendements qui, s 11ls sont Q,l).:.~r0uves, aerrmt r:.nvo{"es 
l'lU Bt1US•cOmite de redaction, Le SOUS-C')m'ite St1Umettra a 
nouveau un prl')jet de tbxte des yrop,s1 t1,1ns de Dumbarton 
Oaks dane le auel 11 sera tenu compte c.e ceux des fl.m·endements 
qui aur(mt ete apl-•rouves pnr le Coro1te n i!tmanimite. Au 
c~-B ·:>u une ·Yr.o:posi tion R.p_r;uyee par la mr< J•rit 6 n 1 obtiendrai t 
Jifl.s les demc-t1ers des voix, le soue-c"lmite sera1t chn:rge 
de red1ger Un noUVeAU texte BUSC6l:Jtible rl.e reunir Un plus 
gra~d nombre de suffrages. 

Le President met aux voix los amendements du Mexique 
au Chapi~re VIII, B, paragraphes 1, 2 et 3, 

L D , ' 'd I ' ~ elegue u Mexiaue retire 1 amendem(nt prop0ee par 
son gouv~rnement au paragraphe 3 de la Section B du Chapitre 
VIII. 

1448 

Qecision; 1&.!. mpendements .9:Y, Mexigue m parag:r:aphes 
l ~ ~ .9&. ]A Section ~ £1:1 qhnDltte llll, demt1nde 
l'nct10n soit ~ 1 1 Aseemble~ soit £y Conse1l (~2, 
W hl (1} yp.l2-13 sont re.1etes l2.r.£ ~ .YQJ.A contre J... 
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Vlent ensulte la .d1s~usslon .cle.l'amendement egtptien 

au cours de la.quell~ le n.~:icgue 0~e 1 ~Union, sovieti0Ue presente 
des objections de det~ils et de r-rincipes a l 1amendement. 

Dec1sio.n: L 1 arnendement ~gy:)t1en :?.~."'nn0srm:t ln d­
v1s1qn ~ ·l 1Assemblee i~ mt.suJ-es -.,r;aes ·)nr .J& 
Q:mseil J.QQ.Q.. E. W lillll>est re,leto pnr dix-huit 

·voix gontre d0uz~. 

Le de legue de 1 1 Un1•m soviet ique est 1me '!Ue 1 1 nmende­
m0nt canadien ~)f'Oi'?Sant la ~m.rtici:t:oRtion n.ux ··eoisi·~ns c.u 
C·Jnscil rellltivt.S a des mesures c Jerel tivee, dee g• •U:Verne­
m~nta qu6 aurn1ent a cnntr!buer a aes mesures,devraient 
etPi.~ S -,umis a Un S0US-c~mfte·, en r~ is-:m de l i imr·ortance 
QU t 11 y fl.Uralt a l')btenlr SUr CE: ::_:,oint une c1ecision unanime, 
Le. Belgique, les 1?A.ys-BAB et le Chili A.:;;;.uient cette o;..inion 
et chacun de Cf)B _pays S<l~lignent 1 1 im:)nJ:>tnncl· que leu~~ 

1 1 
g'~uvernements attachent a 1 1 e.m~:nflement cr.nnclien. Le delegue 

*ftes Pays-Bas fait remarquer oue l 11ns&rt1on de cet am~ndcment 
.pnurrait j0uer Un role determinant dans·l 1acceptat1on JU le 
refus de son gr.uvernement, les delegues-de l 1Union Sud• 
Africaine et de 1 1AustrR11c demnndent t0us deux que; s1 
1 1 amendemt'nt est :t>envoye o un s0us-c0lllj. te.1 j.1 leur a-~it 
d~':mne la 1:·oss1o111tE> <1 1 ex:)ri'Il<=l·ro leur l:;o1nt de vue. Le 
President. declare que les go'..lve:t>nemez:ts nnt t0ute 11berte 
de s."umettre J;Jnr ecrit au eous-cntnit'e 1e;ur•e remdrques au 
suJ et de 1 1 /,\mendement CA.nF'.r11en. Le dc1egue de 1 1 Union 
Sovietique r'l.emnnd.e que sn propositi;.m sC"i t consideree 
C'.lmme une ml)tion ('lff1c1el1e, qui. est appuyee .rjnr la Belgique, 
lee Pays-Bas et 1e Chili. 

1448. 

DaCQ1s1on: ~ 00m1te, ~ t ni;e­
M_~ ·1'-~.mendement cn.nFvliE'n 
.P..&l A .1m .S."•UQ-COpl1t6. 

La sen.nce est 1<;-\rt:e n lS h. 
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on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 726 (ENGLISH) 
IIt/3/17 (1) 
JWle 1, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY R~PORT OF SEVENTH MEETING OF 
COMMITTEE III/3, Mav-15, 1945 --
Doc. ~55 (English);" ITI/3/17 

Delete the sentence in the third paragraph on page 3: 

"The Netherlands Delegate commented that the 
inclusion of this amendment might be the 
determining factor in its ac.ceptance or 
refusal by his Gov.ernment" 

and substitute for it: 

3037 

"The Netherlands Delegate commented that the 
inclusion of thls amendment will const·i tute 
one of the determining factors which will 
determine the acceptance or rejection by 
the Netherlands Government of the Charter 
as a. whole." 
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·The United· Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 726 (FRENCH) 
III/3/17 (1) 
June 1, 1945. 

COMMISSION lll Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures CoercitivPs 

CORRIGENDUI>I AU COHPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA SEPTIEHE SEANCE 
DU COMITEIII73fe 15 mail945 
-Doc. 355 (French)III?§/l? 

Suoprimer dens 1e tro1s1eme uara.greohe de 1a page 3 1a 
phrase suiva.nte: 

11 Le De1egue des Pays-B~ts fRi t remarquer que 
1'insertion de oet emendement oourreit jouer 
un role determinant dans 1' l'l.cceutation ou 1e 
refus de son gouvernement 11 

et 1a. remp1acer par 1a phrase suivante: 

3038 

11 Le .DE'l1egue des Pays-BPs fait rema.rquer que 1'1n­
sert1on de cet amendement constituera un des fac­
teurs determinant de 1 1 Pcce~tat,ion ou du refus par 
son·gouvernement de 1 1 ensemb1e de 1e Charte~ 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization 
Doc. 34? (ENG. , ~"'R) 
III/3/16 -

cMay 16,1945J 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

aGENDb FOR ~IG~rl ME~TING uF Cu~u.ITTE~ III/3 

Hay 16, 1945, 8:30 

(1) Consideration of amendments to Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
in the order indicated in Doc. 291, "Logical I.rran(Sement 
of Amendments RelatineG to Cha~;ters VIII-B and XII. 11 

The first runendment to bo considered will be the 
Australia.n amendlllent to ttii, B, 1 (Doc. 2, G/14; (1), 
p. 9). 

Comit~ 3 KesurFs Coercitivcs 

ORDRE_ DU jOUR DE LA HUI'.:U.aE SE.tu~CE DU Cvl•1ITE !II/3 

J& lQ ma1 1 '1945, g_Q .n. 30 

(1) 

1430 

Etude des amendements aux nronositions de Dumbarton 
Oaks dens 1 1 ordre lndiqu~ dan·s le document 291, · 
"Classification logique des Amendeaents relPctifs 
aux Chanitre:: VIII-Bet XII. 11 Le nremier amendement 
!)lE:c~ ~-- 1' ordre du Jour est 1 1 ame:r1dement de 1 1 Austral+e 
au Chapitre VIII-B, 1. (Doc. 2 G/14 (1) p. 9). 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 391 (ENGLISH)• 
III/3/19 
May 18, 1945 

Security Council 
Corruni ttee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF ~IGHTH J;IEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

~~ Buildins~ ~ 223~ :May 16, 1945, 8:1J.O p.m. 

The eighth meeting of the Committee was opened by the 
Chairman at 8:40 p.m. 

1. Consideration of Amendments Limiting Council's Freedom 
of Action .- - --

The Chairman recalled to the Committee's attention 
that the Chilean amendment advocating conformity of the 
Council's actions wlth the Chm>ter of the Organization 
(Doc. 2, G/7 ( i), p. 7) had already been api;roved by the 
Committee (Doc. 199). He opened the dlscussion to consider­
ation of the Australian amendment advocating that the Coun­
cil's actions should specifically conform with justice 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 9). TI1e Australian Delegate asked 
that action on this amendlnent be reserved since it had been 
previously referred for discussion to a mixed subcommittee 
from Committees 2 and 3 of Co~~ission III (Doc. 199). The . 
Chairman assented and then called for discussion of a second 
Australian amendment limiting the Council's actions in mat­
ters of domestic jurisdiction (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), pp. 9-10). 
The Australian Delegate said that ln this case also an 
amendment by the sponsorlng governments to accomplish a 
similar purpose (new paragraph efter paragraph 6, Chapter 
II, Doc. 2, G/29, p. 2) \las under consideration outside 
of Committee 3 and requested that action on this be like­
wise deferred. 

The Chairman asked for ~onsideration of the amendment 
to paragraph 2 of Section B, Chapter VIII of the four spon­
soring governments (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4). 

The Delegate from Canada asl{ed clarification as ·to the 
exact meaning of the "measures" mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 
2 of Section B, Chapter VIII. *He speclfically asked if mem­
bers might be required to provide more force than had-already 
been committed in the special agreements mentioned in para­
graph 5 of Section B, Chapter VIII. The Delegate from the 
United Kingdom said that paragraph 1 of Section B, Chapter 
VIII, was designed to permit measures short of those provided 

•[Corri.eDdum eee p.SS6) 
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for in paragraphs 3 and 4 of Section B, Chapter VIII; whereas,. 
paragraph 2 was intended to allow for more serious situations. 

The Delegate from Norway asked for an explanation of 
the meaning of' the words "make rE.:commendntions or decide 
upon the measures" .!.n paragraph 2 of' Section B, Chapter VIII, 
f'...nd also tho meaninw of "recornnwndations" as ooposed to 
"measures necessary in paragraph 1 of Soction-B, Chapter 
VIII. His first interpretation was that the measures to 
which ref01•enco was made were measures to be tal{cn only by 
tho parties to the dispute. He asked if the Security Coun­
cil's recommendations c.utomatica.lly impli~;;d sanctions. He 
sugge-sted that, whonover the Council take c.ction whereby use 
of force wa.s not intended, tho Council should specifically 
refer to its recolllillendat.f.on as friendly ndvico. 

The Delegate from Belgium thought that the word "recom­
mendations" should be either dolett;)d from paragraph 2 and 
from the amendment thereto prqposed by the four sponsoring 
governments or that a. more suit~ble wording be substituted. 
Tl1e Delegate from Greece suggested the amalgamation of para­
graphs 1 and 2. 

The Delegate from Chinn said that tho t~endment to para­
graph 2 of Section B, Chapter VIII, proposed by the four spon­
soring governments wa.s primarily intended to de~l with 
threatening situations. Ho said that Cha.pter~XII wa.s intended 
to deal with situations crising out of tho ~ruscnt war, while_ 
pc.ra.gro.ph 5, Suction B, Cho.ptGr VIII, w~s conc.cr•nod with the 
period whon tho speclal c.grocments 'wuld ho.vu buen concluded. 

~. Appointment of Subcommi~ 

The Chairman, in view of the v.flrying interpretations, 
proposed the formation of o. small subcommitteo to ~roparo a 
now toxt cla.rifying the uxact meaning of the portion of tho 
.text under discussion. He W&S lcter seconded by the 
Ethiopian Delegate. 

'The Delegate from Uruguay askea that this subcommittee 
clarify the meaning of •'determine" in paragraph 2 of Section 
B, Chapter VIII. He said that it'should be made clear that 
the Co"Uncil would, automatically, "determine the existence 
of a.ny threat to the peace" and not do so solely at the 
urging of an interested party. 
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3. Resumption of Discussion 

There followed discussion on the Turkish amendment 
obligating the assistance of the Council to any party 
submitting to judicial settlement (Doc. 2, G/14 (e) (1), 
p. 2). 

Decision: The Turkish amen~~ent was de-
feated 16 to '1· -- --

The Mexican Delegate esked that, since regional agree­
ments are under discussion in Committee 4 of Commission III, 
any action taken in Committee 3 would not affect action in 
Committee 4. 

The Chairman announced thut the permanent Subcommittee, 
under the Chairmanship or· the Rapporteur, would·meet in Room 
219 of the Veterans Building on May 17 at 5:30 p.m. 

The meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m. 
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Doc. 391 (ENGLISH) 
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Committee 3 Enforceme~·; Arrs,ngements 

CORRIGENDUM To-·mJJ;INJi..rtY REPORT OF- EIGHTH MEETING OF 
c~'!I17~rl6, 194.2 -

())vc'·;· ~ II!{j/l"g) 

Page 1, last paragraph: 

Substitute the f.'ollowing for the· se9ond sentence: 

"He drew e'.;tention to the generel obligations 
to earry out e~l d~cisicns of the Council which would.be 
imposed on ell meFbers under the provisions of pcregrcph 5 
of Chc..pter II CJJ.t:i. :.;>c..ragrc.ph 4 of Section B of Chcpter VI. 
This might be itc~rpreted c.s giving the Council, acting 
under pareg:rc.pl:.J 1 and 2 of Section B, Chc.ptcr VIII, power 
to cc.ll on MY member to tc.kc t1ny cction which tho Council 
considered neoesec~y. He specifically caked if the Council 
might requj.re, members to provide lc.rger forces thc,n hcd 
c.lrec.dy been.' mc.d'J cvc.ilcble in the sp0cic.l agreements 
mentioned 1·.a pc.rcgr::.ph 5 of S~ction ]3, Chc.ptor VIII." 
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PROCEti-VERbAL RESUi"lE DE-~-HUITIEME b£.iil'JCE DU COl•li'I'E III/Z 

.Y&te:r..fill.§. building, Salle 223, 16 mal 1945, -goh40. 

Ln hui tieme seance du Comi te est ouvu·te par J.e 
?r6sident v 20h40. 

1. ExRmen des amc.ndements limi tnnt le. libE rt6 d tf.lction du 
Consf;il-.-

Le President rnppelle uu Comite qu 1 il a deja 
::tcccpt<5 (Doc .199) 1 1 amendement du Chili preconisent que le 
C0nsc-11 d·::>i t agir conform6ment ~ ln Chl'lrte de 1 1 Or9n.nisf-'lt'ion 
(Doc.2,G/7 (i),p.?). Il nuvre 1n discussi0n sur 1 amendement 
flUstralien preconis . .,nt que 1es ncti:)ns du Crmse1l dol ve;nt se 
Cl'lnfnrmer a ln justice (Doc.2, ,G/14 (1) I p.9). Le de1egue de 
1 1 .t~.ustr1:1.lie demande que 1 1on reserve la discussion de cet 

I ,,,, , ' 
amendement puisqu 11 a deja ete renvoye pour discussion a un 
Sous-Comite mixte des Comites 2 et 3 de la Comwission III 
(Doc.l99). Le Pr6sident donne snn consentement et ouvre la 
discussion sur un deuxi~me amendement australien llmitant 
lee actirms du Conse11 dans les affflil•es qui relevent de lA 
juridiction d0 chaqu~ Etnt (Doc.2 G/14 (1) pp.9-10). Le 
D '1, , 1 , , e t:>eue aus~r'l. len decl11re qae, d~J.ns ce cas egn.lement, un 
autrJ Comite esten train d 1 examiner un amendement des Puis­
sances invitnntes qui vise un but semblable(insertinn d'un 
11-:JUVtJau pnragr2phe apres le pt::rRgrnphc; 6, Chapitre II, Dou,2, 
G/29, p.2). -Il demande d0nc que 1 1 oxamen de cette question 
soit 6galem~nt ajnurn~. -

Le President demande que l'on 0xnmine 1 1 aW-ende­
rr.ent au paragruphe 2 de la Secti•)n B du Cbo.pi tre VIII s0u::J.is 
par les quatre gouverncments invitants (D~c.2, G/29, p.4). 

Le Delegue du Canada demande qu'on precise le 
sene exe.ct du mot "mesures 11 mentionne nux po.rngrnphes 1 et 2 
d.e la Se.ct1r:m B du Chap1 tre VIII. * Il c_emv.r.de express ement 
s-1 l.es membres. pnurr.nient etre tenus de f)ttrnlr des fl"lrce!:l 
plus imp0rtn.n te·s qu 11Is ne 1 1 av11.ient deja jjrnm1s 1t:ms les . 

-_acc,)rds speciuux vises au parng:raphe 5' de la. 5ecticn B du 
Chap1 tre VIII. Lt: Delegue du :k."'yaume-U.ni d1 t que 1~ lJarFt~I·':l~)h~ 
1 :.'l.e l,a_ 5ect1-:-m b, ChA.pi tre VIII a :x•ur but ·de ,t-~ermettre 'L(•utGs 

1!584 - 1 -
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r;:.:;o'lres em de<rn l~e cellcs qui sont envisagees nux :parngraphCc's 
.3 r;· ~ 4 do la .:Jccthn B du Chnpi tre VIII j te,ndls que le pnra­
t;raphe 2 a v:ur but de prev0ir des mesures prur ctcs situati·ms 
·l 1..l.S graves. 

Le D~l~gu6 de la Nnrv~gc demcnde l 1explication 
--lu sens des mots 11 fnire J.es recommandati')ns ou deciuer des 
r::..;surcs 11 (paroe;raphe 8 c.e la Secti·,n B c'\.u Cha:Ji-t:re VIII). 
Il clemnnde ogaien;ent le sens du mot "recomrr:andntir~ns" quI on 
·:,J'O"YS3 Clt:; SUbsti tuer ~.UX mots! 11 mesurcs Dec;essaircs 11 (para­
~Y'n::;he l 2..e la Section B du Chapitre VIII) .. · Il t:tvait ·~ 1 ab;rd 
C'JEl~;ris que. les mesures ViSees etRient des raesures QU~ 
Cluvnient pren,:tre seules les uarties c<.u riiffe!"end. Il demAnde 
si les recommundati0ns C'.u Conaeil de Securite comrJorter:t 
aut~mntiau~ment c'\.es snncti0ns. Il sug~~re que chaque foia 
-~ue le C'Jnseil prend des me sure~ q_'.ll n impliquent pas 1 1 eu1rloi 
c'\.e la fnrce, il devrait cxpresserrent presenter sa recommnnda­
tion c0mme un cnnseil amical. 

Le Delegue de la B<':·lgique est d 1 twis que le :not 
11 rCC0r!iEJC.ndatiOnS 11 08Vr11it etre !'0~1 ~ ,dU :_:-:aragt'aphe 2 et de 
1 1 nrnendc=,n:t::nt i-t ce paragrr:t:?he :propose par les quatre ~uisse.r.ces 
in7i tantes ,nJ ::tu' on c1ev!"nit lui suh>ti t:uar une phr.aseoln.gic 

l ; , T D 1 ~ , , "' l " ' ' 1 I j) t~;; a:p~:·1·0pro~ee .. Je e.;.egue 'Le a l.l'rece suggere au.;J on 
f!W'.c- les pa ... -,.grap~.Jes 1 et 2. 

Le D~l~gu6 de la Chine dit que l 1amendement au 
:_.-ar~1grnphe 2 c"..e la Sect inn B du Che..l.Ji tra -VIII, IJropns e 9ar 
les quatt'e ~u~sso~ces invita~tes avait p0ur ~ut inltial ~e 
rear,udre les si tu~.,~iions n1enrv;~nntes. Le Cha:)i tre XII a !)·-,ur 
but de faire face ~tx situatl~ns r~sultant de la gu6rre ac­
tu•,lle, 'tandis qu'.:' J.e ~)arng:ra:::~he 5 de la Sectirm ~ du Chapi tre 
VIII p·:n;~~ sur 1 1 epoque a l&.quelle les nccords S}>eciaux 
fm:..·ont ete c·:mclu.J. 

Vu cee interpr6tations dif~~rentes, le President 
prol)~,se la f;;rmation d'un petit s'1us-cr)l,1ite restreint p()lU' 

reJiger Un n 'UVeau tex~e qui rendrnit ~l'.lS clair le sens 
axn.c1i clu texte en ·~_iscussion. Ls Deleg1:e o.e 1 'Ethiopie 
n~~uie cette pr0pnsiti0n. 

Le Delcgue c'l.e 1 1 Uruguay demanc'l.e que ce sous-nc1mit~ 
renf.'.e :pius clair l,e sens rtu rr.•)t 11 deter.:'1tner" au :_--Jaragr"\phe 2 
de la Secti<.·n B clu Chl'lpi tre VIII; Il y aurnit lfeu de preci­
ser cue le C0nseil d~terminerait automQtiquement 11 ~ 1 existenc~ 
d 1 uno rriennce quelcnnque C'mtrG la ~jaix 11 et ne le ferni t !)88 

' I , , seulement a lR demanc'\.e dune des ~arties interesseee. 
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On ab ·rde cnsuitc la ~iscuss10n ~e l 1nmendement turc 
t:!Ul rene', obligD.t'•ire 1 1 rida c1u Cr.me eil a t ')Ute ·partie se Sl)U­

ciett~nt ~ un r~glem8nt judicialra (D0c.2, G/14 1e) (1) p.2). 

Deci.sio:~.n: .J:_Imn~:·ncl.cm;ont turc t:st reJete par 16 vriix 
c"'ntrc; ].. 

Puisnu~ le C~mit6 4 de ln c~mmissi~n III exn~in~ les 
nC'.cr.r.-ls rr~gi···naux, le Deleguc? c.'tu M.:oxique demnn<'~e que l..;s 
~~cisiGns du Cnmit6 3 n 1aient pRs de r~percussion sur les 
m~sures que prenaro 18 Com1t6 4. 

iw Pr/sif1.ent nnn •nee que 1·2 80Us-com1te :)ermanent, 
SOUS la ~Jr.!Si·".E:'nCC du Rnp:_.')rteur, 8~ reunir'l drms la E:ln11E) 
219 du Veter,tns .buildin~; le 17 mni e. 17 h 30, 

Ln soanc.: est 112vee a 22 h 30, 
1584' - 3 -
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Page 1, dern1er paragraphe: 

Remplacer la seconde phrase par: 

"Il attire l'attention sur le,s obligations generales 
d 1appl1quer toutes lea decisions du Conseil, qui sont im­
posees ~ tous lee membres en· vertu des dispositions du 
paragraphe 5 du Chap1tre II et du paragraphe 4 de la ~ec­
tion B du Chap1tre VI. Ceci pourrait ~tre interpr~t~ 
oomme donnant au Conseil, agissant en vertu des para­
graphes 1 et 2 de la Seot1on B du Chap1tre VIII, le droit 
de demander ~ un membra quelconque de pi•endre toute 
mesure que ·le Conseil estimerait n~cessaire, Il d~s1re 
expressemeht savoir ~1 le Conseil pourrait requerir lee 
membres de fournir des forces plus importantes que aelles 
dej~ prevues dans lee accords spe'ciaux vises au paragraphe 5 
de la Section B du Cnap1tre VIII. 11 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc.390 (ENGLISH) 
III/3./18 
May 18, 1945 

Security Council 

(1) 

AGENDA f.Q!!. NINTH MEETING .Q.E COMMITTEE III/3 cMay 18,1945J 

Consideration of the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
in the order indicated by Doc. 291, "Classification of Amend­
ments concerning Chapter VIII-p and XII of the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals." The amendments concerning the definition of an 
aggressor will be the firet to be considered. 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organiznti9n 

COMMISSION III 
Co~it6 3 Mcs~rEs coercitivcs 

::tE6T:tiC'I'ED 
Doc. 396 ( FR.) 
III/3/18 
~~ay 17, 1945 

Security Council 

O:li.DR~ DU LQB DE LA ~~ETJVIEi!E SEA!.JCE ill!, CO!HTE III /3 cle 18 mai 1945J 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SU~~y REPORT QE NINTH MEETING ~ COMMITTEE III/3 

Veterans Building, ~ 223, May 18, 1945, 10:30 ~· 

The Chairman opened the ninth meeting of the Committee 
at 10:45 a.m. 

1. Discussion: Designation of ~sGre~s1~n 

341 

The Secretary read the proposed amendments tD Chapter VIII, 
Secti~n B, paragraph 2, by Bolivia (Doc. 21 G/14 (r) ~p. 
8, 9) and by the Philippine Commonwealth (D~c 2, G/14 tk), p.4). 

The Bolivian Delegate made the following motion: 

"that the Security Council sh~uld intervene immedi• 
ately when one or ~1 of the circumstances listed 
in the Bolivian amendment present themselves, and 
that the establishment of the list of circumstances 
be referred to a Subcommittee." 

The m~ti~n was secon~ed by Delegates from Uruguay and Mexico. 

Delegates from Bolivia, Col~mbia, Egypt, Ethiopia, 
Guatomala, Honduras, Iran, Mexico, New Zealand, and Uruguay 
gave the following arguments in support of the motion. 
It should be known beforehand wbat acts would constitute 
aggression and, consequently, what acts would be subject t~ 
sanctions. The Council'f s work would b·~ facilitated if a 
definite list were written in the Charter. The seven cir­
cumstances listed would provide for automatic Council 
action in those cases. Tho list was not intended as a de­
finitive one nor as one which would ·prohibit the Council 
from acting in other cases. 

In c·ertain instances there could be no doubt of ag­
gression. Assurance is desirable that the Council would act 
in these circumstances. The Charter should contain a state­
ment of principle, ~t least, to the effect that aggression would 
not be tolerated, even though an exact definition were not 

1732 -1-



342 
given, The pr~posed four-government amondment to be added 
after paragraph 2 constitutes a partial definition of a~­
gression and should bo expanded. (Doc. 2, G/29. pp.4, 5) 
The Organization must bind itself to oppose lawless force by 
lmrful forces in certain cases where action should be obliga­
tory, No one could doubt the nececsity for t'..Ction in the 
event of the first three Bolivian circumstances. If one vote 
on tho Security Council could prev<::nt action, then it would be 
essential to have a list of circumstances when eouncil action 
would be automatic. 

It was~ suggested that reference might profitably be made 
to the terms of tho trE::aty between Afghanistan, Iraq, Iran, 
and the u.s.s.R. 

Delegates from Czechoslovekia, the Netherlands, Norway, 
Paraguay, the Union of South Africt'., tho United Kingdom, o.nd 
the United States of American opposed the motinn on the follow-
ing grounds. It would be impossible to enumerate all the acts 

that constitute uggression. Prior definition would be difficult, 
whereas recognition of an act after it had been committed would 
be simple. The tendency, in the case of an incomplete list, 
would be'(x; exclude the omitt-od acts from consideration. Any 
attempt to make Council action automatic would be dangerous 
for it might force prmJW.ture application of sanctions. The 
safest course would be to give the Council discretion to de-
cide when an act of aggression had been performed. The six 
nonpermanent members of the Council could veto action in such 
circumstances. 

It was further suggested that refusal of a state to comply 
with the judicial decision of an international court, point 
(g) of the Bolivian amendment, h~d.been improperly included in the 
list of acts of aggression. Adequate provision for tho detec­
tion of agg1•ossicn had boon mado in the Chal~tcr in Chapter VIII, 
Section A, where states were obligated to follow peaceful pro­
cedures f,.,r settlement of disputes. There was no one kind of 
act, defined as ~n net of aggression, which in·conceivable 
cil•cumstnncos m.i::.;ht not be o. legitimate act of self-defense, 
Even with reference to the first item of tho Bolivian list, 
invas:i..(,:r~ by armod force, it might be difficult to determine the 
invader if thore had bec;;n provocation on one side which forced 
acticm by the other. Furthermore, within t'he list there were 
several points which wo~ld require definition, e.g. when 
"intervention" was to lJe: considered aggression. 
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2. Announcements 

A vote on the day's descussion was postponed t~ the next 
meeting in de~erence to the Philippine Delegate who was unable 
to presont his views at this meet:t:ng. It wc.s suggested tho.t 
this acti~n not be taken as esteblishing a precedent. 

Tho Chairman announced that the agenda ~or the next meet­
ing would include: (a) selection of representatives from 
III/3 for a joint subcommittee with III/2 on the question of 
domestic jurisdiction; (b) recognition c~ the Philippine 
Delegate; (c) vote on the Bolivien motion. 

·Tho meeting was adjourned at 1 p. m. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
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COMPTE-RENDU SOMMAIRE 
DE LA NEUVIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/~ 

Veterans Building 
Salle 223 

18 mai 1945 a 10 h 30 

Le President cuvre la neuvieme seance d~ Comite 
a. 10 h 45 • . 
1. Qi~cys&i2n ~u~ la ~e!e~mln~tion ~eA ~o!eA ~'~g~eAsion 

Le President donne lecture dP.s amendements propoees 
par la Bolivie ( Doc 2, G/14 (r) I p. e, 9 ) et le 
Commonwealth desPhilippines (Doc 2, Gll4 (k) 1 p. 4) 
au Chapitre VIII 1 Section B, paragraphs 2. 

Le D~legue de la Bolivie soumet la proposition suivante 

"Le Conse11 de Securite doit 1ntervenir 1mmediatement 
s1 1 1une CU toutAS les~~ventual1tes enumerees dane 
1 1 amend~ent bcl1v1en se presentAnt; un sous-com1te 
devrai t etre charge de rediger 1a liste de ces ,• eventua­
lites." 

Cette proposition est annuy8e pa~ les Del~gues de 
l'Uruguay et du Mexique. 

Les Delegues de la Bolivie, de 1~ Colombie( de 1 1 Egypte, 
de l'Ethiop1e, su Guatemala, du ~ondur~, de 1 Iran, du 
Mexique, de la MOuvelle-Zelande et de '1 1Uruguay font valoir 
lea arguments suivants en faveur de la proposition. Il y 
aurait lieu de definir au pre~lable .lee. actes qui c·onstituent 
une agression et~qu1, en cons~quence, ser~iegt passibles de 
sanctions. ~ tache d~ gonseil s~rr.i~~oilitee s1 une 11ste 
de oes aotee et~it 1nseree dans la Charte. Lee sept 
eventua11tes''enumerees entralneraient automatiquement une· 
interventicn du Conseil. La l1ste n'a pas la pretentinn 
dletre definitive, et elle ne devrnit pas etre interpretee 
comme devant empecher le Conse1l d'ag1r dans d 1 autres cas. 
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Dans certains cas l 1agrAssion ne ferait aucun doute. 
Il serait souhaitable dfavoir 1 1 assurance que le Conseil 
1nterviendra ~lors. LR Charte devrait contenir au mJ1ns 
une declaration de principe indiquant que 1 1agressiln ne 
serait pas tolereeJ meme s 1 il n 1 en est pas donne de defini­
tion precise. Les amendements proposes par les quatre 
gouverne~ents pour etre 1nseres a la suite du paragraphe 2 
constitnent une definition partielle de 1 1 agress1on 1 et ils 
devraient etre amplifies, (Doc 2 1 G/29, p. 4 1 5 ). L 1 crga­
nis9.tion d~it s 1 engager ~ cppo~er au recours illicite t·. la 
f~rce le recours licite a la meme force, dans. cetains cas 
~u il est indispeosable d 1intervenir. Personrn ne pourrait 
douter de la necessite d 1une action dans les trois premieres 
eventualites enumerees uar la Bolivie. Si une vbix au Con­
sell de Securit~ pouv~it s 1 opposer.a 1 1 action 1 11 sera~ 
indispensable dretabl1r la liste des oqs dans lesquels 
le Conseil agirait autonatiquement. 

Il est suggere qu 1une r8ferAnce aux tArmes du 
traite entre 1 1Afghanistan 1 1 1Irak, 1 1Iran et l'URSS serait 
utile. 

Les Delegues de la Toh~coslovaquie, des Pays-Bas, 
de la Nor1rege, du Pnre.gtu,_y 1 de 1 1 Ugi<;m Sud-Afr1caine 1 du 
Royaume Unt et Cl.es l<,tat.:--Unis d 1Amel'ique combattent la 
propo8ttion pour lAs motifs suivants. Il ne sera1tpas 
possible d 1 en~~erer tous les actes qui constituent une agres­
sion. Une definition prealable serait I!l.l'l.laisee 1 alors qu 1 11 · 
sera1t simple de reconnnitre 1 1 existence d 1un acte d 1agres-_ 

1 ' I ' ,. 1' s on apres qu 11 a ete commis. 81 la liste est inco~p ete 
on aura tendance a ne pas tenir compte des actes qui n 1y 
figurent ~A~. Toute tentative de rendre automatique l 1ac­
tion du Conseil serait dangereuse car elle risquerait de· 
provoquer une application prematuree des sanctions. La 
procedure la plu~ junicieuse consistera~ a laisser au 
Conseil la possibilite de dec1~er s 1il y a,eu ou non acte 
d 1 agression. Les six menbres non-permanents du Conseil 
pourraient, dan8 de telles circonstanc es 1 oppo-ser leur 
veto a 1 1 act1on du Conseil. 

Il est sugger~ d1 autre r-ert que le refus d 1un etat 
de se conformer aux decisions judiciaires rendues par une 
Cq~~ IntPrnat1onale ( point (g) de 1 1 amendement bnlivien ) 
a e~~ incorrectement inclus dans la 11ste des actes d 1 agres­
sion. Des dispositions'propres a r't~terminer une agression 

sont prevues au Chapitre VIII, Seoti~n A de la Charte, 
selo~ lesquelle~ les·Etats ont 1 1 ohligat1on de ~uivre des 
procedures pactfiquea· dans le reglement de differends. Il 
n 1 existe auoun aote, defini comme aote d 1agrPss1on, qui, 
en certaines circonstances, ne pourra1t etre consider~ comme 
un act_e de legitime rlefense. Mer.1e s 1 11 etait fait reference 
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au pre~i~r cas prevu dans la.~iste bolivienne~ qui vise 
une invasion par la force armee, il pourrait etre difficile 
de deterTiiner-gui est 1 1 envah1sseur sides actes de provoca­
tions avaient ete commie par une partie 1 et s 111s avaient 
necessite une action ~e la part de 1 1autre partie.. ~n 
o~tre, la liste cont1e.nt,plusieurs oas qui devra1ept etre 
definis de faoon plus precise, par exeMple celui ou une 
II intervention A devra etre tra.i tee COmme une agress1tmo 

2. Qo.mmynic£!t1o.llil. 

U I ' , L n vote sur les sujets discutes a la seance est renvoye 
'1 I ' ;; ; a a reunion suivante per' courtoisie .vis-ll-vis o_u Delegue 
des Philippines gu1 a ete empPo~e d1 exprimer son opinion au 
cours de cette ~eance. Il est entendu que cette decision 
ne devra pas etre consideree comme etablissant un precedent. 

Le President communique 1 1 or1re du jour de la prochaine 
seance qui conprendra : 

a) la designation de representants du Comite III/2 
pour former un sous-ccrmite mixte avec le Comite 
III/2 charge d 1examiner la question de la juridic­
tion interne; 

b) le discours du Delegu~ des Philippines; 

c) le vote sur la proposition de lR Bolivie. 

La seance est levee a 13 h·c urt! s. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

AGENDA FOR TENTH I4EETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

May 21, 19!~5 

(1) Announcement regarding mixed subcommittee 

(2) Statement by Philippine Delegate and vote on pend-
1hg Bolivian motion 

(3) 

1778 

Consideration of tho amendments to tho Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals in the or•der indicated in Doc. 291. 
Tho amond.monts concerning special measures to be 
taken prior to thu application of sanctions will 
be the first to be considered. 
ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA DIXIE~1E SEANCE DU C01..UTE III/3 

Le 21 mai 1945 

(1) Communication au sujet du Sous-Comite mixte 

(2) Declaration du Delegue des Philippines et 
vote sur la proposition soumise par 
la Bolivie a· la seance precedente. 

(3) Examen des amendements aux Propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks, dans l 1 ordre indique 
dans le Doc. 291. Lee amendements 
r~~atifs aux ~esures speci~les a prendre 

Pl"f'IJ].ablernent ~ 1 1 application de . sanctions 
seront examines ~n premier lieu. 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc. 502 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/22 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF TENTH l~ETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

Veteran~ Building, Room 22~, May 21, 1945, 8:50 p.m. 

The Chairman opened the tenth meeting of the Committee at 
8:50 p.m. 

l. Discussion: Definition of Aggression 

Discussion continued on the pending Bolivian motion' to 
make more explicit reference to .certain acts of aggression in 
the Charter. 

The Delegate from the Philippine Commonwealth, in sup, 
porting the Bolivian motion, requested that the first sentence 
of the proposed Philippine amendment be revised as follows: 

"Any nation should be considered as threatening 
the peace or as an aggressor, if it should be the first­
party to commit any of the following acts, among others ... " 

(Doc. 2, G/14 (k), p.4) 

The revision is to insert the words "among others 11
• 

Delegates from Bolivia, Egypt, the Philippine Common­
wealth and Uruguay spoke in favor of the motion. Delegates 
from the Byelorussian S.S.R., Chile, France, and the U.S.S.R. 
spoke against the motion, 

At the request of the Bolivian Delegate the followihg 
statement is incorporated in the record: 

1946 

"The Delegation of Bolivia, in proposing an amend­
ment to provide criteria for determining an aggressor, 
had in mind the desirability of facilitating the action 
of the Security Counqil, through the determination of 
certain acts of an aggressive .nature which, since they 
provide ObJective tests, might permit the application 
of immediate repressive :measures for the maintenance of 
peace and security, It consequen~ly.maintains that 
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the failure to specify such cases detracts from the 
effectivenosc and ·celerity of the system of world 
security for the urgent and timely repression of ag­
gression." 

A proposal to turn the question over to some other body 
of the international organization, perhaps the Committee of 
Jurists, for further consideration, was ruled out of order. 

Decision: The Bolivian motion ~~ defeated £l ~ vote 
of 22 to 12. 

2. Announcements 

The Delegate from Greece withdrew his proposed amendment 
to p~ragraph 2, Section B, Chapter VIII, for reference to the 
appropriate Conunittee concerned with voting. 

The Chairman announced that the ngend~ for the next 
meeting would include consideration of the Subcommittee draft 
amending p~ragraphs 1 and 2 of Chapter VIII, Section B. (Doc. 
478, III/3/B/1, May 21, 1945.) 

The me·oting was c.d'journed at 10:45 p.m. 

1946 --2-
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RESTRICTED 
Doc. 502(:F.qENCE 
III/3/22 
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Security Council 

PHOCES-VER3AL ?.ESm~ DE LA DIXIEI·'E SEANCE DU COHITE II~/~ 

Veterans Buildinf, salle 223, 21 mai 1945j ~ 20h.50 

Le President ouvre la dixibme sdance d.u Corrtite a 20h. 50. 

l. Disc~ssion: Definition ~.e 1 1 agressiona 

Le Comit~ reprend la discussion dA la propo~ition b~li­
vienne en suspens deVant le Comite, tendant a amender la 
Charte pour qu 1 elle definibse c;_l ure facon plus explici te 
certains actes d 1agression. 

Le delegue du Com~onwealth des Philipnines, soutenent la 
proposition bolivienne, demande que la premi~re phrese de 
l 1arr:ende;11ent propose pe.r les Phili,)pines soit modifiee comne 
suit: 

11 Toute ne.tion devrait Eltre consideree comme me­
naQant la paix ou riomme agresseur si elle est la premi~re 
a commettre un des actes suivants, entre autres ..• 11 

Doc. 2, G/14 ( l\.) , p :4) · 

La modification consiste a cjouter "entre autres". 

Les delee:ues de la Bolivie, de 1 1Egypte, du Common~'>"ealth 
des Philippines et de 1 1 Uruguay plaident pour 1 1 adoption de 
cette proposition. Les delegues de la ~.s.s. Belorusse, du 
Chili, de la France et de 1 1 U,R.s.s. combattant la proposi­
tion • . 

A la demande du delegue bolivien 1 la declaration sui­
vante est inscrite au proc~~-verbal: 

11 La Delegation de la Bolivie, en proposBnt un 
amendement dont le but est de fournir des ~rit~res pour la 
designation de 1 1 agresseur, est d 1 avis qu 1 il serait desi­
rable de faciliter l 1 action du Conseil de Securite en de­
finissant certains actes de nature agressive qui, PRrce 
qui ilS Offrent 0.89 preUV8S ObjectiVeS I permettraient 
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l'ap~lication immediate de mesures repressives pour le 
maintien de la paix et de la s~curit~. C1est pourQuoi 
elle souti:::nt que, si de tels cas ne sont pas expresse­
ment mentionnes, le syst~me de sacurite mondiale pour 
la repression immediate et ~n temps voulu de 1 1agres­
sion pardra de son efficacite et de sa celerite." 

Une proposition de soumettre la question ~ un autre 
organe de l'Organisation, par exemple au Comite de ju­
ristes, pour y etre examinee ~ nouveau, est rejetee. 

La 011otio:1 bolivic-nne sst rejetee Q§tr 22 
voi£ contra 12. . 

2. Avis 

Le d/1ogue de la Gr~ce retire sa proposition d 1amen­
dement au p~ragraph~ 2, Section B, Chap1tre VIII, cel1e-ci 
devant etre present&e au Comite cor:1petent qui s' occupe du 
syst~me de vote. 

Le President annonce que 1 1 ordre du jour de 1a pro­
chaine seance comprendra 1 1 examen du projet de texte du 
sous-comite modifiant les paragraphes 1 et 2 du Chap1tre 
VIII, Saction B. (Doc. 478 1 III/3/B/1, Hay 21, 1945,) 

La seance est levee a 22h.45. 

1947 - 2 -
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on lnternatiotUtl Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc.503 (EN~.~EF..) 
III/3/23 
May 23, 1945 

COMlVIISSION III Security Council 
Enforcement Arrangements 

AGENDA FOR ELEVENT_ti !viE.ETING OF COl•biTTLE IIffi 

M.aJl. .N., .lliQ 

( 1) ConsiderE•.tion of the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks 
Pronosuls in the order indic~ted in Doc. 291. The 
amendments concerning speci&l measures to be taken 
prior to the applic&tion of sanctions will be the first 
to be considered. 

(2) Consideration of dr&-.ft text of Paragraphs 1 and 2 of 
Ch~pter VIII, Section B, prepared by Subcommittee 
III/3/B 

(1) 

( 2) 

ORDRE DU JOUR. DE L~ ONZIEl•l.t. SEANCE Dlf CUhiT:&.; III/3 

23 mal 1945 

Examen des amend.ements aux ?ro-oos1 tions de Dumbe.rton 
Oaks dans 1 1 ordre indioue dans. le Document 291. Les 
amendernents relatifs aux mesures s•Aciales a nrendre 
avant 1 1annlicBtion des sanctions seron.t les premiers 
a etre ex'ainim!'s. 

Examen du projet de tr:xte des Paragrauhes 1 et 2 du 
Cha'Ji tre VIII, Section B ;;repart' psr le _Sous-co:nite 
III/3/B 
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RESTRICI'.ED . The United iVations Conference 

on International Organization. Doc. 539 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/24 
Hay 24, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF ELEVENTH MEETING OF .QO!vTI~ITTEE III/3 

Veterans Buildi.qs_, ROOJl! 2~, May 23, 194~, 10:40 ~ 

The eleventh meeting of the Comm:t ttee ;v-as opened by the 
chairman at 10:40 a.m. 

1. Consideration of Special Measures To Be Taken _21 Council 
_Pr'IOr tOAPillicatTon or Sanctions--

The Chairman announced that consideration of the amendment 

of the sponsoring governments involving a formal change in para­

graph 1 of Chapter VIII, Section B (Doc. 2, G/29, p 4), was being 

further postponed (Doc. 199) since the necessity for this change 

depended upon action to be taken by Committee III/2. Tho Chair-

man opened the discussion to consideration of another amendment 

of the fQur sponsoring governments which empowers the Council to 

take interim, preventive measures {Doc. 2, G/29, pp.4-5). The 

Chinese Delegate explained that this amendment was designed to 

prevent a threat to the peace from developing into an actual 

breach of the peace. 

The Belgian Delegate suggested that consideration be first 

given to the draft of proposals amending paragrophs 1 and 2 of 

Section B, Chapter VIII {Doc. 478), prepared by Subcommittee 

III/3/B, since the principle of the amendment of the sponsoring 

governments was incorporated therein. 
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2. Di~.cuD;~.icn ~£ Dr..:::.i!t of ~'Jubcomr::: tte~ ~II/3/B 

The Clmil'rtlW.n 1.1cceded• Hm.rover, the Dclsga tc :'r·)r,l the T.Jnit.3d 

C8m.rdttoe. Hhi.le he 8.Xpre~H.:~Sd his ;Jerson;..:.2. corp.mendc.ticm of the 

Subconrrni tte~ t;; drc,ft, he thought tbo.t it i-TC!s of' such import~tnco 

+.h.:. t t-;ach !'lf-r.tber cf the Cor.u:ct tt0e ah0uld be c llo'ITGd further OJ..por-

tun1ty to discul>3 it w·i tll th~: otl:el' mambers of his do1Gg-2t:ion. 

The lJO!'Wegit:;n DeJ.eg':l.te, in seconding the proposnl to po!:ltpOLlO 

di.GCU"2:i.on .• indlceted two 6bj.:.;ctions to thi? f.>ubcommittee 1 s draft. 

F':l.rcJt, as the Cor.m:itteE' had t:.:!re:;.C.y agrc·cc thnt .it we::; um.risc; to 

nor,t c1:iff~cult to dJ.Jtingulsh bt:'twoan tr..rc.c.J.t.:3 of rtggro8::d.on and 

trr~aclws c~i~ the p·::ace. 3~cc,nd.ly, -action by tho Council in u crisis 

5 nvoJ V·.Jd t•ot.h ti c~i:Ll upcn the membt:r sta.te.J to do or ;1cJt to do ocr-

-~t ry_tt.E:mpt to mul:e an un!'nal di::otinot-:l.on 

3. Resu:·nption of' Consid(;r'J. tion -:::f Spc,ciaJ: J'.·h;':l:::ur.~s TakE:Ll bJ: 
council .fr:lor· to_ .A,pplicc:tion-§f ~~t;LonJ 

Th€ Chc.:!.rman b!'OUE?.t;.t boJ."'ore tht::: C~runi ttec thr: Nonn~glun 

amendment !.)roviding- f'or the t<3mpornry J.dm.ini03tret1on cf tnn•i tory 

by the .3ecurlty Council (Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (l) .• rrJ. 7-8). After an 

eXPl'e,ss:l.on of doul.Jt by th8 Horwegi<.tn Del<:>gr. t~::: U8 tc whother hi;J 

Goverr-.u:1snt 1 ~; amendment ought logicc.lJ.y to be dL::~cus~1cd u.t this 

Kingdpm E·xpr,:;;r;~t..d hls opposi ticm to rurticultJ.rizlng th·.o e-;one:cal 

provisions of the Charter. He cbuorv.ed thnt, H' amcndr:;on.tz such 

as Norway' l>, which give very specific powers to the Council, vrcro 
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accepted, the presumption might b& created that the Council lacked 

certain other specific powers not mentioned; its action in a crisis 

situation might thereby be hampered. The Delegate from Norway then 

withdrew his amendment with the trnderstanding that the record or 

the Committee's work should show fully the grounds upon which the 

Delegate from the United Kingdom hnd opposed the amendment. 

4. Discussion of Economic ~ _Other Non-Mili tar~ Sanctions 

The Del~gate'frow Venezuela agreed with the Chairman that his 

Goverrunent's proposal, to insert the word "financial" into porn­

graph 3 or Section B, Chapter 8, along with "diplomatic, economic 

. or other measures", was not a specific amendment. It was a sugges­

tion which he asked be given due consideration by the dr~fting eub­

commit~ee (Doc, 2, G/7 (d), p.23) 

The Chairmnn asked, and the Norwegian Delegate_ agreed, to 

reserve discussion of his Government•s amendment concerning the 

compatibility of obligations incurred under paragraph 3 of Section 

B, Chapter 8, with other treaty obligations (Doc, 2, G/7 (n)(l), 

p.7) until Committee IV/2 hnd acted upon a bronder proposal relative 

to treaty obligations inco1npatible with the provisions of the 

Charter. 

5. Announcements 

The Chairman announced that debate upon the draft of Subcom­

mittee III/3/B (Doc. 478) would take place on Friday, May 25. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:25 p m. 

2080 -3-



~56 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comit~ 3 Mesures Coeroitives 

RESTRICTED 
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Security Council 

PROCES- VERBAL RESUME DE LA ONZIEME SEANC:E DU 
COMITEIII/g -

Veterans Building, Salle 223, 23 ma1 1945 
lQ b. 40 

La onzieme se~nce du Comite est OUYerte ~ lOh 40 par le 
P:r~sident. 

1. Ex~en des mesures speciales g )2!endre ~ le Conseil 
prealablement ~ ~a~icatiog,de sanctions. 

Le President annonce que l'examen de l'amendement soumis 
par les gouv~rnements invitants et qui implique un changement 
formel dans le paragraphe 1 du ChaP.itre VIII, Section B (Doc.2, 
G/29, p.4) est renvoye-de nouveau (Doc. 199) etant donne que 
la necessite de ce changement depend d 1une decision que pren­
dra le Comi te III/2. Le P:':'Asid.ent ouvre la discus·s+on sur 
un autre amendement soumis PRr lee quatre gouvPrnements 1nv1-
tants, donnant au Conse11 le droit de prendre prov1soirement 
des mesures preventives ( Doc. 2, G/29·~ pp.4-5 ) • Le Delegue 
de la Chine e~lique que oet amendement est destin~ a eviter 
q_u}une menace ·a la paix ne devienne un.E: rupture effective 
de la paix. 

Le Delegue de la Belgique sug~ere que les textes de 
propositions amendant les par~~raphes 1 et 2 de la Sec~ion B, 
Chapitre VIII,( Doc. 479), prepares nar le Sous-Comite III/3/B 
soient examines.en premier lieu, en raison du fait qu'ils 
contiennent le principe de l'amendement soumis par lee gouverne­
ments invitants. 

2. Discussion su pro .let £y Sous-Comit e III/~ 
Le President se declare d'accord• Cependant le delegue 

dee Etats-Unis propose 1 1ajournement de la discus~ion de ce 
texte par le Comite~ Tout en exp~1mant son appreciation· 

per·sonnelle du texte du Sous .... Com1te, 11 :attache une grande 
importance a oe que chaque me.mbre du· Comi t6. ai t le temps de le 
discuter avec lee autres mem~ea de sa delegat1on. 
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Le Delegue de la No~v~ge, en appuyant la proposition 
d1ajourner le debat, signale deux objections au projet du 
Sous-Comite. En prem1e~ lieu, comme le Comite a deja admis 
qu 111 etait 1m~rudent de tenter de definir l'agression de 
facon preo1se tDoc. 502), 11 s~ra1t extremement difficile de 
distinguer entre des menaces d1 agression et une rupture de la 
paix• Deuxiemement, l'action du Conseil en oas de crise 
implique un a~pel aux Etats membres de faire ou de ne pas faire 
certaines choses, et d1appliouer des mesures coerc1t1ves; le 
texte finaJL ne Cl.evrait pas tenter d 1etabl1r une distinction 
sans reali te. 

Decision : U M] l2.r.Q.Q_ede .BY vote 1 et 1 .l2a1: :37 .Yill 
le Camj te.:. decide ,de re:mvo:yer la discussion du pro­
~ du Sous-Comite. 

:3. Suite de 1~examen des mesures speciales prises par le 
Cons~il 1')realablF'ment ! 1 1 ~pplicati on .de sanctions. 

le President soumet au Comit~ l'amendement norvegien 
nrevoyant 1 1 adMinistr~tion temporair.e de t~rritoires par le 
Conseil de Securite, (Doc, 2, G/7 (n) (1) pp.7-s).Le delSgu~ 
de la Norvege, aprP.s s 1 et~e demande si le moment etait bien 
cho1s1, du point de vue de la logique, pour discuter 1 1 "'men­
dement de son gouvernem~nt, definit le but de cet amendement. 
Le d~legue du RoyauMe-Uni s'onnose a une s~ecialisation des 
dispositions generRles de la Charte, Il rait observer que si 
des a~endemF.nts tels que celui de la Norvege, donnant des droits 
specifiques au Conse11 etaient ado~tes, cela pourr~it creer 
1a presom~tion que le 6onse.11 manoue d'autres pouvoirs speci­
tiques non mentionnes; de ce fait; son action en cas de situa­
tion,oritique pourr.ait etre entravee. Le delegue de la 
Norvege retire alors son amendement, etant entendu que le pro-' c , , ces "Verbal du omi te fera pleinement etat des mot1.fs de 
l 1 oppos1tion du delegue du Royaume-Uni a cet am~ndement. 

4. Discuss1o~ de sanctions eCOftOmiques et autres sanctions 
de caractere non-militaire. 

Le dele~~ du Venezuela est1me o~mme le President que la 
proposition de son gouvernement d 1 inserer le mot lffinanoi'eres" 
avec les nota 11 diplomat1ques 1 eoonomiques ou autres 11 au para­
graphs :3 de la Section B, Chapitre VIII, ne constitue pas un 
~endemp,nt forMel. C 1 et~it une suggestion qu 1il reoommandait 
a( 1) 1 examen attent1f du Sous-Comite de Redaction {Doc; 2, G/7, 

d p. 2:3) • 

Le President demande que lA discussion de l 1amendement 
norve~ien, concernant la compat1bil1te. d'obligations resul­
tAnt du par.agranhe 3 de la Section B, Cha~itre VIII, avec 
d(1a)utres .obl1gH1aons deooulant de tra1tes· (Doc. 2f G/7 (n) · 
1 p. 7). so1t ajourn~e 1usqu1a ce que le Comite V/2 a.it 

1 , ,J ' , pr s une decision relati~rement a une proposition plus etendue 
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visant les obligations decoulant de traites incompatibles 

avec les d1s~os1tions de la Charte. Le delegue de la 
Norvege se declare d 1accord. 

5. Communications 

Le President annonce que la discussion du projet du 
Sous-Comit~ III/3/B (Doc.478) aura +1P-U le vendred1 1 25 ma1. 

La seance est levee a 12 h.25. 
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ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA DOUZIEHE ~NCE DU COHITE III/~ 

24 mal~ 

(1) Examen des affiendements aux Propositions de Dumbarton 
Oaks dans l 1 ordre 1ndique au Doc. 291. Les amende­
menta se rapportant aux sanctions militaires (II,B,l 
du Doc. 291) seront examines en premier. 

AGENDA FOR ~·fELFTH MEETING OF COEHIT'IEE III/~ 

Hay~,~ 

(1) Consideration of the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals in the order indicated in Doc.#291. The 
amendments concerning military sanctions (II,B,l in 
Doc.#291) will be the first to be considered. 
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RES'l'HICTED 
Doc. 5'77 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/28 
M:.'t~ 25, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Ar1•angements 

SUMMARY RE_PORT_ OF J'WELFTH_ IVlEETING OF COivJlvliTTEE III/.3. 

Vete~ns Building_, Rc;:~ 22.3_, Haz. ?.!!_, 1945, .3..!ll I2.·!.ll· 

The ChP"i1•man opened the meeting at 3:45p.m. 

1. D.:Lscussion: Mechanism of Sanctions 

The nwt1on was madtj by tht:J Dolegatl} of Australia and 
seconded by the DeJega~e cf Greece thht the following 
Australian amendment to Ch3pter VIII, Section B, paragraph 6, 
bo adopted: 

!I 
In order to enable urgent military measures to be 

taken by the United Nat:Lons, ther.a shall be hald­
irnmediately avaii11bJ.eby the members national air 
force or mixed contingents for cornbu:ed internat.Lunal 
enfor•cementnction." (Dvc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 10.) 

The substitution of "Un.:!ted Nations" in place of 
"Organization" was explained as a drafting point. The 
other change was to assure that forces at the dlspositlon 
of the Organization might be as modern as those they. 
might have to face. The amendment, usj_ng the word "or", 
would make it possible to utilize alr forces exclusively 
at first, if so desired. 

Decision: I~ wa~ ~greed ~hat ~he £!Oposed change ~ 
11Urn ted Nation'S"'"" would be withdrawn in vu·w of the 
fact_ that the CoorqinatTng pommi t toe 1is.j_ s tudy"i'ng-the 
gue_51tion of cons1stent terminology throughou.!_ the 
Chartel'. 

Because notes were belng exchanged between certain 
Delegatlons on ·the subject of the type of forces to be 
tnade available (the second part of the Australian amend­
ment) it was suggested that the Comm1ttee might save ti.me 
by deferring a decision. 
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Decision: It ~unanimously agreed to suspend act~ 
OX!. !he ~nd part of th~ ~L<S tralian amendment and .2!!_ 
~ similar amendment proposed £[France. 

2. Discussion: Com~qsi~ ££Military Staff Committee 

The following amendment which the four sponsoring 
governments proposed to add at the end of paragraph 9 was 
introduced: 

"The Military Staff Committee, with the authorization 
of the Security Council, may establish regional sub­
committees of the Military Staff Committee." 
(Doc. 2, G/29, p. 5·) 

Decision: The amendment ~unanimously approved. 

In view of the approval of this amendment, the proposed 
Bolivian amendment apropos of regional representation on 
the l.Uli tary Staff' Commit tee was withdrawn, with the 
request that the relations between the re~ional and. 
central Committees should be clarified. (Doc. 2, G/14 
(r), p. 9.) . 

The Delegate of Uruguay moved, with a second by the 
Delegate of Mexico, the following Uruguayan amendment to. 
paragraph 9, beginning with line 15: 

"(a) ... The Committee should be composed of the 
Chiefs of Staff of the permanent members of 
the Security Council and the Chief of Staff 
of each of thv military regions into which 
the world is divided, or their representatives. 

"(b) Tho Security Cow1cil should establish tho 
military regions into which the world would 
be divided. 

"(c) In each region thoro would be a Regional Staff 
made up of a representative of each country 
included in the region, end its Chief would be 
elected by them. He should be from one of the 
countries composing tho region, and could be 
removed from his post by the Military Staff 
Committee. 

"(d) Each country would have part of its military 
fo~ces at the disposal of tho World Organiza­
ti·on, ap.d such fo1•ces would act by ·ord0r of the 
Security Cuuncil, through the Regional Staffs, 
op by order of the Regional Staff in case of 
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"(e) 

"(f) 

invasion of the territory or· any of the countries 
in t:ne region, notifying the Security Ccuncil, 
wnich could check such action. 

\<lhen bases for mJ.litary, naval or air operations 
are to be established, of such size that the 
country in which they are to be established 
cannot finance them, that country shall receive 
economic and teclmical assistance if it so 
requests, but the bases shall remain under 
command of and shall be operated exclusively 
by nationals of that country. 

Questions regarding command of the fo~ces 
could be settled substquently." (Doc. 2, G/7 
(a)(l), pp. 7-8.) 

The wisdom was questioned of attempting to write into 
tl1e Charter such specific detalls. In military matters it 
was suggested tlla t the d<mgor of frr:uzin.z plans ml.r:sht be 
avoided by providing tho MiliLnry Stuff C0mmittee with 
flexible powers. On th•J otb;:;r l1r.::"J, it was indicated that 
two. points in tho proposoC: a::J'.::llS,rJ,-nts were subs tant.u:ll and 
should be written .Lnto thu Clt?j:ter. 'l'r~<)se wore (l) tho 
composit2on of tho Military SJ.:;.'lff Ccmmitt0e, and (2) the 
opcl'a tion of bcses by na tionaJ.s of countries in which tho 
bases w0r0 locctod. 

Tho following compr:)rnj_se u.wondmont to tho Uruguayan 
motion was made by tho Dulugatc, of Peru und socond.od by the 
D.::;lugato of Colomb.Le.: 

That at the end of tll<:> ncrv1ly -o..prroved amundmon t 
by the four sponsoring governments to paragraph 9 the 
followin[!; wcrds be addod: "in L'Bre<..:mont 1dth 
regional organizations." 

Because of tho importanc0 of tho issue a motion was 
mndo by the Dologato of tho U.s.S.R. and sceondcd by th0 
Dulogatu of Mexico, to postponu action on the Poruvicn 
amondmont until tho noxt nwctj_ng. 

2283 

Decision_: ,Tho Commi tt~ c.grcod N_ £. vote of ~.§. to 
IT to postpono th~ vote ~ thG Poruv1aE_ !notion. 

~iS~..2E_: ll ~~ !:!£_~nimously agreed that before_ §;_ 
vote was taken on the Pel'UV ian amendment at the next 
iiieeting-;- y1ere sho:..:tld be on].._'i--one sr)ea1Cer- for and one 
speaker ~ainst _!he motiC?.E.: 
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3· Announcements 

At the suggestion of the Delegate of Venezuela, the 
Committee expressed its respects to the Chairman, the Dele­
gate of Ecuador, in honor of the national holiday of his 
country, May 24. The D~legate of Australia mentioned that 
the day was also the national holiday of the United Kingdom, 
and expressed his pleasure in mutual celebration of the 
event. 

The Chairman announced that the next meeting of the Com­
mittee, Hay 25, would not be at the regularly schednled 
hour of 8:30p.m., but at 6 p.m. 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:05p.m. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 577 (FRENCH) 
III/3/28 
May 25, 1945 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Mesures coercitives 

Security Council 

COMPTE RENDU SOMMAIRE DE LA DOUZIEI:!E SEANCE Jill COMITE III/3 

Veterans Bui;L.9J:.Dg, St!lli. 223, ,l& E,i mai' 1945, i' 15 h· 45 

Le President declare 1a. seance ouverte a 15 h. 45 

l. Discussion: Ap'Qlioation des sa.notions. 

Le Delegue de 1 1 Au~tra1ie appuye par le Delegue de 1a Grece 
propose 1 1 adoption de 1 1a.mendement australien sui vant, au para­
graphe 6 de la Section B du Chapitre V'III; 

11 Afin de permettre aux Natione Unles de pt"e.ndre d'urgence 
des ~esures d'ordre.militaire, dee forces aerlennes natio­
nales Q.1l: des conting\~ mlxt~ devrAlent ~tre tenus,a 
leu~ disryosition immediate en vue de mesures concertees 
de coeroition intern~tionale." (Doc. 2, G/14 {1), p. 10) 

La substitution des mots 11 tTat1ons Un1es 11 au terme "Organi­
sation'' est e~1;1quee uar une question de redaction. L1 au~r~ 
changement.a ete 1ntrodu1t pour e 1assurer que les forces a 
la disposi t1on de 1 1 Organlse.tion s~ront aussl mqdernes que 
celles qui pourralent y ~tre op'!)osees. CAt a..,_endement, 
comportant la con~onction 11 ou", permettrait d 1 ut111aer lee 
forces aeriennes a 1 1 exoluslon·de toute autre au commence­
ment des operAtion&. 

Decision; ll est Mnv~nu ~ !l& mu. n servir dee mot:! , 
11 Nations Un1es 11 · "'roposes, .!m r~lson ~ ~ que ]& C.Q.Jll\l.§. 
~ Coordination etudle ~ l 1heure ao~uelle la guestlOi ·~ 
1 1uniform1te ~ la t~rminologie dans ~ Charte. 

Certaines delegations a:vant echange d~s notes au su~et du 
-genre de forces dont 11 'Oourra.1 t ~tre t'a.i,t usa.~e ( deuxleme · 
partie de-l'amendement Australien) 11 est ~uggere que le Oomite 
pourrait gagner 0u temoe en reservant sa decision. 

D~c1s1on: 11 ~· oonveny A l'unan~m\te S! reserver toute 
decision !m-~ .9.1:!1 cgnoerne _!§: deux1eme -oa.rtle ~ 1!,1ttrum­
gemant Australien ~ Yn §men4eme~ ~~~l:~ P-T-9~~ nar a France. 
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2. Discussion: Composition du Comite d 1 ~tat-MaJor milita!re 

L'a~endement suivent aue lee quatre gouvernements 
invitants se proposaient d 1ejouter au paragrauhe 9, 
est oresente: 

"L'" C'~mite ~'Etat-Mf:!jqr,, f.tvec 1 1 ~utorisation du C.-:mseil 
de Securite, pourra creer des sous-comites regionaux. 11 

(Doc. 2 G/29, p. 5.) 
, ; ' I . ; Decision: Cet amendement ~ approuve g l unanimite. 

Com,.1e su~ te ~ 1' epi'roba t ion de cet e.mendemer;t, 1 1 a'1Ien­
d~ment propose ryar,l~ Bolivie concernAnt le reoresen~etion 
regiona.le PU Com! te d' :Stat-FPjOr mill taire est' retire; tou­
tefois 1 On den1.pnde que deS ecla irCiSSementS SOient fOUJ;'niS 
en ce qui concerne les relations entre les comites reg1one.ux 
et centraux. (Doc. 2, G/14·(r) p. 9.) 

Le Delegue de l'Uruguay, appuye oar le Delegue du 
Mexique, sournet 1 1 Pmendement suivt~.nt au paragre.phe 9, 
commenyant a la ligne 15: 
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11 (a) •.• Le Comite serait compose des chefs d'Etat-Maj-or 

des Etats-:tvlembres permanents 9-u Cogst:il de Sec11ri te et du 
chef d 1EtRt-Major de chacune des regions m111ta1r~s entre 
lrsquellcs le monde est divis~, ou de leurs repr(sentants. 

11 (b) Lc Cons~il de Securitf: determiner~ lcs regions 
m11itaires entre 1osquc1les 1c monde sera divise. 

II (c) !1 y auro., dr~ns Chfl.que region, un Etnt Mnjor RegionA.1 
c~mpos£ d 1un representant de chacun des pays compris dnns 1a 
region et dont le Chef ser~ elu p~r eux. Le Chef devra np­
port~nir ~ l 1un des pays constitunnt la r~gion, ~t uourra itre 
relev6 de scs fonctions pnr le Comite d 1Etnt-Mnjor k111tRire. 

11 (d) Chr.que pnys mettrn une no.rt1e de ses forces militaires 
h ln disposition de 1 1 organisnti~n mondinle,. ct cas forces 
.:;ntreront en net ion sur 1 1 .)rdrc du Consd.l .d.e Sccuri t~ ngissant 
par 1 11ntermcdiaire dos Etnts-Mnjors Regionnux ou sur 1 1ordre 
de 1 1Et':lt hnjor :s.c .. gionn.l en cn.s d. 1 inv~,sion du t.::rritroire de l 1un 
des p~ys da ln r6~1on, notiticntion en et~nt d0nneo ~u Conscil 

~ , 1 t "1 1 de S,;;curite a,u pourrn ex~rcer son drPit de con ro c sur es 
mosuros priscs. 

(erLorsque lee bases n~cessnires p~ur des operntions m111t~ires, 
nnv~les ou nerienncs, scrcnt d 1une imp~rtn.nce tclle que le pays 
dnns leauel elles d~"iVE..nt etre 6tr.blies se tr .. 'UVt dnns. l 1 1ncl'.1.p­
a.cite d i en suppnrtf'r ln. chnrge finrtncH~re ce pn.ys recevrtt, sur 
sa demti.nde, toute 11 n.ssistnnce 'E::cnn\"mic:tuc et technique dont 11 
pourr".. rt'lf!'ir beSt')in, m~iS 1es brtSE'S demeUN'ront 80US le COID­
mn.ndement et l 1n.dmin1strn.tinn exclusive dee nntionnux de ce 
pr.ys. 

11 (f) Les questi·-ms Cr'lncernnnt le C'1IDmrtndement de ces toroes 
sernnt regleee ulteri~urement~" (Doc. 2 1 G/7 (~) (1) (French) 
pp. 8-9). 
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La auestion est posee de savoir s 1il est opportun de 
mentionner dans la Charte des d~tails aussi precis. En ce 
qui concerne les questions militaires. il est sugg~re d 1 ~v1-
ter le danger de plans trop r1g1des, ~n attribuant au Comi­
te d 1Etat-Major Militaire des pouvoirs d 1une plus grande 
souplesse. D1autre part, il eet'fai~ rcmaL~quer que les 
amendements prqposifs contiennent deux points fondamentaux 
gui devraient etre enonces dans la Charte. Ce sont 
{1) la composi~on du Comite d'Etat-Major m111taire; (2) 
l 1admin1strat1on des bases par lea ressortissants des 
pays dans lesquels elles se trouvent. 

Le proiet suivant d 1amendement transactionnel a la 
motion de l Uruguay est/ropose par le Delegue du Perou 
et appuye par le De~ef~ de la Colombie: 

~ue les mots suivants scient ajoutes A l'amendement 
au paragraphe 9, dee quatre gouvernements lnvitants nou­
vellement adoptS': 11d 1 accord avec lea Organismes Regionaux''· 

En raison de l 1importance de la question, le U~egui 
de l'Union sovietique, appuye par le Delegue du Mexique 
propose de reserver jusqu 1a la sdance urochaine toute de­
cislon' au sujet de 1 1amendement peruvien. 

DE!cision: I& Comit( d(··,ide ~ l.Q .Y.Q.1.x conliz:e 
li S 1 ajQurne~ ~ ~ ~ 1£ IDQtion P~Z:UVi§npe. 

Decision; n "* dc!nide! l'rste' .QJ.!'avMt 
.Q&. mett,.re aux.~~ §: J&~prochaipe a ce,, .J.lamende­
!!lfml peruvien, .Yn ~ mEZmbre ~ d eigne ~ 
appuyer ~ moti9n ~ .Yll. autr£ ~ ~·~ opposer. 

Communications: 

A la suggestion du Deflefgue du Venezu~a, le Comit6 
prefsente see felicitations A son President, le D~egue de 
l 'Equateur,. A 1 1 occasion de la Fete Nationale de 1 'Equateur, 
qui a lieu le 24 Ma1. Le Delegue de l 1Austral1e fait re­
m~quer que la Fete Nat1onale du RoyaUJUe Un1 tomba ! la 
meme date, et 11 e:x.prime sa sat1staction de cefllbrer cette 
date en commun. 

Le P.ris1dent annonoe que la prochaine seance du 00m1-
te, qui.Sfl tiendra le 25 Mal, n 1aura pas'l1eu ~ lrheure 
pre'vue de"'·'20h,30,. Il)ais· !· 18 heures, 

La seance est levee. A 18h.o5. 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc. 568 {ENGLISH) 
III/3/27 
May 25, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUBSTITUTE DRAFT OF Cl~PTER VIII, SECTION B, 
PARAGRAPHS 1 AND 2 PHOP'ITSED BY TIIE~FGATION ---- ---

1. Should the Security, Council consider that failure to 
settle a dispute in accordance with procedure indicated in 
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of Section A, or failure to carry into 
effect a settlement thus pronounced, or any situation what­
soever, constitutes a threat to the peace, or that an act 
of aggression or other brsach of the peace exists, it shall 
call upon the party or parties responsible to take any 
measures, provisional or otherwise, c~lculated to avert 
such a threat' or to restore pBace, and shall if necessary 
decide on any measures to be taken with a view to the 
maintenance or restoration of· peace and security. 

2. No provisional measure decided upon by the Council 
in pursuance of the foregoing paragraph may prejudice the 
righ~s, claims, or position of tho parties. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comit~ 3 Mesures coercitives 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 568 (FRENCH) 
III/3/27 
May 25, 1945 

Security Council 

.PROJET J2E, TEXTE DES P @GRAPHES ~ ,d. .2. 
J2E. ~ SECTION £l J2Q CliAPITRE VIII 1 

PROPOSE .PAR ~ DELEGAJ:'ION NORVEGIEl~NE 

l. Si le Conseil d~termine aulune menace pour la 
paix r~sul te du non-r~glemt:.nt d fun differend sui_vant 
lea proce'dures prEfvues aux paragraphes 3 1 4 et 5 de 
la Section A,ou de l'inexEfcution d 1un r~glement a1nsi 
intervenu ou· rEfsulte d 1une situation quelconaue ou 
qu 1il y a acte d'agress1on ou autre atteinte -a la pa1X1· 

11 sommera la ou lea parties responsables de prendre des 
mesures prov1so1res ou autres susceptibles d 1 ecarter la 
menace pour la paix ou de rEftabl1r la pu1x et 11 decidera, 
s 11l y a lieu,de toute mesure ~prendre en vue de main­
tenir ou de reftablir la pa1x et la sefcur1 tt1. 

2. Aucune mesure prov1so1re dec1dee pur le· Conse11 
en vertu du paragraphe precedent ne peut ·porter·preju­
d1ce aux dro1ts, aux demandes ou ~ la pnsition des 
parties. 
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The United Nations Conference 
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RESTRICTED 
Dnc. 562 (ENG. 1FR.) 
III/3/26 . 
May 25, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enfnrcernent Arrangements 

AGENDA ~ THIRTEENTH MEETING QE COMMITTEE 111/3 

May 25 1 lliQ. 

(1) Vote on pending Peruvian amendment after one delegate 
speaks fnr and nne against the umenfuJent 

{2) Vote on the pending Uruguayan onendment 

(3) Report of Subco~mittee III/3/B 

ORDRE DU ~ ~ lA TREIZIEME S~NCE ]2!! COMITE III/3. 

25 ~ 1945· 

(1) \Tote sw; ~~~erin.e~ent p~ruvien en o~urs d 1 exnnen apres 
qu 1un delegue· aura ~arle en faveur de cet umen1enent 
et'un ~utre oontre 

{2) Vo.te sUr l' £Unenrtement c'l e l ' 1UrugUay en ol"lurs n 1 exam en 

(.3) Ra:"Oport du. SouA-ct1m1te III/3/1! 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 600 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/31 
May 26, 1945 _ 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Al•rangements 

1. 

SUMMARY REPORT OF THIRTEENTH MEETrNG OF COMMITTEE IIIL3 

Veterans Buildins, ~ 223, May 25, 1945, 6:05 ~· 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 6:05 p.m. 

Consideration of Compositi_oll of_ ~Jlit}r;y Staff Committee 
(Chapter VIII, Section B, par•agrapl"l 9 · · 

In accordance w1tn the dec~s1on of the pr~vious meeting, 
debate on the Peruvian Delegate's motion was limited to one 
speaker in favor and one opposed. 'The Delegate of .Peru, in 
supporting his motion, said the wording of the final . 
sentence of paragr~ph 9 of Section B. Chapter VIII, should 
rea.d:. 

The Military Staff Comm~ttee, w1~n the 
authorization of the Secunity Council, after 
consultation with the regional agencies, 
'may establish regional subcommittees of' 
the Milit~y Staf£ Committee. 

The Delegate of the Union of' Soviet'socialist Republics 
opposed the. amendment •. He pQinted out the difficulties and · 
dela.y that could be· caused in the effecti_ve operation of 
the M+lita.I'Y Staff Committee if the Peruvian Delegate's 
motion were adopted• Moreover, he found in it a possible· 
conflict with paragraph 2 of Section B, Chapter VIII, which 
defines the Security Council~s responsibilities for main­
taining peace.. · 

Decision: The mption of' the· Peruvi~ Delegate 
.'!.!! approvea]"z ~ 't'avoiiabie:"~ £!_ ~·. · 

· The Urugqa.ya.n Delegate withdrew his Governmenttf! pending 
amendment designed to accomplh;h a simila:r pm-po.se (Doc. 2, 
G/7. {a){l), _ PP#' 7-8)_. 
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2. Consideration of Subcommittee III/3/B's Draft of 

Paragraphs 1. nna g of se~~-j.on .~, Chapter VIII 

The Delegate of China thought consideration of the 
subcommittee's draft would be complicated because it 
incorporated too many points to.be acted upon as a whole. 
Instead, for simplification, he moved that·pnrngraph 1 
of Section B, Chapter VIII be omitted entirely end that 
paragraph 2, with the first two words "in general" 
deleted, be designated paragraph 1, while tho additional 
paragraph proposed by the sponsoring governm~nts would 
become paragraph 2. His motion was seconded by tho Delegates 
of Iran and of the 'Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

The Nqrwoginn Delegate reiterated his pr~vious objections 
to tl1e wording of paragraph 2 of Section B, Chapter VIII 
(Doc. 391), 

The Belgian Delegate exprussed general agreement with 
the Chinese Delegate's remarks, However, he asked the 
Rapporteur to consider the difficulties in interpretation 
raised by .the use of the word "x•ecommendations" in both 
Section A and paragraph 2 of Section B. Furthermore, he 
conunen_ted on the distinction between "threats to the pence" 
and "acts of aggression" E>.nd expressed tho hope that in the 
latter case, the text would not seem to reouire 
"recommendations" or "provisional moc.sures rr which might 
hinder application ~f sanctions. Tho Rapporteur replied 
that he would boar in mind tho remarks of the Belgian 
Delegate. 

The Czechoslovakian Delegate pointed out the conrusion 
in·to!'J!linology throughout the Dumbarton Oo.ks Proposals in 
which there are so mr~y different wordings for the varying 
degrees of v..ggrcssion. He asked, too, thll.t the wording 
of "recommendations" in paragraph 2 of Section B, C~aptor 
VIII, be cla~ified so that it would be clearly understood 
whether or not it referred only to "amicable" recommendations. 

3. !!!!!ounceme~ 

The Chairman said tho.t·the ·three members of Subcommittee 
III/3/B had agroud to withdraw their draft text end to pro­
ceod to discussion and vote upon the Chinese Delegate's 
motion at the next meeting. 

The mcet~ng adjourned at 7:10 p.m. 
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T1w United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 600 {FRENCH) 
III/3/31 
Hay 26, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Cornite 3 Mesures de coe~cition 

Cm-1PTE-=RE=N:D..:::.U =RE=S;;..;;U;.;.;ME= DE _LA TPEIZIE1-1E SEANCE .ill! COHITE III/~ 

Veterans Building, Salle 223, 1e 25 rnai, ·1945, 18, h 05 

Le Pr6.sident ouvre 1a sPanoe a 18 h 05. 

1. Exanen de 1a composition~ Cor1ite ~·Etat-MaJor 
(Chapitre VIII, Section~. nara.graphe 2). 

Conformement a 1a decision nris~ a 1a seance precedente, 
1es debats re1atifs a 1a nronosition du de1egue peruvian sont 
11m1tes a un discours en_faveur et a un discours contre cette 
pr.oposition. Le de1egue du Perou, deve1onuant sa propo'sition, 
dit que la dern1erP- nhrase du naragranhe 9 de 1a Section B. 
Chapitre VIII, devrait etre red1gee c~mme su~t: 

Le Comite d'Etat-Major, avec 1'autorisa.t1on du Conseil 
de Seourite et apres consultation des organismes r~­
g1ona'1x, peut cr'eer des' sous-oomites regiona.ux d.u 
Comit~ d'Etat-Major 

Le de1e~ue de l'U.R.s.s. combat cet amendement. Il sou-
11gne que s•l1 P.tait adonte, 1e tonctionnement du Comite 
d'Etat--Major ~nns.itr~,1t cel"ta1ns retards et d1fti::mltes. 
En outre, il est peu.t-et:re en onpositio.ry avec le paraeranhe 2 
de la Section B nu ChR-oitre VIII, Qui definit les obligations 
du Oonseil de SecuritA-au point de vue du ma1nt1en de la paix. 

Decis\on: b~ proposition ~ delegue pe~vien ~ 
adoptee na!' .B-1 ~~ contre 1. 
Le delegue de 1 1 UrU~ay retire l'amendPment que son 

gouvernement avait de~ose dans le meme sens. ~Dqc. 2, G/7 
(a)(l). pp .. 6-7) 

2. Examen des pl"o.letg £&, TJara~raT)he! ! Jt1 .& .~ .!!!. , Sec_t}M 
~ • .QJa Ohap1:_tr§ n:Ir I red1gee m J& Sou~-eom1te ill 3 
Le delegue de la Chine pense que l'examen du proJet du 

2363 ... 1-

373 



374 
sous-comite se~a com~lique parce qu'il comnorte trop de 
questions'a resoudr8 ala fois. Il nropose, pour sim­
plifier, quP lP pa~a~ranhp, 1 de la Section B du Chapi~re 
VIII soit PntierPmPnt sunnrime et quP le Paragranhe 2, 
ampute des deux premiers mota'' )len g~neral", soit anpele 
paragranhe 1, tandis oue le naragranhe additionnel, nro­
l')Ose par les gou"ernements 1mritants, deviendra,it .le para­
gra~he 2. Sa nroposition est annuyee par lPs delegues de 
l'Iran et de l'U.R.S.S. 

Le dele~ue d~ Norvege reitere les objections qu 1 11 
avai t fai tes a la redaction du naragra,..,he 2 de la Section 
B du Chapltre VIII (Doc. 391). 

Le delegue de la ~e~gique approuve d 1une fa9on generale 
les observations du dtle~ue de la Cbine. Il demande cepen­
dant au Rapnorteur de songer aux difficultes d 1 1nterpretation 
resultant de 1 1 emploi des mots "recomnander'' et 11 recomman­
dations11 figurant·a lR Section A et au 9aragranhe 2 de la 
Section B. En outre, soulignant la distinction -entre 11 danger 
pour la paix 11 et "acte d'agression", 11 expr-ime l 1 espoir que 
dans la deuxieme P.,rPntuall te, le _ texte n 1 aura pas l' air 
d 1 exige:r 11 de~ recommandations" ou des 11 mesures provisoires" 
qui pourraient gener l'annlication de sanctions. Le Rapporteur 
repond qu 1.11 py•end note des observations du dele2'Ue belge. 

Le delegue de la Tchecoslovaquie signale que d'un bout 
a 1 I autre des Propositions de Dumbarton oa:':s une terminologie 
confuse offr;e un grand nombre d'exnress;ons nou:r qualifier 
divers qegres d'agression. Il demande egalement que le sens 
du mot 11 recommandations 11 dane le naragrauhe 2 dela Section 
B du Cha-pi tr·e VIII soi t -p~eci se afin que 1 1 on sac he claire­
ment s 111 s'agit de recoMmand~tions amioales ou autres. · 

3. Communicati·on ,ill:! PrAsid.ent 

Le PrP.sident declare que les t~ois memb~es du Sous­
comite I!I/3/B ont dPcide 4e ~etirer leur projet de texte 
et d 1 aborder a la nrochainP SPance la d.1 scus's1on et le vote 
de la -pronosi tiori du dAlef!UA ·de la Ohin,e. · 

La seance est levee a 19 h 10. 
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RESTRICTED 
WD 36 (ENGLISH} 
III/3/29 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oommittee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

PROPOSED MOTION 
(T~ be Introduced 'When thG Subcommittee Report 

Is BeforG'Coli'liiifi"toe :!11Z3J 

"That the Commit'tee approve the following langunge 
for paragraph& 1 al'ld 2 of Chapter VIII, Section B: 

1. The Security Council should determine tho 
existence of any threat to the p~ace, breach 
of the peace or act of aggression and should 
make recommendations or deeide upon the measures 
sot forth ,in paragraphs 3 and 4 of this Section 
to be taken to maintain or restore peace and 
security . 

. , 2. Bcfnre making the recommendations or deciding 
upon the measures for the maintenance or restora­
tion ~f peace and security in accordance with 
the provisions of paragraph 1, the Security 
Council may call upon tho parties .concerned to 
comply with such provisional measures as it may 
deem necessary or desirable in order to prevent 
an aggravation of the situation. Such provi­
sional measures should be without prejudice to 
therights, claims or position of the parties 
concerned. Failu~e to comply ~ith such pro­
visional measures should be duly taken account 
of' by the Security Counoil.'" 
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III/3/29 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit~ 3 Mesures Coercitives 

PROJET DE MOTION 

(~ pr6se~t6 lorsque le ~vmit~ III/3 examinera le 
rapport":"du Sous-Comit~ 

"Que le Comit6 approuve le texte suivant pour les para­
graphes 1 et 2 de la Section B, du Chapitre VIII: 

2347 

1. Le Consei1 de S~curit~ devrait d6terminer s 1 11 y a 

danger pour 1a paix, rupture de 1a paix, ou acte 

d'agression, et devrait raire des recommandations 

ou d~cider 1esquelles des mesures prevues aux para­

graphes 3 et 4 de 1a presente Section sont ~ prendre 

en vue de maintenir ou de r~tablir la paix et la 

s~curit~. 

2. Avant de ra1re 1es recommandat1ons ou de d~cider des 

mesures ~ prendre en vue de maintenJr ou de retablir 

1a paix et la s~curite, conrorm6ment aux dispositions 

du paragraphe 1, le Consei,1 de S6curite peut inviter 

les Parties int~resseee a se conrormer aux mesures 

provisoires qu'il estime @tre necessaires ou desi­

rables en vue d 1 emp@cher une aggravation de la 

situation. Ces mesures provisoires ne porteront 

pas pr~judice aux droits. aux revendications ou A 
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ln r-<·sition ,.,_es ~-nrties intSresaees. ' AU C!l S (·U 

les Et'"lts n ta~·,_.liquern.ient pns ces wesures i•ro­

vis•: ires le C -.nseil rl.a Securi te ticndrn :'..ument 

compte c.e cette c"lefr:tillrmce. 11 

- 2-
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Security Council 

ORDRE DU JOUR ,R! .M,. QUATORZIE1 "E SEANCE llli Cm~ITE III/.£ 

2e mai ~ 

(1} Etude des paragraphes 1 et 2 de la Section B, Chap1tre 
VIII dans la nouvelle ~daction proposee par la Dele­
gation chinoise. 

(2) Examen des amendements aux Propositions de Dumbarton 
Oaks dans 1 1 ordre indiaue dans le Doc. 291. Les 
amenctements concernant ··1 taugmentation de 1 11mportance 
du Comite d 1Etat }fajor seront examines d 1abord. 

AGENDA FOR FOURTEENTH MEETING QE COEEITTEE III/.£ 

May 26 1 lliQ. 

{1) Consideration of the Chinese Delegate's redraft of 
paragraph 1 and 2 of Section B1 Chapter VIII. 

(2} Consideration of the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals in the order in&icated in Doc. 291. The 
amendments concerning increase in size of the Military 
Staff Committee will be the first to be considered. 
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RESTRICTED 
Dec . 628 (ENGLISH) lt 

III/3/33 
May 26, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FOURTEENTH MEE'riNG OF COMI'UTTEE l!lii 
Veterans· Buildin_£,- Room 223, May 26, 1-945, 10:40 a.m. 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 10:40 a.m. 

Enforcement Povwrs of Securi t.z Council 
{ Chapte1, vr"r'I;se~t-ion B-, paragraphs 1 and 2) 

Discussion of tho following motion by the Delegate of 
China was resumed: 

"That the Cormn1ttec approve the following language 
for paragraphs 1 and 2 of Chapt~r VIII, Section B: 

11. The Security Council should determine the 
existence of any thrQat to the peace, breach of 
the peace or act of aggression and should make 
recommendations or decide upon the measures set 
forth in pnragraphs 3 and 4 of this Section to 
be taken to mainta:tn or restore peace and security. 

'2. Befort, making the recommendotions or de­
ciding upon the measures fo:r the maintemmce ·or 
restoration of peace ~nd sccurlty in accordance' 
with the provisicns of peragrr:'ph 1, the Security 
·council may call upon the partivs concerned to 
comply with such provisional measures as it may 
deem necc:ssnry cr dceirable in order to-prevent 
~n aggr~vation of the situction. such provisio~­
ol measures should be without prejudice to the 
rights, claims or position of the.p~rtics con­
cerned. Failure tp comply with such provisional 
measures should be duly tnken nccount of by the 
Security Council"' 111 (Doc. WD 36) 

In response to questions the following clnri!ications 
were made of the c~ange: 

1. In line ?~ paragraph 2, of the motion~ the word 
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"mny" wns used advisedly in order to 1(;:!\.Ve t;o the discretion 
of the Council whether to t.:lke provisional mo11suros or whether 
to proceed immedinteJ,.y to finnl action. 

2. 'rho word "recommend~.tions", as it nppenred in prrn­
grr>.phs 1 nnd 2 of the motion carried n different meaning f1•om 
th8 word ns used in Ch~pter VIII, Section A. In Section B 
tho que~1tion wos not one merely of n dispute but of t; threat 
to the pence which hod gone buyond tho stnge of n dispute. 

3· In line lt, parngr~ph 1, the word "or" did not offer 
nbsolute clternntlves. It wus intended to afford tho Council 
the lntitude either of making recommendntions, or of deciding 
upon mGo.sures, or both, ns cir•cUinstnnces miglit wnrrnnt. 

lt. Uniformity of te;:;rminology with res:o8ct to references 
to thronts to tho pence nnd nets of cgcrossion would be 
assured by the Coordin·"'·tlon Comrnitteo :Ln occordnnce with the 
recommendations of the R~pportcur. 

5. The possibility of 11 provisionnl mecsurE:s" wns·not 
intended to ccuso dolny, but to mt'ko Council procedure ns 
flexible os possible. 

6. Beco.use it W[lS not pcssible in every case to dis­
tinguish between n threl".t to the pence end n rupture of the 
ponce, it W:'.s snfur not to o.uthorizo on(; kind of Council 
action for n threat end o.nother for n rupture. Tho wiser 
course wns to loovG the evo.lu[\tion of tho situation to the 
Council. 

7• It wns unnocessory to write into this section ony 
reference to tho principles of tho Charter becc.usv those 
listed in Chapters I o.nd II controlled tho whole range of 
noti-on of the Organization. Furthermore, p.::~rr..graphs 2 end 
3 of Section B, Chnpter VI, specified thnt tho Council should 
net in ~ccordo.nce with these principles. 

The Delegate of Norway r~commondod oither thc.t the word 
"and" be substituted for "or" in line 4, pcrngrnph 1, of the 
motion, or that the order of the two clnuses be reversed in 
order to insuro that the Council, in o lawful manner, should 
inform any aggressor state of the notion expected of it. He 
also felt thnt the limiting references to parvgrnphs 3 nnd 
4 of Section B, made in pnrngrnph 1 of tho motion, should be 
removed in -order that the only limitotion to Council action 
might be the principles of the Chnrter. 

The Delegate from New Zenland stoted that ho preferred 
the draft 'of the subcomm,ittee for paragraphs 1 and 2 to th~t 
of the Chinese motion. He stated thot in Section B a 
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distinction should be made between the two situations: 
(1) a threat to the pence, in which case the widest latitude 
should be'given the Council; and (2) a breach of the peace 
or act uf aggression, in which case it was essential that 
action according to paro.graphs 3 and 4 of Section B should 
follow as a matter of course. 

The Delegate from Belgium withdrew the text for his 
subcommittee in favor of the Chine.se motion with ·these two 
provisions: (1) that any recommendations made under Section 
B should conform with the definition of "recommendations" as 
used in Section A; and (2) that the taking of coercive mea­
sures by the Council should not be delayed by any require­
ment that the Council should fir~t make reco~~endations or 
take provisional measures. 

Decision: The Chinese ~on YE~ ~pproved £l £ 
vot&. . .2.t 3.2. to 1.. 

2. Discussion: Membel"sh.±E_ of Mili t.EF..X. Stnf£: Committee 
'{Chnptcr VIII, Soctio~l B, paragraph 9 J 

In opening discussion of thi.s subjcqt the· Chnirman in­
dicated its relationship to th~ question of rogional arrr.nge­
ments and to the pending C~nadian amendment concerning od hoc 
representation on the Council, of states not Council mumbers. 
The fil~st part of the French nmo:::-... dment, pertaining to orma­
ment control, was postponed for later consideration (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (o), pp. 4, 5). The second port, -concerning the cml['.rge­
ment of the Military Staff Committee, wns withdrnwn in view 
of prior Committee npprov~l of regional subcommittees of the 
Military Staff Conunittee. A similar Chilenn Dmendrnc-;nt wns 
likewise withdrawn (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p.8). Consider~tion of 
the Mexican ~mendment was postponed pending the deci~ion on 
an allied question in nnother committee. 

The proposed rumendment of the Philippinu Commonwe~lth 
that the MilitDry Staff Committee should be composed of the 
Chiefs of Ste!'.fs of nll the members of the Couneil, wo.s se­
conded by the Delegnte of Mexico. ln response to questions 
from the flool',*the following expl~nations were mn.de of the 
limitation of membership on the Military Stoff Comntittee. 
to the permanent Council members: 

1. Parngrnpn 9 provided that members not permanently 
represented should be cskcd to join when npproprinte. 

2. The initiative for expv.nding the memb~rship to meet 
n pnrticular situetion should be left to .the Military Staff' 
Committee; otherwise it might become cs lnrgo os the Council 
itself. 
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3· If the torces of a country were used there was no 

question but that the military staff of that country would 
be consulted. 

4. Because of the complex duties of the Commlttee, lt 
was essential that itsc~o~tion should be limited to the 
permanent Council members in order to avoid a committee with 
constantly changing membership. 

5. Allied military machinery in this war was of the 
same type as that proposed in paragraph 9. 

6. As a Chief of Staff, the Military staff Committee's 
function would be to make decisions, and therefore, it should 
~e a small group. The function of command was n different 
matter• No co~nittee, large or small, could exercise command; 
and the selection of indiViduals for this pUI•pose WOUld be 
decided upon later. 

7. The limitation of membership on the Military Staff 
Committee to the permanent members of the Council did not 
conflict with the pending Canadian amend1nent regarding repro~ 
se.ntation of non-members in Council decisions. 

!2_ecision: The propos~d Philippin~ Comm~nwcalth amend­
ment was de?eated, with no favorable votes rooora.c;a:. -- - -

3. Disc~io!!_: ~peciaJ. ~eements. (VIII, B, 5) 

Discussion was opened. on the proposed Australien amen~­
ment, that the agreements should be negotiated on the initi­
ative of the Council and should be concluded bctw(;en the Coun­
cil, on the one hand, imd mel\lbors or groups of 1nembers, on 
the other. The Delegate from Australia. stated that the pur­
pose of this amendment was to insure the effectiveness of the 
collective security system. The technique of negotiating a 
cluster of bilateral treaties was so complicated, nnd would 
be so prolonged, that there was o. risl:: that it might never be 
successfully accomplished. It· wus for this renson that he 
proposed to grnnt the right of' initiative to the Security 
Council. He requested also that, as a mntter of clarification, 
the reference to "armed forces, facilities and nssistance" in 
the first sentence of parngraph 5 be defined cl~arly in order 
that it might bo known what commitments were expected. 

4. ~~C}.O!!l_~ 

Disc·u~f;i0n of the propos~d Austrn.lion runendment will be 
continued [17. t~1o Committee meeting on May 28 at 10:30 .a.m. 
with J:•ecozr~i ti::m of DGlegntes bf the following countries: 
Cnnoda, Novr ZEiulr..nd, Brazil, Jtnd Gre-oce .• 

The meeting ndjourn~d at 12:50 p.m. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oomite 3 Mesures coerc1tives 

PROCES-VERBAL RESUME D~ ~ QUATORZIE~~ SEANCE 
DU COlviiTE .Jll/.Q 

Veterans Building,. Salle 223 
26 !M1 l~4Q 1 10 h• .QQ 

Le ~resident ouvre 1a seance a io h 40. 

l. Discussioq : Pouv~ coercitifs du Conse11 de Securite 
10hapitJ•e VIII, Section B, paragraphes 1 et 2 ) 

La discussion est reprise sur la proposition suivante 
soumise par le delegue de la Chine : 

11Le :t€xte suivant pour 1es :paragrappes 1 ~t 2 dEl la,Sect1on 
B, du Ohapitre VIII est so~mis a l'approbation du Comitea 

l. Le. Conse11 de iecur1te devrait dete'rminor s '11 
y a danger pour la pa1x, ~pture de la paix, 
ou acte d'agress1on, et devr~1t fairc des 
recommandnt1ons ou decider lesquelles des 
me·sures pre\rues aux pafF-tgraphes 3 et 4 de la. 
prosente Sect;on sont a prendre en y~e de ~ain­
tonir. ou de rotnblir la paix et ln securi.te. 

2• Avn.nt de fnire l~s recomma.ndnt1ons ou de deci­
der ~ea,mesuree a prendre ~n v~e ~e·~rrintenir 
ou de retablir 1~ paix et 1~ securite, oonfor­
mcmont nux d~-spos ~~ions. du. pnr'igrn.phc . 1, le . 
Conseil de Secur1te peut i~vit~r lea pnrties 
1ntcressees 0. a~ conf,rine-r~nux mcsures prgvi-. 
soiree qu 11l estime etre·neoessttircs ou desi­
rables en vue'.d1 .:mpoche:r. une ~gravntion de ln.­
situn.tion~ · O.es mesure.s provlsoires ne .pnrt'eront 
pas prejudice nui dr~its; aux revend1cat1ons ~u 
a, la pns1t·1on des parties 1ntere6s~es. AU cas 
ou les Etnts n'nppliqueraient pns cas mesure& 
prov1ao1r.Qe 1 le Conseil d..e. secur1te t1endrn du­
m~nt compte de cette•deta!~~nncea, ( Doc. WD 36 ) 
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•cCorrigeudwl voir P•389J 



L ~ 1 1 , , es prcc s •)ns su1v'\ntes snnt ~tpporteos on rcp'1nse nux 
questions p1sees sur l'amendemcnt : 

l. Lo mot 11peut 11 1nsere D. ln ligne 5., du pnrngrnphe 2, 
de ln pr0pos1t1on, Q ete employe n dossein, en vue de laisser 
au Conseil le s0in de decider s 111 y a lieu de pr~ndre des 
m~suros pr0v1soires ou de proceder immedintoment a uno action 
definitive. 

2. Le m0t 11 recommnnd·'t1nns" 1nsere nux pnr'l.grll.phes l 0t 2 
de ln proP,~sition a une significntinn autre que cel~e qui 
est exposeo au Chnpitre VIII de ln Section A. Dans ln Secti~n 
~ 11 ne s 1agit pas sim~lem~nt dlun differond, ·mnis d'une menace 
a ln pn.ix nynnt depnsse le stnde d 1un difforend. 

3. Le m0t "ou 11 a lnl.Jgne 4, du p~rngrnphe l, ne ln.1sse 
pas un chpix nssez grrmd. Il fr.ut donner au C-:nseil ln 11-
berte soit d~ tn1re des recommn.ndntions, so1t de decider 
des mesures n prendre; ou l'un et l 1nutre selon lee circon-
stnncesL > · 

4. Cdnformemcnt nux recnmmnnd~tions du r~pporteur, 
l 1untformisntion des termes en ce qui concorno ~es menaces 
~ la pn.ix et ~es notes d'agression~erait nss~r6e pnr le 
Cnmite de Co,rdination, conform6ment nux recomunndnt10ns 
du rnpp0rt eur. 

5. L' adoption eventuelle de 11 rJesuros prr>visoires II 
ne vise pas a causer des retards, mn.is n rendre ln prncedure 
du Conseil nussi souplo que pnssible. 

6 • Puisqu'il n 1 es~ pns pr,ssiblc de cl1stingut::r1 c1o.ns 
chaque ens, une menace a ln pnix a'une rupture do ln paix 1 

il est plus prut'l.cnt de ne pas nut"riser le Cr•nS(;il a recc·u-
' '1.. , rir, a un certnin srstt:me de prr•cecl.ure P'"'Ur une r,1cnace} 

et a un nutre systcrne p-,ur uno rupture. Il (:st plus prudent 
de contior o.u Cons oil le so in d' r>.pprecior ln si tunti'Jn. 

7. Il n'y a pas lieu de fnire nlluiion d~ns ln p~~sente 
section nux princi~cs de ln Chnrte, puisque les principcs ex­
poses nux Chnpitres I et II couvrentr toute ln g8mr.1e des proce­
dures t'le ltOrganis . ..,t1on. En,.outre, ,los l''l.r-,grnphes 2 et 3 
de ln Sec't1on B1 r1u Chapitre VI, specl-ficnt·que le Conseil 
devra ngir en oonformite avec oes princi>es. -

Le Delegue <'I.e la. Norv~ge recom::nnde soi t que le mr1t 
11 et 11 rE.-mplace· le m:--t 11 ou 11 n ln ligne 4 du pnragrnphc l r1e , 
la proposition, eoi t que l 1 orclre des rteux clauses ·so it chnryge 
en vue <\ 1 assurer que lo Cnnseil inf''rme 1 •.1.nns lee f0rrncs lega­
les,· tout Etat agr~sseur <\e l'nctinn qui est nttendue ~e lui, 
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Il est nussi d 1 .·w,ts que lea restrictions nux par'lgrnphes 3 ot 4J 
do la. Section B 1 QUi figurent nu pnrngr11phe l do ln prop·lsitit:n 1 
devrnient Btre elimineos, nfin que los soules limit2ti0nS 
np;:J:>rtees a 1' action du C'~nscil puis sent etre celles qui resul­
tent des principos de la. Chnrte. 

Le del6gue de la Nouvelle-Zelnnde declare qu 11l prefere 
le pr•·Jct du Sous-Comite pour les pnrn.~r2phes l et 2 a colui 
de ln prcv"~sition ch1no1se. Il ,,_it qu une <Ustinction •1evrnit 
otre fn.~te dn.ns ln Section B entre lea (leux situnti•Jns : l) une 
menace a L~ pn1x 1 dans l'eventua.lite do laquelle ln plus gr~nde 
liborte n.'nction fl.evrnit etre lniss6e 2U Crmseil; <Jt 2) une 
ru:>ture de l<t pnix ou a.cte c1'o.grcssionJ dans 1 1 evE:Jntunlite 
fl.e laquelle 11 est essentiel qu'intorvienne une notion conforme 
nux parn.graphes 3 ,· t 4 de ln Section B. 

Le delegue de ln BelgiQue retire 1~ texte nu nom du 
Sous-Comite en fnvour de ln. prrmnsiti<m chinoise 1 nvec les 
deux dl.spr.s 1 tinns sui vnnte.B ~ 1) que tout·e r<.: cor.1mn.ndntion 
fnite n. la Section B s~it cnnf0rm~ a ln 1etin1t1nn du mnt 
"recommandntinns" nu sens do ln Section A; et 2) que ln prise 
de mcsures coercitives ::.~r le Cnnse.il ne soit r;n.s -ret::tr·:lee 
pnr~e que le Cnns,'il nurr:tit d'n.b,rd a fnire 1'1.es reconmnn:iations 
nu a prendre des rnesuras·pr~visoires. 

Decision : ...1:tu pronnsition chincise est n~~·,,rouvce· 
· .n.r 35 vnix c0ntre !· 

2. Discussion : MeD-bres QU Cnmite n'Etnt Mn.Jnr 
( Chnj,)itre VIII, Sectirm B, pn.rrtgr-,.l;he 9 ) 

En ouvrnnt ln ~iscuss10n sur cc sujet, le Presi~ent 
ez; indiquEJ le rnp:t;.ort p.vec ln question r'_os r.rrnngemc·nts 
regionaux et avec l'nmen~ement cnnndien nctuelle8cnt en sus­
,;.'ens et qui concerne la rerres~ntn.tion ad-·h0C rtU Consdl 
d tEtnts non membros. La r,renie:: e p.'l.rtie rl.e l 'nmen.".eDont ' , ' frnncnis nynnt 1rnit a ln reglcment~ti:m ~les nrr::emcnts,. est 
ujournee en vue dtun .:;:•lus nmple oxnmen. (D0c. 2 G/7 (r,) 
pp.4,5). Ln (.euxi'Elme :pnrti'e, tra.itnnt de l'n.ugmcntr.tion 
du nombre des r.1embres du Cr,rJite 'd'Etnt-Mn.Jor, est retiree en 
vue de llnpproba.tion l-·realnble 1)a.r lo Cr:mitc de ln constitution 
des sous-cnmites regiC'nnux du C~nite d 'Etnt Hn.Jor. Un nmende­
ment ch1lien sinilaire est egnlemcnt retire ( Doc. 2~ G/7 (1) 
p.8 ). L 10xnmen de l'n.mendement mexicrtin ~st renvoye jusqu'~ 
la. pr;se dtune decision sur une ':question rtllies;: a un autre 
cnmite. 

L 'aoend~ment pr~p,..,s e. r·nr le Commnnwenl th_ des Philip­
l''ines, tend,.,nt a·ce que le Cnmite soit C')r:::~)l")se des Chefs d'Etat 
MaJor de tous les Et1.ts meobres du Cnnsc1l 1 oet · n:-~~uye l)M,r le 
delegue du Mexique En reponse nux queati~n~s,oseos par les 
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d616gues 1 les explications suivnntes sont donn6es sur le ~nit  
que souls les r~embres l)ermanents c1u Conseil font 11artie cl.u 
C0~it6 d'Etnt-Mnj0r: -

1. Lc r_;nrngr'l.r,he 9 stipule que lea mer.1bres non-permnncnts 
y soient invites quand il convient. 

2. L1 initiative d 1augmenter le nombre c4'l ses mcmbrcs p0ur 
fnire fnce d une situ~tion pnrticuliere, ~evrnit itro 
laissee nu Gomit6 d'Etat Mn-j'Jrj sans .cola, ce Comito 
r2urr~it devenir ausai n0mbrcux que le C~nseil lui­
marne. 

3. Si les forces arm6es d 1un ~nys ~t~ient utilis~es, 
11 0st c~rtnin que l 1 Etnt-M~J~r deoe pnys sornit 
cr.nsulte. 

4. En vue des tnches complexes nu Comite, 11 est essential 
que sa c0mposition soit limitee nux mecbres permanents 
du Conseil 1 nfin d'evitE;r r1 1 ctr6 en :~res.ence d 1un C:1r.1ite 
d.ont ln ctJm~'os i tlon change ccmtinuellem.-:nt. 

5. L1organisntion militaire 1nst1tu6e r~r les Allios 
'dur'lnt cette guert'e est du meme genre aue c,~lle qui 
est ~'~ropos 6 e au ~·aragraphe 9. 

6. Du fait qu 1il jouera le r0le de chef de l 1Etat-Mnjor, 
~es fonctions du Comite dlEtnt M~jnr cnnsistcraient 
Q. prendre d~a decisitJna; il ne l)"Urrn.it :':'!a!' crmsequent 
stre coiJl:)ose que d 1un grou;;;e l)eu nombrcux de p;:rsonnes. 
Lo commandement militaire·eat ch~e toute differente. 
Aucun comite, gr~nd ou petit, ne peut cxercer u~ 
commnndemcnt militnire; la choix ~~cs 1)ersont1es n .wi 
sernit confie ce corunandement ser~it romis a plus tnrd. 

'7. Le fait oue 'seuls pourront etre membres du Comito 
d 1Etnt MnjQr lea membres permanents dU Conscil ne 
vient pna a l 1 encontre ~e l 1 nmendemcnt canadien en 
s~spens• sur let re:iJresent'ltion des non-membres aux 
decisions du Co~seil. 

Deois ion : 1. t ~endemen t llt0DI")8 e 'i"l.t le Corum':'lnWel'\ 
Cl.es ,Philtp::>tnes W neJetQ.- j '!llC'!:ID d.C U ' 1l I~ 
v0te .till §..G trwey;c. 

Diecusslo~ l Apoords snecinyx 
Chn:pitre VIII,· Section B 1 pnr •. 5 ) 

Ln di~cussion s 1 ouvre sur ln propositi~n d'0mendeoent 
nustr1.lien a savoir :me lt:s ·ncc-:~rds so1ent negooies sur 
l 11nit1at1ve du Conseil et conclus entre le C~nseil, d 1une r~rt, 
et dea membres 1'\U des groupe e de membres, ·t' nutre po.rt. 
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Le <l.clogue de 1 1Austrn.lie d.eclo.r:_j nue le but <l.e c~ t nmendement 
~st <1. 1 ~ssurer l'~fficncite du eystemc de securite collective. 
Ln techninue de negocintion d'un grnupe de trQitee bi-later~ux 
est si compliquee et entrnlnernit ce si l~ngs nelnis, au 111 
est ~ crnindre I"!U f clle ne puisse jnmO.iS etre n.rpliquoe avec 
succes. C1est pnur cela qu 11l propose deootterer le 1ro1t 
d 11nit1ntive au Conseil <1.e Securite. Il c1.emande, en outre, 
pour prociser 1ue l'allu{31on nux 11 forces armees, nux fncilit~s 
et a l T aide necesf!O.ire II 0. ln premiere phrase du pnrngretphe 5 
~oit pN~cisee 1af1n de determiner les engagements qui devront 
etre pria. 

4. Qommunicntion 

Ln discussion rle l~ prnpns1tion d 1 nmen<1.e~ent nustr~lien 
sera reprise a ln seance du Comit~, le 28 mai, a 10 h. 30; lee 
d(legues des pays suivnnts prendrnnt la parole l Cnnnda; 
Nouvelle-Zelando, Bresil et Grece, 

L , ' La s~nnce est levee a 12 h. 50. 
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RESTRICTED 
Doc. 672 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/33 (1) 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SU~~y REPORT OF 
FOURTEENTH MEETING O:ft'COMMITTEE III/3, May 26, 1Q45 

Doc. 628 (English), III/3/33 

Page 3 

In discussing the Philippine amendment to paragraph 
9, Section B, Chapter VIII, the Delegate of the Nether­
lands asked the following question: 

"Would it be possible for any member of the 
Organization which is not ~epresented on the 
Military Staff Committee to put before that Staff 
Committee, either orally or in writing, such 
questions that belong normally to the field of 
that Committee, and to have those questions dis­
cussed, and, if the occasion arises, receive ~n 
answer to those questions?" 

The Delegate of ~he United Kingdom replied as 
follows: 

2700 

"That in our view, the answer would be in 
the affirmative, that is to say, that any member 
of the Organization could address appropriate 
questions to tho Military Staff Committee who 
would furnish the answers." 



The United Nations Conference 
on. International Organization 

:1EgTJI0TSD 
toe. 67? (rRE~CH) 
III~~~~~ (1) 
Hay 5'9, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Meaures Ooero1t1ves 

CO:tRI!J.:SNDt1M AU CO}tpTE-~tJDtr SOMlt:.rr~ 
DE LA X,UATo:qzr~MS SE;NO:!i; DU co~~I':'E III/3, 26 mai 1945 

Page 3 QQ£. 6'-?8{Fran0is)III/~A~3--

Au eours de lP fl.iseus ai'm de l'101mendement des Ph111'Pl'1nes 
au ~eragra~he 9, seetiryn B, Ohanitre VIII, le Delegue des 
Pays-Bas nose 1~ question atiivente: 

2701 

. "Serai t-11 pof!sibl~ pour un ~embre de 1' Organisation 
qui n'e,:~ pAs re~:resente au Comite d 1 Etat-Ma~or, de sou­
mett~e A co Comite, soit or~lement soir per ecrit, de~ . 
questions qui sont normPlemPnt du ressort de ce Comite 
et d 1avnir l 1 P.SSUrAnce OUe CeS questions Se~ont diSCUtees 
et J ie CFl S eCheflnt 1 CI'L\ 1 11 Y Sere l'~1)')nctU'? II 

Le De1~Bue du ioyRume-Unt,repona 

11 Nous croyons ouo la renonse est flff1rmet1ve, a 
sevo1r ClUe tout me~1':lre ,de 1 1 Or~en1s~tif1n -o~ut poser des 
ouestirms ennronr1ees eu Comite d 1Ete.t-Ma,jo!' et que ce 
Comite y donner~ une renonse. 11 
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P.E6TRICTED 
Doc. 610 (ENG., FR.) 
III/3/32 
May 26, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3. Enforce~ent Arrangements. 

May 28 1 1945. 

Consid,"ration ot the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks 
Pronosals in the order indicated in Doc. 291. The 
Australian amc-ndment conc··'rning special agreements· 
will b," the first to be considered. 

2435 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE Ll), QP!NZIENE SEANCE J)U COM!TE IlJ/3_ 

28 m9i 1.945 

Examen des am~ndernents aux Pronositions d~'Dumbarton 
Oaks dans 1 1ordre indiqu8 dans le Doc. 291. L'amen­
demr-nt australien conc~rnant les ~ocords' speoiaux 
sera exa~ne d 1 abord. 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Confer-ence 

on International Organization Doc 649 (ENGl·ISJr) * 
III/3/34 
May 28, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF. !_~1EENTH. Mh"ETING Q! COMMITTEE III/,l 

Veterans Building; ~ 223,~ 28, 1945, .!..Q.:45 ~.·!!!.· 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 10:45 a.m 

1. DiscussiQn: Special Aereements (VIII, ~~ ~) 

The De!egate of Canada seconded the At:.stralian amendment 
stipulating that the ~;~pecial agreements for the supply of 
na tiona:l cont.ingents and facilities should be negotiated on tne 
initiative of the Council and should be conclud~d between the 
Council, o~ the one hand, and members{ or groups of members, 
on the other (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 10). 

In pointing out that the original paragraph 5, Section B, 
Chapter VIII, had both deterrent and operational aspects, the 
Canadian Delegate said that this paragraph should be thoroughly 
discussed because each delegation would be especially called 
upon, prior to the adoption of the-charter by its own country, 
to explain and justify its probable commitments. He therefore 
asked for clarification of its ,wording from one of the sponsor­
ing powers. 

The Brazilian Delegate, in supporting the Australian amena­
ment, said that the measure of each country's cooperation would 
be determined.by paragraph 5, Section B, Qhapter VIII. He 
thought that the agreements concluded b~ tho~e gover~ents whose 
interests were primarily local in nature would be largely deter­
mined by their regional commitments·and hence should be negoti­
ated on the. initiative of the. Security Council. 

The New Zealand Delegate commentod on what he felt to be 
a lack of olari ty i.n the language of this paragraph. :£i'ur thermore, 
he said that since the Austr~liart amendment .:tncorporated within 
it the sense of the New Zealand amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 {f), 
P~3), the latter should be considered withdrawn. 

*_cCorrigendwa see p.394:.t 
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The Delegate of Greece expressed his approval of the Aus­

tralian runendment. He also stressed the need for greater clar­
ity and for the guaranty that certain forces be at the disposal 
of the Security.Council. The Delegate of Greece, in supporting 
the Austra,lian amendment, proposed that the Military Staff Com­
mittee should prepare as soon as possible a draft model agree­
ment to be adopted by the Assembly at its first meeting. 

The Indian Delegate supported the Australian amendment as 
a desirable amplification of the Council's powers. 

At this point, the.Delegate of the U.S.S.-R. asked for post­
ponen~nt of a vote on tho Australian amendment. Because of its 
importance, and because of the heavy re.sponsibilitles which his 
and other governments would have to assume during the interim 
period, he felt that the runendluent should be given further study 
by the various delegations before a final decision was reached. 
The Australian Delegate expressed no objection to this postpone­
ment. 

Decision: The vote u~ln the Australian amendment was post~ 
ponea wfth79- I'avora e vo:E'es"Focor"Uea. --
The Rapporteur, as Chairman ot the French Delegation, re-

quested that the Committee postpon$ CQnsideration of his Govern­
ment's amendments to puragraph 5, providing for the right of 
passage and for a more precise stipulation regarding the content 
of the special agreements (Doc. 2, G/7 (o), p.4). Since there. 
was no objection, the Chairman announced that discussion of the 
French amendment would be postponed. 

. The Chilean Delegate remarked that his Government's amend­
ment to paragraPth 5 of Section B, Chapter VIII, substituting 
"may-contribute' for "should contribute" (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p.8) 
haa-already been used both in the official French trahslation 
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals and in the Australian amendment. 
The J)clegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that such a 
cha.nge·was objectiona.ble in that it_~ould substantially alter 
the meaning-of the whole parngrnphi.~The Australian Delega.te 
made clear that the usc of "may" in tho Australian amendment 
was not intentional. The French Delegate pointed out that 
"puisse" had two mem~...1.ngs and could be validly translated 
"should." 

The Delegate of Iran, seconded by the Delegate of Columbi~, 
moved that consideration or both the Chilean amendments to para­
agraph 5 and to paragr~ph 7 (Doc. ?, G/7·(i), p.8) be postponed 
since they dealt w~th matters closely related to the Australian 
amendment. The Contmittee approvedthis postponement. 

2. Discussion: Costs of Enforcement Action. 

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa supported his 
Government'~ amendment adding to paragraph 101 Section B, Chap­
ter VIII,,a a~tence specifying that aggressor nations should 

2595 *cCorr.igendua aee P•394:. - 2 -



pay the costs of enforcement action taken against them {J"I.:hl .... 
2, G/14 (d) (2), p. 1). He explained that his GoveP.lllJ16'nt 
believed this would be an additional deterrent to aggression. 

The Delegate of Iran s~conded the South African amendnent. 
The Delegate of the United States opposed the South African 
amendment. He foresaw a. further obstacle to the satisfactory 
operation of the enforcement ma-chinery of the Security Council. 
He pointed out that paragraph 11, Section B, Chapter VIII, al­
ready provided for the relief of economic hardship which might 
be inc~~red by some states as a result of their participation 
in enforcement measures. 

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa pointed out that 
paragraph-11 concerned only special economic difficulties and 
not the heavy costs of enforcement actions. The Delegate of 
Iran said that, while great nations mlght be fully able to bear 
the costs of enforcement action, it might be very difficult for 
a small nation to do so. However, he expressed his Delegation's 
satisfaction with the explnn&tian of the Delegate of the United 
States. 

The Rapporteur sugge~ted., Md the South Afriean Delegate 
agreed to, the substituticn or "refuses"for "fails" in tho word­
ing of the South African e.tnen~t since he thought that para­
graph 11 adequately protected the interests·of countries con­
cerned. 

Decision: The amendment of the Union of' South Africa. was 
crefeateer 19-g_. - -

The Chilean Delegate explain~d his Govorranent's amendment 
to paragraph 10, Section'B, Chnpt~r VIII (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p.9). 
He thought that governments such a.s his needed tho inclusion of 
this amendment in the Charter in oraer that the assistance 
afforded to the Security Council be dofinod in terms consistent 
with each individual government's constitution. He had no 
opjection to the postponement of its consideration until Chapter 
XII should actually be brought b0fore the Committee. 

3. Announcements 

The Chairman hoped that the Committ-ee would complete its 
task in two or three more meetings in order tha.~ the projected 
Con:f'erence deadline of June 6 could be met. It had before it 
only the consideration of' amendments relating to transitional 
arrangements and those which had been postponed in previous 
sessions. 

The meeting adjourned at 12:25 p.m. 

2595 - 3 -
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 671 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/34(1) 
May 30, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO ~IE SUMMARY REPORT 
OF THE FIFTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3, 
- -- May· 28, l22t5" 

Doc. 649 (English), III/3/34 

The statement on page 2, line 34, should be made to 
read as follows: 

2697 

11 The Australian Delegate stated that the 
use of 'may' in the Australian amendment was 
not intended in any way to lessen the obliga­
tion on all members to contribute to enforce­
ment and a change in this word was not formally 
proposed to the Conference by the Australian 
Delegation." 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Org(J,nization 

COMMISSION III 
Com1te 3 Mesures Coero1t1ves 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 649 (FRENCH)~ 
III/3/34 
l.fay 28, 1945 

Security Council 

Cm1PTE £!:ENDU .§OMMAIR~ DE ~ QUINZIEME SE~NCE DU. COMITE II_li~ 

Veterans f!¥!1d1ng, Sa11.Q 2?.3, le 28 mP1 1945 ~ lOh .45. 

Le President ouvre la Seance a 10h.45. 

1. DisoM.§io11. AMQrd..§. mL~..Q..iaux: ..{_vr:u...~....lL__.Q.) 

' , , 1 Le delegue du Canada apnuie 1 1amendcrncnt austra len 
qui stipule que les accords succiaux pour la fourn1ture de 
COntingentS nationaUX et de faclli t£~9- deVra.iPnt etr~ nego­
Ci~S sur l 1 1n1t1at1vc du Conseil et pass~s entre le Cons~11 
d 1 unc part et 10s mernbres, au groupes de rn~mbres, d 1 autre 
part. (Doc. 2, G/14/1 p.lO) 

En sou1ignant que le pe.ra~raphc 5, original de ,la 
Section B, du Chap1tre VIII,P:t;es~nte des aspegts prevent1fe 
et des aspects act it's, lc delegue· du CaqB.dfl geclflre que ce 
pc;.r:;gre-phe d.cvrei t titre minutif'USE'ment etud1e, CF.'.r chaque 
del0getion, avan~ l~edoution dP 1a,Chart~ par son ?ropre 
pays, sere. Rpnelee a. E'.'XOliquPr f'!t e. justifie:r; lf'S engE~ge­
ments qu 1 e1le aura sR.ns doute pris. En consequencP, 11 
qcmande que 1 1 une des pu!esa.noes 1nvl ta.ntes fournissc des 
ecla1rc1ssements sur le texte de ce parPgrephe. 

Le d6legue du Bresil, a. 1' RJ>PUl de 1 f flmendPm~nt auc-
t :·.- 'll1en, fa1 t remnrquPr que 1 1 etendue dA 1a cooperation de 
cha.que pays ser1.1 detf'rminP~ p~r lP p1'lrP.grllphe 5 de la 
Section B du.Chap1tre VIII._ Il estimP quP lee l'lcoords oon­
o1us per tes gouvernemAnt$ dortt 1ns 1nt~~~ts soqt avant tout 
de cP.~ectere ~OCAl, serA1ent lnrgc~ent detPrmin~s nPr leu~s 
eqg~ge~Ants rPy1onR.UX et, · p~r consequent!. ,dF>vrA~ent @tr·c 
negooies sur 1 1~1t1~t1ve du ConsP11 de ~Pcurit~. 

Le delegue de la Nouvelle-Zela.ndP ~tt1re 1' attention 
sur c~ qui lui aemb1P \Ul mflnqur- de cl~rtP d~;~ns lP tPl[te de 
ce p.c~.rngrnpht'l.. Il rf"mttrque Pn outre que 1 1 nm~"ndem€nt au e• 
tr'fll1Pn A.Y.Rnt la mCMP s·1~n1f1CAt1on qur. l f ~mF>ndement ·de l.a 
Nou~1le-Z~J.a.l'}de. (Doc. 2, (!/14> (t)' p- 3), CP dP.rnle-r dolt 
t!t.re coneide}-e oonune retire .• 

2596 -1-
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, , , ' , 1' Lo o.olegue de 1r~. G-roce se dec1.,re en :f',veur de '1Jll.en-

dement nustrrlien. Il s~uligno cg~lrment lR n~cessitci d'un 
texte plus clnir, d0nnrmt 1' f'Ssurnnce que C8rtl'ines :f',rces 
ser'lnt- ~- ln. diS1)1"1Si t1nn du Cr:-nseil de Securi tc. Le delegue 
de 11'1 G-roce, ,en F1ppuy11nt 1' P.mendement ~ustr~1ien, prrrpl")se 
que lc c -.,mite d' Et11t-Hr>jn1Z m111 trlire _r~dige le plus t0t , 
l?"ssible u~ nr"J,et de I!ll")delc d'111ccnrd n 1'1d0uter p,r l 1Assemblee 
~ s11 premiere sennce. 

Le delegtie de 1 1 Inde )'l.ppuie 1 1 ~l!lend~ment PustrPlien qui 
c'nstitue R s<Jn ?Vis unc Pmpl1f1cr.t1on desir~ble des p;uv01rs 
nu C..,nseil. 

Le deier·ue o.e 1 1TJn1on Sovirtique demandc Al'1rs d 1 r-tjour­
ner lc V'lte sur 1 1 qmcnocment Austrelien. En rPisnn de son 
imD'"lrtEmce et du fP.i t des 10urc.es resp"nsPbili tes que son 
gpuvernement et oelu; des eutr~s Etats mrnbres PUreient ~ 
assumer pendant lfl per1Jde 1nterimE~.ire ~ · 11 cstime que 1 1 ame'1-
dement deVrPit etre de n'IUV8RU Soumis a 1 1 etude. deS diverses 
delegF:.tions avRnt qu 1 une decisi')n finAle s0i t p.rise. Le 
dclegue de 1 1Austrelie ne s 1 ..,pp"Jse pas a cet ej;urnement. 

Decision: Le vote §Jd!: 1 1 ~mend.~ ~.reliPn ill eJ ,.,urne 
!ill.~ ~9 voix. 

Le Rapno:rteur, en sa qualite de President de la Delega­
tion Francaise nemande que le Cnmite ajourne 1 1 etude des 
amendement~ au para~ranhe 5 nronoses nar son· gouvernement, 
com~ortant des disnos~tions relatives au· droit de passage 
et a certaines urecisions concernant le texte des accords 
speciaux (~oc. 2, G/7 (o) p. 4). Aucune objection n 1 etant 
formulee, le Presid..ent declare ajournee 1a discussion de 
l'amendement francais. 

· Le dele~ue du Chili fait remarouer oue 1 1amendement 
pronose par son gou,rernement au parag~e,nhe 5 dP. la Secti,on B 
du Cha·-i tre VIII et tendant a substituer 1 1 exnrP-ssion anglaise 
")Y contribute" au terme "should cont:ributen .(Do.c. 2, G-/7, 
(i p. 7) a deja ete apnorte dans la traduction francaise 
o:f'ticielle des nronositions de Dumbarton Oaks et dans 1 1amende­
ment aust!'aliP.n~. Le deleg-ue du RoyaumP-Uni fait remarquer· 
qu 1 un tel chfl.ngement !lrest"lnterai t des difticul.te-s car 11 
chan~erait le t~nd ~erne du parag:raphe entier. •Le delegue 
australien :f'ai t remarquer que 1 1 emnloi du mot ·"may" dahs le 
texte de l 1 amendement australien n·• eta1 t nas intent1onnel. 
Le dele?Ue francai~ soultg-ne que le mot !1puisse 11 a deux signi­
fications e>t pPut -etrF'l- une correcte traduction du mot 11 should 11 • 

Le dele~P. de 1 1 Iran, annuye nar lP delP.guP de la Colombie 
pror:>ose d 1 ajouY"ner l 1 P.tudP. 'dPs d!"UX amPndements du Oh111 
,ort'lnt 1'1un Elur le JlRNt.~J>h& 5 et l.,so.utt'fl 

?.596 
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sur le paragraphA 7 (Dpc. 2, G/7 (i), p. ,8) p_arce qu 1 ils 
traitent de quP.stions etroitement llees a 1 amendement austra­
lien. Le Comite a:oprouve cet ajou:':"nflment. 

2. Discussion: Cout des ~?,.'ld!'.Jlil coerclt.i ves. 

Le delegue de 1 1Unicn Sud-AfTicaine appuie 1 1 amendement 
de son gouvernement proposant d 1ajouter au paragraphe 10, de 
la SP.ction B, du Chapitre VIII une phrase declarant que le~ 
nations coupables d 1 agression df)Vront payer les frais causes 
par les mesures coercitives prises centre elles (Doc, 2, G/14 
(d) (2) p. 1). Il explique que son gouvernemegt estime que 
cette mesure serait un moyen additionnel de prevenir 1 1agres-
81on •. 

,~e dclegue de 1 1Iran appuie 1 1amendement sud-africain. 
Le delegue des Ftats-Unis sly oppose, C~ dernier voit dans 
cette mesure un nouvel obstacle au bon fonctionnement du 
systeme de cor>rcition a la disposition du Conseil dA Securite. 
Il fait remarquer que le,P~ragoraphP ll a.e la Section~~ du 
Chapitre VIII comportP dP,,a des disT)ositions tPndant a dimi­
nuPr les difficultPs Pconomiques qui pourraient affliger 
certains Etats a la RUi~~ de leur participation aux mesures 
coPrcitives. 

Le dPlP~P. de 1 1Union Sud-Africaine fait .r.emarquer que 
le uarsgraPhe 11 vise seulement les probl~mes Aconomiques 
speciaux et non les lou~des d~DFURPR. dPB mesures coercitives. 
Le del~;;ue dA 1 1 Iran dPclnre que, tandis que lPs grandfs 
nations seront ~l~inement capablFs ne suunortPr lPs frais 
~">ntrainAs par l•r. m~surPs noPrciti,ros, les pPtite~ nations 
pourraiPnt trouvf'r tres diffic1le dP lP fnirP, Toutefois, 
11 exprimf' la r.atisfqction dP Fill c'l.PlP.gation a PntRndre 1 1 ex­
plication du d~ltguP dPs Etats-Unis. 

Le Rapporteur suggP.rP, avPc 1 1npprobation du dPlegue 
sud-africain, de subRtituAr lfl mot 11 ;r-PfUoAra" aux mots 
"n'aura pas r8ussi 11 dans lP tPXtP dA 1 1 amPndAmPnt sud­
africain, le paragrnnhe 11 cohstituant a son avis une pro­
tection suffisante pour les intf:rPts des pay$ en cause. 

Decision: 1 1 Am~ndflmPnt df' 1 1Union Sud~Africaine 
M! rejP.tP. par ]J! voix contr.P _ _a. 

La dAlPgue du Chili, exn.Llquf' 1 1 n_mPndAmf'nt propose par 
son gouVP!'nfmfmt au par~:tgraphP 10 dA la S0.ction B 1 d.u Chapi tre 
VIII (Doc. 2, G/7 (i) -p. 9.). Il e'stlme que des gouvPrnflments 
tPlS que celui-dorit 11 r~">ssort ont'beso1n que cet amendement 
soit insere dane la Chart~ pour dAtPrminAr d'unA maniere · 
compatible avec la constitution de ohacun d 1 Aux 1 1 1 ass1stance 
a fournir au Conseil dP sP.curit8. Il UP volt aucunP objPct1on 
a en ajourner 1 1 P.tudP Jqsqu'au moment ou·~e. c~auitre XII sera 
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soumis au Comit~. 

3. Communications 

Le President PSDPrP que lA ComitP- tPrminP-ra sa t~che 
en deux ou trois sPancPs de facon quP la ConferPnce puisse 
se tPrminer a la datA limite nrPVUA du u juin. Il nP lui 
rPste plus que 1 1 Atud~ des amendPmPnts se rapportant aux 
dispositions transitoires Pt de ceux aui ont ~t~ njourn6s 
aux seances anterieures. -

La seance est levee a l2h.25. 
2596 -4-
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COMMISSION III 
comite 3 Mcsures Coerc1t1ves 

"1-ES':':' ·~r CTED 
D~c. 6?1 (FRENCH) 
III/3/34 (1) 
Hay 30, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRIGENDUH AU COi1PTE !-\ENDU 'SOMMAIRE 
DE LA 9,U!!'TZIEHE SEANCr-nu COHITE II!~ 98 mai 1945 
- - (12Q£ • ... 649 {French), pi/a/~1:)----

Ale p~ge 2, l1gne 08, lire le texte·comme suit: 

"I.re Delegue de ,l'Au.stre.lie feit relll8rquer que 

le mot "may" f'igur,qnt ~ens 1' emendement austrAlien· 

n'et~'~1t y,ee emnloye qf;lne 1 11-ntention Cle diminuer en 

quoi·que ce 9~1 t 1' obli,g~tion de t.-,us les membres O.e 

Y)ertici~er AUX mesuree coercitives et ~ue la Delegetion 

Austr~lienne ne ~r,.,~,.,se ~~s·r.-,rmellemF-nt un changement 

~~ria l'em~lo1 de ee mot." 



l:he United Nations Conference 
on International Organimtion RESTRICTED 

Doc. 66~ (ENG., 
III/3/35 
May 29, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3. Enforcement Arrangements. 

AGENDA FOR SIXTEENTH MEETING OF COHHITTEE III/0 

May 30, 1945. 

Consideration of the amendments to the Dumbarton Oaks 
Pronosals in the order indicated in Doc. 291. The 
amendments to 'Chapter XII will be considered. 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA SEIZI:SHE SEI.NC:E DU COIHTE III/3 

30 ma1 1945 

Examen des amendements aux Pronosit1ons de Dumbarton 
Oaks dans l'ordre 1nd1aue dans le Doc. 291. Les 
amendements au Chan1tre XII sAront examines. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc. 704 (ENGLISH)* 
III/3/36 
May 31, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT QE SIXTEENTH MEET~NG QE COMMITTEE III/~ 

VeteranE._ Building, ~ 223, May .J..Q., 1945, 8:35 E.!.!!!· 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 8:35 p~m. 

1. Discussion: Proposed Amendments .:!!.£ Chapter XII_, 
Transitional Arrangements · 

a. A French amendment, to add the words "and France" 
after the words "States, parties to that Declaration" 
in paragraph 1, was seconded by the Delegate of the 
United States. (Doc. 2, G/7 (o) (2), p. 1) 

Decision: The French amendment was 
aEproved £l-aQclamatlon. 

b. A Chilean amendment to add three new paragraphs 
was read. (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p. 10) 

Decision: It was a~eed that ~arasraEhs 
4 and i of tne-aiDen ent snoul be re-
:rerred ~Committee :![g. - -

Decision: It was agreed that ~arasraEh 
~ or the amendme:nt would oo-witndrawn 

1roviaaa that it wore recorded as follows 
::0£ ~ Ram?'O'rt~"i'"S"reEort ~ Commission ill.= 

In cases ~n which, in accordance with 
paragraphs l and 2 above, or when 
required by circumstances, provision-
~l mea~ures are taken, they shall not 
constitute a. preQedent to_ 'impair any 
of the rights of the States members 
of the Organization. 

c. An Iranian amendment to add two new paragraphs 
was oons1dered. (Doc. 2, G/14 (m) p. 3) . 

*cCorrigendu. see.p.4ll~ 
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d. A Mexican amendment, that Chapter XII should 
constitute a. Protocol separate from the Charter, 
was considered. (Doc. 2, G/7 (1), p. 14) The 
Delegate of Mexico stated that his proposal re­
flected no national interest, but merely a desire 
to make the Charter a better document. He felt 
that the substance of Chapter XII', the liquida-
tion of the war and joint interim action, had no 
place in a Charter which was to establish a new 
Organization. ThB DelHge.te of France opposed the 
amendment on the grounds that such transitional 
arN:tngements we:ro the first step toward peace and 
therefore had a place in this n6w realistic Charter. 
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. stated that the inclus­
ion of Chapter XII in the Charter was important for 
alJ. the United Nations and especially Europe as a 
means of assuring r•esponsibili ty during the interim 
period until the various security measures came. into 
force. 

Decision: The Mexican amendment was de-
feated Jil .§_ vote of ';2?5 !£. g_. - -

e. A Brazilian amendment, to 
concerning the creation of an 
Organization, was consido~ed. 
p. l) 

add four· paragraphs 
International Health 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (e)( 4), 

Decision: The Brazilian amendment was 
withdrawn in viE.:w of tho Net that a­
..1£.fiit-a:eclD.Fation [l Brazil artdCn'ina 
on "tile SUbJGOt of nri' !merna ITonal 
Health Orgo..ntzoTion1:o.d been uns.nimous­
h §...£Proy..@_ 9.x ~JJ'Eee~:-na. 

2. Discussion: Clarification £!Chapter ~ 

The Delegate of Canada emphasized the fact that he felt 
Chapter XII to be extremely important because it provided 
the necessary steps to maintain peace and security dm•i.ng 
the interim period b1:.fore the Secu.ri ty Council could assume 
full responsibility. He stated that no ono could doubt 
the need for collecti e action on the part of the Four 
Powers during this interim.\ He drew attention to the fact· 
that paragraph 1 would vest in tho Four Powors tomporaTy 
authority for what might be a very long period, which would 
terminate only when the special military agreements (VIII, 
B, 5) had come into fo:t•oe. Because the phrase "joint c.ction 
on beho.lf Qf the OrganizD.tion" cover;)d a wide range of action, 
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he asked that the following questions be answered in order 
to clarify paragraph 1: 

a. Would the Security Council dt~ing this period be 
responsible for the pacific settlement -of disputes 
under Chapter VIII, Section A? 

b. Does paragraph 1 mean that all the special ag~ee­
ments would have to come into force before the Security 
Council took full responsibili~y? 

c. What would be the role of the Security Counc11 dur­
ing the perlod between the establishment of the Organi­
zation and the coming into force of the special agree­
ments? 

d. Is it appropriate to ment~on the r.noscoi·T .Declaration 
in the Charter? 

e. Should this paragraph be included in a separate 
Protocol rather than in the permanent Charter? 

spect to the second paragraph of Cha.pter XII, he stated 
 that no one \vould vd.sh to gi vo the Organization responsibility 
 fol' the military occupation of Germany and Japan. Yet, he 
said, the J.anc;unge of the paro.sro.ph was so broad as to enable 
any action re2.ating to the surrender terms and the peace 
treaties to be removed ~m trw scope of the Ol'ganization 
for an indefinite poriod. HG felt, thereforo, that the 
language could be consi ably improved. 

ln response to the questions on paragraph 1 the Delegate of' 
the Unitod Kingdom go.ve the following provisional answers: 

a. The SecU!'ity Council wo1Xld be responsible during 
the interim period for the pacific settlement of dis­
putes under Chapte~ VIII, Section A. 

b·. While it was possible to interpret paragraph 1 to 
mean that ~ the speclal agreements woul¢1. have t<? come 
into f<ilrce before the ·Councll took responsibility, it 
was the intention or the drafters that the Four Powers 
should act on'behalf of the Organization only until· the 
Council was able to undertake its responsibllities. 
This did·not mean that all the agreements-would have to 
come into force before the Council could assume responsi­
bllity. He quoted the third paragraph of the Moscow 
Declaratlon to the effect that the Governm(:nts woul.d 
"take all measures deetned by them to. be necessar.y to 
provide against any· vioJ.ation of tho tel"ms. imposed upon 
the enemy". (Declaration of Four Nations on General 
SoCUl'ity, Moscow, October 30, 1943, par. 3.) This was 
clearly intended to prevent any renewal of. aggression 
by the enemy. 
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c. The responsibility of the Four Powers for enforco­
m8nt action under Chapter VIII, Section B, was temporary, 
to endure only until the Council could assume that re­
sponsibility. 

d and e. It was necus~ary to have tho lil·Jscow Doplara­
t:l on lfiE:ntion&d to the Cha1~ter; for until the Organiza­
tion is effE:tctivcly established the Security Council 
should be absol vod from all responsib:lli ty for .the 
maintenance of peace. 

The Delegate of the United States stated that tho 11 Ponding11 

phrase in paragraph 1 presupposed thv coming into force of 
the CollllCil and tho Organlzation. HEJ admitted that the 
language of paragraph 1· m:!.ght need somo clarification, al­
though it appeared to htm cloal' and \UJ.mistakablt... H0 offered 
the.following nnswers to the Canadian questions: 

a. The Council would of course be Nlsponsiblo during 
the interim periGd for the pacific settJ8mEtnt of' dis­
putes. This rosponsibility in no wise hinged upon tho 
Council's ability to take mil:!. t:1ry action. 

b. It was not nucessary for all the special agreements 
to como into fol~ce buforo the Council took full responsi­
bility. Some o:L' thes•1 agreements mir;ht never come into 
force. 

c. The ro18 of the Cou.n.cil during the inGerim period 
would include all its,functlon3 liste;d in the Charter 
in so far o.s tho Council could pel• form thosu functions. 
Use would be made Qf fo~cus supplied under special 
agreement only in so far a~ thuy wore made available. 

d. There was 
Declaration. 
Powers should 
recurrence of 

no objection to a reference to the Moscow 
Tho point of paragrc.ph 1 wns that the. Four 
consult in order ·that thure sl1ould be no 
military aggression by present onemies. 

e. There was no occasion to encumber the Charter with 
a separate Protocol to Chapter XII. 

f. In respect to the temporary responsibility of the 
Four Powers for enforcement action, he explained that 
pending the availability of forces ·at the di~posal of . 
the Organization, the Four Powers themselves would have 
to furnish the forces needed to take o.ction. 

In respect to paragl'aph 2 of Chapter XII, he felt that the 
Organization had no responsibility in respect to surrender 
terms or peace ·settlements, and that no steps should be taken
in the Charter to hinder action against the enemy pn the part
of tho victors in this war. 

The Delegate of Canada, in expressing his th,anks for the 
explanations,. l"emarked that they were in accord with his 
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interpretation or the text. He submitted, however, that the 
language of paragraph 1 was open to a different construction; 
and he was pleased that the Delegate of the United States had 
suggested tho possibility of language changes. He e;xjpressed 
some concern over paragraph 2, because ho felt that its lang­
uage could remove from the Organization any responsibility 
with respect to any enemy stato for a long time. Consequently, 
he suggested that the Committee study this language carefully. 

'* '2.'ho Delegate of the United States seconded by tho Delegates 
of China, the United Kingdom and the U.s.s.R., moved that the 
texts of paragraphs 1 and 2, Chapter XII, be voted and for­
warded to the Coordination Committee with the Australian and 
Canadian comments. Rising to a point uf order, the Australian 
Dologc.to, oooonded by the Delegate of Canada, suggested an 
amendment to the United States motion, that Chapter XII should 
be referred to a Subcommittoe for the preparation of a text to 
be voted upon later by the ~111 Committee. 

There ensued discussion at t-o whether the text was cleo.r 
enough to be forwarded d.;tl'eOtl,.y to tho Coordination Committee, 
whether it was the functi«a ot *h$ Coordination Committee or 
the Teclmical Commit tell 'ttl- ~'"e dro.f'ting changes, and whether 
time might be saved by reterrin.g the Chapter directly to the 
Coordination Committee. 

Doc:l.sion: The United States motion, that Cha¥ter 
XII bo ~roved and fo£.:!:!!1rded to tlie IJCi"'rdfna ion 
Committee togetber with the Austrarian and Canadian 
conuuents, ~ defeate7:lb__z ~vote of 15 to -17. 

Decision; The Australian motion, that a Subcommit­
tee ~appointe~ to prerarearedr~£!: me text 
or-chapter XII as clari led EX the d~scusSIOn-ar­
tnis meeting_, for subrn~n at tlie next Committee 
meeting, ~ 9arri~ ~ ~ 9.£ 18 to l· 

3. Ann!?,}2E.ccments 

The Chail'ma.n announced that. on May 31 at 10:30 a.m. 
the're would be a. joint meeting of Subcommittees III/1/B ' 
·and III/3/A to discuss the Canadian amendment for a new 
paragraph to be inserted between paragraphs 7 and 8, .section 
B, Chapter VII.I, a.n.,d amendments to Chapter· VI on related sub-
jects. -

The Chairman also announced that Subcommittee III/3/A, 
with Mr. Pa.ul-Boncpur as Chairman~ would undertake the re­
drafting of Chapter XII. 

The meeting adjourned at 11 p,m. 

*cCorrigendua see p.4113 

2910 -5-



The United Nations Conference 
on lnternatioTWl Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Meeures Coercitivcs 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. ?04 \FRENCH) * 
III/3/36 
Nay 31, 1945 

Security Council 

COi•~E rlENDU RESU~!E DE ~ SEIZIEME SEANCE DU_ COMITE III/3 

Veterans Building, Salle 22j3, ]& ~ mai .JJM.Q., ,g 20 h 35 

Le President ouvre la. se::t.nce a 20 h 35. 

1. Diseyss!on: Pro.let d'Amendemgnt§ au Chapitre m, 
dispoalt*on§ trans~tQir~s. 

a. Un amendement fran9n1e vieant 1 1 addi~on des 
mots "et la France" apree lee mots: "lee Etats 
parties a cette Decla~tion" dans le paragraphe 1, 
est apvuyee par lo Delegue des EtPts-Unis. (Doc.2, 
G/7 (o) (2), p.l) 

D§g!gion: L'~mend~m~nt fraooat§ ~ Qdopte 
mr BCQlyajiiOn. -

b. L~cture est donnee d 1un amendement ch1 1 ien 
(Doc.2, G/? (1), (p. 8) tendant R introduire 
trois nouveaux pa.ragrr-t:vhes. 

Decision: ~ u~rw.grm:zhe ~ ,2& 1 1 amenQment 
st:lr~ ;cetirj 11. cond1l;on au-' Jrl figure dnns 
k r"\·;:nort ~ B~'~.7t?Rrt<:~ur ~ 1i1 Q.9mm1esion 
.lll ~ lQ. t2rm9 suiyaot-!: 

Lorsque,. soi t en ver\tU des pl't~graphes 
1 et 2 ci~dessus, ·so1t pour repondre 
!'tUX exigences de la situl'l.tl.on, 11. y 3.ura 
lieu de prer)dre des dispositions transi­
toires, oe1les•c1· ne devront pas oonst1-
tuer un p!'ecedent tte nature a porter 
preJudice aux droits des Etats membres 
de l 'OrgA.nisation. 

*cCozTicenda voir p.412l 
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c. L8 Comite precede n 1 1ex9men drun qmendement 
ir'lnien visant 1 1 inst.rtion de deux nouvc:;:-."ux para­
grn,Jhes. (Doc. 2, G/14 (m) p.3) 

D6cision: Cet nmendement s~ra retire ~u 
-=---r -- ,-Comite III/q et"'nt .-'tonne $-l...S. ·; e, C0mite 

n:zg mE. dejs rdmJt{ le <Jrc'ffiicr Q_~­
§Srr.:ohe· rel "'"tif ~ trA.ites ti gu 1 11 sm. 
examine h. ,gcond .~.£.l'ltif Ald. Droit 
Int .srn~:ttlom:t1. 

d. La Comite examine un --uner.dement mexic<>"in 
~"'ndant 8. f::1"il·e du Ch~1pitre XII 1 1 objet d 1un 
Pr:tocole distinct de 19 Charta (Doc. ~~ G/7 
(1) p. 14). Le Deleeue du Hexiou€ declqre 
que s~ ?roposition nleet p1s inspiree par une 
preoccup~tion d 1 inter~t n~tion~l, m~is seule­
mant ~~r le d~eir d 1 ~mel1ordr 1~ Ch~rte. Il 
estime ::<ue 1 10bjet du Ch·~.:.Jitre XII, "~" sr->voir 
la li .. uidRtion d~ lP guerra et les mesures 
proviso::.res communes, n 1 . st pas A. S['l. ~J l ce 
d'lDS une ChPrte nui dolt cre~r una nouvelle 
crg~n~s-ti~n. Le Delegue de l·Fr~nce s'op­
pose a J 1amendement en fqis~nt v.,loire ~ue 
les dispositions trqnsitoires dont 11 s 1agit 
sont un premier ?ns ver la pAix et ~u'en 
cons~auenc~ elles sont ~ leur pl~ce dnns cet~e 
nauv3lle Chnrte r6alistP. Le D616gu~ de 
L 1U.R.S.S. d6clare aue, po~r toutes les Nqtions 
Unias et surto'lt )our ce1les d 1 Eu;.~o})E:, 11 
importe Jue 1e Ch~pitre XII aoit inclus dans 
11=1" Ch~~rte oour ·oermettre d 1 "'ssu:rel' 1 1 exercicc 
des responsr..b11i. tes pend<tnt La ·.Jel'iode ir.­
terim<tire precednnt 1 1 entree an-vigueur des 
div~rs~s mesures de s5curit~. 

Decision; L 1amendement mexicain est 
rd~te DIU' gQ voix centre ~. 

e. Le Comite ex<tm1ne un qmendement bres11ien 
tendant a introduire quntre pqr~graujes relntifs 
a la creation d 1 une Org~nis ·t1ou Internntionq1e 
d 1 Hygien~ (Doc. 2, G/7 (e) (4), p. 1) 

Decision: L1qmendement bres111en est 
~etir~, un~ decl~rntion commune ·~Bresil 
&.! ~ b. Chine .QM su.j et ·de l:1 cre/"ttion , 
~· une Or13...,ni_s·1tion Int -:rnntion<t.l§. d 1 Hlgiene 
f-'l;Y:1nt 8·t;: r.,d:)ptee .8" 1 1 un"'"n1m1 t~ "Q"l.r le 
-Comitell/3. - -

... 2-



2. ~iscussion: ClarificRtion du Chanitre XII 

Le Delegue du CanadR insiste sur le fait au'a son avis 
le Chapitre XII est extremement important parce qu'il pre­
volt les mesures aui devront etre prises pour assurer la 
paix et la securite pendant la periode interimaire, precedant 
le moment ou le Conseil de Securite pourra en assurer l'en­
tiere responsabilite. Il declare que nul ne peut rnettre en 
doute la ~ecessite d'une action collective de la part des 
Quatre Puissances pendant cette periode interima~re. Il 
attire 1 1attention du Cornite sur le fait que le paragraphe 1 
accorderait aux Quatre Puissances une autorite temporaire pour 
une periode qui peut etre tree longue, et qui ne prendra fin 
que lorsque les accords militaires speoaiux (VIII, B, 5) 
seront entree en vigueur. Etant donne que les mots: "Action 
commtlne au non de l'Organisation 11 couvrent un vaste champ 
d 1action, il demande, pour rendre plus clair le sens du 
paragraphe 1, qu•on reponq aux questions suivantes: 

a. Pendant la periode envisagee, le Conseil 
de Securite aurait-il la responsabilite du 
reglement pacifique des conflits aux terrnes 
du Chapitre VIII, Section A ? 

b. Le paragrapne 1 signifie-t~il que ~ lee 
accords speciaux devront entrer en vigueur avant 
que le Conseil de Securite devienne entierement 
responsable ? 

o. Quel sera le role du Conseil de Securite 
pendant la periode entre la creation de l'Or­
ganisation et 1 1entree en vi~ueur de$ accoras 
speciaux ? 

d. Convient-il de faire mention de.ns la Charte 
de la Declaration de Moeeou ? 

e. Ce parngraphe devrait-11 etre lnc!us dans un 
Protocole d1sttnct plutot que dans la Charte 
permanente ? 

~nt au second paragrapne du Cbapitre XII, nul ne 
.voudrait donner a l 10rganieation la respons~pilite de 
1 'occupation mil1ta1re de l 'Allemagne e.t du Japon. Et ce• 
pendant, le paragraphe en question est redige en termes s1 
generaux qu'1l permet d'ecarter de la competence de 1 10rga­
n1eat1on, pendant une periode 1ndef1n1e, toute action relative 
aux te~es de redd1tion et aux tra1tes de pa1x. Il est1me, 
en consequence, que la redaction du paragraphe pourra1t etre 
aonsiderablement amel1oree. ' 
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Aux questions posees au sujet du paragraphe 1, le 

Delegue du Royaume-Uni donne lee reponses provisoires 
suivantes: 

a. Pend~nt la peri~de 1nter1rna1re, le Conseil de 
Securite aura ln responsabilite du reglement paci­
fique des conflits, aux terrnes du Chapitre VIII, 
Section A. 

b. Bien qu 11l soit possible d 1 interpreter te 
paragrA,phe 1, de maniere a lui faire dire que tOUS 
les accords epecie.ux devront entrer en vigueur-­
avant qub le Coneeil de Securite ne devienne respon~ 
sable, lee redacteure de ce paragral)he ont eu 
1 1intcnt1Qn de permettre aux Quatre Puissances 
d 1agir au nom de l'Organisation seulement jusqu'au 
moment ou le Conscil sera en mesure d'exercer ses 
responsabi11tes. Cela ne signifie pas que tous lee 
accords devront entrer en vigueur avant que 1e 
Conseil puisse le faire. Il cite le troisieme para­
graphe de la Declaration de 1-ioscou aux terme's de la­
quelle les gouvernements devront "prendre toutes lee 
mesures q~'ils estimeront necessaires pour empecher 
toute violation des condi tiona imposees h 1 1 e:nnemi. 11 

(Declaration des Q,uatre Nations sur la Securite 
G8ncrale, Moscou, le 30 octobre 1943) par. 3) Ce 
pqragraphe. avait evidemment pour but d'empechor toute 
agression nouvelle de la part de l'ennemi. 

c. Lee Quatre Puissances n'auront la responsab111te 
des mesures coercitives prevues ~u Ch~pitre VIII, 
Section B, que jusqu 1au moment ou le Conse,il pourra 
assumer cette responsab111te. 

d et e. Il est necessaire de faire mention de la 
Declarfl.t1on de Moscou dans la Charte, car Jusqu'a 
ce aue l'Organ1sation soi~ effectivement creee, le 
Conse1l de Becur1te devra1t etre degage de toute 
responsabil1te a 1 1egard du ma1ntien de la paix. 

Le Delegue des Etats-Unis declare que, dans le paragraphs 
l, la phrase comrnenc;~ant par: "En att.endant" presuppose 1' entr~e 
en fonction du Conseil et de 1 1 Organisntion. ··11 reconnl'l.i t que 
les termes du paragrnphe l ont peut-etre besoin 'd'etre 
precises, bien qu 1 ils paraissaient claire et sans equivoque. 
Il propose l~s reponses suivantes aux questions canadiennes: 
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a. Le Conseil sera, bien entendu, responsable du 
r~glement paaiflaue des ditferends_pendant la 
periode inter1maire. Ce;11,~e responsabili te ne de­
pend-nullement de la cnpacite du Oonseil d 1entre­
prendre une aetion m111taire, 
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b. Il n'est pas neoessaire que tous lee aocords 
spec1aux entrent en vigueur avant que le 
Conseil assume sa pleine responsabilite. Il se 
peut meme que certains de ces accords n 1entrent 
Jamaie en vigueur, 

c. Pendant la periode 1nter1ma1re, le role du 
Conseil comprendra toutes lee fonctions enumerees 
dans la Charte 1 dans la mesure ou 11 pourra s 1en 
acquitter. On n 1ut111sera lee forces armees 
fournies en vertu d 1un accord special, que dane 
la mesure ou elles seront disponibles. 

t , ' 
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d, Il n 1y a pas d inconvenient a fa1re mention de 
la declaration de Moscou. Le paragraphe 1 sign1f1e 
avant tout que les Quatre Puissances devront se 
consulter entre elles en vue d 1 empecher une nou­
velle agression .m1lita1re de la pnrt des ennemie 
actuels. 
e~ Il n 1y a pas lieu de surcharger la Charte avec 
un Protooole distinct dont le Chapltre XII ferait 
1 1objet. 

f. Quant ala responsabilite temporaire des 
Quatre Puissances en mati~r~ de mesures coerc1-
tives, 11 explique qu 1 en attendant que leB forces 
armees mises a la disposition de l 10rganisation 
deviennent disponibles, lee Qua'tr e Puissances 
devront fournir ellee-memes lee forces armees qui 
seront neceesa1res pour agir. 

Quant au paragraphe 2 du Chapitre XII, l 1orateur estime 
que l'Organisat1on n 1a aucune responsabilite a l 1 egard des 
conditions de capitulation ou des conditions de paix, et qu 1il 
ne faudrait introduire dans la Charta auoune disposition 
genant lee vainqueurs de la presente guerre dans leur action 
contre l'ennemi, 

Le Delegue du Canada exprime ses remerciements pour lee 
explication~ qu 11l a re9uee et declare. qu 1 ellee concordant 
avec sa prop~e interpretation du texte. Il reconnait, 
oependant, qU~ lee termes du paragraphe l pourraient etre 
rediges d 1une maniere differente, et 11 est heureux d 1avo1r 
entendu le Delegue dee Etats-Unis suggerer la poss1b1l1te 
de modifications de. texte. Il avoue une certaine pr.eoocupa­
tion au sujet du parag~aphe 2, car 11 eet1me que dans sa 
-redaot·1on actuelle 11 pourra1t permettre de pr1ver l'Organ1sa­
t1on de toute ~eaponsab111te pendant lo~temps a l 1egard 
d 1un Etat ennemi, Il propose, en consequence, que le Comite 
en examine la redaction avec attention•* 
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L~Delegue des Etats-Unis, appuye par les Delegues de 
laChine, du Royaume-Uni et de l'U.R. S. s., propose que lee 
textes despnragraphes l et 2 du Chnpitre XII soient mis aux 
voix et transmis au Comite de Coordination avec les observR-
tions austrnliennes et cnnadiennes. Soulevant une motion 
d 1 ordre, le Delegue australien, nppuye par le Delegue du 
Canada, scumet un projet d'amendement R la proposition du 
Delegue des Etr.ts-Unls: 11 demt'mde oue le Chapltre XII soit 
renvo~e a un Sous~Cpmite qui prepareralt un texte que le 
Com1te sera invite a voter. 

Une discussion a lieu sur le point de savoir si le texte 
est assez clair pour pouvoir etre transmis directement au 
Comite de a-ordination, si c 1 est au Comite de Coordination 
ou au Cnmi te Technique qu r 11 nppartient de fe.ire des change­
ments de redo.ction et si l 1 on gr-t~nernit du temps en renvoyant 
le Chapltre directement au Comite de Coordination. 

Decision: Le Comite reje~ P?r~i7~voix 
contre 15 la proposition ~u Delegue des 
Etats-Unis v~~ant l'adoption du Chapitre 
XII et sa transmission Q.Y. Comitg ..9.§. Q -,r;rdi­
nation avec les observations Rustraliennes 
et canaCITenn8s:-

Decision: 1Q Comite adopte par ~ voix contre 
l ~proposition australienne visnnt 1~ 
creation ~'un s ·us-comite ch~rge ~ prepar)r, 
sm s_ 1_1nspirant des debuts de la presente se­
ance, une nouvelle red.~.ction du Chap! tre XII 
ggi sera soumise au Qomite ~ ~ prochnine 
seance. 

3. Communications du President. 

P , ' Le resident annonce que le 31 mai a lOh 30 se tiendra 
une seance m1xte des Sous-comites III/1/B et III/3/A, 
au cours de laquelle seront discutes l'amenderncnt canadien 
visant 1 11nsertion d'un nouveau parl.'l.grnphe entre les pnra­
graphes 7 et 8 de la Section B du Chapltre VIII, et des 
amendements au Chnpltre VI sur des questions connexes. 

Le Pr~sident annonce ~galemcnt que le Sous-comit~ 
III/~3/A, sous la presidence de M. Paul-BoncrJur, etudi era 
une nouvelle redaction du Cpnpltre XII. 

La sennce est levee a 23 h. 
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on International Organization Doc. 813 (ENGLISH) 

III/3/36 (1} 
June 6, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT 

OF THE SIXTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3, May 30, 1945 

B2£• 704 (English), III/3/36 

After the first paragraph on page 5 insert the following 
new paragraph: 

3718 

"The Delegate of Australia remarked that the 
initial clause or paragraph 1 in particular should 
be made more precise. He referred to the statement 
by the Delegate Qf the United Kingdom to the effect 
that only a sub•tantial number of agreements would 
have to come into force before the Council could 
assume responsibility, and suggested that this time 
period needed clarification." 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comit~ 3 Mesures Coereitives 

RESTRICTED 
Dec. 813 (FRENCH) 
III/3/36 (1) 
June 6, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRIGENDUM AY COMPTE RENDU RESUME 

M LA SEIZIEME SEANCE 1m COMITE III/3 1 le .£Q ID 1945 

Doo. 704 (French), III/3/36 

Apr~s le dernier paragraphe de la page 5 ins~rer le 
nouveau paragraphe suivant; 

"Le Dil~gu~ de l•Austral1e fait observer que la prem1~re 

clause du paragraphe 1 notamment devrait ~tre pr~cis~e. Il 

rappelle la d~clarat1on du D~l~gu~ du Royaume Uni taisant 

resso:"tir qu' un nombre oons1d~rable d 1 accords d.evront entrer 

en vigueur avant que le Conse1l ne pu1sse assumer sea res­

ponsabilit~s. Il estime que des pr~o1sions devra1ent ~tre 

apportees au suJet de cette periode. 
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W D 67(ENGLISH) 
III/3/37 
June 1, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comrnittee 3 Enf.orc ement Arrangements 

PROPOSAL REFEPF.ED BY COMMIT-cE~ lll/2 
--- TO COMHITTEE Ifil .Q -

The Secretary of Committee III/3 has receiv~d the 
following communication from the SPcret~ry of Committe~ 
III/2: 

"At the m~et1ng of Committee III/2 on May 
14 1 1945 the Delegate of Gre~oe submitted the 
following proposal in the ooureP of thP dis­
cussion of Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 
2: 

11 1 It is undPrstood that thf' ememy 
states in this war shall not haye 
t~e right of rE>courSf' to the 
Security Council or the General 
Assembly before the treaties which 
end this war have been made eff~c-
1i1 ve. I 

"The Committe+'! vot~d to refer tnie proposal. 'o 
Com~ittee III/3 as relating to Chapter XII, paragraph 2, 
with the statement that 1t approves the proposal in 
principle in so far as it applies to Chapter VIII, 8~ct1on 
A, w1tb the ~nderstand1ng, in particular, that the preo1se 
meaning· of 1 f'n"·Y'ly et;attis •· rieede c~arif1cat1on. • 
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on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
WD 67 (FRENCH) 
III/3/37 
June 1, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures coerc1tives 

PROPOSITION RENVOYEE PAR LE COHITE III/2 AU COJ:UTE III/3 

Le Secretl'tire du Comite III/0 a re~m clu Secretaire du 
Comite III/2 1a communication suivante: 

11 A 1a sePnce du 14 mPi 1945 du Comite III/2, 1e 
De1egue de la Grece a Dresente 1a Droposition suiv~nte 
au cours de 1 1 exa.men du Cha.pitre VIII~ Section A, pa­
ragraphe 2: 

"'!1 est entendu que les Ptats f:nnemis 
dans CPtte guerre n'auront pas le droit 
de recourir· au Conse11 de Securite ou 
' f _t , , , a 1 AS8emblee Generale avant 1a mise Pn 
vigueur des traites qui autont mis fin ~ 
1a guerre.'" 

Le Comi te a vote le renvoi a.u Comi tP' III/3 cle cette Dro­
position qui se rAnuorte au Ch~Pitre ~II, ~arag~ephe 2. En 
renvoyant cette nronosition, 1e Cbi'lite P dec1E~re qu'il a.p­
prouve 1e. prop9si tion en principe, dans 1~. nesure ou elle 
S 1 Flpp1ique au ChBPitre VIII, Section A, etant entendu, en 
partic.u11er, 9-ue 1e sens exact de 1 1exPression 11 Etats enne-
mis11 denRnde a ~tre nrecise. -
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on International Organization 
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Doc. 733 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/38 
June 1, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

AGENDA FOR SEVENTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/3 

(1) Consideration of report of Subcon~ittee III/3/A on amend­
ment to pel'mit participation by non-member states in 
decisions of Security Council 

The following is the text of the amendment agreed 
upon by the Subco~nittee as a new paragraph to be in­
serted between paragraphs 5 and 6 of Section B, 
Chapter VIII: 

"When a decision to use force has been taken 
by the Security Council, it shall, before- calling 
upon any membel' not represented on lt to provide 
armed forces in fulfillment of its obllgations 
under the preceding paragraph, invite such member, 
if it so request, to send a representative to 
participate in the decisions of the Security Council 
concerning the employment of contingents of its 
armed forces." 

(2) Consideration of report of Subcommittee III/3/A on 
clarification of the text of Chapter XII 

(3) Final approval, paragraph by paragraph, of the text of 
Section B, Chapter VIII, of the Dwnbarton Oaks Proposals 
as amended by the Co~nittec, beginning with paragraph 3 

3069 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Com1te 3 Mesures coercit1vea 

(1) 

{2) 

(3) 

3070 

ORDR.E DU JntR DE LA DIX-SEPTIEME SEANCE DU 
~ - --COMrTEIII/3 -- -

g Juin lli§. 

Examen du r~n~ort du Sous-comite III/3/A sur 1'amendement 
prevoyant 1a part1cipat1o~ des ~tats non membres aux 
decis5.one du Conseil de Securite. 

Le teEte,d~ 1 1 amendement adopte perle Sous-com1te nour 
~tre ins ere sous :torme d 1 un nouvea.u PA rFJgrr1phe entre 
les parAgr~phes 5 et 6 de 1a Section B du Ch~Pitre VIII 
est le suiv~nt : 

"Lorsque le Conse1l de Securite aura ~ris 1A deci­
sion de recour:tr A la. force, ~l ctevra. avant d' in­
viter un membre que1conque de l'Organisation non 
re~~esente ~u Conseil a fournir des gontingents 
armes en exec11t~on des obligfl.tions reeu1 tflnt du 
pAr~gr8phe nrecedent, inviter c~ membre, ,, 
s1 celu1-c1 en fqit la demend~,a envoyer un renre­
sent~nt qu; pa.rt1c1pera. AUX decisions du Conseil 
de Secur1te conce~nant 1 1 emplo1 des contingents 
de sea forces t~rmees. 11 

Examen du rapport du Sous-com1te lii/3/A au suJet dew 
eola1rc1ssements relat1fs au texte du Chanitre XII. 

Approbation definitive, paragr~phe par paragraphe, du 
texte de la Seotton a du Chanitre VIII des ~ropos1tions 
de Dumbarton Oaks, amende par le Qom1te, en commen9ant 
au naragr~phe 3. -



The United Nations Conference 
on International Orgqnization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 'tG5 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/39 
June 3, J945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF SEVENTEENTH MEE~ 0~ COMMITTEE III,Q_ 

Veterans Building, Room 223, June g, 1945, 3:30 ~ 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 3:35p.m. 

l. Di1Scussion: Ad hoq_ J:arttc.ll?ati_:Q£ of non-·Members 
of Counc11in Council Enforcement 
i5"e o ISIOns( vrrr,B-;--5, 6) 

The Chairman repo1•ted that at the Comrni ttee • s seventh 
meeting (Doc. 355) a Canadian amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 (t), 
p. 3) pl'Oposing the.t a new pm•agraph be inserted between 
paragraphs 7 and 8, Section B, Chapter VIII,.had been refer­
red to a Subcommittee. Because this was related to similar 
amendments to ,Chapter VI, B, within the oempetence of Com­
mittee III/1, a joint meeting of Subcommittees III/1/B and 
III/3/A P.ad been convened on May 31. 

At the joint meeting, the members of Subcommittee 
III/3/A bad unanimously recommended to Committee III/3 as 
a substitute text for the Canadian amendment, a new para­
graph to be inserted between paragraphs 4 and 5, Section B, 
Chapter VIII: 

11When a decisj_on tb use force has been taken 
by the Security Council, it shall 1 before calling 
upon any member not represented on it to provide · 
armed forces in fulfillment of .its obligations 
under the pr~ceding paragraph, invite such member, 
if it so request, to send a representative to 
participate in the decisions of the Security'Coun-
·cil concerning tho employment of contingents of 
its armed forces." 

The Delegate of Canada had withdrawn the Canadian amendment 
.in favor of the substitute text. 

When the new paragraph.was. considered by the full Com­
mittee; the Delegate of Egypt, ·seconded by the Delegates of 
Brazil and' G!'eec·e, moved the following amendment to the new 
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paragraph: 

"that the same terms, 'armed forces, facilities, 
and assistance,' be used in the new paragraph as 
in paragraph 5" ·. 

He explained that the reference should be consistent in the 
tvro paragraphs, and added that a state not a member of the 
Council should be represented on it in all three instances. 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom stated that he felt 
the Delegate of Egypt had misunderstood the amendment. He 
admitted that under paragraph 5 states would mnko o,gree-
ments concerning three differont types of enforcement 
measures. The runondmont now before the Committee, however, 
set up a special procedure in the event of a Cow1cil deci­
sion to employ a country's armed forces, for if a state were 
required to send armed forces beyond its borders, that might 
prove to be a considerable conun.i tment. If the amendment were 
extended to cover "facilities and assistance," as mentioned 
in paragraph 5, several states might be involved and Council 
action would be seriously hampered. Furthermore, the "facili­
ties and assistance" wouJd be effectively covered in tho 
special agreemEJnts themselves. Therefore, ho did not sup­
port the Egyptian proposal. 

The Delegate of Canada supported the United Kingdom 
position and stated that after long consideration the Cana­
dian Delegation had decided to request the right for a non­
member to be represented on the Council only whon its armed 
forces were to be used. Admitting that the right of the 
Council to request facilities and assistance were a grave 
one, he remarked that the issue was less vitally concerned 
with sovereignty and that it might delay Council action in 
a crisis. 

The Delegate of Egypt stated that the invitation of a 
state to discuss with the Council the use of its facilities 
and assistance, would speed r&ther than delay Council ac­
tion. Even if these matters were covered in the special 
agreements, some discussion bet\.re0n the CowlCil and states 
wquld be necessary and.there was no reason to assume delay. 

Another member of the Egyptian Delegation explained 
the peculiar position of Egypt in respect to 11 fa:cilities 11 

He asserted that the con1mitment to provide facilitle~ was 
even graver than that to provide armed forces$ because, by 
providing facilities, a state l&id itself 9pen to enemy 
action upon its lands and resources, and to disruption of 
its whole economic structure. In effect, a state accepted 
the responsibility for bring1ng war into its own territory 
when it agreed to grant the use of its facilities. Citing 
the experience of Egypt during this war, he stated that, 
whereas Egypt had declared' war only a few months ago, ac­
tuall~ there had been war within its own territory since 
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1939 and Egyptian forces had been active in defense against 
German attacks. Throughout these years, Egypt had never 
lost confidence because there had been continual confer­
ences between Egypt and the Allies. 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom remarked that it 
should not be supposed that there would be no consultation 
between the Council and states not members of it~ if the 
Egyptian motion 1-Tere not approved. On the contrary, there 
would be consultation) not only between the Council and 
states not members of it, but also between the Military 
Staff Committee and such states. While facilities might 
be required of many states, no member of the Organization 
would suffer if the Subcommittee's text were approved. 

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.~ supported the United 
Kingdom position and pointed out that the Organization 
now b<;;ing constructed ·had not existed during this vrar and 
that it must be capable of speedy action which would be 
imposs1ble if the Council were to become an 11 Assembly" by 
inviting several states to be present simultsneously. He 
invited attention to the fact that the Egyptian interests 
were covered by several references in the Charter to con­
sultation between the Council or the Military Staff Commit­
tee on the one hand, and states not members of the Council 
on the other, namely, pe.ragraphs 4 and 5, Section D, Chap­
ter VI; and paragraph 9, Section B, Chapter VIII. The 
Delegates of France and Greece agreed that the Egyptian 
proposal was covered by other sections of the Charter: 

D~'cision: The EgyPtian !!!£llin wa~ withdrawn with 
the conditions that the remarKs o the Dele~ates 
of the United KinBCTom and G"reeceoel:'i1clude in 
the Sumrnary:-Ffe~ort ~nd in the Rapporteur's Report 
to .the Commiss1.on. 

Decision: The Subcommittee'3 substitute text for 
the Canadian amendmen~ ~ unanimously approvea.-

2. Discussion: Transitional Arrangements (XII) 

The Chairman reported that Subcommittee III/3/A had 
held two meetings to prepare a redraft of Chapter XII but 
had not been able to agree on a "clarified" text. It had 
therefore decided, by a vote of 5 to 0, to recommend that 
Chapter XII be approved as it stood and that the Rappor·· 
teur's report should include certain explanations given 
at the sixteenth meeting of Committee III/3 and at the 
Subcommittee m~etings. {Doc. WD 68, JII/3/A/2). The 
Secretary drew attention to a change in these explanations, 
namely, that the last sentence on page 2 of the Aide­
M~moire (Doc. _ WD 68·, III/3/A) be cha.nged to read as follows: 
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"The decision to turn over to the Security Council 
the responsibilities for the maintenance of peace as­
sumed by the signatories of the Moscow Declaration and 
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by France should be the responsibility of the signa­
tory powers and of France." 

The Delegate of Syria sou13ht clarification as to where 
the Committee stood in its consideration -of Chapter XII and 
asked if the Chapter and the various amendments were now 
under discussion. Specifically, he asked if the French 
amendment, adopted by the Committee at its last meeting, 
was again open for discussion. · 

The Chairman stated that the adoption of the French 
amendment by acclamation had been a final decision. The 
Secretary explained that at the last Committee meeting each 
formal amendment to Chapter XII had been considered sepa.­
rately. - Only the French amendment to include France v:i th 
the four signatories of the Moscow Declaration had been 
adopted. He explained that the Subcommjttee had been 
charge·d to prepare a redraft of Chapter XII, as clarified 
by the discussion at the sixteenth meeting, and that the 
Aide-M~moire was its answer. 

The Delegate of France, who had acted as Chairman of 
the Subcommittee, reported that the Subcommittee had been 
in complete agreement on the substance of .Chapter XII, and 
that the United Kingdom, tho U.S.S.H., and France had felt 
that the substance was expressed clearly by the original 
text. In the course of the two Subcommittee meetings, he 
said, there had been several alternative texts proposed, 
but that the Subcommittee had rejected each in favor of 
the original. Therefore the Subcommittee had decided to 
recommend adoption of the text of the Dumbarton Oaks Pro­
posals and insertion in the minutes of explanations given 
by the United Kingdom, the U.S.S.R., and the United States 
(WD 68, III/3/A/2) .. 

The Delegate of Canada directed the Committee's atten­
tion to the voting in the Subcommittee, which had been 5 to 
0, with three members not voting and one not present.· He 
as·serted that he felt the Charter should contain the sub­
stance of Chapter XII and stated that his doubts as to ·.the 
language of the original text remained, As to the Aide­
M~moire, he said that the explanations given there were 
satisfactory w:I.th respect to paragraph 1 of Chapter XII, 
but not with respect to paragraph 2. In the latter case 
he felt that the explanation was but a statement of the 
obvious, and that the text was so unlimited as to time 
and scope that it could exempt practically anytping from 
Council action. He agreed that the Council should have 
no responsibility for military measures to be taken against 
Germany and Japan, but he reluctantly stated that he would 
vote against the two paragraphs as they stood~ 

.The Chairman suggested that the Committee consider the 
o,riginal text, pa:ro.graph by paragraph, with the understand­
ing that the French amendment to paragraph 1 had been un­
animously approved. 
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The Delegate of Australia, speaklng of paragraph lj 
stated that he also would vo"Se reluctac.1tly against the para­
graph in this form. The paragraph did not seem to him to 
contain explicitly the points of agreernent in the Committee 
as listed in the Aide-M~moire. The Subcommittee's proposal 
was not satisfactory in that it was incongruous with the 
idea that the Chal'ter should be a tight legal document. 
Such a document, he said, could not have appended to ic; 
various explanatory notes, but should be self-explanatory 
to such an extent that :i.t would stand legal analysis, He 
added that -che Subccmmi .. ttee' s renort was unsatisfactory 
also because ·it did not in.d'!.cate~ who he.d offered the ex­
planations or whether all the sponsoring governments had 
been in nccord with then. 

The'Delegates of B.elgiuLl and Mexico indicated that 
they also would vote against paragraph 1 as it stood. 

The Delegate of New Zealand, in explaining whgt he 
took to be·the sense of the Subcommi.ttee meetings, said 
that the representatives of the five powers had felt that 
there was no need for revision because the text did con­
tain a cleal" statement of tlle subntanti ve points upon 
which there was general a.greement. 

He referred~pecifically to the initial phrase of para­
graph 1, 11 Pe:n,dirig the coming lnto for•oe of the specio.l 
agreement or agr~ements referred to in Chapter VIII, S~c­
tion B, paragraph 5, 11 and stated that by tracing the refer­
ence made to paragraph 5, Section B, Chapter VIII, the most 
obvious interpretc.tion was clearly that all the ngreements 
were required. This was in sha!"p contradlction to the ex-. 
planati.on in the Aide-H~moire that it was not necessary for 
all the agl"eements to come into i'OI•ce before the Council 
could assume respohsibility. As to paragraph 2, he attacked 
the term 11 preclude 11 on the gl"Ounds that it wan impossible to 
"preclude" any action taken against enemy ste.tes. In re­
spect to the final explanation in the Aide-M~moire, he did 
not approve the idea that tho Organization should be in a 
state of suspension until the fi·ve powers had decided to 
turn over responsJ.bility to it. He asserted that lt was 
possible to draft an w1a~biguous text and suggested that 
a special Subcommittee be a"!:)yJointed fol.' this purpose. 

Decision: The lru1guaf.3.£_ of pc.rngraph l of Chapter XII ~a 
rejected E1_ §_vote £f. 2. ayes to 21 ~· 

The Delegate of Australia invited attention to the awk­
wa~d positi.on in which the Committee might find itself if 
it votod down the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. He stc.ted 
thc.t the vote just taken meant only dissatisfaction with 
the language, and that the entire Committee wanted. the Chap­
ter in the Chc.rter. He indicated that he was rea.dy to pro­
pose an altevnnto text, 
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom l'ecalled that the 

Subcommittee had fa5.led to produce an a.l t.ernat;e text and 
that the original text had been voted down, and moved that 
the paragraph be referred to the Steering Committee. 

The Delegate of Colombia gupported the Un:i.ted Kingdom 
motion and suggested that the Committee's Rapporteur should 
report to the Steering Committee. 

The Delegate of the United States supported both the 
United Kingdom motion. and the CoJomb:i.an runendment, and 
added that it should be made clear to the Steering Commit­
tee that the vote taken had not been to reject paragraph 1, 
but to reject 1 ts la.nguagu •. 

When the Chairman raised the quest.lon of a vote on 
paragraph 2 of Chapter XII, the Delegate of' Colomb1a sug­
gested that the wholo of Chap t;e1• XII be referred to the 
Steering Committee without a vote on paragraph 2. 

. The Delegate of Greece drew attention to an amendment 
which he had or1gina.J.ly proposed i::1 Committee III/2, but 
which that Comm1tteo had rei'err.ed to Co1mni ttee III/3 as 
relating to Chapter XII, paragraph 2 with the statement . 
that it approved the .proposal in princip1 e in ~o fat' as it 
applied to Chapter VIII, Seoti(')n A. (Doc. WD C:7) 

3324 

Decision: Th~ Com.rni ttee ~eed _!bat the ·vhole of 
Chapter ·xr:r;_ ~hou::.d b~ ~~cfEJ.,EEed to. the Steering 
Committee~ ~ ~ R&p~ortelil'; in his report to 
the Steeru:g Committee~,· _should me:ke J:..!:. ~e~ tnat 
th~ yote taken £E_ paragraph l ~ .to reJect its 
languas;e but not its subste.nce; and that the fol­
lowing Greex a:iilenoment should be conSI'il'ereaoy 
the St~ring Committee in connectioJ:?:. !?'i th Chanter 
XII: 

11 It is u..r1derstood that the enemy states in this 
wa.r shall not ha.ve the right of recourse to the Secu­
rity Council or the General Assembly before the trea­
ties which end this war have been made effective. 11 

(Doc. WD 67) 

The meeting adjourned at 6 p.m. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures ooercitives 

COMPTE-RENDU RESUME DE LA DIX-SEPTIEME SEANCE DU QOMITE III/3 

Veterans Building, Salle 223, g juin 1945 1 15h.30 

1, 

Le President ouvre la Seance a 15h.30. 

Sujet 9&, 1a Discussion: Partic1nat1on ad hoc des Etats 
Non-MembrAs du-eonse1y-Qoncernant 
la mise en vlg~eur des decisions 
du OO'i1s'eiT (VIII,-B, 5,6) 

Le Pr~s1dent rapportP qu1a la seut18me seance du 
Oomite (Doc. 355) un .amendPment canadien (Doc. 2, G/,14 (t), 
p,3), proposant qu'un nouveau re1•agraphe sol t ins~re ent~e, 
les,p~r~graphfls 7 et 8J ~ect1on B, Ohapitre VIII, avait ... ete 
r~fere a un Sous-Oom1te, Oet amendemPnt se rattachant a des 
amendements sim1la1res au Ohap1tre VI, B, qui rel~ve de la 
competence du Oomi t~ III/1., u.ne S~anc0 ~n commun des Sous­
ComitAs III/1/B et III/3/A tut convoquee pour le 31 mai. 

A cette seance, les ml"mbres du sous-comitt III/3/A 
avaient recomrnande a 1 1 unRn1mit~ au Comite III/3 un nouveau 
paragr~phe a inserer entre les paragraphes 4 et 5 1 Section B, 
Ohapitre VIIII pour etre subst1tue au texte de l'amf!nde.ment 
canadien: 

"Lorsq~e le Conseil de S~curit~ aura d~cide d1 avoir 
recours a la force, et avant de faire appel a un 
membre non repr~sente au Oonse11 d1avoir a tournir 
des forces armees en execution de ses obligations 
en vertu du paragre.phe precedent, 11 devra inviter 
le membre en question,.s1 ce dernier en manifeste 
le des1r, a envoyer un representant qui P.rendra 
~art aux dee1s1ons du Oonseil de Securite concernnnt 
i 1 util1sation des contingents de 868 forces armees." 

Le Delegue du Canada retire son amendPMent en faveur 
du.nouveau tP.xte. 
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Lorsoue 1e nouv~qu parngr~phP. fut examine par 1e 
C ' D' , ' 1E I D' , , B , omite, 1e ,e1e~ue d gypt€ 1 annuye par leP. e1egues du res11 
et de 1a Grece, proposa d 1 a~ender coflme suit le nouveau para­
graphe: 

11 que les m~mes trrroes, 1 forcPs arm~es, faci1ites et 
aide' scient inc1us dans 1e nouveau paragraphe comme 
ils le sont dl'lns le paragraphe 5. 11 

Faisant ressortir que ces termes devraient etre 1es memes dans 
1es deux paragraphes, 11 ajoute qu 1un Etat ne fa1sant pas partie 
du Conseil devrl'lit etre repr6sente au Conseil dans les trois cas. 

Le D~1~gup du Royaurne-Unf declare qu 1 il a 1 1 irnpresslon 
que le Delegue drEgypte nla pas tout-a-fait compr1s la modi­
fication proposee. Il admet que, d1apres le paragraphe 5, 
lee Etats passera1ent des accords sur trois genres de mesures 
coercitives a emplover. Toutefois. ltamendemPnt considers 

C L .. • , I , '1 par le omite p~evoit une procedure specinle en cas de dec sion 
du Conseil ge faire appal ala force mi11ta1re d~un pays, ~ar, 
s1 un Etat etait requis d'envoyer ses forces arflees au-de1a 
d ' , t ' t e ses frontieres, i1 se trouvera1t implique res gravemen • 
Si 11 amendemfnt do1t comPr('ndre egalenent les 11 fac1lites et 
1 1 aes1Str-mcell 1 CODI!le 11 est tlentionnP. d!J.nS le para~raphe 5 { 
plusieurs Etats riscueraient de se trouver impliques, et l ac­
tion du Conseil en sPra1t s;;raver1E>nt affectee. Il est1me d1 ail­
leurs que la question a.es 1tfacil1 tes et de 1' .q_ssistnnce 11 est 
suffisamment couverte dans leA accords particul1ers. Par con­
sequent, 11 n 1 nppuie pas la proposition~ ~gypti~nne. 

Le DelP~UA du Canqda souti0nt 1~ Royaune-Uni et declare 
r ' " ' ' ' C d' id 1 qu apres mure c~ns1deratien 1 la DelA~~t1nn anadienne a eo e 

de de~ander le nroit de rAPr~s~ntation au Conseil pour un non­
membre, SeUlAMPnt dqns le OaS OU l'nn f~rqit appel a SeS forceS 
armees. Il lldMP.t QUP le d~oit qul.q_ le Cnns~il dA fllire appel 
aUX fllCilit~S ~t a 1 1 Pide 1 inplique· Une respons~bili~e SerieUS6 
et fait obsPrvPr qu~ cette action affPcte dlune maniere v1tale 
la souverainetA d 1un Et~t et, partant, risque de retarder l 1 ac­
t1nn du Cnnse11 en cas de orise. 

Le D~l~guA de 1 1 Egypte d8clare·que le fait d1 inviter 
un Etat a diseuter avec le Conseil l 1 emploi de ses facilites .. ... 1 et de son aide, haterait 1 1 action du Conse1l plutot que de a 
retarder. Meme si oes points etaient incnrpor~s dans lee ac­
cnrds particuliers, les Etats et le Conseil auraient a s 1 en­
tendre et il n' y. a pns lieu de prev(')ir que 11 amendemf'nt propose 
impliquera1t un dela1. 

Un autre membrP de la Delegation Egypt1enne explique 
la position speciale de l'Egypte en ce qui concerne ses. 
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11 f~1cilites. 11 Il fnit rAssnrt1r que 11 engageMent pr1s par 
un Etat d.' aasurl"r tCiutes fac111tes Mt encrre plus grave 
que celui de fnurnir des.fnroes militaires, cnr fnurn1ssant 
ces facilites, un Etnt se Met a la merci ne represailles 
ennem1es cnntre snn terri toirfl et ses ress<·uroes et risque 
d1ebranler t~ut snn systeme ecnnnnique~ En fait, un Etat 
aooepte la respnneab111te d1 nmener laguerre sur snn prnpre 
terr1to1re, lnrsqu 11l aocepte de nettre see fac111tes a la 
disposition du a~n~e11. Dnnnant en exemple l'exp.rience de 
l 1Egypte pendant cette guerre, 11 declare-que bien que 11Egypte 
n1 a1t declare laguerre qu 111 y a seulement quelques mo1a, la 
~erre, s 1 etenda1t sur snn terr1tr1re depuie 1939 et les forces 
egyptiennes avaient du se defendre c0ntre lee attaques-alle­
mandes. Pen1ront tnutes ces annees, 1 1Egypte n1a jama1s perdu 
onnfianoe oar il y avnit eu nee onnferenoes onntinuelles entre 
1 1Egypte et' lee Allies. · 

Le Delegue ~u Rnyaume-Uni fait nbserver que e1 la 
prnpnsitinn egypt1~nne n•etn1t pas apprnuvee, cela ne signi­
fierai t nullement 1' abandon de cnnsultatir•ns entre le Oonse11 
et lee Etats n"n-MeMbres. Au contra1r~, nr-n seulement 11 Y 
aura1t cnnsultat1nn entr~ lP, Orneeil et les·Etate nnn-rnembres, 
mais_ encore, entrf' le O"m.it~ ('II.'Etat-Mnj0r et les Etats en ques­
t1nn. Bien que l'usage ~es fac111tee ~e nnMbreux Etats peut 
etrP- ner11an~e, aucun Mertbre d.e 1 10rgan1snt1rn ne sera.1t lese 
si le texte <'I.U S"Us-cnMite eta1t a~rnuve, 

L~ D~l~gue ne l'U.R.S.S. snutiPnt la pnsitinn du 
RnyauMe-Un1 et fait reMarquer que l'Org~n1sat1nn qui est, en 
oe moment, en train ~letre ore~e n1 ex1sta1t pas pendant~cette 
guerrej et qu'elle tto1t etre en nesure <'I.e pren"l.re t'l.ee n_ecisions 
rapides, oe qui sera1t 1rnnnssible si le Oon~eil t'l.evenait une 
"AsseMblee", en inv1t~nt plusieurs Et~ts a etre presents simul­
tanernent aux neli'berat1r·ns~ Il attire 1' attentinn sur le fait 
que·les int~rets egyptians snnt onns1t'l.eres <'l.~s la Oharte par 
les references qui y. ennt faites quant aux onnsultations entre 
le O~neeil nu le Ormite d'Etat-Maj~r ~111t~ire d1une part) et 
~ 1 autre part lee Etnts ne fa1sant pas partie t'l.u 00nseil, o 1 est­
a-d1re, nans lee paragraphee 4 et 5 1 Sect1nn.D, Ohap1tre VI; 
et le paragraphe 9, Seoti.nn B, Ohap1 tre VIII. Les Delegues 
de la France et ne la Grece a<'l.mettent-que la pronos1t1on , , f ' egypt!enne est tra1 tee rit.tns c't autres seotinns de la Ohnrte·. 
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rendu m ~ ~ l& rapnort du rapporteur ~ lA 
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Decisinh: Le tAxte ~ sous-cn~ite remplnoant 

l'amPndeM~nt cRnadien est approuv' ~ 11unanimite. 

Jisouss1~n: Aoo~r~s Interme~aires. (XII' 

Le President declare que le Snus-Cn~1tA III/3/A a 
tenu deux seances p~ur preparer une nnuvelle re~aot1nn du 
Chapitre XII, sans pnuvo1r se mettre n 1 aoo~rd sur un texte 
11plus clair"~ et nvait, en O('lnsequenoe, decide par un vote 
de 5 voix c~ntre o, de recnmrnander que le Chapitre XII soit 
appr~uve tel quel 1 et que le rnpnort du rapn~rteur.conprenne 
certa~nes exP11c~t1~ne donnees a 1~ seiz1erne seance du Comite 
III/3 et aux-reunions du snus-cnmite (D~c •. WD 68 1 III/3/A/2). 
Le Secretaire attire l'attAnt1nn sur un changement dans ces 
explications, a savnir que la dern1ere phrase de la page 2 
de l'A1de-Merno1re (Doc. WD 68 1 III/3/A) nnit etre mnd1f1ee 
cnmrne suit: · 

11Il 1ncl')rnbera aux s1gnata1r~s rte la D~clqration de 
Mnsc~u et· a la Frnnce ~e ~nnre la deoisinn de re­
nettre au Conse11 ~e S~curite les respnnsabilites 
pour lP- Maint1An de lA Paix ~rises Par les puis­
sances s1gnata1res et par la· Fr~nce~" 

Le Delegue ~e Syrie demande ~es eclairoissenents quant a· la position du Cn~ite v1~-a-v1s du Chapitre XII, et gemaryde 
si ce Chanitre et les d1fferentes mo~ificqt1nns propnsees etaient 
encore en cours ~e discussion. Il ~emande spec1f1quement s1· 
11amendement rr~qa1s ado~te par le Comit~ a sa ~erniere r~u­
ninn, pnuva1t etre disoute de nouveau. 

Le President precise que 11 amendement franqais a et~ 
adqpte par'aoclamat1on et que ln decision est definitive. Le 
Secreta1re expl1que qu'a ~a ~erniere reunirn du Com1te chaque 
amendement pror~se au Ohan1tre ~l avait ete exa~1ne s~pare~ent. 
Seul, 11 amendement tr~9a1e deMannant 1'1nclus1nn 1e la France 
avec les quatre e1~nata1res de la Decla~atinn de Moscou avnit 
~te adopte •. ll exrl1que que le snus-cnmite a ete charge de 
P.repa~er une n~uTelle 'Pedaot1~n ~ Ohnpitre XII, su1vant les 
eolaircissements· ap""('lrteS ro.r la t'tisOUsSiNl a.e la seiz1emt 
seance, et que ~1 a1~e-mem~1re est le resultat. Le Delegue de 
la France, qui ava1t rernp11 les fnncti~ns de President du sous­
comite, rapporte que le s~s-p~nite s 1 est ~eclare pleinement 
d1acc('lrd sur le ton~ du 0hap1tre XII, et que le Royaume-Uni, 
l'U.lJ.S.s., ~t la Franoe eta1_ent n1 avis que ce r~nd eta1t ex­
prime av-eo o·lart,P. rt.an~ le texte ('\r1ginaJ:. Au oours des deux 
reun1~n• ~u acue~eom1te, rt.lt-11 plus1eurs autree textes ont 
ate J)ronosee. !nue tur~nt rejet~. nar le soue-ol')mite qui leur 
preter.a l' ~r1J1nal, . J:n o~neequen~e, le sous-o~m1te o.va1 t decide 
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~e reo~rnrnan~er l'anonti~n ~u textP.~e•·~r~n~e1t1~ns ~e Dumbarton 
Oaks 1 et 1' insert inn 1 ~ans les minutes 1 1·es nC~tes e.xplioe, ti ves 
soum1ses ~nr le R~yaurne-Un1, l'U.R.s.s., et les Etats-Unis 
(WD 68, III/3/A/2). LP D~lP.gue ~u Can~da attire l'attenti~n 
nu Cor.ti te sur le 'r~te f"'.u s~us-onrnite c'l.e 5 a 0 I avec trC>is 
abstentions et un.absent 1 Il ~eclare qu 1a son avis, le fnnd 
du Cha~itre XII ~evrait etre incnrpnre dans la Chart€, et 
ajnute· qufil continue a avnir ~PS dnutes quant aU text~ ori­
ginal. En oe qui cnncerne l'Aic'l.e-Mern01re, 11 fait vnloir que 
lee explicat1nns qui s 1 y trnuvent quarit au paragraphe 1 nu 
C~ap1tre XII snnt sat1sta1santesJ rnais qu 111 n'en est pas de 

·merne quant au paragraphe 2. Danr. ce dern1er cas, 11 est d'av1s 
que la note e~licative n 1 est vrairnent qu'~ne ~eclarat1C~n de 
quelque ohos~ ~'ev1dent 1 et que le texte ne 11mitant nile 
temps ni la por~~e <i.es rnesures envisagees il pourra1 t 'exernpter 
presque tout de 1 1autorite c'l.u Cnnseil. Il se declare d 1accord 
sur 1~ roint que le Conse11 ne devra1t pas prendre la responsa­
bilite c'l.e masures rnil1ta1res onntre 11Allernagne et le Japon, 
rnais ~1 declare, avec regret, qu'il vntera o~ntre les deux 
par&grarhes dans leur fnrrnA presente. 

Le Presic'l.~nt propose que le Cnrnite examine le texte 
original, paragraphe par paragraphe, en se ~ar~elant que ;'amen­
dement tranqa1s au paragr~rhe 1 a ete ac'l.~pte a l'unanimite. 

Le DP.legue .;.e 1 1Australie annonoe que, lui auss1, 
et avec re~et, vntera cnntre le paragr~rhe l dnns sa tnrme 
rresente. D 1 a~res lui, le ~ara~rarhe ne para1t pas oomprendre 
les points adont~s a'V"r)lici ternen t par le Cor.d. t~ tels· qu 11le sont t ., , . I ~.t· , 
enurneres ~ans 1 Aide~Mern~ire. La ~rnnosit1~n ~u.srus-cornite 
n1est rae satietais~te, car elle ne tiP-nt'pas CCimpte de llidee 
que la Charte .;.nit etre un document le~al ~ani le sene le plus 
strict. Un tel ~ncurnent, nit-11 1 ne saura1~,cornrre~nre deB 
notes exnlieat1ves, Ma1e ~evrait se suffire a lu1-meme, et 
devrq1t etre ~'une cl~tP. a ~ef1er toute analyse legale. Il 
ajnute q~e le ran~~rt c'l.u ~~us-o~rnite' n'est pas sat1sfa1sant 
non r.lus oar 11 n11n1ique rae qui a n~esente les nntes expli­
cative& n1 s1 lee ~nu_vernernents 1nv1 tnnts snnt d' accord. 

Le_s Deleguee ~e la BP.,l;tique et ('tu Mex1que e1gn1t1ent 
leur 1ntent1nn c'l.e v~ter auesi c~ntre le ~nra~·aphe 1 dans sa 
torme presente. 

Le Detegue de la Nouvelle-Z-elanc'l.e, en analyaanv ce 
qu111 considers etre la teneur <i.ee seances <i.u s~us-cnmite, 
declare que lee rerresentsk~s ~es :c1nq pu1ssancea ont pense 
qutaucune revision n1 atait neoessa1re, pu1sque.le texte COI}tient 
un expose ola.1r de-e points lee rlus substant1ele et 8\ll" lesquels 
11aooord est ~enerel~ 
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I1 attire tdut ~art1cu11erenent 1'attentinn sur la 

r:>rerniere phr11ee r~.u Parar1.:rarhe, 1 "en atten<:i.ant 1' entree en 
vi~ueur ~e l'accnr~ s~ecia1 nu r'tes accnrr'ts sT:~~ciqux fl..nnt il 
est questi"n au Chnr-itre VIIIJ Section B1 Parn;?:r<J.rhe 5, 11 et 
fait reMarquer qulen se referqnt au raragra~he VJ Secti"n B 1 
Chapitre VIII, l'internretatinn la pius evi~ente est que tnus 
les acc"rr'ts snnt necesBaires. Ceci est en cnntraA1ct1nn cate­
h"rique avec la nnte ex~lioative ~ans 1 1 A1<4.e-M~Mn1re, n'urres 
laque11e 11 n1 est pas n~cessaire que tnus les acc"r~s entrent 
en vi~ueur avant 'que le Cnnse11 T:~Uisse agir. I1 ~ennnce '1e 
terMe 11 fq,irA nbst~ole 11 '1ans le -rarar:rll.T:~he II 1 bRsnnt snn ar[ru­
Ment SUr le fait q'Uf11 est 1Jl1'1'10SS1ble r'te llfqire nbstqc1e 11 a 
11-r:>reven1r 11 n'1Mnnrte auellA ac.ti~"~n ririse cnntre r~.es Etats enne­
mis. Quant a 1a l'l..erniere nntp AXT'1ioat1ve ~~ns 1 1Airte-Mennire, 
11 -n 1est pqs en faveur r'te l'i~P.e aue 110r;?:anisat1nn snit tenue 
en susr'ens juequ'a ce que leA oinq nuissances alent l'l..ec11e 1e 
lui r'teJ"''.anA.er r'l'R.;;ir. Il affirMe aulil est ["'arfl11teMent r-0ssible 
-'~ ' ' ' I ' I . · ~e re1iher un texte !i.enue It rtMbLmi tes, et ~rnr>C'se qu un snus-
cnmite snit OC'nstitu8 "tAns ce but. 

Decisi0n: La f0rme .11! r-arr-ttr.rR't')he ~ .1.'! Char'i tre XII 
est rejetee nr-tr ~ ~ cnntre g. 

Le De1e~ue "e l'Australie fait re~s0rtir 1n situati0n 
embarrassante l'l.nns 1aquelle le C('lnite risque de se trnuver sfi1 
rejette les -rrnr'nsiti0ns r'te Dunbartnn Oaks. Il·snuli~ne que le 
V~"te qui vient fl.. I A.V0ir lieu s1;;n1f1e -rurement et s1m,-•lement que 
1~ C('IMite n 1 est pas satisfa1t ne ln fnrl'!le r'tu texte, nais que le 
Com1te tout entier est en faveur n·'inclure ce Cha'01tre nn.ns la 
Charte. Il ajnute qu 111 est tnut nret a prnT'~"ser-un n0uveau 
texte. 

Le Dele~e ~u R~yauMe-Un1 ranpel1e que le sous-o0rnite n 1a 
ras reussi a se rnettre ~'accord sur un nnuveau texte et a rejete 
lw texte n~1~1nal. Il ~r('lnose que le para~rarhe ·soit refers 
au Cnmite ne Directinn. · 

Le Dele;rue l'l..e ColoMbie a-rr'uie la Y)r0pl'ls1 tinn <:i.u R,-.ya.tirne-Uni 
et su~~ere que le rap~n.rteur nu.C0nite rasse snn rap~rt au 
CnMite Qe D1rect1"n~ 

Le DelA:;ue nee Etr:tts-Uni.s aT"'r'UlE' la pr"""''"'B1 t1nn nu Rnya~me­
Uni,. et l'arner;l'l..~rnPnt c~"~lnmbiFm, et ajnute qu'11 fa~"Mit expli­
quer au onmite ne Directinn que,le vntp rPjette nnn ras le p~­
r~?,ranhe 1 1 Mais seulement sa re~aotinn. 

Le Preei~ent snuleve la auesti~"~n rt'un vnte sur le rara­
goranhe II 1 r'tu Chan1t:re XII et-le D~leme de C0le~mbie prl'\pose 
que le Chanitre XII tnut Pntier snit .rP.fere au cnM1te de Direc­
tion san.s que l'nn vote .S'U,r le para~r~:rhe II. 
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Le Dele~A ne la Grece attire l 1 attent1~n sur 1 1arnen­

fl.~rnent quril avait s~urn1s en t~"ut r,..ernier lieu, au C.nmite III/2, 
rna1s que ce c('lrni t~ ava.i t referP. au· O('IP11 te III/3 c~nu:1e se rappor­
tant au Cha.pi tre XII, !'a·ra.gra-phe II 1 trut en stipulant qu1 11 
apTlr('uve cette nrr'lptlsiti~n en Principe en tant qu 1 elle s'appli­
que au Chapitre.VIII, Sect1('n A, (D0c. WD 67). 

3325 

Deoisi~n; Le c~P'lite PSt n1 noc('lrft que le Chanitre XII - /~, -t0ut entier ~ refere ~ c~nitA ~e Direction;_QyQ 
le Rarnnrteur etablisse clairernent nans son rapnort 
au c~rni t~ :i.e nrrec:rrr;n;· que ]& vnte. c~nQ_ernant le 
paragra'~"~he .J:, Pn re.lette la f('lrrne Mis .D..C11.4 ~-; 
tenu; et oue,l~rnenfl.e~ent grPo §Uivqnt ~it etufl.ie 
par le cnmite rUrecteur pa.r ra-rn('lrt !!Y, Chapitre XII. 

11Il est entenfl.u que les Etats ennern1s <1ans cette guerre 
n 1 aur~nt r.as le ~rnit ~e fnire apnel au C0nseil ne 
Securite 0u a 1 1AsseP1blee Gen~rale avant que les 
tra.ites qui rnettent fin a cette ~erre alent ete 
rnis en v1;rueur. 11 (D('Ic. WD 67) 

La seance est lev6e a 19 heures, 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 770 {Eng.Fr.) 
III/3/40 
June 3, 1945 

Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements. 

AGENDA EQS EIGHTEENTH MEETING Ql COMMITTEE III/3 

Final Frpprovl'l.l, na.ra.gra.ph by p13ragra.ph, of thE' t<Jxt of 
Section B, Chapter VIII, of th8 DumbArton Oaks Pronosals as 
amended by tho Co:nmi ttee, beginning "ri th pPragraph 3. 

Comite 3 Mesurcs coercitives 

ORDRE Q!! ~ J?! J:a DIX-HUITIEME SEANCE Q!I COMI'l't II·I/3 

! ~ 1945 

Approbation definitive, p9ragre;ohe p9r paragrs.phe, o.u 
texte de la Section B,du C~pitre v;rr d~s propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks, amende par 1e Com1te~ ~n co~~encant au 
p~r~grapho 3. * 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 782 (ENGLISH) * 
III/3/41 
June 4, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council_ 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT QF EIGHTEENTH MEETING QE· COMMITTEE III/3 

Veterans Building, ~ 223 1 June ~~ 1945, 10:35 ~ 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 10:35 a.m. 

1. Committee Action 2a Chapter VIII, section ~ 

The Chairman remarked that paragraphs 1 and 21 as 
amended by the Chinese Del~gate, had been adopted by 
the Committee at its fourteenth meetj~ (Doc. 628). 
He suggested that the Aust2•alian Delegate withhold 
discussion of his Government's amendment, limiting the 
Security Council's action in matters of domestic juris­
diction (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), pp. 9-10), since it was 
under consideration in another Committee. The Australian 
Delegate agreed, but with the stipulation that his 
Government's amendment remain on the agenda of the 
COmmittee. 

(a) Paragraph l· Discussion: 

The Chairman called for a. vote on paragraph 3. He. 
said that the Norwegian amendment concerning incompati­
ble treaty obligations (Doc. 2, G/7 (n)(l), p. 7) had 
been deferred, because a broader· proposal wa.s being con­
sidered by Committee IV/2. 

Decision: The Qommittee unanimously adopted 
paryraph l' §z! vote of. !i:Q. 

(b) Paragraph i· 
De·c;isiop: T.he C9mmi ~\~1 ~i~hout &.;.1!.~1Jssi<;>:tl.1 ~­
I.mouslz e.doi>Ted pe.ra;gt_~p ::r;-:Ez -~ X.Q.~ cl:f§.:-2. • 

(c) Paragraph 2· Discussion: 

The Australian Delegate said that his Government's 

*~Corrigendum see p.443J 
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ame~dment requiring (1) negotiation of the special 
military agreements upon the initiative of the Security 
Council, and (2) the. provision that such agreemen~s 
were to be concluded between the Security Council and 
the Member governments (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 10), was 
adequately covered by a redraft of paragraph 5 which 
had been prepared for submission to the Committee. 
Accordingly, he withdrew hls Government's amendment in 
favor of the new draft. The Delegate of France then 
presented the following suggested text: 

"In order that all members of the Organ­
ization should contribute to the maintenance 
of internattona.l peace a.nd security, they 
should tindertake to make available to the 
Security Council, on its c~ll and in accord­
ance with a special agreement or agreements, 
armed forces, assistance and facilities, in­
cluding rights of pass&ge, necessary for the 
purpose of maintaining intex·national peace 
and security. Such agreement or agreements 
should govern the nwnbers and typos of forces, 
their degreE: of 1·eadiness and gonc.:ral loca­
tion, :· .n.<.::. the nature of the facj li tios and 
assistance to be prov1ded. 1l1h'J 3pOCial agree­
ment or agreements should bo negotiated as 
soon as posslblu on the initiative of the 
Security Cour.cil and concluded between the 
Security Gouncil and Member> states or between 
the St..:curi ty Council and gt•oups of Momber 
states. All such agreements should bo sub­
ject to rat1fication by the signatory states 
in accordance with their constitutional 
procosses. 11 

The Delegate of France, in moving the adoption of the 
redraft of paragraph 5, said that it represented a 
synthesis of the original paragraph 5 and of the amend­
me~ts of France (Doc. 2, G/7 (o), p. 4) and of Australia 
(o-o. cit.) • 
.;:;.a_-

The French Delegate said that the only point in 
either the Australian or French amendments upon which 
the sponsoring goverl"'...ments were not w:a.nimously agreed 
was that of the "right of passuge", which did not meet 
with the ap~roval of one of the sponsoring governments. 
Furthermore, the redraft incorporated the principal 
points raised in the French amenrunents to paragraph 6 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (o), p. 4) and paragraph 9 (Doc. 21 G/7 
(o), pp. 4-5). In closing, he said that France did not 
relinquish her future advocacy of the principle that 
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international forces of all categories should be at 
the disposal of the Secm'i ty Council. Th~ United States 
Delegate seconded the motion for the adoptj.on of the 
redraft. 

The Delegate of the Soviet Union recalled that at 
the fifteenth meeting (Doc. 6Jt9), he had suggested the 
postponement of the consideration of the Australian 
amendment (QQ. cit.). In the meant:tme his Delegation 
had studied~he-xustralian amendment and now supported 
it. 

Decision: The Committee unanimcu~f~ adopted the 
redro..ft of P"aragra.ph .2 §I !! vo:t~ £.._ 36-o. -·-

(d) Paragraph 2· Discussion: 

The Chairman stnted that the only amendment pending 
in connection with paragraph 6 was that of Australia 
which advocated mixed contingents (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), 
P• 10), The Australian Delegate sa.ld his Government 
considered it unwise to limit to air forces alone tho 
forces which should be immediately available to the 
Security Council. Ho qucutioned the exclusive and 
limiting phrase "national e.ir force contingents". He 
considered it incongruous to limit the type of forces 
immediately ava].lable to the Security Council while 
the aggressor nation would be free to use whatever 
forces were available. 

The Delegate of Greece also said that he considered 
it undesirable to limit the forces immediately avail­
able to the Secur•i ty Council to air forces. He ci tod 
the possibility that action might bo taken by land or 
sea forces without any usc of ·air forces. 

The United States Delegate opposed the Australian 
amendment. He thought that inclusio!l. of the sentence: 
"such agreement or agreements should gove1•n tho numbers 
and types of forces, their degree of :t•eadiness • . • 11 

in the newly ndopted paragraph 5 fully covered the 
points in the Australian u.mondment. Tl:e United Kingdom 
Delegate said trw.t his Delegation harl como to the con­
clusion that the ends sought by the Australian amend­
ment could best be achieved by adopting a completely 
satisfactory paragraph 5. He said paragraph 6 was in­
tended only to put an emphasis upon the Unique position 
of air po~cr as ~ weapon of i~~ediate availability. 
Hence~ paragraph 6 was not meant in any way to be re­
strictive-but was merely complementary to paragraph 5· 
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The Australian Delegate, in the light of tne 

interpretations advanced of paragraph 5 which covered· 
the principle of the Australian amendment, withdrew 
his Government's amendment, asking that these inter­
pretations be included in the Co~nittee 1 s Report. 

The French Delegate remarlced that his Government 1 s 
amendment had already been wi thdr,a.wn because of the 
points covered by the Delegates of the United Kingdom 
and of the United States. 

The Norwegian Delegate raised the drafting point 
as to whether enforcement action covered coercive 
act~on, both preventive and repressive. 

The Chairman asked whether• the Delegate of Norway 
wished to submit a formal motion to amend the existing 
text. Tho Norwegian Delegate replied that if cnfol'CO­
ment action were construed as implying both preventive 
and repressive action, he supported that interpretation 
and, hence, would make no motion opposing it. 

Tho Delegate of the United Kingdom said he considered 
that there was no conflict in words because action to 
enforce Com1cil decisions included action to prevent 
aggression. The Australian Delegate .strongly supported 
the viewpoint of the United Kingdom Delegate. The 
Norwegian Delegate withdrew his objection in light of 
this interpr~tation. 

Decision: The Committee unanimousll adopted 
paragraph§~~ vote or 38-o. 

(e) Paragraph I· Discussion: 

The Chilean Delegate explained the purpose of his 
Government's amendment to clarify the text by the 
insertion of a sentence which would base enfol'Cement 
action upon the determination of the Sucurity Council 
in accordance with the agreements mentioned in para­
graph 5 (Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p. 8). It was seconded by 
the Australian Delegate. The United Stutes Delegate 
opposed the Chilean amendment on the grounds that tho 
end sought was implicit in the text of paragraph 5 and 
that the Chilean amendment severely limited tho scope 
of paragraph 7 which applied to both military and non­
military enforcement measures. 

Tho Australian Dolegate 1 ln view of the stntement 
of the United States Delego.te, asked the Chilean 
Delegato to withdraw his Government's amendment. The 
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Chilean Delegate agreed to do so upon condition that 
the Committee Report 1muld contain a reference to the 
United States Delegate's explanation. 

Decision: The Committee unanimously adopted 
paragraph l El ~ vote .of' 39-0. 

(f) Paragraph;~· 

Decision: The Committee without discussion 
unanimouslye:dopted paragrap~by ~ ~ of 
39-0. 

(g) Paragraph ~· ~~ion: 

Since the French Delegate had withdrawn his amend­
ment to paragraph 9, the.Chairman laid before the Com­
mittee the text of paragraph 9 as amended in the twelfth 
and thirteenth meetings of the Comrnittee (Dociill. 577 
and 6oo). 

Decision: The Committ~e unanimously adopted 
!££ amended-paragraph El ~~of ~-0. 

(h) Paragraph 10. Discussion: 

* 'l'ho Canadian Delegate aslcod that tho records of 
this Committee show that some consideration had been 
given to thv question of custs of enforcement action, 
and he brought to tho Co1Mlittoe 1 s attention the defeated 
runendment of tho Union of South Africa on that subject 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (d)(2), p. 1). Tho Canadian Delegate 
asked that tmless one of tho sponsoring governments 
opposed tho suggestion, the principle be incorporated 
in the record that the exp0nses of enforcement action 
should bo distributed among tho members of the Organi­
zation. The Secretary observed that tho Summary Report 
of tho fifteenth meeting of the Commi ttoe -(Doc. 649) 
already included the explanation of the United States 
Delegate of paragraph 11 in which he o.cceptod this 
principle. 

Decision: · The Committee unanimously approved 
paragrap~ 10 by ~ yoto of 38-o. 

(i) Po.ragraph 11. 

Decision: The Committee without discussion 
un~~imousl~~optod po.rcgraEh 11 £l ~ vote 
of ~8-o. __ ,. __ 

*cCorrigendum see p.443J 
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2. Announcements 

The Chairman said the Cormnittee had only two remain­
ing matters befor0 it. , (1) E..'Camination of the 
Rapportem•' s Report; ( 2) the possible return of Chapter 
XII by the Steering Committee to Cornmi tte<J III/3 fol' 
reconsideratlon. Ho thought that the work of this Com­
mittee would be c01npleted within two moro meetings and 
thanked the Conunl t tee fo1• theh• coope1•a tion. 

'l1he Peruvian Delegate exp1•essed the thanlcs of the 
Committee to its Chairman for his skillful leadership. 
The Comml ttee approved this corrunent by acclamation. 
The Chail•ma.n thanked the Peruvian Delegate and the Com­
mittee and said that he had sought to perform his duty 
in accordance with the tN~di tions of his country. 

'l'he meeting adjourned at 12:45 p.m. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 782 {FRENCH)* 
III/0/41 
June 4. 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures coercitives 

COMPTE RENDU RESUHE DE LA DIX-HUITIEl·fE SEANCE --- -DUCOMITE IIT73 _____ --
yeterans Building~ ~1llli 223, le 1 Juin 1945 

2 lO.h..dQ 

Le President ouvre la seance a 10h.35. 

1. Decision du Comi te relatiye fill ChP:oi tre .YJll, Section J1. 

Le Presiden~ r~ppelle,que les naragrnphes 1 et 2~ ~ou~ 
leur forme emendPe conformement aux nropositions du DPleguc 
chino is' ont ete adootes nar le Comi te a SA. Quatorzieme SeA.ncr 
(Doc. 628). Il suggere que le nelegu0 Pustrnlien s 1 nbstiennr 
de demnndcr la discussion de 1' R.mendemPnt de son gouvernement, 
limi t.cm t la liberte d' actlon du Conseil de Securi te dans le s 
questions de jurtdiction interne (Doc. 2, G/14 (~) n.lO}, 
puisqu'un autre Comitr ex.,mine cet Rmcndrment. Le D~lfgue 
R.UStr~licn y consent 1 mni S SOUS rc SE!rVl' que 1 f l:tffiC'ndemcnt de 
son gouvcrncmcnt rcstc ~ l'ordre du jour du Comit6: 

{a) PRrngraphc ~· Discussion: 

Lc Prfsident dcmnnde qu'on msttc rux voix le pnr~grPphe 3. 
Il explique que 1 1 nmondrmrnt norvegien concernnnt les obligr­
tions incomoatibles 11.vec la Ch..,_rte {Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (1) po.7, 
8) a etc ajournc parce que le Comite IV/2 exnmine nctuellemcnt 
une proposition d 1 unc portee plus gfn6r~lc. 

Decision: Le Comitf rdonte ~ l'unnnimit6 
le pPrngrnphe Q prr-QQ yoiX contro Q. 

{b) PnrAgrPphe ! . 

Decision: Le Comit~ adonte ·spns discussion 
le p!:1rl'18r!"lphe ~ n 1 1 uriPniiilit~r 36 voix 
centre _. 

{o) Pnrngr~phe £. Discussion: 

Lc DeleguP. nustrnlien rapnC'll~ qu~ 1 1amendement propose 
3451 - 1 -
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ryar son gouvernement ~revoit: (l) la negociation des 
accords m111ta1res s~eciaux sur 1'1n1t1at1ve du Conseil 
de Securite, et (2} une clause stipulant que lee d~ts , 
accords doivent ~tre oonolus entre le Conseil de Secur1te 
et lee Etats membres (Doc. 2 G/14 (1) p. 10). Le but de 
cet amendemen~ est atteint dlune fa9on sat1s~~1,san~e p~r 
la nouvelle redaction du ~~ragra~he 5,qu1 a ete prenaree 
pour 0tre soumise au Oomite. En consequenc~, 11 renonoe 
a son amendement en rav,ur de la nouv8lle reda.otion. Le 
Delegue de la France nresente ensu1te le projet de texte 
suivant; 

3451 

11 A:t'1n que tous lee membres de 1 10rga­
n1sation pu1ssent .con~ribue~ au ma1nt1en 
de la ~a1x et de la secur1te 1nternat1o­
nales,· 1ls doivent e 1 engager a mettre n 
la d1spos1t1on du Conae11 de Secu~ite, p 
la demande de oelu1-c1 et conformement ~ 
1 1 Bccord special ou aux accords qu 11ls 
Aurqnt nu copclure entre eux, ,.lea forces 
armees, 1 1 a~de et lee fog111tes, y comnris 
les droits de passage, necessa~res a~. 
maint10n de la uaix et de la securite inter­
MtionAles. Cet llocord ou oes n.ecords doivent 
fixer le nombre et ln neture de ces forces, 
leur autitude h etre nromptement ut111sees 

t 
, , 

e leur st~tionnement generAl, et le genre 
de fAcilites et d'nide a fourn1r. L'acco~d , , ~ 

B)leciaJ, ou lea Accords speciaux cloivent etre 
l}eg•)cies 11uss1tot que possible et g.oiven~ 
etr~ conclus entre le Conseil de Secu~ite 
et lea Etats membree ou entre le C0nseil de 
8eourite et dee grouues.d 1Etate membres. 
Tout ACcord de oe genre do~t ~tre soumis a lF.1 rl'ltificPtion deS etats Bignatl'.l.ireS 
salon leu~ droit constitutionnel." 
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Le Dele~ue de la Frpnce, e·n propos~.nt 1 1 adoption de ce~te nou­
velle red~ction du paragr~phe 5, explique qu 1 elle repres~~~e 
une synthese du paragrnphe 5 original et des projete d 1 amen­
dcments de la FrPnce (Doc. 2, G/7 (o), pp. 0,4) et de 1 1Aus­
tralie (op. cit.). 

Le Delegue de la Fr~nce declare que le seul point, ~ussi 
bien dRns 1 1 nmendement 1'ran9nis que dans 1' Rmendement austre.-
11en, sur lequel lee puisst:~.nces 1nv1tA.ntes ne sont pFts unnn1-
mes, est celui concerna.nt le 11 dro1t de pF.!ssage 11 , qui ne re­
oueille pas l 1 approbat1qn d 1un des gouvernements 1nvitents. 
En outre, le. nouvelle redr.ct1on englobe les princip11.ux po1ntL 
soul eve 8 par le 8 amencreruents frtm9P.is au paragrephe 6 (Doc. ·2, 
G/7 (o) p.4) .et au pare.grnphe 9.(Doo. 2, G/7 (C()· p.4),. Pour 
terminer, 11 d1t que la Fr~nce ne renonce pas a sa determina­
tion de souteq1r le principe que d~s forces internationales 
de toutee categories doivent ~tre fl. la disposition du Coneeil 
de Seour~te. LP Delegue des Etats-un;s appu1e la proposition 
tendant a 1 1 ad~Jption· de la nouvelle red~ction. 

Le D(hegue de 1 1 Union sov1etique r~:opelle a.u Cnmi te qu 1 a 
la Quinzieme SeF~.nce (Doc. 649) 11 a. suggtre d 1 Pj'ourner 1 1 exa­
men de 1 1 amendement austrF~l1en (op. cit.). Dqns 1 1 intervalle, 
Sa delegation a etud1e 1 1 AmBndement FlUStrFllien qu 1 0lle Rppuie 
me.1ntenant. 

, , ' ' , Decision: ~,C'imite A..d0pte B: 1 unPn1mitP 
~ n~uvelle rednction du DnragrPnhe £ ~~r 
36 !21! oontre Q. 

(d) iaragraphe §. Discussion: 

Le President declare g~e le seul amendement PU na~agraphe 
6 qui ne s·?1 t pe.s eno0re rcgle 'est crdu1 de 1 'Australie qui 
prec-!n;se ,des c'mt1ng;ents mixtes (D..,c. 2, G/14 (1) p.lO). 
Le Delegue australien d1t que son gouvernement tro~ve qu 1 il 
n 1 est pas jud1eieux de limiter aux seules f·1rces aeriennes 
lee f0roes qui devrRient @tre a la d1sn~s1tion immediate dU 
Conse11 de Securitr. Il hes1te e.u eujet des mots restriotifs 
11 c mtingents de f0rces fl.eriennes nat1ona.les 11 • A son avies, 
11 y A inconsequence e. lim1 ter lR. nf-lture des 1''1"!'Ces qui1 Se­
raient a la disposition immediate du C'inseil de Securite al~rs 
que 1 1Etat ~gresseur sera1t li~re d'utilieer t'1utee les forces 
d0nt il pourra1t di~poeer. 

Le Delegue d.e la Grece di t ~- s0n t0ur qu 1 il ne lui paratt 
pas indiq~e de lim1 ter a des t;'>rces fl.eriennes lee 1'').rces qui 
seraient a la disposition immediate du C~Jnse11 de Securite. 
Il pourre.i t a;rri ver, par exemple,. que des foroe a de terre ..,u 
de mer entrent en notion sans qu 1 1nterviennent des f'"lroes 
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aer1ennes. 

, , , I 
Le Delegue des Etats-Un1s se prononee contre 1 amende-

ment australien. Il pense·qu~ 1 1 1nsert1on dans le paragraphe 
5 tel qu 1 on v1ent O.e !'adopter,· des mots "Cet accord ou ces 
accords d.o1vent q.xQr le nombre et la na.tm::;e de ces forces, 
de leur aptitude a ~tre promptement utilisee~ ., .. 1~ couvre tous 
les noints de l 1 amendement australien. Le Dolegue du Royaum0-
Uni dit que sa delegation est arr1vee a,la conclusion que le 
meilleur moyen d 1 atteindre les buts vises pa.r 1 1 Rmendement 
au~traliPn sf'rE'.i t d 1 adopter un parfl.graphe 5 qui donnerai t en­
tiere,satisfaction. A son avis, ~~ paragraphe 6 tend seu~e­
ment a f~.ire ressort1r les qualites urriques de la force aerien­
ne en tant qu 1 arme susceDtible d 1 util1sat1on immediate. P~r 
suite, le paragr~phe 6 ne dolt ~ullf'ment etre P.ntendu comme 
restrictif: 11 ne fait que completer le sene du ~aragraphe 5 • 

. Le Delegue australien, a la lumiere de ces interpretations, 
d 1 ou 11 ressort que le paragrRphe 5 couvre le prlncipe de l'a­
mendemcnt aus~;ralien, retire 1 1 E'rnendement de son gouvernement, 
tout en damtu:.o.l'm~ que ces interpretations figurent dans le 
RA.pport du Cornite. 

Le Delegue frnn9ai s tA1 t observer que .1 1 Ftrnendement de , ' , ;. , \ son ~ouvernernent a deja ete retire a cause des exnlications 
donnees par les Delcgues du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-Unis. 

Le Delegue norv~gien sonlev~ une quf'st1on dP redttction: 
les mesures d 1 execution comprcnnent-elles lee m~sures ooer­
c1t1ves, auss1 bien preventiv0s que r~pressives 

Le President dernnnde nu D.?legue de lA. Norvege s 1 il desi­
re soumettre un orojet form0.l d 1 amend~ment ttu present texte. 
Le Dele~ue n0rvegien r~oond que, Ai leA rnesures d 1execut1on 
sont interpretees comme' comuremant ;,_ la. fois lea mesures pre­
v~~t1ves et les mesures repress1vcs, 11 apouie cette inter­
pretation, en sorte qu 1 11 ne ferr.t f:'.ucune oropos1 tion contrR.1-
re. · 

Le Delegue du Royaumc-Un1 d1 t qu' .9. son avis 11 n' y a. 
aucune contrndict1on dans les termes p~rce que des rnesures 
pr1ses pour mettre en vigueqr l~s d~c'l.sions du Oonse11 corn­
p~e~ne~t des rnesures destinees a prevenir l 1 ngress1on. ~e 
D~legue austrAlien appuie f·~r~em~nt le ,Point de vue du De­
legue du R-,ya.ume-Un1. Le Dt'legue norvegien retire son objec­
tion a la lumi~re de cet~e interpretation. 

3451 

Decision: ~ Q0mit~ adop~ i 1 1unanirn1te le 
Raragraphe § ~ 38 !£!! contre Q. 
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(e) Paragraphe 1· Discussion: 

Le Delegue du Chili explique que 1 1 amAndement de son gou­
vernement a pour but d 1ecla1rc1r le texte par 1 1 1nsertion 
d 1une phrase qui fondera1t les mesures coercitives sur ce que 
le Conseil de Seourite determinerait conformement nux aco~rds 
mentionnes au pa~agraphe 5,(~oo~ 2, G/? (i) p.?). Cet,a~en~ 
dement est appuye par le Delegue de l 1Auetrnlie. Le Delegue 
des Etats-Unis s I '>PPOSe a l I emendement du Chil;1 pour la re.i­
eon que le sens de cet amendcment I?St impliquf:' dans l.e textA 
du uaragrRPhe 5 et que.l 1 amendement ru Chili restreint f~rte­
ment la p~rtee du paragrPphe ~qui s'etend aux mesures ooer­
c1t1ves tant m111 taires que non-m111 te.1res. 

, ,Le Delegue austrEl.lien, ettmt qoqne ,la declaration du De­
legue des Etats-Unis, deroande au DP-legue du Chili de retirer 
1 1 Rmende~ent de son gouvernement. Le Deleg~P au Chili y 
consent a condition ~e le RA.PP"t;t ,du ,Comi te f~.ese mention 
de l'exolioation donnee par le Delegue des Etats-Unis. 

~c1s1on: ~~.gom1t~ ft£optP 1~ paragraphe 1 
~ 1 1 unanimit~ par 39 voix contre Q. 

(f) Paragraphe g. 

DeGisirJn: Le Comi te, sans cHscussion, e.dopte 
fe 12arqgr~ro~ ~ § 11 unan'Ii!ii te 12a.r 39 v()ix 
C')ntre Q. 

(g) Psr~graJ?he g. Discuseion: 

Le Deilegu0 frf'.n9ais ayant retire s..,n e.mendement a.u nara­
gra.phe 9, le Pres1c'.ent Murnet aU: Cord te le texte du pare.o-ra.-

9 I ,; , ' 1 • q phe tel qu 11 a. ete amende nux Douz1eMe et Tre '!.1•'me sean-
ces du Com1te (Docs. 5?? et 600). 

Decisi0n 1 ~ Com1t~ a.d0pte ~ 1 1 unanim1te ~ 
parfflgrl'lplie amende, uRr £i !21! contre Q. 

(h) ParflgrPph0 10. D1scuesirm: 

*~e D~legue cAnP~ien ~emRnQe que le proces-verbn.l de ce 
Com1~e fAsee l'Pss0rtiP que lA question des frais des mesures 
d 1 exeout1on a fait l 1 objet d 1 un examen et attire l 1Rttention 
du C":lmitP sur l 1 m'1E'lndemrnt ne l'Uni,..,n ~uCl.-Afr1cq.1ne ace 
su~et,_qui a ete rejete (Doc. 2, G/14 (d) (~) p.l). Le D~he­
gue cana.d1en demanC'_c que, sn.ut'· ')pp"::s~ t1on 0e la part cP un 
des gouvernements inv1tP-nts, le proce$-verbal fasse mention 
du principe su1vant lequel lee frf.l.1S des meeures Ol")erc1 tives 
sera1ent repartis entre les membres de 1 10rgan1sation, Le 
Secretaire t'a1 t l'")bserver que le O''mpte Rendu Resume de la. 

3451 - 5 -
*cCorrigenclum voir _p.444J 

441 



442 
Quinzieme Se~=mce au Cor:1ite (Doc. 649) contient deja 1 1 exnl1-
0ation d.u paragraphe 11, d.onnee par le Delegue des Etats~ 
Unis et dans laquelle 11 aoorouve ce princine. 

Dec:l.sion: Le ComitE.; annrouve a 1 1 umm1mite le £ararnp1ie IQ n·ar .Y-si :Yoizcontre .Q-.-----

(1) Parar..:ranhE:l_ ll. 

!leci cion: Le Comt t~, .§.nrl.§. difl£J:!Ss!on, _ac1 onte 
Bl 1 un:niimftl ).e nrlt£:12:.t§lphe 11 pal' 38 voiY con t .r!: ~r-·----

2. Declarations d~ Pr:~siden"t 

Le President di t qu 1 il ne reste qu<' deux questions 9. 
1 1ordre du_Jour. (1) E~camen du RAT"'P')rt du Rnpn~rteur; (2) 
le renvoi eventuol du ChPnitrr XII oBr le ComitP _de Direction 
au Comi te III/3 pour nr:mvel e:~Amr;n. Il p(nsc quf, deux ssan­
ces au plus 8uffiront pour terminer les trnvr:ux rlu Comi te et 
11 reme~cie les ccmbres du Comit6 de lo cooperation dont ils 
ont fait preuve. 

Le D~l~gu~ du Pirou PX~rime les rernerciPments du Comite 
au President "pour ~a fa9on remarqua.ble ('ont il, a dirip:S ,les 
travaux. LP Comi tc se rallie par acclmJJl'tion 13. cette dE'clR­
ration. Le President rE'mercie le Dflegu/ du P~rou et le Co­
mite; 11 s 1 Pst efforc~ de remplir son dPvoir conformement 
aux traditions de son nays. 

La seRnce est 1PV6P h 12h.45. 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 841 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/41 (1) 
June 7, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT 
OF EIGHTEENTH MEETING OF ~III/3, ~ ~' 1945 

E££· 782 (English), III/3/41 

Substitute the following for the first two sentences 
under heading (h), paragraph !£• Discussion: 

3892 

11 The Canadian Delegate said that he felt that 
the records of the Committee should show that some 
consideration had been given to the question of the 
payment of the costs of enforcement action. The only 
discussion so far had been with respect to the defeated 
amendment proposed by the Delegate of the Union of 
South Africa. He thought that it was not possible to 
draft a text which could lay down definite rules for 
application in all the types of cases which might 
arise. He was of the opinion that the language of 
paragraphs 10 and 11 taken together would permit ar­
rangements to be made for sharing the costs of enforce­
ment action among the members if this proved to be 
desirable. Otherwise an inequitable financial burden 
migh~ be placed on certain members who were acting 
on behalf of the Organization. If this interpretation 
was not opposed by one of the sponsoring governments, 
he would be satisfied to have it placed on record 
without further discussion." 



444 RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 841 (FRENCH} 
III/3/4l. (l) 
June 7, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures coercltives 

QOhRIGENDUM AU co~~TE-HENDU RES~~ D~ LA 
m;;K-HUITIE!•.E SEANCE DU CONI'l'B III/.Q 

le 14 juin 1945 
~. 792 "QRENcH-r;-rri/3/41 

Remplacer 'par l.e texte suivant 1 les deux premieres~ 
phrases de l 1alinea h 1 p~ragraph§ 1Q, Discussion : 

"Le delegue canadien estime que le proces verbal 
du Comite devrait montrer que la question du remboureement 
des ~ra~ des mesures coercitives a ~a.it l'objet d 1 un examen. 
La seule discussion oui ait eu lieu jusau 1ici port~1t sur 
l 1amendement propose-par le delegue de l 1Union Bud-Africaine, 
qui. a ete rejete. A son avis I il est inrpossible de redig'er 
un texte qui puisse etRblir des regles definies S 1appliquant 
a toutes categories de questions susceptibles de se presenter. 
Il est1me que les paragrnphes 10 et ll,pris dans leur ensemble, 
permettraient de prendre lee mesures necessaires pour 
repartir entre lee Etata membres les frais des mesurcs coerci­
tives, au cas ou l'on le jugeraJ .. t necessairt:J. S1nQn 1 une ·charge 
financiere inequitable risquerait d 1etre imposee a certains 
membres agissant au nom de 1 1 ,;rganisation. bi auoun des 
gouvernements 1nv1tants ne s'oppose a cette interpretationJ 
le delegue canadien se contentera de la voir mentionnee, 
sans discussion supplementaire, au proces-verbal." 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 768 (ENGLISH)* 

III/3/42 . 
June 5, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

PROVISIONAL TEXT OF THE REPORT OF 
M. PAUL-BONCOUR, P~PORTEUR, ON CHAPTER VIII, 

SECTION B 

Committee 3 of the Third Commission has been charged with 
the task of redrafting the provisions included in Chapter VIII, 
Section B, and Chapter XII of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 

These provisions have been submitted to the deliberations 
of this Committee at meetings held since May 4 under the 
chairmanship of M. Cam!lo Ponce Enriquez, Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of Ecuador, to whom I am now pleased to give due credit 
for the steady guidance that he has imparted t~ its discussions. 

In the oourse of its first rneetipgs, faced by a multi­
plicity of amendments referring to a single idea though ex­
pressed at times in different paragraphs the Committee de­
cided to study the various amendments in the systematic order 
which I had suggested for their classification in my prelim­
inary report. 

It is, therefore, in the order thus set forth, that I 
shall consider the deliberations provoked by theP.e amendments. 

I. ROLE QE THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

An initial category of aoendments propose~ by the 
various powers referred to the procedure contemplated in 
Section B of Chapter VIII tor the determination of the exist­
ence of threats to the peace or of acts of aggression, and 
to the role of the Security Council within this procedure. 

A. Intervention £! the Assernbll Qr fart1c1pat1on !n the 
Council 

A general discussion was first entered into on the pro­
posal to back the action of the Security Council ~ &n int~r­
vent1on Q! the Assembly 1n decisions relative to enforcement 
measures or to contemplate the part1oipat1on Qf States n£1 
members Q! the Council 1n decisions relative to such measures. 

*cCorrigenda'see p.477J 
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The m11j0rity nf the Pl'lwers th".t ex,')resaed their ,.,,..,1n1'"~n ,..,n 

these tw'l proposols el"lnhv.sized in the first Dl'J.ce tho.t the 
00unc11 11cta 0nly l'ln be~lf nf the Assembly; unquestion~bly, all 
thP prn~ers ,f the Int,~rm.1ti,.,nnl Orgrnizntion res1f'l.e orif;inEllly 
in the Assembly nnd f0r that rens0n 1 the Security Council nuct 
be rolled urvm tl'l ex,"lr•3SB 1 in the final annlysis, ,::-nd n0t t"king 
1nt0 Cf'>naiderAtbn the right '>f vet'"', only the tenfl.enc1es '1f the 
Assembly. 

They then stoted th£Jt the an•"ll1c.,t1·)n '"If .:mf0rcer.1ent 
r:~ena.ures 1 i,n 11rder t,., be effEJct1 ve 1 nust nb0ve .nll be swift; 
they rec,.,~n1 ze~. in gener-"'1 thr1t 1 t is inrv1s.si ble tn c...,ncei V8 
r"lf /') swift :-Jnc'l. effective 1ntervent1 ')n if the ~.eci si'"~n ~"~f the 
C1uncil must be eubrni ttAd t0 AsseMbly r"tificr>ti'"~n, ·'"lr if the 
meAsures e.n,...,lied by the 00unc11 PrA suece·>tible '"lf revisi.,n 
by the Assembly. 

Under these 00n0iti'"~ns, the O'"~mnittee f'"~rnnlly deolnred 
itself, by severnl vl'lt;~s, nt,."411nst 1nterventi"n by the Asser.Jbly 
in this n~cedur~. 

NevcrthelAss, r.,~tn1n1n~ the il'l.ea ex")rPssen 'by r.t CA.n 'ldian 
"\mendment, a Sub-OI"Ir.tMittee l~f:ls c'"~rnrtissi'"~neri tl'\ finn n O"li'l'>r'"~­
r.'lise f.,rmulr-t wh1ch'miP:h.t r-t thFJ IJI=Il"le tin~ take int" DCC~"~unt 
the v~ri~"~US C'"~ns1ner~t1"ns l'lf neither we~keninr, the ~ct1~n 
~"~f the Security 01'luncil n0r "'-elnyin~ its intervr-mti'"~n,, while 
nss"lc1~t1ng the 3tntes nnt rA~resAnten in the Cnunc1l with 
neoisil)ns Cl")ncerning the utilizot1~"~n 11f th~; f1roes 'tlrhich they 
,.,l,ce 9t the r'1_is,.,"lsnl "lf the Orr-:nniz~.ti ,n. 

At the meeting of June 2, the o~mmittAe n~,...,r0Ven the 
f<'"~lll")w1nr.; text of a nAW . ..,..,r,.,r.t:I'flT)h t~"~ be inserted between 
,...,~rngr0,...,hs 5 nn~ 6 ~"~f Secti"ln B l")f Ohnnt0r VIII: 

"When P rlecisi'"~n t~ use f0rce hns been t11k0n 
by the Security Crmncil, it shall,· b~1f0 "e cnll1n;:: 
UD()n f'\ny nernb('lr nnt reprQsented 'm 1 t t0 ~1r'wide 
rrnen f..,rces 1n fulfillment ..,f its '"lbli~~flti'ins 
under the '1reced1ng pArl'lgl'e,''h, 1nvi t e such mer.tber1 if it s0 request, t,.., senn a re·-,rt"Sent:>tivc tn ")r.•rt1-
ci~ate in the deoist'"lns '"lf the Security C'iunc11 
c0noerning the em,.,lf'>yoent 'if onnti~~ents 'if its 
"rmed f0rces. 11 

This su-onlement~:~ry nt:~rf'lgrn,..,h takes hee~ . .,f the c0noern 
very vig0r~usly ex,..,r0ssen by rwny T)I")Wers thf't they sh0ul~ nl")t 
have to ~ut rn111tnry onntin~ents Dt the d1ST)I")Sit10n l")f the 
C'"~unc11 w1thn1,1t heving nr.:w10usly given their cl")nsent. Hc:nce­
f"lrth, every Menber. nl")t rc,...,reeentPd 0n the C'iuncil ~"Y n~r-
ti ci ~F'te 1 w1 th the rir;ht 0f Vf'>ting, in the r1.el1bernti '"lns 1f 
the Cl")uncil when it 1e ~ Questi'in 0f the ut111znti0n nf•its 
<>rmer'1_ f,.,roes. Tl") -r.e,.,eat n well oh'"'sen ex,..,ress1 'in l")f the 
Delegrte ~"~f The Netherl"'nn.s, the ,.,r1not~le l'lf 11 n'"> m111t~'ry 
Qotil")n wi th,ut :r~,.,rAsentr-tt"ln 11 WAS acce,...,tt--·r'\ by the C'"lr.JM1 ttee. 
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This decision is of such a nature as to appease, in large 
measure, the fear displayed by the middle and small powers 
of having to give carte blanche to the Council in the par­
ticularly serious domain of the utilization of their military 
forces outside their national frontiers. 

It has not appeared possible to extend the notion of 
occasional representation on the Council to cover those 
instances wherein the latter discusses not solely the uUli­
zation of armed forces but rather the use of facilities and 
aid to be furnished by a State not a member_oftheCouncil. 
Asa matter of fact, it was recognized that the adoptton of 
such a formula m:l.ght unduly increase the number of members of 
the Council and impede the rapidity of its decisions. 

Moreover, the concern to take into consideration the 
just remarks expressed on this subject .by the Egyptian 
Delegation led the Committee to approve the explanations 
furnished by the Delegations of Great Britain, the U.s.s.R., 
and Greece. Accordingly, it was recognized that the question 
"of facilities and assistance" was already covered by the 
special agreements contemplated in paragraph 5, Section B, 
Chapter VIII. Article 9 of the said-chapter contemplates, 
on the other hand, that a State not represented on the 
Military Staff Committee should be invited to be ~ssociated 
with it should the need arise. Finally, articles 4 und 5 of 
Section B, Chapter VI, formally provide for the participa­
tion in the Council discussions of any member of the Organiz­
ation whose interests mo.y be pcrticularly affected or who 
is a party to a dispute investigated by the Council. 

B. Restriction of Libert~ of Acti~ 2f. !h.£ Council 

A nm11ber of amendments referring to paragrc.phs 1 and 2 
were directed at limiting the very great freedom of judgment 
which, in the Durnbc.rton Oaks P1•oposals, is lef't to the Council 
for its intervention. 

Some of these amendments had the tendency to specify 
the Council's obligation to conform to the purposes and 
principles of the Organization or· to the text of the Charter. 
The Committee, in short, considered that, since such speci­
fications were ~lr.eady stated in Ch~pter VI defining tho 
powers of the Council, it was unnecesscry to make special 
mention of them in the present chapter. 

The Committee similarly put cside a proposal which 
tended to oblig.o:te the Council to aid any party subrn:i.tting 
to judiciary settlement, believing that this over-restricted 
the judging power of tho Council and that cases might arise 
where a party refusing to submit to a judiciary settlement 
might not necessarily bo at fault. 
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C. Definition Q! Aggression 

A longer discussion developed in the .Committee on the 
possible insertion in paragraph 2, Section B, Chapter VIII, 
of a definition Q! aggression. 

Various amendments proposed on this subject, recalled the 
definitions written into a number of treaties concluded before 
this war, but did not claim to specify all cases of aggression. 
They proposed a list of eventualities in which intervention 
by the Council would be automatic, while at the same time 
leaving to the Council the power to determine the other cases 
in which it should likewise intervene. 

Although this proposition evoked considerable agreement, 
it nevertheless became clear that a prel1L1inary dofini tion of 
aggression went beyond the possibilities of this Conference 
and the purpose of the Charter.*~rogress in modern techniqu~s 
of warfare makes a definition of the most simple oases of 
aggression all the more difficult. It may be noted that, the 
list of such cases being necessarily incomplete, the Council 
would have a tendancy to consider of less importance the acts 
not mentioned therein: these omissions would encourage the 
aggressor to distort the definition or might delay intervention 
by the Council. In other cases on the contrary, auto~atio 
intervention by the Council might bring about a premature 
application of enforcenent measures. 

The Committee therefore decided to hold to the te~t 
drawn up at Dumbarton Oaks and to leave to the-council the 
entire decision as to what constitutes a threat to peace, a 
breach of the peace, or an act of aggression. 

D. Conservc.tory Measures .freliminary .!g. Enforcement Measures. 

An amendment having the object of inviting the Council 
to have recourse eventually to conservatory measures 
before applying enforcement measures, and an.other amendment 
tending to specify the enforcement oeasures to be taken, have 
brought to light the lack ot' preoisipn of the term 11 measuree 11 

used in paragraphs 1 and 2, Section B, Chapter VIII, of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, An explanation has also been 
requested of the meaning of the word 11 reoomr.lendat1ons 11 in said 
text. A drafting Sub-Committee was charged with the work 
of prcposing a rewording of these texts, taking into account 
the various amendments presented, 
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In the work of redrafting the texts by the Sub-Committee, 

every effort was made to distinguish in paragraph 1 the oases 
of threats to the peace, in which oases the Security Council 
would OaVe latitude to judge whether it should or should not 
apply enforcement measures, and in paragraph 2 the cases where 
the Council, having noted the breach of the peace, or the act 
of aggression, should be obliged to decide upon the ap~lication 
of enforcement measures. The Committee believed that this 
distinction which had the merit of clarity, might endanger the 
Council's freedom of judgement as proposed in the text of 
Dumbarton Oaks. A too rigid distinction between threats to 
the peace and attemp~ against the peace, or acts of aggression, 
appeared to the Committee to be in contradiction with the 
previous decision ~f avoiding a definition of aggression, and 
.with the general spirit of the Charter. 

Under these circumstances a motion, inspired by a desire 
to follow more ta1thtull' the original text was made by China. 
This m~tion whic~ omits paragraph 1 of the Dumbarton Oaks Pro­
posals and constitutrea new paragraph 2 of the amendment con­
cerning temporary measures reads as follows: 

1. The Security Council should determine the existence 
of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of 
aggression, and should make recommend~tions or.decide which 
of the measures set forth in paragraphs 3 and 4 of this section 
should be taken to maintain or restoro peace and security. 

2. Befo:r:·e making the 'recommendations or deciding upon 
the measures for the maintenance or restoration of peace ~d 
security in necordance with the provisions of paragraph l, 
the Security Council may CF,ll updil the p~rties concerned to 
comply with such provisional measures as it mny deem neces~ry 
or desirable in order to preven~ an aggrnvat1on of the 
si tuv.tion. Such p.rov1sional measures should be w1 thout pre­
judice to the rights, claims pr position of the parties con­
cerned. Failure to comply with such provis1onRl measures should 
be du.ly taken account of by th'e Security Council. 

The new paragraph l which reproduces in effect the pro­
visions of the former paragraph 2 'of the Dumbnrton Oaks Pro­
posals leaves to the Security Council the task of determining 
the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, 
or act of aggression. According to the degree of infraction 
ascertained, the Security Council will; 

elther make recommendations, 
or decide upon the enforcement measures to be 
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taken as set forth in this Chapter, or initially call upon the 
parties concerned to comply with conservatory measures (para­
graph 2). 

It would nevertheless be· .contrary to the opinion generally 
expressed within the Committee to imagine that the very great 
latitude thus left to the Council should retard its action or 
diminish its effectiveness. 

This is what Senator Rolin, the Belgian representative, 
desired to emphasize by withdrawing in the name of the Drafting 
Sub-Committee the draft proposed by this sub-Committee. There­
fore, according to his request 1t was decided that the new 
text should be interpreted in accordance with the scope of the 
following observations, the inclusion of wh1~h in the report 
was unanimously approved by the committee. 

1. "In using the word 'recommendations' in Section B, as 
already found in Paragraph 5 Section A, the Committee has 
intended to show that the action of the Council in so far as 
it relates to the peaceful settlement of a dispute or 'to 
situations giving rise to a threat ot war, the breach of the 
peace or aggression 1 should be considered as governed by the 
provisions contained in Section A. Under such an hypothesis, 
the Council would in real1ty pursue simultaneously two distinct 
actions, one having for 1ts object the settlement of the · 
dispute or of the d1ff1oulty, and the other the enforcement 
or provisional measures, each of which iS governed by an 
appropriate section 1n Chapter VIII." 

2. 11It 1s the Committee's view that the power given to 
the Council under paragraphs 1 and 2 not to resort to the 
measures contemplated 1n paragraphs 3 and 4 1 or to resort to them 
only after having sought to maintain or restore peace by inviting 
the parties to consent to certain conservatory measures, refers 
above all to the presumption of a threat of war. The Comoittee 
is unanimous 1n the belief that, on the contrary, in the case 
of flagrant aggression imperiling the existence of a member 
of the organization, enforcement measures should be taken 
without delay, and to the full extent required by circumstances, 
except that the Council should at the sane time endeavour to 
persuade the aggressor to abandon its.venture, by the means 
contemplated in Section A and by prescribing conservatory 
measures." 

It was after ~econsideration of the above observations that 
the Committee finally approved the new text by a vote of 35 
to 1. 
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II - MECHANISM OF ENFORCEMENT MEASURES 

A second category of amendments proposed by various 
powers refers to the actual mechanism 2:£ ap}llication .of 
enforcement measures. 

A. Economic Measures ru:!Q. other Non-MilHary Iv!easures 

After an exchange of views concerning financial 
measures and the compatibility of obligations .resulting 
from paragraph 3, Section B, with other obligations deriving 
from treaties, the Committee adopted paragra9h 3, Section B, 
Chapter VIII, of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 

On the other hand, an amendment presented by the 
Norwegian Delegation, which tended to include among the 
enforcement measures at the disposition of the Security 
Council 11~ taking 1.!1 charge EX ~ _g_ouncil, in the name 
of the Organization, of the adlninistru.tion of e.ny terri tory 
which can not, without endang'erlng thR peace, continue to 
be administered by the state on .. 'Which it depends" was with­
drawn, after it had been indicl'.ted th£•t such a reference to 
a particular procedure could be interpreted as restrictive 
and of such nature as to limit the field of application of 
measures at the disposition of the Council. 

B. Military Measures 

Passing then to the examination of executive measures 
of a military character, the Committee adopted £Y unanimous 
vote ~ ~ of paragraph i of the Dumb;;.~rton Oaks Proposals 
which gives to the Council the power, when diplomatic, 
economic or other measures have failed, to undertake such 
aerial, naval or other operations as may be necessary to 
maintain or restore international peace and security.* 

The principle of enforcement measures of a military 
nature being thus acquired, the Committe~ proceeds to ~ 
study of the methods E!.. a:polying these mec,sures, 

l. National Contingents ~ Special Agreements 

Allow me to recall thc.t the Dumbc,rton Oaks Proposals 
contemplated thet the international force to be placed at 
the disposition of the Security Council should take the 
form of national contingents, established by virtue of the 
intervention of and under the control of an international 
military staff committee. On the other hand special agree­
ments would be concluded for the purpose of specifying the 
number, nature and methods of use of these national 
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contingents. Finally, ~ionnl aerial contingents should 
be held permanently at the disposition of the Organization. 

We have classified in two catagories the amendment·s 
relc,tive to that part of the Dumbe.rton Oaks Proposals, by 
distinguishing: 

on the one hand those which concern ~ organization .§:!19. 
~ comnosition of the national contingents; 

and on the other hand those which rAter to special agree­
~§.· 

In reality, it soon became evident tht'.t all these 
amendments Nere closely connected and the.t a comprehensive 
solution was necessary. 

This solution \vns found in a new <iraft of article 5. 
Proposed in the name of the four Sponsoring Powers, and-of 
France and Australia, by the repr•esentati ve of Fre.nce, this 
text we.s unanimously approved by the Committee which 
considered that it contdned an exact statement of the 
amendments presented and of the observLtions formulated 
during the discussion. The text of the new paragraph 5 is 
as follows: 

New ~)aragrnph_ §. 11 5. In order thct all the members of the 
organization may contribute to the maintenance of international 
peace and security, they should undertcke to make available to 
the security council, on his call and in accordance with a 
special agreement or L".t;reements, e..rmed forces, assistance ~ 
fncili ties ~ include the right of pasSELge necessary for 
the purpose of :Ja1nto . .i.ning the international peace and . 
security. Such agreement or agreements should govern the 
numbers and types of forces, their degree of nreparation and 
~ ~ where they will normally be stctioned, and the 
nature of the aid to be furnished. The agreement or agree­
ments should be negotiated as soon as possible £g ~ 
1n1t1at1ve ot the Security Council and shall be concluded 
between the-security douncir-8n~~cmbers,-or between the 
Security-council and groups of MeiDbers. ~ these agreements 
should ~ subject to ratification ~ the signatory States 1g 
accordance ~ their ~titutionai procedure. 

Contents of the Special~~· One' of the criticisms 
made of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals was its lack of nrecision 
concerning the tenure of the special ~greemen~ In this 
regard, the new~xt proviues some interesting precise 
explanations. 
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Taking into consideration the desire expressed by 
Frc.nce, it points out, primarily, that aruong the 11 facilities" 
to be furnished by the oember States, the right 2£ pass~e 
is specifically expressed. The Committee is agreed on ~is 
point by the precedent furnished it by the Covenant of the 
League of Nations. * 

The new text of paragraph 6 specifies, on the other 
hand, that the special agreements should fix the degree £1. 
preparation of the forces ~ ~he ~ where they will 
normally be stationed. It also covers the amenwaents 
introduoen-by France to paragraphs 5 and 6 concerning the 
delay of intervention and the zones or occupation of the 
military contingents. 

Agreements Concluded with the Council. One other very 
serious criticism made of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals by 
the delegations of Australia tmd New Zealand related to 
the excessive latitude allowed the member States as regards 
the settlement of special agreements. The obligation imposed 
upon them was not specific, the consent of the Security 
Council was presented as a simple formality, to such an 
extent the.t one might ask 1f, in reality, such agreements 
would ever be settled and if they would fulfil their 
objective. 

The new text of paragraph 5 remedies these de:rects in­
asmuch as it provides: 

in the first place, that the special agreements will be 
concluded on the initiative of the Council• The latter may, 
should the-occasion arise, counteract any dilatory action on 
the part of a member not anxious to conclude a special agree-
ment. · 

in the second place, that the special agreements shall be 
concluded between the Security Council ~members ~groups 
£f members. Inasmuch as, the Council, as such, will be a 
party in all cases to the special agreenents, it nay demand 
that the agreeoents be formulated in such·a nanner that they 
effectively fulfil the aims stipulated tor then in the 
Charter. 

This in no way excludes the possibility of the conclu­
sion of special agreements to which several members would 
be parties. Mention is made, 1n f~ct, in the new text of 
11 groups of members" which r.1ay be nutually bound by special 
agreements but on the express condition that the Council 
itself be included among the Signe.tories and that it would 
not be sat1_stied w1 th nerely giving 1 ts approval. 
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The progress made on the text of paragraph 5 was 

considered so satisfactory that it permitted the ununinous 
a~option without ffiOQ1fication of pare~raphs 6 and ? of the 
Dumb2rton Oaks Proposals. 

Air Force Contingents. In the light of the explanations 
furnished on the subject by paragraph 5~ 1 t becomes O.P!)O.rent 
that the mention in paragraph 6 ot n~tional air force 
contingents to be held 1mmet:.l.ately availe.ble to the 
Organization could not in any way be considered us restrictive. 
The nention in paragraph 5 ot the "number, type, degree of 
preparation and general disposition ••• 11 covers~ in rec.li ty, 
military contingents in their .:lnt1rety, and the1•e is 
absolutely no question ot limiting them to the air force 
contingents. If air force contingents were mentioned in 
paragraph 6, it is solely tor the purpose of sup~lementary 
precision, without the general scope of article 5 being in 
any way restricted. 

Under these cond.i tiona Australia an(~. France~ t&king 
into account these explB.na.tions. have '·ri thC',rawn the anendments 
which·they had presented in regard to the use of "mixed 
contine;ents 11 or of 11 Fore.es of all arms. 11 

Paragraph ?. A worthy desire tor precision, on the other 
hand, led the delegation of Chile to ask that it be 1nc1cated 
in paragraph ? that member!.l of the Orgt:.nization, in the 
applicc..tion of military measures, shoulcl act in acco;r:danc.e 
with the judgement of the Security Council and. accorcanc to 
tho ?f1F8ements mentiOnecr-in paragraph &· T~explunations­
ofi'ered during the discussion of the ne1..,. paragraph 5 ;;~m~ the 
fact that an appurent 4efinition concerning military meusures 
might be interprete~ as relieving the member states of their 
obli6at ions, in the.t which concerns <liploot\tic, economic or 
other r.1ee.sures, lee~ the c~elef;Etion of Chile to withd,raw the 
pro9oseC aoendment. 

articles 6, 7 cmd 8 -the latter servin£:, only us an intro­
d.uotion to :paragraph 9- h!.we therefore been u(,optec~. unc.nimously. 

Mill tary Staff Cor:tr.1i ttee: Article 9 of the Dumbe.rton Onks 
Proposcds concerning the Hilito.ry Staff CoJ:uJittee, 'll'hlch is 
to advise and help the Security Council as regards its r:tilitary 
needs with a view to maintaining peace nnd security~ gQve rise 
to an interesting debate, 

The cor.1mittee unanimously provided, ~aore particularly, 
that the Military Staff Coomittee shoulc". hnve power to set up 
regional sub-cor:m1 ttees of the Military Ste.ff Comn1 ttee ~ the 
authorization of' the SecUF1~Counc1l. Referring to the dec1--- --- ------~ --------
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s1ons adopted by another Committee of the Conference concerning 
regional arrangements, the Committee, in adnition, agreed 
the.t such regional sub-committees could only be set up after 
consultation ~ the regional agenc~ concerned. 

*.As regards the actual composttion of the Military Staff 
Committee, after having considered various proposals to increase 
the number of states eligible fo~ representation, the Committee 
recognized the need for the Committee to be limlted to a 
small number of representatives ns suggested in the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposc.l$." The explam~tions given both as regr.rds 
consultation between the International Committee und the 
national Military Staff of any country culled upon to provide 
armed :forces, and as regc.rds the role of techniccl counsel 

, rather than that of military oommt.md assigned to the Interna­
tional Hilit~Stuff Committee, were deemed sr.tisfnctory by 
the Committee. 

The Committee ';herefore unanimously adopted pcr.!.'.graph 9 
with the additions I have just mentioned. 

The Delegate of the Netherlands furthermore requested 
that this report should mention the explanation given by the 
Delegate of Great Britain to the effect thnt in his opinion 
the Military Staff Committee should reply to any written or 
verbal questions raised by members of the Orgnniu-1.tir·1 '!.lrhich 
are not represented on this Committee. 

Economic Problems of Enforcement Action: In conclusion, 
having heard various explnnations on the subject of mutusl 
assistance as between Stc.tes for applyinF the measures 
determined by the Security Council and duly noting u certain 
legitimate concern that the expenses of enforcement action 
carried out against a guilty State should fall upon that 
State, the Committee was satisfied by the provisions of 
Article 11. A desire was moreover expressed that the Organ­
ization should, in the future, seek to promote a system 
aiming at the fairest possible distribution of expenses 
involved by enforcement action. 

Having duly noted the exple.nations and sugr:~estions (;iven, 
the Committee unanimously adopted ~rtioles 10 end 11 of the 
Dumbc.rton Ov.ks Proposals without change.* 

*cCorrigenda see p.477, 478J 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Mesures Coercitives. 

RBSTRICTED 
DOC. 788 (French)* 
III/3/42 
June 5,1945. 

Security Council 

TEXT8 PROVISOIRE DU RAPPORT DE M. PAUL BONCOUR, 
__ RAPPORTEUR, SUR LE CHAPITRE VIII, SECTION B. 

" ' . Le Comite III de la TroiRieme Commission a 
, 

re9u pour mission de prouos~r una redaction des dispositions 

comprises dans le textfl C..e Dumburton Oaks :oar le Che."91 tre 

VIII, .. Sectlon B, et nar le Chapitre XII. 

Ces disp~sitions ont et~ soumises a ses deli­

berations dans les seances qui se sont tenues a partir du 

4 mai sous la urtsidence de M. Cmnilo Ponce Enriquez,Ministre 

des Affaires Etrangercs de 1 1 Equateur, auqu~l je suis heur~ux 

de rendre ici 1 1homma.ge qui est du a J.a ferm8 direction 
I f ' , qu il a irnprimee a ses debnts. 

' , Au cours de seA pr8mieres seances, devant la 
, ' A # mul tiplici te des amendem~·ntR se rap'9o:r'tc-nt u unc mE.Jme idee, 

, , , , 
exprimee d~ns de~ alineas :oarfois differents, l0 Comitc a 

decide d 1 ~tud1er les divers amendements dnns l'ordre metho­

dique que j 1avais uropos~ pour leur classement dans mon 

rapport preliminaire. 

C1est dono dans 1 1 ordre n.insi ~none·~ quc­

j1exn.m1nera1 lea delib~rations dont ils ont fait l'objet. 
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I - ROLE DU CONSEIL ~ S~CURITE. 

, 
t;)ro:roses ~.r -les cU verses puissances se rap-

")Ortn1 t a 1!1. !)rO·Cedure urevue c1.c.ns la Section 

B du Chtro1 tre VIII ,,.,ur la d.eterminat1on de 

1 1 ex1stence de ~enaces ala ~aix ou d 1 nctes 

d'agres~ion et Dll role du Coneeil de Securite 
. , 

n~nA cette urocedure. 

457 

Une ~iecussion ~~nerale s 1 est d 1abord 

engagee sur 1.:::-. 'ironos1t1on Cle doubler.l'a.ction 
, ... 

o.u Conseil de. Securi te .2.S!: ~ inJ;e-·vention de 

1' Assembles c1.ans lee decisions rP-lc..ti ves aux 

mesuree coercitives ou de ·orevoir let '1art1c1-

~int1on ~ate QQ.,n meMbres dt! Conseil aux 

d~cisions relttives a ces mesures. 

La ~ilu:"art des Puissances qui ant ex·•rime 

leur ~oint de vue sur ces deux vro~ositions ont 
J 

snuligne d 1 abord que le Conseil n 1agit en soro~e 

que !).sr <.'!.elege.tion o.e 1 1 Assemblee; o' est 

incontestablement en elle que resident orig1-

nellement tous lee 'l')flu:voil's de 1 10rganisation 

Internat1onale et, de ce fa1t 1 11 faut fa1re 

oonf1ance au Conseil de Seourite qui, le 

droit de veto Mia a part, n'exprimera en fin 

~~ ~n~tP ~ue les tendanoes de l 1Aesemblee. 

- 2-
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Elles ont affirrne ensuite que 1 1 aypl1-

cation des Mesures COercitives, pour etre 

efficace, dolt avant tout etre rapidel elles 

ont en general reconnu qu 111 est impossible 

d 1 1Mag1ner une intervention ra~ide et efficace 

s1 la decision du Conseil dolt etre soum1se a 
, . 

une ratif1o!.,t1on de l 1Assemblee ou si lea 

Mesures ap~-,liquees nA.r le Conseil sont susoep­

t1bles de revision par 1 1Assemblee. 

Dans ces conditions, le Conite s'est 
, 

prononce forrnellement Dar ulusieurs votes con-

tre 1 1 intervention de l 1Assemblee dans cette 

'Jrocedure. 

Neanmoins, retenant l'idee exyrimee 
, 

par un amendement canac1ien, 11 a charge le 

sous-comite de trouver une formule d'entente 
' , ' ~ qui puisse a la fois repondre a la preoccuya-

tion de ne pas affaiblir l 1 action du Conseil 
, ; ' de Seourite ni retarder son intervention et a 

celle d 1 assoc1er lee Etats non.reuresentes au 

Conse11 aux decisions concernant 1' utilisc:•,tion 

des forces qu 1 ils mettent a la disposition de 

1 10rganisation. 
, , 

Dans sa seance du 2 juin, le Comite a 
, 

ap11rouve le texte suivant d'un no~veau para-

graphe a ineerer entre lee ~aragraphes 5 et 6 

3-
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0e la Section B du Cha~itre VIII: 

11 Lorsque le Conse11 de Securite aura decide 
d'avoir recours ala force et avant de faire 
au,.,el a un nembre non reijresente au Conseil 
0iavo1r a fournir des fOrCJS armees en execution 
de ,s~s obligc.tions en vertu des 'Jaragra'l)hes 
yrecedents, 11 devra inviter le membr~ en q~es­
tion, si oe dernier en man1feste le des1r, a , 
egvoyer un reuresentant qyi nregdra ,;>art aux 
decisions du Conseil de Secur1te concernant 
l~util1sat1on des contingents de ses forces ar­
mees11. 

Ce uaragra'Phe sup'Plementaire t1ent comyte du 

souci tres fortement expri:.1e 1), r de nombreuses 

' J;>Uissances de n 1 avoir pas a mettre des contingents 

militaires a la clis'I)OSi tion clu Conseil sans avoir 

prealablement o.onne leur consentement. Desormais 

chaque Etat membre non re:Jresente au Conseil 

'9ourra urendre part, avec le droit cle vote,aux 

deliberations du Conseil lorsqu 1 il s'agira de 

1 I utilise.tion de ses forces armees. Pour repren-
, ~ , 

ctre une exnression heurevse de H.le Deleg;·ue cl.es 

Pays-Bas, le 'Principe 11 pas d 1 action militaire 

.§..Elll.§. re,Jr'esentation 11 a ete acceptee :;>ar le Comi te. 

Ce"cte decision est de nature $. a:oaiser, dane 

une large mesure, la orainte qu'avaient manifes­

tee les uUiSSt.nces mo~rennes et petiteS d I avoir a 
donner carte blanche au Conseil, dans le doma1ne 

'Jarticulierement grave Cl.e 1 1utilisat1on de leurs 

forces militaires en dehors des frontieres 

nationalee. 

- 4-
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Il n 1 eet pas apparu possible -d'etendre la 

notion d 1une representation ocoasionnelle au 

' Conse11, au cas ou oelui-oi ne discute ~ae 

seulem~nt de l 1 ut111$ation des forces armeee 

mais bien~~ fao111tes et de 1 1 a1de fourniee 

par un Etut non membre du Conse11. Il a ete 

reoonnu, en effet, que 1 1 adopt1on d'une telle 
, , 

formule risquerait d'accroitre exagerement le 

nombre des membree du Conseil et nuirait a la 
, , 

rapidite de sea ~ec1s1ons. 

Le souo1 de ten1r compte des justes remar-
, ' , , 

ques formulees a ee sujet p~r la Delegation 

egyptienne a d 1a1lleurs conduit le Comite a 
ap"'lrouver les explications fourn1es par les 

Delegations o.e la Grande-Bretagne, de l'U.R.s.s. 

et c'l.e la Grece. 
, , 

Il a ete reoonnu, en effet, qJe 

la question "a.t.s tao1l1t~s 6t de l'af'l81Rtc.noe 11 

etait en ~remier lieu couverte pur lee accords 

spec1aux prevue au paragruuhe 5, de la Section B 

du Cha,:>1 tre VIII. L I article 9 de oe meme 

chapitre prevoit, d 1autre part, qu'un Etat non 

re~resente au Co~1te d'Etat-Major devra1t etre 

1nv1t~ a S 1 USAOC1e~ a celu1-c1, en CaS de besoin, 

Entin, lea articles 4 et 5 de la Section B du 

Chapi tre VI envisagent formellement la ,:>artic1-

pat1on aux discussions du Conse11 de tout membre 

- 5-
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de 1 1 0rgenisction dent lea interets se trquvent 

' , ' 11art1culierement affectes ou qui est ,?artie a 
, , 

un differend exem1ne par le Conseil. 

Un certain ncmbre d' amendements se rCl.p,,nrtant 

aux alineas I et 2 avaient pour but de liniter 

la tr~e g1-ande libert{ d. t al_J,?r~c1ation qui 1 cLc.ns 

le prnjet C!.e Pumbarton Oaks) est li1ssee au 

Conseil rynur son intervention. 

Certains de ces amendements tendaient a 
preciser l 1 obl1gation pour le Conseil de se con­

former aux buts et princiDes d.e 1 1 Organis~.tion ou 

au texte de la Charte. Le Comite a, en defin1-
, , . , 

tive, considere que·~uisque _cee precis~ons 

eta1ent deja 1nscr1tes c.ans le Cha'Jitre VI de­

f1n1ssc~t les ryouvo1rs du Conse1l, 11 etait 

inutile d 1 en faire une mention sP,eoiale dans le 
, 

~resent Qhavitre. 
' " , , , 

Le·Comite ~ egalement ecarte une ~ro~osition 

' qui tendn1t a rendre obligatoire ~our le Conseil 

1 1 a1de a toute ~artie se soumettant a un r~gle­

·ment jud1c1a1re, estimant que c1 eta1t trop 

11m1 teJ? le' pouvoir d 1 ll"?',reciat1on, d.u· Conseil ~t 

qu 11l pouvait y avoir des das ou la ryartie 

refu&tmt de 86 SOumettre a Un reglement jUdiOiAi 1'A 

n' etait nas nece"sse.irement en faute. 

-6-
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Un debat plus prolonge s'est deroule dans 

le Comite au sujet de 1 11nsert1on eventuelle 

dans l'alinea 2 de la Section B du Chap1tre VIII 

d 1une definition ~ l'agression. 

ne·s cunendements presentee a ce sujet, qui 

rappe~aient lee det1n1t1ons 1nscr1tes dane un 

certain nombre de. traites conelus avant cette· 
, , 

guerre, ne pretenda1ent d 1 a.1lleurs pas preciser 

toue les cas d 1agress1on, ma1s seulement ,roposel 

une 11ste d'eventual1tes dans lesquelles l'inter~ 

venti.on du Conseil sera.1t automo.t1que, tout en 

laiss~~t au Conse1l le pouvoir de determiner lea 

autres.eas dane lesquels 11 devrait egalement 

1ntervenir. 

Bien que oette proposition ait eve1ll' de 

nombreuses sym-pathies; 11 est ap;1aru neanmofns 

qu'une definition prealable de l'aBTession de­

passa1t lee ~ossibilites de cette Conference et 

le but <i.e la Charta. *t.es ··1rogr~s de la techni­

que moderne de laguerre rendent d'autant 'lus 

diff1c1le la definition des cas lee.ylus simples 

d 1 agress1on. La liete de ees cas devan~ $tre 
, ' ' forcement i'ncomplete, on a fait remarquer que 

' le Conse11 aura1t tendanoe·a tenir un moine gran( 

com-pte des aotea qui nty f1gurera1ent pas: oes 

-7-
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omissions encouragera1ent l'agresseur a tnurner 

la definition ou r1squera1ent de retar4er l'inter­

vention du Oonseil. Dans d1 autree cas, au oon­

traire, una intervention automatique du Oonseil 

pourra1t en·.;ra!ner une a1)plicc..tion prematuree des 

mesures coercitives. 

Le Oom1te a ~one decide de e'en tenir au tex-
~ , .. 

te re<"ige a Dum barton Oaks et de la1 seer au 

C9nseil l'entiere appreciation de oe qui oonsti-
' .. tue une menace a la ?aix, une atte1nte a la ,a1x, 

ou un acte d 1 agresa1on. 

Un amendement ayant p~ur obJet d 11nv1ter le 

Oonseil a recourir eventuellement a des meaures 

conaerv.t~.to1res avant 11 ap'l_:)lioati.on des meeures 

coercitives et un·autre amendement tendant A 
, . .. 

preci~er lee mesures ooercitives ~ ~rendre ont 
I 

·ta1t ressortir l'impreciaion du terme 1mesuree" 
, , 

employe aux deux ~ineas l et 2 de la Section B, 

VIII du ~ojet de Dumbarton Oaks. Dee explioa-
. , . , ~ # 

tiona ont egalement ete dernandeea sur le sene 

donne au mot •recommandat1ons• ~ana ce texte • 

. Un sous ... com1te de redaot1on al ete chart;e de 

-or09oaer une::rerorite de oea textes en tenant com:p-
,. # 

te· dee d1vere amendement.s presentee. 



, , 
Le ,.,rojet de reda.oti()n ,,ro-,ose "?ar oe sous-

comite s 1 est efforce de distin~~er dans 1 1a11nea 

1· les cas de' menaces a la 1Ja1x, dans lesquels le 

Oonse11 de Securite aurai t la latitude c.i. 1 a:''?re­

cier s 1il devai t ou non a.;:>~.,liquer le s me sure's 

coerc1t1vee, et dana l 1 a11nea 2 les cas ou le 
' , ' Consei1 1 ayant constate 1 1 atteinte a 1a paix au 

1 1 acte d 1 agress1on, Ci.evra1 t ob1igato1rem ent 
, 

dPcider 1 1 ap'Olication Cl.es mesures ooerci tives L 
, , 

Le Comite a estime 8Ue cette distinction, qui 

S.Vc.i t 1e rneri te O.e 1a Clart~ I r1 SqUS.i t de ne 'OS.S 
~ , 

laisser au ~onsei1 la meme gaw~e d 1 a~Dreciat1ons 

; ' que le texte uronose a Dumbarton Oaks. Une 

distinction tro'O ~1g1de e•tre les menaces a la 

Paix et lee atteintes a 1a Paix ou actes d'agres­

sion lui a paru en contra01ct1on avec 1a de~1eion 

anterieure d 1 ecarter une definition de 1 1agres­

sion et avec 1 1 es~rit general de la. Charte. 

Dans ces conditions, une motion, qui 
.. 

e'inepirait plus fide1emept du texte original ·a. 
, , , , 
ete de~osee par la Chin~. Cette motion, qui 

su-p:r>rime 1e ,,rem1er alinea de Dumbarton Oaks et 

fait de 1'amendement relatif aux mesures ~rov1~ 
, 

soiree un nouvel alinea. 2 ee lit Ci.e la ta9on . 

suivantet 

- 9-
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1,- 11 Le Conse11 de s~cur1te devrait 'deter­

miner s 1 11 y a danger ~our la pa1x, ru~ture de la 
paix, ou acte dtagre,s1on1 et devrait fa1re des 
re9ommandat1one ou decider lesquellee d9e mesures 
prevues aux ··">~ra.graphes ~ et 4 Cl.e la :oresente 
S~ot1on eont a.~rendre e9 vue ~e ma1nten1r ou de 
retablir la ~aix et la seourite. 

~ 2.- Avent de fa+re les recornmandat1ons ou de 
decider~d.es mesuree a 'r.>rendre EJn vue~de ma1nter;1r 
ou de retabl1r la ?aix et la seourite, oontorme­
ment,aux d~s~os1t1ons d.u paragranhe 1, 1~ Con~e11 
c.e Seourite ueut inviter lee ,.,arties interessees 
~ se c9ntormer aux rne9ures ,roviso1res qu'il est1me 
etre neoessaires ou c'l.es1rables en vue d ~ emnecher 
une ag~ravation de la situation~ Ces mesures­
~roviso1res ne ~ortero~t uas 'rejud1oe aux droita, 
aux ,revel)d1oat1ons ou {'- , la poe1 t1on des <)e.rt1es 
1nteressees. Au oas ou lee Etats n 1 ap~l1que~aient 
pas,ces mesure! ,rov1soirest le Conse~l de Secu-
r1 te tiendra dument compte cte oette defai1lance 11 • 

te·nouvel al1nea 1, qui re'r.)rodu1t en fait 

les dispositions de l 1 anc1en a11nea 2 de Dumbarton 

Oaks, laisse au Cnneeil 0e Securit~ le soin de 
~ ' . 

1eterm1ner s '11 y a danger ~:~our la -oaix, rupture de 

la ~aix ou adte d'agr.eseion. Suiv~t le degre de 

1'1ntraot1on oonstatee, 1e Conee11 de Seourite 

devra• 

soit ta1~e des reoommandat!ons, 

" ' so1 t decider lesquelles des mesuree ooer.oi-
, . ' ~ 

tivee prevues dane oe Cha"O!tre do!vent etre 
# appliquee a, 

eo1t mame au prealable inviter lee ~art1es 
' ' I ' a se ~ontormer a des_meeures conservatoires 

(alinea 2). 
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Il serait neanmoins contraire a ltopinion 

generalement exprimee a l'interieur c'lu Comite 

d 1 imag1ner que la ~lus grande ~atitude ainsi leis­

see au C~nseil do1ve retarder son action ou 

diminuer son effioacite. 

C1 est ce qu 1 a. tenu a souligner N.le Senateur 

Rolin, representant de la Belgique, en retirant 

au-nom du sous-com1te de redaction le Jrojet 

~roryos~ par ce soue-comite~ Il a ete entendu a 
' , , 

sa dems.nde que le nouvee.u texte presents devai t 
A - ' ., # , 

etr,e. 1n.te!'-prete dans le cadre <lee observations 

suivantes dont,l 1 1necri~tion au ra~port a ete 
, , 

unanimement ap·,rouvee nar le Com1te., 

1.- 8 En utilisant dans ~a,Section B le mot 
"reco~andatinns 11 , qui. est d.eja irs:n;it dans 
l'alinca 5 de la Section Ale Comite a entendu 
itldiquer que 1 1 action du, Crmseil1 dans la mesure 
ou e~le se ra~;-'orte au reglement pacifiC}ue du 
~ifferend ou de la situation ayant donne naissance 
ala menace de guerr~, la ruptu~e,de la.-pa.i~ o~ 
1 1a.greee1on devrait etre consineree comme reglee 
?ar las disp~sitions de la Section A. Dans une 
~elle,h~Jothese. le Conse11 ?oursuivrait en 

real1 te simul tanement deux a~tions <Ustinotefj 1 
1 1 une ayant·pour o9jet le reglement du ,differend 
ou de la ditt+culte, 1 1 autre les mesure~ coerci­
tivea ou ~rovisoires, ohacune d 1elles reg1¥ par, 
une fiect1on propre du Cha.:?i tre VIII .. 

~.- "Dans 1 1 esnrl t du Comi t_e 1 la tac;ul t~ 
la1ssee au Conseil nar le texte des alineas 1 et 
2 

- , 
, de ,ne pas. recour1r aux P.lesures ::)revues, aux. · 
alfn~ae-3 et 4 o~ de n'y recour1r qu 1 apr~s avoir 
tent~ de maintenir ou,de. ramener la paix, en 
1nY1tant les narties a coneentir" certaines mesures 
copeervatoiz:_ee · se ra-pnortant avant- ~out ,'a 1 1hy'?o­
thee.e de la menace· de guerre. Le Oomi te est . 
unariim& a nenser qu'au contr~~~e, 'dans le cas 

- 11. 
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d'agression flagrante mettant en neril l'existence 
o'un membre de l.tOrganis~:.tion, les mesures coer­
cit1ves devront etre nrises sans aucun retard 
avec toute l'amnleur,requise par les 9irconstan­
ces sauf au Conseil a tenter simultanement 
Cl. 1 amener 1 1 agress~ur a renoncer a son entreprise, 
;.>&.r les moyens prevue dans la Section A et ~:>ar 
la prescription de ~eeuree conservatoires." 

C' est :lpres le rap:oel cle ces observa.tions 

qu~ le Comite a definitivement donne son ap)roba­

tion au nouveau texte par ~5 voix' contre l. 

II - HEOANISNE DES HESURES COERC!TIVES .. 

Une neuxieme categorie d' arnendements '1ro-
, 

-oosee par di ve:rses nuissances se ra,:>,Jortai t au 

mecanisme mem~ d 1 arynlication des mesures coer-

c1tives. 

Apres un eche.nge de vue~ concernant les 
' , mesures financieres et la compat1b1lite d 1 obl1ga-

t1ons resultant du :oaragra-,Jhe 3 de la Section B 

avec d 1 autres obligations decoulant d.es traites, 

le Com1 te a ac'l.o~:>te le paragraphe 3 de la section 

B du Cha;.>itre VIII des -oro~os1t1ons de Dumbarton 

Oaks. 

D'autre part, un amendement ryresente par la 
, , ... 

Delegation Norveglenne et qui tPnda1t a inclure 

parmi ,lee mesures coerci tives a la disposition 

du Conse11 de Secur1te n~ urise ~ charge par 

1ft Cons~il, au nom de l 1 0rgan1sat1on, de 

- 12 -
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1 1adr11nistra.tion de tout -territoire qui ne yeut, 

sans dange:-:> :')OUr la uaix 1 continuer 0 1 etre ac'lni-

nistre uar 1 1 Etat c.ont 11 deuend" - I a e~t:, ti , _ ~ re re, 

a~res qu 1 11 eut ete indique qu'une telle referen~ 
' , ' A ce a une procedure p~ticuliere pourrait etre 

, , ' interpretee comme lirnit~tive et de nature a 

res:reindre le cham~ d 1 Rp,lication ~es mesures 

~ la disuos1t1on du Conseil. 

Passant alors a 1 1 ex[U'I1en c'tes rnesures d I execution 
' . , , ' de caractere silitcire, le Gomite a aooute ~ 

l_'_un<:tnini te le texte d':.l ·1e.ragravhe ,1 du Proj et 

ce Durr1barton Oaks qui donne au Conseil le -')au­

voir, lorsque lee mesures diplomatiques, econorni-
, , 

ques ou autrPs ont echoue 1 d 1 entre·orend.re telles 

O;Jerations aeriennes 1 nave,les OU autres qui POUr­

raient etre necessaires au maintien ou au reta­

blissemf'nt de la ryaix et de la securite inter-

nationales.* 

Le nrinci~e ~es nesures co~rcitives d'ordre 

rnilitaire etant ainsi acquis, le Comite en est 

VenU a ~- exarnen deS ffiOdali teS d I a'?vlication de 

~ mesures. 

Il me sera :perrnis de rap )eler que les· 

1?ropos1 tions de Dumbarton- Oaks o'nt· nrevu que la 

- 13 ... 
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force internationale mise a la n1sryosit1on du 

Cons ail de Securi t~ prenC!.rai t la forme de £Qll.tin-
,.. ' I e;ents nat1onaux mis en oeuvre grace a 1 1n.terven-

t1on et eous le oontrole d 1un Etat-Major interna­

tional. D' aut.re part, des accords sneoiaux se­

raient onnclus en vue de ,rtciser le nombre, la 

natur.e et lee moCl.ali tes d 1 emplo1 de ces contingents 

nationaux. Enf1n, des contingents aeriens 

na ti,~naux devraient et.,.,e tenus .en 1iermanence a 
la ~1s1ios1tion de ltOrganisat1on. 

Nnus avinns class~ en deux cat~gories .lee 
.. 

amennemvnts relatifs a cette partie du texte de 

Durnbarton Oaks, en d1stinguant: 

-d'une ~art ceux qui concernaient 1 10rganisa­

.ll.Qn .R! ]& com-oosi tion de contingents ne.tionaux; 
~ , 

-d 'autre nart CAUX qui se referaient aux 

accords s1ieciaux. 
, , 

En real1te, 11 est ar.maru rapidement que tous 

ces amendements etaient int1mernent lies et qu 1une 

solution d'ensemble s 1 im1iosa1t. 

c·ette solution a et~ trouv~e dans une !}Q.Y_-

vella r~dact1on ~ l'article ~. 
, 

Pro!;>ose au nom 

~es quatre ryuissances inv1tantes, de la France et 

de l 1Austral1e, par le reryresentant Qe la France, 
,. . ., , ' , 

ce texte a ete ap~'):0uve a 1 1 unan1m1 te par le, 

Comite qui a juge qu'11 tena1t un compte exact 
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Nouveau 
Paragraphe 5. 

, , i des emendements uresentes et des observat one 

for~ulees au cours de la discussion. Voici le texte 

du nouveau '9e.ragranhe 51 

"5. A.fin que tous les membres de 1 1 0rganisa­
tion puissent contribuer au maintien de la paix et 
de la securite internationales, chacun d~s membres 
de l'Organisation devrait s'engager a mettre a la 
disposition du Conseil de Securite, a la demande 
de celui-ci et con.formement a l'accord special ou 
aux accords speciaux, les .forces armees, l'assis­
tance et ~ .facilites x compris le droit de 
passage necessaires au maintien de la paix et de 
la securite internationales. Cet accord ou ces 
accords devralent .f:txer le nombre et le type des 
.forces, leur degre de preparation et leur emElace­
ment gen~, et la nature de l'aide a .fournir. 
Un tel ou de tels accords devraient etre negocies 
aussitSt que possible sur l'initiative du Conseil 
de Securite et conclus-elltre le Conseil~e S~curi­
t? et les Etats-Membres ou entre le Consell de 
'SecuritT-et des groupes Cf'Etats-Membres. Tous ~ 
accords seraient soumis a la rati.fication des 
Etats signataires suivant leur procedure constitu-
tionnelle". --

L' une c'les cr1tlques fc.i t<:S au texte de Contenu des 
Ace~ SDeciaux. 

- DuMbartnn Oaks et:1i t s()n 1r·?r-~c1s1rm en ce qui con-

3594 

cerne lv. ten<'ur: rtr:s c.ccorrls ~pPcinux. A cet 

~gr•.rd, -: .. 8 nnuveo.u text A c.p,;nrte c'les ryrec1s1nns 

1nteressnntes. 

Tenant comnte <'lu (~.?sir rxnrine par la France, 

11 1 ~ t~ut ~• b ~ 1 les n.rac111t~s" n. tiqUP., " ,, c. or\'·, qut> 'lL\rl'l 

' , a fnurn"ir :0<'-r lee Eto.t8-~!eMbrP.s, figure ex:Jresse-
, , 

Ment le drnit ~ nnssage. Le Comite s'est cnnforme 

AUr ce ,,,..,1nt au nr~cf.~ent qur. lui fr,urnissai t le 

- 15 ... 



Accorc'ts crmclus 
~ le C~i. 

3594 

Pucte ~e ln Soci,t6 ~es Nations. * 
471 

, 
Le nnuveuu texte du i')D.!'L:gro..::>he 5 !?reo1ee, 

, 
d 1 uutr8 part, que lee nccor1s sDeciaux ~evront 

fixer le negre D.e ':lr0 rc.tinn et 1 1 em·"'llo.cement 
, , 

gPnern.l f!.es forcel'!. Il oouvre ains1 les amende-

mente 1ntrndu1 ts :;nr lo. France• c..ux ~"'luragrul?hes 5 

et 6 onnoernant le nclui n 1 intervent1nn et lee 

zones ne st~tionnement des contingents mil1tu1res, 

' Une autre critique tres gTuve fuite uu texte 

c=te Dumbr.rtnn Ot'.ks pr.r les c=teleg::-.tinns Cl.e 1 1 Aus­

trC\.lie at <'I.e la NI')UV€:lle Zelanne vi suit lfl: trop 
; . 

grc..nc'te l~t1tur.e l~~ssee ~ Et~ts-Membres en ce 

qui .Cflncerne lc.. conclusirm nee uconrn.s Si"'lecio.ux. 

L' 0bligD.ti0n qui leur ct2..1 t il"'l'los~e ~tui t iml?re­

cis<' I 1 1 .:'1.1Yirnbat1on du c ··ns-'il cle Securi te eta! t 

nresentee Cfll"lMB une Si!'1l'·ll€ fnmo.li tc 1 a tel 110int 

qu 1 1"ln :')•~UVl..\1 t 88 demetnn.er Si 1 Veri tablement I de 

tela accorf!.s 8er::-.1ent Jonnis cr:nclus et s 11ls 

rem,')lir~ent leur nbjc 

Le nnuveuu texte du '"'l:Tngrc:-,he 5 re!!!eclie u 

ces d~fnuts '1Uisqu 1 11 n:revoi t: 

-en '"~reMier lieu que les accnrds S'"'lfciuux 

ser0nt cnnclus ~ur 1 1 1nit1at1ve 0u Cnnseil Celui---- -- . , , 
ci '"lnurrn c.insi s'n'"'l·-,nser, le co.s eoheo.nt, oux 

~rnc!c=t~s ~'~il~tnlres cl'un Etat nel"'!bre ~eu 

enthousil:'.ste ·wur cnnclure un accnrf!. S1)eoio.l; 

*cCorrigendum vo~r p.479l - 16-



Cnntingenta 
Aer·1ens 

3594 

' , -en ~euxieme lieu que lee aoonrds speo1QUX 

sernnt onnolus entre!£ c~nseil 2! S~ourite ~ ~ 
Etats mernbres .QY grnu'1ee ,n. t Etats ne!'lbres, Puis-

que, nnns tnus les c~s, le Cnnseil sera ~artie, 

en to.nt que tel, D.ux aoonrr'l.s s,eoinux, il ~..,r,urra. 

exiger que ces aoo~rns scient fnrrnules r'l.e telle 

sorte qu 1 1ls rel"1'"111ssent effeot1vet~ent le but 

qui leur est fixe ~cr la Charta. 
, 

Cec1 n 1 exolut <'11 a1lleurs 11as la -.,ossib111 te de 
, 

la. o<'lnolusir>n d 1 aooords s11eciaux D.uxquels ~11us1eure 

Etats 1'!\eMbres sera1ent ,..,E~.rtie, Il 6 st, en effet, 

fQ1t mentinn nr~s le nouveau texte de "grnypes 

n1Etat menbreg" qui ~ourrnnt etre lies entre eux 

'Om" un a.ccnr,AI. S?eoinl mc.is h lD. cr"lnd1 t1on ex:/resse 

<'I.e taire figurer le Onnseil, lui o.ussi, au nombre 

~ a1g~ata1res et nnn ~as de se oontenter de sa 

simple D.J:)·..,rnbat1~"n. 

Lee '1rogres realises sur le texte du para­

grs,'!)he 5 ont ete jugee ei snt1sfaieants qu 11ls ont 

permis une ado~tion a 1 1 unan1~1te et sans mod1t1~ 

cation auoune, dee naragra11hes 6 et ? du texte de 

Dumbe.rtnn Oaks, 

A la lumiere des ex~l1cat1ons fourn1es a 
':>ropos nu paragra":>he ~~ 11 est ap!)aru en ettet,que 

l£1. 1'!\Pntinn B.U ~aragranhe 6 deS COntingentS B.er1en8 

- 17 -



Paragraphe 7. 

473 
' ' , nnt1onaux a tenir a la ~is~osition immediate de 

1 10rge.nisation ne :!OUVait en aucune man1ere etre 

consideree comme limitative. La mention au ~ara­

gr~'he 5 du •nombre, t~'e, degre de pre~aration 

et empl~oement •..... generc .. l des forces" couvre, 

en real1te, 1 1 ensemble des contingents militaires 
I 

et il n'est nullement question ne limiter ceux-ci 

a nes contingents aeriens. 81 nes contingents 

aerienS .. ont ete ment1onneS aU :rJ&.ragrD.:?he 6, C I est 
' , , uniquement a.titre ~e ~recision SUDVlementaire, 

sans que la ~ortee generale de .. l'article 5 en 

so1t, le moine nu monde, restreinte, 

Dans ces conditions, l'Austral1e et la 

France, ~renant acte ne ces ex~lications, ont 

retire lee amendements qu'elles avaient deposes 

en ce qui concerne 1 1 em]1lo1 c3.e n contingents 

mixtes" ou de ''forces de toutes a.rmes". 

Un desir de precision louable avait,d'autre 
, , ' 

~art, conduit la delegation au Chill a demander 

qu'11 aoit indique au paragranhe 7 que les mem­

bres de l 1 organisat1on, clans 1 1.a:9';>11cat1on des 

mesures m1l1taires, ag1raient selon l'apJrecia­

t1on dY. Coneea,l de securite et selon lee accords 
, 

mentionnee ~ ~r~anhe Q• Les ex,lications 

-18-
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2. comite 
d 1Etat-MaJor. 

3594 

donnees, lora de la discussion du nouve1 article 

5 et le fait qu'une semblable ?reoieion, en ce qui 

conoerne lee mesures militaires, aurait pu etre 
, , , 

interpretee oomme dechargeant lea Etats-membres 

de leurs obligations, en ce qui concerne lea 

mesures diplo~ntiques, economiques ou autres,ont 

conduit la delegation du Chili a retirer 1 1 amende-

ment en cause. 

Lee articles 6, 7 et 8 - ce dernier ne tai­

sant qu 11ntroduire le ,aragraryhe 9- ont done ete 
, ' , 

a~optes a l 1unanim1te. 

L'artiole 9 du nrojet de Dumbarton Oaks 
, , ' relatif au Cnmite d 1 Etat-~.jor destine a conseil-

' , , ler et a assister le Conseil de Secur1te, en ce 

qui concerne see besoins d•ordre m111ta1re, en vue 

du maintien de la ?aix et ae la securite, a donn~ 

lleu a une interessante discussion. 

Le Comi te a nntamment prevu, 1:>c.r un vote 

unanime, la nossib111te pour le Com1te d1Etat­

Major~ de creer, ~ 1 1 autorisat1on £.Y. Conseil 

~ Securit~,~ soue-Comites reg1onaux·d 1Etat-

M§!J or. 
, , , ' , 

Se referant aux decisions adoptees ~ar 

u~ autre Comite de la Conference, en oe Qli conoernE 

.lee arrangements regionaux. le Comite a, en outre, 

- 19-
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475 
admis que ces sous-comites regionaux d 1Etat-Major 

A I' ' ne uourraient etre institues qu'e~res consultation 
, , , 

des organisne,s regionaux interesses. 

Quant a la oomnosition meme du Comite d'Etat­

Major, le Comite, aures avoir ex~ine diverses 

~Jro;?ositions tendant a augmenter le nombre c'l.es 

Etats ac1.m1s a s 1 y faire rel?resenter, a reconnu la 

necessite ne conserver a ce Comite le o~ractere 
, * prevu dans le ;rojet de Dumbarton Oaks un organis-

~ ~ nombreux. Lea explications fournies -

tant en ce aui concerne la consultation certaine 

pe~ l'Etat-Major Internat1~nal de 1 1Etat Major 
, ' N.?.tional de tout ·oays appele a fournir des trou··;>es, 

qu'en ce qui concerne le role de conseil technique 

nltitot ,gua ~ CO!!'..me.ncl.ement 1 clevolu a l 1 Etat Major 
, , , 

International - ont ete jugees satisfaisantes ?Br 

le Comite. 

Celui-c1 a, en consequence, adopte a 1 1una­

nimi te le ,.,aragre:phe 9 avec les seules adjonctione 

que j 1 a1 signalees tout a l"heure. 
, , , , 

H.le Delegue c.es Pays-Bas a, en outre 1 <'lemande 
, , I que soi t mentiofinee au nr_esent ra,J~;>ort 1' explica!-

. , , , ·' t1on donnee T,)t?.r M.le Delegue d.e la Grande.-Bretagne 

selon 1aquelle,-e · son avis - le Comite d 1Etat-
, 

Kajor devrait rep,·mdre aux questions orales ou 
, 
~cr'1 tea que lui p~sere.ient le9 1l"emb,..es de 1 1 Oroge-

, , ' , nisation non representee a ce Comite. 

*cCorrigend'UIII voir p.479l 
- 20-
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0. Qout de 
L1Act1onCoe:r­
o1t1ve. -

Entin, apres avoir ecoute certaines ex­

~11cat1one au sujet de 1 1 aide mutuelle que do1vent 

se prate~ lee Etats ~ans l 1apryl1cation des meeures 
, , , , , 

decideee ~ar le Oonse11 de Securite, le Com1te a 

constat~ que le legitime souc1 de voir ~etomber 

sur 1 1Etat coupable les frais d'une action coer­

c1t1ve entreprise contra lui, eta1t sat1sfa1t par 

lee d1.sp~s1 tiona de 1 1 article '11·. Le voeu a ete 
, 
em1s, d 1autre ~art, que 1 1 organ1sat1on s 1 efforoe 

.., 
~e promouvoir, dans l 1 aven1r, un systeme tendant 
... , , 
a une renart1 tion auss1 egu1 table que nossible r..es 

trais ne 1 1 aot1on coerc1tive. 

Arant ,r1s aote des ex~l1cnt1ons et sugges­

tions a1ns1 formulees, le Comite a adopte a 
-· l'una.n1m1te et sans ·y apnorter·de modification 

lee articles 10 et 11 des ,.,roposit1ons de 

Dumbe.rton Oaks. * 

*cCorrigendua voir p.4?9~ 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 809 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/42 (1) (a) 
June 7, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

p. 4. 

p. 7. 

p. 9. 

p. 11. 

3823 

AMENDMENTS AND ADDITIONS TO THE PROVISIONAL TEXT 
OF THEREPORT ON CRAPTERVIII, SECTION r­

(Dox. 788, !II/3Z!?J 

3rd par., 4th line, replace the sentence by the fol­
lowing: "The progress of the technique of modern 
warfare renders very difficult the definition of all 
cases of aggression." 

After the paragraph beginning with "Passing ••• " in­
sert the following new paragraph: "One cannot over­
emphasize the importance of this unanimous vote, 
which renders sacred the obligation of all States 
to participate in the operations." 

6th line: Add: ",but with the determination not 
to permit the violating or disregarding of this 
important point of international obligation, as has 
occurred too often in the past." 

2nd par., which reads: "As regards the actual com­
position of the Military Staff Committee ••• 11 

should be changed to read as follows: "As regards 
the actual composition of the Military Staff Com­
·mittee, after ~ving considered various proposals 
to increase the number of States eligible for repre­
sentation, the Committee recognized the need for the 
Committee to be limi-ted. The Dumbarton Oaks Pro­
posals quite rightly intended an organ composed of 
a small number of representatives; strategic plans 
and a means of putting them into effect cannot be 
the result of discussions among too large a number 
of people responsible for them. The explanations 
given both as regards consultation between the Inter­
national Committee and the National Military Staff 
of any country called upon to provide armed forces, 
and as ·regards the role of technical counsel rather 

-1-
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~ that ££ military command nssigned to the Inter­
national Military Staff Committee, were deemed satis­
factory by the Committee." 

p. 11. Add after the last paragraph the following conclusion: 

3823 

"Your Committee has thus accomplished the difficult 
task which was ontruoted to it and which was destined 
to determine whut might justly be considered tho key­
stone of the peace structure which we are in tho pro­
cess of bu:l..lding. As I said in my preliminary report, 
this part of the proposals of Dumbarton Oaks consti­
tutes, in effect, from the point of view of security, 
definite and considerable progress on measures adopted 
previously and especially on the Covenant of the 
League of Nations. 

"Its authors have taken into .consideration the 
experience gained in tho course of tho twenty years 
which preceded this war and have adopted some con­
cepts which, allow me to remind you, France has the 
honor of having advocated since 1919 with L6on 
Bourgeois, well remembered by his Geneva colleagues, 
whom I have had the gr•ea.t pleasure of seeing again 
hero, and which concepts I have not ceased to defend 
in tho discussions of the League of Nations, 

"Military assistance, in case of aggression, 
ceases to be a trecommendation• made to member States; 
it becomes for us an •obligationt, which none can shirk. 

"If these proposals are adopted, the international 
organization will cease to be unarmed in the face of 
violence; a collective force tho size, tho degree of 
preparedness, the composition and tho stationing of 
which will be determined beforehand, and which shall 
have been placed at the disposal of tho Council to 
carry out these decisions. 

"Here is o. great historic development, in tho 
o.ccomplishmont of which it will be the honor of the 
members of Committee 3 of Commission III to have 
collaborated. May I be allowed, in concluding, to 
tho.nk them for the zeal nnd unceasing application 
they have shown in the course of long o.nd earnest 
discussions, a test:Lmony of the will for peo.ce o.nd 
interno.tional solidarity which animates o.ll of us 
here." 
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The United- Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 809 (FRENCH) 
III/3/42 (l)(a) 
June 7, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures Coercitives 

AMENDEMENTS ET ADDITIONS AU TEXTE PROVISOIRE 
DU RAPJi5R~ SUR LIE C!IAPI'I'RE VIII, 
-sECTION !f"'(15oc. 788,IIf/942) 

P· 7. 19~ ligna, remplacer la phrase par la suivante: "Lea 
progr~s de la technique de la guert•e moderne rendent 
assez dirricile la derinition de tous les cas d'agression". 

p. 13. apr~s le paragraphe commen9ant par "Passant •.• " intercaler 
le nouveau paragraphe suivant: "on ne saurait trop 
souligner l'importance de ce vote llll&nime, et qui consacre 
1 1obligation pour tous les etats de concourir aux 
operations." 

p.l6. 113 ligna: ajouter: ", mais avec la volonte de ne pas 
laisser violer ou oublier, a1nsi qu'on l'a rait trop 
souven-c dans le passe, ce point important des obligations 
internationales". 

p. 20. 96 ligne: supprimer 11d'un or~anisme £eu nombreux" et 
reDiplAcep par: "Dumba'FE'On Oa s a vou u un orfanisme ~ 
nombreux et il a eu raison; des plans striteg ques ec 
leurs moyens d ''execution ne comportent pas des discussions 
entre un crop grand nombre de responsables. Les expli-
cations ••• " · 

p.21. Ajouter apres le dernier paragraphe la conclusion 
suivante: 

3707 

"Ainsi· a ece menee A bien par votre Comite ia lourde 
tiche ,ui lui etait devolue et ~i etait qestinee a 
regler ce qu.• on peut- justement considere!' comma le point 
central de la construction de p~ix que nous semmes en 
train'd 1 edifi~r •. Comma je le disais dans mon rapport 
preliminaire, cette partie des suggestions de Dumbarcon 
Oaks eo~stitue, en erfet, du point de vue de Xa securite, 
un progres certain et considerable sur lea r~glements 
adoptes anterieurement eG notammenc sL~ le paete de la 
Sociec6 d~a Nations, 
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3707 

Ses auteurs ant pris en consideracion l'exp~rience 
realisee au COUrS des vingc annees qui :m G precede C6 GGe 
guFJrre en adopcanc cercaines conceptions que, permeccez­
moi de vous le rappeler, la France s 1honore d'avoir de­
fendues des 1919. av~c Leon Bourgeois, dent les compagnons 
qe Geneve, que j'ai eu la grande joie de recrouver ici, 
se souviennent encore, et que je n'ai cesse de defendre 
inlassablement dans les discussions de la Sociece des 
Nacions. 

L'assistance militaire, en cas d'agression, cesse 
d'etre une "recommandacion" faite aU.X Ec?-Gs membres; elle 
es'G pour nous une "obligation", a laquelle aucun d'eux 
ne peuc se derober. --

Si ces propositions sont adopcees, l'organisme 
international cessera d'etr& oesarme devanc la violence; 
une force colleocive, done l 1 btendue, la compositlon, 
les delais et l'emplacement serene fixes d'avance, devra 
ecre mise a la d~spositicn du Conseil pour faire 
appliqu~r ces.decisions. 

C1est la un grand fait hiscorlque, a l'avenement 
duquel ce sAra l'honneur des membres du Cornice 3 de la 
III6me Commission d'avoir collabore. Qu'ils me per­
mac-cent en finissant de les remercier du zele ec de 
l'application 5 .. ncessante, qu'ils y ont apporces au cours 
de discussions longues ec serieuses, cemoignage de la 
volonte de paix ec de solidarice internacionale qui 
nous anime tous ici. 11 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
WD 185 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/43 
June 5, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

TEXT OF SECTION B, CHAPTER VIII, SUBMITTED TO -- - - -
COORDINATION COMMITTEE BY COMMITTEE III/3 

SECTION B.. DETERMINATION OF THREATS TO THE PEACE OR 

481 

ACT8 OF AGGRESSr'ON AND ACTION WI'.rH RESPECT THERETO. 3:-.····-SJ:ietila 
~he-Seetlr±ty-eettno±l-deem-ehat-a-fa±ltire-~e-~e~ele-a-diep~ee 
±n-aeeerdaaee-with-preeed~res-±ndfeaeed-in-paragraph-3-ef 
Seet:f:en -A; -or -in -a.eeerdanee -w:Hh- i-e 8 ··reeemmendatl:ene -made 
~nder-~aragraph-5-ef-Seetien-A;-eonseittiees-a-ehreat-ee-the 
maintenanee-ef-!nternetional-peaee-and-seetlrity;-i~-shetild 
take-any-meastires-neee55ary-fer-the-maintena.nee~ef-ineer­
na.tienal-peaee-and-seetirity-:f:fi-aeeerdanee-with-the-p~rpeses 
and-pr:f:neiples-ef-the-erga.ni~atien. 

2. 1. !a-geae~al The Secu~ity Council should determine 
the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace 
or act of aggression and should make recommendations or de­
cide upon the measures ~ forth !£ paragraphs 1 ~d ~ of 
~ Section to be taken to maintain or restore peace and 
security. 

2. Before maklng ~recommendations ~deciding upon 
the measures f.2.!: ~maintenance Q!'.. restoration of peace and 
security in accordance illh ~ nrovisions of paragraph g_, the 
Security Council may call upon the parties concerned :!&_ comply 
~ ~provisional measures Q:!i. it may deem necessary QL 
desirable ill order to prevent §21. aggravation of_ the situation. 
~provisional measures should~ without prejudice to~ 
rights, claims QL position £[the parties .concerned. Failure 
:!&_ comply ~ such provisional illmlsures should QQ. duly taken 
account £[ Qz ~Security Council. 

3. The Security Council should be empowered to determine 
what diplomatic, economic, or other measures not involving 
the use of armed force should be employed to give effect to 
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its decisions, ru1d to call upon members of tho Organization 
to apply such measures. Such measures may include complete 
or partial interruption of rail, sea, air, postal, tele­
graphic, radio and other means of communication and the 
severance of diplomatic and economic relations. 

4. Should the Security Councj_l consider such measures 
to be i·nadequatc, it should be empowered to take such action 
by air, naval or land forces as may be necessary to maintain 
or restore international peace and security. Such action 
may include demonstrations, blockade and other operations by 
air, sea or land forces of members of the Organization. 

5. In order that all members of the Organization should 
contribute to the maintrnence of international peace and se­
curity, they should undertake' to make o.vailable to the Secur­
ity Council, on its call and in accordance with a special 
agreement or agreements eeae~~aea-ameag-~fiemeelves, armed 
forces, fae!~!~!ee-aaa assistance and facilities including 
ri~ts of passage necessary for the purpose of maintaining 
in ernationai pence and security. Such agreement or agree­
ments should govern the numbers and types of forces, thuir 
degree of readiness and ~eneral location, and the nature of 
the facilities and aSSis ance~o be provided. The special 
agreement or agreements should be negotiated as soon as 
possible aaa-eae~~a-!a-eaea-eaee-ee-a~e~ee~-~e-a~~~eva~-ey-~ae 
See~~!~y-GeQBe!*-aaa-~e-~a~!f!ea~!ea-ey-~ae-e~gaate~y-eta~ea 
!a-aeee~aaaee-w!ta-~ae!P-eeae~!~~~!eaa~-~~eeeseee on the ini­
tiative of the Security Council and concluded bet'ween-uio­
Security-co\iilcirand member sta·~"G"S"or between the Security 
Council and ~u!: of member states:- All such-agreements 
should be su ec to-ratification ~ tne-srgnatory states in 
accordance!___ ~-rr constitutionOI processes. --

5 A. ·When a decision to usc force has been taken £I the 
Security Council~ it s§o.±~ bE)fore calling Ipor rrl member not 
represented on it ro prov de armed forces n u llmcmt or-
Its obli~ations-unaor the freced~~-paFa]raph, invite suon­
member, .!' It so reCtueat"; o sen a representative to 
¥articipnte-rn~he oCISioEB ~0 Socuritx Councir-concern­
l:!!a the employniem of contine;ents of Its E£Ood forces. 

6. In order to enable urgent nilitnry measures to be 
taken by the Organization there should be held immediately 
available by the menbers of the Organization national air force 
contingents for combined i~ternational onforceoent action. 
The strength and degree of readiness of thoso contingents and 
plans for their cotlbined action should be deterr.lined by tho 
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Security Council with the assistance of the Military Staff 
Committee within the limits laid down in the special agree­
ment or agree~ents referred to in parngraph.5 above. 

7. The action required to carry out the decisions of 
the Security Council for the maintenance of international 
peace and security should be taken by all the members of the 
Organization in cooperation or by some of them as the Security 
Council may determine. This undertaking should be carried 
out by the members of the Organization by their own action 
and through action of the appropriate specialized organiza­
tions and agencies of which they are members. 

8. Plans for the application of armed force should 
be made by the Security Council with the assistance of the 
Military Staff Committee referred to in paragraph 9 below. 

g. There should be established a Military Staff com­
mittee the functions of which should be to advise and assist 
the Security Council on all questions relating to the Se­
curity Council's military requirements for the maintenance 
of international peace and security, to the employoent and 
coornand of forces placed at its disposal, to the regula­
tions of armament and to possible disarmament. It should 
be responsible under the Security Council for the strategic 
direction of any armed forces placed at the disposal of tho 
Security Council. The Committee should be composed of the 
Chiefs of Staff of the permanent members of the Security 
Council or their representatives. Any member of the 
Organization not permanently represented on the Committee 
should be invited by the CorJnittee to bo associated with 
it when the efficient discharge of the Committee's 
responsibilities requires that such a state should parti­
cipate in its work. Questions of command of forces should 
be worked out subsequently. The Military Staff Conmittee, 
with the authorization of the-security Council, after 
consultation with the r~ionnl a~encies, mf~ establish 
reslonal subcOEmrt~s o the MI itary Sta Coomittee. 

10. The members of the Organization should join in 
affording mutual assistance in carrying out the measures 
decided upon by the Security Council. 

11. Any state, whether a member of the Organization 
or not, which f~nds itself confronted with special economic 
problems arising from the carrying out of measures which 
have been deeided upon by the Security Council should have 
the right to consult the Security Council in regard to a 
solution of those problems. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RES'l'RIC't'ED 
WD l.8~5 {FRENCH) 
III/3 43 
June '· 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Com1t' 3 Mesure~ ooerc1t1vee 

'l'EXTE DE ~ SECTION B l'.tr CffiTR~ VIII SOUMIS AU COM!TE 
- DE COORDINATION !S. LE OMITE III/3 -- --

Section B 

DETE~ITNATION DE L1 EX!STENCE DE 
MENACES A LA PA!X'OU D*ACTES D'AGRESSION _ 
_ ET -MESURES A f>RENDRE A dE .::;.;SU::..:J;..:;E:.=.T -

l. AY-oAa-ou-uA-41&~8~·~~-~e-ae~a1t-~aa-reso1uT_con­
g~~~mea~-a~~-~o4~du~•a-1A~1~~~~s-4aRs-le-paragra~he-3 . 
d~-la-Seet~oR-~-OQ-90n~o~m~m~at-a~~-~egomman4ationa-~aites 
t~-e~-efl-·3:e-f)ai"ft.~~-e- s- d-e -ie.- S-ee-t-4.-ef\ A-~l"-:.1.~-~:A.s-e.!.J. .o.Q.e 
~~~~~--e~u!~~,-~14~-~ug-e-~u~la-~!~ua~~~~-~~~ 
f.)!'e1!1-et;.:t-e-~fl- -d-afl-g-e¥- j')OU¥-~-e-M-i:A-t-1-M- .Q-e- ,J,.a- i>Q-1~- .e-t-4-e- J.&... ~­
oufi.:t-e-4.-fl-tefi.l.a~~a.a.-e-e;-·4~~4.-t-J)N'.-Et4~~-t.u-.JM~~..e-8-..t.l.e­
-e-e-e.ea4~.8.--e-e--ma-141-t-1-Hl,-..e-R-~.oP.m1-t4-.a:~r.e.Q-J.u-~~.e.:t 
~-a-e-!.pe.s- 41.-e- :_tj -'?f'.g~-a-1-s.a.~ • 

1. Le CQnse11 de Securite devra1t.determ1ner s 1 11 y a 
dange~ pou~ la paix, rupture de la pa1x, qu aete d1agression, 
et d.evra1t fa1re des recommandat1ons ou decider dea mesures 
st1pu1ees aux ·a11neas .f1 et .1 d.e la preseqte sect1o·n qu 111 
d~1t pr~nd:re en vue de ma1nten1r ou de retablir 1a paix et 1a 
seourite. 

2. Ava.pt de. fa1re l.u x-~D!mftll.<Yt.t'=.ons g_y, Q..l,~meide:t des 
mesures,~ prendre~~ SA ma1ntP-~~ ~ ~ retab11r ~,Pa1x 
et h seourill, ,oonrormement aux dtspos1 t1.ons 9&., 1' al.1neEg g, 
~ Cons·e11 de Secyrite oeut inviter m parti§s a.nteressees 
~~~conformer~ mesures proviso1~es 4qy 1 1l estime etre 
neoessaires ~ des1~§b1e§ gn vue 'd 1 empeoher ~aggravation 
de 1a situation. ~ mesures prov1so1r~s ~ porteront Ras · 
PFeJud.ice. ~ d~~1ts, demandes ~a 1a position des parties. 
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interessees. Au cas ou les Etats n 1 appliqueraien~ p~s ~ 
mesures provisoires le Conseil de Securite tiendra dument 
compte de cette defaiilance. -- · 

3. Le Conseil de Securite devrait avoir le pouvoir de 
determiner les mesures diplomatiques, eoonomiques ou autres, 
~e c~mportant pas le recours ~ la force armee, qui devraient 
etr~ prises pour rendre ses decisions efftcaces, et de pres­
crire aux membres de l'Organisation d'appliquer ces mesures~ 
Ces mesures peuvent comporter 1 11nterruption totale Olf par­
tielle, des communications ferroviaires, maritimes, aerien­
nes, postales, telegra!)hiques, radio.-telegranJ:;iques ou autres, 
et la rupture des relations diplomatiques et economiques. 

4. Si le Conseil de Securite estimait ces mesures inade­
quates, 1~ devrait avoir le pouvoir d 1 entreprendre telles.ope­
r~tions aeriennes, navales ou terrestres 1 qui pourraient etre 
neoessaires au maintien ou au retablissement de la paix et 
de la securite internationalf's. Ces onerat1ons pourraient 
comprendre des actions de fo!'ces telle's que des demonstra­
tions et blocus, aeriennes, navales ou terrestres, menees 
par des membres de 1 1 0rgan1sat1on. 

5. (Il n'y a pas de traduction fran9aise prete maintenant.) 

5A.,L~rsque le Conseil de Securite ~,decide ~voir 
reo~ ~;la force, et avant ~ faire appel ~ ~ membre non 
re~resente ~ Conseil d 1avo1r ~ fournir ~forces armees ~ 
_execution ~ ~ obfigations ~ vertu du paragrauhe prece­
dent, 11 devra invltPr ~ membre ~ question,_!! ~ dernier 
~ manifests le desir, g envover ~ reuresentant qui prendra 
part~ decisions du Conseil de Securite concernant 11uti­
lisation ~ ~ontingents de ~ forces armAes. 

5. Afin de permettre a l'Organ1sat1on de prendre d 1urgenoe 
des mesures d 1otdre m111ta1re, des contingents aeriens nat1o­
nau~_devra1ent etre tenus, par see membres, ala disposition. 
immediate de 1 10rgan1sat1on en vue d 1une action de coercition 
internationale combinee. La puissance et le degre de prepa­
ration de oes contingent~ et les plans prevoyan~ cette,ac- , 
t1on combinee devraient etre fixes par le Conseil de Secur~te, 
avec 1 1 aide du Comite d'Etat-Major, dans les 11m1tes pres-

_crites par 1 1aocord special ou lee accords speciaux vises au 
paragraphe 5 ci-dessus. 
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7. Lee mesures necessaires a 11 execut1on des decisions 

d~ Cons~11 de Securite en vue d~ IDaintenir la paix et la 
securite int~rnationales devrait etre prises par tous les 
meMbres de 1 10rgan1sat1on ag1ssant de concert ou par cer­
tains d 1 entre eux, selon 1 1 apprec1at1on du Conse1l de Secu­
rite. Pour l 1appl1oat1on de ces mesures, lee membres de 
l 10rganisat1on agiraient de leur propre chef et par l 11nter­
med1a1re des organismes specialises et offices appro~r1es 
dont ils sont membres. 

8. Des plans pour 11emplo1 de la foree.armee devraient 
etre elabores par le Conseil de Securite 1 avec lraide du 
Comite d1 Etat-Major vise au paragraphs 9 ci-des.sous. 

9. Il serait constitue un Comite dtEtat-Major, dont les 
attributions seraient de conseiller et d 1assister le Conseil 
de Secur1te pour tout ce qui concerne lee besoins d 1ordre 
militaire du Conseil en vue du maintien de la pa1x et de la 
seourite internationales, pour l'emnloi et le commandement 
des forces mises a ,.sa d1sposi ~ion pour le. reglement~tion des 
armaments, et le desarmement eventuel. Il devrait etre res­
ponsable, sous 1 1 auto~1te du Conseil de Securite, de la direc­
tion strategique de toutee les forces armees mises a la dis­
position d~ Coneeil de Seourite. Le Comite serait co~pose 
des Chefs d'Etat-Major des Etate mPmbres permanents du Con­
eeil de Secur1te ou de leurs renresentants. Tout membre de 
1 1 Orga.ni~ation qui ... n' aurai t :r:as~ de represel)t~tion permanepte 
au Comite devra1t etre invite par le Comite a s 1assOcier a 
lui lorsque la bonne execution des travaux du Comite exi~e-
rai t une telle participation. Ensui te de quo1 devraient etre 
mises au noint les auestions relat~ves au commandement des 
forces. te Comite d1Etat ... Ha.lor, avec 1 1autorisation du Conseil 
~ Securite ~ apres consultation des organ~ pegionaux, 
:geut -~ des Sous-comites regionaux du Comite d 1Etat-MaJor. 

10. Lee membres de l 10rgan1sation devraient s~ P.reter une 
assistance mutuelle nour l'a~nlicat1on des mesures decidees par 
le Conseil de Securite. -

ll. Un Etat~ membre ou non de 110rganisation, qui se 
trouverait en presence·de problemes eco,no~1C'ues speoiaux re­
sultant de·l 1apol1cat1on de mesures adontees par le Conseil de 
Se~urite, devrait avoir le droit de c9neulter ledit Oonseil 
pour la solution de cee problemes. 
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COMMISSION III 
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RESTRICTED 
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JUNE 6, 1945 

Security Council 

ORDRE; DU JOUR DE LA DIX-NEUVIEME SEANCE £!! OOMITE; III/1 

!! l juin 1945 

Examen du projet de rapport 8 la Commission III, de M. 
Paul Boncour, Rapporteur du Comit6 III/3. · 

AGENDA FOR NINETEEN'l'H, MEETING ~ COMMIT':CEE III/~ 

June 1, 1945 

Consideration or draft report or M. Pa~l Boncour, Rap­
porteur of Committee I1I/3, to Commission III. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 878 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/45 
June 9, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT QE NINETEENTH MEETING QE QOMMITTEE III/3 

Veterans Building, ~ 303, ~ ~, 1945, 8:45 E·~· 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 8:45 p.m. 

1, Procedure 

The Chairman announced that the Rapporteur would read 
the provisional text of his Report to Commission III on 
Chapter VIII, Section B (Doc. 788, III/3/42), as corrected 
by Doc. 809, III/3/42 (l)(a). He suggested that the report 
be considered section by section and that, since the English 
translation was before the Committee, it would not be neces­
sary to have the text read in English. Corrections not in­
cluded in Doc. 809, he announced, would be translated. 

In order to save time and in view of the fact that the 
English translation of the report was not accurate at all 
points, it was suggested 1that the French text be considered 
as the working document of the Committee, with corrections 
in the English translation to be completed subsequently. This 
procedure was approved by the Chairman. 

The Secretary stated that the English translation had 
been done hurriedly, and that several English texts of para­
graphs that had been adopted by the Committee were incorrect 
in the Rapporteur's Report, because they were re-translations 
from the French. He stated that any additional_corrections 
to ~he English text would be -welcome. 

2. Discussion: Provisional~£! Rapporteur's Report 

(a) Introduction, and Pal't L "Role of the Security 
Council", Section A, "In'ferven:t!on of-uie Aisemolt or Parti­
oipat!i:oh in the Council". The Rapporteur read tnssection 
of his Repor~ogether with the following corrections: 
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Page 2--Replace the first paragraph by the following: 
11 The majority or the powers that expressed their 
opinion on these two proposals emphasized in the 
f~rst place that the Council included a ma·jority 
of members elected by the Assembly, in which 
resided originally all the powers of the Inter­
national Organization. For this reason the 
Security Council--not taking into consideration 
the unanimity of the permanent members--must be 
relied upon to express, in the final analysis, 
only tho tendencies of the Assembly". . 

Page 2--Add at the end of the second paragraph: 

''That, moreover_, would be contrary to the basic 
idea of the Organization, which contemplated a 
differentiation between the functions of the 
Council and those of the Assembly". 

Page 2--ReplaczJ the :fire.t sentence of the ·last paragraph 
by the following: 

"This supplementary paragraph takes heed of the 
concern very vigorously oxprensed by many powers 
that the ~ilitary forces put at the disposition 
of the S~curi ty Council by tho special agreemu~"ltS 
should not be used without the contributing nation 
having had a voice in the Council meetings where 
it is d3cided to use theso forces". 

Page 3--I~ the fourth line of the third paragraph, add: 

"and F'rance" • 

Page 3-•At the end of the first paragraph, add: 

"In t.he light of those assurances, which covered 
its j)oint of view, the Delegation of Egypt withdrew 
1 ts 1::tmendment 11 • 

The Delegate of the United States stated that in his 
opinion it had not been the feeling of a majority of the Com­
mittee that the Council would be an agont of the Assembly or 
that the powers of the Organization would reside originally 
in the AsseMbly. He suggested, therefore, that the Report be 
modified by eliminating these ideas. In his opinion it was 
not the Asse®bly that was the nource of the Organization's 
power, but ~ather the member states themselves. The Delegate 
of the U.S.S.R. suggested that the question could easily be 
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490 
solved by deleting the following words from the new paragraph 
on page 2 of the Report: "in whioh resided Ol'"iginally a.ll the­
powers of the International Organization". 

The Delegates ot Australia and India stated that if the 
Report were to reflect accurately the course of discussion in 
the Committee, the deletion should not be made, 

The Rapporteur defended his statement as to the powers of 
the Assembly by referring to remarks made in a prior Committee 
meeting by an American Delegate. The Rapporteur stated his own 
opinion, that only the Assembly could be considered the source 
of power of the Organization. He indicated his willingness, how~ 
ever, to make the deletion suggested by the Soviet Delegate, in 
view of the fact that the phrase did not express the view of the 
whole Committee. 

The Delegates of Canada and China supported the Soviet pro­
posal and stated their opinion that the powers of the Organiza­
tion did not reside in the Assembly. 

Decision: The motion to delete the words, "in which resided 
originally ill' the p,owers of tbe""'lii'ternationai organization", 
~ defeate'Cr'Qz.a.-vote of 1'2' ayes to 16 noes. --------------
The Rapporteur agreed to change the reference on page 3, 

paragraph 3, line 12, from Section "B" to Section 11D11
• 

Decision: The Committee unanimouslz adopted Part I, 
Section _!, !!!. corrected ~ a.mcrided 1 liz ! ~ 81. ~ - .Q.. 

(b) Part I, Section B, "Reptriction of Libr<;rt;. of.Action of 
~he Council". The Rapporteur pr"esentea thiS section 'tO the Com­
mittee, 

Decision: The Committee unanimouslz adopted Part I, 
Section ~' £I !, vote .2£ E - Q.. - -
(c) Part I, Section c, "Definition of ~~ression". The 

Rapporteur read-this section, Including the ~ lowing correction: 

Page 4--In the third paragraph, change the second sentence to 
read, "The progress of the technique of modern warfare renders 
very difficult the definition of all cases of aggression." 

At the suggest~on of the Delegate of Ch~a, the Rapporteur 
agreed to amend page 4, paragraf.h 3, line 2 by insertin§ the words, 
"to a majority of the Committee', after the word "clear • In 
response to the suggestion or the Delegate of Bolivia, the Rap­
porteur agreed to change the words "Definition of Aggression 11 to 
"Determination of Acts of Aggression" in the title of this seation 
and in the third line of the first paragraph, page 4. 

4ogo~ 
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Decision: The Committee unanimously adopted Part I, 
~action Q, ![""corrected ~ amenaea; lil!. ~ of :l2. - o. 
(d) Part I, Section D, "Conservatorz Measures Preliminary 

to Enforcement Roasures". "1:'he Rapporteur read this section, In­
C!udlng the fOllowing corrections: 

491 

Page 5--In paragraph 5, line 5, change the words "Accordin§ 
to the degree of infraction ascertained" to "As the case may be • 

Page 5--In the ne~t to the last line, delete the word "either1
'. 

Page 5--In the last line, delete the word "or". 

Page 6--In line l, change the word "or" to "It ma.y also". 

The Rapporteur agreed to adopt the terminology of the Coor-
dination Committee in respect to the term "conservatory measures" 
and to the terms 11 threat to the peace", 11bl'each of the peace", 
a.nd "act of aggression". 

At the request of the Delegate of Canada., the Rapporteur 
agreed to insert the following new paragraph after paragraph 5, 
page 6: 

"The Delegate of Canada asked whether the word •measures' 
in the'new pa~agra.ph l, Section B, Chapter VIII, could be 
interpreted to mean that the Couneil might ~equire more 
forces th~ those supplied according to the special agree­
ments in paragraph 5, Section B, Chapter VIII. Assurance 
was. given by one of the four sponsoring powers, speaking 
for them all, that no more forces would be requested 
than those supplied according to paragraph 5". 

Decision: The Committee unan:t.mo-gsay adopted Part I 
Secti3IlD, as cme9}·ea aii?i. !!!:~~;.1.?.~, £z !. ~ or l!_ to .Q.. 

(e) Pa£! II, "~!?l!~~~ of. ~]-;f_2r__?~ment Measures 11
, Section f!, 

"Economic Jvi.;:,asures and Other N'Oii-M.:f H tai~asures 11 • The Rap­
porteur reaa this sect"ion-to lne 'COinrnfttee. 

The Delegate of Norway called attention to the fact that the 
Norwegian amendment referred to in paragraph 3, page 7, had ~een 
presented as an amendment to Chapter VIII, Section B, paragraph 4-­
not to paragraph 3, ~7hich uas the subject of this section o:t the 
Rapporteur•s Report. At the suggestion of the Norwegian Delegate, 
the P.a~portcur ag1•eed to transfer ·paragraph 3, page 7, from Part II, 
Section A, to Part II¥ Section B, of his Report. 

Decisig_E,: Th~ p_o_~!_ttee ~~~~ adopted .E!!'! ll:. 
Se_2~\l?.!! -!_, ~ ~:J.lq-r.e~]Z ~ !2.~~ .9..!.1! - 0. 

( f'} :?art !!, SJ~tion B, ".Mili taiT MeA-sures". The Rapporteur 
read tr!.s caC't'fori to ~oiiimi t'Eee, fi:lClUd!iig the following 
cor:-:o·~ctions: 
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492 . 
Page 7--After parag.~.•aph 4 add the following new paragraph: 

"One cannot over-emphasize the importance of this unanimous vote, 
which renders sacred the obligation of-all States to participate 
in the operations". 

Page 9--In line 6, add: ", but with the determination not to 
permit the violation or disregard of this important point of inter­
national obligation, as has occurred too often in the past". 

Page 7--Replace the last paragraph with the following new 
paragraph: 

"Permit me to recall that the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
contemplated that the force put at the disposition of 
the Security Council should take the form of national 
continfents furnished by the members according to the 
specla a~reements to be negotiated subsequently. These 
contlngen s would be put into action according to the 
plans of ~Military Staff Committee. Furthermore, the 
special agreements should specify the number and type of 
forces as well as the facilities and assistance to be 
furnished in each case. Finally, it was contemplated 
that national air force continsents should be held per­
manently at the-Ibffiediate disposition of the Security 
Council". 

Page 9--In paragraph 2, line 4, change "covers" to "is 
similar to". 

The Rapporteur agreed to make the following changes in the 
Report at the request of various delegates: 

(l} Page 7--In paragraph 4i line 5, change "have failed" 
to "are considered by the Counci to be inadequate". 

(2) In the new paragraph to be added in place of the last 
paragraph on page 7 (see above), delete the word, "permanently", 
in the concluding sentence. 

(3) Page 8--In the last paragraph, change the word "tenure" 
to "content". 

(4) Page 9--At the end of the first sentence in paragraph l, 
add "not to the exclusion of other facilitie~". 

Decision: The Committee unanimously adopted ~art II, 
Section ~, as corrected ana amendeCI, g ~ vote of j! - Q. 

(g) Part II, Section c, "Militar{i Staff Committee". The Rap­
porteur re~IS section, including t e-ro!Towing corrections: 

Page 10--Delete the last sentence of the last paragraph 
beginning with the words "Referring to the decisions ..... " 

Page 11--In line 3 of the fourth paragraph, ch~ge "in his 
opinion" to "in his personal opinion". 
4090 -5-



Page 11--Change the second paragraph to read as follows: 

"As regards the actual composition of the Military 
Staff Committee, after having considered various 
proposals to increase the number of States eligible 
for representation, the Committee recognized the 
need for the Committee to be limited. The Dum­
barton Oaks Proposals quite rightly intended an 
organ composed of a small numDor of repres8nta­
tives; strategic plans and a moans of putting 
them into effect cannot be the result of discus­
sions among too large n number of people respon­
sible for them. The explanations given both as 
regards consultation between the International 
Committee and the National Military Staff of any 
country called upon to provide armed forces, and 
as regards the role of strategic direction rather 
than that of military command assigned to tfie 
Interfiatroflal Military Staff' Committee, were 
deemed satisfactory by tho Committoe 1

'. 

Decision: The Committee unanimousli adopted Part II, 
Section ~~ as corrected, £I. .§:_ vote of 32 - £.- -
(h) Part II, Section E, "Economic Problems of Enforce-

ment Action:w- Tne napporteur read this section to-the Com­
~ee. 

There was agreement that while the Commit·tec had agret:d 
that the expenses of enforcement action should not fall too 
heavily upon those states which had participated therein, 
it had not agreed, however, that the guilty state should 

.bear these expenses. Consequently, the Rapporteur agreed to 
make clear in his Report the sense of the Committee by amend- · 
ing the French text as follows: "le Comite, ayant constate 
le legitime souci de voir retomber sur l•Etat coupable les 
frais d•une action coercitive entreprise centre lui, s•etait 
satisfait par les dispositions de ·1rarticles 10 et 11". 

It was also agreed that the reference in paragraph 5, 
page 11, to the provisions of "Article 10" should be changed 
to read, "Article 10 and 11". 

Decision: The Committee unanimously adopted Part II, 
Section !, as amended, £I. .§:_ .Y.£k of lQ. - Q., - -

(i} Conclusion. The Rapporteur read the Conclusion of 
his Report to the eommittee. {Doc. 809, III/3/42 (1)(~) p, 2) 

4090 

Decision: The Committee adopted the Conclusion £I 
acclamation-:--
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3. Announcements. 

On behalf of the Committee the Chairman thanked the 
Rapporteur for his excellent summary of the Committee's work. 
The Delegate of Bolivia led the Committee in expressing its 
appreciation to the Chairman for his brilliant leadership. 

The Chairman announced that the meeting scheduled for 
June 9 was canceled in view of the fact that the Committee had 
completed i~s consideration of the Rapporteur's Report. 

The meeting adjourned at 11:35 p.m. 
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COMMISSION III 
Com1 te' 3 Mesures Coercit1ves 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 878 (FRENCH) 
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June 9, 1946 

Security Council 

CO~~?E-RENDU RESU~~ ~ Lrl Q!~-NEUVIEl~ SE~CE QY COMITE III(3 

Vet~ran§ ~yilging, Salle QQQ, a jy1n ~~ gQb.iQ 

Le President ouvre la seance a vingt-heures 45 

1. Procedy,re 

Le Pre'sident annonce que le rapporteur va lire le texte 
provisoire de son rapport ala Commission III sur le Chapitre 
VIII, Section B (Doc. 788, III/3/42 (Fran9ais) amende par le 
Doc. 809 l!I/3/42 (1) {a) (tran9a1s). Il suggere que le rapport 
soit examine section par section, et aue, puisque la traduction 
anglaise est devant le Comite', 11 ne sera pas ne'cessaire de lire 
le texte en anglais. Les corrections non-comprises dans le 
Doc. 809 seront traduites. 

Af1n de gagner du temps, et aussi parae que la traduction 
anglaise du rapport n 1est pas exacte en tous points, on propose 
que le texte fran9ais eoit ado~te par le Comite comme document 
de travail, lee corrections en anglais seront ajoutees ulte­
rieurement. Le President a~prouve. 

Le Secr~taire declare que la traduction anglaise a ete' 
faite rapidement et aue plusieurs des textes anglais de certains 
paragraphes qui avaient ete ado~te's par le Comite' sont inexacts 
dans le rapport du rapnorteur, parcequ'ils ont e'te' retraduits 
du fran9ais en anglais. Il propose de reviser le texte angla1s 
et de faire de nouvelles corrections. 

2. Discus§~on: X§xt~ nrov.so~~e du r~por~ gy ranpgrteur 

495 

(a) In:t,toguct;l.on §.1 P;r:~mi~re Pa.rtJ.~ "a.Ql.& gy .Q.Qn-
.A.ill ~ eegyrit(," SectiQD A, 11Int§rvent!on ~ ].r,Assembleei.QY 
;earUQlpatJ.on .ii!Y QonseiJ,:. 11 Le Rapporteur lit cettti s~.-otion de son 
rapport avec les corrections suivantes: 

4:091 

Page 2--Remplacer le dern1er paragraphe par le 
suivant: 
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496. 
"La plups.rt des puissances qui ont exPr'iJ;ne' leur 
point de vue sur ces deux propositions, ont sou­
ligne d 1 abo~d que le Conseil comprend une major!te' 
de membres elus par 1 1Assemblee en oui reside 
or1g1nellement tous lee pouvoirs de ·1 10rganisation 
Internationale. De ce fait, 11 taut faire con­
fiance au Coneeil de Se'our1te qu1--l'unanim1te' 
des membres permanents mise a part--n'exprime, en 
fin de compte, que les tendances de 1 1Assemble'e. 11 

Page 3--A~outer a la fin du nremier paragraphe: 
11 Ceci, au .surplus, serait contraire a la concep­
tion de base de 1 10rganisat1on qui envisage une 
d1ffe'renciat1on entre lea fonctions du Conseil 
et celles de 1 1Assemble'e. '' 

P,a.ge 4--Remplacer la premi~re phrase du deuxi~me 
paragraphe par la suivante: 

11Ce paragraphe supplementaire tient compte du souci 
tree fortement exprime' par de nombreuses Puis­
sances que lea contingents militaires place's A 
la disposition du Coneeil d~ Se'curite' par lea 
accords spe'oiaux ne soient pas employe's sans que 
la Nation contribuante ait fait entendre sa voix 
dans lea reunions du Conseil o~ il est decide' de 
l'emploi de oes forces. 11 

Page 5--Cinqui~me ligne du deuxi~me paragrsphe, 
ajouter: 

'1de la France. 11 

Page 6--A la tin du premier paragraphe, ajouter: 

"En presence de oes assurances qui oouvrent son 
point de vue, la Delegation e'gyptienne a retire' 
son amendement. 11 · 

Le De'le'gue' des Etats-Un1s declare qu 11l a 1 11mpression 
que la majorite' du Comite' ne pense pas que le Conseil agirait 
au. nom de 1 1Assemblee ni que lee pouvoirs de 1 10rganisation 
resident originellement dans l 1Assemble'e. En consequence, il 
propose que oes idees soient e'limine'es dans le ra9port. Il ex­
prime 1' opinion oue· le po~voir de l 1 Organisation n 1 e'man~ pas 
de 1 1Assemble'e, mais plutot des Etats signataires eux-memes. 
Le De'le'gue de 1 1U.R.S.S. pense aue la question pourrait etre 
resolue s1mplement en rayant du nouveau paragraphe de la page 
2 du rapport lee mots suivante: "en qui resident originelle-· 
ment tousles pouvoirs de 1 10rganisation Internationale." 
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Les Dele~ues de l'Australie et des Indes disent que s1 le 
rapport doit etre le reflet exact de la teneur des delibera­
tions du Comite, le passage en question ne dOlt pas etre sup­
prime. 
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Le Rapporteur, en defendant sa declaration quant au pou­
voir de l 1Assemblee, e'en rapporte aux remarques taites au cours 
d 1une seance anterieure du Comite par un delegue·americain. Le 
Rapporteur, exprimant son opinion personnelle, declare que, seule 
l 1Assemblee, peut etre COnsideree comme la source du POUVOir de 
l'Organisat1on. Il ajoute, neanmoins, qu'il est tout-pret a 
bitter le passage 1ndique par le Delegue sov1etique, puisque 
cette phrase ne represente pas le point de vue unanime du Comi­
te. 

Les Delegues du Canada et de la Chine soutiennent la pro­
position eovietique et declarant 0 u 11ls sont de l 1op1n1on que 
lea pouvoirs de l 10rganisation ne resident nullement dans 
1 1Assemblee. 

}2ecis1Qn: ,!& p;ropgsUiQil ~ sypprimer w mQU. 11.im .QY1 
t(§iden] Qr~glnellewent ~ ~ pouyobr§ ~ l'Orggpisa­
ll.Qn ~, W t~1etf!fl ~ .w:1 ~ .9..§ J& ~ 
con"tre .l,g. 

Le Rapporteur accepte de changer la ret{rcnce a la 3eme 
ligne avant la fin de la page 5, de la Section 11 B" a la Sec­
tion "D". 

D(cisign: l&. Qomite adopt;e A l' unWJimit;e .J& .UU p§trtie 
~ .a .§eQtlon ~ ~ Jm ~ ~ ~ ~ cont:re Q.. 

(b) Premi~re Partl~, SeQt1Qn ~~ "Res~1ct!on AlA Linet­U g'Agtion g.y Qouse11 11 • Le Rapporteur prsente cette Section 
au ComitE!. 

DdQi@ion: ~ Comite agQpte A l'unanimite lit Premi~re 
Part~e, Sect1Qn ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ·gontre Q.. 

(c) Prem.~re Partie, Section ~ .upetinition ~ l'Agres­
!iQn•. Le Rapporteur donne lecture de cette Section y compris 
les correction suivantes: 
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Page 7--Remplaper la deuxieme phrase du 3~me para­
graphe par la euivante: 

11 L.ee progr~s de la technique <;e la guerre moderne 
rendent assez difficile la definition de tous les 
c~s d 1agress1on." 

Sur la proposition de Delegue de la Chine, le Rapporteur 
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accepte d 1 amender paragraphe 3, ligne 2, a la page ?, en in­
serant les mots "a la majorite du Comite" apres les mots 11il 
est apparu". Sur la proposition du Dele'gue de Bolivie, le 
Rapporteur remplace lea mots 11 de'fini tion de 1 1 agression tt par 
11 la determination des actes d 1agress1on 11 , comme titre de cette 
section et en remplacement de la 4eme ligne du premier para­
graphe de la page ?. 

PeQ1§lQn: ~ Comit{ adonte A l'unanimite' 1£ premiere 
~artie, Section Q, corrigee ~ amendee,~ Yn ~ ~ 
QQ ~ Contre Q. 

(d) Premi~re ;esgtj,e, Section !2 11 Mesures QQn§ervato*re,s 
~re'&laPles ~ mesures coerc1t;1yes. 11 Le Rapporteur lit cette 
Section avec lee corrections suivantes: 

Page 10--Aline'a 3, remplacer lee mots "suivant le 
degre' de ltinfraction constate'ert, par 11 su1vant lea 
cas 11 • 

Page l0--4eme paragraphe, supprimer: 11 eoi t 11 • 

Page 10--·fJeme paragraphe, supprimer: 11 so1t 11 • 

Page 10--6eme paragraphe, remplacer 11 soi t 1t par 
"Il peut aussi 11 • 

Le Rapporteur accepte dtadopter la terminologie du Comit~ 
de Coordination quant aux termes: 11 mesures conservatoires 11 , 
11menaCeS a la paix11 

1 ttl t atteinte a la paixlf et 11 1 1 acte d I agrea­
SiOn 11 • 

A la demande du De'le'gu' du Canada, le Rapporteur accepte 
d 1inserer le nouveau paragraphe suivant, apres le premier 
paragraphe de la page 12: 
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lfLe De'le'gue du Canada demande si le mot 'mesures 1 , 

dans le nouveau paragraphe 1, Section B, Chapitre 
VIII, pourrait signifier que le Conseil pourra1t 
faire appel a des forces plus importantes que celles 
fournies en conformite des accords ape'ciaux du para­
graphs 5, Section B, Chapitre VIII. t 1 une des quatre 
Puissances invitantes parlant au nom de toutes lee 
quatre 1 affirine qUI 11 ne Sera pas.fai t appal a deS 
forces autres que celle fourni6S en conformite du 
paragraphe .5" • 

D(cis1Qn: ~ Com1t{ adgpte A l 1 unan1m1te' 1a rere Pgrt.e, 
S~gtion ]2, CQrrige'~ ll amen§.e~ 1 ~ 1m ~ ~ 2J. ~ 
Qont.x:~ .0.. 
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(e) li~m~ ?ar~•e, ftb~Q~n*g;e des Me§ures C2~rgij1yesn, 
S${Cti.On A, r, .• esl$:res LQOlJQ!!iguea ~ =t'Uf((~ j..§S'Ort7.s .rum •·ilitaireg. rt 
Le Rc~1orteur lit cett6 section au Comit • 

Le Del~gue de Norvege rappelle que l'amendement norvegien 
ment1onne dans le paragraphe 5, page 12, avait ete propose comme 
amendement au Chapitre VIII, Section B, paragraphe 4--et non 
au paragraphe 3, qui est le sujet de la section du rapport du 
Rapporteur. A la demande du DE!legue de Norvege, le Rapporteur 
transf~re le paragraphe 5 de la page 12, IIeme·part1e, Section 
A, a la IIeme Partie, Section B de son rapyort. 

D(ci§iQo: I& ~u: ~Qpte A l'unantmilfe" 1§. rxame I!art1e 
Section A, ameodec ~ ~ ~ QQntr§ ~. 

(f) .XX~me Partt~ I e§91<!9n ;a, '1M§sures Militia.res "· Le 
Rapporteur lit cette section avec lee corrections suivantes: 
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Page 1.:3--Apres le paragraphe 2 commen9ant par 11Pa.ssant" 
intercaler le nouveau para.graphe suivant: ••on ne sau­
rait tro~ souligner 1 11mportance de ce vote unanime, 
et qui coneacre l 1obligation pour tous les Etats de 
concourir aux operations~ n 

Page 16--I~re l1gne, ajouter: 11ma1s avec la volonte 
de ne pas laiseer violer ou oublier, a1ne~ qu'on l'a 
fait trop aouvent dans le passe, oe point important 
des obligations 1nternat1onales. 11 

Page 13--Remplacer le paragraphe commen9ant au bas 
de la page par le sui vant: 

11Il me sera perm1s de rappeler que lee propositions 
de Dumbarton Oaks ont prevu que la force placee a 
la disposition du Coneeil de Secur1t~ prendrait la 
forme de OOQtiQ~enl§ n~i~OniMX tourn1s par lee 
Membres-oontormement aux ~CQQrgg §pgQiau& a nego­
c1er par la suite. Ces contingents seraient mis 
en oeuvre au1vant les plans d 1 un Etat-Major inter­
national. D ',autre part, ces accords spd'ciaux pre­
c1sera1ent le nombre et le type des forces ainsi 
que lea fac111tes et l 1ass1stance a tournir dans 
chaque cas. Enfin, 11 etait envisage qu~ des 
QOU~iDgeot~ ~(rtens n~tiQQay~ deYraient etre tenus 
en permanence a la disposition immediate du Conaeil 
de Se'cur1 te. n 

Page l6--5~me l1gne, remplacer 11 couvre 11 par 11 se rap­
proche". 

Sur la demande de plus1eurs de~igues le Rapporteur fait lee 
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corrections suivantes: 

( 1) Page 13 .... -Paragraphe 2, ligne 6, remplacer 11ont echoue 11 

par "ne sont pas considerees suffisantes par 1e Con­
seil11 

(2) Dans 1e nouveau paragraphe au bas de la page 13 {voir 
plus haut) supprimer les mots 11 en permanence 11 dans 
la derniere phrase. 

(3) Page 15--Paragraphe 3, remplacer le mot 11 teneur 11 par 
11 contenu 11 • 

(4) Page 15--Ajouter A la fin de la premi~re phrase du 
dernier paragraphe: 11 sans exclure 1' emploi d 1 autre a 
fao1li tE!s 11 • 

~eci~iQD: ~ Qomike idQPMe j l'unan~mite ~ IIeme fartl~, 
SeQt*on ~. cQrtigee ~ amendee, ~ Ql ~ cootre Q. 

(g) Il~me Pcwt3,e, sec3ij,Qn .Q., 11 Comite £'~l,!a1or"· Le 
Rapporteur lit cette section a1ns1 que les corrections qui y 
ont ete apportees: -
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Page l9--Suppr1mar la d~rni~re ~hrase du,dernier para­
graphe commenc;attt par ces mots: "Se referant aux 
decisions 11 • 

Page 20--Ligne 4 du dernier paragraphe, remplacer "a 
son avis 11 par 11 Selon son opinion personnelle 11 

Page 20--Corriger le 2eme paragraphe comme suit: 

"Quant a la composition meme du Comite' d'Etat­
Major le Comite', apres avoir examine diverses 
propositions tendant a augmenter le nombre des 
Etats admis a s'y faire representer a reconnu la 
necessite de conserver a ce Comite le caractere 
prevu dans le projet de Dumbarton Oaks. Dum­
barton Oaks a voulu ~ orggnism~ ~ nombrey~ et 
il a eu raison; des plans strategiques et leurs 
moyens d 1 execution ne comportent pas des discus­
sions entre un tro~ grand nombre de responsables. 
Lee e.xpllc~tionefourn1E::s-tant --n c--·,-qui _p')!l-· 
cerne le role de ~Qnsell ]ecnn~~ p1utQ] ~ ~ 
command~ment, devolu ~ 1 1Etat-Major International­
ont ete juge'es satisfaisantes par le Comi te. II 

D(g!siqo: ~ Qom13i{ agopt~ A l'Ynanimite l£ 4I6me Partie 
Section ~ Q.:Qr~§ oqrr~C·liiOD§ ;wu: ~-~ QQDlit~ Q. 
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(h) II~me Pa£t1;, Seclfion :.;, "~ £& J. 1 Astion Qoercj.­
tive". Le Rapporteur lit cette section au Com1te. 
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Le Comite est satisfait que bien que les frais d 1une action 
coercitive ~e devraient pas trop grever les Etats qui y par­
ticipant, neanmoins, il n 1a pas accepte que 1 1Etat coupable 
doive payer les frais de cette action. En conseauence le Rap­
porteur propose de clarifier l'intention du Comite en corrigeant 
le texte fran9a1s comme suit: 

11 Le Oomite ayant constate le legitime souc1 de voir 
retomber sur 1 1Etat coupable lea frais d 1une action coer­
citive entreprise contra lui s 1etait satisfait par les 
disposi tiona des Artie.le 10 et 11. 11 

Il est egalement convenu de changer la mention 11 1 1Article 
10 11 dans le paragraphe 1, de la page 21 par 11Articles 10 et 
11 11 • 

Dkision: l& Co~t·e" ado-ate A l'unanimitf[ ~ 11eme Pgrtie, 
Section E, amend __ , ~ ~ ~ contr~ ~. 

(i) Concly~ion. Le Rapporteur donne lecture de la con­
clusion de son rapport au Com1te. {Doc.809, III/3/42{1) {a) 
(Fran9ais) p.2, 3.) 

De"c1§1Qll! l& Comite gdot!te 1& QQnQ~U§ion ~ aQclamatiQn§. 

3. .ArmonQes 

Le President parlant au nom du Comite remercie le Rappor­
teur pour son excellent resume des travaux du Comite. Le De­
legue de Bolivie prend 1 11nit1at1ve de remercier le President 
et de lui e~Jrimer 1 1apprec1at1on du Comite pour son excellente 
direction des travaux. 

Le President annonce que la seance qui avait ete annoncee 
pour le 9 juin n'aura pas lieu puisque le Comite a termine 
son examen du rapport du Rapporteur. 

La seance est ajournee a 23 heures 35. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 881 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/46 
J\me 10, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

REPORT .QE. Mli• ~-BONCOUR, RAPPORTEUR, 

Q! CHAPTER Y!!I• SECTION ~ 

Committee 3 of the Third Commission has been charged 
with the task of redrafting the provisions included in 
Chapter VIII, Section B, and Chapter XII of th~ bumbarton 
Oaks Proposals. 

These provisions have been under consideration by 
this Committee at me&tings held since May 4 under the 
chairmanship of Mr. Camilo Ponce Enr!quez, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Ecuador. It gives me especial pleasure 
to acknowledge the great credit which is due him for his 
helpful leadership of the Committee's discussions. 

In the course of its first meetings, the Committee 
was faced by a multiplicity of amendments referring to a 
single idea, though expressed at times in different para­
graphs. It decided to study the various amendments in the 
systematic order which I had suggested for their classifi­
cation in my preliminary report. 

It is, therefore, in the order thus set forth, that 
I shall report on the deliberations to which these amend­
ments gave rise·. 

I • ROLE OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

An initial category of amendments proposed by the 
various powers referred to the procedure contemplated in 
Section B of Chapter VIII for the determination of the 
existence of threats to the peace or of acts of aggression, 
and of the role of the Security council 1n this procedure. 
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Participation ~ the Assemblz or 
Enlargement £t~ Oounoil --

A general discussion was first entered into on the 
proposal to supplement the action of the Security Council 
£l particitation 2t ~Assemblt 1n decisions relative to 
enforcemen measures or to prov de tor the larticipation 
of states not members of the Council 1n-aeo slona relative 
to such meiStrres. --

The majority of the powers that expressed their 
opinion on these two proposals emphasized in the first 
place that the Council included a majority of members 
elected by the Assembly, in which all the powers of the 
international Organization originallY reside. For this 
reason, the Security Council must be granted full con­
fidence since, aside from the question of the unanimity 
of the permanent members, it expresses, in the final 
analysis, only the opinions of the Assembly. 

They then stated that the application of enforcement 
measures, in order to be effective, must above all be 
swift; they recognized in general that it is impossible 
to conceive of swift and effective action if the decision 
of the Council must be submitted to ratification by the 
Assembly, or if the measures applied by the Council are 
susceptible of revision by the Assembly, This, moreover, 
would be contrary to th• basic idea of the Organization, 
which contemplated a ditt&rentiation between the functions 
of the Council and thos$ of the Assembly, 

Under these conditions, the Committee formally declared 
itself, by several votes, against intervention by the Assem­
bly in this porcedure. 

_ Nevertheless, retaining the idea expressed by a 
Canadian amendment, a subcommittee was constituted to 
find a compromise formula which, while taking into account 
the major consideration that the action of the Security 
Council should be neither weakened nor delayed1 might 
nevertheless associate states not representeq in the Coun­
cil with decisions concerning the utilization of the forces 
which they place at the disposal of the Organization. 

At the meeting of June 2, the Committee approved the 
following text of a new paragraph to be inserted between 
paragraphs 5 and 6 of Section B of Chapter VIII: 
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"When a decision to use force has been taken 
by the Security Council, it shail, before calling 
upon any ~ember not represented on it to provide 
armed fo~ces in tulfillmen~ of its obligations 
under the preceding paragraph, invite such member, 
if _i_t so ·request, to send a representative to parti­
cipate in the 4eois1ons of the Security council con• 
earning the employment of contingents of its armed 
forces." 
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This supplementary paragraph takes into account the 

concern very vigorously expressed by many powers that the 
military forces put at·the disposition of the Security 
Council by the special agreements might be used without 
the contributing nation having had a voice in the Council 
meetings where it is decided to use these forces. Hence­
forth, every member not represented on the Council may par­
ticipate, with the right of voting, in the deliberations of 
the Counul when it is a question of the utilization of its 
armed forces. To repeat a well chosen expression of the 
Delegate of the Netherlands, the principle of "no militart 
action without representat1on11 was accepted by me Commit ee. 

This decision is of such a nature as to reassure, in 
large measure, tho middle and small powers, which might other­
wise have feared that they were giving carte blanche to the 
Council in the particularly serious domain of tho utilization 
of their military forces outside their national frontiers. 

It has not appeared possible to extend the conception 
of ad hoc representation on the Council to include tho2e 
lns~nces wherein the latter discusses, not the utilization 
of armed forces, but rather the use of facilitieR and 
assistance to be furnished by a statenot a memberOT"the 
Council. As a matter of fact, it was recognized that the 
adoption of such a formula might unduly increase the number 
of Council members and delay its decisions. 

Furthermore, the desire to take into consideration the 
well-founded observations of the Egyptian Delegation on this 
subject led the Committee to approve the explanations furnished 
by the Delegations of Great Britain, the U.s.s.R., France, and 
Greece. Accordingly, it was recognized that the question 
11 of facilities and assistance" was already covered by the 
special agreements contemplated in paragraph 5, Section B, 
Chapter VIII. Paragraph'9 of the said chapter contemplates, 
on the other hand, that a state not represented on the 
Military Staff Committee should be invited to be associated 
with it should be need arise. Finally, paragraph 4 of 
Section D, Chapter VI. formally provides for the participa­
tion in the Council discussions of any member of the Organiza­
tion whose interests may be particularly affected. 

In the light of these assurances, which covered its 
point of view, the Delegation of Egypt withdrew its amend­
ment. 

B. Linlitations £!!.~Council's Freedom of Action 

A number of amendments referring to paragraphs 1 and 
2 were directed at limiting the very great freedom which, 
in tho Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, is left to th~ Couneil 
in determining what action, if any, to take. 
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Some of these amendments were designed to m~{e more 
precise the Council's obligation to act in accordance with the 
purposes and principles of the Organization and the Pl'OVisions 
of the Charter. The Committee considered that, since such 
specifications were already stated in Chapter VI defining the 
powers of the Council, it was unnecessary to make special 
mention of them in the present chapter. 

The Committee similarly put aside a proposal which would 
have obligated the Council to aid any party submitting to 
judicial settlement. It believed that this unduly restricted 
t~e Council's freedom of action and that cases might arise 
where a. party refusing to submit to a. judicial settlement 
might not necessarily be at fault. 

c. Determination £! ~ 2£ Ag~ression 
A more protracted discussion developed in the Committee 

on the possible insertion in paragraph 2, Section Bs Chapter 
VIII, of the determination of acts of ag~ression. 

Various amendments proposed on this subject recalled 
the definitions written into a number of treaties concluded 
before this war but did not claim to specify all cases of 
aggression. They proposed a list of eventualiti0s in Which 
intervention by the Council would be automatic. At tho same 
time they would have loft to the Council the power to ~etermine 
the other cases in which it should likewise intervene. 

Although this proposition evoked considerable support, 
1 t nevertheless became clear to .~ ma.jorj. ty of tho Conuni ttee 
that a preliminary definition of ageression went beyond 
the possibilities of this Cont'erence and tho purpose of' the 
Charter. Tho progress of the technique of modern warfare 
renders very difficult tho definition of all cases of aggres­
sion. It may bo noted that, the list of such cases being 
necessarily incomplete, the Council would have a tendency to 
consider of less importance the acts not mentioned therein; 
those omissions would encourage the aggressor to distort tho 
definiti~n or might delay action by the Council. Furthermore, 
in the other cases listed, automatic action by the Council 
might bring about a premature application of enforcement 
measures. 

The Committee therefore decided to adhere to the text 
drawn up nt Dumbarton Oaks and to leave to the Council the 
entire decision as to what constitutes a throat to peace, 
a breach of tho peace, or an act of aggression 

D. Provisional Measures Preliminary 
!2. :Enforcement Meo.sures-·· -· 

An amendment which would have called upon tho Council 
to have recourse to provisional measures before applying 
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enforcement measures, and another amendment specifying 
the enforcement measures to be taken, revealed the lack of 
precision of the term "measures" used in paragraphs 1 and 
2, Section B, Chapter VIII,· of the Dulnbarton Oaks Proposals. 
An exP.lanation was also requested as to the meaning of the 
word 'recommendations" in the-same text. A drafting Sub­
committee was. charged Vi th the wo1•k of proposing a rewording 
of' these texts, taking into account the various amendments 
presented. 

In the work of' redrafting the· texts by the SUbcommittee, 
every effort was made to distinguish between the cases of' 
threats to the peace in paragraph l in which cases the 
Security Council would have latitude to judge whether it 
should or should not apply enforcement measures, and the 
cases in paragraph 2 where the Council, having found that a 
breach of the peace or the act of aggression had occurred, 
should be obliged to decide upon the application of enforce­
ment measures. The Committee believed that this distincti~ 
which had the merit of clarity, might endanger the Council's 
free discretion as proposed in the text of Dumbarton Oaks. 
Too rigid a distinction between threats to the peace and 
attempts against the peaoe, ~r aets of aggression, appeared 
to the Committee to be in contradiction with the previous 
decision to avoid a det~1t1on of assression arid with the 
general spirit of the Charter. 

Under these circ\mtstanoes a ~otion, inspired by a desire 
to follow more faithfully the original text, was made by 
China. This motion, which omits paragraph 1 of the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals and constitutes a new paragraph 2 of the am~d­
ment concerning provisional measures, reads as follows: 

(1) The Security Council should determine the exis­
tence of any threat to the peace, breach of the 
peace, or act of aggression, and should make recom­
mendations or decide upon the measures set forth in 
paragraphs 3 and 4 of this Section to be taken to 
maintain or restore peace and security. 

(2) Before mru{ing recommendations or deciding upon 
the measures for the maintenance or restoration 
of peace and security in accordance with the pro­
visions of paragraph 1, the Security Council may 
call upon the parties concerned to comply with 
such prov:i,sional measures as it may deem necessary 
or de.sirable in order to prevent an aggravation 
of the situation. Such provisional measures 
should be without prejudice to the rights, claims, 
or position of the parties concerned. Failure 
to comply with such provisiena~ measures should 
be duly taken account of by the Security Council. 
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The new paragraph 1 which reproduces in effect the pro­
visions of the former paragraph 2 of the Dumbarton Oaks 
Proposals leaves to the Security Council the task of determin­
in~ the existence of any threat to tho peace, breach of the 
peace, or act of aggression. According to the circumstan0es 
the Security Council should make reconwendations and decide 
upon the enforcement measures to be ta.l::en as set forth in 
this Chapter. It may also initially call upon the partles 
concerned to comply with provtsional measures {paragraph 2). 

It would nevertheless be corttrary to tho opinion generally 
expressed within the Commj_tteo to imagine that the very great 
latitude thus loft to the Council should retard its action or 
diminish its effectiveness. 

This is what Senator Rolin, the Bolgian Representative, 
desired to emphasize by withd!•awine; in tho name of tho draft­
ing subcommittee the draft proposed by that subcommittee. 
Ther•ofore, according to his roqucst it was decided that tho 
now text should be interpreted in accordanco·with the scope 
of tho following observations, the incl1lsion of which in the 
report was unanimously approved by the commlttoe. 

(1) "In usine tho vrord 'recommendations' in Section B, 
as already found jn paragraph 5, Section A, the 
Committee has intended to show that tho action of 
tho Council so far as it relates to the peaceful 
settlement of a dispute or to situations giving 
rise to a threat of war, a breach of the peace, or 
aggression, should be considered as governed by 
tho provisions contained in Section A. Under such 
an hypothesis, the Council would in reality pursue 
simultaneously t1-10 distinct actions, ono having for 
its object tho settlement of the dispute or the 
difficulty, and the other_ tho enforcement or pro­
visional measures, each of which is ~overnod by an 
appropriate section in Chapter VIII. 

(2) "It is the Committee's view that tho power given 
to the Council under paragraphs l and 2 not to 
resort to the measures contemplated in paragraphs 
3 o.nd·4, or to resort to them only after having 
sought to maintain or restore peace by inviting 
the parties to consent to certain conservatory 
measures, refers above all to tho presumption of 
a threat of wc.r. Tho Committee is unanimous in 
the belief that~ on the contrary, in tho case of 
flagrant aggression imperiling the existence of a 
member of tho Organization, onforcomont measures 
should be taken without delay, and to tho full 
extent required by circum3tances, except that the 
Council should at the same time endeavor to per­
suade the aggressor to abandon its venture, by the 
means contemplated in Section A and by prescribing 
conservatory measures." 
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In ~ddition, assurance was sought by the Canndinn 

Dolegation that members would not be required to provide 
forces in excess of those which ho.d already been pJ::>orliaod 
in the special agreements mentioned in paragl:'aph 5· This 
inteJ::>pre~ation was forthcomin~ from the Delegate of the 
United Kingdom, spanking on behalf of the sponsoring 
governments. 

It was ~fter reconsideration of the above observa­
tions that the Committee finclly approved the new text by 
a vote or 35 to 1· 

II. MECHANISM OF ENFORCEMENT MEASURES 

A second category of amendments proposed b~ various 
powers refers to the Actual mechanism £! aEpl1cat1on of 
enforcement measures. 

A. Economic Meosures an~ other ~-MilitaPl Measures 

After on exchange or views conoorning :f1nQ.noinl 
measures and the compatibility o:f obligations resulting 
from paragraph 3, Section a, with other obligations deriv­
ing from treaties, the Committee adopted paragraph 3• 
Section B, Chapte:r' VIUt ot the Dumbnrton Oaks Proposals. 

B. Militapy MeasuJ::>es 

The Committee turned then to consider military enforce• 
ment measures. In the first place, an amendment presented 
by the Norwe§ian Delegation, to provide that the Security 
Council may take over on behalf of the Organization the 
administration of any territory of which the continued 
administration by the state 1U possession is found to con­
stitute a threat to the peace , wns withdrawn, after it 
had been indicated that such n reference to a pnrtioulo~ 
procedure could be interpreted as restrictive and or such 
nature as to limit the field of application of measures 
at the disposition o~ the Council. 

The Committee ado~ted El unanimous vote the text of 
taro~raah 4 of the ~ar~on Oaks ProposOIB; wntcn-gfves 

0 t eounoil the power, when diplomatic, economic, or 
other measures ore considered by the Council to be inade­
quate, to undertake such ae~ial, naval, or other operations 
as may be necessary to maintain or restoro international 
peace and security. 

One onnnot overemphasize the importance of this 
unanimous vote, which renders soared the obligation of nll 
states to participate in the operations. 
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The principle of enforcement measures of a military 
nature being thus establi&hed, the Committee proceeded to 
~study££ the methods of applying these mensures. 

1. National Contingents ~ SpeoiaY 4Breemonts 

It will be recalled that the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
contemplated that the forqe put at the disposition of the 
Security Council should take the form of notional contin­
gents furnished by the members according to the special 
agreements to be negotiated subsequently. These contingents 
would be put into action in uccordonce with the llans of ~ 
MilitarK Stoff Committee,--Furthermore,-rne spec al agree= 
menta s ould specify the number and type of forces as well 
as the facilities and assistance to be furnished in each 
case. Finally, it was contemplated that national air force 
contingents should be held at the immediate disposition of 
the Security Council. 

We have classified 1n two categories the amendments 
relative to this part o~ the Dumborton Oaks Proposals, by 
distinguishing between those.~hich concern~ organization 
~ the comhosition ot the national contingents, on the one 

. d, and t ose which refer to special agreements, on the 
other, 

In re.ality, it soon became evident that all these 
amendments were closely connected and that a comprehensive 
solution was necessary. 

This solution was found in a new draft of·paragrarh 2· 
Proposed by the Representative of France in tne name o tne 
tour sponsoring governments, France, and Australia, this 
text was unanimously approved by the Committee which con­
sidered that it incorporated the substance of the amendments 
presented and ot the observations formulated during the 
discussion. The text ot the new paragraph 5 is as follows; 
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"In order that all members ot the Organiza-
tion should contribute to the maintenance ot inter­
n:ction:'l. ponce t.nd scc\llrit:r, thoy should undortr.ke 
to make available to ·the Security Council, on its 
call and in accordance with a special agPeement or 
agreements, armed forces, assistance and facilities 
including rights of passage necessary for the purpose 
of ma1ritaiDing international peace and security. 
such agreement or agreement~ should govern the 
numbers and types ot forces, their defree of readi­
ness and general location, and tfie na ure or the 
facilities and assistance to be provided. The 
special agreement or agreements should be negotiated 
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as soon as possible on the initiative of the 
Security Council and-oono!uaoa between~e-­
Socurlty Oounc!i ana m~~er states or betWeen 
the security OounOir rib ~rbu~s ol' member states. 
Air such a~eements snoul e suOJect to ratifi­
cntion ~ he· sJft~~ states lii o.cooraance 
ili.h~o1reonat u onn! processes. 

Contents of tho S2eoial ~reements. One of the 
criticisms made-o~e DUfubar~n Oaks Proposals was its 
lack of trecision concerning the content of the special 
agroemen s. !n this respect, the now text contains some 
specifications of groat interost. 

T!lking into consideration the desire expressed by 
Frnnce, the ~i~ht of passaso is specifically mentioned 1n 
the text as one o!'"'th'e uro.C!11t1es 11 to be furnished by the 
member states, although this mention is not intended to 
exclude the granting of other facilities. The Committee 
agreed to this inclusion 1n the light of the precedent 
contained in the Cova.nant o~ t~e I~ague of Nations, but 
with the conviction thAt thJ.£. 'hnporto.nt internationo.l 
obligation should not be violated or disregarded as hcs 
occurred too often iu the put. 

The new text of PAr~gro.ph 5 specifies, on tho other 
hand, tho.t the special agreements should fix the degree £! 
readiness and ~nernl locution of the forces, It t us 
!ncorporat'OS"'"'"tne substo..nce or tlle amendments introduced 
by France to paragraphs 5 and 6 concerning the period 
within whioh forces must bo made available.and the zones 
of' occupo.tion of the military contingents. 

Agreements Concluded With the Council. Another very 
serious o~Itioism or the Dumba.rton Oaks Proposals mo.de by 
the Delegations of' Austra.lio., New Zealand, and India. 
~elated to the excessive lntitudc allowed member states 
with respoot to the conclusion of the specia.i agreements. 
The obligo.tion imposed upon them was not specific; the 
consent of the Security Council wo.s presented o.s o. simple 
formality, to such an extent that one might ask it, in 
reo.lity, suoh agreements would ever be concluded and if they 
would fulfil thai~ objective. 

The new text of paro.graph 5 remedies these defects 
inasmuch as it provides: 
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1n the fi~st ~lace, that the specio.l ag~eements 
will be concluded on the initiative of the Council· 
The latter may, shoula-the occasion ar18e; counter­
act any dilatory o.otion on the part of o. member not 
anXious to conclude a special agreement; · 
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in the second place, that the special agreements 
shall be concluded betv~n lb! Securiti Council ~ 
members 2t stgups 2f me ere. 

Inasmuch as the Coube1l, as such, will be a party in 
all cases to the special a~ementa, it may demand that 
the-agreements be rormulated in auch a manner that they 
effectively fulfil the &!mt stipulated tor them in the 
Charter. 

This 1n no way excludes the PQae1b111ty or the con~ 
elusion of special agreements to wbioh :everal members 
would be parties. Mention ts made, in tact, in the new 
text of "groups o:t membe~~ which may be mutually bound 
by special agreeme~ts but on the express ~ondition that 
the Council itself be inelu!ed among the signatories and 
tha.t ft would not be sat1af1ed -with merely giving its 
approval, 

The progress made on tbe text ot pa~graph 5 was 
considered so satisfacto~ that it pel'JDit·ted the unanimous 
adoption without modifieation ot p&rAgrapbs 6 and 7 of tho 
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 

Air Force Conti~ents. ln the l18ht of the e:xplana­
tions-rurnished on t~ s~bject of para~aph 5, it became 
apparent that the mentiofi In parag~ph 6 or national air 
force contingents to be held immediatel7 available to the 
Org~ization could not in any way b~ considered as restric­
tive. .The mention in paragraph 5 of' the "Number and types 
of forces, their degree of readiness and general location" 
ccvors, in reality, military contingents in their entirety, 
ar.1 thc~e is absolutely no qu~stion of limiting them to the 
a:t.P f0rce contingents. !f air force corftingents are men­
ti0no~ ln paragraph 6, it is solely for the purpo~e or 
suy,lf•mente.ry precision, without the general scope of 
paragraph 5 being in any way restricted. 

Under ~nese conditions Austl'Qlia and France, taking 
into account these explanations, withdrew the amendments 
which they had presented in regard to the use or 11 mixed 
contingents" or of nroroes of' o.ll arms". 

Pa~agraph I. A worthy desire for precision led the 
Delegatton of Cnile to ask tho.t it be indicated in paragraph 
7 the.t ntembers of the Organization, /in the application or 
military measures, should act as mo.z be determiped ]rr jibe 
Sepur~~X Q~~Jl and in acco~dWQce w!tn £fie a.'Fe~ments 
mel.!.:9.2D~ in F·ra.g1 .. a.pn2. If e explanations o ered C!ur1ng 
tne discussion of the new. paragraph 5 and the fact th,o.t 
such a. definition concerning military measures might be 
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interpreted os relieving the member st~tee or their 
obligations relative to diplomatic, economic, qr other 
measures led the D3lognt1on of Chil$ to Withdraw its 
amendment. 

Paragraphs 6, 7, and 8 -~ the latter serving only 
as an int~oduction to pnrngraph 9 -- were therefore adopted 
uno.nimously• 

Mili taq; Starr Committee • Pa.ragrs.ph 9 of the Dum­
barton ba.ka~roposala concerning the Military Starr 
Committee, which is tc advise and help the Security Council 
concerning its m1litnrr needs, gave v1se to an interesting 
debate. 

The Committee unanimously approved an amendment to 
the effect that the Military starr Committee should have 
power to establish regional subcommittees or the Militarz 
starr Committee !4-t .1. ~[2 E:!:l.fl'ior:tzation of tneTeouriti 
Ootmci1. Thi'"'e"cnuni ttee ruz t~ prov1C1eat!iiit reglona 
stall subcommittees should be oon$t1tuted only nfter con-
sultation ~ regio.n,ttl .a!enoies. -

As regards the,actua.l composition ot the Military 
starr Committee, after having considered various proposals 
t.o increase the number of sttltes oligible tor l'epl'esentn .. 
tion, tho Committee recvgnizod the need for the member­
ship on the Staff Comm:!.ttee to be lilnited. The Dumbarton 
Oo.ks Pl'oposals quite right1.y intended o.n orgo.n composed 
or a small n~nber or rep~eser.tatives; strategic plana and 
a m~ons of putting them into effect cannot be formuln~ed 
1n discussions among too la~ge a number of people respon­
sible for thom. The explanations given both as regards 
consultation between the international Committee and the 
national military statf or any oountl:'y called upon to 
provide armed fol'ces, ond as regards the role of strategic 
d1re~1on rathel' than that or milit~ command assigned to 
£he£ernat!ona.1:Rrr1tary !tcrr Committee were deemed 
satisfactory by the Committee. 

The Committee therefore unanimously adopted paragraph 
9 with the additions j~st mentioned. 

The Delegnte ot the Netherlands ru~ther.more re~ested 
that this report should mention the explanation given bf 
the Delegate ot Great Britain to the. e~tect that 1n hie 
personal op1n1on the M111t~ Stntt Oo~ttee should replJ 
to any written or verbal quest1onp raised by members ot the 
O~ganization which are not represented on this Committee. 
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Economic Problems of Enforcement Action. In con­
clusion, having hoard various explanations on the subject 
of mutual assistance betwe.en sta.tes 1n the application of 
the measures determined by the Security Council and having 
noted the legitimate concern expressed by South Africa that 
the expenses of enforcement action cArr,~d out against a 
guilty state sbould fAll upon thAt state, the Committee 
declared itself satisfied with the prov~s1ons of paragraphs 
10 a.t'ld 11. 

A desire moreover was expressed that the Organization 
should, 1n the future, seok to promote a system aimillg at 
the fairest possible distribution of expenses u1curred as 
a result of en?oroement notion. 

Having duly noted the explanations and suggestions 
given, tho Committee unanimously adopted paragraphs 10 and 
ll of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals Without change, 

Y;our Committee ho.a tbus accomplished the difficult 
task which was entrusted t<) it and which was destined to 
establish what might justly be considered the keystone 
of the pe.ace structure which vte ore in the process o:f' 
building. As I said 1rl rJrJ ).,'lrelind.nary repoJ:>t, this pal't 
of the Proposals of DUmbe~ton OAks constitutes, in effect, 
fl'om the point of view ~t security, definite and consider­
able progress over measures adopted previously and especially 
over the Covenant or the League of Nntions. 

Ita authors have taken into consideration the exper­
ience gained 1n tho course or the twenty years which ~re­
ceded this war and have adopted some concepts which, allow 
me to remind you, France has the honor of having advocated 
since 1919 with IAon Bourgeois, well .l'emembered by those 
of his Geneva oollengues whom I have had the great pleasure 
of seeing again here, and which I did not cease to defend 
in the discussions of the League of Nations. 

Milttary assistance, in case of aggression1 ceases 
to be a recommendation" made to member states; it becomes 
for us nn 11 obliga.tion" which none can shirk. 

If these pl'oposnls. are ndopted, the interno.tional 
Organization will cease to be un.armod in the fo.ce of 
violence; a collective force the size, the degree of pl'e­
paredness, the composition, and the genoro.l location of 
which will be determined beforehand will have been placed 
at the disposal of the Council to carry out these decisions. 
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Here is n gre~t historic development in the accomp­

lishment of which it will be the honor of the members of 
Oommittee 3 of Commission III to have collaborated, May 
I be allowed, in concluding, to thank them for the zenl 
and unceasing application they have shown in the course 
of long and earnest discussions, a testimony of the will 
for peace and international solidarity which animates all 
of us here. 
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RAPfOm' ~E M· ~BONOO'QB, R.6.PPORT~l.JR, SUR ~ 
. OHAPITRE VIII, SECTI0N ~ 

Le Cam1te III de la ~ro1s1eme Cnmm1seton e re9u p~ur 
mission de uropoeer une redaction des d1s~neitione onmn~ises 
dane 1e t exte de Dumbarton OEi.'ks per 1e Chat>! t,"e ~'III, ~ec­
tton B, et par le Cha,.,itre XII. 

Oee d!St>l')si t.'\.l')ns ont ete SI')Um!ses a. ees c1 el1be:rat1one 
d , ' ~ns :3;es seancea qui B"' sont tenues e -oa.:rt1r du 4 me.! sous 
la nresid.enoe, de -,A. Ce.m!lo ~!')nee ~nriauez, H1n1et:r'e des Af­
fR.i:ree Et:r.oange,..ee ne 1' wo.uateur, auouel ,1e suie heureux de 
:r'EJnctre 1o1 ~ ".,,.,mm~ge dtl 8 la terme direotinn ou 111 e 1mnr1 ... 
mee a oes debate. 

515 

Au oou,..s de see urem1eres seances, dev~nt la mult1ryl1o1te 
nee amengemente ~e ~~nortent a ~ne m~me \dee~ ex,.,rimee dans 
des alineas t'litfel"ents• 1e Cl')mite a. decide d 1 etu<'t1e~ ces s.men .. 
dements oan~ 1 1ordre methl')dictUE}i oue .1 1ave1s uropose -oour leur 
o1s.eeement <'~ans mon ,..~nmort nre tm1na1re. · 

, Q1est dono dane 1 1ordre a1ns1 enohce que j 1 exam1nera1 lee 
del1be'"at1ons dont ila ont feit l'nbjet. 
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A - Intervention de 
! 1Aesemb!ee ou ex=­
tens1on du Oonsefl. -

4114 

! - ROLE Qll OONSSIL R! SEOURIT~ 
' ' Une Prdmiere categor1e d 1amendements 

~ro~oees nar lea div~rsea nu;ssances se 
ra~~ortsit a la procedure prevue dan~ la 
Section B du Ohau1tre VIII pour la determina­
tion de 1 1 ex1stence de menaces ala pa1x au 
d 1aotes d 1agross1on et au rele du Oonseil de 
9eour1te d~ns cette urooedurf;. 

u~e discussion generele e 1 est d'a­
bord engRgee sur la 'Oropqsi t1 "!) d.e doubl"lr 
l'aotion du Oonse11 de 9eour1te PRr une 
1nterventi11n de l'Assembler1 dans lea deci­
sions rel$0lt1vas aux mesures ooero1tives ou de 
prevoir lA u,:~rt1g1u~tlon d1:Stl.lts non membras 
~ Cons eiT 'lUX deo1stons rel'ltiV<-~8 a ces 
mesures. 

, L~ ulupnrt des Puissences, qui ont 
exur1me leur -oo1nt de ,vu•3 sur C·".S deux l>rc­
l>Os111ons, ont souligne d 1 R.bor4 que le c,n­
S131l,com-orendr'31t une majorit' de membras 
P.lus p~r l'Aasemblee, en qui resident or1-
gin,·,llem ... mt tous les pouv,.,irs de 1 1 orga­
nist~tion internAttonl'lle. De oe :t'.nit, 11 , 
f"-lut fairl'l confit~nca o.u Conse11 de Securit.·J 
qui -- l'unryn1m1te des membres uermt~nents 
m1s~ 9 unrt -- n 1 ex'Or1me, en r;n de compte, 
que lea tend~ncea de l'Assemble~. 

~llas ont 9:t'f1rme ensuite que l 1 n~­
pl1c~t1on des mesures coercitives !)our ~tre 
eff1Moe• qoit e.vJ;tnt tout ~tre r~-oide; ellas 
ont en g~ner?l reoonnu qu 11l est impossible 
d 1 im~gi!)er une intervention raPide at efticaoe 
s1 la decision du Conse11 do1t ttre soumisi) a une ·r~t1f1c~t1on de l 1Assemolee ou s1 les 
mesures ar>t>l11u~· s ~r le Cons.:;il sqnt sua­
oeut1bles de reviston por 1 1Assemblee. Oeo1, 
E!.U SUrt>lua·, SO!"' 1t oontrfl.ire fJ l~ concePtiOn 

.de ~se de liOrg~n1snt1on qui env1sa~e une 
ditferenci~tion entre l· s tono~tons.du 
Conse11 et oelles de 1 1Ass'emblee. 

, D~ns ces conditions, le Comita s 1eet 
t>l'ononce to:rm~llement ul'l.r "'lusieure votes 
contra l 1intarvent111n de l'Assemblee dans 
oette urooedure. 
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Ne~nmo1ns, ~etenant l 11dee ex~r1mee 

pqr un qme~dement canndien, 11 q ch~rge un 
sous-comitP. de trouve~ u~e formule d 1 ent0nta 
qui ~uisea, ~ la fo1s, repondre n l~ preoo~ 
ou'tlfl.tton de ne nas a.ff~;~.iblir l 1 eotton du 
Oonse11 de Secur1te, de ne oPs retqrder s~n 
intervention, ~t a qelle d 1aesoo1er las 
EtRts non re-oresentes au Oonee11 a.ux deci­
sions conoern~nt l'util1sat1on des forces 
qu'ile Mettent a l~a d1.9pos1 t1on de l t Orgn­
n1sa.t1on. 

~an s 813. se11nce du 2 ju1n, le Com1t • 
a. a.pprouve te te~te su1v9nt d'un nouva~u 
oo.mg~phe D 1nserer entre lrJs 'l',)IJrrtg~phes 
5 et 6 de la Section B du Ch~,1tre VIII: 

"Lorsqu~ le conse11 de securite ~ura 
, ' I ' decide d ~voir recours a le force e~ avc~t 

de feire an~el a un mAmbr~ non ~e,resente 
RU Oonseil d'a.votr h fournir des forces a~­
mees en. execution de sea ,o~l1g-"lt1_ons, en 
vertu dee nAragrnnhes precedents, 11 devre 
1nv1t~r le membre,en qu~stion, a1 ce dArq1er 
~ m~1fP-ate le desir, ~ envoyer un re,re­
SPnt~nt qui '9rendr~ ,.'l.·"t a.ux de cis·' one du , 
Conse~l de Securlt:, conc~rnant l 1 ut111s~tlon 
des contingents de see forces arme~s." 

Oe n~'?.'Agr:''Ohe su-oplementalr~ t1ent c,mpto du 
souc1 tree tort,,ment ex"rlme nar de nornbreu­
ses ~uissances que lea oontingAnte m111~~1res 
~le9es a la d1s~osit1on,du Oonseil de Seou­
r1~e p~r l~s acoord~ epeo1AUX ne so1ent p~e 
em'l')loyes s~ms que lA nation contr1but:'nte J.Jit 
fait entendrf~ .sa v~1x, d!ms lee ~eun\one du 
C~neeil de ~ecur1te ou 11 Ast decide de 
l 1 emnl,o1 de oes ft')rces. 

, ~est')rrn~1s. ohaque Et~t menbre, nQn 
re-presente au Oonse111 p'lurt'fl 'Pret)dre w.rt, 
~vee le dr,1t ne vota, ~ux de11ber~t1~ns 
du Conee11 lorsqu 111 e'egir~ de l'ut111s~­
t1on de see forces ~rmees. P~ur.r~p~en4re 
une exprees1~n heureuse de .M. le Delague 
des l'R.yS-~'lS, le 1)1'\nci'Oe "E!l! d' agt±on , 
m111t~1r! j~l)s represen},tion a et:! accents 
~r !~ c~m e.· Oetta !ecieton ~st de n~ture 
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~ !U>r'1Ser, d.qns une 

1
lnrga l!leeure, 1~ or"1nta 

qu t AvJ'lient man1feetee lP s Pui ss~moes moyen­
n$s et ~etites d'av~ir ~ d~nner carte bl~nohe 
Au 0">nse11 ·dA.ns le d~T'lAine -oert1cul1erement 
grnve de l'ut1l1sot1">n de leurs f">rces m111-
t~1res en deh,.,rs dee fr">nt1eres nPt1~n~les. 

Il n'est ~s a~~Aru ~"ss1ble d 1eteB­
dre l~ n~t1">n d.'une re~reeent~ti~n ">coas1~n­
nelle au C"lnee11 1 •m or.~s ">U oelu1-o1 n1squte 
n">n ~lus de l'ut111s~~1">n des f">roes armees, 
m~1s bien des fRo111tes et de l 1q1de f">urnies 
~er un ~tA~t')n membrc du-c~se11. Il a Otd 
reo">nnu que l'ad~ti~n d'une telle f">rmule 
r1squera1t d'acoro1tre exagarement le n">l!lbre 
des IM111'Tlbres d·~ ConS81l et nu1rr.1t a ln mp1-
d1te de see deoie\~ns. 

1,e S">UC~ a.e '(;enJ.r o~l!lpte ~ee ju's .;""s 
reJM.rqu~s f"rmulee·e f, oe suj et ~"'r la D¢he­
gat1">q egy~tienne n d 1a1lleurs O">nduit le 
C">mite a ~-o~r,.,uver lee ex~licat10ne f">urn1es 
p9r l's DelegPti~ne de k lr~nde-Bretagne, de 
1 t u. :t, s. <3.,. · d.e la Fr1"lnce et de la Greoe, d.'"v 11 rasultait que la qqestton "des raoi­
cutes et de l'aaS1StflnOeM ~ta1t Ot'lU~erte 
d'obord par lee aoot'lrds s~e019UX prevue au 
parr.grnphe 5 de l'l Secti">n B du Chll"Pitre· VIII, 
PU\S -par l 1art1ol& 9 de oe ~~m0 9hR"Pitre q~i 
prevo1t qu 1un ~tat non represente au c~mite 

.,. ' ' I ~ 1 Etot-Majt'lr devrq1t etre 1nv1te a a ass0o1er 
a oelu1-c1, en cas de besoinl anf1n, par 
l'art1ole 4 de lR Sect1~n D du Che"P1tre VI, 
qui env1s~ge r~rmellem8nt le ~rt1c1pqt1">n ~ux 
d1souse1ons du c~nse11 de tout mernbre de 
1 10rgen1sP.t1,.,n, dnnt lea 1nter~ts se trouvent ' ; , pA.rt1oul1erement atfeotes. En presence de 
oea e;SfjUrr.-noes .qui. couvrent s~n 'P'Jint de vue, 
la Deleg~ti~n eg~t1enne P retire son amen­
dement. · 

Un certP-1n n~mbre n'Amennements se .. ... , 
ra.-o'Oortr:~nt qux aline" e 1 et 2 AVt>1 ent T>()Ur 
bu~ de.l1m1ter la tr~s gl'!:lnde l1berte· d•n..,­
'Preo1~;~t1on qui, ,dens li' "r"j et d.e Dumbe.rton 
Oaks, est leiasee au Cr.mae11 ~">ur.son 1nter-
vent1~ri. · · 
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, Oer,trins de oes amendements ten­

daient ~ preo1ser l 1 rybl1gPti~n ~~ur le 00n­
seil de se o~nt~rmer aux buts· et ~r1nc1pes 
de l 10:r{n:l..n1s<ti..,n ou mltexte de la Charte. 
Le O"n1te a. cqns1de:' q-qe~ puisque ees 
presor1-ot1~ns et~1•mt <'l.e·ja 1nsor1tes n.ans 
le Chapitre ~I def1n1sse.nt lee nnuvnirs n.u 
Onnseil, il et~1t inutile n'en tnirP une 
ment11')n St)eC1ole fl.ens lA 'Oresent Oh£1'01 tre. 

I I I I 

Le c,.,mite f') egnlem~nt eoRrte. une 
'Ori')'DI')Siti,n QUi tfmrl~it n. rendre l')bligP..tl')ire 
P"~Ut' le C,.,n~e11 1: A ine Fl. tnute oort1e se 
~,urnett~nt a ~n reglement jun1c1e1re. Il a 
est1m~,que c 1et91t tr...,n limiter le 'PI')UVI')ir 
n 1 n~rec1nt1...,n ~u O"nse11, qu 111 pl')uvn1t y 
~v,.,1r ne.A oRe I')U 1~ ~nrt1e refusnnt <'I.e se 

\.. ' I • e...,ume~t~ n un reglerv nt jun.1c1()1re n etr1 t 
'P~S necesenir.' ment en fautfl. 

Un cl~bat ~r~"~l~nge a 'est der..,ul~ 
n.~ne le C...,m1te ~u ~ujAt de l 11nse:rt1...,n even­
tuelle d~ns 1 1el1nen. ~ <'I.e la Secti...,n B du 
Chnnitre VIII n'une <'l.etArmin~ti"'n dee notes 
n.togreesi,n. -

~ " ' Des ornenneMents nre~entes o ce 
suj.,,t, qui rn'Opeloient lea det'1n1t1..,ns ,1ns­
cr1tes rPne un oert~1n n~mbre de ~r~ites 
onnclus J"'vont cette gue.rre, ne pretenr'l.a1ent 
ohtilleurs 'l)P. s -preoiscr ~ les cos n' ~-­
grf~SS1.,n, Mfl ;a seulerrtent prl')p,s-r une l1ste 
n 1 eventu~l1tes, nnns lesquellcs 1 11nterven­
t1·m du C"'nedl eerD.1 t nut11mot1que. I~s 
lo1ess1ent au C..,nseil le 'PI')UV,!r de dete)r­
m1ner lee nutrAs ens n.rns lesquels 11 <\evrnit 
egolement 1nterven1r. 

, . , Bien que cette 'Ol',P,s1ti~n nit 
eve1lle <'I.e ,n...,mbreuses sym'Of'th;A·e, 11 est 
n~nAru ne~nM~!nS ~ ln nvj~:rite QU~Une <'l.ef1-
nit11')n prealable <'I.e 1 1 E~.grese1..,n Cl.epnsaa1t 
lea nl')ee1b111tes ~e oette c~nrerence et 
le but ne la Oh~rte. LP.S ~r~g~es de la 
teChniqu~ ~e 1~ ~uerre Mn~erne rennent assez 
n1ff1o1le 1~ nef1n1t'l"'n de t...,ue lee cas 
n 'Agressi"~n. Ln 11ste c'l.e oee cos devnnt 
.. t , ' t ~ re fnroement 1nonrnplet~, l')n e fn1.,rem~r-
quer ctua le Cl')nse11 nurt~1t tendsnce " tenil' 
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un Moine grend o~mnte des aotes 1 qui n'y 
f1gurera1ent nAs: oes omissions eno~ura­
ger~ient 1 1Pgresseur a t0urner la nefi­
n1t1~n ~u risquerP.ient de ret~rder 1 1 1n­
terv~nt1on du Conseil. Dans d'autras cas 
nu onnt~ire 1 une intervontion nut0matiqu~ 
r.u Conse11 P')Uri'P1 ~ entra!n<:r une o:p­
n11o~tl0n premeturee des Mesures 00.-'roi­
tives. 

Le C0~lte a d~no dec\ne de e'en teni! 
au texte red1ge a Dumbnrt~n Oaks et ~e 
lei sser au C0ns"Jil 1' tmt1ere a"'preointi·m 
de oe qui oonstitue una meMce a la ry&lx, 
une ette1nte R. 1o neix, nu un note d'a­
grl'rsei~n. 

Un aman~ement ayant n~ur 0bjet ~ 1 1n­
v1ter,1e Onnseil a reon1~1r eventuelle­
ment n ~es rnesures cnnservrtnires avant 
1 1 ~~nl1cet1~n ~es ~esures cnero1t1ves et 
un Autre a.nwnt".ern~mt tenrant ~ preoieer 
1es mP-eur~s enetcitivee 8 nren~re ~nt 
fpit reseortir 1'1mnrec1s1~n ~u terme 
"rnesures 11 ePln11')ye !:lux reux al1nena 1 et 
2 ne 1" secti~"~n B ~'.III ru T')rojet fie 
DuMbPrt on n'~ks. Dee ·~xnlicPti~"~nS ~nt , '1 , , .,, 
P-gR1Prn8nt et~ t"e~~n~e~s sur le sene ~nnne 
T)Ar· ce tP.xte ~u m~t, 0 rf1cnt!1I!l"'nr~t\nns''• , 
Un s~us-c~m1te ne redvctinn n. at· oh$rge 
de T)ronoser une ~ronte de oes tAxtes, en 
tP-nP.nt c~mnte des c=uvere a!Tletldement e -pre­
sentee. 

' ' Le ~r~jBt de rennot1~n, "r~n~ee 
PP.r oe snus-o~!Tlite; e'~st ettnroe de 
f11at1ngue:r.- n.ans l'£lline1'.lles OF!S ci.e 
menaces a l~,pa1x, .~ne lesquels le 
.c~nsei~ de Secur1te eu~1t ln l~titude 
d'a.T)precier s'11 rtevn1t ..,u n..,n Fmpliqutlr 
lfJS mesures OOefc1t1ves1 ~t r~tlnS l_fnli­
nfln 2 le s eae ou le O..,nen1l, nyent c.r1ne­
te.te l t n.tte1nte a la oe.iX nu 1 1 tl.cte 
dfngreasi~n, ~ev~1t l')bl1g9to1rement 
deo1nel' 1 t aT)pl1oet inn des mesures en•)r­
c1t1ves. 
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Ceoen~ent le C'"~mita q ost1me qu~ cett~ 

rtistinctbn qu! '-1V<-1t le rneritt': c1.e l~ clnrte, 
r1sQUE.11t Cl.e ne m1s lF1.1sser au C-1nsa11 lf.l 
m~m~ ~a.ml'!1e Cl '£1.Pprecint1"'ns que la toxt8 ,.,r"'­
'1"1'180 a. Dumb~rtrm Oa.ks. Une rt1st1not1 ,n tr'"l'l') 
rig1~.e entre lee meneoes n ln. Pn1x, lee e.t­
tAint .:,e n l~ P~:~ix ~u lee notes f11 agr,': ~e1 )n 
lui 11 'I')Etru en o11ntrt1 f1.1ot1r>n rw0o 1..., fl.eci s1 'in , 1 , , 
l'lnteJ.'Iieure 1\ eM.rter un,') ~.efil)i t1 '""~n ~.e l' P-

grese1~n et ~veo l'eenrit gener~l ~o lo 
Ohnrte. 

Dl..lns o~.~s Mnc'l.iti"~ns, une m"'ti"~n, qui 
e 1 1nsn\r"l1t rylus :f'1r'1.el~nent-rtu t;;xta "'r1g1-
nRl n. et ~ 0.e'!"Y"lsoe oor ln Chine. Cette rn1-
t1~n, qui su~ryr1Me· le Y)r mier ~line9 ne 
Dum'b,..rt,..,n Onks ~t t'n.1t n.e l'fltncmdenent r./t­
tif rux rnesures c,..,nservDt"~ires un n"luvel 
A11nea 2 so lit ~e 1? fD9on su1v~nte: 

1. "Le c,.,nstJil <i.e Secur1 te ~"~.evrP1 t 
detern1ner s'11 y n d~nger Y)"'\Ur 1~ rya1x, run­
ture ~e ln Y)Dix, ou aote ~ 1 a.gress1"'1n, ~t 
rtevrt"1t fnire des rec'1mmenrl.at1'1ne ~u c'l.eoir1..er 
lesquelles dee mesur~s rrevues nux no.ragr-9-
Y)hes 3 et 4 rte ln nresente Secti'in 9'nt a . 
P!limr.ro en vue c'l.a nn1nten1r ou ~.e retr.-blir 
ie ~v1x ot 1~ secur1to. 

2. AvFint ~"e :f'l).1re lee rec'"~tnml'nr'lnti,.,ns "~U 
~e deci~er des me~ures h nrennre en vue,~e 
rtfj1nten1r ,..,u de retn.bl1r lo '"rult et lv eecur1-
te, cnnt"'memerit r.ux cU SP')Si t1..,l'}s r'.u '!)~Jr"­
gr~~he 1 1 le a..,qse11,~e Secur1te ~eut invitur 
los nnrtleS intaressees a. Sf) C"ln:f'..,r!'F·r ~UX 
r.ltJSUres C"'nGorV"t"'tr•~B ou'11 estir:.u ~t·< neaet 
sa.irea ..,u fl.e sil'!:'blee an -vue d 1 lmn~cher une 
1'1p:~r,V"Fit1'"1n tie lD e1tuD_t1":\n. Cas neeures O'in­
S.;.1rV"'t 1r~·s ne ,,..,rte~nt pfl.s ,...,rejw"ice nux 
n..r~its 1 fl.UX re~enr:t;cJ.'ltbns "'~U ~ lEt Y)'V31t1"'n! 
~.as '"lRrties 1nter;·'eses. Au cas ,..,~ lss St.9te · 
n•~~,...,l1ryuern1ent PFIS ces meeyres o..,nserv~­
t>"~1r.:'lS le C'inSeil rte Securi to ti<'n~.rt" nQ-
nent c..,M,t e eta oetta c'!.e:f'n.1111lnce. 

L<~ n"uvel nl!nea 1, qui r""'r'l<'lu1t en :f'~.1t 
lee r'.1S"'>I"ls1t1"~ns tl.e l'oncien alinea 2 t1.e 
DuMbA,..t..,n Oaks, lo.1s~e au 0f'lnse11 ne Securite 

-7 .... 



522 

4114 

le s~in ~e Qetarminer s 1 11 y a ~?nger ~~ur 
ln -nA.1XJ ru'iture f.e la, neix ,..,n note r'l.t agres­
si-1!). Sui vent le n.egr<1 cl.e 1 ~infreoti1n 0-1ns­
tfttee, le Cl')nse11 r'!.e Seour1 te rtevrA : 

falre ~es reo,..,mrnnn~oti~ns, 

~eo~der lesquelles ~es mesures c~ero1-
t1ves prevuee nans oe Chenitre A_,.,ivent Mre 
~.,.,,.,liquees. 

11 neut BUSS! PU nreAlnble inviter leS 
r>PrtieS n se onnf,..,rMer a des Mesures Cl')n­
Servetnires (~linea 2). 

I~ serq1 t ne~.nl'll')1ns Mntrf'ire h i 1'">.,.,1-
n11')n ~ene!"1ler.vnt ex,.,r1mee q 1 11nter1eur nu 
Cl')n1te ~'1Mng1ner,que ln nlus grrn~e lat1-
tu~.e, ~1ns1 lnissee au Cnnse11, r'1o1ve re­
tf}rf!.er s·m "tCtion gu r.iminuer son eff1oao1-
te. 

C' ')St o e qu' n. t rmu ~ SI"Jul1gner M. le 
SenRteur R-1lin1 renresent~nt de.}a Bel~ique, 
en ret1rent au n,..,n nu s,..,us-e,..,Mit~ de re­
ract1,..,n le nrnjet ~r.,,.,ose ,..,er ce s.,us-onn1te, 
Il a eta ent eqr'tu1 ~ sa c'l.ennll~"~-e 1 qu.; le n'111-
veau texte nresente r1.ev1:1i t etr•; internr~te 
nans le cRdre des ,..,bservr.ti,.,ns s111~nntes, 
n,..,nt 1'1nsor1nt1,..,n Bu rnDn~rt a ete unon1-
mement nnr>r,.,uvee nvr le C'1r.11te: 

1. - 11 En ut111s.r.~nt rlnns le Seoti•n B 
le r.J.I'lt 11 reo"'~mmonnat;"ns 11 , qui est tiejb. 
1nscf~t dana l'nl1nea ~ de la Sect1'1n A. le 
C'1m1te ~ enten~u 1nr1quer que l'eoti,n nu 
Cnnseil) rf' ns le nesure ,..,~ elle se ror>nnrte 
au regleMent ~oifique ~u r1ff8renn nu.ne le 

I ' s1tuet1nn nyant nnnne na1Ssl'nce e. 1~ Men~oe 
r".e guerrt'i, le ru'"'ture. de le 'l")f11X ,..,u l 'agree-• , , ' ' sinni ~evrP.it ~tre onns1~eree onnne reglee 
~r es nisp..,s1t1nns ~e 11' Sectinn. A. 
n~ns une tell~ hypqthese, le,C,.,neeil nour­
su1vrP1t en realite e1multonement deux ac­
tt.'lflS ~'~1st1notes 1 ,l 1une a.yo.nt T'll")ur objet ;e 
reglement !'tu fl.ifferenrl ou n.e- la c".1ft1culte, 
l'sutre lea ~eeures c~ero1t1vea l'lU c,..,nser­
vntn1res, ChACUne rl 1elles regie ~Pr une 
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sect1~n nr~~re nu Ch~~itre VIII. 

2,- ''Dans l'es~r1t ;q_u C..,m1te, 11'1 fn­
oult~ laissee au C..,nse11 ~r le toxte ~es 
l'll'1neRa ~ et 2 de ne ~qa rec..,nr!r nux ne­
sures nrevue a nux A-linens 3 et 4 '1U n.e n' y 

' ' ' rec..,ur1r qu a~res nv"'~ir tente ~e r.tn1ntenir 
~u n~,rnmener ln ~six, en 1nv1tnnt lee Pnr­
t1es A c~nsent1r OP.rtF:t1nea mesuree c~neervr­
t..,1res se rnnp(')rte avrnt t"lut a ~'hYn"'~these 
ne la. nennoe fl.e guerre. Le C"'~r:ti te eat unr­
n1me a nens~r qu'~u c..,ntraire, nnns le ere 
n' ngress1~n flngr11nte r1ettnnt en peril 1 1 ex1s 
tenoe n1 un menbre ile 1 10rgPn1sa.t1·1n, lea 
mesures c~ero1t1ves ~evr..,nt ~tre ~rises s~ns 
a.uoun ret11r~ flVeo t,utA l'nn~leur roquise 
~Ar lea· oiro,.,ns~~nces Brluf ,<JU C··maeil a 
t0nter aimult"nement 0 1 ~nener 1 1 P~r~seeur ' . a ;oen..,ncer (I S')n entrenr1 ee I 'Of'r 1 c)S J'!'l..,yens 
~revue fpns lp Secti?n A e~ ~Pr ln ~res­
or1~t1..,n de Mesuros onnservnt..,1res." 

D1 nutre nort, 1 1f'SSUr,.,noe , et.~ r9.emn.n-
, I ; 

oee P"r 1~- ~" ele~~ti..,n n.u C.nMfl.a que 1 es 
Menbres ne ser~1ent ~as requfe ~e t..,urnir 
rt.es f"roes plus 1n,.,..,rt,.,·ntes que oelle s 
qu '.l-ila tw; s~nt engages ? f"'~urnir ,.,,_r lee ao­
o,r1'1.s sn.?oillUX mP.nti.,nnEJS 'lU T)l!lrngrt'~he 5. 
c~t~e \ntAr~retDti~n P. etc n,nnee ~nr lo 
~elegue ~u R..,y~ume-Un1, ~u n~m ~es ~uia­
eanoes 1nv1tnntea. 

01 est ~l"'res l·" m;.>r>el n'e ces "~Oscrvl0-
t1~ns que le C..,n1te o ~ef1n1t1vement ~~~ne 
s~n ~~~r,bqt1.,n au n.,uve~u texte ~r..,n~se 
T)~;~.r ln Chine · nFir 35 v,ix o~ntrE; 1. 

ll - MECAN;SME Dl!lS MESURES COEROITIVES 

Uqe neux1eme o'ltag,r1 a 1"11 arnenrl.enents 
..,M~,ses '1")£\r n!veraes J!uissnnoee se rl)n­
~,.,rtt:~.1 t llU mecn.nisrne' J'!'lOI'!le r1 I ll~,.,l10<'1t1..,n 
des mesur,~s c'">ero1 tives.-

APres un eoht.m~e c'l.e vuea O·..,ncern!l.nt 
lea me eures f1 n<1no1ares et 1~ o ">r.t~tnb111 te 
d 1cbl1grt1'1ne result~nt nu ~ragrnnhe 3 
r~.e ln seot1~n B "'reo d'autres o'bl1gSlt1ons 
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decoulant des traites, le Comite a adopte 
le paragraphe 3 de la section B du Chapitre 
VIII des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks. 

B - Mesures Militaires Le Comite est alors passe a 1 1 examen 
des mesures d'execution de caractere mi~ 
litaire. 

1. Contingents 
nationaux et accords 
speciaux 

4114 

En premier lieu, un amendement presen­
te par la Delegation norvegienne et qui 
tendait a inclure parmi les mesures coer­
citives a la disposition du Conseil de 
Securite 11 la prise en charge par le Conseil 
au nom de l'Organisation, de l'administra­
tion de tout territoire qui ne peut, sans 
danger pour la paix, continuer d'etre 
administre par l'Etat dont i1 depend 11 a ete 
retire, apres qu'il eut ete indiqu~ qu'une 
telle reference a une procedure particu­
liere pourrait ~tre interpretee comme 
limitative et de nature a restreindre 
le champ d'application des mesures a la 
disposition du Conseil. 

Le Comite a e~suite adopte ~ l'unanimite 
le texte du paragraphe i du Projet de 
Dumbarton Oaks, qui donne au Consil le 
pouvoir, lorsque les mesures diplomatiques, 
economiques ou autres ont ete jugees par 
lui inadequates, d'entreprendre telles 
operations aeriennes, navales ou autres 
qui pourraient etre necessaire~ au main­
tien ou au retablissement de 1a paix et de 
1a securite internationa1es. 

On ne saurait trap sou1igner 1 1 impor­
tance de ce vote unanime qui consacre 
1'ob1igation pour tous des Etats membres 
de concourir aux operations. 

Le principe des mesures coercitives 
d'ordre mi1itaire etant ainsi acquis, 1e 
Comite en est venu a 1 1 examen des moda1i­
t~s d 1app1ication de_ ces mesur;;: 

I1 me sera permis de rappeler que 1es 
Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks ont prevu 
que 1a force p1acee a 1a disposition du 
Consei1 de Securite prendrait 1a forme de 
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cnntingent~ nnt\~n~ux r~urnie prr l~s 
me~bres c0nf0~metr1ent nux ACC0r~a snec1~ux n neg0c1er nPr la suite. Cee onnt1ngents 
se~ient·m1e en oeuvre su1v~nt lee ~l~ns 
0.' un :!ttt~ t-MR J ,r interne ti'mA 1 • D • SJ ut re 
~er~,-oes accor~s s~ecieux nreciee~ient 
lo n~mhre et le tyne nee r,roes a1ns1 qu0 
lea r.c~c111tes et 1' a.ss1stnnoe a f:'lurn1r 
nens o~que oqe. Bnt;n, 11 etll1t env1s~ge 
oue ~es C'"~nt1ngents eer1ens not1~nPux ne­
VrP1ent ~tre tenus a ~D ~j_S1]0S1t1on 1I'U"le-
0.1Bte nu C'"lnse11 ne SeouritA, 

~ ; 
Nous ovinns ola.sse en n.eux CF1.teg0r1es 

lee a.Menrlemente relAtifS a CStte. "")Artie n.u 
texte ~-El Dutrlbarton Oaks, en ~1at1np,uant : 

- d. 1 une '•art ceux qui cnncernaient 
l'nrff?n~a~t1,n ~t ln onn~0s1t1,n·ne contin­
gents IlFl~1 ")nCJ.ux; -

- li I AUtre ;a.rt ceux qui Se referr>1ent 
qux aocor4e sneciaux. 

; # 

En rea.l1te, 11 eat an~aru rn~1dement 
qu~ t'"lUS 9es amendements et~ient 1nt1mement 
lies et qu 1une snlut1~'~n d'enseroble s 11mn"l­
sa1t. 

oette ~'"lluti'"ln a ete trouvee ~~ne une 
n·1uve11e rerlA.ot1 ()n ne 1 t article 5. Pr·"T)'"~­
se flU n,m des 4 Puieaanoes InvitR"nte s1 c\e 
la,FrPnce et ne 1 1Austrnl1e, ~r le ~e~ 
,.,resentrynt de la Fl'!"noe, oe texte a ete 
annrn~ve A 1 1 unanil'l1te n~r le c,mitP, qui 
a juge qu'11 t~na1t,un c,.,mnte exa.ct <'tee 
anen~e~ents ~resentes et <'l.es nbservPti,.,ns 
formulees au cnurs ne lB. ~1souss1~n. Vn1c1 
le textfl du nouveau T)El rn.p:r11nhe 5: 

"5. At1n qUA t"'us lea' mnnbres fl.e 1' Or­
~Rn1sPt1,.,n ~u1ssent c~ntr1buer au rnn1nt1en 
ne la nA.iX F-t de' 10 Seour1 te lnternat1"lnfl­
les1 chacun des mef:lbres t'l.t-) f •o·rp:nn1sr-t1,.,n 
ne'frP 1 t s' eng~.g~r fl rncttre n lfJ tii sn,...si t1,n 
~.u Conse11 ~-e Secur1te, ~ 11'-l rtcmenr'l.e c\e 

' ' I • oelu1-c1 ct cnnto~metrlen~ ~, 1 acoorc\ s~e91a1 
nu PUX aco,rl'l.s s,.,ec1F.l.ux, lee forces armees, 
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C~ntenu nee Accords 
S'OeCiPUX--

Acoor4s ci')nclus 
~ le Ormseil 
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l'Rssistrnce et lee fncilites z o~nnri~ 
le ~r~it ne ~~s~ n~cess~ir8s Au MPintien 
rre lf" ~nf5c8t ('l,e !n securite int rnr:t1"ln~lee. 
Cet Pcc~rn ~u ces acc~rne nev~1ent fixer 
1e nn;ibre 8t le ty~e nee f~rcee, ~ rt.er.:re 
ne "'r6T)$'1.ret1~n et leur ernnlrcenent gener"l, 
et lP n~=Jture fl.e 1' ... 1~.e h fnurnir. Un tel 
I")U de tels aco~rds rt.evrnient ~trP ,nog"lc1es 
RUSsit~t que,~~ss191e ~ 1 11n1tint1ve ~u 
0"lnsc11 ne Sflour~ t; et mlus entre le 
C'"~neeil c'l.e Securi te et lee Etnts-1"1<-;nbrne 
~u entre le C'"lnse11 i1.e securit·) et t'l.os 
gri")UT'IeS 0lEt"lts-rnA-'1hres. T""'US ces D:OC~rn.s 
sera1ent s~umis ~ ~ Ret1f~1~nes Et~ts 
signotaires euivent leur ~r"loer~ure Mnsti tu-
t1~~nnell~1". -

L1 une ~es critiques fD1tes au texte 
de Duml:l,.,rt~"~n O!lks ~t0it s-1n im:.,recisi"ln 
en ce qui c'1nCArne 1~1 tcneur 0.es aoo">r<'l.s 
sneoir•lrit. A cet egarCI, le n·mveau texte 
en~l")rte ~es ~r~c1si"l~S int~ressentes. 

Ten,.,nt C"lm~te ~u flesir ex~rime nPr le 
FI't'lnce 1 11 11'}"'!1q_,ue 1 t"lUt c't'eb~rfl, que n~rni 
lee "fncilites" B f"lurnir nar les Et,.,te 
Menl:lres, ft~ure exT)reseeMent le nr')1t ne 
'!")f'l8SI"P:B 1 etPi'lt hien entAnl'l.U qUt; Celf1 nfeXClU' 
nas lee PUtres fncilites. te C"lMit~ e 1 est 
C~nfnrMe SUr Oe POint aU nreceAent qUe lUi 
f'>urnissn.it le nfl.cte c'l.e lt1 S.D.N., I!laie ~vee 
lt1 vclonte ~e ne nas ln1sser violer ou ou­
hlier, n1ns1,outon l'n fn1t troT) e~uve~t 
~~ns le nnsse, ce T)nint i~T)ort~nt nee o~l1-
~~til")ns 1nterngt1nn~les. 

, 
Le nouveAu texte c'l.u porn~~~he 5 ~reels 

n'Autre n~rt, que ~es aoo~r~s sneciaux no1-
vent fixer ~e -~fre r'l.e T)renarntion .£! ~­
nlnoeillent ~enerf.l ~.es f""~:roes. Il se raT)­
nrr>che R.ine1 ?tee aMen<'l.ements i:ltroc'l.'lit s T)ar 
1101 Ft;nncc F-~.ux nn ,...11p.:r~nhes 5 et 6 Ol')ncernont 
le nela1 n11ntervent1on et lea zones <'I.e 
stR.t1'>nnement c'l.es O'>nt1np.:ents 'm111t~1res. 

Une autre critique tree grn.ve fl)i~e 
au texte de Dumhorton Oaks ner la$ dclegq­
t~nns de l'AustrPl1e 1 c'l.e 1e N">uvelle• 
Zelande et nee Innes v1sn1t 1£ t;oT) grende 

-12-
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lPtituci.e lf.liesee !J.ux Etr:>ts nel"!'f)r.c·s 8'1"1 oe qui 
onncerne ln conclusion des occ0r~"1 s S'l")ac1ou.x. r , , , 
L ob~igBti~n, qui leur et~it 1mn0see, ctPit 
1.JnPrec1se:. lfflp'l)rl)bf3ti'm ri.u C~nsdl fle 

I I ? I I 
qeourite etPit 'l")resentee 00~me une sinnle 
formelite; r, t";l ,.,0int qu 11)n r.vmvD1t se 
rl.e11'ltlnn.e:rt si, veritphlem~'nt, r~e t~;ls nccf)rn.s 
sernient J~m~1s o~nclus et s'1ls rrlrn'l")l1-
rnient l~ur l)hjet. 

LP. nflUVe.lF'U tf3xte flu ,.,~rngrn,.,he 5 renerl_ie 
9 oes ci.ef~ute nuisqu'il nrev01t : 

- en ,..,r"'l'llidr lieu Que lns eccl)rn s s'l"'le­
ciAUX SI'Jrl)nt Ql)nClUS sur 1 11nit1'l.t1Vd r'l.U 
c .... nsdl. Celui-c1 Y}')Urrl'1 nlns1 s I optjof.iiir, ...-::----1 , , , -
J.[·' c~ s echeant, nux ,..,r"lctYlee 0.il'lt>1ros 
ci.'un :":tat "1e"1bre 'l"'lt'll enth"lusiDst,J ,.,.,ur c,.,n­
cl~e un n.ocf')r~ s,..,ecinl; 

1 _J An ctPux1en0 lieu que les eooorns 
S'l)f'CiF'u.x seront conolus P-ntre le Conse11 
de ~eour1te e~ lee ~tPts membr~s ou grou-
;As r'!f~tnts rnemores:---- --

Pt~isqu.a, dt'ns tl")uslns C~"S 1 ""le (j.'lnsc1r 
s.:~o 'Wrtie, ~m t<>nt Que tel, rux accords 
eneciaux, 11 ~ ur:.:-a exiger que oes accords 
soient formulas de telle sorte qu 1 ils rem­
pli~sent effeo--tvement le but qui leur est 
fixe par la Charte. 

O«Jc:l. n' exclut d'ailleurs pes la '90ssi­
b111te de la conclusion d 1aocords snec1aux, 
auxquels plusieurs Etats me~bres eerAient 
nertie. Il est, en effet fait mention 
dans le nouveau texte de f'grou-oes d 1 Etats 

"' . mem'bres" qui pourront etre lies entre ~-ux 
:OSr un accord B'OAOiall ~a.is a la cond1 tion 
ex'Orflsse de fP1re figurPr le Conseil 1 lui 
auss1 1 au nombre des s1gnata1res et non l)as 
de se oon~nter de sa simPle anprobat1 on. 

L ' , , es progres realises sur le texte du 
parpgrephe 5 ont et.~ jug6s s1 se,tisfa1sant a 
q~ 1 1le ont 'Oerm1e une adont1on a l'unen1m1-
te, et sans mod1f1oet1on aucuna, des po­
ragr>a,..,hAs 6 •;t 7 du t extr1 de Dumbe rton Oaks. 

-13-
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A la lumiere des exnlic~tiona fournies a 'Oropoe du parogrnphe 5, 11 eat e:pparul 
en offet, .que la ,ment 1 on ou pn rA grr1 phe t> 
de contingunts aeriene n~.tionoux a t,'nir 
k la die"Ooa1tion del 1 0rgRnis~tion, ne 
ryouva1t en auoune maniere ~tre oonsidere0 
oomme 11m1tF~t1Vfl. La mentil"ll) 1JU PD.t;!"'grr­
phe 5 du "nombre, tyte 1 degre de preu~­
ration et emjl~oe~en gvnbrnl des foroesn 
oouv:rce,trn !'elite, 1 1ensemble--c:tea con­
tingrmts militnJ.l~es e-t 11 n 1 f'St nullement 
question de limiter. ceu~-ci a des contin­
gent~ ~erions. ~1 des contingents ~eriena 
ont rltr·' ment1onn--·s nu narngraphe 6 1 or,: at 

I. ; ' uniquement ,. t1 tre df; nre~1 ~~-gn aunplt"m<m-
yt:1!!':':.J S1.lns-gue 1.e. :£0"c'IT~-G.§_!ler"l0 ae 1 1')r­
lli~ q_ !?_ ~ e oit, le !I!_'lins du monde 1 ~­
trelnt e. 

Dnns oes oondit ~one, l'Austi"'lie .:t J.D. 
FrBnce P~~n,.nt ~ct~ de oes exnl1o~t1ons, 
ont rehre lAs am<"'ndements qu'elles nvflient 

I I 

doPOs~e on oe qui conoerne 1 1 emplo1 de 
11 cont1nl;"ent s mixt<)B 11 ou de 11 foroes de touter 

"rlU!!JS 11
, . 

Un ci.es1 r de nrecie 1.on ~Olt".>blr1 I'!VIli.t I 
~'eutr~ p~rt, conduit 1~ del~g~tion du Chil' 
o. demnncler ctu 11l soit 1nc.ttque nu onrng1"1'phc 
7 que lf'la membr.:>s de l'O~g:·mis"'tirm 'lgi­
.,.."'ient, o.~ns 1 1 F;~ryrylic,.,tion des me sure) s m1-
l1t";-:-.:s, §..~ 1 1 ,npre~~-~~_ion du Conseil, 
~~- Se·;_tl'=.:h~8 ~t se].pn .~~--s ~c-~9.!9.~ menti~nnes 
''u pa:ra_,i_1_"£.P.h.~ £. Les explications donnees, 
!Ore dl? la. disoufL3iO:'l dun.)'.:' d fl.:r>tiole 5 et 
10 f<'11 t qu 1 un<; s.,mblD>.Li' 0:::-?dsion, en ce 
qui conoerne los UJOSurns LL!.:i..1tn1res, eur!"it 
'OU 0tr<l interpretee COmiDe dechnrgeant lee 
Etnte mernbr- e de leurs obl1gnt1.one1 en 
ge qui concerne l.:;e rnesur~:oa diploml:'tiqu(;s._ 
eoonom1quea ou B.tJ.tre s, ont oondu1 t l"l dele­
gl'.tion du Chili n r1:1_ti rn r son amen dement • 

Lea nrt1cles 6 1 7 et 8 -- oe derni,:Jr ne 
fa1sant au';ntrQdu1re le ner~gr~pha 9 -­
ont don'O ete ndoptes A. l'uMn1m1te. 

-14-
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L 1r.rt1ole 9 du proj•it de DUmbArton 

Oek~ r~letif au Comit~ d'Et~t-~jor, des• 
tine a· oo9se111~r et e assiete~ le Con~ 
eeil de Seeur1te, en ~e ~ui eofioerne ses 
bee~ine d 1ordrA m111t~ire, n donne lieu 
a Une intereSSAntP. diSCUSSion. 

Le Oomite ~ notamment p~evu, p~r un , 
votP. UnflniMe, ,ln 'PO~s1b111te pnur le Cnmit·~ 
d'Et~t-M~J~t, de oreAr, aveo 1 1autorisP.t1nn 
du ConsA11 da Seourite, ~s~us-90m1tee 
reginnF.lUX dT"F.;ttlt-!lliJit. Le 00m~te t} 1 -~n 
0utre, admis que oes soue-onm1tes reginq~ux 
d 1EtPt-Maj0r ne p0urrpient ~tre 1nst1t~es 
qu 1 apr~e oonsult~tinn des orgenisrnes regin-
~ Interesses. ---

Quant a lq o0m~os1t1nn m~me du C0mite 
d 1 E~Flt-MRJ,.,r, le c"m1te, apl"~'s Avo1r exa­
nine divo:Jrses urnpns1t1,ns ttmdent a aug­
nenter le ~nmbre des Etnta admis ~ s 1y 

1 
fP1re represe~t~r, a regnnnu la nepessite 
de onnoerve1r a oe 0'>m1te le o~raotere 
prevu dans le pr . .,jf:t de Dumbr.rtrm Ooks. 
Dunbarton Oaks A vr.ulu un ~1sne peu 
n2!~~~x et 11 a eu rtliaon!-cfee ~lana 
etrategTques et lcum Tll'1yons d' execution 
ne onmportent PAS dee dtsoussi,.,ns entre un 
trnp grElnd. nnrnbr~1 de rr. snr1nsn.bles • Les 
exolic~ti~ns fr1urnies, --tnnt en ce qui 
ooncerne 1a conault~ti0n oertPine ncr 
1 1 Et~t-Mej~r fnt~rn~t!~n~l ge,1 1 Et~t-Mnj~r 
nat1ryn~l de tout ~nys Pnnele n r~urnir des 
tr0unes 1 qu'en oe qui c"noerne le rAle ~ 
o"nseil teohn1~ue nlut~t gue de c~mn~ndenen• 
dev"lu "' 1 1EtP -ft,qj~r Internafi...,nt~l-- ont 
't' jug,es eetiSfAisentee pnr le C~mit~. 

, # ~ 

Celu1-c1 a, ~n consequence, ad'"lnte a 
l'unanimite le nArPgrt~nhe q,nveo 1es,seules 
adjnnot10ns que J'ni s1gn~lees tr')ut a 
1 1hP.Ur":'!. 

# I • t M, ,.le Del ague de.s ~BYEJ-Bas a, , en "lU re, 
def!1anc'te que sry1t nenti ,!)nee flU nreeen~ ;-ap-: 
Port 1 t FlXnl1cstt1...,n dnnnee nP.r M. le Del~~& 
de lR G~nde-Bretagne salon lequelle -- ~ 
son l'lV1S pers0nne1 •- le C~rnite d 1 Etnt-Mnj~! 

.. 15-
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C- C-;~t de 1 1rctl-;n 
Cf'leFC'It1Ve" 
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, 
<}evrr:i t repnnCI.ru aux qucstt"\ns nrelae nu 
ecr1tes, qu0 lui p~sernien~ les~menbres 
de 1 1 0rgDn1sot1~n n~n re~resentes n ce 
Cnmite. 

Enfin ~nres avnir ecnute certnines 
exP11c~tll")ns e.u suJ•~t de 1' nide Mutuelle, 
que df'l1Vent se ,reter lea E~r.ts, n.ens 
1 1 ~npl1c~t1f'ln nee rnesuree ~eci~ees n~r le 
C'inseil n~ Securite, le c~M1t~ ~y~nt nris 
note du 1e~1t1rne snuc1 ex~rime pvr l'Afr1-
Que nu Sud de vnir retnrnber sur lfEtat 
CI')UpA.ble lee frr1s rJ.fune ncti'"~n cnerc1t1ve , ' entrenrise cnntre lui, s'Ast neclRre sa-
tisfn it Y>~:~r lee rl.iST>'i si t1 "~ne des l'lrt1cles 
10 et 11. 

Le ~rneu p et~ enis I ,.;_ f PUtre ...,art' que 
1 1 0r~rnis~t1~n s'eff-;rce ~e nr"~mnUV"'ir, 
tl.r~.ns l'nv;:m:l.r, un systel'1e tende.nt a une , , 
r0p~rt~ti1n ~ussi £guitrble que pnssible 
?tea frr·is ne !Taeti~n Cl)e.rc1t1ve. 

Aynnt nr1s acte de~ exnlicrti'"~n~ et sug­
gesti"'ns a1ns1 fnrMulecs, le C~Mite a 
annnte a llun~nimite et SPnS y nY)nnrter 
de nnn1f1cat1f'ln les articles 10 ct 11 ~es 
~rnp~s1t1-;ns de DuMbart'in ORks, 

* 

A1ns1 R ete menee A bien ryer v~tre , "' ' , C'iMite lo lourne t11che qui lui etPit de-
l , ' ' v~ ue et ~estine~ A regler ce qu'nn ~eut 

justen~nt c~ns1~erer c~nme le n'iint ~­
trPl ~e la cnnstructi"'n ~e nnix que n~us 
~es en tr,'1.1n ~I er11f1dr. Cl"\nne je le 
n1sA1s C'l.ons nnn rrmnl"\rt nr~l1M1n~JirE.:, cett 
~~rtie nee suggesti~ns ~e Dumb~rt~n O~ka 
cnns~1 tue en effet, t.i.u n~int <'l e vue de 
ln securite un pr~gres certe1n et cnnsi­
nernb~e sur lea regleMents anterieurement 
annntes, et n'it~rnnr.nt sur le Pocte ne la 
S.D.N. 
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Qes euteura ~nt ~ria en c~ns1~er~ti~n 

1 1 'I ' , ' ex~erience helns1 reDl;see a.u cl')urs c'l.es 
Vingta Mneee qui ont nrece~.e cette guerra 
en a~~~t~nt certnines c~nce~ti0ns que, 
'!'>~rmettez-m~1 ~e v11us lc rP.,..,'!'>eler, la Fr~nce 
-s'h"n,re c'I. 1Flv..,1r r.efan~.ues ~.ee 1919 nveo 
Leon Bourgeois, et c'l.~nt lea cl')mpngn,na ~e 
Gen'eve 1 que j 1 ai eu lA. grancl e j (')!e c'\e retr;IJu­
ver ~c1 1 se souv1ennent 1 que je n 1n1 cease 
ne c'l.efendre 1nlassabloment nnns lea n!scus­
S!ons de la 6oo16te nee Nat10ns. 

L'Ass!stp~ce m111tnire, en ens n1ngres­
s1nn, cease d' etre une 11 rec'"\nrrvmclnt1--m 11 f£1it.: 
aux Etots ne~bres; elle est ,..,nur nl')us une 
"obl1gat1nn 11 ) a l'lquelle ~moun r,l eux ne neut 
se der'"~btJr. 

Si oee propoei t1.one B"~nt An,,.,tees• 1 1 ,r­
gan!ene int,'rnflt bn,.,l ceeser11 n' ~tre de same 
r'l.e~ront ~~· Vi"llance; une f0roe onllect;ve, 
rlont 1' etf'nAue 1 1~ C'"~m'Ons! t; ,.,n, lee <i.ele.is 
et 1' Atn"~lP.oement sernnt fixes n_ 'avf!noe, devre 
~tre rn1 Bfl e la <i.!SP"'S\ ti"ln fl.u Conse!l p"'tUr 
fnire nnpl!quer oes necisi"'ns. 

C 1 est 1~ un grnnn_ fni t hist"'ri que, h 
1 1nvenement ~uqu91 ce sern 1 1 h~nneur des 
membres ~u Cnm1te ~ ~.e ln IIIene C·"'rnrn1ss1~"~n 
n1nvo1r collabore. Qu'ils me nermettent en 
f1n1ss~nt ~e lee remercier nu z~le et de 
l 1 Pn~l1ont1,n 1ncess~nte qu'1la y nnt ep­
n1rtes ~u C"~Ure 1e d!scussi,ns longues~et 
ser1euses, ~u1 temn1~nent ne 19 vnlonte de 
na.ix et de soli~'~A.ri te 1ntcrnRti"nale qui nnu 
a.n1me t,us 1o1. 
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Doc. 1089 (ENGLISH) * 
III/3/49 
June 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enrorcement Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF TWENTIETH MEETING OF COMMITTEE II;I:j~ 

Veterans Building_, Room gQg, June 18, 1945, 8!40 ~· 

The Chairman opened the meeting at 8:40 p.m. 

1. Announcements 

The Chairman recalled that the Committee, in its seven­
teenth meeting, (Doc. 765) had been unable to reach a decision 
upon the wording of Chapter XII (Transitional Arra~ements) 
which, accordingly, had been referred to the Steer g Committee, 
along with a Greek amendment received from Committee III/2 
(WD 67), whj.ch the Connni ttee had not yet acted upon. Since 
the Steering Committee had as yet taken no action, the Chair­
man expressed the hope that Committee III/3 might be able to 
reconsider Chapter XII at the present meeting. 

2. The United Kingdom Delegate's Redraft .£f. Chapter XII 

The Delegate of tho United Kingdom recapitulated the 
discussion at thv seventeenth meeting whore it had been em­
phasized that there was little disagreement as to the sub­
s~ance of Chapter XII, except where an acceptable wording hGd 
not been found. He now proposed tne adoption of a revised 
Chapter XII, as follows: 

5096 

11 1, Pending the coming into force or such special 
agreements referred to in Chapter VIII, Section B, par&­
graph 5, as in the opinion of the Security Council enabie 
it to begin the exercise of its responsi~ities under 
Chapter VIII, Section B, paragraph 4, the states parties 
to the Four Nation Declaration, signed at Moscow, October 
30, 1943, and France, shall, in accordance with the pro­
visions of paragraph 5 of that/Declaration, consult with 
one another and as ·occasion arises with other members of 
the Organization with a view to such joint action on be­
half of the Organization as may be necessary for the pur­
pose of maintaining international peace and security. 

-1-
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"2. No provision of the Charter should preclude 

action taken or authorized in relation to enemy states 
as a result of the present war by the governments having 
responsibility for such action." 

The Delegates of France, Norway, Peru, Turkey, and the 
United States seconded the proposal. The Canadian Delegate 
asked that the paragraphs of Chapter XII be di.scussed separ­
ately. Furthermore, he pointed out that while he had been 
satisfied with the explanations offered concerning paragraph 
1, although not with its wording, he had never been satisfied 
with the explanations offered to paragraph 2. This paragraph 
had remained unchanged in the redr~ft. The Delegate of New 
Zealand expressed his approval of paregraph 1 of Chapter XII 
but vigorously disapproved of the drafting of the unchanged 
paragraph 2. 

3· D1seus&1on:. Parnf!l\'ll?h! of .B9Jir~ of .Cht:'.pte.r XII 

The Canadian Delegate expressed greater satisfaction with 
the first part of the paragraph, defining tho transitional 
period, than with the latter part of the paragraph. Further­
more, he found cause for anxiety in the omission of a defin-
1 tion of 11 joint action" in the latter part of the ~)3.ragraph, 
and he ask~ for either a more specific wording or for the 
inclusion ot an explanation of its purport in the_Rapporteur1 s 
report. The Australian Delegate associated himself with the 
remarks of the Canadian Delegate. 

The Dele~ate of tho United States said that the meaning 
of the words joint action" could be 1nferred_from the intro­
ductory phrase of paragraph 1, Chapter XII, making specific 
reference to the special agreements to be negotiated under 
paragraph 5, Section B, Chapter VIII. The Security Council would 
delay in exercising its functions only with respect to those 
functions whose performance would be impaired by the non-exist­
ence of appropriate special agreements under paragraph 5, Sec­
tion B, Chapter VIII. 

The Delegate of Iran supported the position taken by the 
Canadian Delegate and suggested the insertion of the words 
11 in the spirit of the Charter" inunediately before the con­
cluding words of paragraph 1, Chapter XII, "for the purpose 
of maintaining international peace and security". 

The Delegate of France expressed satisfaction with the 
explanations offered by the Delegates of the United Kingdom 
and the United States and considered any further modifications 
unnecessary. 

The Egyptian Delegate askea whether the unanimity prir.~iple 
applied to the words "in the opinion of the Security Council".* 
He suggested that the Rapporteurahould include in his report 

5096 -2-
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the remarks made by the Canadian and United $to.t.es Delegates 
in the sixteenth meeting of Committee III/3 (Doc. 704). 

The Canadian Delegate agreed to abstain from voting 
against paragraph 1, Chapter XII, on the condition that a more 
exact definition of "joint actior111 be incorporated into the 
Rapporteur's report and upon the inclusion therein of some re­
ference to the tomporary nature of Chapter XII. 

The United Kingdom Delegate pointed out the difficulty 
and the inadvisability of attempting any more exact de­
finition of "joint action" because of the gradually increas­
ing scope of the Security Council's competence envisaged by 
Chapter XII. He add~d that the principle of the veto applied 
to the words "in the opinion of the Security Council", as 
military matters would be the responsibility of the chiefs 
of staff of the governments which would hold permanent seats 
on the Security Council. He pointed out that any action of 
the signatory pow~rs of the Four Nation Declaration and of 
France would be in accordance with the spirit of the Charter 
and that the inclusion of those words might only lead to 
suspicion that other actions would not be in accordance with it. 

The Delegate of the United States agreed fully with the 
remarks of the United Kingdom Dolegato and directed attention 
to the provisions of Chapter I! creating a general obltgation 
binding all governments to act in accordance with the Charter. 

The Delegate of Iran expressed satisfaction with the 
explanations of the Delegates of the United Kingdom and the 
United States and requested that their remarks be included in 
the Rapporteur's report. 

The Delegate of Uruguay envisaged two periods: the first, 
from the signing of the Charter to the creation of the Security 
Council, and the second, from the establishment of the Security 
Council until the coming into force of the special agreements 
referred to in paragraph 5, Section B, Chapter VIII. Accord­
ingly, the Uruguayan Delegate felt that the new text was appli" 
cclae only to the first period,and that the Security Council 
should act in accordance with the principles of the Charter 
thereafter. 

535 

The Belgian Delegate expressed satisfaction with the 
greater precision of the redraft of paragraph 1 of Chapter XII. 
He considered it indispensable to include, two explanations in 
the Rapporteur's report: first, those of the Delegate of the 
United States emphnsiz'ing the close connection between the first 
and second parts of paragraph 1, Chapter XII; and, second, 
those advanced by the Canadian Delegate, interpreting "joint 
action" o.s meaning enforcement action. 

The Chinese Delegate thought that the United Kingdom 
Delegate's redraft of paragraph 1 was satisfactory in principle 

5096 -3-
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and he proposed that the debate be closed. 

The Rapporteur acquiesced in the inclusion of the re­
quested explanations in his report; but he declared that 
he had no doubt as to the meanir~g of 11 joint action". 

Decision: _!he Conll'littee ad'2E.~ ~b_~ redraft M. ,r~~­
~ iph 1, Chapter XI!, ~a. vote of' ~9 to o. .Lhe 

ga"fes or=:Austra!ia, .~Eii>t;-anci uruguay abstained 
from voting. · 

4. Discussion of ~ Greek pelega~ Amen~~ent 

The Delegate of Greece b~ought up his amen~nent which 
had been ap~roved in principle by Committee III/2, by a. vote 
of 24 to 0 {Doc, 321) and which had then been referred to 
Committee III/3, s:tnce it was agrood that it dealt with trans­
itional arrangements. This amendment reads as follows: 

"It is understood that the enemy states in this 
Wf3.r shall not cave tt..e r:tght of r~oourse t.o tho Security 
Council or the Gene:;.•al Assembly before the treaties which 
end this war have been mtlde effective. 11 (WD 67) 

He had been asked in Committee III/2 for a. more exact 
definition of "enemy states" and he suggested: "any state 
which in the course of the present wa" has been at war with 
any of johe UnitGd Nations.". The Ethiopian Delegate 
seconded the G~eek Delegate's motion. 

The Delegate of France opposed consideration of the 
Greek amendment on the ground that the Greek Delegate's 
amendment did not concern tho 11transi tional arrangements" 
envisaged in Chapter XII. -

The Delegate of tho Soviet Union expressed full ~greement 
with the French Delegate and so.id that the Greek Delegate's 
amendment had all•eady been referred to the Steering Committee. 
He pointed out that although the amendment wo.s do.ted June 1, 
1945, the Rapporteur's Report of Committee III/2 of June 18, 
1945 made no mention of it. The Chairman recalled to tho 
Committee's attent:ton tho.t discussion of the G1•eek Delegate's 
amendment ho.d a.lrendy boen agreed upon. The Greek Delegate 
pointed out that agreement had already been reached upon the 
principle of his amendment. 

The Chinese Delegate asked for a more exact definition 
of the concluding phrase "have been made effective". He 
wondered whether it meant the signing of tho treaties or the 
execution thereof. Although he wo.s not opposed to the principle 
of the e~endment, he foresaw considerable difficulty in its 
application. The Greek Delegate rominded the Committee that 
enemy states could not be admitted to mombership without the 
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recommendation of the Security Council. He considered the 
phrase "have been mo.do effective" as meaning the time of the 
acceptance by tho enemy states of the treo.ties.* 

The Delegate of the Soviet Union thought tha.t the 
Greek Delego.te 1 s amendment deserved careful examination nnd 
accordingly proposed the postponement of a vote upon it;. He 
was seconded by the Delegates of France nnd Yugoslavia. 

Decision: ~ o. vote of 23 to 0 the Committee ag~eed to 
l?.£St1one the Vote tlontl'i'e tireekoolego.ters-D_"menciiiieiit­
Unt£ the nex"£'lii'ee ng,-

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 p.m. 
5096 -5-
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Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDID1 TO THE SUI~1ARY REP0P.T -- -- _ .. _ 
.QE !!!!_ T\fENTIETH !lfEETD'IG .QE COM.l\!ITTEE ll..l0.1 _m !§., 1945 

~· 1089 (English), III/.2/i2, 

Page 2: 

The following sente~6e should be inserted following 
the first sentence of the last paragraph: 

5165 

11The Delegate of Egypt expressed the thought 
that the veto might delay the Security Council 
assundng its full powe.rs for too lo:Jg, He sug­
gested that t~e veto should not apply or, alternately, 
that the Assembly would decide when ~he Council 
would be able to exercise its respon~~bilities 
under paragraph 4, Section B, Chapter VIII." 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc. 1176 (ENGLISH) 
II/3/49 (2} rl~e.III/3/49(2)J 
June 23, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Conuni ttee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUlv"J.1ARY REPORT OF THE TWENTIETH MEETING 
- - .Ql mmMfTll'Jm 'IIT/1 

~ 18, 1945 ~· 1082 (:!IDg11sh), III/¥49 

Replace the last two sentences of paragraph 1, page 5, 
by the following: 

11 The Delegate of Greece pointed out that the clause 
in questi,on was inspired by the· same principle as other pro­
visions presented and supported by the Sponsoring Powers, 
such as, for instance, the provisions concerning the ad­
mission of new members into the Organization, and those of 
Article 2, Chapter XII, of the Dumburton Oaks Propos~ls. 
He recalled that among the arguments advanced 111 another 
Committee to the effect that the admission of new members 
should depend in tho first place on recommendation by tho 
Securlty Council, particular· stress ,.,as laid on ·tpe neces­
sity to provide against the risk of ex-enemies taking their 
place among us too soon, with the s~o :rights in the new 
Organization. It would therefore seem all the more adv:1.s­
ab1o to provide against the possibility of ex-on~mios appear­
ing before the Organization as complainants and, before they 
had even made good tho consequences of tholr aggression, re­
dUOing the a.l~iod nations to the role of defendants. 

"The Delegate of Greece noted that only one comment 
had been made by the Delegate of China, and stated that in 
order to set his mind at rest, he would agree to replace tho 
words 1 boforo tho treaties are onforced'li by the words 
1 before they accept tho treaties. , • • 1 1 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 1089 (FRENCH) * 
I!I/3/49 
June 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
comite 3 Mesures Coercitivee 

COHPTE-~ RESUHE .PE M! VINGTIEEE SEANCE 1?Q. COHITE I:f;I/3 . 
Veterans Building, .§alle 202, le 1§ juin ].945, !! 20h40 

Le President ouvre la seance a 20h40. 

1. Communications 

Le President rappelle que le Comite, au cours de sa 
dix-septieme seance (Doc. 765), n'a pas about1 a une decision 
sur le texte du Chapitre XII (Accords transitoires). Il 1 1a ' ; renvoye, en consequence, au Comite de Direction en y joignant 
une proposition d 1 amendement presentee par la ~rece, ou 1 11 a 
re9ue du Comi te, III/2 (~m 67) et s~r laquelle il ne s t"est pas 
enc'J!·e prononce. ~uisque le Com~te de Direction n1 a pr~s. 
jusqu 1 1ci aucune decision, le President invite le Co~ite a 
r~p~endre l 1 examen du Chapitre XII au cours de la presente 
seance. 

2. llE..UVe.!!£ .E£.2.J..U de texte pour le Cha:pi tre 2QI,. propose 
par-le Delegue ~~ Royaume-Uni 

Le Delegue du Rcyaume Uni fait une recaP-itulation de la 
discus,sion qui a eu :1eu a la dix-s~ptieme s~ance et qui a 
montre qu 1 11 n'y ava1t que peu de desaccord, quant au fond, 
sur le Chapitre XII, mais qu'une redaction satisfaisante n•a­
yant pu etre 1trouvee, ~1 propos~ maintenant, pour ce Cha­
pitre, 1 1adopt1on du tex+,e modifie suivant: 

111. ~n attendant l 1 entree en vigueur de ceux des 
accords speciaux mentionnes au Chapitre VIII, Section B, 
paragraphe 5, qui, de 1 1 ~v1s du Conseil de Becurite,lui 
perr.wttent de commencer a assuiuE'r se<:1 responsabilites en 
conformite avpc le paragraphe 4 de la section B du Cha­
pitre VIII, les Etats parties a la declaration des 4 
Nations sign~e a Hoscou,le 30 octobre, 1943 et la France 
se consulteront conformement aux dispositions du para­
graphe 5 de cette Declaration, entre eux et,, s '11 y a 
lieu, avec d 1autres membres de l 1 0rgan1sation en vue de 
telle aotion commune au nom de 1 1 0rgan1satio~, qui pourra1t 
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540 
11 etre necessaire au ma1ntien de la paix et de la securi­te 1nternationales. 

11 2. Aucune disposition de la Charte ne devrait 
faire obstacle aux mesures prises ou autoriseee, vis-a­
vis des Etats ennemis et comma suite a la presente guerre, 
par lee Gouvernements responsables de cea mesures. 11 

Lea Delegues de la France, de la Norvege, du perou, de 
l~ ~urquie et des Etats-Unis appu1ent cette proposition. , Le 
Delegue canadien demande que le Chapit~e XII soit exanim~ P,ara­
graphe par paragraphe. De plus~ il·precise que, s 1 1l a ete 
sat1sfait des,expl1cations donnees au sujet du p~r~graphe 1, 
sinon de sa redaction, 11 n 1a par centre jruaals ete satisfait 
des explications gonnees au sujet du paragraphs 2. Ce para­
gz;aP,he ,est demeure sans c,hangement dans le nouveau texte. Le 
Delee;ue de la Nouvelle-Ze;lande approuve le paragraphs l du 
Chapitre XII m~is critique fortement le texte du paragraphe 2, 
qui est demeure sane changement. 

3. Discussion. Paragraphs ~ du Nouveau Pro~ ~ texte 
du Cha.pi·tre XII 

Le p,elegue canadien declare qu 1,il est plus sa~i.st'ai t de 
la premiere partie du paragraphe, det'in1ssant la per1ode tran~ 
sitoire, que de rest~ du paragraphs. En outre, 11 s 1 inqui~te 
de 1 1absence d1une definition des termes "action commune" a 
la dern~ere partie du paragraphe, et il demande une redaction 
plus precise ou 11 1nsertion d1 une exP,l~ca~ion de ces termes 
dane le rapport du Rapporteux;. , L~ Delegue de 1 1Australie 
e'associe aux re~arques du Delegue canadien. 

, , , 
Le Delegue'des Etats-Unis t'a~t observer que 1~ sene des 

mots "action commune" peut etre deduit de la premiere phrase 
du paragraP,he l du Chapitre X~I, q~i fait mention expresse dee 
accords speciaux qui seront negocies aux termes du p~ragrapfle 
5 de la Section B du Chapitre VIII. Le Conse1l de Securite 
ne retardera son action que lorsqu 1 11 s 1 agi~a de celles de 
see foncticns dont l 1 exercice eera1t entrave par l'absence 
d 1 accords speciaux appropr1es conformement aux dispositions 
du paragraphe 5 de la Section B du Chapitre VIII. 

, , , ~ ,, , 
Le Dele~ue de 1 1 ~ran appu1e 1 1 opin1on du Delegue·cana­

dien et suggere d'1nserer lee mots "dane l 1esprit de la Charte" 
immediatemen~ avant lee derniex;s mots du paragraphe l du Cha­
pitre XII ~qui po,urrait etre necessaire au maint1en de la paix 
et de la secur1te internationales." 

Le Delegue de la France se declare sat1sta1t des expli­
cations oft'ertes par les Delegues du Royaume-Un1 et dee Etats­
Unis et cone1dere toute autre modification comme inutile. 
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Le Delegue de 1 1Egypte demande si le pr1no1P,e d 1 u~an1mite 
s'applique aux termes 11 de 1 1avis du Conseil de Securite".* Il 
propose que le Rapporteu~ ~ncqrpore dans son rapport les re­
marques faites par lee Delegues du C~nada et des Etats-Unis au 
cours de la seizieme seance du Comite III/3. (Doc. 704) 

, , , 
Le Delegue canadien accepte. de a·t abstenir de voter ,contre 

le paragraphe 1 du Chapitre XII a la condition qu'une defiqi­
tion plus exacte des termes "action commune" soit incorporee 
dans le rapport du Rapporteur et qu'il soit fait mention dans 
ce rapport du caractere provisoire du Chapitre XII. 

, , , . 
Le Delegue du Royaume-Uni fait re~arquer qu 1 11 serait 

difficile et inopportun d 1 essayer de definir plus exactemqmt 
lee termes "action commune" en raison de l'elargissement con­
tinu de la competence du Conseil de securite aux termes du 
Cha.pitre XII. Il ajoute que le prinoi_pe du veto s 1applique 
a.ux termes 11 CI.e 1 1 avis du Conseil de Securi te 11 , puisque les 
questions milita.iree relev~ront des chefs d'Etat-l~.Lajor de~ 
gouvex;nements a.yant des sieges permanents au Conseil de Se­
curite. Il so~ligne que toute action des puissances eigna.­
taires de la Dec-laration des Quatre Nations et de la France 
sera conforme a l ',esprit de la Charte et que 1 I insertion de 
la formule proposee ne pourrait que faite soup9onner que d1 au­
tres actions ne seraient pas conformes a cet esprit. 

, ; , 
Le D~.le,gu~ des Etats-Unis approuve chaudement lee remar-, 

ques du Dclegue du noyaume-Uni et attire t'attention du Comite 
sur les dispositions du Chapitre II d 1 apr~s,leequelles tous 
lee gouvernemente eer~ient, d'unc fa9on generale, dans 1 1 obli­
gation d1 ag1r oonformement aux dispositions de la Charte. 

541 

I,e ,DeJ,egue de l'Iran sc declape sat1sfa1t des explications 
des D8legues du Royaume-Un1 et des Etats-Unis et demande qu'il 
so1t pris note de lours remarques dans le rapport du Rapporteur. 

~e Delcgue ,de 1 1Uruguay distingue deux periodcs: la 
premiere qu1 s 1 ~tt3ndra de la. signature. de la, Cha.rte jusqu~ au 
moment de la creation du Conseil de Securito ,. et la deuxieme 
qui s'etendra qe oette c~eation jusqu'a l'entrce en vigueur 
des accords spediaux ,v~so~ au paragraphe 5 Cl.e la Section B du 
Chapitre VIII. Le Del~S"Ile de l'U:ruguay estime que ,le nouveau 
texte ne s 1applique,qu•a J,a premiere de ces deux periodes ~t 
que le Conse11 de Secu~ite devra agir par. la suite conforme­
ment aux p:r·inoipes de la Charte. 

Le Delegue de la Belgique est satisfait du car~ctere 
plus precis du. nouveau texte du paragraphe 1 du Chapitre XII. 
!1 estime qu 1 il es~ 'lncUspensabl~ de fail~e figurer dans le 

•rapport du Rapno!'teur lea deux declarations exnlicatives su1-
vantes: prem1ercment celle par laquelle le Delegue des 

5104 
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542 
Etats7Unis a souligni le rapport etroit existant entre la 
premiere et la deuxieme part~e ,du~aragraphe I du ChaP,itre XII; 
et, deux1emement, celle d~ Delegue du Canada, interpretant les 
termes 11action commune 11 comme s 1appliquant aux mesures coer­
citives. 

; ' ' Le De1~gue qhinois es~i~e que le nouveau texte du para-
graphe 1 presente par 1e Deleg.1e du Royaume-Uni est en prin­
cipe satisfaisant et il propose d1 en terminer la discussion. 

Le Rapporteur accepte d 1 ~nserer dans son ~apport 1e~ de­
clarations exp1icat1ves en questiont mais 11 declare qu 1a son 
avis 11 ntexis~e aucun doute quanta la signification des 
termes 11 action commune 11 • 

Decision: .Le Comite adopte par 29 voix centre Q 
1e ~veau texte du Earagraphe 1 du Chapitre XII. 
Les De1egues ~ 1 1Austra1ie, de l'Egypte et de 
1 1Urugyay ~ 1 abstiennent de voter. 

4. Discussion de 11 amendement du Delegue de ~ Grece 

Le Delegue de,l~ Grece d~mande que soit examine so~ 
amendement, qui a ete approuve en principe ~ar le Comite III/2, 
par 24 voix centre 0 (Doc. 321), et renvoye ensuite au 
Comite III/3 lorsquii1 a ete r6connu qu 1 il ~e rapportait aux 
accords trans1to1res. Cet amendement est redige comme suit: 

11!1 est entendu que lea Eta ts ennemis ctans cette 
gu~rre q'aur~nt pas 1e qroi~ qe recourir au Conseil de 
Seour1te ou a 1 1Assemb1ee Generale avant la mise en 
vigueur des traites cpi auront mis fin a la guerre.n (WD 67) 

Ayant ete,requis par le Comite III/2 de donner une defi~ 
ni t1on plt~s precise des termes 11Etats ennemie 11 11 en a donne 
1 1 j,nter~retation suivante: "tout Etat qui, au cours de la 
px;e~en~e guerre, a combattu centre lea Nations U~ies". Le 
Deleg~e de 1 1Ethiopie appuie la demande de la Grece. 

Le Delegue de la France s'oppoee a l'examen de 1 1 amende­
ment grec en raison du fait q\l.e ce~ amendemn·t ne se :rapporte 
pas aux 11 accords trans1to1res 11 vises au C.hapitre XII. 

,, , , ,., ~ 

Le De1egue de 1 1 Union Sovietique ap9uie le Delegu~ qe, 
1a Fral)Ce et fai~ observ-er que l"amendement grec a deja ete 
renvoye au Comite de ~1rect1on. Il eouligne que~ bien que 
l'amendement soi~ date de ler ju1n 1945, le Rapport du Rap­
porteur du Comite III/2 en date du 18 juin n 1 en parle pas. Le 
President rappelle au Comite que 1 1 examen de lYamendement grec 
a deja ete d~c1de. Le Delegue de la Grece fait remarquer qu'on 
etait deja arrive a un accord sur le pr1ncipe de cet amendement. 
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Le Delegue de 1~ Chine demande u~e deflnition plus precise 

des termes "mise en vigueur de~ traites 11 • Il q.emande s 1 11 
a'~itl].~ la signature de~ traites ou de leur execution. Bien , 
qu 1 11 ne soit pas oppose au principe d~ cet amendemen~, 11 pre­
voi~ que son appl~c~tiqn donnera,lieu a des difficult~s con­
siderables. Le Delegue de la Grece rappell9 au Comite que lea 
Etats ennemis ne peuvent etre admis d~ns l'O,rganisation que 
sur la recommandation du Conseil de Securite. Il entend par 
les m9ts "mise en vigueurn le moment de 1 1 acceptation de ces 
traites par lee Etats ennemie. • 

L~ Dele.gue de 1 1Union Sovietique estime que 1 1 am~ndement 
grec merit& un exam~n minutieux et 11 propose ,en consequ~n~e , 
d 1ajourner le vote a son sujet. Il est appuye par les Delegues 
de la France et de la Yougoslavie. 

Decision: Le Comite-convient par 23 voix contre 0 
£1a,1ourner le vote~ l'amendemen:t"d'i:i"Delegue de­
la Grece ,lusgu"'l7i"la prochaine seance. 

La seance est levee a 22 h 45. 
5104 -5-
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5166 

11 Il exnr1me l'ouinion que le droit de veto 
psurrai~ empecher trop longtemps 1e Conseil de 
Seourite d 1 assumcr ses pleins pouvoirs. Il 
proposP- quP. le nroit de veto ne soit pas ap- , 
p;icable, ou comme alternative, que l'Aseemblee 
decide du momP-nt auqu~l.~e Conse11 pAut exoroer 
sea fonot1ona a.u:-t te~"mes du pa.ragraphe 4 d~ la 
Section B du Chapitre VIII. 
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The United Nations Conference RESTRICTED 

D~o.ll?6 (F~~OH) 
III/3/49 (2) on International Organization 
June 23, 1945 

COMMISSION III S~curity Council 
Cnmite 3 Mesures C0eroitives 

OORRINGEHDUM AU .QQ!"iPTE-B!liDU RESU!ot!E DE LA 

VINGTIE~ SEANCE DU COMITE III/3, 18 JUIN ~ 

Doc,l08~ (Fr;·nch) 1 III/3/49 

Supprimor lea deux derniores phrases ~u premier parngraphe 
de ln pn.ge 5 et les remplo.oer pnr le texte suivnnt; · 

5419 

"Le Delcgue ·1e lo. Grec.:: fait renarquer que 
ln clause en qucetinn elinepire du neme principe 
d'1nt procec1ent ct 1 n.utroe disp''81 tir•ne prcs~nteos 
et snutenuee po.r lee puissances 1nvitnntos, tclles, 
p~r example, lea dispositions relntivee ~ l'nrlnie­
sion c1e nouve11.ux nenbras r.. 1' Orgr•nisnti"n et oelles 
rte l'nrticle 2 du Cil!tpitre XII c1u Projet cle Dur.1bnrtnn 
O~ks. Il rnppelle oue pnrni lee nrgunents prosent6s 
dans un autre Cr'lmi te p-...ur f"L1ro c16~1enr1.re ~n pren10r 
lieu c1 1une rec"~T:w.en•" . .tl.tinn r'tu Cr'lnse1l de Socurite 
l 1 ~r1missi"•n ('I.e n!"luvor>.ux r.1enbrce ~ l'Org·misn.til"ln 
on avn1t surtout soul1gn6 nvec 1ns1stenoo ln neces­
site de se prcmunir contrc le risque que des ex­
ennemie ne viennent trnp tnt s 'ne sel'\1r :t>'Lrm1 n0us 
·wee lea m~nea C'.rr'lits dans l"! n,uvelle Orgnn1sntir'ln. 
Il semblcrn1t p~r q?neequcnt qu•~n ~evr~1t ~plus 
forte rn1snn so ,1remunir cl"lntre ln. v"es1bili te de 
V~ir pr6mnturement ces ex-ennem1S Se presenter a 
l 1 0r~~n1sntion en plnideurs et 1 nvnnt memo quo lee 
c~nsequenoee de leur ngreseion nf~1cnt ete regleesl 
noculer lee nnti~ns nllioes au role ~e 16fendoresses. 

11 Le D~Ugue 1e ln Grace c·· .. mstnte ou 'une seule 
')bserv.~t1on· ~ ete )resentee pn.r le Dei6gu~ i.e ln 
Chine et ~eclnre 1ue ;~ur 1iss1per see ~re~ocu­
pntions 11 o.oce~tern1t ~e eubetitucr a.ux mots 
lnvnnt ln mise en v1gu0ur 1es traites ••• • lee 
mote 'n.vn.nt l' noce:;tnti~n pnr eux c1es tr'\1 tee. • • t" 
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Security Council 

ORDRE .Dll J.QtlB DE l:A VINGT-:-~'l'-trNIEME SEANCE .ml COMITE III/3 

],g .1u1n 1945 

'(1) Amendement grec au Chap1 tre XII 

(2) Examen du Chap1tre XII des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 

(3) Rapport du Rapporteur sur le Chanitre· XII 

AGENDA .EQB Tl"tlENTY-FIRST MEETING OF .CO!-:l.UTTEE lii/3 

(l) Greek amendment to Chapter XII 

{2) Consideration of Chapter XII of the Dumbarton.Oaks Proposals 

(3) Rapporteur's report on Chapter XII 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

RESTRICTED 
llo.c. 1111 (ENGLISH)!* 
II!/3/51 
June 20, 1945 

Security Council 

Veterans B:11.ldbg, Roor.1 ~.·June 19, 1.21.§~ l_Q:SO .~·.!!!• 

The Chairman opened the meeting at' 10:50 a.m. 

1. Consideration Q1. the~ Delegate's ~endment (QQ.g. !J2 f!) 

The Ethiopian Delegate supported the Greek Delegate's amendment to Chap. 
ter XII. He referred to the fact that Committee III/2 had already accepted. 
it in principle (Doc. 3~U). The Greek Delegate, to mee·i; the demand for a mere 
exact c:'l.efinition of the meaning of hie AJ!lendment t s concluding phrase, "made 
effective", suggested the S\lb!'Jtitution for those 11rords of the phrase "aocet~ted 
b;r such enemy stntes 11 • He pointed out that no objections. hfld been made to 
the substRnce of his amendment in the 'Previous c:'l.ay 1 s dhouseion (Doc. 1089). 

The French Dele~te regretted th~t hi!'J statement in the twentieth meeting 
had been interpreted e.s ·~pnosing the Greek Delegate's amendment. He had 
mere17 questioned the adviqability of inco~orating it in paragraph 2, Chapter 
XII. 

The Chinese D~legate said th~t the accep~nnce of a treaty dld not necea­
aatily denote a peA.ee-lovinl"; state A.nd that only the execution of a treaty de­
noted good faith. Accordingly, he objected to the formal acceptance of a 
treaty by an enemy. state as a crfterion for determining the d~te when right 
of recourse would be granted. The Greek Delegate suggested as an alternative 
that the criterion for the right of recourse of an enemy state to the ~Security 
OouncU or General Assembl;r be the same nl'l for admisdon to membership * 

The Delogate of the United States Raid that there was no objection ~o 
the principle of the Greek Delegate's emeniment, but he believed that the ques­
tion as to the period of ita application 1!/0Uld lead to ni.f-i"ieulty. Moreover, 
he pointed out ~h~t the. principle of the amendment was already incorporated 
in the Ohart·er, and 1 to attain the purport of the Greek DelegRte! s amendment, 
propoeed the insertion in the Rapporteur's Renort of the sentence: 

"It ie understood that the enemy states in this war shall no\ 
have •he right ~r recourse to the Security ~uncil or the General 
Aaaembly until the Security Council ~ives them thia·right." 

5189 wl-
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Tho Secretary then read the Greek DelogRte 1 e redraft of'his amen~ment: 

11 No 11tate which in the present "rar hE~s been at war with any of 
the United Na.tions ehe11 have the right o:f recourse to the Security 
C01mcil or the Gener'l.l A.sseL'lbly until the Gt>ner?.l Assembly on the 
recom'!len~.a.tion of the Security Council gives them this right, pr()­
vided that such enel!'.y state has already si~ed the pHlce treaties. 11 

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. l'tre<~sed the rUfficulty of finrling a proper 
:ple.ce for the insert ion of the Greek D•le.gate 1 s pr():oosal in the Charter. A.c­
cordingly, he supported the sug~estion of the United Stetes Delegete, The 
Czechoslovakian Delege.te thou~t that paragraph 2, Chapter XII ?.lre&dy S1lffi­
ciently .covered the points raisen by the Greek Dele~ete 1 !'! smen 4!'lent. Further­
more, he felt that there should be no emphe.sis of the right of rec..,une. 

The Chinese Dele~ate su~ported the :position of the United States Delegate. 
He drew attention to the greater urgency which wnuld surrounrl. ~.<"mandl'l of the 
right of recourse because of a ~is~te, as nu~osed to the more·routine process 
of attaining membershi-p, He ,.:ent on to ask if the rie:tt o·f recourse would be 
grFmte'i in each CP.se or if, vhen once ~rante1, it continue0. in force thereafter. 
In closin~, he pointed out th&i th~re ~ight be no tre~ties or mnny treaties 
en•Ung the :pre sent we..r. 

The French Dele~~te expreese~ his complete ngreement with the ~ubstnnee 
of the .Greek Delegq,te 1 s P.men"iment. P'o'•'f!Vo?r, becP.u!le of the i'l.ifficulties in 
its ~pplicRtion, he ~uuported the Unite~ Stetes Deleg~te 1 s proposal to insert 
the sense of the Greek Dele~~te'~ gmen~ment in the R~nporteur 1 s Report, 

The Greek D<lle.-.;ate pointe~. out the peculiar positi0n of his a.men<".ment 
which, ~lthou~h ap~roved in princi~le, ~till met with ~ise.:pprov~l ~sa text 
t~ be incorporP.tei\. in the. Charter, He calle"~ for ~. vote up"n his amenrtment. 

Deci~ion: The Greek Dele";"'te's amennment ~ '1efeate~ E£.! 
vote of 17-£, 

The Chairman callen for a vote on the motion of the United States Delegate 
1ncorporE1.t ing in the Rapporteur 1 s Report the sentence qunt e1\ A.bove. 

Dec~: The Committee untnim"uely adopted ~ .m.oti'2.!1 21. the 
Delegate Q.f the United States, ~ !l: ill~ .9.! 34-Q. 

2. Discussion: Paragraph ,g of .Che.pter XI! 

The Delegp,te of the United Str>tes a.s'oted for the ai\flption of parA.graph 2 
because of the necessity for freedom of action. by the signatory powers end 
Frence during the transitional yeriod. 

. The CNna~.ian Dele~fl.te recapitulP.te<1: the .:~.iscus'!ion concarnin~ Cht>"pter XII 
in the seventeenth meeting (Doc. 765). He strongly protested the failure of 
the sponsoring G?;overnmente to present an alterna.tive to the present text of 
~ara~rauh 2~ Cha~ter XII. rhe Australian Delegate supported the pn~ition of 
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the Canadian Delegate and sug,;ested that, if the CoMillittee ,!irl not revise the 
text of paragraph 2, certain inter:oretations thereof be int.:orporated in the 
Rap"!)orteur 1s Report. He askect for a mo.re precise rle:f'inition of 11 enemy !ltt>,~es 11 

and of 11 the present war", His uno.erstanding was that 11the present warli wP.s 
the one starting in 1939 and that enemy ste.tea were any states at Wc.r with any 
0f the United Na.tions. The B0lP.:ian Delag11te strongly sunnorted the position 
of che A~str~lian Dele~ate, He specifically ~eked for a definition of the 
length of time of annlicati0n of Ch~uter XII. 

The Unite~'~. Xingcl.om Delegt'lte nefined 11 enemy states 11 as any state which is 
at war with a~· signatory of tne Uniterl N~tions Declaration at tr.e time of 
s·lsnins; the Charter, KThe nre_aent w~>.r" was trucan as. meaning the w~>.r anil. series 
of wRrs th1·t starte~. in 1939.*·He p..gre 'O 'chFJ.t the eo!lential cocnments <'tater­
mining the length of the trs...."l.sihcnal n<'rio"l. P.n~. snecirtl res-pnnsibilities in 
that nerior'l. were the armi~tic"' t"'rms, the -pel'\.ce tre~.tiee, Eln·i the Moscnw DeclRr· 
atirm. As for "act inn .otuthn:..·~.ze.i., ii he cnnceiveil. of Elc situation in which a 
~nvernment han not ~ignen cny of \hose do0uments ann yet was ~iven some resnon­
sibilHy in rela.l;ion to ent)my states. 

The E-~tian DeleGate inquired as to the st~tus of a co-belli~erent. The 
United Xin;~clom Delet;t:tte re'Ol ten. that the enemy stat as were 11 in a 'ltate of war": 
a technical term 11•hich covere~. the nerio·' U'O to th·~eignature of the ueace 
treaty: . 

pecition: The ..Q.£!mi.ttee a~.n·•Jte1 lli te::;:t of -cnr~g'l"::~:o~ _g ;f 
Cha'Ote:o: XIJ. 2z ~ ~ of 21 - ,£. 

The Delegates of A.us'vralia and Peru vcterl for ::ts ~.<'~.option 0n condi~ion 
that the Ra-p,.,orteur 1 s Report inclu ~.e the eX!)lanati•ms ma·~.e. 

3, Discussion: The Rapporte~r's Renorts 

The C1cnaiUan Dele~ate eskeil. the.t the Committee have an O'OT'ortunity to con­
sider the Ra-p:9or.teur 1 s Re":lort on Cha'Dter XI.I -orior to the Commission meeting. 
The Fr~nch Delegat~ ~ro~osed en nddendum to the Rannorteur 1 s Report (Doc. 881), 
of a sentence incorporatin<~ the sense of the Peruvian Deleg:;.,te 1 s amenA.ment 
(Docs. 577 and 60::>). The su~gesterr t1MenCI.um 'I<JOUl~ be inserted t:tt the·. end of th£ 
fourth -pera.gra!lh on re.e.;e eleven and -.r0uld rear_: 

The Military Sta,ff Committee, l'lcting under thP ~uthoriza.tion of ]M 
Security Cr,tlnd.l, p.fcer !!1!.§. .Q.Q!!.1U:i.t.a1,ion ~ul~ ti~ the final .1_ill­
sion ill! to the estunlish.r.1ent .2f .!ill£h Jr@-.£.Q...mmit~. 

The Deler;ate of Peru secon•led this aftn.enclum which was agree<'i to by the 
Committee. 

The meeting P.~.J~'~urned at 1:20 u.m. 

*cCorrigenda see p.553~ 
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RESTRICTED 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organiz:ation 

Doc. llll(FRENCH) -* 
III/3/51 
June 20, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures Coercitives 

COl&TE-REr-mu RESUME DE LA iJ'INGT-ET-UNIENE SEANCE DU CONITE III/3 

Veterans Building, Salle 2p~ 1 19 juin ~' ~ 10h.50 

Le President declare la seance ouverte a 10h.50. 

1. Etude de 1 1amendement du Delegue de la Grece. (Doc. ~/67) 

Le Delegue de 1 1 Ethiopie appuie 1 1 amendement.du Delegue 
de la Grece au Chanitre XIJ.. Ii ranpelle que le Comite III/2 
a de ia aocepte oet- amendement. en prln·cipe (Doc. 321). Le De-
l , ~ , ' I , egue greo, en reponse a la demande dune definition plus 
~:x:acte de la significat;ion de llexpression 11 qui auront mis fin 
a la guerre" oontenue dans son amendement, propos~ de subst~­
tuer a oes termes lea mots suivants: 11 qui aur•ont ete aooeptes 
par oes pays ennemis. 11 Il fait remarquer que le fond de cet 
amendement n 1a rencontre aucune opposition au cours de la dis­
cussion de la veille. (Doc. 1089). 

Le Delegue fran9a1s e:x:pr1me le regret que la declaration 
fa1te par lui a la vingtieme seance 81t eta regardee comme op­
posee a 1 1amandement du Delegue greo. Il a a1mplement mis_en 
doute 1 1 opportun1te d 11ncorporer oet amendement au paragraphe 2 
du Chapi tre XII. 

• Le Delegue chino is rema.rque que 1' accepta·tion d' un trai te 
ne SUffit pas pour denoter neces8airement un Etat epris de pai:x: 
et que -seule 11 e:x:ecution d 1un traite est-une preuve de bonne 
foi. En consequence, 11 s 1oppose ace que 1 1 on considere 1 1ac- · 
captation rormelle d'un traite par un Etat ennemi comme un 
critere pour determiner la date a l'lauelle serait acoorde le 
droit de recours. Le Del6~e grec su~gere co~~e alternative 
que 1 1 on adopte oomme orite~e du droit qu 1aurait un Etat en~ 
nemi de reccurir au Conseil de Seour1te ou a 1 1Assemblee Ge­
nerale les m~mes COnditions que ~AlleS qui SOnt indiquees pOUr 
11 adm1ss1on a l 10rgan1sat1on. * 

Le Del~gue des Etats-Un1s declare qu 1il n 1 e:x:1ste aucune 
objection au principe contenu dans l'amendement du Delegue de 

~cCorrigenda voir p.554. Addendum voir p.556) 
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la Grece, mais 11 estime que la. question se rapportant au de­
lai d'application de ce principe s~ulevera des difficultes. 
Il fait en outre remarquer que le principe de.l 1 amendement est 
deja inclus dans la Charte et propose, afin d1atte1ndre le 
but.de 1 1 amendement du Delegue grec, d'inserer dans le rapport 
du Rapporteur la phrase suivante: 

11Il est ent,:mdu que lfls Etats ennemis de ln. 
presente gucrre n 1 auront pns le droit de recours 
au Conseil de Securite ou a 1 1 Assembl~e Generale 
avant aue le Conseil de Seourite leur accorde ce 
droit. tf 

Le Secretnire donne ensuite lecture du nouveau projct 
d1amendement du Delegue grec: 

"Aucun Etat q_u1, au cours de la presente guerre, 
aura combattu contra l'une quelconque des Nations 
Unies, n 1aura ~s le droit de recourir au Conseil 
de SAcurite ou a l 1 Assembl~e Generale nvant que 
cette Assemblee, sur la recommRndation du Conseil 
de Seourite, nt lui.~it aocorde oe droit, ~t,h con~ 
d.ition, de plus, que oet Eta.t ennemi nit dejo..signe 
les tra1 tes· de paix. 11 

Le Delegue' de 1 1U.R,s.s. eouligne la difficulte de de­
terminer 1 1 endro1t exnot de ln Charte ou sera inseree ln pro­
position du D~legu~ ~e ;~ Greco, En cons6quengeJ i~ nppuie 
la suggestion du Delegue des Etnts-Unis. Le Delegue de Toheco­
s;oyaquie estim~ que le p.'"!.rngr'l.phe 2 du Cho.pi tre XJ;I couvre 
deja d'une maniPre suffisante les questions soulevees par 1 1a­
mondernent du Del~gue grec. Il njoute qu 1 on ne devrait pas 
trop appuyer sur le droit de recours. 

Le Dolegue chinois appuie le Delegue des Etats-Unis. Il 
attire l'~ttention sur le fnit que les demnndes du droit de 
recours en cas de differend sont be[nicoup plus i~portantes 
que les demnndes s 1 app11qunnt au c~s de simple desir d 1 ob­
tenir 1 1 ndrni.ss1on dr:ms,l 10rgnnication. Il demande s1 ce droit 
de recours ser~ accorde dans ohnque cas ou si, une fois ac­
oord6, 11 demeurera en v1gueur d 1une f~9on permanente. Pour 
terminer, il fait remarquer qus la presente guerre pourrait se 
terminer suns qu 1 aucun tr~1te soit eigne ou, au contraire, par 
la signQture d 1un grand nombre de tr~1tes. 

Lo Delegue rran9nis nnnonce qu'il est en oomplet accord 
avec le fond de l'nmendem8nt du Delegue grec; toutefois, en 
ro.ison des difflcultes de ~~~pp~icntion de oet a.mendement, il 
~p~uie la proposition du Delegue des Etats-Unis, qu1,cons1ste, 
a prendre note dans lP- r~pport du Rapporteur de l 1}dee expr1rnee 
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par 1 1 amendement du Delegue grec. 

Ce dernier fait remarquer 1e cas part1cu11er de son 
amendement qui, tout en etant approuve en principe, rencontre 
encore de 1 1 onposit1on lorsqu 1il s 1agit de 1 1 1ncorporer dans 
1a Charte. I1 demande que son amendement soit mis aux voix. 

Dec1$n: L 1 amendemen~ du De1eg~e de ].a Grece est 
reJete uar 17 voix contre £. 

Le President passe au vote sur la motion du Delegue des 
Etats-Unis d 11ncorporer dans le rapport du Rapporteur la 
phrase mentionnee plus haut. 

Deci_siol}: Le Com1 te adopte .§: *''-¥D-an1mi te ,...12.ill: 34: 
voi~ contre Q, ~a motion du De1egue des Etats-Unis. 

2. Discussion du paragrqphe g du Chapitre XII. 

L , , , , ' e DeleguP des Etats-Unis reclame 1 adoption 
grnphe 2 en raison de la liber~c d 1act1on qui est 
aux puissances signntaires et a la Fr~nce pendant 
de transition. 

du parr.­
necessnire 
ln. p8riode 

Le Delegue ca.m.dien recn.pi tule la discussion dn Chetpi tre 
XII qui a fetit 1 1 objE't de la dix-septieme seo.nce (Doc. 705). 
Il proteste energiguement contre le fait que les gouvernemcnts 
invitnnts n'ont present8 aucune varianto au texte nctuel du 
paragraphs 2 du Chapitre XII.· Le De1egue de l'Australie ap­
puie le Delegue du Canada et suggere que, si le Comite ne mo­
difie pas le texte du paragraphe 2, 11 en soit au moins donne 
certaines interpretations qui seront incorporees dans le rap­
port du Rapporteur. Il demande une definition plus precise 
des mots "Etats ennemis 11 et 11 la presente guerre. 11 A son avis 
la "presente guerre 11 est cello qui a commence en 1939 et les 
"Etats ennemis" sont ceux qui ont combattu contre 1 1une quel­
oonque des Nations Unies. Le Delegue belge appuie fortement 
le point de vue du Dele~ue australien. Il dema.nde formelle­
mcnt la definition du delai d'ap~licatlon du Chapitre XII. 

Le Delegue du Royaume-Uni definit sous le nom d 111 Etats 
ennemis". tout Etat qui est en guerre contre l'un quelconque 
des signataires de la Declaration des Nations Unies au moment 
de la signature de la Charte. 11La presente guerre 11 comprend 
la guerre et les series de guerres qui ont eclate en 1939.*[1 
convient que les documents essentiels qui determinant la duree 
de la poriode transitoire et des responsabilites speciales au 
cours de ces periodes sont les conditions d'armist1ce, lee 
traites de pa1x et la D0clarat1on de Moscou. En ce qui conoerne 

*cCorrigendum voir p.554~ 
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les mots "action autorisee 11 , il se represente une situation 
dans laquel1e un gouvernement n 1aurait signe aucun de oes 
documents et aurait oependant encouru certaines responsabili­
tes par rapport aux Etats ennem1s. 

Le Pelegue egyptian demande des eolaircissements sur 1e 
statut d'un co-belligerent. Le Dn1e~u~ du Royaumc-Uni rlp­
l1que que les Etats ennE>mis t1toient '~~'en etat de guerra": tcrme 
techniqu~ qui englobe la per1ode se terminunt*a la signature 
du traite de paix. 

Decision: Le ComitES, p9.r 21 voiLCQ!ltte &, ado"Qte 
le texte du llil~aphe ..@ du Chapi tre XII. 

Les Pelegues de 1 1Austra11e et du Pfrou votent en fnveur 
de 11adoption de ce tnxte Q la condition que le rapport du 
Rapporteur prenne acte des explications donnees. 

3, Discussion: Les .B2:.PJ2...ort.@. .£1.u Rapoortet1r. 

Le Del~gue du Canada demnnde qu 11l soit donne au Comite 
11 opportunite d 1 etudier, avant ln seance del~ Com~iss1on, le 
rapport du Rn~porteur sur le Chnpitre XII, Le Delcgue frnnlais 
p~op9se d1 aJouter au rQpport du Rapporteur (D9c~ 8~1) un; dee­
lnration de la subst2nce de l'nmendemcnt du Delegue du Perou 
(Doo. 577 et Doc. 600). L1nddendum propose sernit 1nsere h 
ln fin du deuxieme pnragrnphe de 1a pnge 15 et ser~it redige 
oomme suit: 

11 Le Comite d1 Et"l.t-Mo.jOl" 1 agissrtnt aveo 1 1 nuto!'isntion du 
Cons~ ~~ Securite, ,:turn11 npre::.Q UnQ j;cl;I.o consul"tiiti'ori 
la decision finale Stl.tl£ lTinr.titutloQ {I.e eEl§. Soup,-com1tes." 

Le De1egue du Perou appu1e c8tte proposition et 1 1 uddendum 
est upprouve p~r le Comite.-

L~ se~noe est levee ~ l3h.20. 

*cCorrigendum voir p.544J 
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.K~::>'l'Hlv'l'ED 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 1161 (ENGLISH) 
III/3l 3 
J·urw 2~, 191+5 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY RBPORT OF TWENTY-FIReT MEETING 
- OF .QC~\liTTEE IIIQ, 

~ 20, 191~5 

Doc. 1111 (English), II~/3/51 

Page 3, paragraph 2, line 4: 

Delete the sentences beginning 11He r.grGod that tho II 

down to the end - 11 ••• in relation to encm~ statGs. ", and 
substitute "He said that it would be unwise to limit the 
definition of the expression 'Governments having rosponsi­
bili ty for such actioo' to governments ·pru.~ties to armistice 
terms peace treaties and the Moscow Declaration. It was 
conceivable that in some cases thc1•c would be no peace treaty 
and that a government vihich had not boon a party oi ther to 
the .Moscow Declaration o1• to an instrument of surrender might 
be called upon to as sumo somo degl~ee qf responsibility for 
action in reg£:.rd to an enemy state. As for the distinction... 
between action 'taken' and action 'authorised' he explained 
that he conceived the distinction as one between positive and 
negative action - that is to say action taken by the govern­
mont itself having the responsiblli ty, and action authorised 
by that govurnment but taken by some other authority". 

Page 3, paragraph 3, last line: 

Delete the last five words- "··· signature of the peace 
treat-y.", and substitute " ••.. termination of the wo.r by a. pea.ce 
treaty or equivalent instrument." 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc, 1161 (FRENCH) 
III 3/53 
June 22, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit' 3 Mesures Coercitives 

CO:i:\.."i.IGENDUM !:Q COJ.I!PTE-RENDU RESUME 

DE J..A VINGT··-ET·-UNIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/3 

20 ju1n 1945 

12QQ.. llil (~Qais) III/3/51 

Page £, deronier paragraphe et ~ 1, premier pa-ragrauhe: 

Suonrimer lee phrases colil!llen·yapt .par 11 Il convient qua les 
documents essentials ..•.• , .•~ jusqu 1 a la fin 11 p9.I' :!'a:oport aux 
Etats ennemis 11 et le remplacer par le paragrauhe suivant: 

11 Il d~clar·e qu 111 serait peu sage de limiter la d~fini­
tion de ltexpression 1 lea gouvernements res-oonsables 1 a 11 de~ 
gouvernaman~s ua.~t1es aux termes de 1 1armist1ce, a:ux traites 
de pa1x et a la declaration de Hoscou. Il est possible que 
dans certains cas 11 n'y ~i~ uas de tra1te,de paix et qu 1un 
gou¥ernement qui n 1 a pas ete partie a ~ ~eol~ation de Moscou 
ou a un acte ge ca!)i tulation soi t B.T')p~le a ,assumer oertaine s 
responsabilites d 1action par rapport a un etat ennem1. Qyant 
a la distinction entre action 11 -orise 11 et action 11 autorisee", 
11 explique que cette distinction s 1 ent~nd entre une action 
positive et une action negative--a '·est a di!_'e une action 
prise '0¥' le gouvernement.responsable lui-merna, et une action , 
autorieee .Par ce gouvernement mais urise ua.r une autre autori te 

' ' ~ 1, deuxieme paragraphe, derniere 11gne. 

~unprimer lee sept derniers mote "a la signature du 
traite de '[)aix 11 )t lee rem~lacer ~ar "par un t:r'a.ite de ua1x 
ou un instrument equivalent• • 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 117~ (ENGLISH) 

III/3/51(2} 
Juno 23, 1945 

COMl\IISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enfvrcement Arrnngemonts 

ADDENDUM TO THE SUMMARY REPORT OF TilE TWENTY-FIRST MEETING OF ------ - ---- -

5415 

The following to be inserted after paragraph 3, page 1: 

As both were based on the same principle, 
it would be right to apply tha same procedure 
in e~.ch ct~se. The Delegate of Greece recalled 
the fact that his country had been invaded 
simultaneously by three enemies who had vied 
with one another in cruelty. Greece had been 
pillaged, sacked and set on fire from end to 
ond. Ten per cent of the population had been 
wiped out. Nino·months aZter her liberation, 
lost in a mcze of procedure and formalities, 
Greece had not been able to obtain that even 
e, start should be made to•mrds redrt)ssing these 
wrongs. It was unthinkable tbr~t into the bar­
gain, through one of thos0 mactlina-;.;ions or 
sub terfugr'>s of which the onomy had proved him­
self oc.pa'hle in the pt;.st, Gl'eece or any other 
allied natic.n might find itself placed in the 
deck by a forme~ aggressor. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1175 (FRENCH)* 
!II/3/51 (2) 
June 23 1 1 ;;g5 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
·corolte 3 Mesures Coero1tivee 

ADDENDUM ~U COMPTE-RENDU RES~~ DE LA 

VINGT.-E~-UNIEME SEANCE DU COMITE IT.I/:3 1 . 19 JU!N 1945 

~~. l.1J.l (French), r.:n/~/51 

AJouter a la suite du tro1s1eme paragraphe de ln page l 
le texte qui suit: 

"Etnnt donn6 que ces cLeux cas reposa.nt sur 
le m~me pr1noipe, il serait juste que 1n mSme 
procedure l~1.:.r e.-.,1 t npp~iquee. I1 ro.ppe1le que 
eon pays a e·t e s1mul tanement envahi par tro 18 
ennem1s ou1 on·t r.tva11se en c.:-uau'te, et aue d 1une 
extrem1t6 a 11au.tre la Grt1oe a ete p1llee, sac­
cagee, incendtee; dix pour. cent de sa popu!at1on 
y a peri. Neuf mo1a apres sa liberotion, per~ue 
dans 1e deda1e des prooe~ures et dee fo~mal1tes, 
1a Grace nia pu (')bten1r pas meme un commencement 
de redreesement de ces mefnits. I1 sera1t in-

. admissible que par une de oee man-:>euvres ou un 
de oes subterfuges dont l' ennem3. s 1 est :._1r.ouve 
oapa.ble dcme le passe I lA. Greoe ou n 'i impo:r:•te 
quelle nation nlliee pu1see par surcro1t se 
trouver dema1n mise au bnnc de l'acouse po.r un 
dee ngresaeurs d 1hier." 

*cPublie par erreur avec le symbole III/3/51 (a) 
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RESTRICTED · The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 1095 (ENGLISH) 
I!I/3/50 
June 19, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Measures 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ~ TO COMMISSION III ON CHAPTER XII 

In addition to the study of the text of Chapter VIII, 
Section B, which was·the subject of u previous report the 
conclusions of which you have approved, Committee 3 was 
charged with a study of the text of Chapter XII concerning 
transitional arrangements~ This text which was submitted 
to the consideration of Committee 3 on May 30 had not been 
drafted in a satisfactory form up to that time. In order 
to avoid all unnecessary delay I presented to you on June 
12 my report on Chapter VIII, ~action B, which was the most 
important part of our work since it dealt with military 
assistance 1n the event of aggression. 

Chapter XII deals 9nly with measures intended to preserve 
pence and security during the interim period, preceding.the 
time when the Security Council will be able to assume the 
entire responsibility. 

A few amendments had been proposed for the consideration 
of Committee 3. 

A French cmendment proposed to ~dd France to the four 
signatory powers of the Moscow Docl~ration, to vhom Chapter 
XII confides the heavy rosponsibility in tho period with 
which we arc concerned. This amendment, based on the pro­
posal of Senator Connally, was adopted by acclamation by 
Committee 3. The new text thus proposed to you .reads ns 
follows: 

" ••• the States parties to the Four·-Na tion Declnro. tion, 
signed at Moscow, October 30, 1943, .2:!1!! France ••• " 

On the whole, the other proposed amendments aimed more 
at the clarification of tbe text of Chapter XII than at sub­
stantive modifications. Two of them, however, were tho sub­
ject of a short debate. 

The Chilean Delegation had submitted the following 
amendment: 
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"In cases in which, 1n accordance with paragraphs 1 
and 2 above, or when required by circumstances, pro­
visional measures are taken, they shall not conotitute 
a pl"ecedent to impair cny of the rights of the States 
members of the Orgnnizo.tion." 

After discussion, the Chileo.n Delegation agreed to with­
dl"D.W j.ts amendment on the condit:ton that it be mentioned in 
the l"eport of the Rapporteul". 

A Mexican amendment was designed to make Cha.ptel" XII 
the subject of a. pl"otocol sepal"nte from the Cha!"ter. Several 
Delegations opposed this amendment, stating that transitory 
measures are a first step toward pence and find their natural 
place within a Charter which has been conceived in a realistic 
spirit. The Mexican amendment was rejected by a vote of 20 to 2. 

Chapter XII was discussed twice by Committee 3. Tbe first 
series of discussions was concluded, June 1, by the rejection 
of the original text of paragraph 1 by a vote of 21 to 9. A 
new text, presented later by the Delegation of United Kingdom 
in the name of the Five Powers, lend to n second series of 
discussions. 

The Delegations have not questioned the necessity, during 
the transitional period, of the collective responsibility 
of the Five Powers which derives from the obligations which 
they hav~ assumed during ·the qourse of hostilities. But some 
delegations, particularly the (Canadian Dolegat1.on, called atten­
tion to the fact that paragraph 1 'vould grant temporary author­
ity to the Five Powers for a period which might be very long, 
and that this authority was qualified only by the phrase, 
"joint action on behalf of the Organization¥. They, therefore, 
asked that paragraph 1 further specify the powers gl"nnted to -
the Five Powe!"s during the intel"im period, especially with 
respect to l"esponsibility for the peaceful settlement of dis­
putes according to Section A, Chaptel" VIII, and the matte!' of 
asce!'taining which special ag!'eements would ~eed to become 
effective befol"e the Secul"ity Council assumes its full l"espons­
ibility. 

Aftel" thl"ee unsucces~ful meetings in which the Committee 
and a·Dr&fting sub-Committee failed to clal"ifV and define pal"a­
gre.ph I, a. nev text vas then submitted on behalf of the Five P~. 

This new text is as follows: 

"Pending the coming into force of such special agl"eements 
refel"red to in Chapter VIII, Section B~-pEragraph·5, which, 
in the o~inion of the Secul"ity Council, permit it to btfin its 
~spans! 1lities-1n acco!'dance with ~al"ajl"aph 4-of~ec on ErDf 
Cnapter V!!f;-tfie~tates parties-tO ~e our-POwer Declaration-

5137 -2-



signed at Moscow, October 30• 1~43, and Frnnce will consult 
with one another in accordance with the provisions of p&ra­
graph 5 of that Declaration and as occasioll arises.wit:n. 
other r.1embers of the Organization with a view to such ,;c·int 
action on behalf of the Organization as may be necessary for 
the purpose of caintaining international peace and security." 

Several Delegations, especially those of Canada, Egypt 
and Belgium, have requested the Delegations submitting the 
amen~ont to make a declaration explaining the meaning of 
the words "joint action on behalf of the Organization." 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that it 
was impossible to define such an action, since the powers of 
the Sequrity Council would gradually develop in proportion to 
the forces which would be put at its disposal. 

The Delegate of the United States, for his part, explained 
.that the meaning of the words, "joint action", might be deduced 
without difficulty from the first part of the paragraph, which 
referred to the special agreements mentioned in Chapter VIII, 
Section B, paragraph 5. As a result, the Security Council 
would refram from the performance of its ;,. .. espc.nsibilities only 
with respect to those functions the exercise of which would be 
suspended until the conclusion of the speGtal agreements indi­
cated above. In add.ttion, the powers granted by the Charter 
to an organ of the Organization would co~e immediately into 
force unless the contrary were expressly stated. 

The Rapporteur confirmed the clear interpretation given 
by the Delegate of the United States. 

The Egyptian Delegate expressed regret that the decisions 
of the Security Council, under Chapte1• XII, paragraph 1, should 
be taken in accordance with the principle of unanimity of the 
permaneht members of the Sec~rity Council. 

When put to a vote, the proposed text was adopted by a 
vo·t_e or 29-0. 

559 

The Greek Delegation proposed an amendment which would 
prevent present enemy States from having recourse to the Secur­
ity Council or the Assemblyt. and Committee 2 of Commission III 
had decided, by a vote or 3~-o, to refer this runendment to 
Committee 3, stating that it approved the amendment in principle 
in so far as it applied to Section A of Chapter VII!. 

After modification of the text, and although the Delegates 
who had taken the floor had expressed their agreement. on the 
principle of the proposal, the Committee rejected, b1 a vote 
ot 17-5, the insertion or the Gr~ek amendment into the Cb4rter. 

However, on the proposal of the United States Delegate, 
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560 ---
the Committee voted une.n1mously to in~ert the following text 
into th'=' repo1•t: 11 Jt 1~ understood that the eneJX~.y states 
in this war ~1~11 not have the right of recourec to the Security 
Council or the General Ass~nbly before the Security Oounc11 grants 
them this right." 

__ /./ At the time the Commtttee bad undertaken the discussion 
of paragraph 1, it had not been possible to discuss paragraph 
2 of Chapter XII in its original for.m and the Oo~~ittee had 
rejected it. Nevertheless, at this stage. ~riticisms had been 
ma.de in rega1•d to the drafti.."'lg of this varagre.ph, particularly 
with ros~ect to the feet ti!~t. it vas not SDocijied during whnt 
period of time this tompo~ary provi&ion should re~~in in force. 

Consequently, when pa~agraph 2 was presepted·again to the 
Committee in its origulal fo~, there ~~re new criticisms, i~ 
particular those me.de by the Delegatiol:!.S of Cenada, Australia, 
Belgium and New Zeala.nd, COl\c:ernir..g oe!'tain essential points 
which were L,sufficieutly pt~oise in the text. 

The Delegate of the United Kingdom gave the follo'lring 
explanations cc11cerning these poil1ts: 

1. Enomx. States are those vhich, on the day of the signa­
ture of t'fle"l.na.rter;-are still o.t war with o.n.y one of the United 
Nation:,;. 

2. The £~esont wcr is to be understood es a. series of 
wars whicn-Deg~a on o~efore Septembor 3, 1939 and which are 
still in progress. 

3. "Action taken or authorized". It wculd be impossible 
to limit tE."i."Sac·t~o.sproposed by tire Australian Delegate, 
to tha.t decided upon in a.n c!'mistice, a pence treaty, or A 
joint declaration like the Declnrntion of Moscow, because 
I'esponsibility, as envisaged in pnra.grcph 2, could fall upon a 
State which is party to none of these acts. 

As to the exa.ct meaning of the expression "action taken 
or authorized11

, the Delega.to of t;he Un:tted Kingdom declared 
that{, in his opinion, the distinction is made between "positive" 
a.nd 'negative 11 action; that is to sa.y, between action with re­
spect to enemy Stutes by the governruonts responsible for this 
notion, and the nction which the responsible governments ha~ 
authorized other governments to take. 

After these explanations, tho text of paragraph 2 wa.s put 
to a· vote in its o~iginnl form. It _was adopted by a vote of 
22-2. 

In CQnclusion, nn addition should be made to the pre­
Oeding report approved June 12. 

At its June 19th meeting, Committee 3, at the request of 
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the Delegate of France, supported by the Dolegate from Peru, 
who had first ·presonted the amendment, proposed the following 
clarification to be made to the report: 

The report examines, on pnge 15 of the French text of 
tho original report, the consti.tution of the Milita1~y Staff 
Committee. Reference is m~de to the existence of 11 regional 
Military Staff Sub-Committees" and the Report stated that 
"The Committee has, in addition, admitted that its regional 
Military Staff Sub-Committees could not be established except 
after consultlltion with the regional agencies interested." The 
Delegate of France asked whether the Commission definitely 
intended to leave to the Military Staff Committee the final 
decision concerning the estnbJ.ishment of these sub-committees. 
The Committee unanimous~y agreed, and I, therefore, bring for 
your decision, inclusion in the report, which you have already 
approved, of a phrase to this effect. The text should, there­
fore, be the follwoing: 

"The Committee has, in llddi tion, ng1~eed the. t these 
regional Military Staff Sub-Committees could only be instituted 
after consultation vi th the t>eg1oncl .s,genc 1es c.oncerned •. 
The M111 ta.ry Stll.ff Corumt ttee, "t-11 th the authorization of the 
~urity Couno11, after sucn consu1ta.~ion, would Inake~e-­
?inal dec :t.sion concernfpgtno-os Ui'&TI.SEinent 0Tthe3'0 sil'E)':'com;. 
m1ttees 11 • - -
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comit~ 3 Mesures Ooerc1t1ves 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1095 (FRENCH) 
III/3/50 
June 19, 1945 

Security Council 

RAPPORT QQ OOMITE ~ A l~ ~~ISSION !fl 
~ur ~ f:f1ru2~~ XII 

Le Oomite 3 de la troisieme C0mrriss1on avait re9u 
pour mandat, outre l 1exao8n des t~xtes du Ohapltre VIII, 
Section B, qui ont fait l•obj&t d'un precedent rafport dont 
vous avez bien voulu appt:'otwer le ~ ccnclusions, 1 exam en des 
textes du Chapitre XIX~ :~:•e."Jat1::· ,::.·.;.x <i1sposit1ons transitoires. 
Ces t extee, sounds aux delH,·ilrat 1vns du Com1 t ~ 3 le 30 ll..ai, 
n 1ayant pu jusqu'alors trouver de redaction satisfaisante, 
c 1 est par un eouc1 d 1 ~v1ter ·tout rete..rd inutile que je voue 
ai present~ le 12 Juln mon rapport sur le Ohapitre VIII, 
Section B, portion oapitale de notre tache pu1squ 1 elle 
concernait 1 1assietance militaire en cas d 1agression. 

Le Chapitre XII tralte aimP.lement des mesures destinees 
a assurer J.~ paix et la s~cur~te pendant la p~riode interi­
maire, precedant le moment oti le Oonseil de 8ecurit6 pourra 
en assumer l'ent1ere reeponsabil1te. 

Un petit nombre d 1amendements eva1ent et~ proposes a 
1 1examen du Comite 3. 

Un amendement francais visai t a e.djoi.ndre la France 
aux quatre puissances·signatairee de .la Declaration de 
Moscou auxquelles 1e Ohapitre XII prevo1t de confier 1a 
lourde responsabi11t~ dans la per1ode qui nous uccupe. 

Oet amendement a et~ eur la proposition de M. le 
Senateur Connally, adopt~ par acclamations au Com1t~ 3; le 
nouveau texte qui vous eat propose comporte done: 

"Lea Etats parties a la declaration des Quatre Nations 
signee a Moscou le 30 Octobre 1~43 et la France ••• 11 

Dans l'ensemble, lee autres projetB d'amendement 
v1sa1ent plus a la olar1f1oat1on du texte du Chnp1tre XII 
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qu 1a des modifications de sub8tance. Deux d 1entre eux 
cependant f1rent l 1obJet d 1un court d~bat. 

La Del~gation ch111enne avait pr~eente l 1amendement 
suivant: 

11Lorsque, e~o1t en vertu des parA.grnphes l et 2, eoit 
pour r6pondre aux exigences de la situation, il y aura lieu 
de prendre dee dispositions trans1to1res, celles-c1 ne 
devront pas conetituer un prec~dent de nature a porter 
prejudice aux dro1te des Etate membres de l 10rganiE'Io.tion 11 • 

Apr~s discussion, la Delegation ch111enne a accepte 
de retir~r son amendement, a condit~on que mention en eo1t 
fa1te dans le rapport du Rapporteur. 

Un amendement mexicain tendait a faire du Chap1tre XII 
l'objet d 1un protocole distinct de la Charte. Plusieurs 
Del~gations ee eont opposees a cette modification, en faisant 
vnlo1r que lee dispositions tra~s1to1ree sont un premier pas 
vera la pa1x et trouvent leur P.lace naturelle dans une 
Charta ooncue dans un esprit r~aliete, et l'amendement 
oexicain aJet6 repouese par 20 voix contre 2. 

Le Chap1tre XII a ete diecute a deux reprises par le 
Com1te 3. Une preu1ere ~:~erie de d1scusA1ons s 1est terminee, 
le ler Juin, par le r~Jet du texte original du paragraP.he 1, 

.. \.._ I' , , , 

par un vote de 21 a 9 Un texte nouveau a ete presente, 
tree tardirement, par la delegation du Royaume uni au nom 
dee Cinq puisPances, &nor9ant aiuei une deuxieme s~rie de 
discussions. 

Les DelAgatione n 1 nva1ent pas ois en doute la necessite, 
durant la per1ode 1nter1ma1re, d 1une reaponsnb111te collec­
tive dee Cinq PuisA3noes qui decoule des charges qu 1elles 

t 
, , 

on aseumees nu cours dee hoetil1tes. Male plusieurs 
delegations, et en particulier la Delegation du Canada, 
~~nt fait observer que le parngro.phe 1 accordera1t nux 
Cinq ~uis·snnces une autor1 te terapora1re "Oour une per1oc.e 
qu; pourrait etre tres longue, et que ~ette autor1t6 etait 
epec1f1ee seulement par lea termes 11 action commune au nom 
de 1 1 0rganisation 11 • Elles ont dono demande que le paragraphe 
1 precise davantnge lee pouvoirs accorQee nux Cinq Puissances 
dans la periorte intert f.1l d l~e en pa.rt1cul1er en ce qui 
concerne ln responsabilite du reglement pacifique des 
oonflits aux termes de la Section A du Chapitre VIII, et 
le point de savo1r quele accords s~ec1aux cevront entrer en 
vigueur avant que le Conseil de Seourite assume sa pleine 
responsab1li t~. 
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564 
Ap~~s trois s~anoes d 1efforts infruotueux du Com1t~ 

et d 1 un sous-.C.':Jtn1 te de Rec:aotion pour eolo.1rc1r et prec1ser 
le paragraphe 1, un nouyeau texte ava1t dono ete presente 
au nom des Cinq Puissances. 

Ce nouveau texte est le suivant: 

11 En attendant l 1 entree en v1gueur de oeux des accords 
spec1aux r.J.ent1onnes au Cha:;)i trE! VIII~ Section B, paragrrithe 5, 
qui, de 1 1av1s ~u Conse11 de Secur!te lui permettent de 
connenoer a assur:ler s es resDom~abili t6s en oonformi te avec 
le paragfA.1.)he 4 de la Seotlon B c1u Chapi tr~_7 V:UI, lee Etats 
parties a la cl~clarn.tion des 4 Nations e1g1:::~Moecou le 
30 Octobre 1943 et la France se coneulteront, conformeoent 
aux dieposit~. ~u paragraphe 5 Qe cette declaration, entre 
eux et s 111 y a lieu avec d 1autres mer.J.bres ~e 1 10rganisation 
en vue de telle action oor~une au nom ~e 1 10rganisation 1 qui 
pourrait etre necessa1re au maintien ce la pa1x et de la 
securi te 1nternationale8 It. . 
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Plus1eurs Delegations, et en particulier les Delegc.t1ons 
du Canc.dc., d'Egypte et de Belgique, ont demande aux De16-
gat1ons pr~sentant 1' amendement une decla.re.t1on expliquant la 
portee des mots 11 nct1on commune nu nom de 1 1 Orgo.n1sation". 

Le Del~gue du Royr.ume-Un1 r. fa1 t observer qu 1 11 8to.it 
impossible de def1n1r une telle action, pu1sque lea pouvo1rs 
du Conseil de Secur1 te 1ront en se d,~veloppnnt pur etnpes, au 
fur et h mesure que des forces ser9nt ruises ~ sa disposition 
pur suite. 

Le Delegue des Eta.ts-Un1s, de son c~te, a precis~ que le 
sens des mots "notion commune" peut sans difficult~ Rtre 
deduit de ln preoi~re nDrtie du pnrz:.grnphe, qui se refere aux 
accords spec1aux oentionnes au chapitre 8, section B. 5. Il 
en results que le Conseil de Secur1te ne sursoirait h 1 1 exerc1oe 
de sea responsnbilites que dans les fonctions dont 1 1exerc1ce 
est suspendu h la conclusion des P.ccords speciaux 1nd1ques plus 
haut. De plus, les pouvoirs conferes par 1~ Chnrte a un organe 
de 1 10rfan1sation e:ntrent 1ntJ.ed1atement en vigueur a oains 
qu 11l soit expresement specif1e du contraire. 

Le rnp~orteur a. confirme 1 11nterpretntion ev1dente donnee 
par le D~l~~u' des Et~ts-Unis. 

Le Delee;ue de 1 1Egypte o. expr1me le regret que les 
decisions du Conseil de Securite, pour le Cho.p!tre XII 
pare.graphe 1, dussent ~tre px•ises selon le pr1ncipe de 
1' urw.n1m1 te des monbr8s peruanents du Conseil de Secur1 te. 

Le texte propose, i.11s aux vo1x1 a. ete o.dopt8 pc.r 29 voix 
centre zero. 

Lo. Delegc..t1on Grecque :wni t nropose un enendeoent nyr.nt 
pour objet d 11nterd!re ~ux Etats enneois dans cette guerre le 
recours l~ Conse11 de Securite ou h l 1Aseemblee 1 et le Co~ite 
2 de ln 3e Coooission nvnit dec1del po.r 34 voix h zero, de 
referer cet nr.Jendenent a.u Comit~ 3 1 tout en declc.rant en 
o.pprouver le pr1nc1pe dans la mesure ob 11 s'applique a la 
Section A du Chap1tre VIII. 

Aprea moc.if1cc.t1on du toxte 1 et bien que les delee;ue~ 
qui ont pr1s la. parole nient expr1me leur accord sur le fond 
de la proposition, le Comite a. repousse par 17 voix a .5 
1 1 1nst:rt1on dans lu Chl'.rte de 1 1 runendement hellenique. 

Ma.1s 1 sur lo. proposition du Delegue des Etats-Un1s, le 
Com!te a vote h l'una.nioite 1'1ns~rt1on au rnpport du textP. 
sui va.nt: 11 Il est entendu que_ les etr..ts enner11s dans cette 
guerre n 1 o.uront pas le droit de recourir au Conseil de 
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8eour1te ou n 1 1 Ass~mblee Generale cvnnt que le Conseil de 
Secur1t6 leur donne ce Qroit". 

Le Pnragraphe 2 du Chapltre XII nl c~vait pu ~tre discute 
~ l 1epoque ou le Comite avait entrepris la discussion du 
paragraphs l C',ans sa fol~me o1~1gina.le et £Wo.i t re Jete celui-
o1. Cep~ndant des Crit1,qU6a avaie~t des oe m?ment eto tQrmul6ea 
en oe ,.Qui ·eooee:t·ne 'aUt ·red:..tt<J"ti"?n, en pFt!"t1cu1.1.e!' le. tF\1 t qu t 11 
no ~oc1t1e pas pendant quelle p&r~Ode de temps o~tte disposition 
trans1·to1re do1 t 6tre en vlgueur 

Pnr la suite I le !H.trc~gruphe 2 t.yo.nt ete presente b. 
nouveo.u uu Cooite c<c.ns so. :f'ol"'!le l)r1g1nale 1 de nouv·elles 
critiques :f'urent ~resentees, ~n partioulier par los Dele­
ge.t1ons t1u Canatla, c.e l' Austrt:tlle 1 de la Belgique et de lo. 
Nouvelle Z~lunde 1 ,touohe.nt certc.ins points essentiels 
1nsu:f'f1samment precises (ans le texte. 

Le Delegue (,u Royaume-Uni a t.onne sur ces ~Ju1nts les 
explications suiv~ntes: 

1. Lea Etnts ennem1s sont ceux qui 1 nu ,1our c'e ln 
Si5n<:<.ture C::.e la Cho.rf6;-sont en eta.t de guerra O.VeC 1 1une 
quelcunque des N~tions Unies. 

2. ~ presente ~U.Ei!'t'e inl..1que 1£'. guerl'e ou lu aerie 
(,e guerres qui ont oonr.lE.ln})~ le, ou c.e~;uis le 1 3 Sel;tembre 
1939 et q~1 sont encore en cours. 

3. · Les "nesures prises ou t•utor1sees 11 ( 11 e.ct1on taken 
or authorized"). Il ~~r.ait 1nposs1ble <.~e lir.iiter ces mesures, 
comme 1 1 a propose le ... ~elegue cle 1' Australia, h celles dec idees 
tlans un am1st1ce, un tro.1 te c1e pa1x, ou une c',eclr.ration 
commune conme la Declaration c.e l~osoou, co.r lo. responsr.b1l1 te 
Vi see au paragX'B.!Jhe 2 peut inoomber h. Un eto.t qui n I est !)artie 
a cucun Ce ces actes. 

Quant au sens precis de l'expression "mesures prises ou 
~utor1aees 11 , 1e De1egue du Roy~une-Un1 a declare qu 1h son 
avis la ~1st1nction est :f'a1te entre les mesures 11posit1ves 11 

et "negatives", o!est h dire ent~e les nesures pr1ses h 
l'egnrd des Etats ennamis par les gouvornements responsnbles 
cl.e ces mesures, et les oesuros que ces gouv()rnencnts respon­
sa.bles ont autorise d'cutres h prendre. 

Le texte tlU pa.ra.graphe 2 o. ete, nprbs oes eX;)l1c~:,t1ons, 
mi s aux voix c'1..ans so. :f'oroe or1gin£>.le. Il a 6te r.clopte par 
22 V01X b. 2. 

Pour terminer, un ac1d1 tit au pr~c~c"..ent rup:?ort ap!)rouve 
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le 12 Juin. 

Dana sa seo.nce c".u 19 juin., le Coni ta i3 ~ a la requete 
du Delegua c.e la France, soutenue par l.e Delegue du P~rou, 
qui avait pr~sente praRlablcment ll~lendement, a ;ropose au 
rapport la pr~oision euivante: 

Le rapport etudie, a la pnge 15 C'.u texte francais, la. 
constitution cu Oomite ~1Etat-Major. Il fait etat de l 1 ex1stenc~ 
de 11 Sous-Oor:11 t~s regionaux C'.' Etat-M11jor 11 et d~clare: 11 Le Oom1 te 
a, en outre, ad.r.l1a que ces sous-oomi tee regichaux c'l. 1 Etat-HaJor 
ne pourraient etre inst1tu~s qu'apres consultation ~es 
organismes re~ionau:£ interesses 11 • Le Delegue <'te ·la. France a 
demande s'el etait bien dans l 1 intenti~n de la Commission de 
laieser cependant au Comit~ d'Eta.t-Mujor ln deo1e1on finale 
dane 1 1inst1tut1on de ces eous-com1tee. D1un assentiment 
unanime le Comit~ s 1 est prononce en ce sene, et je v1ens 
done remettre a votre c1e.cis1on l t 1nolue1nn au rap-::ort que 
vous avez deJa approuve a•une phrase a cet effet.· Le texte 
eera1t done le au1vant~ 

11Le Com1 te a, en outre, admie que ces Bous-Cnr.1itee 
r~g1onaux d 1Etat-Majnr ne pourra1ent etre institues qu 1apres 
consul tat ion des organ1ames ret;10naux interessJs. ;Le Qomi t,e 
~Etat-Major, avec ltautorjs~t1on du Conseil ~e Becur1t~ 1 
aura1 t apree une telle C"nsul tat ion la decls1:~n finale ctane 
P1net1 tution c:.ey ces soue-comi t~s 11. ·--
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Cammitteo 3 Enforoament Arr~g~ents 

RESTRICTED 
Doo. 1113 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/52 
June 20, 1946 

Security Council 

SUMMARY REPORT £! TWENTY ..SECOND m~ETING .9! ~-~ III/3 * 
Votoro.ns Building, ~ 2.9l,1 ~ ];21 ~~ ~ ~ 

Tho Chni~ oponod tho nooting nt .3:15 p.n. 

l, Considoro.tion .£!. ~ Rnpportour 's ~port .£!!, Cha.ptor .£! 
Tho Rapporteur, Mr. Paul-Boncour, roud his Report on Chapter XII. 

Tho Cunndian Dolognto oongrntulntod tho Rapporteur upon his Report• Ho 
suggostod, hawovor, thnt the Report should montion tho rejection of tho 
original paro.e;ro.ph 1, Chapter XII, by tho Co!.lr.11 ttoo, o.nd tho ln to date o.t 
which o.n o.ltorno.ti vo toxt ho.d boon prosontod. IIo pointed out tho.t ho wo.s 
o.rJong thoso who ho.cl nbsto.inod £rota votir..g on tho rodro.ft of pnro.gra.ph 1. Ho 
noxt o.skod tho.t tho Now Zoo.lo.nd Dolo::;o.to 1s criticisr.1s of tho po.ro.graph be 
included in tho Rapporteur's Report. Fin~lly, he suggostod tho.t saoa rofor• 
onoo bo undo to tho d.ur~tion of tho trn.nsi tiono.l period onvisacod by Cho.ptor 
XII .. 

'l'ho Egyptian Dologo.to road fron tho sUl:llil.n:ry report of the sixtecmth 
neoting of Comni ttoo III/3 (Doc. 704) • Ho r0~;ro-ttod tho Rapportour'.s t'a.ilur~ 
to include in his Roport the iptorprot~tions ot' toxt in tho sixtoonth noo~ 
ing portinont to po.rc;.r;rn.ph 1, Ch..'1.ptor XII (Docs .. 704 a.nd WD 68)., Ho ra­
quost0d thnt tho Ro.pportour's Report inoludo rcforonoo to his wurning-a.ga.inst 
a. dolo.y in tho ~ss~~ption of pawors by tho Soourity Council resulting from 
tho voto·, Fina.lly, ho wished to ompho.sizo that tho tom '"onomy sta.tos'". would 
a:pply to those govornnonts which had not sienod poa.oo troatios with any of 
tho Unitod Nations a.t tho time cf tho signing of tho Cho.rtor.-

~ho Austro.liun Doloca.ta pointod out thnt his.Doioga.tion had abstninod 
from voting on pnro.gruph l not boca.uso nf opposition to tho principle but 
·rathor to the dro.ft subr.dttod. With tho Poruv:l.o.n DoloGa.to., ho ha.d votod for 
pa.ragto.ph 2 on tho condition that ~ oxplnria.ti~n of its purport bo inoludod 
in tho Ro.ppo:rtour''s Roport. Furthomoro., ho suge;ostod that tho Rapportour"s · 
Roport should givo a fuller account of tho oo.rly stneos of tho deba.te on 
paro.gro.ph l, thnt it should t:1ention tha inportonoo a.tta.ched by both the 
.1Wstra.11a.n and Co.na.dio.n Dologo.tions to tho nood for spocif'ying tho l.Ongth 
of tho trMsi tionll.l poriod.., anq. tho.t it should inoludo. c..s suggostod by tho 
Bgyptinn Dologc..to, th~ oxpl~tions of tho sponsoring govornmonta given 4t 

t.l.tl . ,~1,-

*cNo Agenda issued for 22d meetingJ 



the sixteenth mooting 

Tho Rapporteur said ·thnt thQ Soourity Council wns froo to not in any 
matters not excluded by the introductory words of paragraph 1, Ho observed 
that tho timo pori0d for tho application of Chuptor XII wus unprodictublo. 
The Canadian Dolognto ex?reseod tho hope thAt tho Co.mnittoo bo put. on rocord 
us in fuvcr of o. time period o.s short o.s possible. Tho Co.no.dio.n l)ologate 
went on to suge;ost tho Ol:rl.ssioxt froo the repurt or reference to those countries 
which ho.d abstained from voting on pnrngrnph 1, unless tho report should in­
dicate reasons for such nbstontion. 

Tho Greek Delegate roquostod th~t ~ontion be ~Ado that Conmitteo III/Z 
had accoptod th9 principle of his o.nondoont, Tho Rapporteur a.e.quiosood, Tho 
Grook De logo. to o.ssocio.tod hinsolf' with tho rono.rks of tl:.o Egyptian Dolognto. 

Tho Egyptio.n Dclor;atc, in o.gain prossil.Le; his request for inclusion in 
tho Rapporteur's Report of tho remarks in tho sixteenth r.teoting, relative to 
tho non-applicability of Chuptor XII to proooduros uncor Chnptor VIII, Section 
A, pointed out that thoro wore ins~mlcoa ~1on the veto wns inapplicable. 

The Dolcgnto of tho United St&toG oxprosscd no objection to tho inclu­
sion in tho Rnpportour's Re~rb ot thfr United States Dologo.to's ramnrks in 
tho sixteenth l.1octing and of Jlis own rona.r'lal in tho twontioth nootinG (Doc • 
1089) in which he ha.d oxpla.i.nod tho.t o.ll powers pertaining to the Socuri ty 
Council o.nd not oxl_:,rossly doniod to it in tho tr::~..'lsitional period wore im• 
nedia.toly grnntod to it. Tho ECYptian Dolocnto pointed out thnt tho remarks 
of tho U~itod Stetos Dclognte woro not necessarily birt~ing on tho other 
sponsorine; covornncnts o.n~ on Fra.nco and, thoroforo, still roquostod tho in• 
elusion in tho Rapportour 1s Report of tho ronnrks no.do in tho suonary report 
of tho sixteenth ncotinG• 
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Docisirms .!!!,~ Rap;;JOrtour 1s 1\o?ort ~ unu~inously o.doptod..!!: 
princi plo E.l ~-~ of 11-o. 

Tho Ptooting ac'journod at 4:45 Petl• 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 1113 (FRENCH) 
III/3/52 
June 20 1 1345 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures Coercit1ves 

COl.f?TE-.FtENDU RESUlt£ DE ~ VINGT-DEUXIEME SEANC:fi; DU CONITJ1 II;LL3 * 
Veterans ~u1.ld1ng, Salle 303, 19 jutn .J&iQ, 1..Q .h· J:§ 

Le Prdsident ouvre la seance a 15 h. 15. 

l . Exe.men gg re.peort .9:!! Re;pnorteur ~ :le Chapl tre XTJ 

Le Rapporteur, ~l-r. Paul-Boncour, dcnne lecture de son rap­
port sur le Che.pi tre XII. 

Le Delegue oan~dien telicite le Rap?orteur de son rep­
port. Celui-ci de,rre.i t toutefois, lui serubl~-t·· il, ff1.ire 
mention du rejet,.par le Comite, du texte l=>rimit:l..f du pa.re.­
graphe l du Ohapitr-e XII et de la de.te tardive a laque:tle un 
autre texte e ete pr·eeente. Il eignale qu 1 11 ets.i t de ceux 
qui se sont abstenus de voter sur la nouvelle redaction de ce 
paragrFpl,e ~1. !:1. demcnde ensuite que le :r•EippOl"t fasse etat 
des cri tiqut:s tol:•mu~6<:e pe-r: .l:e Delegue de la Nouvelltl- Z.Sl~mde 
au au jet du pP.rfgrF}Jhe. Il prrwose enfl n qu 1upe allueivH 
soit feite. h le. dur·ee de l$. periode tre.nsJ.toire -prevue au 
Chgpitre XII. 

Le Delegue egyptien donne lecture d'une ,nrtie du compte­
rendu resume de l.a seizi'eme seenoe du Oomi't.& III/3 (Doc. ?04). 
Il regrette que le Rappo~teur £~1t omis d' inserer dl'.na s~Jn rap­
port lee interpretations de texte faites ~ la seizi~me s~ance 
au sujet du pc.re.graphe l, du Che.pitre XII (Dros. ?04 et ~VD 68) 
Il demE'.nde que le l"r.pport du Rnppol"teur mentivnne. le. ru~'.SE> en 
garde qu 111 R fei te cor.tre le ret12.rd qui pourrv.i t survenir drms 
la prise de pouvoir par le Conseil. de Secut•ite par suite du 
veto. Il desire, enfin, souligner que 1 i (;Xpz·ession "Etets 
ennemis" a' t'l.ppliquere. aux gouvernements qui n r earont pas 
eigne de trP 1 te de pai1: avec 1 'une que1conque des Nations 
Unies e.u moment de ltt signrture de le.' Chfl.rte. 

Le Delegu~ · auatrfl.l1en e 1gnale que, e 1 sa De lege tioh 
s 1 est e.ustenue de voter ·aut- le pc.re.gr£;;phe l, ce niest pe.e 
per opposition au princ1pe, meie plutot par opposition au 
projet de red~ction soumis au Comite. Comme le delegue pe­
rouvien, 11 a vote en faveur du pE'.ra.£'%'e.phe 2 a oond1 tion que 
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2rapport du Rapporteur contienne des explice.tlons sur la 
portee de ce pare,graphe. En outre, le r·e:pport du Re.pporteur 
devrei t con'tenir un compte-rendu plus com:plet des pre;ni'eres 
phf'.ses du debe.t sur le paragrrphe. J, faire mention de 1 1 impor­
tance que les Delegations r.ustre.lienne et crnr:dienne E'-t t2-chent 
h le, necessi te de specifier la duree de la per lode trLnS lt.oir·e 
et compr·endr·e. eins1 qu~ l 1 fl. propose le Delegue o.e 1 1 Egyp~e, 
le s explicc.tions fournies pr.r J.S gounlrnemE:nts invi t< nts r, 
le selzleme sennce. 
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Le R/:',pporteur deckare ~ue le Conseil de Securlte est 
llbre d 1 <.gir en toutes questions qui ne sont pr s exolues _::n:.r 
les mots du debut du pE~.ragrr.phe 1. Il fr.i t rernr.rquer qu 1 on 
ne ~Jeut ~Je.s p:rehoir de per1ode de temps pour l~applicntlo:! du Chr 
p1'1re XII. Le Delegue crntdien espere que le Ctmite se p ... •orH•nue:ra 
comme etEnt en f"r.veur d•unEJ periode de temps aussl b:~.·tve que 
possible. Enfin, 11 e·st d 1nvis de ne r>t,s pe.rlei•, dans Je 
rrpport, des pays oui .se sont absten':.JS de voter sur lt1 !)e.rc..:.. 
grHphe 1, h moine d 1 indiquer lea rE isons de cette e.ostent1cn. 

Le Delegue grec demPnde qu'il soit signa1e que le aomite 
III/2 <'. accepte le pr1 ~iclpe de son P.mendement. Le Rnpporteur 
acquiesce '8- cette demande. Le Delegue gr·ec se rc.llie aux 
declc.retions du Delegue egyptien. 

Le Delegue egyptien, insistl"nt a nouveeu sur sa demande 
d 1inserer dens le re.pport du. RE1.ppor teur lee observe. tions pre­
sentees a le seizi'eme se!O'.nce, d I ou il res sort que le Ch9pit re 
XII n 1 est pe.s applicable aux procedu1•e s )r~vues nu Chnpi tl'e 
VIII, Section A, slgncle qu,1 il y a des cas ("\U le veit.J n~est 
pas applicable. 

Le Delegue des Etats Unis ne s 1cppose pas a 1 1lnsert1on, 
de.ns le rc,pport du R.apporteur, des deole.r·ations fai tes yar le 
Delegue des Etets Unis a lEt seizieme seanve' e.insl que. ChiS 
observe.tions que lui-meme e. presentees a le. vingtieme set-t!lce 
(Doc. 1089), que.nd il e. explique que tous lea pouvoirs et­
tribues c.u Conseil de Securite et qui ne lui sont pas ex­
pressement denies pendant la peri ode trar!.s.i toi.t•e, lui sont 
immedie.tement conferee. Le Delegue egypt:iem :f'e.it observer 
que les remerques du Delegue des Etats- Unis n 1engegent pas 
necessairement lee eutres gouvernements iavitants et la 
Fr·ance. 0 1 est pourquci 11 perslete a deme.nder 1 I insertion, 
dans le repport du Rapporteur, des declarPtions qui figurent 
dens le compte-rendu resume de le. se1zieme se.snce .. 

D~cision: Le rai?o??rt du R!'.pi?orteu~ ill, ~ pr·1nc1pe e.dop­
.1.§. .h 1 1 unE~.n1mite prr 17 volx centre _Q. 

La~e~nce est lev'e k 16 h. 45. 

5~94 - 2-



572 

The United Natio~s Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 134 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/3 
May 9; 1945 

STATEMENT OF THE RAPPORTEUR, JOSEPH PAUL-BONCOUR 
AT Ti!EOPEN!NGMEETING OF THE COMMITTEE 

PART I • DUMBARTON OAKS PROPOSALS 

(Chapter VIII,,Seetion B) 

Your Committee has been commissioned to propose a draft of 
the-provisions contained in Chapter VIII, Section B, and Chapter 
XII of the.Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, es well as in the comments 
and suggestions relating thereto, which have been presented by 
the various governments taking port in this Conference. 

Section B of Chapter VIII is obviously the most important 
port or the texts submitted to you ror discussion. I would even. 
call it the central point. ' 

Indeed, ,if certain points in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
are not· £1,s good as the provistons of the League Covenant., and 
if many of the .~endments proposed tend in fact to revert to 
principles Which eXperience has proved not to have been bad in 
themselves, but onlt in the application they were given--or 
l'ether !:!21 given--by the greet powers--on the other hand the 
definite and important inhovntion of th~ Dumbarton Oaks pro-· 
posals, whtch is nn unquestionable improvement over the League 
of Nations Covenant, is the obligation nnd tre~aration of 
coerc~ve forces placed at. the disposal or-t eecurity Council 
to enforce its decisions. 

Wide .freedom of judgment is left ~s regards the moment it 
may choose tq intervene and .the means t.o be t'!pplied, with the 
sole reserve that it should cct "in nccordance with the purposes  and principles of the Orgvnizotion {ond of nrticle 1). 

It is for the Council to deto~ine ~ the doriger of aggres-
sion or the ·act of aggression (Chapter VIII. Section B, artic~e 2)
following which it has recourse to 

recommendations, or 
coercive measures. 
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It C"ll IH'VO l'ucr.,ursu succe:sslvely tc, :'11 sorts of measures 

for thu m~intcn~nco of po~c0, c~ch of ~1ich reinforces the ~uth­
ori ty of tlL.: pr._c,~ding on(:: 

de:cisicm to hol.d en inquiry (Section A, article 1); 
Jn.iunetiun to tho p:---rties to sottlo their dispute 

by p0:~cvf1.1J. m.:~"ns ( Secticn II.., article 3); · 
l'e;conmwndn.tlon to tho pcrtios of tho procedure which 

st::oms most npprop1•ir:to ( SocUon .A, rrticlo 5). 

It is cftur tho f't'ilUl'e of these nttempts, which it is not 
for our Conm1i.ttco to study, or if their npplicc.tion seems use · 
less from the st.·~rt, that the Council hcs l'Gcourse to the coer­
cive mensuros contGmplc.tod in Section B: 

Fir~ Cf1.to~ of_ M.:Jt~suro~_ 

11 The S(.:curity Council should be empowered to 
determine what diplomt'-tic, cconom:tc, or other measures 
not involving tho uso of c.rmed force should be em­
ployud to giv0 effoct to its decisions, nnd to cell 
upon membors of thv Orgnniz2tion to opply such measures. 
Such monsuros mr.y include complete or· pc.rtil"\1 inter­
ruption of l'ril, seo, cir, pastel, telogrnphic, redia 
nnd other mot'ns of communicntion rnd tho severnnco of 
diplomctic flnd economi0 rolntions." (article 3) 

t3econd 9,n;tee:ory .SI t!~:2.sur~ 
If those mensuros .:--.rc in~d.oquete, recourse to the mili tc.ry 

forces which cro plt:>ced c,t its dispos . ...,l. 

"Should tho Security Cotmcil cons:lder such mec.surcs 
to bo in"\doqucto, it should be empowered to tr.ke such 
r-.ction by .':\ir, ll·~Vr.l or lf1.nd forcc:s ."\s nwy be neccssnry. 
to meint[lin or rvstoro intornntionrl ptmce nnd security. 
Such ,'J.ction ml'y include domonstrrtions, blockr'de rmd . 
oth&r oper."tions b'y c,ir 

1 
so." or lnnd forces of members 

of tha Org~niz~tion." \rrticla 4) · 

Thus tho npplic~.tion of diplomc.tic, economic~ or other 
sr·nctions, mny b0 prolimin::>ry·- -in fact, thoy will generr.lly be 
r-.pplled before milit."ry s:::mctions. They mr,y be ~~L"· ':'ficient in 
thurnsolvos--wo must hope they will be enough to ronder. effective 
the decisions of the Security Council, but it is importnnt to 
stress thr::.t tho Security Council h1.1s tho powur of d:i.r,.rct, recours(, 
to milit .... ry oporntlons. Thct is whet I think is mccnt by the 
term "inr.dcqu.·~to", used in ,.•.rticlc: 4. "rn."dequate" r1nd not 
"inoffectivo", 'Which pormi ts us. to hope th.-:!t the Security Council 
doos not h:}vc to WIJJ.t for ·" nog.':ltivt; experience to tnkc militl'ry 
mt:.:''.sures, nnd espo:;cirlly thnt mnnlf0st nggression, its brutnlity, 
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its rapidity, will allow it and oven force it to reply by taking 
immediate milit~ry measures. 

Thus, either after or before employing the above-mentioned 
coercive mcl'.ns, there Is the possibility of recourse to militl'ry 
moons nnd tho obligation for member states to lend help ~nd 
nssistr.nce. 

For thT.~.t reason the Security Council must hove the melllls of 
organizing nn 1nternat1oncl force. Th:'·t is tho essential object 
of our discussions. We have to determine tho means and the extent 
of this international force which constitutes, I repeat, the 
principnl innovation in the Dumbnrton Oaks plan. 

II 

Theoretically, the internf'.tional force er-n be conceived in 
several forms: 

~ permanent army of nn international nature over 
end nbovo the no.tionr.l armies, or oven replacing them; 

nntiono.l contingents under intornationo.l commnnd, 
which presupposes control by r. permnnent intornntional 
military stnff; 

nr.tionnl contingents at the disposal of nn inter­
no.tionnl body, but remaining under the command of their 
nntionQl army. ' 

Tho first system wns rejected nt Dumbarton Oeks •. The third 
correspqnds to tho system provided fo~ in Article 16 ~f tho 
Covorinnt of the Lengue of Nations, but unfortunctely it has 
not been mnde compulsory. As for the second pl~, which is the 
closest to the Dumbarton Oaks Proposa.ls, it· is very much in ac­
cordance with the one proposed by Loon Bourgeois in 1919 in the 
name of Fra.nce,· and also with one whic~ I proposed myself when 
I was Minister of War nnd Permnnent Delogr.te of the French Govern­
ment to the League of Nntions, in November 1932. 
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"5. In order that all members of the Organization 
should contribute to the ma.intenance of international 
peo.co ~nd security, they should undertake to make avnil­
a.ble to the Security Council, on·1ts cnll and in o.ccord­
nnco with n special ~groement or agreements concluded 
among themselves, armed forces, focilities and assistance 
necessary for. the purpose or maintnining international 
pence nnd se·eurity; such (lgreement or 11greements should 
govern the nmnbers and types of forces o.nd the nature of 
the facilities and assistance to be provided. The spociol 
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agreement or [',greements should be negotit:tod ns soon 
f1.S possible. nnd should in ecch cnse be subject to 
['pprovo,l by the Security Council r.nd to rctificf'tion 
b:i the signa. tory stc.tos in ·nccordnnce w:l th th~ir con­
stitutional processes." 

This article 5, the keystone to the whole system, is com­
pleted by article 6 which mcntlons thnt fa.iling n pormcnent in­
ternationf1.1 force • 

"6. In order to enD.ble urgont mili t.'l.ry me['.sures to 
be tnken by tho Orgnnizntion thore should be held 
immodintely avnilnblo by tho members of the Orgnnizn­
tion nntion[l.l nir force ccntingents for combined inter­
nntionr.l enforcement .~ction. The strength end degree 
of rendlness of those contingents nnd plans for theip 
combined I'Ction should bo determined by th0 Socurity 
Council with tho c.ssistonco of the r.iilitnry St.':'.f'f . 
Committee w:l.thin tho limits lnid down Jn the spocit~l 
agreement or ngrourn0nts referr~d tL jn pnrngrf'ph 5 
t>.bovo." 
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These special contingents which must be tr~inod beforehand 
under the nuthority of the Council constitute n rough drnft, 
still rether heslt[lnt, for n ret•.l intornntion.':\1 force, ns to c. 
certain extent they would superimpose themselves on tho nntionnl 
crmios. 

III 

To set up n permnnent intornntiont•l force is a less dcliccte 
matter tht;n to make nntj onnl contingents nvail.~blc under an in­
tcrnr'tionnl Military Steff. It is to r'VOid bc:ing t[lkcn un.~wc.res · 
thct the Dumbcrton Or3.ks Propos.!'.ls provide thnt members of' the 
Orgnnizr'tion shall conclude n gonernl collective e.grecment or 
special 11grecmcnts to be suomi tted for the Council 1 s approvnl·, 
determining in ndvnnco the importnnce t>nd nature of the _ssist­
nnce each country is prepnred to furnish on request from the 
Council (nrticle 5). 

It is well to stress th.nt th·-se cne:;cgements shnll be con­
cluded between powers, whe1~cns in the Genov:" Protocol of 1924 
tho ongngement to furnish n .... ,tiunal' contingents wns entered into 
with the Council itse-lf. Thls provision is cc.mpletcd .by nrticle 
10, which provides that members of tho Org~nizr.tion must lend 
each other mutunl assistance for the cpplicntion cf mensures 
decide~ on by tho Council. 
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It is likvwi::.~o contemplf.'l.tod thct plnns for the employment 

of the nrmod forc0 thus constituted sh~ll be farmulf.'l.ted by tho 
Security Council with tho t!ssistance of the Militnry Steff 
Conuni tteo ( .:-.rticlo 8) . 

"8. Plc..ns for the cpplicntion of armed force 
should be m!:!do by the Security Council with the ~ssist­
once of tho Milit~ry Steff Conwitteo referred to in 
pnrc.grnph 9 below." · 

Tho text cf Article 9 is f'.lso of the utmcst importance. 

"9. Thoro should be est~blished o Militnry Stoff 
Ccnmittoe thq functions of which should bo to advise 
:md assist the S0curity Council 0n .~11 questions re­
lflting to tho Security Cow1cil 1s military requirements 
fur tho mo~_ntenrmco of int(;Jrn::rtionol pl,;!ace nnd security, 
to the omplc.:~"lllent t'l...nd COilllilcnd of forces pl!'lccd at its 
disposcl, to tho regul~tlon of orm.~ents, f'nd to pos­
sible disr>.rmru:tont. It should be responsiblE: 1mder the 
SE;curi ty Council for the str."'ttigic .Jirectior... .i.' any 
nrmed forces plncod ct tho disposal of tho Security 
Council. Tho Cor:1r.1ittoo sh(.uld be compc.,sod of the 
Chiefs cf Steff vf the por1:1onont members of tho- Secu­
rity Council or their reprcsentntives. Any member of 
the Org~nizntiGn nvt permanently represented on the 
Col11Jllittoe shntld bo invited by the Collll:littoe to bo 
nesocintod with it when the efficient dischnrgo of tho 
Ccmr:1i ttee 1 s rc3pcnsibili tics r0quiros that such a sto.to 
should pnrticip~te in its work. Questicns.cf commo..nd 
0f furcos should be worked cut subsequently." 

You will nctico thr.tt ~ quostiol!. 0~ .~unmnnd is ~ ~et­
tled in ,..dvr.>.nce; it fs merely pN-vidcrl tnnt tho Militnry ~: t;nff 
Committee is rospvnsiblo under tho Security Council fer tho 
strategic di.rocticn c,f nny armed i'i..::rces pl~cod nt the dispc se,l 
of tho Security Cc.,uncil, r.nd th11t questic,ns cf command of f~.·rces 
~ht:!ll be work-ed ~ subsequently. 

Lnstly, tho Military Stoff C~mmitteo will hnve on important 
rule which is ;)nly mentioned. in Article 9: that is, to assist 
tho Security Council in possible discrmcmont mecsuros. 

785 -5-

 



IV 

At first sight, the principles prcpcscd tc us in our dis­
cussi~ns call f0r two gonorol romnrks: 

1. In tho first place, frcm tho sucurity stnndpcint this 
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plan is docide·ll;y r>. mnrkod imprvvomont c;n the previous n.rrnngo­
monts, rnd mc.ro 'pnrtlculnrly nn imprcvomont on the IJoc.guo Ccvennnt, 

Its nuthurs hnve rvniled themselves 0f tho experience 
gninod during the twenty yerrs which prC:CLdod the present wr•r, 
by n.dupting cort.'\in C·)nceptlcns which~-pormit rue to romind ycu-­
Frr.mce Jofendcd ,.,_s long [!gc ns 1919. th;r-cugh tho Ups cf L6cn 
Bsurgeois, nnd which--.':\s my Gvnevr. colleogu0s wh·:;m I a.m d0lightod 
to fin~ ~goin hero will remember--! myself novar coDscd to up­
hold nt meetings cf tllo Lo~guu, 

I ."'.m therefcre b·:.th s:J.tisfied nnd gr.!'lteful tc have been 
ch:sen r.s R:1ppcrteur fvr this impcrtrnt quosti.cJn we hcvc t.: 
debrte. · 

2. In tho socJnd plnco, this plnn is roalistic. Its 
outhors b~sod it on focts nnd existing pcssibilitios. There cnn 
bo nc.. dcubt that r trw:. security crg:-·niz!.1ticn would call fer 
tho 0st11.blishment of internt:tti:mel justic0 cmd intornoti·:::nnl 
nuthorl ty hlgher th{'.n nn;y n . ..,tL::n.'11 stctes ;md lnrgely independent 
of th0m, But we must net s~crifico the reclity of tcd~y to th~t 
of tcmc.rrow. The oit;nr·torlos of the Dumbcrtr.~n 011ks prcpcsels 
hnvo plnced b0fcre you th0 plc.n cf t:!. still limited orgrmizn­
ticn, tcgetht-1' with th..:.: r:.::ugh r_)utlino cf ."1n :int~;>rnnticnrl 
fcrco which is still imperfect but which shsuld encblo the 
United Nntlc.ns t'- mnint,n.in ponce .o;.nd security ln the world 
which will emerge fr·im this war. '\oft: hr.we tc· pass thrc..ugh r: 
stnge which will en:~ble us t,, mc.ke tho best cf Gur present 
circumstnnccs end prep~rc tho way fer further progress tcwnrd 
the intcrn::,tic.;n.':'.l ,·,re-;nnizrticn wo hcpc t.o achieve. 
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PART II. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER VIII, SECTION B 

New 
ZOala:q.d 

and 
MeXICo 

Egypt 

On the whole, most of the governments in the·ir 
comments on th0 Dumbnrton Oaks proposals have recog­
nized the ,p.eod for a security organization with an 
international force at its disposal, together with 
the special responsibility this lays on the prin­
cipal powers. 

A number of amendments have been presented. 
I shall run through them as briefly as possible, 
and would ask you to excuse any necessary omissions 
in view of the late d::!.te on which the last of these 
runendme.nts were sent· in to .the Secretariat of the 
Conference, a.nd also because of the difficulties 
involved in grouping so many different amendments. 

I. THE ROLE OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

The first category of amendments relates to 
the procedure proposed in Chapter VIII, Section B, 
for the settlement of disputes and the do'termina­
tion of aggress1on, more particularly :1s regards 
the predominant role of the Security Council in 
such procedur0. 

A. A number of Governments have proposed 
that. the action of the Socurity Council should·be 
suooortod bY. intervention £g ~part~.~ As­
semb.Ly. 

The Governm(o:nts of New Zealand and Mexico 
propose that· intervention by the Assembly should 
be compulsory, concurrently with intervention by 
the Council, as regards uny decision involving the 
application of sanctions. 

Nevertheless, Mexico agrees that tho question 
should not be submitted to the.Assombly until after 
sanctions have been applied, in the case of military 
measures. 

New zealand, for its part, admits that in 
urgent cases military measures might intervene 
befQ££ a decision j_s taken by the Assembly. 

The Egyptian Government, while leaving the 
Security Council the power to apply enforcement 
measures, suggests that~the Council should have 

 



Other 
"'COU'iltr i e s 

French 
amendment 

Norw~ 
and 

erne 

Australia 

~ 
Important 
amendment 

to ask for the AsGomblyLs approval Q posteriori. 
The Assembly could interfere in tho decisions 
taken only if such interference were voted by a 
three-fourths majority. 
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Some other governments, without presenting 
amendments to Chapter VIII, S;3ction B, in their 
general remarks or in amendments to the chapters 
determining the powers of the Council and Assembly-­
which are outside the competence of this Commission-­
have expresned the desire that important decisions 
of the Security Council should be submitted for 
discussion in tho Assembly, ~ld that the latter 
should be authorized to call the Council's at­
tention to any situatJon which might constitute 
a threat to the peace, or should itself make recom­
mendations as to tho measures to be taken with a 
view to maintaining the peace. 

B. Besides these proposals which aim at ~­
trolling .2.!: completing the S'Jcuri ty Counc:l.l' a c,ction 
by means of an intorvontj_on un the part of the As­
sembly, other amendments--leaving tho Council full 
ini t:l.ati vo and responslbili ty--aim at drnw1.ng up 
rules for it and thus limiting its very wide freedom 
of judgment for which provision is made in the 
Dumbarton Oaks Prop0cals. 

Tho Governments of No1•way and Chilo wish it 
to be expressly stated in article 1 that intervention 
by the Council for the maintenance of peace should 
be effected "in conformity with the text of the 
Charter", and not merely "in conformity with the 
purposes and principles of' the Organization". 

The Government of Australia asks that such 
intervention should load to a settlement consistent 
with justice. 

On the sDJlle grounds, the Governments .of Norway 
and Australia ask tha.t it should be clearly stated 
that no enforcement notion will ever be undertaken 
contrary to tho indlv5duo.l rights of a state or 
on questions recogn:l.zed by internntionnl law o.s 
being left to the exclusive competence of that state. 

The Norwegian Government c.~.dcls that it should 
be expressly sta.tod tho.t trw Cou.wil in its decisions 
should always respect~ torritorinl integrity of 
members of the Organization. 
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Venezuela 

Greece 

Czecho­
slovakia 

four 
Sp"Oiisoring 
pow~ 

A further Norwegian amendment proposes that 
the application of military sanctions in the event 
of aggression or threat of aggression should not. 
be merely an option but an obligation for the 
Security Council. 

This seems to me to run counter to the right 
of veto conferrod on the great powers. 

Venezuela asks that in the case of a dispute 
which has already been brought before the Court of 
Justice, the obligation should be laid upon the 
Council to have the decision of the Court enforced. 

c. ~mination Ef ~ggress~on is likewise 
entrusted ent:trely to the JUdgment of the Security 
Council in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals (Section B, 
paragraph 2). 

Two amendments have been introduced to define 
the Counc11·1 s intervention in this respect: the 
Greek Government pro!1oscs that in the ev<::;nt of a 
dispute between members of the Organization other 
than the permanent members of the Council, the Council 
should be called upon to determine the act of ag- ' 
gression by an affirmative vote of seven.of its 
members. 

The G·overnment of Czechoslovakia suggests in­
troducing some reference int,) the text to the 
definition of .the aggressor us contained in a· 
number of conventions signed before the wcr, in 
order that the suppression of aggression may be 
automatic in certain specific cases. 

As a. whole, the purpose of the DJncndments we 
have just been studying in this first category is 
to define the powers of the Seeurity Council and 
the procedure the.oouncil should follow in the 
settlement of disputes ~r the application of sanction 
whereas the aim of the Dumbo.rton Oaks Proposals 
is to leave tho Security Council enough latitude 
to enablu it to decide for the best in th-e interests 
of F~d ;1t.?-.ining peace acco.rding to the si tuo.tion with 
whicb i~ is faced, 

D, The procedure for the settloment of dis­
pl:rtes brougl1t before tho Securi t;,.- Council has just 
forn:ed tfle 'subject of nn importt:L.'lt new amendment 
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The 
Netherlo.nds 

jointly proposed by the ~ sponsor•ing powers. 
Acc~)ruing to this n.mendment, the Security Council, 
before malcinc; r•ocornmendations or taking decisions 
.2s laid down in Suction B, article 2, may notify 
the purtlos to the dispute of ~J.ny measures likely 
to prevent the situation from becoming more serious, 
without pre judice t,) any decision which may sub­
sequently be taken. 'rhis refers to .£!BVentive 
moasui•cs which wnuld all:)W the Council a certain 
time t,., become acquainted with the facts before 
pronouncing judgment, the aim being to limit the 
gravity of tho dispute from the stc.rt. 

An amendment presented by the Netherlands 
Government px•oposes a. modification in Chapter VIII 
as regards the distribution of the Security Council's 
functions and powers. 

The provisions of Section B of this chapter, 
relative to the determination of threats to tho 
peace, breaches of tho pence, or acts of aggression 
would be separated from this section and would form 
two supplementary articles to Section A, which would 
hencefo1•th be entitled "Peaceful settlement of con­
flicts and determination of throats to tho peace 
or· acts of aggression". 

Section B wo1.ild then bo reserved for "Steps 
to take in case of the existence of threats to the 
peace or acts of aggre.ssion". 

In the opinLm of the Netherland Government, 
this more rc.tional divlsion will combine the quasi­
judicial powers of tho Council within Section A. 
In c.ll tho ca.ses covered by these o.rticlos, members 
of tho Org~izo.tion thnt are parties to o. conflict 
would have to abstain from votin~. A distinction 
wvuld t11'US De mudo from Section , which would 
conc0rn tho executive functions of the Council, in 
which the right of veto applies, thus limiting the 
right o;f.' veto. 

II. MECHANISM OF SANCTIONS 

I now come to the n.mondmonts which concern the 
mechanism of enforcement mec.s:ures itself. 

A. And first of all tho amendments which 
refer to economic sanctions. 
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Venezuela 

Franco. and 
Australi!l 

Venezuela 

Bel ginn 
~ Chile 

Canada 

An ~endment has baen introduced by tho 
Government of Venezuela which wishes to see pre­
cisely determined the pos~ibility of applying 
financial sanction~, along with diplomatic and 
economic sanctions. 

H. Tho amendments submitted with respect to 
mili tc£1: sane tions ar.; much more ·numerous. 

1, Fir;Jt of all several concern the orgcniZ{l­
tion o.nd comJ•Osition of various national contingents, 
placed permo.'lently o.t the disposal of the Council, 

Tr.erof·.)re France and Austr~lia have specified 
that it would be o. questi:m rwt only of air forces, 
but alsll oE' organicall~·· grouped contingents of 
troops (_If all arms, f01•ming fully organized units, 
capable of rationnl utilization, 

Frc.nce is lj kowise concu_rnod as to tho place 
wher·J thec·Je nati(>no.l forces uhould be stationed so 
c.s t0 be permanently at the tlisposo.l of tho Council. 
She :1o.s [;uggostcd, thel'•of'ortJ, the possible establish­
ment of ~mitablG zones of security in which such 
troor1s w.:mld be stationed. 

2. A second CD.togory of amendments refers 
to tho o:rganizati on ;)1' the international Military 
Staff.-- ---·--- -

A number of states have considered that the 
Mili tarJ· Staff Cor:u:li t toe sJ.!Q.':ll:~ not include only 
~ repi•esento.tives £f. tho sreat powers. 

This organization shoUld admit representatives 
of other states supplfing a military contribution 
(Venezuc.lan o.r.10ndment) or of those who are pledged 
to plo.c(: at the disposal of the Cou~cil 11 substantial 
forces" (French u.mondment). 

Th0 Belgian and Chilean Governments ho.vo con­
sidered, for their part, that member states must. 
have th:J powt.ir of confor:N.ng with the Mili ta.ry Sta.t'f 
Conunitt.Je on the subject of o.ny question coming 
within the compe. tence of' tho Commj_ t teo and which 
these mJmbors d·Jem opportune to subrd t to .1 t. 

AE~ for the: Canadian Government, it has pointed 
out thc.t a nonl)orma.nent nlOL1bc:r• sh::>uld be associated 
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Four sponsor­
in~ POWGl'S --.._ 

Franco 

Norway c.nd 
Venezuela 

Australia 
and 
New zealand 

France a.nd 
Nol~wa.y·-

Franco and 
Mexico -

583 
w:t th tho doli boration of the Mili ta.ry Staff and of 
the Council, when 8ithol' ~)118 is discussing the use 
of r:dlitary forco which that nonpermanent member 
is plcdt:,od to placo o.t the. dlsposal of the inter­
nat1cmul org:.:.nizntion. 

On tho other ha.nd, a joint suggontion has 
been n~1d~! by tho GoVE;l'mnents of Chine., ~.he United 
St(ltGs, Gren.t Britain, c.nd tho U.S.S.H., with a. 
v!.ow t,) gra.nting tu the Mil:t tGry Staff CGL'illri ttee 
tho power of establishing, with the .::.uthoriza.tion 
of t'tw Council, £_ogiona.l Military Staff Cornnitteos. 

In short, t.rw F'rench Government ha.s voiced 
tho desire tl'la.t tho interno.tiona.l Military Staff 
bo porr:mnently r.1.t the disposal of tho Council to 
exorclso, in the na.me of the Council, every mea.surc. 
of contr(ll deor:red nocecsa.ry o.nd with a view ur;t 
only to repressing but to proventins acts of ag-
6ression. 

3. We now COl:Je to t110 quost1on of specie::~ 
o.o:roor.10nts or collective ngrcvlilents dosignvd tc, 
spvcif;r in adv~;nce the extent ·a.nd ways of apply:' ng 
Militm·y sc.nctions. 

Sovura.l states~ especially Norway and Vanezuol~ 
ho.ve expressed, in 'this roeard, their preference 
for a. ~unoro.l ~ collective c..greement, which they 
consider~ould be superior to a sories of special 
agroomonts. 

Others, particularly Australia a.nd New 
Zea.la.nd, have judged tha.t this agreement or these 
o.greoi.lonts should be concluded under the nuthority 
of the C.Juncil, rcthor than directly r' twe;en powers. 

Som~, like Fro.nce and Norway, hnvo insisted 
that the contents of those specio.l nsroements be 
~ precise as possible and tha.t they enlir.1ora.to 
in d0tc.il a.IT raeo.sures of execution. Those omend­
t1ents discuss. in po.rticulc..r the question of the 
F,isht .££ a.ss.<:tf"O by the interno.tiono.l force 
cnn.rgcd by tho ouncil with applying enforcement 
raoa.sure s. 

Franco and Mexico ha.vo expressed the desire 
tho.t this right of pa.ssago over tho territory of 
a third stc.te be ex ressl' recoe;nized, Frnnce has 
further requested th0re bo specified the 
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facilities to be furnished to the national con­
tingents in matters concerning their transp0rtation 
as well as the !!.~'.!.£ for placing them at the disposal 
of the Council. 

France has expressed the desire that neutrality 
be incompo.tible with the prescriptions of Dl.l.mbarton 
Oaks, a very important amendment, as.you can under­
stand. 

In closing, I shall point out in brief: 

4. A request for precision by the Norwegian 
Government concerning the' exact meaning of the 
expression "mutual assistnnce" appearing in para­
graph 10 of Sectlon B. 

5. I shall also point out the concern ex­
pressed by several governnents such as the Nor­
wegian and Mexican Governments, to ~ee that all 
member states support their proper share of the 
burdens which the application of sanctions, economic 
as well as military, will impose on everyone, as 
well as the desire for a judicious application, 
tending to reduce as much as possible the expenses 
and difficulty resulting from this application. 

PART III 

I shall say only a few words on Chapter XII 
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, which is likewise 
subject to your examination and which contains 
transitional arrangements. 

1. An initial provision contemplates that 
p~nding the coming into force of tho special agree-
ment or agreements referred to in Chapter VIII, · 
Section B, paragraph 5, which must determine the 
nnme and nature of forces or of assistance which 
the members of the Organization shal~ place at the 
disposal of the Security Council for tbe maintenance 
of the peace, the four signatory powers of the Mqecow 
Declar~tion of October 5, 1943 pledge themselvea 
to conault one another, in accord~c~ with , 
article 5 of that Declaration, with a. view to 
joint action. They may,. as the occasion arises, 
call upon other members of the Organiza.tio~ t~ 

-13-



France 

Norway and 
Mexico 

Mexico 

participate in their consultations for the pur­
pose of maintaining international peace end 
socurity. 

A number of amendments to this provision 
have been presented: 

France, which is not a oignatory to the 
Moscow Declaration, has asked to be associated 
with the consultations of the four powers, under 
the same conditions by which she will be associated 
wj th them as o. permanent memher of the Security 
Council. 

For their par•t, the Norwegian and Mexican 
Governments have pointed out that the Security 
Council should be associated more closely during 
the trensitlonal perind with the actiC!ft i.Jf .the 
great powers. The latter r;hould not ect ln the 
name of the International Organization without 
special mandate by thu former. 

2. A secoJLcl 1-JI1ragraph of Chc.pter XII of the 
DUJnbarton Oaks Pr _~por,nls considers in short that 
no provision of tile Charter should preclude action 
taken or authorl.z0d ln relation to member states as 
.'?, result of the present war by thr.: goverru:1onts hav­
ing responsibility for such action. 

The Mexicc.n Goverrunent has specified that 
this exceptional provision roferrlng to ex-eneray 
states must be understood to concern essenti~lly 
what is indispensable to the COiilplete execution 
of armistices and poace treaties concluded with 
those Powcr•s. 

3. In a general way, the Mexican Government 
has deemed it proper to extract ChD..pter XII from 
the text of the futuro Cht~rter and to make a 
special and separate m•rangor.1ent. On the whole, 
in the future Pc.ct tt•.e Mexican Govcrru:1ent feels, 
in fact, that tho error con.mitted in 1919, by 
closely associating the pact of the League of 
Nations with the Treaty of Versallles, wlll again 
be comr:1i t ted. 

Finally, the Mexican Government voiced the 
view that a limit be set for tho conclusion, as 
rapidly as possible, of specio.l agreements, setting 
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586 
forth the methods of app~ication of sanctions. 
It is in fact necessary, in the opinion of this 
Governr.wnt, that tr1.nsi tional arrengonents have 
o. very short life and tho.t interno.tiono.l order 
and security be ~ssurod, ~s quickly as possible, 
t;lCCording to the collective rec;ulations of the 
International Organization. 
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IUIBIC'l'ltD 

The United Nations Co·njerence 
on International OrganiZtJ.tivn 

Doc.l34 (FRENCH)* 
III/3/3 
May, 9,. 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit~ 3 Mesures Coercit1ves 

TROISUME G!lM.M!SSIOU·• COI(t,tE Ul 

Expos~ du Rappol'teur·, M. J. Paul-Boncour, 
a l'ouve~ture dea travaux du Comit~ 

PRII4IE1m PARTIE 

PROPOSITlONS DE DUMaARlON OAKS 
(Cbapitre VIII, &eo't1on B) 

Votre Comit~ & raeu pour aission de proposer une r~daction 
dea dispQsitions.trait,es par 1e Chap1tre VIII, Section.B, et 
par le Chapitre Xlt dti projet de Dumbarton Oaks, ainsi que p~ 
lea oommentairee et sUggestions s 1y rapportant, qui ont 6t4 
p»4a~t6a pAr lea divers gouve~nements participant A cette. 
Cont6ttenOe'.-

La Section B du Chapitre VIII constitue ~videmment la partie 
la plus importante des textes soumie A vas d611b~rations. Je 
dirai m8me qu'elle en est le point central. 

En effet, si sur certains point·• lea proposltiona de Dwllbu­
ton Oaks sont en retrait sur le Pacte de la Soci6t' des Natioas, 
et si beaucoup d'amendements d6pos~e ten4ent au fond a revenir 
A des principes dont l'exp~rience a prouv4 que ce ne ture~t pas 
eux qui ~taient mauvais mais l'application qui en a &t' fa1te, 
ou plut8t qui n'en a pas 't~ faite par lea Grandes Puissances, en 
~evanche !'innovation certaine consid,rable du plan d& Dumbarton 
Oaks, le progr~s incontestable r4alis4 sur le Pacte de la Soci,t6 
des Nations, c'est l'obligation et la ~r~paration des forces 
coercitives mises ~ la disposition au onseil de S4cur1t6 pour 
taire ex~cuter ses d~cisions. 

Une grande libert~ d'appr,cia.tio-a lui l,)at la.isa6e po~ le 
cho1x du moment de son intervention et d~a moyene ~ mettre en 
oOUvre, soua la seule r&aerve qu'il &gisse "en conformit6 avec 
l•a buts et p~inoipes de l'Organiaation" (ut. 1 1n tine.). 
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588 
C'est ~ lu± qu'il appartient de determiner le danger 

d 1 agression ou l'acte d'agrossion (chapitre VIII, section B, 
art.2), ensuite de qnoi il recourt soit ~ des recommandations, 
soit a des mesurcs coorcitives. 

Il peut rocourir successivoment pour le maintion do la paix 
a toute uno 80~io do mosuros, dont chacune renforce l'autorite 
do la pr6c<dcuto: 

-decision 'd'cnqucto (Section A, art 1). 
-injonct..i..on ~::mx Pertien de r6gler leur diff6rend par des 

procedurus ~nc~fiquos (Soction A,. art.3), 
. -recomlllandatiou nux parties 0. lc1 pr')ceduro qui lui po.ratt 

lo. mioux appPo,~iee (Section A, article 5). 

C'ost o.pros 1'6choc do ces tontativcs, dont l'etude n'appar­
tient pa.s. a nuh'O Comite, ou bien si leur application lui paro.1t 
dos.l'origino inl~tilo, quo lo Consoil a recours nux mosurcs 
coorcitivos pr6vuos par la Section B: 

lore co.tcgori~ de mosures: 

(Tcxto: m1 ti0lo 3, reproduction article 16 du Po.ctc de la 
3.D.N. \ 

2ome cnt~g.Q.r!~ Qg ~~: 

Si cos n:3S'.lres sont inad6quates, recours a.ux forces mili­
to.iros, qul sont misos a sc. disposition. 

(Textc article 4) 

Ainsi l'application des s~ctions diplomatiquos, economiquos 
ou nutros, pout 6tro proalablo, olle sera memo g6n6ralcmont preo.­
lable aux sanctions militaires. Elle pourra suffire par elle­
m~me et il faut esperer qu'elle suffira. par elle-meme ~ rendre 
effica.ces les decisions du Conseil de Securite, mais il est 
important de souligner que le Conseil de Securite a le pouvoir 
de recourir directement aux operations mil1taires. C1 est ce qui 
me para'it rclovcr du terme "inad6quates" cmploy6 par l 1art1cle 4. 
"1na.d~quates 11 ot non pas 111nefficaces", co qui la.issc osperer que 
le Conseil do S6curite n'a pas basoin d'a.ttendre une exp~rience 
n~gative pour passer aux mesures milit~iros, et surtout que . 
l'agression manifesto, sa bruta.lit~, sa rapidit6, lui permettent 
et lui comma.ndcnt 1~ riposte imm~dio.tc de mcsures militaires. 

Ainsi, soit a.pr~s, soit uvant l'cmploi des moyens coercitifs 
ci-dessus enonc~s, poss1bilit6 de recourir a.ux moyens milita.ires 
et obligation aux Eta.ts Membres d'y aider et d 1y concourir. 

Pour oela. le Conseil de S~curit~ doit disposer des moyens 
d'organiser une force 1nternat1onale. C1est la l'objet essential 
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de nos d~lib~rations. Nous avons ~ d~terminer les moyens et 
1 1 ~tendue; de cette force internationale qui constitue, je lc 
repcte, 1 1 innovation principale de Dumbarton Oaks. 

II. La force lntornationaJ.0 peut. se concevoir en theorie sous 
plusieurs formes: 

- ou bien uno arn16c pcrmanente de caractere international 
so superposant aux ~rm6os nationalcs ou marne les rompla~ant, 

- ou bien des contingents nationaux sous conuna.ndoment intor­
ne.tional, co qui suppose lc contr8le d 1 un Eta.t-Ma.jor international 
permanent, 

- ou bien des contingents nationaux a la disposition do 
1 1 orgo.nismu into1•no.tional, mo.is rostant sous lo conunandemont do 
lour a.rm6o nationalo. 

Le premier systcmo a 6t6 6cnrt6 pur Dumbo.rton Oaks, sauf 
quant a 1 I existenCe d 1Une fOl:'CC a~rie.nne permanonte • 

Le troisHnne syste1:1e correspond au syst€nne qu 1 avait pr~vu 
1 1article 16 du Pacte de la Societe des Nations, mais sans y 
ajouter le ca.ractere obligatoirc., malheureusemcnt ! 

C1 est au deuxieme systeme auquel s 1 apparentait le projet 
propose au nom de la F'rance par L6on Bourgeois en 1919 et le plan 
constructif fran~ais propose par moi, comme Ministro de la Guerre 
et Del6gu6 permanent do la France ~ la Societe des Nations, en 
novembro 1932, quo so ratta.che lo projet do Dumbarton Oaks: 

(Textc Articlo 5) 

Cot article 5 qui est 1a c16 do vouto du systeme est compl6te 
pur un article 6 qui dit qu'a defa.ut d 1 unc force internationale. 
perma.nontc afin •.• 

(Toxte article 6) 

Cos contigcnts speciaux qui doivont etre pr6par6s a l'avance 
sous l'autorit6 du Conseil constituent l 1 6bauche. encore timidc 
d'uno v6ritablc force internationa1o puisqu'i1c so superposent 
on quo1quc sortu aux arm6os nationules. 

III. La mise on oeuvre de contingents nationaux pa.r un 
Etat-Major international est plus delicate que cello d 1 une force 
intcrnutionalo perw~nente: c!ost pour 6vitcr los improvisations 
quo lo pro jet do Dumbartan Oaks p1•6voi t q11 1un accoPr1 colloctif ou 
doo accorda spocio.ux_ ao·,·'lJ.s D. 1' a.pp:('·,hr tj.:.m du G ;nsei1, saront 
conclus entre los i.V'r>JlH;l•n;~ c1 u J; Orgc....'1.i_::;r.;~ ;,c;•,L ctui dG t.er!':dnoront 1l. 
1' avo.hco 1 1 importo.ntJc --d•..;s fo1•c<!Js ou 1o. n.J.tu:•0 de 1 'aide quo chacun 

_ fcurnil~a a 1u dcmandc du C{.'nsc.:U (~rticlc 5}. 
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Il est bon do soulignor que ces cng~gcments sont conclus de 

Puissance ~ Puissance, nlors quo dans lc Protocolo do Geneva de 
1924, !'engagement de fournir des contingents nationaux etait 
pris vis-a-vis du Conseil. Cette dispositlon est compl~t~e par 
l 1article 10 qui pr~voit que les Membres de l'Organisation doi­
vent se prgter une assistance mutuelle pour l'application des 
mesures d~cid~es par le Conseil. 

Il est ~galement pr~vu que des plans pour l 1 emploi de la 
force arm~e ainsi constitu~e seront ~labor~s par le Conseil de 
S~curit~ avec l'aide du Comit~ d'Etat-Major (article 8). 

(Texte article 8 - article 9, tr•es important) 

Vous notercz que la question du commandement n'est ~s r~gl~e 
a l'av.ance:il est seulernent prlivu que 1e Comito d'Etat-MaJor sera 
responsable, sous l'autorite du Conscil, de la direction strate­
gique de toutes les forces armees mises a la disposition du Conseil 
et que les questions relatives au commandemcnt de ce& ~0rces 
seront mises ~ point pa.r la suiTe. - -

Entin, le Comit~ d'Etat-Major a un rale important, qui est 
seulement mentionn~ dans !'article 9: il assiste lc Conseil dans 
les mesurcs de desarmement eventual. 

IV. Los principes qui nous sont proposes appellent a premiere 
vue les deux observntlons generales que voici: 

1) en premier lieu, ce projet realise, au point de vue de la 
s~curit6, un progres certain ot considerable sur les reglement~ 
ant6rieurcment adopt6s, ot notnmment sur lo Pacte do la S.D.N. 

Ses auteurs ont pris en consideration l'exp6rience renlisee 
au cours des vingt ann6os qui ont pr6c6d6 cctto guerra en.ndop~ 
tant certaines conceptions qui me pcrmettent do vous rnppolcr 
que la France s'honoro d 1 avoir defondu des 1919 avec L6on 
Bourgeois, et dent los compngnons de Genova quo j'ni au ln grande 
joie de rctrouvcr lei se souviennent, quo jo n'ni cess~ de 
d6fendre inlnssablcmont dru1s les discussions a la Soci6t6 des 
Nations. 

Aussi est-ce pour moi une grande satisfaction, dont je vous 
suis tres profond6mcnt roconnaissant, d'nvoir ~t6 charg6 du 
rapport sur cette question centrale que nous avons ~ d6b~ttre. 

2) En second lieu, ce projct so cnract6rise par son r~alisme. 
Ses auteurs sont partis des faits et des possibilit~s actuelles. 
Sans doute une v~ritable organisation de la .s~curit~ requiert 
l'~tablissement d'une justice et d'une autorit~ internationales, 
sup~rieures aux Etats nationaux at largement independantes de ces 
Etats. Il ne oonvient pas de sacr1t1er la r~alit~ d 1aujourd'hu1 
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a celle demain. Les signataires de Dumbarton Oaks vous proposont 
un projot d'organisation encore limit~e et l'~bauche d'unc force 
internationale encore imparfaite, mais qui doit permettre aux 
Nations Unies de maintenir la paix et la securite dans le monde 
qui sortira de la guerra. Il s'agit de franchir uno ~tape 
permettant a la fois de tirer le mei!Sur parti des circonstances 
actuelles et de pr~parcr do nouveaux progrcs vcrs l'organisation 
internationale que nous souhaitons. 

DEUXIEME PARTIE 

AMENDEMENTS PROPOSES AU CHAPITRE VIII, SECTION B 

Dans l'ensemble, la plupart des Gouvernemontsont 
reconnu dans leurs commentaircs sur los propositions de 
Dumbarton Oaks la necessit6 d 1uno organisation do pecurit6 
disposant d'unc force intornationale et la responsAbilite 
particuliere qui incombc do co fait aux principalcs Puis­
sances. 

Uncertain nombre d'amondcmcnts ont 6to_presentes que 
je m 1 efforceral de vous exposer aussi synthetiquement que 
possible, en m'excusant des omissions que je serai neces­
sairement amene a commettre, etant donne la date tardive 
a laquelle les derniers rumendemcnts ont.ete deposes au 
Secretariat de la Conference et la difficulte.de regrouper 
des amendements multiples. 

I -ROLE DU CONSEIL DE SECURITE 

Une premiere categoric d'amendements se rapportc a la 
procedure proposee dans la section B du chapitrc VIII pour 
le· r~£~l;ement des confli ts ct la determination de 1 'agres-­
sion, ct notamment au r8le predominant du Conseil de 
S6curit6 dans cette proc6durc. 

A) Un certain nombre de Gouvernements ont propose de 
doubler l'action du Conseil do S6curite p~r une interven­
tion de l'Assomblee. ----- --- ~·~~~~~ 

Nlle-Zelande Les Gouverncments do Nouvellc-Zelande et du Mexique 
----et proposent que·l'intorvention de l 1Assombl6e soit obliga-

Mexique toire, concurrcmmont avec l'intervontion du Conseil, pour 
toute d6cision comportant l'application des sanctions. 
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Le Mexiquc acccpte neanmoins quo la question no soit 
soumiso a l'Assembl6c qu'aEros l 1application des sanctions, 
lorsqu'il s'agit dc.mesures mllitniros. 

La Nouvollc-Z6lande admet do son c8t6 qu 1cn cas 
d'urgencc les mesures m111ta1rcs puissent intervcnir 
avant qu'une d6cision ait 6te prise par 1 1Assembl6q, 
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Egypto 

Autres 
~ 

amende mont 
rranrals 

Norvege 
et 

Chili 

Australia 

Lo Gouvornomont 6gyption, tout on laissant au Consoil 
do S6curi t6 lo pouvoj.r d 1 appl:J.quor los mcsuros coorci­
tlvcs, suggoro que lo Conseil s.oit oblige de demander 
"a posteriori 11 l 1 approbation de l 1Assemblee. Celle-ci 
no pourra interf~rer dans les decisions intervenues que 
si elJ.e reuni t uno majori te des trois -qual•ts. 

Uncertain nombre d 1autres gcuvernements, sans 
pr~senter d 1amendements a J.a section B du chapitre 
VIII, ont exprim~ dans des observations generales, ou 
dru1s des amendcmonts aux chapitres reglant les pouvoirs 
du Conseil ou de l 1Assembl6e, qui ne sont pas de la 
competence do cctte Conwission, le de~iT que les deci­
sions importantos du Consoil de Securit6 soient soumisos 
aux d6lib6rati'ons do 1 1Assombl6e,. quo l'Assomblec soit 
autoris6o a appclor 1 I attentj.on du Conseil sur les 
situations de nature a mcnacer la paix ou ~: 6mettre 
clle-m8mo des rocommandations sur los mcouros a prendre 
pour lc maintien do la paix. 

B) A c8t6 de cos propositions qui tbndont a contr8-
lcr ou a compl6tcr l 1action du Consoil de S6curit6 tar 
uno intervention do 1 1AssombiOo, d 1autros amendcmen s 
o.nt - laissant au Consoil la plaine initiative ct la 
plain.::; rospons;.~.bili t6 - pour but de lui fixer des roglcs 
ct do rostl'c:indrc aussi la libort6 tr~s grande d 1 appr6-
ciatiun, qui lui est laiss6o dans. lc projct do Dumbarton 
OaY:::. 

-
* Les Gouvornemcnts de Norv~ge et du Chili desirent 
qu 1il soit exprcssement montionn6 a 1 1articlo l que 
l 1 intervcntion du Conseil pour 10 maintien de la paix se 
fora "en conform:lt6 avec lo texto de la Charte" et non. 
pas seulemcnt "en conformite avec los buts et principos 
dQ l 1 0rcanisation". Lo Gouvnrnement d 1Australie domando 
gue cotta intervention about:lsse a un reglement conforme 
a la justice. 

* Pour len memos raisons, les GouverncD;lonts do Norvege 
ot d'Australio demandant qu 1il soit· clairoment cxprim~ 
qu.'une action coercitivo no sora jamais cntreprisc a 
l 1 encontre des droits propres d 1un Etat, ou des questions 
que le droit international laisse a la competence exclu­
sive de cet Etat. 

Amendement * Le Gouvernement norv~gien ajoute qu' il devrai t etre 
tres impor-p~eoise quo le Conseil davra toujours respecter dans ses 
tanf d~cisions 1 1 int~grit~ territoriale ~ membres de~­

ganisatio}l.-

Un autre amendomont norvegien propose que 1 1applica­
tion do sanctions militaires. en cas d 1 agression ou do 

*cRectificatif voir p.599.600 et 6ol~ 
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menace d 1 agression ne so1t pas seulement une facult6 mais 
uno obligation pour le Conseil do S~curit~. 

* Coci me paratt so heurtor au droit de veto conf6r6 
aux grandes puissances. 

V6n6zu6la Le V~n6zu6la. domando que dans un conflit qui a. d~jb. 

Gr~ce 

fait l 1 objet d'une instance devant la Cour de Justice, 
1~ Conseil a.it l'obligation do fa.ire ox6cuter la. sentence 
de: la. Cour. 

* C) Lc d6termina.tion de l'a.grcss!on est ~galement con­
fi6e a !'enti~re apprlrc;iation du Conseil de S6curit6 dans 
le projet de Dumbarton Oaks (S~ction B - alin6a 2). 

* Deux amendements ont ~t6 introduits pour pr6ciser 
l'intervention du Conseil ~ ce sujet: le Gouvernement 
grec propose qu•au cas ou il s'agit d'·un conflit entre 
mombres de 1 1 ~ganisation autres que les membres perma­
nents du Conseil, lc Conseil soit appel6 a d6terminer 
l'acte d 1agression par un vote affirmatif de. sept de 
se.s membres. 

Tch6coslo- * Lf: Gouverncment tch6coslovaquo suggere d 'introduire 
vaqule dans le texte une r6f6rcnce quelconquo a la d6finition 

de ~ 1 agresseur pr6vue.dans uncertain nembro de conven­
tions s1gn6es avant cetto guorre, afin do rendre automa­
tique la r6pression de l'acte d'agression dans certains 
cas pr6cis . 

Les guatre 
wssances 

v!tantes 

••.• L'onsomblc des a.mcndcments que nous venons d!exami­
ner dans cette premi~ro cat6goric a. done pour but de 
pr6ciser los pouvoirs du Conseil de S6curit6 et la proc6-
dure qu 1il dcvra appliquor dans lo r~glemont des conflits 
ou l'application des sanctions, a.lors que la tondancc du 
projet do Dumba.rton Oaks est de la.issor au Conseil do 
S6curit6 une latitude suffisantc pour lui permettro de so 
prononccr au mieux dans l'int6r8t du ma.intien de la. paix 
suivant les situations deva.nt.lesquellos il se trouvo 
plac~. 

D) La Proc6duro de reglomont des conflits devant le 
Conseil de S6curit6 vient do fairo l'objot d 1un nouvel 
amendcment important propos6 en commun par los quatre 
~uissances invitantes. Cet amendement pr6v0It qu 1avant 

e talre Ies recommandations ou de prendre les d6cisions 
pr6vues ~ l 1article 2 de la Section B, le Conseil de 
S6curit6 peut signifier aux parties en conflit toute 
mesure de nature ~ empecher une aggravation do la situation, 
sans pr6judice des d6c1s1ons qui 1ntorv1endront dans la 
suite. Il s 'agit 1~. de mosuros conservatoires, qui 

*cRectificatif voir p.599 et 6oo~ 
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Hollondo 

donnoraient au Consoil un certain d6lai pour statuor en 
connaissanco do cause ct auro.iont pour but do limiter le 
n6gat des l'orlgino. 

* Un amondoment du Gouvorncmont n6orlandais propose 
une modification de la repartition des attributions du 
Conseil de Securite a l'interieur du chapitre VIII. 

Les dispositions de la Section B de ce chapitre 
relatives a la determination des menaces a la paix, des 
ruptures do paix. ou des actes d'agression seraient dis­
jointes de cette section ot formeraient deux articles 
supplementaires do la Section A, qui s'intitulerait 
dor6navant "Rcglement pacifique des conflits ct determi­
nation des menaces a la paix ou des actos d'agrcssion". 

La Section B sarait alors r6servee aux 11Mosuros a 
prendre en cas d'oxistcnco do meno.cos a la paix ou d'a.ctes 
d'agression". 

Duns l'osprit du Gouvcrnement n8erlando.is, cetto 
r6parti tion plus rc. tionnelle groupol'ai t dans la Section 
A. los attributions quasi-judiciciros du Conscil. Dans 
tous lcs cas vis6s par ces articles, les membros de 
l'Organisation qui sont parties a un conflit devra.icnt 
s 'absttmir de voter. Uno distinction serai,t allis! faite 
avec la Section B, qui concernerait les fonctions execu­
tives du Conseil, ou le droit de veto s 1applique, limi­
tant ainsi le droit de veto. 

II - MECANISME DES SANC'l'IONS 

J 1 arrive maintenant aux amendements qui concernant le 
mecanisme m8mo des mesures coercitives. 

A) Et tout d'abord les amendements qui ont trait a.ux 
sanctions 6conom1ques. 

Ven6zu6la Un amendoment a 6te introduit par le Gouvernement. de 
Venezuela qui desire. voir pr8ciser la possibilite d'appli­
cation de sanctions financiores,, a c6te des sanctions 
diplomatiqucs et economiques. 

* B) Los amondements depos6s on ce qui concerne les 
sancti·ons mil~ __ ta.i :~ sont beaucoup plus nombreux. 

1 - Plu~ieur~ concornent tout d'abord, l'organisat~on 
ot la compoaition des Jivors conr.ingen.ts nationc:ux, riiis 
on pcr)1:aner .-.c a la dirposi ~"ion ,; ,,. Con~oil. 
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France et C'est ainsi que la France et l'Australie ont pr~cis~ 
AustraliO qu'il no devrait pa.s seulement s'agir de forces aeriennes, 

mais bien de contingents organiquos groupant des troupes 
de toutes armes et formant des unit~s constitu~es, suscep­
tibles d'une utilisation rationnelle. 

La France s'est inqui~t~e ~galement du lieu ou ces 
forces nationales devraient.@tre stationn~es de fa~on a 
3tre, en permanence, a la disposition du Conscil. Elle 
a sugg6r~, a cot effet, la cr~ation eventuelle de zones 
de securite appropriees ou seraient cantonnees ces troupes. 

* 2 - Une deuxieme categoric d'amendements se r~fere a 
1 1 organisation de l'Etat-Major international. 

Un certain nombre d'Etats ont estim~ que le Comite 
d'Etat-Major no devait pas ~ulement comprendre les repr~­
sentants des erandes puissances. 

Ven~zuela Cet organisme devrait aussi admettre des repr~sentants 
des autres Etats, ayant fourni uno contribution militaire 

France (amendement ven~zu~lien)· ou de ceux qui se sont engag~s a 
mettre a la disposition du Conseil "des forces consistantes 11 

(amendement fran~ais), 

Bel~irue Les Gouvernementa belge et chilien ont estime, pour leur 
et ~ li part, que les Etats membres devront avoir la faQulte de 

conferer avec le Comit;e d'Etat-Major, au sujet de toute 
question de la competence de celui-ci et que ce membre 

* Canada 

juge opportun de lui soumettre. 

* Quant au Gouvernement canadien, il a 1.ndique qu 'un 
membre non permanent devrait etre associe aux delibera­
tions de 1 1Etat-Major et du Conseil, lorsque l'un ou 
l'autre discute de l'emploi des forces militaires que ce 
membre non permanent s'est engage a mettre ala disposi­
tion de l'organisme international. 

Les quatre D'autre part, une suggestion conjointe a ete faite 
~ssances·~r les Gouvernements de laChine,· des Etats-Unis, de la 
nvitantes· Grande-Bretagne et de l'U.R.S.S., tendant a a.ccorder au 

France 

Comite d'Etat-Major la faculte d'etablir, avec l'autorisa­
tion du Conseil, des Comites regionaux d'Etat-Major. 

Enfin, le Gouvernement fran~ais a emis le voeu que 
l'Etat-Major international soit en permru1ence ala dispo­
sition du Conseil pour exercer, au nom de celui-ci, toute 
mesure de contr6le jugee opportune. 

3 .. Nous en venons maintenant a la question des aeeordl!l 
speciaux, destines a pr~ciser a l'avance l'~tendue et les 
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modalit~s d 1 application des sanctions militaires. 

Norvege et Plusieurs Etats, notamment la Norvege et le V~n~zu~la,-
V6n~zu~1a- ont exprim~, a ce sujet, leur pr6ference pour un accord 

g6neral et. collectif, qu'ils estiment devoir etre supe­
rieur § une serie d'accords sp~ciaux. 

Australie 
et Nlle­
Z"elanae 

D'autres, en particulier l'Australie et la Nouvelle­
Z~lande, ont jug~ que cet accord ou ces accords devraiont 
gtre conclus sous l'autori~ du Conseil, plut8t que direc­
tement de Puissance a Puissance. 

France et 
Norvege-

* Certains enfin, comme la France et la Norvege, ont 
insist~ pour que le contenu de ces accords sp~ciaux soit 
~U?~! precis qle EOSSible et pour qu'ils enumerent en 

France et 
Mexique-

detail toutes es mesures d'execution. Ces amendements 
tr~itent notan~ent la question.du droit de passaae pour 
la force internationale charg~e par le Consoli d~appli­
quer des mesures de coercition. 

La France et le Mexique ont exprime le desir que ce 
droit de passage sur le territoire d·'un Etat tiers soit 
expressement reconnu. La Frru1ce a demande, en outre;-qlie 
soient precis~es les racilites a fournir.aux contingents 
nationaux. en ce qui conce1•ne. leurs transports ainsi que 
le dclai de leur mise a la disposition du C"onscil. 

La France a exprimo cnfin lc dosir que la ncutralite 
soit incompatible avec les prescriptions do Dufubarton 
Oaks, dmendement tros important u.insi quo vous pouvez 
le pressentir. 

En torminant je signalerai enfin: 

4. Une demando de precision du Gouvcrnement norvegien 
en ce qui concerne le sons exact de 1 1expression "assis­
tance mutuolle" tolle qu 1ello figure a l 1alinea. 10 de la. 
Section B. 

'* 5. Je notcrai egalement lc souci oxprim6 par plusieurs 
gouverncments comma los Gouvernements norvegion ~t moxi­
cain, do voir tous les Etats membrcs supporter leur juste 

*~art des charges que l'application des sanctions, tan~ 
conomiques que militaires, imposoront a chacun, ainsi 

que lo desir d'une application judicieuse, tondant a 
reduire,.auta.nt que possible. les frais et la gene resul­
tant do cette application.* 

*cRectifieatif voir p.60o et 601) 
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TROISIEME PARTIE 

Je ne dirai que quelques mots du Chapitre XII des 
Propositions do Dumbarton Oaks qui est 6galeruonr-soumis 
a votro examen et qui contient des dispositions transi­
toires. 

1. Une premiere disposition pr~voit qu'cn attendant 
l'entr~e en vigueur de l 1accord sp6cial ou des accords 
sp~ciaux pr~vue au Chapitre VIII, Section B, alinea 5 
qui doivent.fixer le nombre et la nature des forces ou 
de l 1aide que les membres de 1 10rganisation mettront a 
la disposition du Conseil de Securit6 pour le maintien 
de la paix, les quatre Puissances signataires de la 
D~clar.ation de Moscou du 5 octobre 1943 s'engagent a se 
consulter entre elles, conformement a l'article 5 de cette 
Declaration, en vue ~'une action commune. Elles pourront, 
s'il y a lieu, appeler d'autres membres de l'Organisation 
a participer a leurs consultations pour le maintien de 
la paix et de la s~curite internationales. 

Un certain nombre d 1amendements a cette disposition 
ont ete present~s: 

La France, qui n 1est pas signataire de.la D~claration 
de Moscou, a demand~ a etre associ~e aux consultations 
des quatre Puissances, dans lea memes conditions qu 1elle 
leur est associ~e comma membre permanent du Conseil de 
Securit~. 

Norv~ge ~t De leur c8te, les Gouvernements norvegien et mexicain 
ont indiqu~ que le Conseil de Securite devrait etre asso- . 
cie plus etroitement pendant la.p~riode transitoire, a Mex1gue 

Mexiqu~ 

l'action des grandes Puissances •. Celles-ci ne devraient 
pas agir, au nom de 1 10rganisation internationale 1 sans 
mandat special de celle-ci_. 

2. Un deuxieme alin~a du Chapitre XII des Propositions 
d~ Dumbarton Oaks pr~vo1t onfin qu'aucune disposition des 
Statute ne devrait faire obstacle aux mesures prises ou . 
autoris~es relativement aux Etats membres, en cons~quence 
de la presente guerra, par los Gouvernemen~ responsables 
de ces mesures. 

Le Gouvernement mexicain a·precls6 que cette disposi­
tion exceptionnelle visant lea Etats ex-ennemis dcvrait 
s'entendrc oomme concernant esscntiellemcnt ce qui est 
indispensable a l 1 ex~cution complete des armistices et 
trait~s de paix conclus avec cos Puissances. 
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3. D'une fa9on g~n~rale 1 le Gouvernement mexioain a 
estim~ qu 111 convenaj_ t. i 1 extraire le Chapi tre XII du 
texte de la Charte future et d'en faire un arrangement 
sp~cial et distinct. En l'int~grant dans le futur Pacte 
on conunettrait, en effet 1 la meme faute qui a ~t~ commise 
en 1919, en associant ~troitement le pacte de la.S.D.N. 
au trait~ de Versailles. 

Enfin, le Gouvcrnement mexicain a ~mis le voeu 
qu'un terme soit fix~ pour la conclusion, aussi rapide 
que possible, des accords sp~ciaux fixant les modalit~s 
d 1applicat1on des sanctions •. ll.est en effet n~cessaire, 
selon ce Gouvcrnement, que les tlispositions transitoires 
aient une vie tres courte et que l 1 ordre et la s~curit~ 
inte::r1ationale soient assures, le plus t~t possible, 
conf'0J'r.:·~11lent au R~glement collectif de 1' Organisme 
international. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RES'l'RJIJ 'l'ED 

Doc. 134 (F~NCH) 
IIl/3/3 (a) 
May 11, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 

Oomite 3 Mesures coercitives 

RECTIFICATIF AU RAPPORT DE M. PAUL BONCOUR 
PRESENTE LE 7 l{AI 1945 DEVaNT LE COMITE 3 ~ 

LA 3ieme COMMISSION 

Page 6 

4 Puissances 

Page 6 

Australie 

'l'urguie 

pa.ge 7, 
12 1eme ligne 

page ?, tlpres 
le 41eme parF.l.­
graplle · 
Egypte 

.Philippines 

Bolivie 

page a, 4ieme 
l1o;ne "l.jouter: 

1056 

Aprea le 5ie~e paragrahe, inserer : 11 Le me­
me souci de precision a conduit, les 4 Puissan~ 
ces invitantes a demander que les recommandatfons 
ou mesures a prendre par le Oonseil soient eel­
lee prevues aux articles 3 et 4 de la section 
B du chapi tre VIII"·· 

Avant le dernier parngrnphe, inse'rer : '1Le 
Gouvernement australien s I es·t e~'1lement prb­
ocoupe des queetions qui, d 1apres la loi 1n­
ternatiqnale, releveqt, ~u domaine e~clus1~ de 
la competence,nationRl~ et_a expr1me le d~sir 
9u 1 il ~e soit pas po~te atteinte, dans ce cas, 
n ln leg1 time liberte q. 1,tJ.9tion de 1 1 Etnt en 
c~;mse. 

"De meme, le Gouvernement turo demr.mde qu 1en 
toute eventu~l1te le Conscil'orcte "l.SSistnnoe 
n la pllrtie en cnuse qui ~ ~cceote de se pre­
ter hun reglement Judic1aire.lf 

Lire ~ cing c~endements ..... 

in serer : 11Le Gouvernemerit egypt1en n eg'll ement 
eet1me qu 1une'definit1on de lJ~gresseur devr~it 
etre Civnnee. 

"~ Gouvernement phil1ppin a, de eon·cote, 
pr&sent~ une definition de l 1agresseur11 ,a1nsi qu~ 
le.Gouvernement bolivien. 

•cette idee dee ~esures coriaervatoires a 
prendre se retrouve egal~ment dane un ~ende-
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Eth1op1e 

Belgique 

p'lge 9, a la. 
fin du 61eme 
pa.ragraphe, 

Mexique 
PHI11t>p1nes 

UruguD.Y 
Bol1vh· 

ment depose par le Gouvernement ethiopien qui juge 
que lea parties devront e 1 a~atenir de toute action 
militRire en attend~nt ln decision du Conaeil. 
Celu1-o1 devrn· pr~ndre los meaures neoess~1rea 
nu respect de oette obligntion". 

11Qu"l.nt au Gouvernement belge, 11 pre'con1ae 
e'gnlement l~ .faoulte nour le ~onseil d 11mpoaer des 
mesures provisoires. En cas d'echec de oelles-oi, 
le Conseil,eu~ait a prendre une deo1s1o~~equ1tnble 
de n~ture a re~ler paoifiquement le diff~r~nd. 
Av"l.nt que oe reglement 1nterv1enne, oh~cun des Et~ts 
en cause pourrnit·consulter 11'1 Cour de Justice". 

ajouter: II •• ,, ••• OU egnlement lES membres 
semi-perm~nenta (romendement ncxic~in) ou de t~us les 
membres du Conseil (rumendement ph111ppin) 11 

''La meme 1d~e est developpee, avec d I interessnntes 
precisions par le Gouvern~mcnt de 1 1 Urugu~y et par 

-celui de ln Bolivie. 11 

p9.g~ 10' 
a. pres le de r- 11 Enfin le Gouvernement sud-africain a prppose 

que 1 1 Et~t centre lequel une action ooeroitive 
est entreprise, soit tenu nu remboursement 

nier pnragrn­
phe, ajouter: 

Union 
sud-africnine 

pR.ge llt-ajou­
te:r .'3.pre s le 
61eme par'lgrn­
phe: 
Oh111 

pRge 6, 

page 7, 

pRge 7, 

Norvege 

pnge 8, 

1056 

des depenses et a ln reparntion des dommages 
subis pr.r le p;tys nyo.nt pnrtioipe a cette 
ttction 11 • 

"Le Gouvernement chilien, quant a lui, 
exprime le d0sir que les d1sposit.ioqs ,trr .. nsi­
tolres ne puissent constituer un prece-
dent de nature a oompromettre un quelconque 
des Et~ts membrea 11 • 

AUpprimer tout~ reference ~ ln Norvege ~insi que 
lea deux dern1ers p~r~grnnhes. 

auppr1mer le prem1~r ~nragr~phe 

npres le pnrngrn.nh~ aoncern:mt le Ve'ne'zueln., 
njouter: 11 Le Gouverriement narve'gien estime 
enfin que 1 1 ndm1n1str~tion de territoirea sur 
lesquela le mnint1en de 1 1 a.dm1n1atrntion n~­
tion~le constitue un dnnger nour ln pnix, de-
vr~1t ~tre confiee ~u Conse1i 11 • · 

apr~s le pnragrnphe cono~rnant 1~ Venezuela, 
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6ol 
ajoutor: 

Norvege 

P'lrA.guay 

p-:tge 9, 

a11.nlldn 

pf1.~e 10, 
5ieme ligne 
o.v.ctnt ln fin, 

1056 

11 Le G..,uvernement norvegien desire voir prcciser, 
~ur lcs Etats membres, cert1in~u ~Qlig~tione , 
t:n rn.puort rtvec leur p!"l.rticipn.tion 11 des tr".ites 
c0mmercin.ux ou autree, qui pqurr~ient gencr 
l'A'pl1cf1.t1on d~s srtnctions econon1quea". 

supprimer lus references ; 1~ Norv~ge. 

ajouter a la fin du 2ieme Pnr-:tgr.<tphe : 
I ' , . , , 1 ou enf1n ~ revis8r, 1~ cn.s cchertnt, un vote 

a , , I du oneeil ny·mt decide d une intervention 
'nnendenent du P"lrn.gu~y} 11 

eupur1mer le ~aragr~phe concernrtnt le a~nA.dQ. 

avqnt le chiffre 21 inserer: 
11 1 bie - de son cote, le Gouvern<JMcnt C'mJ:t-, ' , ' a dien desire qu un me8bre non roprcsontc ~u on-

se11 et qui ll fourni une contribution a la force 
intern~t1on·~le soit ~dmis a cmvoyer un r.:;pre'­
scntnnt au aoneeil 11 • 

njouter: 11 et ven6zu611en 11 • 
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TEXT OF OOMBART0N OAKS PROPOSALS llliD 
OF J.MENDrlEliTS PRESKITED BY 7HE 

FOUR SPONSORiliG POINERS 

Chapter VIII, Section ~. _!'::cragraph 1 

1. Should tho Security Council 
doc~ that a failure to settle a dis­
pute in a.coordanco with procedures 
indico.tod in par':'.gro.ph 3 oi' Section ;·., 
or in· accordance with its recommenda­
tions nk~de undor'puragraph 5 of 
SGction A, co~stitutes a throat to 
tho Tik~L~tonance of international 
peace and security, it should ~~ko 
nP-y measures nocossary for the r~in­
tonanoo of international ponce and 
security in accordance with tho pur­
poses and principles of tho 
Organization. 

A.."lloncirwnt Proposed by 
Sponsoring P011rers -

1. Should tho Security 
Council dec~ that 'a failure 
to settle a dispute in ac­
cordance with procedures in­
dicated in par;graph 3 of 
Section A, or in accord':\.nco 
with its reoo:rrnendations L".L'.do 
under paragraphs 4 or 5 of 
Section A, constitutes a 
threat.to tThl MUintona~ce 
of intornatio~l peace and 
security, it should take any 
moasuros necessary for tho 
:rro.intenanco of international 
peace and security L~ accord­
ance vri th tho purposes and 

1285 principles of the Organization. 

Australia 

TEXTS OF AMENDMENTS PROPOSED BY O'I'IIER 
Pl.RTICIP_I..TING COUN~RIES 

------· -----

1. Should the Socurity Council door: tn"<t a fr1iluro to sottlo a dis­
pute in acc':lrdc..noc v;i th tho procedures indicr.tcd in paro.grc.ph 3 of Sccti:>n 
A, or in accardanco nith its roco=ondations mde under parar;rD.ph 5 of 
Section~. constitutes ~ throat to tho naintonancc of international poaco 
=d sucurity, it stall, in r.ccorC:.':1.nco with tho purposc,s o.nd principles of 
tho United lhtions, l~:r uovvn just terns f-Jrhlte sottlemelltof tho dispute, 
and t~.kc ~;ny :;_v:: .. sure"Sli:oc;.;ssc,.r:_r foTC;rr;:rlng O'.lt that settlcmolltand for 
maintaining international peace and security. (Doc. 2, G/14 (1) p. 9) 

ChilG 

1. Should the Socuritv Council believe tha.t f::~ilure to settle a dis­
pute in acc.:;rd.rmco v;ifu prc~odurcs indic~.tod in pa.ragraph 3 of 3uction L 
nbovo, or in accordance nith its rocorrunond::.tions under paragra.ph 5 of tho 
said Section lc1 constitute::; ·J. thror.t to tho nn.intonanoe of intor:-1~.tiona.l 
per.co c.r.i security, it should to.ko rmy r:JOc.suros nocosso.ry for tn0 r&inten­
ance of L"tornatiel"..al por.co an:J. ;s ocurity which ars in accord with the pur­
~· prir:.ciplss =d Charter of tr.o Grgo.I~izection. (Tho phrase "purp:Jses 
and principles of th:J Ort;fcnizr,tion" is ~ended to "purposes, principles cc!1d 
Charter of tho Organizntion"). (:Uoc. 2, G/7 (i) P• 7) 

Mexico 

1. Should the Security Council or the General Asscnbly doe~ that a 
failure to settle a dispute in accordanc~ith procedures indicoted in 
paro.Gr:J.ph 3 of Section i'.., or L~ accord8.nco with its roco='-lnd:::.tions mdo 
under pc.ragraph 5 of Section J.., constitutes a th.roat to thG maintenc..nco of 
interr.ntionnl ponce and security, tho Socuritv Council should take any 
moasuros rocess~ry for the mai~lto:r:-;:;:nce of intornati')I:.n.l pc::tce and security 
in n.ccordctnce vri th the purposes n.nd principles of tho organization. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (1) pp. 12-13) 
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Chapter VIII, Section~, f.aragraph£ 

2. In general the Security 
Council should determine the ex­
iste_noc of any threat to the peace, 
broach of tho peace or not o£ ag­
gression and should make recommenda­
tions or decide upon tho measures to 
be takon to maintain or restore 
ponce and seourity. 

1285 

1\JnenClment Proposed by 
Sponsoring Pmvcrs 

2. J.n general the 
Soc~rity Council should 
deternUL~o tho existence 

Netherlands 

1. Should the Security Ccuncil ~ paragra_Eh ! 2£ Section !;. ~­
mine the existence of a threat to the maintenance of international peace 
~s~rity, it sh~ld take any measures n0cessary for tho maintenance of 
international peace and security in aocord~~ce with the purposes and princi­
ples of the Organization. (Doc. 2 G/7 (j) (1), p. 5) 

Turkey 

(To be added to paragraph 1) 

At~ events, the Council.!!!!.!~~ <tssistanco to !:!Y.;arty ~ 
~dispute~ has agreed!£ subnit to judicinl settloroo~ and~~~­
cision of ~court, if required. TDoc., 2 G/7 (e)(l) P• 2) 

L--------· 
Australia 

(Now paragraph after parngrnph 2) 

(3) If~ situation calling for preventive_£:: enforcement action 
under paragraph (1) 2::. paragraph (2) above ~ arisen out of~ matter 
~by international~ is solely within tho domestic jurisdiction of 
~ ~ concerned, ~ Security Council shall not make any reco:mn::mda: 
tion or decision which vrould curtail that State's lawful frccdo:n of o.ct~on, 
but shall tc.ke, ~ora:a:noo 11dth this Section, whatever prevontivo _£:: ~­
forcomcnt action is necossart to mn.intnin or restore international ponce 
~ security. (Doc. 2 G/14 l)pp. 9-10) -

Bolivia 

2. In general tho Security Council should-determine the existence 
of any threat to tm pence, broach of ~ peace, or net of aggression ru:d 
should nnko recommendations or decide on the masurcs to bo takon to mn.~n­
tnin or rostoro ponce and security. .!! ~nature .£!: ~ acts invosti~tod 
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1285 

of any thre·at to tho 
peace- broach of tho 
peace or act of aggres­
sion and should make 
recommendations or de­
cide upon the measures 
~ forth in paragraphs 
3 and 4 of this Section 
to ,be to.kcn "'""t'() !llL'.int::tin 
or restore peace and se­
curity. 

(L~sort the following 
paragraph be~~oon para­
graphs 2 and 3) 

Before naking tho 
recommendations or decid­
inG upon the masuros for 
tho mn.intonanco or restora­
tion of nonce u:n(i" socuri t·• -- - ......__ -- --;-;--~ .. 
in accordance ~ the pro-
visions of paragraph ~- ~ 
Security Council !llL'.y ~ 
upon ~ pc..rtios concerned 
~ comply~~ pro­
visienc.l moasur::ls c.s it m.n,.y 
doom necossarv or dCsTrablo 
~rd&r to prcvunt an a~------ --= graw.tion of tho situation. 
~ provisionnllrnoasuros 
should be vrithout prejudice 
~ ~ rights, clui:r.tS .:2.!: 
position of ~parties 
concerned. Failure to com­
,& Yd th ~ Provis ion.e:r­
mousurcs should be duly; 
tn.?.:cn account of E.y; the 
See'i:i'rifr Council. --

entails designating~ state ~ ~ aggressor .£:.:! L11dicrttod in the follovring 
paragraph, ~measures should be applied innodiatcly ~ collective o.ction. 

3_. !:_~shall be dcsigm.tcd ~ o.ggressor if it hD-s comitted any 2£_ 
tho following acts ~ ~ detriment of o.nothor state. 

a) Invasion of another state's territory~~ forces. 

b) Declaration of~· 

c) Att::-,ck ..!?;t: ~. sen, ..£!:. o.ir .forcos, with..£!:. wit.l-lout 
doclarc.tion of :war_ 2.£ anoth~.r st~,to 1 s terri tory, 
shipping- ~ o.ircr8.ft. 

d) Support .;iven to~~ for~ purposo of in'V9.sion. 

o) ..!E._torvontion in another st~.te's intorn:-.1 .2!: foreign affairs. 

f) 

g) 

Ethiopia 

Rof'usc..l to sub:r:'.it tho mc.ttcr vrhich has caused o. dispute ~ 
tho pcc-.cof'u~ roc.nsprovidod for its--sGt~t: 

Rd'usa.l to co~.lPlv with a ;iUdicia.l decision lawfully pronounced 
by~ Tr:tvr~""'l Court. (Doc. 2 G/14 (r), pp. 8-9) 

(To bo added as an additional sentence) 

So long ~.:;; dispute is subject to tho procedure of p!lrugra.phs 2.• _! 
~ 2_ 2£_ tho prvssnt 0·cctio:1 tho parties to E dispute ~ resort to 
.!!:?. moc,sures 'Jf ~ nilito.ry: cfl.ccrrcctcr O.i1d the Security Cou~:cil ~ t:c.ko 
such measures or a.ction ns it sha.11 find nGcosso.ry to ensure tno f'ul-
~ont of this cbli;Jo.tion.-(Doc. 2G/14 (n), p. 3) ----

Grecco 

(To bo added at tho end of para.graph 2) 

In purticulo.r.. in the event of' a dis putc between i;;;o or more c Jun­
trios_ other than pornnnont members of tha Security Council, tho ln.ttor 
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~hapter VIII, Section ~, Paragraph ~ 

should talro decisions by an affirmative vote of seven members in the 
determination of the existence of n breach of tho ponce or of an net of 
aggression. (Doc. 2, G/14 (i) P• 3) 

Mexico 

2. The Security Council~~ General Assembly6 sh~uld determine tho 
existence of any throat to the peace, broach of the ponce or act of aggres­
sion and should make rocomnondutions or decide unon tho DGasures to be taken 
to maintain or restore ponce and security. (Dec: 2 G/7 (c) (1) p. 13) 

Netherlands 

2. Should tho Security Council in gencr.:tl under paragraph ~ of SeC'­
tion ! determine the existence of any threat to tho peace~ broach of tho 
peace or act of aggression, it should decide upon the measures to be 
taken to maintain or restore ponce ~d security. (Doc. 2 G/7 (j) (1) p. ~) 

Philippine CommonvJoalth 

(Add tho following sentence at tho end of tho pnrc.graph) 

A..Tl.;[ nation should be con:;iderod ~ threatening tho peo.co ~ ~ ~ 
aggressor, if it should bo tho ~ pc.rty t::J c::.·::'.\J.it ?.r:.y of' tho i'::Jllavr­
ing ~: ill To declare~ against another nn.tion;~To invade~ 
attack,. with~ wi t~sut declaro.tion of (a)• tho territory, public vessel, 
~ public aircraft of ::mother n'ltiDn; _3_ To subjvct illlDthcr r_"ction to ~ 
naval, land or air bloclmdo; and ( 4) To interfere with the internal nf­
fn.irs of'[illotiior-i:i'n.tion .by suP'i?Iyiii:'g urns, ar-:nmitT;n; nonoy ~ other 
forrr..s 2!_ aid ~ cny ~ ba...'l.d1 fc..ction ~ group, .s;: ~ establishing 
agencies in that nation to conduct propo.ganda. sub~ersive of the in­
stitutions of ~ nation. (Doc. 2 G/14 (k) p.4) 

----~~~----------------------------------------------------3. The Security Council Mexico 
should be empowered to determine 
what diplomatic6 economic6 or 
other w~nsures not involving tho 
usc of armed force should be em­
ployed to give effect to its de­
cisions6 and to cull upon members 
1285 

3. The Security Council, ~ prior decision_££~ General As­
sembly, should be empowered· to determine what diplo=tic,. economic,. or 
other measures not involving the use of nrm£d force should be employed 
to give effect to its decisions, and to cull upon members of the Or-
gcnization to apply such neasures. (Doc. 2 G77 (c) (1) P• 13) 
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of the Organization to apply such 
measures. Such measures ~y in­
clude complete or partial inter­
ruption of rail~ sea, air, postal, 
telegraphic, radio and other 
means of communication and the 
severance of diplomatic and 
economic relations. 

Ch~pter VIti, Section~~ Paragraph~ 

4. SL "ld the Security 
Council consider such monsuros to 
be inadequate, it should be em­
powered to take such action by 
ain, naval or land forces as may 
bo necessary to maintain or re­
store international peace and 
security. Such action may in­
clude demonstrations, blockade 
and other operations by air, 
sea or land forces of members of 
the Orgo~ization. 

1285 

Norway 

(To be added at the end of the para;raph) 

In the relations between monbers of the org9.nization this obligation 
~ precedence ~ ~ ~~ of stipulations contained in commercial 
or other treati0s; ond in their relations with Ste.tos not TIOi-:lbers of tho 
.Org~tion, member StateS'SilO'uld in the manner providGd for in such-­
treaties take sJeps to regain the necessary freedom of action.-rDoc. 2 
G/7 (n) (l}P":" 7 - - -

~ 

(To be added after paragraph 4) 

Should tho Security Council to.k~ the c,ction roforred to in paragraph 
4, it should within reE,so::J.o.ble linits of ti1:10 submit tho mattFJr for re­
viewto tho G~ Asso::tbly at a spDcEi!:iGoting. 0::1ly r, vote of throe­
Fters ?.! tho Mer:lbors of the G-::7u:;ral Assemblr could ~uspollcfOr ca~ 
~decisions taken by~ Security Cou!lcil. Doc. 2 G~(q)(f) pp. 7-8) 

New Zealand 

(To be added after paragr:-tph 4) 

4a (a) A decision of the Socurity Council involving tho applica­
tion of tl:o 1~.oC:suros cor..tG;phlcd in m'.ra_graphs (3) and (4)0r Chat_)tcr 
VIII s;:;'ction ~ ~ roquiro tto conc~rrint; vote of the G'Oricr&:'l Asser:1bly:, 
docidi!'.z ~ 2:. sinnlo :nr.jorit~r· 

(b) Nevertheless, in 'lny ~ whicl:, in tho OP:Lm.on of~ So­
curitv Council, is of sxtro:c:o ur~nncy, tho Security Council =-Y decide 
.:!:2, ~ such r:10:;:Bur;s forthwith vrithout _tho concun in::; voto of..!!::£ 
Gc:norn.l Ass.:mbly; b'.lt in ::::!2.r:L. such ~ it ~ forthvritl: rc;:;ort ~ 
decision to t:1c Ge:cor~.l Assembly:. 

(c) Evc;ry docisi0n vnde in aco·)rdn.ncc y.rith S'.'.D-?')_rne;rnnhs (r.) 
and (b) of thi~r"i>raph shall bebir"ding on a~r:,b.:;ra of t}w Or-
g;:llfz;:tiOii.--rDoc. 2 G/14 UJP.3) -- ---
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Chapter VIII, Section B, Faragraph E 
s:--In order tnat all ne~bcrs 

of tho Org~~ization should contrib­
ute to tho·naintenanco of inter­
national peace and security, they 
should undertake to nako available 
to tho Security Council, on its 
call and in accordance with a 
special agrconent or agreoncnts 
concluded anong themselves, arnod 
forces, facilities and assistance 
noocssary for tho purpose o£ ~in­
taining international peace and se­
curity. Such agrooncnt or ~groo­
monts should govern tho numbers and 
typos of forocs and tho nature of 
tho f~cilitios and assistance to bo 
provided. Tho special agreement ~r 
agroomonts sh?uld bo negotiated as 
soon as possible and should in oach 
case be subject to approvnl by tho 
Security Council and to ratifica­
t~on by tho sigho.tory sta.tos in ac­
cordance~ with their constitutional 
processes. 

1285 

Norway 

(To be added after paragraph 4) 

~·security Council my further, :in special cases, and for~ 
period of tir.:o docned necessary, take ~ ~ bohu.lf of tho Organiza­
tion, ~ adninistration of any territory ·)f ~ tho continued ad!ainis­
tration~ tho State in possession is fpund to constitute a throat to 
~ pOf;.CO, -ri5o"C:TG77 (n)(l) pp. 7-8)---

Australia 

(5) In order that al,l :.1onbers of tho United Nations r.1ay contribute 
to tho ro.intonanco of international peace and security., they undertake 
to nuke available to tho Security Council, on its cccll o...~d b. a.ccordanco 
with a special agrooncnt or o.grocnonts, o.r:r.1od forces, facilities and us­
sistn.r:cc :::1eccsso.ry for tho purpose of no.intccining security. The o.greo!.1ont 
or agrcon0nts sho.ll govern t~1.0 nu::J.'bcrs and t:;Tcs of f.orcos and the no.turo 
of tho facilities o.nd o.ssistanco to b~ provided. Tho o.groc:r.lont or o.groo­
ne:1ts sha.ll be nogoticctod on the initio.tivc of tho 3ocurity Council, rend 
sho.ll be conCluded bot-.-monthc S0curi t:r CounCii--:::nd ner.1bors or p:roups--;;1 
~rS: Tho a~rcc;ont or c·.grcononts sh::-,11 be ncgotb.tod QSSoon a.s pos­
sible, o.nd sho.ll in co.ch case bo subject to ro.tifico.tion by tho signatory 
Sto.tos in a.coord::mcq with their constitutionn.l· processes. (Doc. 2 G/14 (1) 
p. 10) 

Chilo 

5, In order tho.t o.ll nonpors of tho Orgo.nizo.tion mny contribute to 
tho ma.inteno.nce of L~torno.tiono.l ponce ~~d ·security# they should under­
take. etc., etc. (Doc,. 2 G/7 (i), P• 8) 



Cb4pter VIII, Section B, Paragraph 6 
6:-:!n. order tO-OlW.blo urgent 

mili to.ry moc.suros to bo takon by tho 
Org~izc.tion thoro should be hold im­
modintcly ~vnil~blo by tho nc~~ors 
of tho Orgr4~izo.tion nQticno.l air 
force contingents for combined intcr­
nQtional cnforceme~ o.ction. Tho 
strer~th and degree of roadL~oss cf 
these contingents ~d plans for their 
cor:1bL~od notion should be detorr.Unod 
by tho Sccuri t"J Council vli th t!J.e a.s­
s istanco of the Mili tr,ry Stc.i'f Con­
ni tt co ~·ri t.'lin tho liL"li ts lo.id doY;n 
1285 

Fr~ce 

5. In order that nll members of tho Organiz~tion should contribute 
to tho maintonanco of international peace e.nd Recuri ty, they should 
undertake to make av-uil~ble to tho Security Co~~cil, on its call and in 
accordance with a. special agreement or agreements 'concluded among them­
selves, ~rrned forces, r~oilities and assistance necessary for tho purpose 
-of maintaining international poaco and security, ~ ;earticulnrly ~ 
right 2£ passage. Such agreoront or o.grooronts should govern the numbers 
and types of forces, the period within which they must be placed !!! the 
disposn!, of tho Socurit:t Council and, should ~e necessity arise, ~ ~ 
~they~ nor!"~lly ~ stfl.tionod, ~ r., •• Juld !"pecify tho fCJ.cilitios, 
a.ssist::Jlco a.nd ~ o:t col'll!JUllico.tions to be .E_rcvidod. Tho special agree­
ment or agreements should be nogotio.tod as soon ns possible and should in 
eo.ch cn.so be subject to appro~l by tho Sucurity Council e-nd to ro.tific:~­
tion by the signatory sto.tos in accord~co with their constitutional procos 
ses. (Doc. 2 G/7 (o) P• 4) 

Nevr Zealand 

S. In order tho.t all. members of tho Organization should contribute 
to tho Ir.nintonancc of international ponce and security, they should 
undertake to r.!lko av.:>.ila.ble to tho Security Council, on its call• r..nd in 
a.ccor,do.nco with n spocir~.l agroom:mt or o.groomonts concluded, with it, 
armed forces, facilities ~nd assistance necessary for tho purpose of 
r.nintaL~ing intorn::ttio:r~l poe1.co a..~d sccuri-bJ. (Doc. 2 G/14 (f) P• 3) 

Australia 

(6) In order to enable urgont military measures to be tnkon by the 
United lhtions, thoro shall be hold ir.nn.ed;i.o.tcly c.·,ra.ilabL by the ncf.lbcrs 
nc.tionnl ::cir force or ~ contingents for conbined intcrnntion9.l yn­
forcoront action. TDoc. 2 G/14 (1) p. 10) 

France 

6. In order to on~ble urgent military ~co.suros to be to.kon by tho 
Organization, nc>.tic>nal contingents consistinG of forces of .£:2:.!. ~ ~ 
~ stnti-Jn0d:1 ~ wh::se ;eernCJ.nont st::-.tioning ·;;.:mld bs arr~cngcd, lf ~ccos­
so.ry, in appr,)priato security z:mos_ -~be~ pcr::J::cnoJ:tly a~~lablo 
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in tho speci::cl a.greom.ont or 
agreements referred to in para.­
gro.ph 5 above. 

Chapter ~. Section ~. Paragraph ~ 
7. The action required to 

carry out the decisions of tho 
Security Council for tho mainten­
ance of intcrno.tionul peace a.nd 
security should bo taken by all 
the mor.JJors of tho Organization 
in cooperation or by some of them 
us the Security Council mny detor­
rr.ine. This undorto.king sh~uld be 
curried out by tho J1lembers of tho 
Organization by their CWnl action 
nnd through action of tho a.p­
proprio.to specio.lizod organiza­
tions a.nd agencies or which they 
arc_ mombers. 

Chapter VIII, Section ~. Paragraph ~ 
8. Plans for tho nppli­

cation of armed force should be 
mndo by the Security Council 
with tho assistance of tho Mili­
ta.ry Sta.ff Committee referred 
to in paragraph 9 bolvvl. 

Chapter ~, Section B, Paragraph 9 
9. There shoula ·bo os­

ta.blishod a. Military Starr Com­
mittee the functions of which 
sho~ld bo to a.dvisc and assist 
the 3~>our1'Y Council o.'II. all 
l2SF 

to tho Security Council for combined enforcement action. The strength and 
degree of readiness of those contingents and plffi1S for their cotiliincd ~ction 
should be determined by tho Security .Council with tho o.ssisto.nce of the 
Military Staff Cor.m1i ttoe within the limits laid dovm in tho special a.[;ree­
ment or a.greemcnts referred to in paro.graph 5 a.bovo. (D•)c. 2 G/7 (o) P• 4) 

Ca.nada. 

(To be inserted botvmen paro.gr::tphs 7 and 8) 

Any me~ber of Tho United Nations~ represented~ the Security Council 
8hnll bo invited to send a reprosontc.tivo to sit c.s o. mc!'lbor at any mooting of 
the Security CounCil -,vhich ~ discussiP~ undor E""7gro.ph! o.bovo tho ~ of the 
forces ~ it hns underto.kon to :::nn1~o avai1:cble t) ~Security Council in~­
cordc.nce with tho spocic.l o.groonont or q;rcc::10nts provided for in para.gr:;.ph 5 
~· (15'00:" 2 G/14 (t) pp. 2-3) - -- -

Chilo -
7. Tho ':l.Ction rr;quirod to cetrry out ti1o doc is ions of tho ·Security 

Council for tho I!lll.intono.nco of intornccti·J::l::..l po:;.co a.nd security should be 
to.ken by o.ll tho members of till Org:c.!liza.tion in cooperatiun or by some of 
thom1 ~ mnz bo dotormimd £.il ~ .Security Council and tho ngroe:!llOnts !2.,­
fcrred to in paragraph~~· 'Chis unciortald:tll; should bo c:,rriod out by 
tho members of tho Organization by thoir •j''.'ffi r.ction and through action of 
tho o.pproprinto spochlizod organizations rend agencies of which they nrc 
members. (Doc. 2 G/7 (i) P• 8) 

Bolivia. 

The Committee should be composed of tho Chiefs of Staff Jf tho pcr­
~-ncnt members of the Security Council or their ropreso~tntivos, but t~is 
sh0uld ~ bo construed·~ oxcluJing .1!::£ pussibility of i"':;s l:J~i_n,.c;;:;:i;:nd:Zd 

-9-



quos~ions roln~ing to the Se­
curity Council.,s milita.ry re­
quirements f"or tho Illll.intennnce 
ot internntional peace nnd se­
curity, to tho employment and 
commnnd of forces placed nt·its 
disposal, to tho regulations of 
ar.mamont and to possible disa.rm­
ament. It. should be responsible 
~der the Security Council for 
the strategic direction of any 
armed forces placed nt the dis­
posal of tho Security Council. 
.The Committee should be composed 
of tho Chiefs of Staff of t:w pcr­
:mo.nent nembors of the Secu:ri ty 
Council or their reprcsenm:cives. 
Any monbor of tho Organization not 
permanently represented on the Co~ 
Illitteo should bo invited "by tho 
Conn::U.ttoe to be o.ssociatod ;vith it 
whon tho efficient discharge of the 
Committee's responsibilities ro­
~iroa that such a state should 
participate in-its work.n Ques­
tions of comr.~1d of forces should 
be wc~kod Gut subsequently. 

1285 

Amendment Proncs~d ~ 
Sponsoring Powers. 

9. There should be estab­
lished a .,.M:ili tary Staff Com­
mittee the functions of which 
should be to advise and assist 
the Security Council on all 
questions relatin~ to the 
Security Counc.::.L'; r.u.litary re­
quirements for the ~ir.tenance 
of international peace and 

to include the Chiefs of Staff, or their representatives, of all nonbers 
of the Orga'ii:Gution, E.z tho creation of.subsid~ar;r ':i::-ib.ryorg;:-n~..!::: 
~ googro.phic&l areo..s .£!.their rospoctne natwnaht~os, .!:?_ ~ 2;!! ~ 
adviscrl-oapacity. (Doc. 2 Gfl4 (r) P• 9) 

Chile 

9. A Military Staff Committee should be established the functions of 
which w~uld be to advise nnd o.ssist the Security Council on all questions 
relating to the Security Council's military requirements for tho rnuL~ton­
ance of international ponce and security, to tho cmploynont nnd comDand 
of forces phcod !l.t itff- disp0sal, to tho rogulntion of aiT.lt:l..":lonts, r'.nd to 
possible diso.rmo.mont. It should be responsible, unG.or tho Security Coun­
cil, for tho strategic direction of any o.rnod forces placed at tho dis­
posal of tho Security Council. Tho Committee should be composed of tho 
Chiefs of Staff of the permanent members of tho Security Council or their 
represent~ti yes. Tho Comi ttoe should invito any member of the Organiza­
tion not por:n.n.n-mtJ.y rsproscnted on it to join tho Cor.nittoo ~ ~ 
case or the measuTes that may be to.zon with rosnoct th~~~~~2!~ 
ora'l'eb;uitd-·tO affect- it or1;lhon the cffici-;:"Yl~Cho.r6e of the Cor.Jr.'.itte_o's 
respon:sTbiiitle·s-requirOS: th~t such Stute should participate in its work. 
Questions of Cornrnnnd of Forces should be worked out subsequently. (Doc. 2 
G/7 (i) P• 8) 

Franco 

9. There should be established a Military Staff Committee the 
functions of which should be to advise and assist the Security Council. 
on all questions relating to the Security Council's military require­
menta for the maintenance of international peace and security, to the 
employment and command of forces placed at its disposal, to the regula­
tion of armaments,-to possible disarmament and to ani measures of con­
trol and regulation which might be consider~timely. It shoul~be-­
responsible under the Security Council for the-strategic direction of 
any armed forces placed at the disposal of the Security Council. The 
Committee should be composed of the Chiefs of Staff of the permanent 
members of the Security Council or their representatives and of a dele­
£ate of the members of the Organization who have undertaken-to-pTace-­
"Bii'b'StantW forces at the disposal of the SeC'iirity Council. ~ 

-10-



security, to the employment and 
command of forces ~laced at its 
disposal, t6 the regulation of 
armaments, and·· to possible dis­
armament. It should be respons­
ible under the Security Council 
for the strategic diroctio~ of 
any armed forces placed at the 
disposal of the Security Council. 
The Committee should be composed 
of the Chiefs of Staff of the 
permanent me~b~rs of the Security 
Council or their rcprcsentati~es. 
Any member of the Organization 
not pE:~rmanently repres.cnted on 
the Committee should be invited 
by the Committee to be associated 
with it ~non the efficient dis­
charge of;. the Committee's re­
sponsibilities requires that such 
a state should participate in its 
work. Questions of' colll!lland of 
forces shou:'!.d be worked out sub­
sequently. The Military Staff 
Committee, with t~e· authoriZation 
~ the SecuritY 'Cciilncil,. rna'' ~­
tablish regional subcomrnittoos of 
~Military~ Committee. -

member of the Organization who is not permanently represented on the Com­
mittee should be invited by tho Committee to bo o.ssocintod with it when tho 
efficient discharge of the Co;;rr:1ittoe 1 s responsibilities requires tmt such 
c. state should participate in its vrork. Questions of cormnd of f,_)rces 
should bo worked out subsequently. (Doc. 2: G/7 ( o} pp. 4-5) 

Mexico 

9. xxx The Committee should be composed of tho Chiefs of Stnff of the 
Semi-Pormnont Members of tho Security Council or their reprosontc.tivos. :x:x:x: 
(Doc. 2 G/7 (c) (1) p.·l3) 

Philippine Comomronlth 

xxxx "The Com.'llittoc should bo composed of the Chiefs of Staff of all 
the members of tho 0ecuri~J Council or their roprosentativGs. Any member 
of the Or~anization not ronresonted on the Committee should be invited by 
the Committee, etc., etc. -(Doc. 2 G/14 (k) pp. 4~5) 

Uruguay 

(~) 

••• The Co:nr.1ittee should be composed of tho Chiefs of Staf'f of the 
of the pornanent members of tho Security Council and tho Chief of 
StG.ff .2..£ ~of~ military regions~~ the world is -
divided, or their representatives. 

The Security Council should establish ~ milital"'J regions into 
which the world would be divided. 

(~) In each region there would be !:. Regional Staff made !!E. of !:. repre­
sentative of oo.ch country included in~ rc(!;ion, e.nd its Chief 
•·muld ~ elected _Ex them. He should bo from~ of tho countries 
composing ~ region, and ~ be removed from his post .!?z tho 
Militarii ~Committee. 

(~) ~ach country~~ part of its military forces ~ ~ dis­
posal of tho ~ Ori!;anization, ~ ~ forces ~ act by 
~ of the Security Council, through~ Regional Staffs, .£!:. 
by~ of~ Regional~~~~ invasion~ the ~-
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Chapter VIII, Sectio~]. Paragr~ 10 

10. Tho members of the Or­
gani4ntion should join in ~ffording 
mutual nssictunco in carrying out tho 
measures decided upon by tho Security 
Couiroil. 
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(f) 

Chile 

ritory of ::my of tho countries in the region, notifying ~ 
Security Council, ~~chock such action. 

When bases for military, naval or air operations are to be es­
tiibifelied, of such size that the cOi'iiitry in which they are to 
be established cannot finance them, that country shall receive 
economic and teChDICal aSSlStance-if~SO requests, but the 
bases shSliremain under command of and shall be operated excl'\).-
sively by ~1J.onals of that country.- -- - --

.;;..;;;..;...;;..:;:!,._.,._ ~----

Questions regarding cornrnand of tho forces shOl,ld b::: scttl,Jd 
subsequently. (Doc. 2 G/7 (~)(1), pp. 7-8) 

10. 'l'ho lll0rnbors of tho Organizcction should joi::.1, o.ccord1ng ~ "IT'.y bo 
pos-sible, in r~fford5.ng rrntunl ~.ssist:J.ncc, in conformity~ thi~ Ch~-..rtor, 
in -:.>o.rryinz ou-t tho I:lOLcsuros docided upon by tho Security Council. 
(Doc. 2 G/7 (i), P• 9 

~ .£!: ~ Afric:::~. (to bo n.ddod dtor parng;ro. ph 10) 

Any c-:mntry ·:mich f::tils to ~.djust or sottlo "· dispute by po:lcoful 
mc~ms in o.ccordo.nco with tho provisions of Soction A of Chapter VIII nnd 
against which action in consoquonco is taken in terms of paragraphs 3 
and 4 of this Section, should be required to pay tho costs of such enforce­
mont action and to mako reparation for losses and do.mngo sustained thereby. 
Countries pr:,rticip:'.ting in enforcornont action should subnit their cldrns, 
in respect of costs incurred and reparation for losses und dnnk~go sus­
tained, to the Security Council for upprovnl and for uction required to 
ensure recovery. 
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Chapter .!Q_l, i3ection ~' Pr,ril.fT'-Ph ll 
11. Any stQ.te, ·.rhether a member 

of the Organization or not, ;vhich finds 
itself confronted with special economic 
problo:r...s c.rising from tho cr,rrying out 
of mou.surcs which h.,:vo b•)on decided 
upon by tho Security Council should 
havo tho right to consult tho Security 
Council in regard to [1. solution of 
those problcr.lS. 

.------------------------------------------------

Cho.ptcr XII. Tro.ns i ti.:>nn 1 _;;A:::,r,::r.::;::m:!!iig:::_e:_;a:::,e;:nt~st::---------------------------·---------­
Francc 

1. Pending the coming into force 
of tho special '1.groc;:JJ:J.t or :1-groomcnts 
referred to in Chnpter VIII, Sccticn B, 
p:c.ro.grQph 5 of the Four-N::..tion Doclar­
~:ttion, sig:J.od o.t Moscow, October 30, 
1943, tho states parties to tho.t 
!)c-:-.laro.tion should consult with ono 
a.nothor ~-.r:d ns ocol:'..sion r1.risos vrlth 
·)thor mornbc.rs of tho Organization 
with n. view to such joint notion on 
boh:clf cf tho Org::mizution '1.S ::J..."..Y be 
nocoss:-,ry for tho purpose of r.r.in­
taining intornrctionul ponce c.nd 
security. 
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Pending tho coning into force of tho spocio.l agreonont or ::-.groomonts 
mentioned L1 Chnptor 'iiii, Section B, p'lr:1gr~.ph 5 rend in n.ccordo.nco wit.'l 
tho provisions of p~ro.gro.ph 5 of tho Four-lhtion Dcclnr.,_tion, signed ut 
Hoscow, October 30, !943, tho St::-.tcs pn.rtios to th::-.t Docb.r:::.ticn c.nd 
Frn..."l:JG sh-Ylld c.:msult with one :mother :::.nd, if no0d be, ·with oth,:;rr.ioT;".­
bors of t.'-lo Orgr.miz~tion with ·'- vLYJ ·to tr.king such C0n..":lon ::>.9tion in tho 
n:-.rao of tho Or._,;c.nizntion ns n'l.y b'' n::Jco~sa.ry for the mintonn.nco of in­
~crnc.tion~cl pl.l'l.CC ~end of security. (Doc. 2 G/7 (o) (2), p. 1) 

!Jcxioo 

(Tho Moxicrtn Dologo.tion, t:J.king into o.ocount tho subject mo.ttcr doo.lt 
with by the tvm ::-.rticlos of this Chn.ptor of tho Du...":J.bo.rton O:J.ks Proposc .. ls, 
believes th,,t it would not bo ::-,dviso.blo to include then in the Chc.rtor of 
tho Gonurnl Intornc.tionc.l Org:1nizntion, not oven as 11 tro.nsi tiona.l ur­
rnngor.J.Onts11, inc,sr:mch o.s the questions to which they rofor should bo 
rogulo.tod by o. sop::.ruto Protocal. To onbody them, a.s h'\s boon dono, 
in tho Covenant of the Gonoral Intorn~tiona.l Organization to be croa.tod, 
v;ould inv0lve, o.s roga.rds tho latter, o.n original sin a.s groat or even 
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Chapter XII, Paragrnph~ 

2. No provision cf the Chn.rter 
should prscludo ~ction taken or au­
thorized in reb.ticn to oneny st~.tcs 
n.s u result of .tho present war by tho 
Governments having responsibility for 
such action. 

1285 

greater than th.~t >vhich ~~s so often led to reproach in tho case of the 
Ccvon:mt of tho League of Nations, boc::..uso of its connocti Jn vlith tho 
Treaty of Versailles.) (Doc. 2 G/7 (1), p. 14) 

Br:'tzil 

(Now paragraphs to be added) 

Each government nonber of J!h2 Orgn..."lizntion be entitled to dcsigm•tc 
_: roprcson-::~,tivo to fom .E::!: intorin ocn-:J.issi.)n to study~ to n'l.ko ...!:£.Q..illll­
mcntd':1.tion reg::1.rding ~ osta.blishmcnt of o.n Intorn'ltionc-.1 Hon.lth 
Orp;~niz~tion. 

~~:_intorir:J. commission shr>.ll be installed in _g. illY to bo dosign'l.tod ..Q:l 
the Presidents ..2£ tho Confcronce r.ot l~.tGr ~ twc nonths r1.ftcr such 
dosign:~ti('::lo 

The intcrin cJr.:'~isd m in prcp'Cring the plc.n for the 12ormncnt hcnlth 
org~Jliz~.ti :n ~ i."~ full c::msidc.rc.tion to tho rclC~.tion of the porm­
~nt org::t...'1izr,ti•Jn e>cnd to methods of ;;cssocbting it JY1th other institutions, 
nn.tisnn.l o.s -:\·ell r: s intcr::l~.t::.;cna.l, 1Nhich '-'.lroa.dy exist or which :r.w..y lwro-
':\ftcr be ost-;:tlished in tho ~ o~l th. --- - --- ---

T!1.e int'.:rin cJr:unission sha.ll ~ .2& ~ .2& Possible the results 
of its studbs to~ General Asso::i'uly through the Econor:tic and Socia.l 
Council. ,DCJc. 2 Gj7 to) (4), p. l) 

Chile 

(New parngr~phs to be ~dded) 

3. In~ in which, i::1 n.ccordc'.nco ~ p:--.ragr::',phs _! 'l.lld i ~ . 
.£!:_when roquirod by circun.stcmcos, provisi )UD.l nonsurcs ~ tt:'.kon, they 
shall not constitute 2:, precedent to impair any of the rights of the States 
menbors of~ orgrilliz:tion. 

4. According ~ provided in Cr.apter III, the members of the 
organization. invite all States to Hdhere to ~ Ch8.rter o.nd to ~ ~ 
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Organization 11hicn ~ peace~ democratic principles <4nd ~ give.! 
gu".ra.ntee thd they ~ fulfill international !:.greeronts. 

5. This Charter shall be ratified; it sh~ll be in force for each 
sign::~.tory or adhering St:.:te f'rcm1 tho moment of thGd:oposit of 'the re­
spective instrument ~ ratification and until six months following the 
date ~ ~ 2:! dono1mces it~ :1 written cow.umicc.tion addrossed to tho 
Secretary Gcnor~l. (Doc. 2 G/7- (I), p. 10) ---

Ir'lll 

(Eew paragraphs to bo o.dded) 

Any intern~.J,;io:nv.l t;ron.ty ~ undortc.king concluded RY ~ momb·,r of tho 
Org'>nizrtivn should be registered innodhtoly ~ tho Sooret'lrio.t and pub­
lished.£! it~~~ J>0Gsibl0. 

A Committee of qu~: lifiod Jurists should be ost~blished to ':l.rrsr .1J.ll ~ 
~of Intormtiono.l Lew. (Doc. 2 Gil4 (m), P• 3) 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International vrganiaation 

Comite 3 Mesures ceeroitives 

1434 

Textes des prGpositions de Dumbarton Oaks, 
A~endements des puissances invitantes et 
amendementP- presentes p9r d 1 autres goUTer­
nements participants, re1atifs e.ux Cha'pitres 
VIII B et XII. 

-1-

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 289 (FRENCH) 
III/3/11 
May 13, 1945 



TEXTE DES PROPOSITIONS DE 
DUNBARTON OAKS ET DES .Aii~EN­

DEMENTS PRESENTES P.AR IES 
QU.ATRE PUISSANCES INVITA.TIJTES. 

Chapitre VIII, Section B, Parao:raphe 1. 
Doc. 1 (French) G 11, p. 12 B. 1. 

1. Au cas ou un differend ne serait pas 
reso1u conformement aux procedures 
indiquees dans ie paragraphe 3 de la 
Section A, ou conformement aux recom­
mandations faites selon 1e . .paragr9.phe 
5 de 1a Section A par le Conseil de 

I' 
Securite. aelui-ci s'il juge que la 
situation ainsi creee prtsente un 
danger pour le maintien de la paix et 
de la securite internationales devrait 
prendre tout es mesures necessei'res a ce 
maintien. en conformite ev~c 1es buts 
et principes de 1'0rganis~tion. 

lJrENDEMENTS PROPOSES P.\.R lES PUI~SANCES 
INYITAliJ':'ES. Doc. 2 (French) G 29, p. 11 B. 1 

1. Au ens ou un differend ne serait pas reso1u 
conformement a ux proce'duros indiqw3es dans 
le p~ragraphe 3 de la Section A, ou confor­
me$ent aux recommendations faites selon 1es 
paragraphes 4 ou 5 de la Section A,.par le 
Consei 1 de Sec~dte, celui-ci, s 'il juge 
que 1a situation ainsi creee presente un 
danger pour 1e maintien de 1a paix et de 1a 
securitt internationales, devrait prendre 
toutes mesures necessaires ace maintien 

' / 

en conformite avec les buts et les prin-
cipes de !'Organisation. 

1434· -2-

TEXTE DES AMENDE:MENTS FROPOSES 
Pi!R D'.rl.UTRES ETATS PllRT.ICIPAI'TS. 

.1\.USTRALIE'. Doc. 2 (French) G 14 (1) p. 9-10 (1). 

(1) Si leConseil considere que l'eohec de la tentative 
de regler un differend par les procedures prevues 
au paragraphe III de la. Section A ou par les recom­
mandations qu'il a formu1ees en vertu du paragraphe 
V de la Section A, constitue une menace eu maintien 
de la paix et de 1~ securite internationales, il 
fixera, oenforrr,e~ent aux ~bjectives et aux principes 
<feS"Natiom: Unies, de justes conditions pour le 
reglement du differend et prendr~ toutes les mesures 
necessaires pour executer ce reglenBnt et maintenir 
la 'paix et h secur'ite internationales. 

CHILI. Doc. 2, G/7 Ci P• 1. 1 

(1) Au cas ou un differend ne serait pas r~so1u 
conformement aux procedures indiquees dans 1e 
pc·ragr',lphe III de-1a s.ection A, ou conformement 
li.UX recoinmrndations faites selon le peragraphe V 
d~ h section A per 1e Consei 1 de Socurite, Ci)lui­
ci, s'il juge que la situation ainsi creee presente 
un~dnnger pour le mnintien de !n paix et de la 
s<icurite interno.tione.les, devro prendre toutes 
mesures neaessaires a ce lllE\int ien, en conformite 
avec les buts; principes et Charte de !'Organisation. 
(Le mot Ch8rts est E~joute) 

MEXIQUE. Doc. 2 ~/7 (c) (1) PP• 12-13. 1. 

(1) Au cas ou un differend ne s~rait pas resolu, con­
formement aux procedures indiquees d~ns 1e paragraphe 
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3 de la section A, ou conformement aux ~ec~~~hdations 
fai tes en vertu du paragraphe 5 de la section A, si 
le Conseil de Securit~ ou l'Assembl€e Generale juge 
que la situation ainsi creee pr6sente un danger pour 
le maintien de la paix et de la s~curite interna­
tionalcs, 1e C~nseil de S~curite prendrQ toutes 
mesures necessaires a ce maintien, en confcrmit; ~vee 
les buts et primipes de !'Organisation • 
. 

PAYS-BAS. 

{1) Au cas ou le Cons ei 1 de Seeur it6 aux termes du para­
graphe 8 de ]a section A, constaterait l'existence 
d'un danger pour ]a paix et la justice interno.tionr-les, 
il devrnit prendre les mesures necesscires au maintien 
de 19. paix et de la ju13tice internationales, conforme­
ment aux buts et aux pr incipes de l'Orga.nisation. 
(D(Jc. 2, G/7, (j) (1) P• 4. 

TURQUIE. 

-3-

(A aj outer a 1 'a linea· 1.) 

En tout etat de cause, le Consei.l pr~tera son 
assistance ~ h lartie au conflit qui aura accept$ 
de ~e soumettre un rig~ent judiciaire et le cas 
~c~eant a 1~ sentence dttTribuual. 
D~c. 2 G/14 (6) (1) p.2 



Chapitre VIII, Se.ction B, Paragr~phe 2. 

2., D'une maniere l!:~nerale, le Conseil de 
Sdc:urite. devrait determiner s 'il y' a 
danger pour la paix, rupture de la'paix, 
ou acte d'agression, et devrait faire des 
recommendations ou decider des mesures d 
pren:dr,e en vue de maintenir ou de retablir 
la paix' et le securite. (Doc.l G/1 p.13-2.) 

AL~EME~IT PROPOSE PflR LES PUifSANCES 
INV!Tj!NTES 

2. D'une mcniere ge'nerP.le, le C~nseil de 
Securit6 devrait dtterminer s'il y a 
danger pour la !>~ix, rupture de 1a paix, 
ou acte d'agression, et devrait faire des 
recommendations ou decider des mesures 
sti~ul;es ~ux alineas 3 et 4 de la· prtsente 
section qu'il dcit prendre en vue de \naintenir 
OU de r-~tBblir la -paix et }a securite. 

Imdrer l'alin6a suivant entre les 
'2 et 3 : 

, 
aline as 

Avant de faire les recommendations ou de 
decider des mesures a nrendre en vue de 
maintenir ou de rltabllr la paix et la slcu­
ritJ, conformement aux dis£ositions de 
l'alinea 2, le Conseil de b6curit~ peut 
inviter les parties int~ressees a se confonner 
aux mesures provisoires qu'il estirne ~tre 
ndcessaires ou d~sir~bles en vue d'empfecher 
une aggravation de la situation. Ces mesures 

1434 

AUSTRALIE. 

(Apres le perpgraphe 2 de le section B, inserer 
le nouveau paragrephe ci-spres:) 

3. Si une situetion exigeent des mesures preventives 
ou coercitives relevant du para~rWhe 1 et du 
paragraphe 2 a c·t~ provoquoo par une question qui, 
selon le droit international, ne concerne que la 
juridiction interne de l'Etat interesse, le Conseil 
ne formulera pas de recommandations ni ne prendra de 

o&cisions pou,rant entrav0r ~itime libr-·rte 
d'~ction de cet Etat, mais il prendra, c~nformEirnent 
; la pr€sente section, telles mesures pr~ventives 
ou coercitives exig6es par le maintien ou le r6ta­
blissement de ln.~ix et de la sEcurite internatio­
n8les. (Doc. 2 G/14 (1) P• 10. 

BOLIVIE 

2. D!unc maniert generaje, le Conseil de se'cur.ite 
devrait d~terminer s'il y R d&nger pour la paix, 
rupture de l'~tat de ~.ix, ou acte d 1 a~ression, et 
devr~t f~ire des recarmartdations ou decider des 
mesures ~ prendre sfin de maintenir ou de r~tablil 
la naix et la s&curit6.· Si un Etut est l'auteur 
d'~ acte d's~r~ssion, tel qu'il est defini au 
poragraphe suiv~t; les mesures devraient ~re 
appliqu?es immGdiatement au moyen de l'action 
collective;. 

3. LB qualification d'agresseur sera attribuee pour les 
actes suivants comrnis par un Etat a 1'6gard d'un 
autre: 
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provisoires ne porteront pas prtjudice 
sux droit~, d~~~er ou ~ la position 
des pe_rtiE.s intlreseJes. l'.u cc.s ml les 
Et,,ts n 1 rzunliou<?raient pas ces nesures 
provisoir~s le Conseil ~e Securits tiendra 
d~ent c0mnte de cettc dgffillanc~. 

1434 

" a) Invasion_armee du tcrritoire d'un Et&t. 

b) Decbrc.tion rl.e guerre 

c) Atta-quc pr._r r:es forGes t~rre:otres, navalee ou 
aerien.""leS. evec _ou S~'J'!S C·~C laretion d~ gue:re 
contre le territoire, les m~vir·~s ou les nv::_"' 
:1 'un Etn_t • 

.J ' ' • ~t ./ - ;:1 ba 4 , ::l c. 1 _ .... ppu1 nr{;J e a _.Gs n ... os armees en vue e 
l'invasion. 

e) Intervention d'un Etrt dens 1a politique 
interieur-:; cu exterieure ~: 'un autr<oEtr·,t. 

f) Refus de sou;nettre 11'1 c~·.usc: du liti.se; 
ll ln procedure de rsglc,-:r.ent pc:oifiqu0 prc"<7U.e 
pour s~ solution. 

g) Rcfus d'excouter le juger.wnt ren~u ~g~J.le:::~llt. 
'O'Ccr une Cour C.e Justice Intern:·tion'lle. 

ETHIOPIE. 

-5-

Ajoutor a ce ps.ragrrp he une phrase concue o~:nne 
suit: 

Jl 

"Tent qu'u..""l G.if'feren::l ser.s' sujet a l:o-, nrcce:".ure 
des n<,r<:>.greryhes 3, 4 et 5 de la presente sect-{~ 
les parties au d:ii'ferend ne devront recourir 'e. 
eucune nesure d'ordre silit~ire ~t le Conseil ce 
Sccuritc ~rendra les mesuns qu'il jug€r·c nccs;. 
sa ires pour s 'acqui tter de ce.tte oblie;atior." • 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (n) p.3) . 
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~RECE. 

Ajouter a ln fin du pnrngrarhe 2 les mots suivants: 

"Notnmmcnt r1ans lc ens do difforcnd en"Sre deux cu 
plusiours pnys, nutros' que les membres permanents 
rlu Consei 1 de Sccurite', colui-ci clevrn prendre ses 
de.cisions pour detcrminor s 'il oxi ste une rupture 
de l 1etnt de pnix ou un ncte d 1ngression, ~~rune 
mnjorite de sept voix. (Doc. 2 ~/14 (i) P• :3) 

MBXIQ,tm. 

2. D'unc moniere generale, le Conseil de Securite ou 
l'Assemblee Generalc devrnient determiner s'il y a 
danger pour la po.ix, rupture de la paix, cu acte 
d 'agress·ion, et devrnient feire des recommandations 
OU decir1er des mesur0s a prendre en vue de maintenir 
ou r1e re'tablir ln paix et lr. securite'. 
(Dec. 2 G/7 (c) (1) p. 13) 

Pi;YS ·B.c,.S. 

2. De facon generale, au cas ou le Conseil de Securite 
constateruit, on vertu des dispositions du para­
graphe 3 de la Section A, l'oxistence d'un danger 
pour la paix, d'une rupture de la pr.ix 'u d'un acte 
d'ngression quelconques, il devra decider des 
mesurcs 'a prerrlre en vue de maintenirou de retablir 
la,paix et b s0curite". (Doc. 2, G/7, (j) (1) p.4) 

PHILIPPINES (Commonwealth des) 

Ajeuter la phrase suivante 'a. la fin du paragrnphe: 



Chep. VI~I, Sect. B. Peragraphe 3 

3. Le Conseil de Seeurite devrnit e.voir le 
" pouvoir de determiner l~s mesures diplo-

me.tiques, . e"'c C:nomiques ou aut res, ne c (!!ll­
port~t pas le reoours. Q la farce armee, 
q~ qevra.ient ~re prises pour rendre sos 
decisions effioaces, et de prescrire a.ux 
membres de l'~ganis!'l.tion d 1appliquer oes 
mesures. Ces mesures peuvent comp~r+.er 
!'interruption totale QU partielle des 
oo;nmunications f'erroviB;ir,es, mritimes, 
a~r~ennes, postales, telegraphiques, radio­
telegrq> hitiues ou aut res, et la rupture d&s 
relations diplomatiques et economiques. 
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" ••• cle~ider des mesures 'a prendre en vue de 
maintmir OU de rotablir lD. paix et lu Securite~. 
Une nation serait oonsii"eree. oomme mow.cf'nt la 
pnix ou qualifiee n1ugrcsseur si elle commettait 
sans qu'il y nit conf1it, un des actes suivants: 
1) declaration rie guerre n une autre n".tion; 
2) invnsion ou uttaque Avec ou sgns declaration 
de ~o d 1un terri toire, d 'un nr.lvire, d 1un 
trnnsport voricn np nrtencnt a -uneautrc n:tion; 
3 blocus mnritime, tern>stre ou P.erien impose·· 
a ~utre nAtion; 4) in~erence rirns les uffaires 
interieures r1 'uno autre nFJtion rn;r fourniture 
d 1 Ar~es, de munitions, de fonds ou d 1autres 
ocntributions'a toute faction, tout grcupe ou 
toute l.pnde armeS OU pPr orgFJnisntion dfune propa­
gBnde portunt etteinte'a la securite'nes institu­
tions 'de cette n8tion sur son territoireu. 
rnoc. 2, G/14 (k) P• 4). 

MEXIQUE. 

/ , ' ~ 

3. Le Consei 1 de Securite, a-ores decision de l'Assem-
blee Generale, aura le droit de determiner les 
mc-sures diplomatiques, eoonomiques ou autres, ne 
comport ant p11s 1 e reo ours "a la force e.rmee, qui 
devruient etre ~rises pour rendre_ses decisions 
efficRces, et de prescrire aux menbres de !'Orga­
nisation d 1appliquer ces mes·ures". (Doc. 2. G/17 
(o) (1) P• 13) 

NCRVEGE. 

.bj outer le t exte sui vant : 



Chap. VIII, Sect. B. Par. 3 

4. Si le Consei 1 r1e Securite estim"l.it ces 
mesures inadequntes, 11 devr~~t avoir 
le pouvoir d 'entreprennre telles ~pe­
rations aeriennes, navales ou terrestres, 

• A , 

qui pourraient etre neoossaires au main-
tien ou au retablissement r1e lo pnix et 
de la se'clU"ite' internntionales. Ocs 
operations pourraient comprendre des 
aetions de forces telles que des demons­
trations et blocus, aeriennes, navales 
ou terrestres, menses par des menbres 
rle 1 'Organisation •. 
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"Dans les relations entre les membres de 
l'Organis~tion, o~tte obligation a la priorite' 
sur l'execution des stipulntions figurant dans 
des troites oommeroiaux ou autrosJ dans leurs 
relntions a vee le s Etnts non-membres de 1 1 Orga­
nisation, le s Etnts membres doivent, suivant la 
methcde prevue dans ces traites, prendre des 
mesures pour retrouver 1? liberte d 1nction,qui 
leur est incl.i spensable 11 • (Doc. 2 G/7 (n) (l) P• 7) 

EGYPTE. 

Paragraphs 4. Ajouter au paragraphs 4 un nouvel 
alinea ainsi concu: 

"Au cas ou le Conseil de Seo'IU'ito prendrait les 
mesures mentionne~s nu porngraphe 4, il devrait 
apr"os un laps de temps raisonnable, rEJferer la 
question a 1~ revision de l 1Assemblee Generale 
reunie en session spe'qir,le. Seul un vote pris 
a ln. mnjorite des trois quarts des membres de 
l 1Assemblee Generale pourrnit suspendre ou 
annuler les decisions prises par le Cons ... ,il de 
Se'curite'." (Doc. 2 G/7 (q.) (1) P• 6) 

NOUVELLE ZELANDE. ----.-
, ' Inserer apres le pnragraphe ·4 le paragraphe 

suivant: 



---------------------~--

Chapitre VIII, Sec. B. Pnragraphe 5 

5. Atin que tous let! membres de l'Orga­
nisation puissant contribuer au 
maintien de la peix et de la seourite' 
1nternatianales, obacun des nembres de 
l'Crganisation devrnit s 1engager ~ 

14J4 

VIII, Section B. devra faire 1'objet d'un vote 
fQvorab1e de l 1Assemb1ee aoquis n la majorite 
skp1e. 

b) oependnnt, dans tou~ 1es cas que 1e Consei1 
de Seburite"considere cornme otant d1extreme urgence, 
11 peut C'ecirter l 'application imme'diate de ces 
mesures sans vote favorable de l 1ABsemb1de Gehernle; 
11 dolt alors communiquer sans de1ai sa decision n 
ltAssemblee Generale. 

c) Toute dQ'cision prise en vertu des a linens 
(a) et (b) de ce par~raphe engage tous les membres 
de 1'0TgP_nisation. 11 (Doc. 2 G/14 (f) p.3) 

Ajouter 1e texte suivant au paragraphe 4 : 

"Le Conseil de Se"curite peut en outre dans des cas 
spe"ciaux et pour ln periode de temps qui paraitra 
ne'cessaire a ssumer ,. au nom c'.e l 1 0rganis at ion, 
1 1administration de tout territoire qui ne peut, 
sans danger pour ln paix, continuer d'etre . -"" 
administre par l'EtRt dont i 1 depend". 
(Doc. 2, G/17 (n) (1) P• 1, B) 

AUSTRAL! E. 

s. Afin que tous 1es-membres des Nations Unies puissant 
contribuer au maintien de 1apaix et de la set,urite 
1nternationales, ils s'engagent'a mettre alP 
disposition du Consei1 de Se'ou-ite~ 'n 1a demande 
de oe1ui-oi, et conformement 'a l'acoord spe'eial ou 



Mcttro a ln ~is~~sition nu C0nsoil de 
Securi to·, ·R lo. ne:"'r-mde tie. ce lui-ci, et 
c•nf-;r"~e~ent ·n. l'accnrd sre'ci~'.l nu nux 
accords qu'ils auraient ~u cnnclure entre 
eux, les forces nrmeos, los fo.cilites et 
1 f nir1e necessaire au mo.intion de lu ]laix 
et n.e ln securite' intcrnnti--,no.les. cet 
'l.CC 'rd nu cos accnrds dcvrn.ient fixer le 
nombre et la nature r'.e ces fr;rces, n.insi 
qve le gen.,re rle f<J.cilites ot r' 'nirl.e ~a f--,ur­
nir. Un 't'ei nu cc tcls O.CC'r(~S r:evrqiont 
~tre ne'g•.,cie's nussit"-t que p'ssible, et 
devre.ient.,dnns chnqu(; C'lS 1 otre s-~unis 0. 
!'approbation c'u c.·mseil de Securito·: et 
'a ln ratificatir:!l, des E.tuts signntfliros 
selon leurs :;:rncedurcs C<'nstituti -:nnGlles. 11 
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nux acc~rds qu'ils nurnient pu conclure entre 
eux, les f~rcos r..rn8os, los fncilites et l'nide 
ne'cessn.ire au nr..intien :-lo lo. -;:'O.ix et de ln secu-

ritc intc.rncti-'nr>.les. Cet acc~rc:. nu ces occr·rr~s 
~evrnient fixer le n~mbre et ln nature r'o ces 
frrces, 8.insi que le genre c~c fncilites et d'ni·-"e 

"a f~urnir. TTn tGl ''U C1.e tels l:tcc;rds ·'evr0.ient 
etre ne.g'cies a ln .-'ilir::encc du c~nscil r~e Sccu­
ritc ct (~Gvrc.ient etre ~ ·nclus entre le C :nseil 
C:e SG'curite' et los P1E.r.:brGS ·'U }r.s CT''U~'EJS r1e 

C> - '-

ffiGffibrCSo Ils r~evrdent 6tre n•:[ 'Cics nussit;t 
que ~~---ssible, et C.evraient, c1n11S chaquc cas, ctre 
s -:>1.m1is '1. lr, rr.tificr:ti •n tics Etnts s ignntn.ircs 
sel:m leur dr:it c'nstituti..,nn<:-1. (D,c. 2 G-/1~ 
(l) ':'• 10 

Chili 

5. I'ns de ch'lnge:-:ent <".nr.s le tcxte frc.npnis. 
(D"C• 2 G/7 (i) r-• 8) 

"'ranee 

5. Afin r"e peuvoir tous contrib,_wr nu 
m'linticn qe la p~ix et rle lo. se~uritc intcr­
nnti~nales, lcs nembres de 1 1 0r;;nnisati.-m 
,.'cvr,_iont s 'engag~ar "h mettre .... ~ ln rliSJ.>Osioion 
r'u C 'nseil r'c .3o.curitc, svr ln' C.e·nr.nc'!.e r'l.e 
ce lui-ci ct en c ·nfor'Tli tc: n.vec un 0u I' lu­
sieurs ncc~rds spccioc>x c "nclus entre eux, 
les f·lrces armees, los fncilitcs ou l'oi<'.o 
n6;css•1ire en vuG ·-~e ~:l"intcnir ln ;aix et lu 
securitc.' intcrnr.ti·>nnles. et notr.J11~ent le 
rlr<'it r..e f'O.SSf'.;:_:e. Cet c..ccOrr1 sr.e'cial oucos 
~r";-sr{ciaux ?cvrnient fixe~ le 
n '..rabrc et • le tyro de cos forces, le delni 

0\ 
1\) 
0\ 



Chnpitre !Ill• ~· f• ~· ~ . 
6. Afin de permtttre a l'Orgnnisotion 

de prendre d'urgonoe des mesurcs d'ordre 
militnire, des contingents neriens natio-
naux d~vraient etre tenus, par oes membros, 
'f\ 19 di'sposition imme"dinte de 1 1 Org~;misn-
tion en vue d r,une notion c. coeroition inter­
nationnle combinee. Ln puissance et le degre 
de preparation' de oes contingents et les plnns 
prevoynnt octte rotion combinee devr~ient etro 
fixe's pr1r le Conseil de Securitc, nveo l'nido 
au Comite' d'Etat-Mnjor, dA.ns los limitcs "f)res­
crites par l'aooord spoci~l ou los accords 
speoiaux vises nu par. 5 ci-dessus. 
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de leur mise n disposition du Conseil de S~cu­
rft~,Siil-y a lieu, la zone de lEiurstatTon­
ileiilentnormai,-et "iJrTcisor lesfiiCfiites, l'aide 
et les moyens" decommunicntiOris-·n fournir.--un--­
tel ou de telsaccords specinux dcvraient etre 
ne·gocies aussitot que possible et devr-:-ient, 
dans chnque ens, etre soumisa l 1approbntion du 
Conseil de Seourite', et D.. 1r- rE-.tifica.tivn des 
Etats signntaires en conformite'aveo leurs pro~ 
cedures constitutionnelles." (Doc. 2 G/7 (o) 
P• 3) 

NOllY,:.LLE Z"ELANDE 

5. Supprimer les mots 11 entre eux" ot 1es 
remplnoer pnr les mots "avec 1ui11

• (Doc. 2 
G/14 (f) P• 3) 

(6) Afin de permettre nux Nations Unies 
de prendre d 1 urgen~e des me sur cs d 1 ordre mi­
litnire, des farcBs uc'i·iennes nntionnles ou 
~ conti~~ts mi~ ;1-evrnient etre tsnilli 

"r_ leur disposition immodi11te t:,n vue de mesu­
res concEJrte'es de coer-cition internnti~wle". 
(Doc. 2 G/14 (1) P• 10) 

6. Afin de perro.ettre (,_ l'Orge~nisetion 
de prendre d'urgenoe des mcsrJres d'ordre 
mil;tP-ire, des co tingcnts !Jrtionnux de 
forces de toutes nrmes stntionnes ou dont 



cr.apitre VIII, Sec. P, Par. 7 
- 1. ~meS'Urcs-ne'Ce'Ssaires 'a 1 t execution 
des de"cisions du Conseil de Securite en vue de 
~aintenir la paix et la sec<~ite internationales 
devraient etre prises par tous les membres de 
l'Organisation agissant de concert ou par cer­
tains d' entre eux se lon 1' appreciation c.u Conseil 
de S~curite. Pour !'application de ces mesures, 
les mE·mbres de 1 1 0rgani sation agiraient. de leur 
proyre chef et par l'intermediaire des organi~mes 
specialises et offices appropries dont ils sont 
meml;>res. 
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le stationnement serait en permanence ryr;pare, 
;til y ~ lf~u. dans des ~de securite' ~­
priees, devra ient pO\:voir etre en permanence -a 
T8disposition au Conseil ~ecurite en vue 
d'une action coercitive conjointe. la puis­
sance et le d egre" de preparation de ces con­
tingents et les plans pour leur action con­
jointe dcvraient ~re determines por le 
Conseil d·e Securite, avec !'assistance du 
Comite d 'Etat-I·~ajoJ:, dans les limites pres­
erites pur l'accord spoci~l ou les accords 
speciaux vise"s au paragraphe 5 ci-dessus .• 
(Doc. 2.G~ (o) P• 4) 

c~nD.dn 

(Inserer le nouveau paragraphe ci-des~us entre 
les parngraphes 7 et 8) 

Tout membre des Nations Unies non repre­
sente au ConsGil de Securite sera-tnvit~ 
"SiiVVyBr un repr<:isentant qui si"6"g6ra ~ qu_aiite, 
de membre'a toute se~nce du Conseil de Securite 
ou ~ disc~en vsrtu .::<u parng;ra'Phe ! ci-"' 
r'essus, l'emploi des farces 9_u'il. s'est eng~ 

"'a mettre"a la dis~ition duConseT!""""de ~.Jritc 
fi'ux termes de l'o.ccord ou des accordsspecinux: 
"i:)r'evus 2.::. por,graphe ~ ci-"de'Ssus. (Doc. 2 G/l4 
(t) PP• 2-3) 

CHili 

/ ... / 

7. Les rnesures necessaires a !'execution 
des- decisions du Conseil de Securite en vue de 
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•. Chopitre !.!.!.!.• Section !• Fnrogrnphe ~ 
8. nes plans pour l'emploi de ln force 

nrmee dcvrnient etre elabores par le Conseil 
de se'Curite, -'Avec 1 'aide du Comite d 'Etnt­
i'oj.pr vise t'U pnrngrnphe 9 ci-cess:>us. 
Chapitre VIII, Section F, Parogro.phe 9 

9~!1 serait constitue~ 1,111 Comite'd'i"'Etat­
;ajor, ~ont les o.ttributions scrnient de con­
sciller et d 1 r1ssistcr le Conseil rlc Securite' 
r~ur tout ce qui concerne les besoins d'ordre 
militaire cu Conseil en vue du mointicn d8 lo. 
pnix ei de ln· socurite ;i.nterno.tionv.les. pour 

,l'cmploi et le commAn1t:ment des forces miscs 
n sa dispositio~ pour lo rcgle~entation des 
armaments, et le desarmement eventual. Il 
devrait ~re responsable, s~us l'nutorite ::lu 
Conseil de Securite, c1t: la direction strnte: 
gique c1e toutes les f0r.ces armecs mises a la 
clispr)sition du Conseil de Securito·. le Comite 
ser;:d t compose des.- Chef's cl. 'Etflt-~rojor rles Etnts 
nembres rermnnents du Conseil ~e Securite ou de 
leurs rerre~entnnts. Tout mombres c1e l 1 0rganisn-
tion qui n'a11rait pas de representation rermonente 
au Comite"' devrait etre invite"par le Comite.t1 s'os­
s"cier 'a lui l·~rsqoo la bonne execution des trnvaux 

"' du C()mite exigerait une telle pllrticirntion." Ensuite 

~aintenir lo pnix et ln securite intcrnationales, 
cevront etre prises par tous les ma~bres de l'Or­
g~nisation agissant de concert ou per certo.ins 
d'entre eux. selon l'appr{ciation r1u Consoil de 
Securite et solon lc·s accords mentTOnncs o.u -
pnrP..grnp!--~5 ci-?.essus. Pour 1' ~pplicD.tiondo 
ces mesures7 los membrcs de l'Orgnnisetion 
agirnient de leur proprc ch~f et nor l'intcr­
medieire ~es arganiSffiCS specialises et offices 
npproprie's rlont ils sont me~brr;;s. (toe. 2 
G/7 (i) P• 8) 

Le Comite' devruit etre comp()SO cles Chefs 
d 'Etrtt-Iaj or 1es Membres PermD.nents du Conseil 
~e Securite. ou de leurs re;,rescntants, sans 
rrejurlice de lo ;;"ssibilite' ~y adjoinr"re los 
Chefs d 1 Etat-Mo.j ;-,r de t~"~us los Etats lffcmbros 
~Organisation. 0U c'e leurs ~entants, 
p.r }a creation do.Psles zones geograrchiques 
76 leur nnticm.iit"E3r'O'S"fect'IVEi, d 1 .>rganismes 
iiifii't'ftfres sub;rr' rmnE s 1 rhnt les attributirms 
seraient consultntives.~c.~G/14 (r) P• 9) 

de 1auoi. devraient ~tre mises au pcint les questions
13 re ~tlves au commnndement des rorces. - -



, 
Amendement propose 
par !es puissances invitantes Chili 

Il serait constitue un comd 
te d'Etat-Major~ dont les 
attri~tions seraient de con­
seiller et d'aider le Conseil 
de Securite pour tout ce 'lUi 
conoerne les besoins d'ordre mi­
litaire du Conseil en vue de main­
tenir la paix et la securite' inter­
nationales, pour 11 emploi ~t le oom­
mandemEilt des forces mises 'a sa dis­
position, pour la reglementation des 
armaments et le desarmement eV-en­
tual. Il devrait etre responsable, 
sous l'autorite du Conseil de Secu-
rite; de la direction strategique de toutes 
les forces armees mises 'a la disposition 
du Conseil de Securite. Le Comite' serait 
compose des 'chefs d 1 Etat-MaJ or des Etats 
membres permanents du Conseil de Securi• 
te' ou de leurs representants. Tout mem­
bra de !'Organisation qui n'aur~t pas 
de repreaentants permanents au Comite' 
devrai t etre invite' par ~e Comi te 'a 
s'associera lui lorsque la bonne exe~ 
cution des travaux du Comite' exigerait une 
telle participation. En suite de.quoi 
devraient etre mis es au point les ques-
tions relatives au co.mmandement des for- France 
oes. Le Comit~d 1 Etat-Major, avec l'au­
torisataon du Conseii de Se6urlte;----
pourra ~des sous-comites regionaux. 

9• Il serait consti tue' un comite' d1 Etat-Major, 
dont les attributions seraient de conseiller 
et d'aider le Cons eil de securite pour tout 
ce qui ooncerne les besoins d'ordre militaire 
du Conseil en vue de maintenir la paix et la 
se'curite internationales, pour l'emploi et le 
comrnandement dew forces mises a sa disposition, 
pour la reglementation des armements, et le 
desarmement eventual. Il devrait etre res­
ponsable, sous l~autorite'du Conseil de Se~ 
curite, de la direction strategique de toutes 
les forces armees mises'a la disposition du 
Conseiill de Securit6. Le Comite serait compo­
se des chefs d'Etat-Major des Etats membres 
permanents du Conscil de Seeurite' ou de leurs 
representants. Tout membre de !'organisa­
tion qui n' at rai t pas de represent':ttion per- • 
me.nente au Comitc: devra etre invite' par le 
Comite'a s 1associer a lui lorsque !'affaire 
en cause ou les mesures qu1 pourr~ient 6tro 
o:Gcici'e'CB,-r•Tnteressen:t ou doivent le tO"Uclier 
ou iorsque Ia bonne exeeufion des travaux du 
Comite exige une telle p~rtjcipation. En 
suite de quoi devraient 0tre mises au point 
les questions relatives au comma.ndement des 
forces. {roc. 2 G/7 (i) P• 7) 

Il devrait etre pourvu'a l'~tablissement d'un 
Comited'Etat-Mijor dont les attributions se­
raient de conseiller et d 1 aiddr le Conseil de 
Securi te' rela ti vement 'a toute question ayant 
trait aux besoins d'orire militaire du Con­
sail de Securi te' en ce qui concerne le main-

0\ w 
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tien de la paix et de la Securite internationales, a l'emploi et au 
oammandement des forces mises a sa disposition, a la reglementation 
des armaments, au desarmement eventual et a toute Mesure de controle 
qui serait jugee opportune~ Il devrait etre responsable sous l'auto­
rite du· Conseil de Se0urite dQ la direction strategique de toutes 
les forces ~rmees miscs a la disposition ~u Conseil de Securite. Le 
Comite devrait ctre compose rl.es chefs d'Etat-Major des Membres per­
manents du Conseil de Securite ou ~e lours reprosentants et d'un 
delegue des membres de l'org~nis~tion s'etant engages a mettre-des 
forces consistnntos ~la disposition dulronseil de Securit~. Tout 
membre de l'org~~isation qui n'aur~i~ pas de representation per­
manente au Comite rlevr11it e·tre invite par le Comite a s 'associer 
a lui lorsque la bonne execution des taches du Comite_exige que cet 
etat p<:l.rticipe a sa tache. Les quE::stions relatives QU CO:ll.'llanr:e­
ment de ses forces devrnient etre decidees par la suite. (Doc.2, 
G/7 (o) pp.3-4. 

Mexique. 

9. Le Comite sera compose des chefs d 1Ete.t-Major des membres semi­
permanents du Consoil de Securite ou ce leurs representants. 

( Doc.2 G/7 (c) (1) p.l3). 

Philippines • 

••• " Le Comit~ sernit composC des Chefs d'Etnt-~1ajor de tous les 
Membres permanents du Conseil de Securite ou de leurs represen­
to.nts. Tout membre cle l'Orgo.nisation qui n'aurait pas ce repre­
sentants permanents au Co~itc devrait etre invite· par le Comite,etc. 
(Doc.2 G/14 (k) p.5) 

- l:5 -
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Uruguay 

(a) "Le Comit~ serait compose des Chefs d'Etat­
M:ljor des Etats membres permanents du Cons eil 
de Socuri te et du chef d' Etat-Ma.jor- de chacune 
des re~ions milTraTreB entre lesquelies le mon­
de est-divise'~ de leurs representants.---

(b) Le Conseil de Securite de'terminera les re­
gionsl:iilit:dres"""€ntre lesquelles le monde sera 
d'iv'ISe. - ---

(c) .!!_ x_ ~ ~ chaque region un Etat-Mc.jor 
region~l compose d un representant-ze ch~cun 
des ,pays compris a.~ la regicn et dont le chef 
sera-e!U P''-r eux.--r:e mief do:vr'l appartcmr--s-­
l'u.Yl de'S paysCiOnstiTuant ~ion, et pourra 
etre reieve-cfe ses foncticns par le COmite" 
1TEt~t-MUjor-rrd1It~1re. --- -

(d) Ch~que pays mettra une partie de ses for­
ces 'a Li disposition de I'OrganisatiOnliiOncrra!"e 
~ccs:forces entrerorrt en action sur 11 ordre 
au lroiiseil de Securite, ag'is::ant par l'interme~ 
~a1re aes_itats-~jors reg1onaux-ou sur l 1 ordre 
de ltEtat="Iviajor roponal en cas d'Ilivasion du 
"t6rritoire ie l'lm des pTysTe la region, noti­
fico.ti on en et:lnt do~.lliC. nsc1'f de Securit"e" 
~ pourracixercer son droit d0 controlc ~ les 
mosures prisos. 

(e) Lorsque les bases n:cessaires pour des ope­
rations mili tTres;--re:-vales ou aeriennos-;-Bc?Oiit 
d'une importance telle que le pays dans lequel 
elle"s dOivent etreet'ablies-;-setr-ou;;:e-dans l'in­
capaci te d' en Si'i'PPorter la charge financi.."'Cre--,­
ce pays recevra, sur sa ctemarle, toute l'assistance 
TcoiiOiiiique et techrirqll6 dent il pcili'rra avoir 
besoin, IDaiS:les bases demeureront sous le comman-

D 
1\) 



dement et l 1 administr~tion exclusive des natio­
~ de ce~. 

(f) Lea questions concerm.nt le commandement de 
ces forces seront roglees ulterieurement {Doc. 
2 G/7 (a) (l).pp. 6-7•) 

Chapitre VIII~· !!:!:.• .;..1_0 ________________________________ _ 

10. Les manbres de 1' Organis~ti on 
devraient se preter une assistance 
mutuelle pour l 1applic'\ti:m des me­
sures decidees par le Conseil C.e 
se'Curite. 

Chapitre VIII, Section B, Pa.ragr~phe 11 

11.. Un Etat, manbr,e ou ncn de l'Orga.nisati on, 
qui se trouverait m presence de problemcs 
oconomiques speciaux resultant de !'applica­
tion de mesures adoptees par le Conseil de 
Securite, ~evrait avoir le droit de consulter 
ladit Conseil pour la solution de .ces proble­
mes. 

Chapitre XII. Dispositions Transitoires 

1. En' attendant 1 1 entroe en vi gueur de L' ac­
cord special ou des accqrds speciaux dent il . 
est question au Chapitre VIII, Section B, p<'.ra­
graphe 5,. et conformement aux dispositions du 
paragr~phe 5 de la Declaration des Qu~tre Na­
tions, signee a Mcscou le 30 Octobre 1943, lea 
Etats parties a cette D.:;claration devraient 

-17-

Chili 

10. Lea membres de !'Organisation devront, dl'l.ns 
lamcsure du possible, se pr~tcr uno l'l.ssist~nCG!nu­
tuelle, enconformite d•.;s dispositions de h. Ch·:>.r­
te p·Jur 'l"applicati•.1n deS mesures decldeespaz=-re­
'U'Gns ei 1. (D.oc. 2 G/7 (i) P• 7) 

Union Sud-Africaine 
, ' . (A insorer apres le pa.ragro.phe 10) 

"Tout Etat qui n'o.ur~ pas r:ussi a r(soudre ou'a 
regler un differend pur des moyens pacifiques, en confer­
mite ·:los dispositions :le la secti n A~ Chapitze VIII et con ... 
tre qui, en consequence# ces mesures aurvnt ete priscs en 
vortu r.les paragr9.phes 3 et 4 de la di te sectirm, sera tenu 

.; 

de payer lea frais de ce~ mesures coercitives ,et.,.de rep9.-... 
rer lea pertes et lea degats qui en auraicnt ote la consequen­
ce. Lea pays pa rti ci p!l.nts aux mesures c0erci ti ves pre~enteront 
lt:urs reclarnati ens 1 SOi t pc..ur lcs fr9.iS one )UruS 1 Soi t pour lea 
i·c.rt,-,s., @t do::nmages subis au Cons ;lil :le Se~urite qui les appr:)u­
,_c.r.-J. vt .prendra toutes mesures necessaires puur en assurer le 
_F_r_a_n_c_.!jm attend·nt !'entree en vigueur de l 1 accordpaiement". 
special ou des apcc,rds sp6Ciaux dont il est ques­
tion au Chapitre VIII, Secticn B# paragraphe 5# et 
conform~ment aux dispositions du paragraphe 5 de la 
Doclar:;.tion desQuatre Nations, signee a Moscou le 
30 Octo hre 1943, 1 es Eta ts p:. rti es a c ett e Dec lara­
tion et la Fra.."lC e devraient se consultor entre eux 



.!'Je consulter entre eux et, s'il y a lieu, 
avec d'autres membres de l'Organisati o?, 
en vue de telle action commune au nom de 
l'Organisation, qui pourrai. t etre necessai­
re au mai~tien de la paix et de la securite 
internationales. 

Chapitre XII, Paragraphe 2 

2. Aucune disposition de la Charta ne 
devrait faire obstacle aux mesures prises 
ou autorisees, vis-a-vis des Etats ennemis 
et comme suite a la presmte guerre, par les 
Gouvernements responsables de ces mesures. 

-18-

et, s'il y a lieu, avec d 1autres membres de l'Or­
ganisati.:>n,-e'il"VUe de telle actL)n cvmune au 
nom de l'Organisation, qui. pourrait etre neces­
saire au maintien de la paix et de la s ecuri te 
intern~tionales. (Doc. 2 G/7 (e) (2), P• 1) 

Mexique 

La Delegation me:xicaine estime que, et'¥lt donne 
.J.e sujet traitc par les deux articles rle ce 
chapi tre, dans les propositions de Dumbarton 
Oaks, il y aurait interet a ne pa~ les faire 
figurer dar.s la Charte, meme a titre de dis­
pcsiti-.'ns tra.nsitoires, mais a m faire l 1 ob­
jet :l'un protocole distinct. Les insorer d9.Ila 
la Charte de !'Organisation i~ternationale fu­
ture serait cammettre une faute originelle aus­
si gran0e ou meme plus grande que celle que l'on 
a si souvent reprochee au Pacte de la Societe 
des Nuticns, du fait de ses liens avec le Trai­
te -:ie Versailles. (Dec~ 2 G/7 (1) P• 14) 

Bresil 
(Ajouter les nouveaux paragraphes) 
Tout gouvernement membre de l'Organisation 

aura ~ro~t ue designer un representant qui 
fera Pi"r'tf'e'd1une commission proVlsoue chargee 
"(!'i'Eifui!ier la"C'r6atH·n c!'une org9rllsl:l.tion inter­
nat! onale Fhypene et de fa ire des rec :)mm:mda­
tions,;: ~ sujet. -------

La commission provisoire aura son siege 
~ une vi ile qui ~ designeepar lea 
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Presinents ce la Conference nuns 1es deux mois 
qui suivrcmtle nominnticn cle$ meribres:-- --

Bn rrefRrant _k plan d 1 une organisation 
r6rmanente d 'h:[giono 1a Cor:llllissicn rr,vis·-cire 
acc:"lrdera une atte11:tion toute s;:-eciale a la 
question ces-raprcrts et~~~sos ~e c0lla­
bornti:>n U'"""'8tat1ir entre cr,tt~aiiTso.ticn 
rerrr.nnvnte et les .n'Ut"r'GS 1'ii'S"t'Itutlons, no.tin­
Po.les ou iPt.rnn:t'i:-nr.les, qui existent deja 
7quiY,·,urr hnt ctro cre8'Sn 1' r .. vcmir diin's 
le d"l"lninr: de 1 1hy¥6iie-.---

Ln C•;rm!lissi'ln :r·vis.,ire fern, des que 
p 1)csffie, s"n T··::rort sur lc resuTtat"de--sQs 
Etudes. et kcommuniqucra u1' AssembleeGene­
rale rnr-1Tfntcrmefinire du Conseil Economique 
et S:>C"iel. (D·Jc. 2 Gf7 (ci} (4). P• 1) 

Chili 

(Aj~uter 1es nruvoaux parngro.~hos) 

3. L~rsque, sdt en vertu c.es pnragraJ;:hes 
1 et 2 ci-r'tessus, soit r-c~ori'Ci'"re aux exi­
gcnces rc lB situntG!i",--rr-y f1.Urfc lieU7"e-­
~:ren'\re""7esc1is1"1Sitionstrun~iz::es;-c7lles­
ci ne •1ernnt r·Ds c·::r>stituer un ;r6cedent ~e 
nature o rorte~ ::rejucice aux Ci'r~its ces Etats 
~f6r.Jbres de---y;-orgenisation.-- ---

-19-

4. Ainsi qu 1 i1 est ~revu au chapitre III, 
~s Membres-cfe TToma!i.TSat'IO!li"nviter.~nt!! -­
adherer a sa Cho.rte et n. fn ire partie de 1' Or go­
rtlsntion-tous les Etnts-qui aiment la F&ix et 1es 
pnncipes ?.emcicrot"I9.'ii68 €tqui ?!onnerciiTCiago:rimtie 
qu 11ls seront fideles &~Rcccrds 1nternationaux • 
--- --= -- -----
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5. la rresente Charte sera ratifiee; 
e.!.!:_ entrera ~ vigueur Mur"""'C"ilacun ri~ signa­
taires ou des Etats a~herents au mnmcnt du 
rie""')t dcii""fiistr'Uiiii1t rie ratificati :m Bt jus­
qu'n fiexrirntinn d 'undelai r1e six m-:;"fsa 
[artir ~Q }9 Gate alaque),le Clle 8Ur'1. cte­
~cecnar 'iii10n-:::t"c ccrite a~'rossoeau 
SccrctPlre-Gemal:--(Dnc. 2 ~{I")p-.-10) 

Iran 

(Ajouter los n"uveaux r;aragraphes) 

~t traite ~ engagement int0rnatic~nl 
C'>r.clu r'lr un rr_embrc; c'e l'Orf:s.nisation dovra 
etre im:;;-c;crtatement enregistre ?~ le Secretr­
rie.t ~ ~ubli<J p11.r ..!.!:.!. aussitet que ;Yssible. 

Pn C:Jmite r1e Juristes qualifies ~ 
c.~nst'tue afin de rr ~ceder a la cc0ificntisn 
du Dr~l·t Intern:;-t1· ~na.l. (D- -c> G/14' ( ) .' LC ' . • I)C 0 4. ' ffi I 

r;~ 



TM United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc, 291 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/12 
Mny 14, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

LOGICAL ARRANGEMENT .QE AMENDMENTS RELATING TO 

CHAPTERS VIII-B AND XII OF DUMB.ARTON· OAKS PROPOSALS 

I. Proposals Defining the Powers of the Sec1Jri ty Council 

A. Participation of General Assembly or non-Members of 
Council in Decisions on Enforcement Action 

1. Assembly 

New Zelllt:nd 

Mexico 

Egypt 

concurrent- action by Assembly, 
VIII.B. New parngraph efter 
VIII.B.4. (Doc. 2, G/14 (f) 
p.3) 

action either by Assembly or 
Council, VIII. B . .l; 2,.3. (Doc. 
2, G/7 (c)(l), pp, 12-13) 

review by Assembly, VIII.B. 
New parngrn»h after VIII.B.4. 
(Doc. 2, G/7, (q) (1), pp. 7-8) 

2. Non-members of Council 

Conada participntion in Council deci­
sions on enforcement, VIII.B. 
New paragra»h c£ter VIII.B.7. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (t), p. 2) 

B. Limitations on Council's Freedom of Action 

Chile 

Austral it:'. 

1290 

action to conform with Charter 
stipulation. (Doc. 2 1 G/7 (i), 
p. 7.) 

action to conform wit~ justice. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (1), p. 9) 

- 1 -
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Australif'. 

Four Powers 

Turkey 

action crising out of matters 
of domestic jurisdiction. New 
paragrGph after VIII.B.2. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (1), pp. 9-10) 

limiting reference to pnrngrr.phs 
3 and 4 of VIII.B. VIII.B.2. 
(Doc. 2, G/29, p. 4) 

oblig~tion 
mitting to 
VIII.B.l. 
p. 2) 

to assist p.~ty sub­
judicial settlement. 
(Do?· 2, G/14 (e)(l), 

C. Determination of Aggression 

Bolivi~. 

Philippines 

Greece 

criteria for identifying nggres~ 
sor. VIII.B.2,3. (Doc. 2, G/14 
(r), pp. 8-9) 

criteria for identifying aggres­
sor. VIII.B.2, (Doc. 2, Gll4 
(k), p. 4.) 

voting procedure in determining 
agressor. VIII,B.2. (Doc. 2, 
G714 (i), p.3) 

D. Speciol Measures Prlor to Application of Sr.nctions 

Four Powers 

Four Powers 

Ethiopia. 

Norway 

Netherlands 

129C 

formal change necessary only if 
emend~~nt to VIII.A. is adopted, 
VIII.~.l. (Doc. 2, G/29, p.4) 

preventive mersuros, 
graph r£ter· VIII.B.2. 
G/29, pp. 4-5) 

New po.r.s.­
(Doc. 2, 

preventive meesures. VIII.B.2. 
(Doc. 2, UY14 (n), p. 3) 

tempor.n.ry c.dministration of 
ter~itory. VIII.B.4. (Doc, 2. 
G/7 (n)(l), pp, 7-8) 

trc.nsfer of.' provisions to 
VIII.A. · VIII.B .. ~. (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (j)(l), p. SJ 

- 2 -



II. The Mechr.nism of Sanctions 

A. Economic and other non-mili tcry sl'-nctions 

Venezuel'l 

Norwey 

11 financi.2l 11 sc.nctions. 
VIII.B.3. (Doc. 2, G/7 (d), 
p. 23) 

compat.ibility with other treP.ty 
obli~ations. VIII.B.3. (Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( n ) ( 1 ) , p . 7 ) 

B. Military Stmctions 

1290 

1. N~tional Contingents 

Austrc.l.i.'C 

Fro.nce 

mixGd contingents. VIII.B.6. 
(Doc, 2, G/14 (l), p, 10) 

mixed contingents Qnd security 
zones. VIII.B.6. (Doc. 2, G/7 
(o), p. 4) 

2. Military StrSf Con~ittee 

Four Powers 

Bolivia 

Urugut>.y 

France 

Mexico 

Philippines 

Chile 

rE;gi·)no.l :::mbcommi ttees. 
VIII.B.9. (Doc. 2, G/29, p. 5) 

regional subcorruni.tteos. 
VIII.B.9. (Doc. 2, G/14 (r), 
p. 9) 

regional org~nization of St~ff 
Comrnittoe. VIII.B.9. (Doc. 2, 
G /7 (:__ )( 1 ) , pp. 7- 8) 

enlcrgod membership. VIII.B.9. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (o), pp. 4-5) 

enlarged membership. VIII.B.9. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (c), p. 13) 

enlo:rged·rnembership. VIII.B.9. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (k), pp. 4-5) 

3. Special Agreements 

Austrc.lio. .~greement with Security Council. 
VIII.B. • (Doc. 2, G/14 (1), 
p. 10 

- 3 -
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New Zeo.l-md 

Fronce 

Chile 

o.grecment with Security Council. 
VIII.B.5. (Doc. 2, G/14 (f), 
p. 3) 

precise content of special ngree­
ment o.nd ri8ht of passage. 
VIII.B.S. (Doc. 2, G/7 (o), 
p. 4) 

extent of eo.ch nation's contri­
bution. VIII.B.5,7. (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (i), p. 8) 

C. Costs of Enforcement Action 

Union of South 
Africa costs of enforcement action. 

New par~gravh riter VIII.B.lO. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (d)(2), p. 1. 

Chile mutuo.l ~ssistance. VIII.B.lO. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (i), p. 9) 

III. Trcnsitiono.l Arrcngements 

Fro.nce 

Chile 

Iro.n 

Mexico 

Bre.zil 

1290 ' - 4 -

inclusion in action under 
Moscow Doclc.ro.tion. XII.l. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (o)(2), p. 1) 

r-.<idi tion:::.l p...-.:.ro._graphs. 
p~r~·-&r::..phs o.i'ter. XII. 2. 
2, G/7 {i), p. 10) 

cdditiono.l paro.grcphs. 
po.r~gro.phs o.fter XII.2. 
2, G714 (m), p. 3) 

New. 
(Doc. 

New 
(Doc. 

article XII to become an annex. 
XII.,l}2. (Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1), 
p. 14 

internation~l heo.lth org~nizo.~ 
tion. · New pr...ra~c.:ph o.fter XII. 2·. 
(Doc •. 2, G/7 (e)(4); p. 1) 
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on International Organization 
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COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Mesures coerc1t1ves 

Security Council 

CLASSIFICATION DES AMENDEMENTS R~LATIFS AUX 
CHAPITRES VIlW et XII -DES -l'ROP0'3ITIONS 

DE DTJ~ARTON OAI~S 

1.. Propos! t1ons <'l.ef'iniF- sant lP s 1')ouvo1rs du .. cons ell de Securi te 

A. Particinat1on de 1 1AsseMblee Generale ou d1Etats non­
meMbres du Conse11 aux Decisions relatives a des 
nesures coercitives. 

l. Assemblee 

Nou~rA lle-Z elan de 

Nex1que 

Egypte 

2. Non-membres du Conse11. 

action concordante de l 1Assem­
blee, VIII .B. Nou~reau Paragraphe 
a la suite de VIII-B.4. (Doc.2, 
G/14 {f) (pp.2-3~ 

action so1t de 1 1Assemblee salt. 
du Conse111 VIII,B.l,2,3. (Doc 2, 
G/7 {c) (lJ ,· pp.l2-13) 

examen par 1 1 Assembl~e, VIII.B. · 
Nou~reau- 1Jaragraphe a la. suite 
de VIII .:8.4. (Doo.2, G/7 (q) (1), 
pp.6-? 

Canada participation aux Decision's du 
Conseil- rPlat1,res aux rriesure~ 
de coer~1t1on, VIII.B.Nouveau 
paragraPhe a 1a suite VIII.B.7. 
(Doc.2,-G/14 (t) pp.2-3. 

B. _Restrictions a la Liberte d 1 aot1on du Conseil. 

Chili action en contormite des d1spo­
~1tions ~e la ChRrte, III.B.l. 
\Doc.2, G/7 (i} p.?. 

1291 -1-
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1291 

Austra1ie 

Australie 

Quatre Puissances 

Turquie 

. 
action ccnforme a la justice, 
VIII.B.l. (Doc.2 1 G/14 (1) .pp. 
9-10 

action resultant de questions oui 
relevent de la juridlcti~n na- · 
tionale. NouvPaU paragraphe a 
la suite de VIII.B~2 (Doc:2, 
G/14 {1) p.lO) 

Limitation aux paragraphes 3 
et 4 de VIII.B. des mesures 
ou recommandations 'VIII.B.2. 
(Doc.2, G/89,p.4) ----

obligation d 1assister toute 
~artie se soumettant·a un re­
~lPment jb~i~i~i~e. 'VIII. ij.l. 
(Doc. '2', G/l•i; (e) (1) 1 p. 2 

C. Constatation de 1 1 agression 

Bo1i ~rie 

PhiliDnines 

criterP pour 1 11dentificat1on 
d 1 un 101.gresseur. VIII .B. 2. 3. 
(Doc. 2, G/14 (r) pp.8-9 

critere nour 1 1 1d~ntification 
d 1 un a~~:ssc''~ .. •iJ ~1 2 2. 
(Doo. ~' G/~4 ~k; pp.4-5 

nrceedure de vote ~our deter­
inir ... n' un 3..;:r:::essear~ VIII .B.2. 
(Doc. ·~, G)'l4 Ci) p.3 

D. Mesures spec1a1es prea1ables a 1 1 anD1ication de 
sanctions 

Quatre Puissances 

Quatre Puissances 

Ethiopie 

-&.-

~edification de forme,nPces­
saire seulement si·lramendement 
A VIII b est adont8.VIII.B.1. 
(Doc. 2, G/29 p.4) 

mesur2.s nreyentive.s. Nouveau 
paragr"'.!,'he a la suite de VIII. 
B.2. (Doc. 2 1 G/29,·pp.4-5) 

MesurPs preventives 1 VIII.B.2 
(Doc.2, G/14 (n), p.3) 



Norvecre administration temporai~e de 
terri toirPs 1 VIII.B.4. (Doc. 2, 
G /7 ( n ) ( 1 ) p. 8 ) 

643 

transfert de dispositions a VIII, 
A. VIII ~.1.~. (Doc. 2, G/7 
(j)-n:T p.4) 

II M~canisme des sanctions. 

1291 

A. S~nctions economiquas et autres sanctions non-militaires 

Venezuela 

Norve~e 

B. Sanctions milit~ires 

sRnctions ~financi~res".VIII.B.3 
(Doc. 8, G/7 (d) ----

como~tibilite avec lFs obligstionE 
1 "· • , 't -

d autres tr2ltes VIII.B,u. 
(Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (1) pp.7-8) 

1. Contingents nationaux 

Austrnlie 

Frqnce 

contin~ents Mixtes. VIII.B.6. 
(Doc, 2, G/14 (1) p.loJ - -

contin~ents mixtes et zones de 
se~urite VIII.B.6 (Doc. 2, G/7 
(o) ----

2. Comit~ d 1Etat-Major ~ilitqi~e 

Q,ue.tre Puis 'sqnces 

Bolivie 

Uru>ruf.l.y 

France 

Hexique 

Phil 1-opines 

-3-

sous-comites rPgionaux.VIII.~.2 
(Doc. 2, G/?9, p.5) 

sous-ccnites regionaux. VIII.~.2 
(Joe. 2, G/14 (f),p.9) 

or~Rnis~tion regionale de comite 
o1 :2tqt-Eajor. VIII.~ • .§, (Doc.2, 
G/7 (a) (l),pp.G-7) 

"()P.rtici nntion el."l.rgie VIII.~ • .§, 
( ~! 1 c . 2, G /7 ( o) 

P":ticiDRtion elRrgie. VIII.B.9 
(Luc, 2, G/7 (c) p'.10) ----

Darticipati':ln elargie.VIII.~._g 
(Doc. 2~ G/14 (k) ,pp.4~ 
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Chili 

3. Accords speciaux 

~ouvelle-Zelande 

FrElnce 

Chill 

elargis sement ad .h2.Q,. -VIII .~._g 
(Doc, 2 1 _G/7 (i),p,7) 

accord avec le Conseil de S8curite 
VIII.~.Q. (Doc, 2 1 G/14 (1) 1 p.l0) 

aecord aYee le Conseil de Securi te 
YIII-~·Q (Doc. 2, G/14 (f),p.0) 

teneur nrecise d '-accord specil'll 
et droit c.e D<tSs<J.ge. VIII,B.5. 
(Doc. 2 

1 
G /7 ( o) -- - -

innortance de la contribution de 
chaaue nation. VIII,B,5,7. (Doc. 2, 
G/7 (i) ,p.7) ----

C. Cout de l'Action coercitive 

Union Sud-l.fricaine cout de 1 1 ~ction coerci ti ve. Nouvea.u 
p<tregr~phe-~ la suite de VIII.~.1Q 
(Doc, 2, G/14 (d) ,(3)f p.~ 

Chili airl.e mutuelle. VIII.B.lO (D_oc.2 1 
G/7 (i) p.7) 

III. Arrangements transitoires 

F!'ance 

Chili 

Iran 

MexiC1ue 

1291. 

inclusion dans 1 111 action 11 selon 
la declaration de Hoscou. XII.!. 
(Doc. 2 1 ·G/7 (o) (2) ,p.l) 

pe_rqgrRnhes !1-dditionnels. Nouveaux 
TlfL!'~'t:-:--Ar;hP .s a la suite de XII .g 
-(Doc.2,' G/7 (i) ,p.B) 

Pa -~R;-rP""hes ~~qi ticnnels, Nouveaux 
TY' !'A.;;;::.~q_nhes a la sui tP d.e XII. 2 
-(D'oc:s, G/1"1: (;r,) ,n.0) ---

Trons~or~Ptionde 1 1 P~rticle XII en 
annexe. XII.1.2 · (Doc.~, G/7 (c) 
(l),p.l4J 

Or,;;A.~isotion intern<J.tionqle d 1 hy~ie­
ne: l~on,reA.u •·8.ragranhe 'q lq c-ui te de 
gi.g. (Doc.8, G/7 (e) ("1:) pp.l-8). 
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RESTRICTED 
\I'D 1 (l::HGLISH) 
Sub Committee III/3/A 
May 18, 1945 

------------------------------------
AIDE MEMOIRE 

The Chilean Delegation requested Committee III/3, 
at its meeting of the 15th of the present month, that its 
amendment to paragraph 5, Section D, Chapter VI, be con­
sidered in conjunction with that proposed by Canada to 
Section B, Chapter VIII, for the study of which the Committee 
named Sub Committee III/3/A. 

The Canadian amendment consists in adding a new 
paragraph between parag!•aphs 7 and 8 of Sectlon B of Chapter 
VIII, to give any member of the organization not represented 
in the Council the right of atter.di~g its meetings as a mem­
ber, whe~ the use of force in the application of sanctions 
is being discussed. 

The Chilean amendment modifies paragraph 5. Section 
~ of Chapter VI, as follows: 

"5• Any member of the organize tion not having 
a seat on the Security Council and any state 
not a member of the Organization should be in­
vited to participate in the discussion re­
lating to a dispute if'. such membeJ:• or state 
is a party to a dispute under consideration 
by the Security Council, or if, without its 
being a party to such a dispute, the deci­
sions that might be taken thereon would 
af'f'ect it." 

The Chilean amendment concerns the general proce­
dure of' the Security Counc 11. Th·e~· Canadian a~aendment touches 
on the f'unctions of the Council as ·regards the determination 
of' sanctions. The Chilean amendment is of general applica­
tion. The Canadian 6mendment is of' specif'ic·application. 
Theref'ore, the Chilean Delegation f'eels that its proposal 
should also be con~idered in conjunction with that of' 
Canada, since the latter is simply the application of a 
more general principle which Chile has proposed.and which 
it will sustain when the corresponding part is examined 
by the Committee. 
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The Capadian Delegation also has proposals similar 

to that of Chile in Chapter VI. As Canada has wished to put 
these ideas into more specific form in Section B of Chapter 
VIII which falls within the scope of Committee III/3, the 
Chilean Delegation feels that consideration should also be 
given in this Section to the Chilean amendment. 

May 16, 1945 

(signed) German Vergara 
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RESTRICTED 

U~'UTED i.~~~T~c::rc.:s COHFEt\ENCE 
C~\f IN~':Z:::Wr~:-.TJONAL ORG">NlZNJ'ION 

"'-ID l, (French) 
Scus-ComJte J..II/'3/A 
Mc..y L?. 1S'·1+5 

---·-------··--·------- -------··-- ------

AID8 MSl-10IRE 

, , ~ I La ~elegation du Chili dom~nde·au ComitP- III 3, 
au oours de la eeance du 111 oonrant, d'8tudier 1 1amende.mt:::-nt hU 
par~granhe ffil, de la Section D, du,Cl).a:o1trt;J VI, oonjo1nternent 
av~:c l 1 amendement soum1e r:lar la Deles::.tion du Ca.no.dFJ. 1 .;.1. J.a 
Section B du ghapl tre V!II; lE) Cm.11 te designe le Bous-Com '.te 
III/3/A pour etudier les d.1 ts :.:.un<"nd.::~nents. 

L1 DJ!lPndHmf.nt du Co.n:,Clo. conri ,tE· o. 1nF~erE.r rn+.re 
lea parc.gro.phes ? <:t 8 t't€ ~a S< ctiop E, du Cho.n1 tre VIP, un 
notlveau pa.ra.gr<cphl;l v1sant 11 donJw:r c un membrf' quelconqu"l de 
1 1orgunisation non :r-::pr·~st·nt!. ~~u Const:il 1. droit (llp.,H~lfltel', 
en qtwl1 te de membre, 0. tot..t-; (!~llnce ou, a(:.ru. disc1.1t~ 1 1 :;mploi 
des force-s qu '11 a 1 • r1 t <>nfHfr.t' a :nc ttrP n l:;t. dlsoo~l tlon 'lU 
Oonse!l pour 1 1 npplicntion d.,;s ~?n.nct1one. 

L 1 nrnendement du Chili modi fifO 1<> oo.ragr~;!~)bf; t', 
dtl la. Section D, du Chau1 tre VI, oonraA suit: 

11 6. Tout J'll~MbrP. de l 10rgun1Pf1.t1on qui n'•·Pt 
I ~ ,. I 

oas rP-'\)r.fi~c-nte au Con~eil "if> Sccu:rttt- f't 
tout EtC~.t non T"!·":"!Ol'"" de 1 1 0rgu.nisnt1on, f-: 1 11 
Pflt partif·' Ll Ul1 ci.1fft.I'b1d eXUr•11ne Uar lLl don-, •• , , lito •• 

ferMnoe rle SeouritP ou 81, ~:~s etr~ nurtle 
D.U c11ff,~X't1l1d, 1). flBt inteY'P.~~ef' llUX de01Ai0nB 
~Ui POUI'J"'i:litmt etre> pi'ifH'iS a C·:"' prouOEl 1 •h·VI'3. 
etrE' 1nv1 te a nartioi-per nux disou~::~ir n~-' ll 

I ' ' ' IJ £}IDE'nde9ent du Ch n 1 v1 i E' 1[~ proc<~~(~.\.rre f;l-nere.le 
du ConP.t'l1l de Seourit."J, L 1 a."!'!endemPnt rl.u Can.:: do. touch(;· au:r.: 
fc:notions du OonAc-11 en C~' qui' c..,nc.,rne 1 r u·0pl1cnt1otl. ,d)B 
Silnotions. L 1 amt?nd~Ment ctu Oh111 D. unEl noplicu t1on e;·· nt·ralt::'. , . .. -. , 
C~Jlu; ~u Oanctda a une appl1on:t,:\ on ~'\-)~'oif'iqut:.. En Mn<-'~quenoe, 
~a De~eg~~.t1on au Chili E:~t1Me que !'.a pr0PDH1 t1or. t".o:t t etra 
e tud1e<3 oonjo1nteMf.nt avec cellE" Cl.u Cw:'l.~o.r.L, Qe.r '~elle-o1 n 1 eet 
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qu'une application 
lA Chili F>t CjUP CR 
p...;.I' le Coli1i te. 

, , , 
Cl.' un ur1noi:oe pluA gener£t1 propose par 
-pays souti~='n<"ra lors de 1 1 exarnen du texte 

La Deleg0tion du Cana~a, a, elle aussi, des pi'o­
uositions s1mila1res,a celles du 0~111, du Chap1tre VI. ~uisque 
le Canada a voulu 'Presenter ses 1<i.ees Ci 'une facon plufl A'Pec1-
f1que dal)S la Sect1on,BJd.u Chap1tre VIII, qui est du ressnrt 
c'l.u Cnm1 te III/3, la DelE'g~t1on du Chili ~a time que l' amenn.e-

,. , , ' I ment ch111en Clolt etre egn1Pment exD.!I11m~ a 1 occasir'~n de 1a 
rneme Section. 

1619 - 2 -



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICTED 
WD 68 (~LISH) 
III/3/A/2 * 
June 1, 1945 

Security Council 
Corrnnittee 3 Enfo1•cement Arl~angements 

~-MEMOIRE: SUMMARY REPORT OF JI'J.EETINGS OF SUBCOMMITTEE 
III/~/~' -MAY_ 31 AN~ ;!~JE_E~ ,l,-

TO CONSIDER REDRAFT OF CHAi-''l'ER XII 

1. The Subcommittee was unab1e to agree upon a text which 
achieves greater clarification than is found in the existing 
text. 

2. The Subcommittee agreed, 5-0, that the Rapporte~r's Report 
should include certain explanations given in response to 
questions of interpretatj_on of Chapter XII at the sixteenth 
meeting of Committee III/3 and at the meetings of the Sub­
committee. 

Draft Explanation Propg~~~ed £[ Secre~~riat 
for Inclusion~ Rapporteur's Rej)OL•t 

With respect to the interpretation of paragraph 1 
Chapter XII, the following explanations were given: 

a. The Security Council would be responsible dur 
ing the intetim period for the pacific settlement 
of disputes under Chapter VIII, Section A. 

b. While it was possible to interpret paragraph 1 
to mean that all the special agreements ~would have 
to come into force before the Council took 
responsibility, it was the intention of the 
drafters that the Four Powers [pow Five Power~ 
should act on behalf of the Organization only 
until the Council was able to undertake its 
responsibilities. This did not mean that all the 
agreements would have to come into force before the 
Council could assume responsibility. 

c. The responsibility of the Four Powers for 
enforcement action under Chapter VIII, Section B 
was temporary, to endure only until the Council 
could assume that responsibility. 

With respect to the interpretation of both paragraphs 1 
and 2 of Chapter XII, the following explanations were given: 

3071 ~ .. 1 -

*[Por III/S/A/1 aee Doc.69l III/1/B/S] 
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The decision to turn over the military enforce­
ment responsibilities of the signatories of the 
Moscow Declaration and of France to the Security 
Council ~hould be the responsibility of the signa­
tory powers and of France and not of the Security 
Council. 

- 2 -



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
WD 68 (FRENCH) 
III/3/ A/2-* 
June 1, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 3 Mesures Coercitivee 

AIDE-MEMOIRE: COMPTE-RENDU RESUME DES SEANCES-DU SOUS­
COMITE III/ 3/A 'TENUE"S" LE 31 MAI ET LE PREMIER JUIN -POUR 

EXAMINER LE NOUVEAU T~ DU CHAPITRE ill 

1. Le Sous-comite n'a p~ se mettre d'accord sur un texte 
comportant nlus de clarte que le texte existant. 

2. -Le Sous-comit~·a decide, par 5 voix centre o, que le 
rapp9rt du ~P?Orte~r contiendrait certainee,e~l1cat1orye 
donnees en reuonse a des questions re~at1v~8 a 1 1ntPrpre~a­
tion du Chapitre XI~ lore de lA seiz1eme,spance du Com1te 
III/3 et lore des reunions du Sous-comite. 

, 
Pro.let d 1 ex-plication §..Q.Umis par le Secretariat 

. et destine ~ etre inser~- dans le rapoort du Rapporteur. 

En ce qui concerne 1 1 interpretation du paragraphe 1 du 
Chapitre XII, lee explications suivantes sont donnees: , , , 

a~ Le Conseil de Secur~te sera charge pendant la , 
p•= ''lo:'l.e trans1t9irP du reglement pacifique des diffe­
r~nds mPnt1onne au Chap1tre VIII, section A. 

b. Bien qu 1 11 soit possible d 1 1nterpreter le p~ragr~phe 
1 comme s1~n1f1ant que taus les arrangemente,epeciaux 
devraient etre entree en vigueur au moment au le Conse11 , ' , 
assumera la responsab111te du reglement dee d1fferends, 
1 1 1ntent1on des auteurs du proJet est que lee Quatre 
Puissances (actuellement lee Cinq Puissances) Q1 ag1ssent 
au nom de l 1 0rgan1sation que jusqu'au moment ou 1~ Con­
sell sera en mesure d 1aesumer cette responeab!lite. C~la 
ne s1gn1f1e pas que taus les accords do1vent etre entree 
en vigueur avant oe moment. 

' ' c. La responeabilite 4es Quatre Puissances en matiere 
d'action coercit1ve prevue au Chap1tr~ VIII, Section B, · 

- est tem~ora1re et cessera nu moment ou le Conse11 pourra 
1 1 aesumer. 
Pour l 1 1nterpretation des paragraphes,l et 2 du Chapitre 

XII, lee explications suivantes eont donnees: 

3072 

, , , 
La dec1,1on de transferer la responeabilite d~e sigpatairee 
de la declaration de Moscou e~ de la France t>n matiere de> 
m~eures,coerQit1ves de caractere mil1ta1re au Conseil de 
Securite releve de la responsabilite dPs Puis~ances,eigna­
taires et de la France et· non du Coneeil de Securite. 

•[Pour III/8/A/1 ~o1r 1e docament 691 III/1/B/S] 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc, 478 (ENGLISH) 
III/3/B/l 
r.tay 21, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 3 Enforcement Arrangements 

DRAFT BY SUBCOMMITTEE OP PROPOSALS 
FOR AMENDING PARAGRAPHS l AND 2 OF CHAPTER VIII, B 

Should the eeeurity Council deem that a failure to settle, 
or to give effect to a settlement of a clispute in accordance 
witn-any of the proccdur~s indicated in paragrap[s 3, 4, and 
~Section A of this Chapter constitutes a threat to 
international peace and security or, in general, should the 
Security Council deem that a situation exists which threatens 
the peace, it sha'Ir;-irnece·ssary, decide upon the measures 
set forth in paragraphs .3 or 4 of this Sectio~ to be taken to 
maintain peace and security, provided that the Security 
Council hay first call upon tno partfes-cQncorned to comply 
with sue ·measures whether provislonal or otherwise as it 
may deem necessary or desirable to pu£ an end to the dispute 
~ the situation or to prevent an aggravation of the dispute 
or the situation. ~ny provisional measures decided upon PI 
~e Council under t e provisions of this paragraph shOUidiDe 
Without prejudice to the rights, claims or position of the 
parties conc.erned, Failure to comply with sucn provisional 
measures should be duly taken into account by tbe Security 
Council. 

Should the Security Council determine the existence of 
any breach of the peace or act of aggression it should decide 
upon the measures set forth in.paragraphs 3 or 4 of this 
Section which should be taken to restore peace and security, 
without prejudice to the simultaneous application of any 
other measures the Security Counci~ may decide upon with the 
object of restoring international peace and security. · 

1864 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 3 Mesures coercitives 

F.ESTRICTED 
Doc. 478 (FRENCH).* 
III/3/B/1 
Hay 21, 1945 

Security Council 

* PROJET D1 Al~NDEHENT AUX PARAGRAPHES 1 et 2 
- DU CHAPITRE VI:t_f, .§.ECTION £2 - - -

SOU!US FA.'{ LE .f!Q_US-COYITE 

Si 1e Consei1 de Securite considere comme une menace 
~ la paix et ~ la. securite internationales le fait O.e ne 
pas parvenir au reg1ement d 1un differend ou de ne pas 0onner 
suite au r~g1ement de ce differend conformement ~ 1~~n~ d~~ 
I?P99Ef(!.ures indiquees aux paragraphe s 3,4 et 5 de la Section A 
du present chapitre, ou, de fa9on generale si 1e Conseil de 
Securite consici.ere qu~ une situation consti tue une menace 
~ J..l! p~ix, il devra, au besoin, decider le'sque11es des mesures 
enumerees aux paragraphe 3 ou 4 de la presente section devront 
~tre prises pour maintenir la paix et la securite; toutefois 
1e Conseil de Securite pourra d 1abord inviter 1es parties 
interessees a se conformer aux mesures nrovisoires ou autres, 
qu 1 il pourra juger necessaires ou opportunes pcur terminer 
~e dif!erend, ou reg1er la situation, ou pour empecher ce 
differend ou cette situation o.e s 1 aggraver. T~1,1~e mesure 
prov~soire decidee Pl:l-r 1e_ Con..§9il confornement aux dispositions 
du present paragraphe, devra etre sans prejudice des droits, 
des reclamations ou de la position des parties interessees. 
Le feit de ne pAs se conformer a ces mesures provisoires 
devra d~ment etre note par 1e Conseil de Securite. 

Si le Conseil de Securite determine 1 1 existence d 1une 
atteinte a la paix, ou d 1un acte d 1agression, 11 devra de­
cider 1esque11es des mesures enumereeo aux paragraphes 3 ou 
4 a.e 1a presente section devront etre prises po.ur retablir 
la paix et 1a securite sans prejudice de 1 1app11cation si­
mu1tanee de toute autre mesure que po~rrait determiner le 
Consei1 de Securite en vue de retablir la prox et ra securi­
te internationales. 

·ifcCorrigendum voir P• 659J 
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The United Na.tions Conference 
on Interna.tional Orga.nization 

COMMISSION III 
Comi ttf 3 Meeures coeroitives 

RESTRICTED 
J).;c, 521 (FRENCH} 
III/3/B/l (1) 
May 23 1 1945 

Security Council 

AMENDEMENTS AU PROJET D 1AMENDEMENT 
~ PARAGRAPHES 1 et g D.U CHAPITRE VIII 1 SE:CTION ~~ 

SOUMIS PAR JJi b0U5-COMI'l'E 

Doc. 478 (French) , l.U./.!2112/1 

Les paragraphes suivants remolacent le texte distr1bue 
anterieurement: . 

1. Si le Conseii eatime qu 1une menace pour la pa~x 
resulte du non-r~glement d 1un differend suivant les proce­
dures prevues aux paragraphes 3, 4 et 5 de la Section A 
ou.de l'inexecution d 1un r~glement ainsi intervenu ou d 1 une 
facon generale si le Conseil est d 1avis qu 1il existe une 
situation qui menace la paix, il decide en cas de besoin 
des mesures A prendre conformcment aux paragraphes 3 et 4 
de la presente section pour maintenir la paix et la securi­
te; le Conseil peut toutefois au prenlnble inviter les par­
ties a se conformer aux mesures provisoires ou autres qui 
lui paraissent necessaires ou opportunes pour mettre un ter­
me au differerid ou ala situstion ou pour en prevenir l 1 ag­
gravation. Aucune mesure provisoire decidee par le Conseil 
par application de la presente disposition ne peut porter · 
prejudice aux droits, aux demandes ou A la position des par­
ties. Au cas o~ lee Etats n 1appliqueraient p~s ces mesures 
provisoires, le Conseil de Securite tiendra dument compte 
de cette defoillance. 

2. Si le Conseil de Se'curite dEftermine qu 111 y a 
a'tteinte a la paix ou acte d 1vgression, il doit decider des 
mesures a prendre en c;)nf n:mi tc avec lee paragrnphes 3 et 4 
de ln si tue.ti:m en vue de retablir le. pa1x et la securi te, . 
sans prejudice de 1 1 applicat1.1n s1r.1Ulta.nee de toute· autre 
me sure que le c,:nseil de st!curi te peut decider en vu.e de 
retaqlir la puix et la securite. 

2009 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
~c. 100 (El'fGLIII} 
lii/4/2 ' . 
May 5, 1945 . 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Co~ittee 4 Regional ~ang~eDta 

SUMMARY REPORT ~ THE FIRST MEETING 9! COMMITTEE !II/4 * 
Veterans Building, 1!22! m, May i, 1945, 5:10 E.·!!· 

The meetin~ was called to order by the Chairman, Alberto 
Lleras Camargo· (Colombia) at 5:10 p.m. 

The Chairman expressed his appreciation at the honor 
conferred and urged that the Committee should work expedi· 
tiously. The Chai~an, in the absence of V. K. Wellington 
Koo (China), Rapporteur or the Committee, introduced S. R. 
Ken-sheng Chow, substitute, and Allan Dawson, Secretar,' or 
the Committee. 

The Secretary introduced the Associate and Assis·tant 
Secretaries and comment~ that the a$•ignment of Secre· 
taries to the Committee was provisional, and that necessary 
changes might be effected in the course of time. 

The Chairman requested the delegations to inform the 
Secretarr (Veterans Building, Room 421, tel. IN 3300, 
ext. 148) of the names of delegates assigned to the Com­
mittee. 

The Committee accepted the proposal of the Chairman 
that the normal rules of parliamentary procedure should 
be followed, pending their definitive approval by the Can­
fereftce, At the request of tho Chairman the Secretary 
stated that the basic documentation consisted of the Dum­
barton Oaks Proposals as supplemented at the Crimea Con· 
ference and the Chinese Proposals agreed t~ by the 
sponsoring Governments, together with the comments sub­
mitted thereon by the participating countries. 

•[No Agenda issued for let meetiDg) 
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The Secreta:t7 recalled tha·t· the terma of reference of 

Committee 4 as laid down in Doeument 31 at the Conferencf, 
dated April 21, 1945 were as foilowss 

"Technical Committee ~ - Regional APransements. 

~ctions: To pPepare and recommend to Commission 
!1! drsft provisions for the Charter of the United 
Nations relating to matters dealt with in Chapter 
VIII, Section C, of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, 
and to the comments and suggestions relevant thereto 
submitted bTt tbe Governments participating in the 
Conference. ' 

He added that comments on the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals 
should be received by the Secretary General by midnight. 
A digest of relevant sections of the comments was in course 
of preparation. 

A proposal of the Chairman to hold daily meetings com~ 
mencing Monday, May 7, 1945, encountered opposition. The 
view was expressed that less frequent meetings would be 
necessary to facilitate the representation of small dele­
gations at Comm:tttee meetings, and to make it possible to 
follow the proceedings of related committees. In the in­
terest of elasticity, it was sugge~ted that the timetable 
of the Committee should be arranged by discussions among the 
officers of the various committees. 

Discussion arose on a proposal of the Chairman t~ 
initiate the work of the Committee by a general discussion 
commencing on Monday, May 7. It was suggested that a more 
expeditious procedure would be to appoint a subcommittee 
to prepare an analysis of the amendments on the basis of 
which discussion shoul~ proceed in Committee, The alter­
native view was expressed that such an analysis should be 
made by the Rapporteur, The Chairman expressed the view 
that a general discussion would ~ke it possible for dele­
gations to eliminate minor points of difference and to place 
their ~ondments upon some common basis. It was agreed that 
this method should be adopted for the.second meeting and 
should be discarded if it .proved disadvantageous, 

The Chairman closed the meeting at 6 p.m. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc.lOO (FRENCH) 
III/4/3. r:Le. III/4/2J 
May 5, 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 

Conite 4 Arrangements r~gionaux. 

COMPTE-RENDU DE LA PREMIERE REUNION DU COMITE III/4 '~ 

VETERANS BUILDING, SALLE 223, i MAI 1945, h. 1'7 n.lO 

La see.nce est OUVf'rte par le PresidPnt' M. Alberto Llera.s 
Camargo (Colombie), R 1'7 h.lO. 

Le Pr~sident remercie le Comite de l 1 honn~ur qui lui 
est fait et lui dem~nde de travailler avec diligence. En 
l 1 ~bsence de M. V.K. Wellington Koo {Chine), RnpP,orteurJ 11 
prcsente M. S.R. Ken-heng Chow, rnppqrteur suppleant, et 
M. Allan Dawson, Socretl".ire clu Comi te. 

Le Secretaire presente le Co-Secreta1re et le Secretaire 
adjoint du Comite; il 1nd1que que la nominati9n des Secre­
taircs est nrovisoire et que les changements indispensables 
pourront etre faits ulterieurement. 

Le President c".emAnde aux nelegations de communiquer Ru 
Secretaire (Veteran~ ~ui~~ing, S~lle 421, tel~ ;N 3300, ext. 
148) les noms des c'.clsgues choisis pl'lr leur delegA.tion pour· 
t~1rc partie ~u Comite. 

Le Comi te accepte la propos! tion fa.i te par le President 
d 1appliqu(r aux travnux du Comite les regles de procedure 
habitucllement en vigueur dans les Parlements en attendant 
le vote pPr la Conference du reglement <''.efini tif. En reponee a la deoende du President, le Secretnire ~eclare que la docu­
mentation qui servirR de base ~e trPva11 au Comite est 
oonstituee par le~ Propos1 t1ons de DumbEtr~on Oaks, lee comple­
ments que la Conference C\e Yal ~e. a apportes et lee pronos1.­
t1ons ch1noises qui sont Appuyeee par les gouvernements des 
nations in vi tf.'l.ntes, e1ns1 que oAr les comnentn1res des ntlt1ons 
participantes. -

Le Secretl'11re rA.ppE>lle que le nMc'IF'.t du Comi te 4, tel 

•[L'Agenaa ae la lre a6ance n'a pas 6t6 publi61 
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qu r i1 figure c'l.ana 1e Df,cument :n rte ·le. Conference, en d.~e c'l.u 
27 avril 1945, est le suivant: 

"Comite Technigu~ i -,Arrangements region~x. 

11 E1abarer pour la Chttrte des Nations Uniee des 
projets de dispositions relativement aux sujets 
traites au Chapit~ VIII, Section C, des Propositions 
de DumbBrton OPks, y compris lea commenta1rea et 
suggestions s'y ra~portnnt soumis par lee Gouverne­
ments participant ala Conf4rence." 

, I1 aJoute que les commenta.iz;es presen~es par ~e~ de­
legations devront ~tre communiques au 6eoretaire General 
avant minuit. Un recue1l des passnges des commentaires in~ 
teressant la tache du Comite est en preparation. 

, . 

·La proposition fa1te pe.r le President de tenir dee 
seances quotidiennes a pA.t'tir dU ),uncli 7 mai 1945 rencontre 
une certaine ~ppos1 tion. Certains Cl.elegues font observer 
qu 1 il fR.UdrAit,q~e lee reunions fussent moine frequentes 
pour que lee nelegat1ons peu nombreusee n 1a1ent pas trop de 
difficul~es a se feire representer, et pour que ,lee membres 
du Comi t~ puis sent sui vr~ lee travaux c,_es Corn1 tes yoislns. 
Le Oom1te est favorable ala solution qui consiste, pour 
aasu:r;er des hora;res plus souples, B. le,1sser aux bureaux des 
differents Comites le soin de fixer lee jours et les heuree 
de sea seances. 

La c'l.1souss1on s•ouvre sur une proposition du President 
t~ntlant a 1na.ugurer les trA.VA.UX Cl.u Comi tP pa.r une diecusslon 
g~n~ra:J,e qu1 pourrai t commencer le lunA.! 7 Iljai. Certa;ns 
deleguees s~nt d'a~is qu'11,ser~1t plus expedient de des1-, 
gner un sous ... oomite pour preparer une Rnalyae des amend.em~nts 
sur la base desquels la nisoussion dolt s'ouvrir au Comite. 
D'autrel estirnent q,ue cette analyse o,oit, au contraire, etre 
fnite par le~R~porteur. Le Presiden~ ~at d 1 av1s qu 1une 
discussion genernle p·ermettrai t, Rux cl.elega tiona d • el;mtner 
certaines divergences de c~raotere superf1Q1el et d 1etabl1r 
_lqurs amendemqnts,sur une base commune~ ~'adoption de qette 
methode est ceoidee; elle ser~ appliquee ~ la seconde seance 
et, s1 elle ne donne nas de resultats sfl.t~sfaisAAts, elle 
sera abandonnee. 

~e Pres1d~nt 1eve la seance a 18 heures~ 
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SUMMARY REPORT OF SECOND MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

Veterans Building, Room 223, May 2, 1945, 10:30 ~· 

The second meeting of the Co~nittee was opened by the 
Chairman at 10:30 a.m. 

1. Announcement 12l_ Secretary 

The Secretary called attention to the "Pact of the League 
of Arab Stc,te:J 11 (Ma:nch 22, 191~5), which had been submitted by 
the Deleg;d~:: on of EgJ<pt anJ. l:ad been referred to Committee III/4. 

The Chairman expressed his intention of calling upon dele­
gations wh1.ch had submitted pertinent amendments to make a 
general statement of their views on regional arrangements. 

Australia The Representativ~ of Australia stated that 
the Dumbarton Oaks Plan rested on the basis of obligations in­
cumbent on all member states. At the present time Q.iscussion 
was proceeding under the cloud presented by the veto of the five 
permanent members of the Security Council. While accepting thls 
veto in relatlon to Section B of Chapter VIII, his delegation 
desired to remov0 the veto alike with regard to Sections A and 
C. He submitted that it was not desirable that a great power 
should be· ln a position to tJeto regional action within an area 
with which it was not vj_tally concerned. With this object_ 
his delegation proposed that the approval of action under 
regional agreements should require the afflrmative vote of 
seven members of the Security Council, including at least 
three of the permanent members. In the event that the Security 
Council failed to take measures or to authorize regional action, 
the signatories to any regional arrangement consistent with the 
Charter should be free to take necessary action in accordance 
with that arrangement. 

Belgium - The Representative- of Belgium referred to the 
Belgian amendment regarding voting· procedure. In justification 
of special procedure for any decision of the Security Council 
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relating to regional action, he observed that the considerations 
which in general justify the veto of· the five permanent members-­
their special responsibllities and the necessity of avoiding 
conflict between them--did not justify thoi~ exercise of any 
similar vuto with r0gard to re~~onal action. 

Bolivia - The Representative of Bolivia drew attention to 
the BolivJ.an amE;~ndment submitted bl,lt not yet dlstributed, and 
emphasized the necessity of establishing a parallel organization 
of securtty on universal and regional lines. 

3. AJ?£O,intment £f. ~ Subcommittee 

biscussion arose on a proposal of the Chaj.rman for the 
appointment of a subcommittee to clarify the comments and 
amendments submitted. The subcommittee was also to report on 
the question of to what extent regional forms of econDmic, 
social, and· cultural cooperat1.on lay within the purvie,., of 
Co~nittee III/4. The subco~nittee might consult when necess~ry 
with. the delegates of states not rep1•esented thereon. The 
statement of the views of individual delegations was not to be 
suspended pending the report of the subcommittee. 

999 

D§ci siop: I.t. lm..a.. a.gre~Q. :tbat.. la. supcqpwri;t;t$7e should 
~ appoin;t~d ~ analy~e. 9ls~sify, ~~where possible 
.t.Q.. ~malgamate. !i.h.f2_ amenCijnent§! .§lJ,bmitteg QI.. the various 
delegations. 

Bepresentative~ Qt ~ fQllQ~ gelega;tions 
~ appoipJ&ii .t.Q.. ;the .§.ll..'Qcommittee: Australia, Chile, 
QzeghosJ,ovgkia. ·Egypt, li'rsnQe. .Me;x:icq, Norway. ~ 
Union Q.!:. Sqv:j.el( §.ociali§.:t. B~P\.lblic§, :thQ. ynil(ed 
~ingdom, ~ Unlt~d ~tgte§ ~ Am§riga, tqg§ther ~ 
~ Chaitman ~ th§ ~pporteu~ ·~~Committee· 

!fil..Q.. (;~.r§t m~~t;tng Qt. ~ 13tU2<(0DUUttte~ '.lfi!.i. 
call§g tQI'. ~ J...u.., §Jt. 10 ; 30 IL.m.· 
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PROCES-VERBAL SOM~~IRE ~ ~ DEUXIEME SEANCE DU COMITE III/4 

TENUE LE ·R Mh,! 1945, ~ 10 h 30 AU VETERANS BUILDING, SALLE 223. 

La deux1eme seance du bornite est OUVPrte a 10 h 30 par 1e 
President. 

1. Communication~ Secretaire. 

Le Secr~teirP attirP 1 1attPnt1on sur le "Pacte de la L1gue 
des Etats Arabes" (du 22 m~re 1945), soumis pRr la D~legation ' , ~ , , I de 1 Egypte, et qui a etP renvoyP au OomitP III 4, 

2. ;Expose §.tl points .9&, vue £u P€legRt1ons. 

te President expr1me son 1ntPnt1on 'd 1 1nvitP.r l~s Dele~a­
tions qui ont soumis des amendemPnts,a fa1re un ~xpose general 
de leurs vues sur lcs arr~ngcmcnts reg1onaux. 

Australic.- Lc Dfl~gu~ de 1 1Austr"lie deolnrc que le Plan 
~e Dumbnrton O~ks rPp~s~ sur ls base d 1 obl1g~t1ons 1qcombRnt 
a tous lcs Et~ts mcmbr0s. A l'hcure P.Otuclle, lee debate se 
poursu1v0nt sous lc nu~g~ const1tu0 pnr le veto des o1nq m~m­
bres pf'rmn.nents du Or:~nsr>11 d.c s6cur1 te. Tout en noc0pt.,nt ce 
veto lorsqu 1 11 s 1 A~1t d~ 1~ Section B du Ch~p!tre VIII, ln 
Dthegn.t1on n.ustrnJ1enne desire qu' 11 s.:>1 t suppr1me lorsqu 1il est 
ques~ion de Sections A et 0. A son nv~s, 11 ne serAit pas sou­
haitnble,qu'une gr~nde~u1ss~nce ait 1~ pos~1b111te d 1opposer 
son "eto " une action reg1onale visnnt une region qui n' est pns 
d' un 1nter~t vi tt>l pour elle. L~ D~lP.'g~_tiqn a.~strR.lienne pro­
po~e dono q~e 1' approbAtion d'une e.ct1on deo1dee Pn vertu 
d 1 accords regionaux eo1 t obtenue p~.r le vote n.ffirnlRtif de 7-
membres du Conseil de Secur1tP, y compr1:s trois Au moine des 
membres pPrmn~Pnta. Au C~B ou le Oons\il d~ S6cur1te ne re­
uss1rn1t pas ~ prPnnre des mesures ou a. nutor1sPr une notion 
regionnle·, les ·a1gnq_t,1rPS cl.e 1;out D,OCOrd regil)nf.ll oompn~1ble 
avec la Oh"rte serF.lfent 11bres ~' ¢'ntreprendre l' n.ct1rm. necess,_1-
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re, cr:mformement t1 cet E'.ccorc'l.. 
,, ~ ,, 't 

Belgique.- Lc DPleguc dE' l!'J Belgique se refere 11. l n.mPn-
Cl.rmcnt bc-·l~c rclntif .\ ln urocec<.ure de scrutin. Les rfl.isons 
ci toes a 1 nppu~ de lf! procedure specinle p'lur. tcmte C'ecision 
c:.~ q0nsf'il (LC Sccuri tE' c0nccrnnnt ,unc A.ction regionnle qui, en 
general, justifient lA D0Ssib1~1tc ,0u veto p~r l~s clnq,m~n~res 
p.:.rm11ncnts--leur rt>sn0nsr-~bilitc S'DC'CiPle "t 1,., nccessite d. 1 e­
viter t0ut ~esncc0r0 entre cux--nr justi~iPnt pas 1 1 exercice de 
ce r'..roi1i 1r)rsqu 111 s I flgi t ~ 1 une fiction regionnle . 
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.. , .I , ,.. ' t Bolivie.- Le Dell?gue rle la Bolivie Sf' refere a 1 t~.menc''.ement r ' , , soumis pnr ln,Bolivl~,.q~i n a pas enc0r~ cte ~istrib~e, et,il 
sou1igne la necessi t0 t~_, etPblir une org~'~.nis.t~tion c.f> securi tee 
pA.rnll~hes sur le plan univers0l f't ;r:'eg1:mPl. 

3. Cr0at1on 0 1un S;us-C0~it0, 

• Le CoMit~ c'l.iscute uqe prouqsitl0n au Pr6si~ent 1 viscnt la 
cre"l.ti<Jn r'. 1 un El0us-Comi te chnrge 0 A clRrififlr lee comment .... ires 

t ,., c ' ; e ~men~ements soumis. Le c0us- amite 0evrq1t egalement f"1rc 
un rfl.ppo~t sur lA question s~ivnnte ~ onns quelle mesure les 
for!'les regionP.les c1e l~'~ cnooPrfltinn ec0n0mique 1 soci~le et 
culturPlle sont-elles ie la c0~petencP QU Conltc III/4? LeSoua­
Coll)i te oourrni t 1 qu11nc'~ cele est- n~cess~ire 1 C')nsul ter lee DPle-; 
gues ct1 Etn.ts qui nP s"lnt 'W'S represr>ntes 0n s0n se1n. L1 eXPnse 
ces vucs dPs n1verses Delegnt1ons ne ~evrait ry~s ~tre interro~ou 
c'l.nns 1 1nt tf>nte r:J.u r"'DD0rt du S0us-C')r::1ite. 

1000 

Decl~2n: Il £.§..! r'lecVe gu 1un. S'"~us-C'mitP' ~ cree et 
chnrgP 0 1 nnfllysrr, clnssifier 0t 1 .qurn0 celn est D~ssible, 
f.lmnlgf'l.r:tP.r les r-menc1 (F1t")nts sounis n.~r l0S ctiverses DE'l0-
gn.t10ns. - -- -

)6£~ Re~r0sentants ~ DPl~g~ti0ns sulvnntE's £2Ul, 
nl")mr:ws me~ubres c-:.u Saus-C')ni t0 _: Austrnl1t>, Chili, Tcheco­
,s~ovn.guie, Egy1:Jtq, Frr-Jlce_, Ne:x1guE', N0rvege, Union r.es 
Renublig~ S·wiet1gues S'1C(irJlistes 1 Roy~'>u~e-Un1 1 Etrtte­
Unls c.: 1Ju;toriguc 1 d£ C')nccrt ~ !& Prosh'cnt et J:.g, 
Rapporteur AY,C?mitc. 

~ pre!"licre seance .Q,ll S0us-Comitc .§£. tien·-rn le 10 
m~ i, Q. 10 h 30. 
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COMITE 4 - ENr~~TES REGIONaLES. 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA TROISIEME SEh.NCE 

DU COMITE III/4 

Le 15 ma1 ;1.945. 

(1) Soum1ssion du· rapport provisoire du Rapporteur sur 1es 

travaux du Sous-Comi te III/4/A et examEm de ce rapp_ort. 

~) ~utres questions. 

COMMITTEE 4 - REGIONAL ~NGEMENTS 

aGEND~ FOR THIRD MEETING OF CO~il1ITTEE III/4 

}1ay 15, 1945. 

(1) Presentation· by Rapporteur of interim report on work of 

Subcomm1 ttee III/4/.h and co·nsideration thereof. 

(2) Other business. 

1330 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc. 363 (ENGLISH) 
III/477 
J>1ay 17, 1945 
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The Chairman called upon the Rapporteur to present the 
interim report (Doc. 335) on the 1vorl{ of Subcommittee III/4/A, 
appointed at the second meetine; on Nay 91 1945. The l"eport 
was read by the Rapporteur, end thereafter considered by the 
Committee point by point. 

1. Competence of Committee tii/4 on Regional 
Forms of soCial, Economic, endlcrultural Cooperation 

The ChairmQn expressed his agreement with the observation 
of the Representative of Syr.ia that Committee II/3 should be 
currently informed of any discussion in other committees on 
regional forms of social and economic cooperation. 

Point 1 \Tas um::·.limously approved. 

2. Competence of Subcommittee to 
Discuss Questions of SubRance 

Qn this point, the Chc:;.irman c;ave an assurance that the 
c;:ompetence claimed by the ,;;:':bconwittee to discuss the sub­
stance ofamendments extended only to such clarifying discus­
sion as was indispensable for the lrorlc of amaleamating 
amendments. 

Point 2 l·Tas unanimously approved. 

3. Degree of Autonomy to be Accorded 
to Regional System--

4. 

Point 3 lr&.s approved unanimously lTithout discussion. 

Votin~ in.the Security Council 
~ En orcement Action 

The Rapporteur presented the t\·TO views whicn had been 
considered by the Subcommittee. The first ltas that vottne 
procedure within the Security Council on regional action wes 
exclusively within the competence of Committee III/1. The 

1487 -1 .. 

673 



674 
other vieu held thot since Conunittae III/4 was entrusted 
with the discussion of regional arrangements, it uas uithin 
the Committee's terms of reference to consider voting pro­
cedure insofar as it relcted to rdeional arrangements. 

The Representative f~ Australia explained thet this 
matter vr..:s of special concern to hia country since the 
Australian vievr rrith recard to regional arrangements could 
not otherlJise be clearly explained. In the coux•se of further 
discussion, it 'tvas proposed that a solution might be found, 
first, in a request by the Chairman of the Committee to the 
Chairman of Cormnittee III/1 to expedite the consideration of 
voting procedure; and secondly, by the reference of the 
matter to the Coor<Jinc.tion Cot'lmittee. 

5 and 6. 

Decision: It '"'H" decided that 12cnding 
COiiSUltctlon·,.,yffi ffi~fr=iikn or Cowuittee 
III/1, or reference--£o-uie Ccorainal1.on 
Committee, tEe 'Suoconuni.tte'e- would be f1•ee, 
Tor purposeso.f"£"i\:r;;ument or 111ust'F.Stion, 
~refer, in ~ course ·aT-its ~LscuSS!On, 
to votinc ~s tn Uiecouncil e:s 
'tfiey arrect ~j;io.n]l 'irrii1"Um~ents; 

Analysis, Claseif~cution, and 
Ame:t.r-:aH;ation §!.. fogenaments-

It 'toJ"as agreed that the- Representat:l.ve of Bolivia would 
submit to the·Secrct~ry ~ redrzft of Section SA of the ClLssi­
fica.tion, relatinr; to the Bolivian amendment. 

With this modi1ication the classificetion contained in 
the report was approved. 

Thz report (Doc. 335) a.s a 'tlhole ,.,a.s approved unanimously. 

8. Sub~-~~sion ~United States Formulc 

At tile request of the ChelrLten, the United St&tes Repre­
sentn.tive obseto\led that his Deler,.:;. cion was notr prepul'ed to 
su'b1nt t a .f'ornwle regarding the relations~:if) of reeional 
a{;:e.ncies to the vror·ld Ore:~mization. He considered· thc.t pL>o­
gress l-rould be fccilitated if the c.mendmcnt 1:rere considered in 
at least one prclimincry t.1eeting of the 'Subcommittee. 

1487 

Decision: ll. u~:s ac;reed. that the Subcorru::ittce 
should meet .t:sa:In EE. the roiToUing day (Hc.y 16) 
c.na t'he-ootF..mittea one dc.y l<.:cc-r. _,......._____ -

The meetinG was adjourned at l.O:lo~p.li1. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Com1 te 4, Arrangements regionaux 

te President donne la parole au rapporteur pour qu'il 
presente son rapport prov1so1re (Doc. 335) sur lee travaux 
du.JSous-comite III/4/A, const1tue le 9 ma1 1945, a la se­
conde seance. Le Rappqrteur donne lecture de ce rapP,ort 
qui est ensuitA examine point par point par le Com1te. 

1. Q.Q_~.P~:t.e_qQ.~ <iY QQmJ.t.e lll/4 rm tna..t.1.ar_e. 4~ fQmM ~~t.o.n.ue . .e 
Q.~ SW~.rlt_t.!CLn. QJ!ruJ l..Q. dgmaJ.n.e .a~, .QQ.Qnom1Q.Ue at .tUll­
turel. 

.Le President se declare d 1 accord avec le representant de 
la Syr1e qui est1me que le Comite II/3 devra1t ~tre tenu 
au courant de to~tes lee diso•ssione qu1,sedP-roulPnt dans, 
lea autree Comites au sujct des torm~e regionales de coope-
ration soo1ale et econom1que. . 

Le point 1 est approuve a 1 1 unanim1te, 

2. Compet.~!!<?.~ du So~?-cgg~J!~. ~ !Ila.1!1ere ~ 9:1SQ.~s~JQtl des 
quest~gp~ de fonds, 

Le President donne 1 1 assurance que le Sous-oom1te ne 
reclame lc dr~it de discutcr le Tond des amendemente que 
dans la mesure' ou ce genre de discussion destine a eclairer 
~a ,rel1g1qn lui est indispensable pour le. tdche qui lui a 
ete cont1ee d'amalgamer lee amendements. 

Le point 2 est appr~uve a l 1unan1mite. 

3 •. Degre d 1 autono~~.! ~corder~ ~~m& r~~1onai. 

Le point 3 est approuve a 1 1unanimite sans discussion. 

(1488) 2953 
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4. Proc6dure de vote du Oonseil de S6curit~ en mati~re ~e 
mosures de coercition. 

Le Rapporteur expose lea deux opinions qui ont et~ exami­
nees par le Sous-C~mitc. D1apres la premiere, la procedure 
de vote du Oonseil en matiere de mesures regionales appartient 
excluslvement a la competence du Oomite III71. D'apres la 
sec':>nde I du m0ment que' 1e 0')ID1 tc III/4 A ete ch8rge d I etudier 
lD. question d~S accords regi•:>nElUX, il lui r.>~p~rtient de dis­
cuter ln procedure de v~te dPns ln mrsuro ou celle-ci se rrp~ 
porte a ces accords. . 

I:e_Repres~ntant de 1 1AustrP-.lie explique que 9ette questi·m 
interesse apec1alement son pays cf'.r les vur-s austrr>liennes 
t'JUChflnt les accords regirme.UX n 1 P.UrP lent pAS la p'1SSibil1 te 
d 1 etre clB1rement eX"Orimees nutr-~·~~nt. Apr@s discussirm, 
il est propose de rechr-rchE'r une Sl')lUtion, d 1 n.bord, SI')US le. ' ~ , , forme d une demonde adressee pPr lc President du present Onm1-
tf AU Pres1c1.ent du O'?mite III/1 en vue ct' accelerer l' etu0.e 
de la. procedure de v0te et en second lieu pFir le renvoi de lP 
questi0n au 00mite de coordination, 

Drcisi..,n: Il est decide qu'Pn attP.n~Pnt lA c0nsultati~n 
qui d'"lit l'lVI')ir lieu AVPC lP Pres10ent du a~mite III/1, ")U ~ 
renvoi de lA question au Oomit~ ·de CI')OPdina.ti~n, le Sl')us-00mit~ 
serl3. 11bre, flUX fins r:l.' Prgum~'>ntPti?n 0u d.' explication, de se 
referer, Cl"tnS tes C1.1BC?USSinns, /';lUX urocedurf'S de V0te ~u Con­
sell, ~ans lP nesure nu elles concernent les accnrrs regi..,naux. 

5 et 6, Ane.lyse, cla.ssificatirm ~1 fusbn ~ a.menr,ements. 

Il e~t c.ecid.e qu~ le rrpr1semt!1nt cte la B0livie s'1umettrq 
au Secret~irc une n~uvPlle reQqct10n de ln Sect10n 5A de 1~ 
cla~sifiMti•m se r.<rppnrt~nt F. 1 1 Hmenc,ement b'">livien. 

Lfl. clnss1f1c~:~t1-)n figurnnt crns le Rnpp'>rt est Puprouvee 
avec cetto m~dificRti)n, 

7. Ap;.)r?be.t1"1n c'l.u Rl'l-op1rt 

L1 PnscnblE' r1_u Rr.ron"1rt .(D~c. 335) eet P.'J1)r'1uve [1 1 1 une.n1m1te. 
8, Present~ti~n ~ t~~te des Et~tP-Unis 

A le. ·demand.e .rlu President, le represrmtrnt es Eta.ts-Unis 
fe it oonnartre que sP DP'1Pg?t1 0n se- tr'">uve maint Pmmt en meaure 
de pr~sent!"r une f·)rmule concernr-mt les relPti·ms entre lea 
orgt-n1smes reg10M.UX et 1 1Qrgr>n1sPti'm m0nf1.1Ple. Il est1me 
<we le. nl'lrch~ des tra.vaux sert:~1t fRcili~ee si ce~ ar.~endement 
et<>it examine AU moine r~ t:~ns 1 1 une des eeenoes prelim1nA1res 
<'tu S-1us-C·mi te. 

(1488) 2953 



Dec1s1·m: Il est C1ec1de que ·le·Sf")uS-Ciim1te se reun1re 
a n~uveau le Jl")ur su1vant (16 MP1) P.t le C0mite un j0ur nlus 
tard. 

Le. seRnce I? st levee A. 22. h 10. 
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Security Council 

AGENDA FOR ~H ~lEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

May 23, 1945 

(1) Consideration o~ ~urther report of Bapporteur to 
Committee III/4 on work of Subcommittee III/4/A 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA QUATRIE~m SEANCE DU OOMITE III/4 ------- ----

(1) Examen de la suite du Rapport du Rapporteur au Oomit~ 
III/4 sur les travaux du Sous-Comit~ III/4/A 
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The United Nations Conferedce 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 576 (ENGLISH)* 
III/4/9 
May 25, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Conunittee 4 Regional Arro.ngernents 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FOURTH MEETING 01<' COMMITTEE III/4 

Veterans Buildi.n~, F,o~ 303, May 21, 1945, ;1:30 p.m. 

The Chair~an called upon the Rapporteur to present the 
-second interim report of Subconuni ttee III/4/A, appended as* 
Annex A; Doc. 533, III/4/A/9. Cous:Lderation of the recom­
mendations of the Subcommittee resulted in the following 
decisions of' the Committee: 

Decision: ~Erov~d unanimously: 

That Cha~ter VIII, Sec~ ~~ para­
_gt~ j_, _of tie Dumom:;ton Onks Proposals 
SliOUid be amended Jil the insertion of tne 
phrase ~esort to regional agencies or 
arralgemonts 11 after tho wordn 11 judicTal 
sett eme~ar1cfoefore-the WO'rds "or other 
poacoful mean:;-or-tEOir own-chOice~ 

(The text of Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 3 as 
amended reads: 

11 The parties to o.ny dispute the continuance of which 
is likely to end4Uger tho maintenance of international 
peace and securH;y should obligatu themselves, first of 
all, to seck a solution by negotiation,""medio.tion, con­
ciliation, arbitration or judicial settlement, resort to 
regional agencies or arran~umunts, or other peaceful manns 
of tneir own cnoic~ The ocurity Council-should call 
upon the parties to settle their dispute by such means".) 

2280 

(Tho words added are underlined,) 

Decision: Approved unanimously: 

That the amendment of Chapter VIII, 
SoctiO'ilK, --ptlre.graEh i 1 01 the Dumbcrt'On 
~ Proposals approved ~ the Committee 

.. 1-
*cCorrigenda see p.689l 
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be referre9; to .Committ~ }:IIfl with tl~ 
recommendation t1iatthe proposed change 
be incorpoi.;a:Eed--:;:n-t~terG" under ---c·on::­
Sideration ~·th~ }attcr Q~mraitte~---

In connection with this decision, the Chairman took 
note of the obse1•vation of the Delegate of Uruguay that 
consideration of the amen~~ent might be expedited by its 
reference forthwith to the drafting subconunittee of Com­
mitteo II!/2. 

Decision: AI?Pr~ unanimously: 

That a now para.graph be inserted in 
the text o1 1;1'l6 !51unbarton CJaks ProposalS, 
to roaq as fOilows:--- --

"Nothin~ in this Cha.rtt:;lr impairs the 
inhorunt r~t-of.iEUividual or collectiVe 
se1f-dofonse"Tr-an-ar:ffieC1~acx occurs 
against a memoer stnte;-untll tho Security 
Council lias ta:ken""'""'t"11e'"""meLsurosnecessary 
"t"o muintain Tn,rnat;lonal peace and security. 
MouS'i.lros tak~nn' the oxcirC:rsuol'""IDIS right 
~.:dcfensEJshiUI '6c; itnmOc:Ifata~e­
porwato tEo 9ecurrty-ToUilcl1 and shail 
not 'in any Wt:;{. af'f't;C t the authority o.n<f 
rcsponsiblCli i ~tlle security councrr-under 
"t"his Charter to~ako at cny time sucn-action 
as ;L t muy deemnecossary 1n order-ro-ma:Ln­
Thin orro'S"t'O"Fe in t~rn:-.:G1.onJ.~C tT" and 
security . 

In connection with this decision, tho Chairman, speak­
ing as the Delegate of Colombia, made the following st~te­
ment: "The Latin Amcricun. Countrios understood, as Senator 
Vandenberg had said, that tho origin of the te~m 'collective 
selr-dofcnse' is identified with the·nocossity of preserving 
regional systems like tho Inter-American one. The Churter~ 
in general terms, is a constitution, ru1d it legitimntizos 
the right of collectiv~ self-defense to bo C3rried out in 
aCCOl'd with the rogion~l pacts so long us they are not op­
posed to the )urposes and principles of the Orgcnization 
as expressed in tho Charter. If a group of countries with 
regional tie.s declare their solido.ri ty for thoir mutual 
defense, as in the case of the American states, they will 
undertake such defense jointly if and wlion one-of them is 
attacked. And the right of def&nse is not limited to tho 
country which is the direct victim of aggression but extends 
to those countries which have established solidcrity, 
through region~l arrangements, with the country directly 
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attacked. This is the typical cE:.se of' the American system, 
The Act of' Cl1apultepac provide~ for the collective defense 
of the hemisphe1~e and establishes that if' an American 
nation is attacked all the rest consider themselves attacked, 
Consequently, such action· as -they may take to J.~epel aggres­
sion, authorized by the article which was discussed in the 
subconunittee yesterday, is legitimate f'or all of them. 
such u.ction would be in accord with the Charter, by the 
approval of the article, and a regional arrangement rnn;y 
take action, provided it does not have improper purposes 
us, fo1• example, joint aggression against a.notho1~ state, 
From this, it may be deduced that the approval of this 
article implies that the Act of Chapul tepee is :1ot in con­
travention of the Charter." 

The Delugates of Mexico, Costa Rica~ Parcguny, 
Venezuela., Chile, Ecuador, Bolivla, Pf'..no.ma, UruguG.y, Peru, 
Guatemal3., El Salvador, Brazil, Honduras, and Cub~ asso­
ciated themselves with this statement. 

The Delegate of Cuba, while expressing satisfaction 
with the solution of the pr•oblem of 1~egional arrangements 
upprov6d by the Committee, f'ormally stated on behalf' of' 
the Chairman of' the Delegation of Cub~ "that he deems that 
the regional Inter-American System will not be truly 
resolved nor definitively organized until such time as the 
agreements of the Inter-American Conference, which tho 
SocretGry of State of the United States, Mr. E. R. Stottin1us, 
:tn the ncmo of President Tl'unlo.n, hns promised to convoke 
on this mutter within c few months, shr.~ll be made known 
and brought into force." 

In connection ·with the Statement of tho D0legato of 
Cuba, the Delegate of U1•uguay observed tho.t he 1mdcrsto"od 
the right of collective self-defense to refer not only to 
the Act of Cho.pultepoc, but clso to any regional arrru1gu­
ment which might be ostablished in the futur0. The Dele­
gate of Peru associated himself with this observation. 

Tho Delegate of Argentine associated himself with the 
statement of the Chairman and expressed bis conviction 
that the solution reached would work ir~ practice [.'.nd would 
harmonize regional arrnngemonts with world Organlzution. 

Tho Delegate of Franco expressed his desire to give 
utterance to the voice of Europe cmidst the gonerc.l con­
curt of tho Latin American nctions. In his opinion, tho 
formulc approved by the Committee extended in general to 
c~ses of mutual assistcnce against aggression. 

Tho Delegate of Czechoslovakia. exprussed his so.tis~ 
faction that the ~ext approved effectively reconciled tho 
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rJ..ght of' self'-def'ense, individual and collective, with the 
maintenance of' a central authority capable of' dealing with 
the problems of' security as they arose. 

The Delegate of' Egypt observed that the principle in­
volved in the new text should ce1•tainly extend to the 
League of' Al'D..b States. 

The Delegate f'or Australia said that, in supporting. 
the smend11Jent, the Australian Delegation would like to . 
state f'or the record that it did ao for two reasons. In 
tho first place, the amendment covered the sub;;.;tance of the 
Australian cmt::ndtnent proposing the inclusion in Chapter VIII 
of a new Sect..i.on D, because the: Au.3tralian amendment was 
designed primarily to make cl0a.r the ovorall jurisdiction 
of tho Security Council. Secondly, the phl'IJ.SG 11 individual 
or collecti vc securi tJ-l~. '•~t.s regard0d by the Australian 
Delegation. as sufficielitly_ wido to cover that part of the 
Australian amendment referring to the right of the parties, 
in certain circumstances, to (!.dOpt necessary mv~lSUres to 
maint.:1in inturnational peace a.nd security in ·~ccorda.nce 
with any arrangements consistQllt wlth the Charter. 

. Tho Delegate of Nev Zealand oxpressed apprehension 
lost regional arrangoments tond to produce conflict between 
rogional groups. His delegatlon atta.ched primo.ry import­
ance to the supremacy of the WOJ;'ld Organization. 

Tho Chairman p~id tribut~ ut this point to the work 
of Sonator Vandenberg in the elaboration of tho new text. 
Senator Vandenberg replied th~t in his opinion tho 
unnnimity expl'essod by voice 2-nd voto on this question 
was a signpost towards a peaceful world with justice for 
froo men in a free earth. 

De<?is~: ~~ .£l 2~ y~ to 8:' 

That the question of the placo who~e 
tho now ~h (~ 7Jli'o'C0Q~~ Decision) 
SE:'OuTcf"'bc insertvd in tlw Durnoc.rton daks 
Propos~rs should '5o"JJw1"err(;'(fTo-ulc ~di­
nation ComiliT'E~ fOl'-finalducfsJ..on, with 
lli0"cc'Oii'llaund~tion;-howuver-, -w:r-rt m~g¥t 
Ccillstrf'uto .9: ~ SoctfOil ~~(to ~ptur ___!_1.. 

In the discussion preceding this decision, 
for tho U.S.S.R. made the following [;jtc..tement. 
ruled thc..t thiG statement be transmitted to the 

the Delegate 
The Chairmll.!l 
Coordino.tion 

Commi tteo f'or 1 ts consj.del•ation. 
11 Tho Dclego.te from the Soviet Union, at tho meeting 
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o~ the subcommittee, opposed the idea that the new paragraph, 
already accepted, and originally presented to the subcom­
mittee as a new paragraph 12, Section B, Chapter VIII, be 
made a new separ:.1te section o~ the same Chapter VIII. 

"The exclusion of this paragraph ~rom Section B would 
be illogical and even artificial. Indeed, paragraph 12 
deals with Vw right of a. member of the Organization to 
self-defense in cas~ o~ an act of aggression, until the 
Security Council tru{E:S measures fo1~ the mnintem.u1c0 of 
international peace. It is also stated in this paragraph 
that these measures of self-defense do not in nny way 
affect the power and duty o~ the Security Council to take 
at any time such measures as it may deem necessary for the 
me.inten::ince or restor•:1tion of international peace. 

"It follow·s then, that this pt:'.ro.grc.ph duals with the 
connnoncemont of mJlitary oporctions and, accordingly, with 
the powers ru1d duties of the Securlty Council. 

"section B, furthermore, deals with the powers and 
duties of the Socur•i ty Council from tho time o~ the deter­
mination by it of the threat to tho pence up to the timo 
it tru{os measures against the aggressor. 

"It mc.y be nrguod that the; boginning"of paragraph 12 
deals with the right of a. member of the Orgc.nJ.zction to 
self-defense. However, it must be kept in 1nind that the 
paragraph at the S:JJlW time deals with the duties of members 
of tho Orgcnization. One of these duties is to inform the 
Secu1•i ty ,Cmmcil innnodia.tely concerning the measures of 
solf-dcfenso taken by tho member, '.l.nd of his compliance 
with the.obligations urtdvr thu Cha.rtor. 

11 Po.ragrnphs 5, 6, 7, and 10 of Section B clso deal 
with tho sa.me duties of mumbe:rs of tho Orgo.nizr.1tion. It 
seoms only logical and fully undorstandublo that the 
right's and duties of members of the Orgcnizc.tion i.:l.re set 
forth in tho very Section B which deo.ls with throats to 
the peace. · 

"For the reasons above stc..ted I, therefore, consider 
th~t tho adopted po.ragJ•c.ph should appropriatvly bo placed 
e.s paragraph 12, Section B, Cha.ptor VIti." 

With rogc.rd to this stntomont, Senator Vandenberg ex­
plained that the objection to lcbuling tho new text I'.:J 

paragraph 12 of Section B of Chapter VIII wo.s that, s.ince 
this pm~t of the Durnbo.rton Oc·Jcs Proposals wo.s not wi tb:in 
the competence of Committee III/4, such identification 
might bring o.bout renuwed discussion of the subject metter 
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in another Committee. The object was simply to avoid a 
conflict of jurisdiction. The Coordination Committee, when 
it consider•ed the matter, could take into account the 
various Vlews expr•essed. 

In the d5.scussion the suggestion was advanced that the 
new paragraph might be submitted without any recommendation 
regarding its Pl'ecise place in the text of the Charter. 
The Chairman in reply observed that the recommendation of 
the subcommittee was based on a vote taken in the subcommittee, 
whereby by 8 votes to 4--China, Czechoslovakia, France, and 
the Soviet Union in the m].nority--it was agreed to recommend 
that the new text become Section D of Chapter VIII. A 
decision on tho recommendation of the oubcommittee was 
quired. Accordingly, the Chairman put the question to 
Committee, and the decision already recorded resulted. 
Delegation of Norvmy has requested that its abstention 
voting on this question be made a matter of record. 
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Decision: Approved unanimous!l: 

3. That the l~fiSI of Cha.pcer VIII, 
Section-c,~~rap ,-ot the DUmoarton 
Oaks Proposals~ amendea; liKewise ln 
accordance with-rhe United st~tos proposal 
for the wna!gCffictiOn of amendments- to 
Chapter VIII, Section-cr,-te~d--as-rollows 
(n0W lan~e underlined r: --- -

"Nothing in the· Charter should pre­
clude the existence of regional arrange­
ments or agencies for deal~rig' with such 
matters relating to tho maintenance of inter­
national peace and security as are appro­
priate for regionul c.ction, provided such 
arrangements or agencles and their activities 
c.re consistent with the purposes and prin­
ciph:s of the Orgc.nizo.tion. The member 
states comprising such a encies-or entering 
into such tcrrangemon-cs s 1ou maKe evert 
eiTOrt to .9-chioyc;; peii'Ceful :.>ettremlent o 
local dispu~s tlirough ~ch cgoncies ££ 
arran~ements before referring thoi!l, to the 
Secur ty Council. Tho Security Councir-­
should oncouragp the development of peaceful 
settlument of locar-disputes through such 
rogionc.l arro.ngements or by .such regional 
agencies, either on the initiative of the 
states/concurnod or by reference from tho 
Securi-ty Council. 

-6~ 
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"This ,ES.r?-graph ,!!! Q£ way impairs ~ 
application of £tlragrap~s ,! and g of Sec·· 
_!;ior! A of this _9.h_apt~. 

In the discusslon pre·ceding thj s decision it was 
emphasized that the final words "paragraphs 1 6Ild 2 of Sec­
tion A of this Chapter" relate solely to the present text 
of these ar•ticles in the Dumbru•ton Oaks Proposals. There­
fore, the approved text of paragraph 1 of Section C of 
Chapter VIII should be returned to Committee III/4 for 
recon .. d.dor.atlon in th~ event of any chru1ge in the wording 
of paragraphs 1 and 2 of Section A of Chapter VIII. The 
Chairman expressed his agreement with this view. 

In the discussion the Delegate from Peru expressed his 
opinion as follows: He feared that the final provision, 
"This paragraph in no way impail·s tho application of para­
graphs 1 and 2 of Section A of. this Chapter", might result 
in practice in the simultaneous handling of a dispute by a 
regional organization and by the Security Council, or in 
the failure on the part of the Security Council to rely 
upon adequate action being tween by the regional organiza­
tion. Th0 first of these two possibilities would prove 
inconvenient and the second Wlo.ccepto.ble. On behalf of the 
Peruvian Delegation he affirmed the autonomy of the region­
al arrangements within tho frame of the world Organization. 
If the regional organs fail to secure peaceful settlement, 
he said, then, and only then, should the jurisdiction of 
the Council apply. Opposed to this, in his opinion, was 
the provision in Chapter VIII, Soctlon A, paragraph 1, 
that "Tho Security Council should be empowered to investi­
gate-any dispute, or any situation which may lead to inter­
national friction or give riso to a dispute, in order to . 
determine whether its continuru1ce is likely to endan~er 
the maintenance of international peace o.nd security. 'l'o 
him,this seamed to set up a double jurisdiction, since the 
regional organizations would, on their own part, attempt 
tho soluti_cm of' disputes c.nd the ::J.llevintion of frictiono 
among the members of their orgl:lllizations. Such double 
jurisdiction should be avoided, and tho Poruviru1 Delegation 
asked for enlightenment on tho relation to this problem of 
the final section of paragraph 11 Section C, Chnpter VIII 
as o.mcndod. 

Other explcnations wore advo.~cod by individual dele­
gations regarding their interpretation of pm·agraphs 1 and 
2 of Section A of Chapter VIII. 

The Chairman, on behalf of the Colombian Delegation, 
spoke as follows: 
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"The procedure for peaceful settlement a..'ld for the 

application of security measures within regional arrange­
ments, in acc01~dance vdth the amendments approved, is as 
follows: 

"If a dispute arises between two states which a1,e mem­
bers of a regional organization, such controversy should 
bo settled by peaceful means established within the said 
organization. The obligation exists for all statec which 
are members of a regional organization to make OVOl'Y 
effort to settle the controversy through this agency, and 
at the same timo, the obligation exlsts for the Security 
Council to promoto the3e regional peaceful settlements. 
But tho Security Council has the right to invostlgato in 
order to determine whether the controversy may constitute 
a·throat to international peace or security, such rlght 
of investigation being subJect to tho 1•oservation expressed 
in the new article on collectJve defense, which provides 
that Articles 1 l.llld 2 of Section A of the same Chapter shall 
stand in full force. 

"Those articles rofer. to the right of tho S,Jcuri ty 
Council to investigate o.ny situation which may throaton 
peace and securityr ond to tho right of nations to call 
tho attention of the Security Council or of the ~ssombly 
to any situation which may threate11 international pon.cc 
or security. 

"Under Articles 1 and 2 of Sc,ction A, tho Council has 
jurisdiction only to invostigntc, and the no.tions, whotl~c:r 
or not they oro members of the organization, have tho 
right only to ask for an investigation. The Council has 
jurisdiction to act, to make recommendations, to to~o pre­
cautionary measures to o.void war, to take enforcement 
measures other than military measures, l.llld to take military 
measures, only w,ithin tho terms of the article& bcglnning 
with Article 4 of the said Svction A and continuing through­
out Section B. ThGre ts and, therefore, can be no double 
jurisdiction or competence ~ between that of tne Security 
Council, proposing certain pco.coful ~ottlomonts, ru1d that 
of the regional organization. Tho Council should limit 
its action to investigating, either on its own initle..tivG 
or because any nation so requests, any situation which maJ 
threaten peace, and to promoting the regional settlement 
of,the problem; while tho stutes which are members of the 
regiono.l system have the duty to make every effort to 
r~ach a peaceful settlement through their own organization 
before referring the prob~cm to tho Council. This is 
indicated not only by the articles of the Chapter on re­
gional arrangements but also by Article 3 of Section A, o.s 
amended_. 
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"A regional agreement must include, as in tho case of 
the American states, a complete system of r;eaceful settle­
ments: investigation, direct settlement, mediation, con­
ciliatioll, arbitration, Qtid rpcourso to international 
courts of justj_cu, fl.ny d:l.sput-e which may arl::w within a 
regional systent sb.ou~ .. d bv acted upon throuch those region­
al peaceful moans. :fn a·-;cordance with Articlo 1 of Sec­
tion A of Chn.p"'.:c.r V3:JI, tne Socurity Council, until such 
action has taJcon pL1ce, nnd whether oi1 its own initiative, 
or at tho req1lost of nny state undur Article 2, could only 
investigate the; matter of whether or not theNl is a si tua­
tion likely to disturb international peace and security. 

"It is evidoi).t that if the regional systems for poaco­
ful settlemont fn.il, tho Council CI1Il intervene, in 
accordanco with Article 5, for the purpose of proposing 
formulan for sottlemont. 

"But if .at any time n.n n.rrued atte..ck should ensue, . 
that is, an aggression against a stt: ... te which is a member 
of the regionn.l group, self-defense, whether individual 
or colloctivo, exo1•cised as an 'inherent right, shall 
operate automatic all~- within tho provisions. of the Charter, 
until such time a.s tne Socurity Council may tako the appro­
printo punitive mensures against thu c.ggrossor stcte. 

/"In the. case of tho Amoric~1n stctes, 1.1n o.ggrcssion 
against one Amorico.n statu constitutes nn cggrossion cgainst 
all the Amorican states, nnd all of them oxcrciso their 
right of legi timo.te defense 'by giving suppo1•t to ·tho state 
nttackod, in order to repel such n.ggrossion. This is wha.t 
is meant by the right of collective ~-defense. 

"For those roo.sons the Dclogntion of Colombin. onthu­
sic:.sticn.lly supports tho moasuros nlroady c.pprovcd, which, 
within the Charter of tho Intcrnntional Orgo.nizetion, con­
stitute a stc.tute for regionn.l o.rrnngomonts, entirely sat­
isfnctory to tho Amcricnn nations, which nre linked together 
by a.n n.lmost perfect system of ponce c.nd security." / 

The Delegate of Bolivia ga.vo his c.pproval to the now 
draft of !)c.rngraph 1 of Section C of Chapter VIII"on the 
undorstnnding that nothing in its toxt conflicts with the 
power gro.nted to states in pnragro.ph 2 of Section A, 
Chn.pter VITI, o:r• wit:q the powe:r• of the Socurity Council to 
net, contemplnt~d in point 5, Section A, of tho sn.id 
Cha.pter of tho Chc.rter. 

• 
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Decision: Approved unanimously: 

11 That the language of Chapter VIII, 
Section Q, paragraph ~ of the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals, to whicn-no runendments 
have been presented, be retained in the 
~ in which originally drafted, namely: 

"The Security Council should at all 
times be kept fully informed of activities 
undertaken or in contemplation under re­
gional arrangements or by regional agencies 
for tho maintenance of international peace 
and security." 

The Committee further approved unanimously and without 
discussion the remaining sc:ctions of the interim report of 
the subcommittee. The following recommendations wore there­
by accoptod: 

(i) to postpone consideration of paragraph 2 of 
Section C of Chapter VIII-pending the outcome of discus­
sions between the sponsoring governments and France with 
a view to the amalgamation of their ruspective amendments 
thereto, tru{ing into account the points of view of other 
countries, and specifically of Egypt. 

(ii) to trm1smit tho Egypttan amendment relating to 
the definition of regional arrangements as a new amendment 
to the Executive Committee for direction. 

(iii) to reject the Now Zealand amendment requiring 
regional arrangements to be submitted to the approval of 
tho organization. 

(iv) that the amendments of the Latin American 
states to Chapter VIII, Section c, paragraph 1, and the 
Australian amendment proposing a new Section D to Chapter 
VIII require no further consideration. 

The Chairman announced that no further meetings of 
the Committee or subcommittee would be hold until tho 
amalgamated proposals with reference to Article 2 and the 
proposal of Egypt wore received. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:10 p.m • 

• 

2280 -10-



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

Committee 4 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 642 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/9 (1) 
May 28, 1945. 

CORRIGENDA ·TO SUMMARY REPORT OF 
FOURTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

May 23, 1945 

DOC. 576, III/4/9 

Page 1, second line d~ first paragraph: 

For "appended as", read "whj_ch has been dis­
tributed asn 

Page 4,· ninth line of second paragraph commencing on 
pagf~ 4: 

For "individual or collective security", read 
"individual or collective self-defense" 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
domite 4 Accords regionaux 

hESTRICTED 
Doc. 576 (FRENCH)* 
III/4/9 
kay 25, 1945 

Security Council 

COl"lPTE HENDU SOlvJ.liJ.AIRE DU LA. QUATRIE!IJ.E SEAN~E DU CO:MJ:TE III/4 

V~terans Building, Salle 303, le 23 mai 1945, ~ 15 h 30 

Le President demande au R.,pporteul' de. presenter le deux-
ieme rapport provisoire du s,,us-Comite III/4/A, nnnexe au -

* ;)oc. 533 sous le titre de Annexe A: Dor·. 533, III/4/A/9;, Apres 
examen des recommHndations du C,ous-Comite, le Cornite prend les 
decisinns suivantes: 

Decision: ·L~ Comite decide l1 ~nnnimite: 

D.' inserer .:;,g Chaui tre VIII, ~ection h,., ParngraPhe 
.Q, des Propositi0ns de Dumbqrton pn.ks ~ m_ots 11 lc , 
!',~cours illJX or~nn1SID88 r.U llUX ~cc··.rds r.,g10nn.ux 11 npr.:s 
L;s m0ts 11 lc r:·gL~rnrnt .lud1c19.1r<' 11 et ··vnnt lt::s m0ts 
11 rm nutros ID0F•ns pacifigu. ·s de leur chnix 11 • 

(Lc t2xte 11.mcnde du Chn.pitrc VIII, s~ction A, P."l.rngrapho 3 
est done le suiv~nt: 

11 Lt~s pnrties ~ un differend dont la pr·"~l"'ngntirm semble 
dOVGi-r- ID€ln"l.CE'r 10 maintien dt,; ln: pniX et de 1'1 securite in­
tfrnati~n~l~s dovrnient s'engnger, qv~nt t~ut, ~en rechercher 
1'1. solutlo.m prtr b nt{g:.cinti :n, 1a medinti·"'n, 111. 0' ncililltir·n, 
l t .r·rbi tr.'1gW ~JU 1~ rcglement jUdiCiFJ.irt) 1 1<~ r' Q IUrS ~ org'l.nismef 
QY. m nccnrds r.-.•gi·-·n"'~.UX 1 t)U r;utrc-s m~>yens pncifiques de 1.-;ur 
ch0ix. Le C'•ns..:il de s/curitc devrait enj"indre 'lUX pn.rties 
de r6glor leur differend pur de tcls m· yens.") 

(1es mots njnut~s e0nt s~ulign~s) 

Dec1Si')n~ 1&. Q~•mit{ decide _h 1 1 un~nim1te_: 

De renv"~yer l'amendement ,wa Chr.pitre VIII, Section ,a~ 
Pn.rngrnphe .Q, des Propi')S 1 t - ns d€ Dumb r,rtC'n Qnks 1 npproUV§! 

1 . , . , d --:---o;-t R:1r. ~ Qomi te, !\Y. , m to II .Qll rec~·mTl:~"'.n rm ~ Q.t 
C'"~mite d' ins{rer ].a rnodificatinn- proposee dn.ns 1& tcxto 
gu 1 il exnmine. 

*cCorrigenda voir p.699l 
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A pr0pos de cette decision, le President prc·nd note do 
1 1 obeervat1pn du Delegue ~e 1 1 Uruguay qui estime a,ue l'~n 
p:,urrai t accelerer 1 1 exar.10n de 11 A.Ir.endement en le -renvoynnt 
directeLent ~u s~us-Cnmit~ ~e R~d~ction du Comite'III/2. 

Decision: Le Cnmite decide g 1 1unnn1mit6: 

Qu~un nl"\uv~nu Ql'l.rn.grnphe_ redige comLe suit devrnit 
etre insere d~n.§.. g, 1_exte des ~r,~pnsit~nns do J2umbr..rtrm 
Onks: 

11 A\1CUQQ di_sp"siti'!.ll de 111 m-~sE:.nte Chn.rt,£ J1G 
peut unrter 0tteinte 2Q gro~- nnturel de 1:1ut Etnt 
}'lerbre de .§12. defendre, pnr .illll2. ncti'm indi vid.uelle 
'>~ £.01\-~"!.S::., Q..0ntre .!:lllli n.grg~~ l'lrF:£Q, jusg_u 1 nu 
m0ment ~ le C')ns, i l de Securi t.:; nurn pri..§. les 
rnesures ,neccs_Q3_1re.§.. 'l.ll r;:nintien de ln. rwix et de J:E1. 
securi te_ int•;rn"tion2l8s. ~- m~§. prise~ £.ana 
11 ex<-rcice de ce drrJi t de defense S€r0nt immedia~e-
ment signA-lie's 'l.U C'ms.HI do S8curite .Q!,n 1nffectorcnt 
.sm ~ 1o dr"i ~ et 1 1 oblig.r•ticm 1 c'mferes :211r la 
Chl'l.rte ng Cr.mseil, ,.9& pN:ndre sm. t11ut t!JDps les mesures 
gu 111 peut Juger necessnires QQ J~intien .:2..1! DJ! retn.­
blisser:Jent de ln pnix _et .9& ln securite internntirmnles 11 • 

691 

A pr,p ·s de c~tte d~cisi~n, le Pr6sident,p'l.rl~nt en sa 
qun.lite de DeleguS d:; la C0lnmbie, f'1lt la n6cla.r'ltion suivante: 
"P•;ur les pRys de 1 1Amerique latine, c··r:1Ife 1 1n dit le SPnnteur 
Vr-mdenberg, 1 1 •rigine du t.c;rme "defense c"llective 11 n 1 est autre 

1 " , ' , que · a necessite de l'!l31ntenir lee aystemes rF·ginn~ux tels que 
lea systemea internationnux. La Ch~rte, d 1un p~int de vue ge­
n~ral,. est une cJnstitution, Et elle rend 16gitioe le droit de 
defense C0llect1VC exerce C •nf•rr.iel, ent C1.UX p[:CtGS regirnaux, dU 
m0~ent que ceux-ci ne s 1 opposent pas aux buts et principes de 
1 1 Organisaticm exprim6s dans la Chnrte. Si un gr0upe clc pays 
lies entre oux par un n.cc:)rd reginnal ae decln.rent snliclnires 
p 1Ur leur defense rr.utuell'e C ·Jmme dans le C'l.S des Otats amer1-
01'1.1nS 1 1ls declRncher·mt ct:tte defense en corflr:1un n.u moment 0u 
1 1un deux sera attnque. Et le dr•it de defense n 1nppartient 
pf'.S seulement au pays directeuent victime de 1 1 agression; 11 
8 I etend FtUX pays qu1 1 pV.r deS llCC'Jrds regi·mnUX 1 Se snnt rendUS 
sr,lidn.ires du pnys dirf·cter:1erLt 11.ttnqu~. Cec1 s 1 npplique typi­
quement au systenne nrnericain. L'Acte de Chnpultepec pr~voit la. 
defense collective de ~ 1 h6roisph~re, et pr~oise que si un·pays 
nmericnin eat A.ttnque, tc>us lea aut.r.:;s ·se c·~nsidcrent attnquee , 1 t , , ega emen • En c0nsequence, est legitime de ln pn.rt de t •US ces 
paya, t0ute mesure prise p·)ur rep.J~sser l 1agress1nn, et auto­
r1s6e par 1 1a.rt1ole cxam1n,, hier p~r le Snus-comit,. L1appro­
bat1nn de l 1nrt1ole rendrait une telle r::.esure C'lnf·)rrne ala 
Charta, >;:t un acc·•rd reg1onn.l p·~urr:'l.it etre r.11s en appl1cati:Jn, 
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h CGnditiJn que le but n 1 en s~it pns ill~git1me, c0mrno le sernit 1 

par exomple I une ngressil')n en C·')ffimun c .ntre un autre eto.t. On 
peut en deduire que l 1 ~ppr0bat10n de 1 1nrticle irnpl1qucrnit que 
1 1Acte.de Chnpultepec n 1est JUS 6n c0ntrndicti0n avec ln Ch2rte, 

Les Delegues du Mexique, de Costa Rica, du Pnrqgu~y, du 
, , , I 

Venezuela, du Chili, r1e 1 Equnteur, Cl.e ln B···livie, Cl.e Prtnfl.f.l0. 1 

de 1 1Uruguay, du Perr.u, <'l.u Guntemnla, d.u Snlvad0r, clu Bresil, 
du H0n1uras et de Cuba s 1nSS0Cient n cette ddclnrntion. 

Le Delcguo du Cuba, t:mt en se decl!lrnnt sn.tisfait d-:: lo. 
sl')lut1nn apport~e nu pr0bl~rne des nccl')rds r6g10nnux pnr le 
Cnmite, fait la declnrnt1on r--.rm8lle, de ln part r1u President 
de la Delegnti,..,n n.u Cubn 1

11 qu 1n s0n avis, le systeme reginnnl 
inter-ame·ricnin ne sorn vrai1:ent ·.etflbli et defini tivernent \lrga­
nis·e que l'"lrsque les c'"'nventi -ns de l£t C0nference intc:r-nmericaine, 
que le Secret~ire ~'Etat ~es Etnts-Unis, M. E.R. Stettin1us, o. 
)romis flU nl")m rl_u Presirient Truman, de C''nVIquer clans quc.lques 
m0is, sercnt publiees et m1ses en vigueur." 

A prop0s de cette declnrnti~n lo Dclegue de Cuba, le 
Dele~ue de 1 1Uruguny fnit observer qu 1 il compren~ q~e le dr•1t 
de defense collective se rn.ttnche nl')n seulement n 1 1Acte de 
Chapultepec, r~nis oncore a t"lUt ncc·;rd regional qui P'•Urra etre 
etabli a l 1rtVenir. Le Delegue du Per0u s 1nss0cie _a cette obser­
vntion. 

Le D6l~gue ~o l 1 Arg~ntifie s 1nss0cie h la d6clnrnt1on du , , I President e,t se decl::tre C'•nvaincu que la S0lutif"ln qu rm a 
"l.C1.optee f·mcti'Jnnern bi,:n dnns la pratique et mettrn lee accords 
regionaux en hnrmonie nvec l 10rgnnisnt1nn m~ndirtle. 

Le Delegue de l"t Frnnce ex,lrime le 4.esir de pnrler nu nnm 
de l 1Europe anns le c~n~ert des-Nnti•ns latines de l 1Am6rique. 
Il est d 1avis que la fr:.rmule np·:Jr•mvee pnr le Cnm1te s 1etend 
n general nux ens d 1 assistnnce-m~tuelle c~ntre les ngress1ons. 

Le Delegue de la Tch'g,sl~vnquie exprime en sntisfncti~n 
1u !nit qut.J 18 texte ndopte concilie effectiveL1ent le dr~lit · 
de defense incUviduelle et cnllective, et le maintien d 1une 
nutnrite centrale capnble rle pren1re des mesures a l 1egard des 

b ' , , ' , pro lemee de secur1te au fur et a mesure que ceux-ci se pre-
senteront. 

Le Delegue ne 1 1 Egypte fait ')bserver que le pr1nc1pe 
c-:mtenu <'inns le nOUVeau texte deVrA. cert'1 iner.Jent 6 I et<mdre 
nu Pacte des Etnts Arabes. 
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Le Delegue de 1 1Australie indique que ln Delegnti~n 
nustrnlienne :-1es ire f<tir..o c,...,ns igner n.u lJrncees verbal, qu 1 

elle n deux mntlfs d 1 '"'-Pl'uyer 1 1 ".r-tfmll.cment. Premi'erement, 
l 1am2ndement engl0be 1 1 eseen~icl ie l'~men~ement australien 
prop·~snnt 1 1inclusinn tians le Chnpitte VIII ~ 1 une n1uvelle 
Section DJ Jarce que cet nmeniemant ~t~it tiestine surtnut 
~ ' i 1 ' , ' 1 , il s ; it ; u ~Jrec ser n. c0mpctence genera e :m C·:msc :ie ecur e. 
Deuxier:.cmcnt, 1 1 ex.Jress i-Jn II sec uri to indivi•1uelle nu col­
lectivell-!fsemble a in Delet;nti()n nustrnlienne n.ssez lnrbe 
p~ur embrasser cette pnrtie ~e 1 1ameniemont austrnlian se 
rrt.pj,:>ortnnt ~u .-:.roit qu' ,nt les parties, dnns certaines 
cirCJnStnnces, ie prenire les mesures necessniros QU mn.in­
tien de ln ~ni~ et de ln Securit~ internn.tinnr.:tleS C0nf~r­
mement a des QCCJris C)ffi~ntibles nvec la Chnrte. 

Le Delegue r'l.e ln N·1uvelle Zeb.nn.e ex~::;rime ses crn.intes 
cl.e V·>ir tians les 2CC'>r0.S ret;icnnUX UDC tonc1ance a SOUlever 
ies c~nflits entre les gr~u~es r65ionnux. Ln delegation de 
ce )aye attnche une ir.llJf)rtnnce t 1ute S}:.ecinle o. la supremntie 
de 1 1orgnnisatinn man1inle. 

Le Pres i<'tent rend h')ffif:1!:.1{;e 1c1 n ln. valeur des tr~vnux 
~ ; } •.LU Sennteur Vandenberg n·1ur ln redncti.;n c'1.u n·~uve'1.U texte. 

~~:~' , ,,. I ; , Lo oenntcur rcp0n~., qu u s ··n avis, 1 un-:mimi te ex~::.rii:lee pnr 
lee reonrques et le vnte relntifs a cette qucsti0n c~nstitue 
une lJreuve cort'line 'ie 1 1 acher,.inell1ent vers un m ·n".e -'A1cifique 

' 1 ' ; nu a justice regncr'lit sur une huonnite libre. 

Decisinn: 1& Cnr.1ite decide ·)or 29 v·.·ix c ntre ,a: 

De renv:)yer .12..~ -:t0cis1Qn finr.tle 1lY ·cor.1ite 
c1e Coord.ination la guest1-n de ln. pl:1ce gue devrait 
0CCU"Jer nan's'm PropQ§itions ..:& Dur.lbnrtnn Oaks 1£ 
nouveau Ptiragrn2he (~ r6soluti1n ~A) ~ 
recnr.Jmrtnd.'lnt tr:utefnie .fl .Q.Q CorDite cl 1 en faire 
~ n•)uvelle Secti•.!,U Q. .B:.Y ChA.')i tre rm. 

Au c~urs des ti&bnts ·.r~c~dant cette d~cisi,n, le Delegue 
1e 1 1Union Snvietique fnit.lq decl~rnti~n suivnnte que le 
President :lec1de de renV''yer p';ur exn..mcn nu q,mite de -eoor..: 
·:'.ina t ion: 

11 Le Delegue rtc 1 1 Uni')n Sov1etique, n la sennde du S.,us­
Comite, s 1est 0pp0se ~ ce que le n1uve'lu,~nrn.g~aphe, deja 
appr>uve, et tout d 1abord souois au Slus-C,..,mite conne n uv.eau 
paragraphe 12 de .la Se'ct1nn B,;1u Chni~itre VIII, f:csse l 11bjet 
d 1une n~uvelle secti1n ~ist1ncte cle ce mime chap1tre. 
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11 Il serait illogique et m~!Jle art1ficiel d'exclure ce 

naragrophe de la section B; de,fait le naragranhe 12 traite 
du droit de legitime defense d'un membre de 1 10rgAnisation en 
c~s d 1.ngression 1 jusqu 1h ce que le Conseil de Securite prenne 
des ~esures pour le ~aintien de la p8iX internationPle, Il 
a~t egEJlement ~ndique dens ce uaragraphe a,ue oes mesures 
legit1mes de defense n'affectent Aucunement les nouvoirs ou les 
oblige.tions du Conseil de Seouri te de prendr-, l=t tous moments 

I ' / 1.-;s mesures qu 11 jugera neoessaires au maintien ou FJU retF:blis-
sement de lP PR11it inte·rnRtionale. 

~ 

11Il s 1 er;sui t dono que oe naregr::-phe s e :t;Bnnort e eu cornmeno e­
m. nt des onerF>tions militAires ,et, 'I'X~r consequent, flUX pouvo1rs 
et obligPtions du Conseil de Secur1te 

11 De plus, 111 Section B trf'ite des -oou'Toirs et des obl1-
gntions du Cons8il de s;cur1t~ ~ ~qrt1r du moment ·o~ ce dern1er 
~ etPbl1 1 1eXiStenC8 d 1Un8 ffi8n.rJCe ~ J.~ UP1X jUSQU 1 f1U moment OU 
11 "Pn11'1ue les rnP.sures contre 1' l'greaseur. 

"On neut snutenir '1UA le ~-gmM~ncement riu 'OP rrgrrphe 12 
concPrne le droit ~e leg1t1mA ~ef~nse d 1 un m~nbre de 1 1 orgA­
nisnt1on. Il fnut uourtPnt se rPu-oelAr que ce u::>rngr~mhe trn1te 
egnlement <1es r')bligPtions des rnembres fie 1 10rgPnisrtion; 1 1un 
de ceux-ci consiste r ~viser 1rnmed1~tement le ConS8il de Se-

' , , t b ourite des mesur<Js r.e legitime defense nrises pr·'r 1 Et~?t ... Mem re 
etA l'informer auA cet Etnt "remp1i toutes les oblig9tions . 
qui lui sont imnosees unr 1n ChPrte. 

11Les uar.ogr'f'lT)hes 5, 6 1 7 et 10 de l~"' Section B concernant 
eg~lement les m~rnes oblig~<t1ons des membres tie 1 1 0rgt=m1sAtion. 
Il semblerAit t~"mt ~ fPit logirtue et norr.v=~l que les droits et 

I I ' oblig"tions des r1~~mbres de 1 10rgr>n1sntion soient inseres El 
1~ section B qui tr~"'1te des menPces ~ 1n u~ix. 

Pour 1es rPisons mentionnees ci-dessus Jfestime done que 
le 'Qf'r?gr8uhe qui a eta ~dopta trouver~it sn Dl8C8 B'O'Oropriee 
Mmme 1'erngra.-ohe 12 de ln. Section B <'lu Ch1'1n1tre VIII." 

En ce qui conc~rne cette declerationf le Senrteur V~ndenberg 
expliaue aue lry raison pour lPquelle 11 s onpose A. l'insertion 
du n~uveau texte coMMe ner~grAphe 12 1 de 1n Section B,du ChP-pitre 
VIII, est r!Ue cette rrtesure serf11 t su'sceptib1e de snu1ever 11ne 
ry>uvelle d;scuss1on c'te 1.q, m~me questi,.,n nnr un nutre C0oi te 1 
etant donne que cette ~rt1e des uronositions de DumbArton 
0Bks n 1 est p~s de ln cnmT)et·conce ~u G0!1)1te III/4~ Il s~1:1git 
seulement d 1 eviter un cnnflit ~e cnmpetenoe, Le Cornite de 
0o'1r0.im'ti:jn ftevr~=Jit, l">rsqu 1 11 etw}iera lfl questi~n, tenir 
comnte cles di'7c:rses OT)inions exprimees, 
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Il est suggere PU cou:r;s r~es deb>'ts n.e s0unettre le n0uveru 
n'"'r"gr'lnhe .s.,ns ~ucune :rec!'ln,..,.,nr".!!tinn en ce oui cn.ncern·e sa 
pl~ce Precise d8ns le texte de lP Ch~rte. Le President f~it 
remarauer 1ue 1~ rec0mmBnd~t;0n nu Sous-C0mite est b~see sur 
un vote du snus-comit~ d 1 apres lequel il p ete d~n1d~ onr huit 
vnix centre quatre (ces dernieres etant lR Chine, lP Tcheco­
slova<lUie, lP France et 1 1 Union Sovietirtue) de rec:lr:m<mfi_er e1_ue 
1~ nnuveau t ex e crmst i tue le Section D, r'u ChaPi tre VIII. Une 
decisirm <'L0it r.onc €ltre prise PU sujet cte lE• rec01'1f-1Pn(1<·tion clu 
Sous:C0nit~. Le President n~t flonc 1~ quest\0n ~ux vo1x, et 
le resultet du vote est la decision nenti0nnee plus Th'"1Ut. La 
DelegPtion de lP Norv~ge demande~que s0n a~stention dAns le 
vote sur cette question soit notee B\1 oroces-verbal 

, , '"'' ·, De9).sir.m: Le Comite de_g ... c'l.e §_ 1 1 unenim1te: 

3.. ;ue 11'1 fnt':"le r.u Ch<w>itre' VIII, Section Q, ~­
gr~phe,! des Prnn0siti0ns ~ DumbPrton OPks ~ 
remaniee Pour tenir comote de lR Proo0sition des 
Et Rts-Unis Cle 00nrlenser 1es f;"l'!enr'.eP1ent S AU· Chp.;;ftre 
VIII, Secti;:;-rl Q, r~'~ns 1e-texte suivPnt: -r1e !!2~ 
PPSSPge est souligneT: 

11 'tl.ien c'\r>ns lfl Ch~rte ne c'tevr£'1t ·s 1 opnoser F> 1 1 e;x:1s­
tence <'! 1 "'CC0rrs I")U <'l'orgRnisrws r0gir'lni"UX trPitPnt 
des auesti~ns relPtives PU mP1nt1en de lA n~ix et 
de 111 secur1 te internAtit?nr->1es 1Ui T)6UVent f"ire 
1 1objet ~rune acti0n regi0n~1e, ~·con~ition a~e 
ces ~cc0rds ou ces nrgnnisnes et leur ect1v1te 
snient C0IDT)Ptible s 1'1V,~c les buts et les ,.,rincines 
n~ 1 10rganisfltinn. Les EtPts menbres feisant 
oPrtie ne ~ 0rgRni8Mes ~ PYPn~ cnnclu ~~ tels 
ACC0rds devrRieht fRire t0us leu~ eff0r~ pour 
ORrvenir 2 un reglement nncifique de differends 
re5ion~ux-,.,;r 1 1 entremise de ces orgAnismes ~ 
gf'.<Jce f! ces-accnrds, E1VAnt de le§_ !0umettre g_g 
Cnnsei1 de Securite. Le Cnnseil de Securite de~ 
vrai t en00ur,ger le regleMent Dacifi:JUe des cUf-
f , d .. ' "' • - d eren s u.e cgrgctere locAl grace e ces acc0r s 
ou ~rr l'entremise de ces nrgenismea r~gion~ux; 
ce reglement serait entr8oris sur 1 1 initi~t1ve 
des Etets interess~s, ou a la de~~'~nde du Cnnse11 
de Securite lui-meme. 

11 Ce par,gra,.,he n 1 affecte ~ rien 1 r F.IT)nliccl tinn 
des PPregraDhes 1 et g ££ la Section a du Dresen~ 
Ch£>n1tre. 

Da.na 1P discussion oreced.F.tnt cette dec 4 sion, on soulign~ 
le fait que les mnts qui se tr(')uvent P lA fin 11 -oPragranhe 1 
et 2 de ll!l section A du nresent 0h.o.nitre" se ra-o~ortent 
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uniouement au texte actuel de ces articles dans les Prouos1t1ons 
de Dumbc.rton Oaks. C 1 el'1t 9ourquo1 le texte af o9te :eour· le par~­
grophe.l,de la section Q du C~apitre,VIII, devrait etre renvoye 
au Comlte III/4 pour,y etre reexamine au c~s ou i1 y aurait un 
changement dens la redact;on des uaragraphes 1 et 2 de la Section 
A du Chapi tre VIII. Le President 1)artage cette opinion. 

Penoant la niscussion, 1e delegue du Perou ex~rime 1'opinion 
suivante: 11 craint que la disposition fin~cle 11 ce uaragraphe 
n I e.ffo:cte en ri~n 1 1 ap:olication des uarc.gra9hes l e~ 2 de la 
Section A du -ore sent Chc.ui t:t>e 11 puisse. ['.Voir comme res1'l tat, dans 
la pratique, qu 1 un <.'lifferencl sol t exa.Tine simul tanement ~Jar une 
Orge.nisation regionale et ~)ar le Conseil ce Se'curite, ou qu 1 en cas 
d I echec de, le, .Jart du_ ConFl~il de Securi te on sol t oblige de s r en 
r~pnorter a des :nes~res adequa~es de la ')l::t.rt de ,1~ orgwisation 
regionale. La ')remiere c.e ces eventuali tes se revelerai t pleine 
d 1 1nconvenients et la seconde, inacGeY)teble. I1 affirme, au nom 

~ ' I ' » de 1E'. r,ele£:::'-tion -oeruviennE, 1 1 o..u~onomie Cles accorf~ reglonaux 
dans le c?cl.re Cl e 1 1 Orgc.nisc.tion mondi~le. An c. as ou 1e s organis­
mes ~egiOnC..UX ne uarvlenc.rc..icnt -"laS a un reglement pacifiau~. du 
differend, et d.::'.ns ce cas s::.ulement, J.e 0\)Clf,eil Sf rai t conroe tent. 
A son avis, l.es dis,Jpsi tiona du pare.vra'Dhe l de la ,Soct19n A du 
Chapi tre VIII, d 1 a'Dr"s le.'3quelles 11 :G.L Ccnceil de Secu:d te devrd t 
C..VOir le 1JO'cl.VOir d 1 &nCL et<::t' sur tout Ci_tftt:!rend OU toute sltue..tion 
susce·Jtible Cl 1 entrafp(,r un descr::cord E:ntre nE:.tions ou d 1 en12:enflrer 
un confli t E'..fin de c.eterminsr si ba )rolone>:ation -oourrai t men9.cer 
le maintien,de la Deix et de ls ricurit~ jntern~tlonales~" spnt 
contra ires ~ ce 1)rincine. A gon avis 11 st-:m1;?le qu 1 11 y ai t la '!n~ 
double competenc~, :oulsque les organl.smes rPgirmaux, de ~eur cote, 
s 1 effarceraient eg~lement Cl 1 o~tRnjr la solution des differends et 
de regler les desaccorc1s entrf n:::-,tions, membres de leurs or"'anisa,-, ,... , , 9 , 
tions Un tel conflit de comDPtence dolt etre evite et le delegue 
du Perou demande quI on eclaiJ."'Cisse les~'r::-.T)"'OOrts entre cc:tte -
question et la dernier-e uc.rtie du ue.re.grnphe 1 revise de la 
Section C.du Chc.pitre V:J:Il, sous sa forme amendee. 

Diver;ses delegations soumattent leur noint de vue concernant 
1 1 1nter-pretntion des -o.::ragra-phes 1 et 2 de la Section A du Chapi­
tre VIII. 

Au nom de la delegation de Colombie, le President fait la 
declnration suivante: 

11 La 'Dro9edure a suivre en vue <'1. 1 assurer .le re~lemen~ 
aue des o1fferends ~t d 1 aupliquer de~ mPsures ~e sfcurite 
cadre des nccorc s reg1nnau:X, conformement c.ux e.mendements 
est la suivante: 

pac1f1-
dan8" !~ , 
adoptee, 

"Dans le cE.S·/·a 1 un cUfferend entre deux Etats aui sont membres 
d 1 un organisme regional, ce differend devrnit etre ~regle par des 
moyens ~~acifiques· ex1stc:~nt au t;!ein de c~t- org~.nisme. Tous les 
Etats qui eont mer.~bres Cl 1un orgrnisme regional ~ont dans 1 1 o'911ga­
tion de faire tous les efforts nossibles pour reg1er le differend 
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D<p" l 1 ii)termediaire de cet org€1-ne; d 1 <'.utre uart, le gonseil de 
Securite doit encour~er c~s reglements pacifiques regionaux. 
Mais le Conseil de Securite a aussi le droit d'enqueter afin de 
determiner si ce differend est susceutible de constituer une ' ' , . , -
menace~a l~ paix ou a l~ secu~ite internat;onales, ce droit 
d 1 enquete etant soumis ala reserve exurimee dans le nouvel article 
sur la defence co~lective d 1 apres lequel lea articles l et 2 de 
la Section A du meme chapitre conserveront toute leur force. 

"Qes articles se ra,)portent au droit du Conseil de Securi te 
d 1 en~ueter,sur toute situation susceptible de menacer 1& uaix et 
la securite et au droit des nations d 1 att1rer l'attention du 
Conseil de Securite ou de 1 1Assemblee sur toute situation de nature a menacer la uaix ou la securite internationales. 

"D 1 apres les disposi tiona des e,rticles. 1 et 8 de la Section A, 
la comuetence du, Conseil est limitee a la conduite des enquetes, et 
lee Nations, qu 1 elles scient, ou non, rnembres de 1 10rgan1sat1on, 
n 1 ont que le droit·de demander ces enquetes. Le Conseil est com­
petent pour prendre toutes mesures,pour faire,toute recommandation, 
pour a0.opter toutes dispositions de nature a eviter laguerre, 
pour appliquer toutes rnesures coercitives autres que des rnesures 
mill taires, mais seulemen~ c1.ans le cadre des cUsposi tiona des 
articles de la Section A a uartir de 1 1Article 4 et des articles 
de la Section B. Il n 1 existe J?aS et, 1Jar consequent, 11 ne peut 
exister de juridictiory ou c9mpetence double telle~oue, uar exemple, 
celle du Cons~il de Securite proposant certaii)S reglements uacifi­
ques des differends et celle des organismes regionaux. Le Conseil 
devrait se porner a faire des enquetes, soit de sa uropre initia­
tive, soit a la demande d 1une nation quelconque, en c~ aui concerne 
~es situations s~sceptible~ de constituer,une menace ala uaix et 
a favoriser te reglement regional du,differen~; d'~utre part 11 
incombe aux etats qui app~rtiennent a un systerne regionu~ de 
s 1 efforcer d 1 obtenir un regle~ent pacifique par 1 1 int~rmediaire 
de leur ~ropre Orgaryisation avant de renvoyer le differend au 
Conseil. Cette procedure est conforme, non seulernent aux disposi­
tions des ar~icles du Chapitre S':r lea "arrangements reg1onaux 11

, 

mais encore_a 1 1Article 3, revise de la Section A. 

, 
11 To1:ft accord regi9nal dolt comprendre, commt3 dans le cas des 

etats americains, un mecenisme comnlet pour le reglement pacifique 
des d1fferends: enquete, reglement-direct, mediation, conciliation, 
arbi~rage et appels aux cours de justice internf.tion~tlea.Tout 
differend qui pourrai t sur~ir au sein d 'l..m systeme regional devrait 
f~ire 1 1 objet de rnesures regionales de reglement pacifique. Confor­
mement aux dispositio9s. de ~'Article 1 de la Section A du Cha~i~re 
VIII, le Conseil de Securite, tant que ces mesures n'on~ pas ete~ 
prises, et agissant soit de s~ ryropre initiative, soit a la requete 
d'un Etat quelconque, conformement a 1 1Art1cle 2, devrait seulement 
chercher a determiner s 1 il existe ou non une situation de nature a 
troubler la paix et la securite internationales. 
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11 Il est evident que ei les systemes regionaux de reglenent 

pacifio~e n 1 a~te1gnent pas leurs buts, le Conseil peut 1nterven1r 
c~;>nfornement a 1 1article 5, en vue de "?Jroposer une fomule de 
reglement. 

11 81, cepe;ndant, a U(l moment quelconque, survenuit une attaque 
de forces arm~es, c 1 est-a-dire une agression, contre un Et~t me~bre 
d 1 un groupe regional, on auralt recours, uutor:w.~iquemen~, d 1 apres 
les dispositions de la Ch8xte, aux meeures de defense legitine, 
soit individuel~es, soit collectives, qgi con~tituent un droit 
naturel, jusqu 1a c~ que le Con~~il de Sacurite puisse adopttr les 
sanctions appropriees centre ltetnt agresseur. 

"Dans le cas des Etats americains, une agression dirigee 
centre l'un quelconque ge cea Etats constitue une agression contra 
l'en~emble d~s Etats americains et,ils usent tous,de leur dr9it 
de defense legitime en se portant a 1 1 aupu1 de lfetot attaque, 
afin de reP.ousser 1 1agresseur. C1est ce qui s'apryelle le droit de 

-, I' 

legitime defense collective. · 

11 Pour ces raisons, la,d~legat19n de Colombie apurouve avec 
enthousiasme les mesures deja adoutees, qui, dans le cadre de la 
Charte de l~Organisat;on Internationale, constituent un statut 
d 1accor0s regionaux repon0ant "?Jarfaitement aux besoins des nations 
americaines. que relie-d 1une maniere St18S1 pa.rfai te que possible un 

' ' , , II systeme de na1x et de securite. 
I' , I' 

Le delegue de la Bolivie anryrouve le nouveau t~xte du ~ara-
~raphe 1 de la Section C du Ch~pitre VIII so~s la resPrve que rien 
dans ce texte ne s 1 opuose au ')Ouvoir uttribue aux Etats par le 
paragraphe 2 de,la Segtion A du Chapitre VIII ou au pouvoir rec~nnu 
au Conseil de Securite par le paragraphe 5 de la S~ction A du meme 
chapitre de la Charte, de nrenQre toutes mesures necessaires. 

Decision: ~.Comite decide a 1 1unanim1te: 

11 Q.ue le texte du paragrauhe ~ de la Section Q S!Y, 
Chauitre VIII des Propositione,de Dumbarton ~~ 
auquel,aucun amendement n'a ete prou~se, demeure tel 
gu 111 etait redige ~ ~ forme originale, savoir: 

11 Le Conseil de Securit~ devrait. en tout temus, A ? , 

etre tenu pleinem~nt au c'?urunt des c.ctivites )ntre-
prises ou envisagees en Vertu d 1 arrangements regionaux, 
en vue de maintenir la nttix •et la securi te internationales. d 

~ I ' ~ I Le Comite approuve egalement a 1 1unanimite et sana,discussion 
lea a.utres sections du rapport urovisoire du Sous-comite. F;n con-, - , ~ , 
sequence les recomr.andat1ons qui suivent ont ete a.cceptees: 

{1) ajourner 1 1 examen du na~agraphe 2 de la Section C du 
Chapitre VIII 1 en attenaant le resultat des discussions entre lee 
gpuvernements invitants et la France, en ce·qui concerne la fusion 
d~ leurs amendements resuectifs visant ce ~aragraphe en tenant 
compte des observations des autres pays, en uarticul1er de l'Egypte. 
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(ii) renvoyer uour avis au Comite Executif 1 1 amendement 
; , ' 

egyptien nropo~ant 0e definir Dar un nouvel amendement les 

699 

arrangements regioneux. 

( 111) rej eter lf a!'lennement.,c'!e la No~velle Zelande nroposo.nt 
de soumettre les arrangements regionaux a 1 1 aourob~t1on ne 
1 1 Orgnnisation. · 

(iv) lee a.mend.ements des Etats Latino-americains au paragraphe 
1 de la Section C du Chanitre VIII et 1 1 amendement australien 
~roposant une nouvelle sf.ction D au Chapitre VIII, ne necessitent 
"9lUS c1 1 examen. 

• , .I , , 

Le President declare que lee seancee du Comite et du Sous-
comite sont suspendues jusqu 1a r~ce~tion du texte unique contenant 
lee propositions qui se rapportsnt a 1 1 article 2 et de. la propo­
sition de 1 1 Egypte. 

La seance est levee ~ 19 h.lO. 
2281 -10-
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DOC.642 (FRENCH) 
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Security Council 

COR~IGENDA AU COl<IPTE-RENDU S0~1r,.;AIRE DE LA ~UATRIEHE SEANCE 
DU COMITE III/4, LE 23 mal 1945. 

(Doc. 576 III/4(9} 

Page 1, seconde et troisieme 11~nes du tiremier pQ~agrRnhe : 

Au lieu de "annexe au Doc.533" 1 lire ~dietribue". 

Page 4, neuvieme ligne du 9remler o8ragrephe: 

Au lieu d~ 11 secur1 t~ 1nd1viduel~1e ,OU collective" 

2·558 
lire "legitime deferrse 1nd1v1duelle ou collective". 



700 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
COMMITTEE 4 REGIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 835 (ENG.FR.) 
III/4/10 
June 7, 1945 

Security Council 

AGENDA FOR FIFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

June 8, 1945, 3:30 ~· 

1. Consideration of final report of Rapporteur to Committee 
I!I/4 on work of Subcommittee III/4/A 

ORDRE DU m DE lA CINQUIEME SEANCE ~ COMITE III/4 

le 8 juin 1945 a 15 h. 30 

1. Examen du dernier Rapport du Rapporteur au Comit~ 
III/4 sur 1es travaux du Sous-Comit~ III/4/A 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 889 (ENGLISH)* 
III/4/12 
June 9, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF FIFTH MEE'l'ING .QE COMMITTEE III/!, 

Veterans Building, ~ 202, June~~ 1945, ~ £·~· 

The Chairman called upon the Ra~porteur to present the 
final report of Subcommittee III/4/A which had been dis­
tributed as Document 854, III/4/ll.**The report was read 
paragraph by paragraph. The first three paragraphs were 
approved without comment. 

Discussion arose on the recommendation of the Subcommittee 
that the proposal submitted by the Egyptian Delegation tor 
the insertion in Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 1, of a 
definition of the term "regional arrangement" be rejected 
(text or Egyptian amendment in nocument 533, III/4/A/9, page 
3). On this question the Delegate of Egypt observed that 
regional arrangements are not intended solely to guard 
against aggression but to serve wider purposes also, such 
as the promotion of social and economic cooperation. In 
the Egyptian view it was or the essence of a regional 
arrangement that it should be of a permanent nature. The 
Delegate of Egypt considered himself under an obligation.to 
submit the Egyptian amendment oga.in to the full Committee. 

The Delegate of the United States replied that the 
Egyptian amendment involved reopening the discussion on 
Chapter VIII, section C, paragraph 1, and that any change 
in the text of this paragraph would result in considerable 
delay. He observed that the question of defining the term 
"!'egional arrangement" had already been fully debated, and 
the decision hod been reached that reliance should be 
placed upon the general terms of the Charter. While the 
language submitted by the Delegate of Egypt clearly defined 
obvious legitimate and,eligible factors for a regional 
arrangement, it was probable thot it failed to cover all 
the situations which might be embraced by regional arrange­
ments. The o~tempt ~o enter into definitions would entail 
indefinite discussion and interminable delays. · 

4144 -1-
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Decision: The Committee rejected by g9 votes 
to ~the Eg~ion amendment providigS-ror o 
aefinffion Q the term "regional'" orranrent II 
in Chapter V!II, Seotfon _, paragraph _. 

The following text was recommended by the Subcommittee 
for Chapter VIII, section C, paragraph 2: 

"The Security Council should, where appropriate, 
utilize such arrangements or agencies for enforcement 
action under its authority. But no enforcement action 
should be taken under regional arrangements or by 
regional agencies without the authorization_of the 
Security Council with the exception of measures against 
~ states in tnrs-wa;-2rovided for-pursuant to 
~or XII, parasraph 2, or, in r~onal arrangements 
directed-o$oinst renewa! or-a~ess ve po1Ic~ on the 
part of such stctes, untir-suc time as ther~niZOtion 
math Ori reguest of the GovernmentS'CoiiOei'ii'Od, e charged 
wi tne responsiOirrty for srev~nting further-aggression 
P.z £ SUite ill?.!!. at !.§.!:. !!!..lli t e United Nations •11 

In· support of this text the Delegate of the United States 
pointed out that the first port coincided with the text of 
the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, and that to this part had 
been added on exception to the general rule that no enforce­
ment action should be taken without the authorization of 
the security Council. This exception was based upon the 
conviction that existing instruments for the permanent 
and effective demilitarization and control of the enemy 
states should be utilized to the fullest extent, until 
such time as it should prove mutually agreeable, both 
to the Organization and to the governments concerned, that 
the Organization should take over the responsibility. The 
failure to establish any permanent control over the ex­
enemy stntes was one of the tragedies following the first 
World Wor. It was essential not to repeat this error. The 
present text was the same as that submitted earlier by the 
sponsoring governments save that the phr['se "on request" 
had been substituted for the phrnse "by consent". The 
Delegate of the United states submitted that while this 
verbnl change shifted the initiative ~equired for any 
proposed transfer ot responsibility to the Organization,* 
the effect of the present text was the some as that of the 
earlier text. Re added that he desired to moko it plain 
that nothing in the paragraph under consideration impaired 
in any way the force of the provisions regarding regional 
organization previously approved. It detracted in no way 
from the force of the reservation previously adopted with 
regard to the right of self-defense. The paragraph at 
present under considerntion related solely to the problem 
of the per.monent control ot enemy states. 

4144 
*cCorrigendum see p.715l 



The Delegate of Colombia desired that 1n view of the 
importance of senator Vandoe:n.berg's statement regarding the 
relation of Chapter VIII, section C, paragraph 2, to the 
other paragraphs regarding regional arrangements, the 
declaration of the Delegate of the United States should be 
included in the Rapporteur's report to the Commission. 

The Delegate of Australia drew attention to the fact 
that the draft of Chapter VIII, seotion c, paragraph 2, 
contained a reference to Chapter X~I, paragraph 2. The 
text of Chapter XII, ~ragraph 2, was still under consider­
ation. He desired it to be noted that if the text of 
Chapter XII, paragraph 2, should be changed, the text of 
Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2, might require recon-
sideration in Committee III/4. . 

The ChairmAn ruled that the reference to Chapter XII, 
paragraph 2, in Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2, 
should be understood to r~fer to the original Dumbarton 
Oaks text of Chapter XII, paragraph 2, and that should this 
text be revised and the drafting ot Chapter VIII, Section 
C, paragraph 2, in consequence, require reconsideration, 
a special meeting of Committee III/4 would be convened tor 
the purpose. 

The proposal of the ~legate of Colombia was suppnrted 
by the Delegate of Fran~e. 

The Delegate of Bolivia requested that the statement ot 
the United States Delegate be adopted by the Committee as 
the correct interpretation of the provision in question. 
It should, furthermore, be clearly understood that this 
interpretation covered regional arrangements only and did 
not extend to measures referred to in pursuance of Chap­
ter XII. 

The Delegate of Mexico said thnt, independently of the 
result or the discussion, i.e., as to whether the interpre­
tation or the Delegate of tho United States should or should 
not be incJ.uded in the report, the Mexicnn Delegation would 
vote in favor of the text proposed, with the reservation 
that the lnngunge concerning the application of measures 
against enE1my states in no way affected the right of individ­
ual or collective self-defense. With regard to the point 
referring t;o Chopter XII, the Mexican Delegation shored 
the Views EtXpressed by the Delegate or Austrolia, i.e., tbat 
if Chapter XII were modified by another committee,-tne 
Mexican Delegation reserved the right to reconsider the 
matter •. 

The Delegate of Vo.nezuelo supported the proposal made 
by the DelEtgate ot Colombia and stnted that he would vote 
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for the amenden r.ho.pter VIII, Section C, paragroph 2, on 
the basis of the explanation by Senator Vandenberg. 

The Delegate of Belgium supported the statement made 
by the Delegate of Mexico and stated that his vote for the 
amendment would be in the same sense. 

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia remarked that, speaking 
for a country which had been Germany's first and last 
victim, he sincerely thanked the sponsoring governments 
and France for the text which they had presented. Senator 
Vandenberg hod stoted very clearly that the chief purpose 
was the permanent ~nd effective demilitarization and control 
of Germony ond Japan. The new world Organization could 
only be constructed on the permanent and totol ruins of 
German ond Japanese aggression. 

The Delegate of the United States commented that the 
Committee could not be osked to bind itself os a whole 
to what was after all an expression of his personal opin­
ion. It was not reason~ble to a5k that when a few words 
had been the subject or close negotiation, a general 
explanation made by one only of those who had been engaged 
in negotiations should be adopted officially as o clarifi­
cation of the text. It was fully open to the Delegate of 
Bolivia and to other delegates to make it clear that, in 
voting for the present text, they were voting in the light 
of the remarks which he hod mode and with which, for their 
part, they agreed. So far'os the interpretation which he 
hod submitted was concerned, the Delegate of Boiivio could 
rely upon him to defend it at any timo, but he desired 
that the Delegate of BoJ.ivio should rest content with the 
insertion of these remarks in the record and should not ask 
the Committee to o.dopt as its own interpretation the state­
ment which he hod made. 

*The Delegate of the Soviet Union expressed his agree­
ment with Senator Vlmdenberg 's desire to have his interpre­
tation considered as a personal one. In his view, there 
were two exceptions in the amendment under discussion. 
Senator Vandenberg hod discussed one exception,.that re­
lating to measures against dQomY states contained in Chapter 
XII, paragraph 2, end hod not touched upon the other excep­
tion, concerning the regional arrangements which hod been 
established to. guard against the recurrence of aggression 
by ex-enemy states. Both types of ·arrangement came under 
the exception to the general rule of requiring the outho~­
izotion of the Security Council for regional enforcemeht 
·action. The Delegate of ·~he Soviet.Union stated that he 
would hove no objection to the insertion of individual 
*cCorrigendum see p.717J 
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opinions in the summary report of the Committee's meeting 
provided it wos mode perfectly clear that these were not 
declarations of the Committee. 

The Delegate of Egypt reverted to the Egyptian proposal 
to transfer to Chapter XII the exceptional provisions which 
the sponsoring governments and France pro~osed to add to 
the Dumbarton Oaks- text, i.e., the words with the excep~ 
tion of measures against enemy states ••• with the United 
Nations." He said that he did not dispute the substance 
of the paragraph under consideration. At the same time he 
considered that since the exception in question was a pro­
visional measure for a transitional period, it should be 
dealt with in a separate section. This change of place 
should be accompanied by the substitution of the term 
"pacts of mutual assistance" for the words "regional ar­
rangements". 

The Delegate of France stated that his country hod 
strong objection to the transfer to Chapter XII of the pro­
visions contained in the amenwnent of the sponsoring 
governments and France. Chapte~ XII dealt with matters of 
a purely temporary character, whereas the special regional 
agreements in question were of a potentially permanent 
nature. For example, the Anglo-Soviet and Franco-soviet 
poets had an element of very clear permanency in that they 
were of tWP.nty-year duration and were renewable. Likewise, 
the attempt mode in ecrlier discussions to classify the 
pacts of mutual assistance as purely military agreements 
was incorrect since they contained economic provisions. 
The Delegate of France submitted that it was impossible to 
draw any clenr line of demarcction between regional agree­
ments and poets of mutual defense. 

The Delegnte of the Soviet Union expressed the opinion 
that the Egyptian amendment could not rightly be enter­
tained by the Committee. It was, in his view, an entirely 
new amendment affecting the substance of the 'text under 
discussion. 

The Chairman stated his understanding that the Egyptian 
amendment could be voted upon as an amendment to ~n amend­
ment. However, in order to ovoid further discussion, he 
submitted to the Committee the preliminary question whether 
the Committee should proceed to vote on the Egyptian amend-

-ment. 
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Decision: - The Committee decided N lZ votes 12. 
6 that it snould not proceed to vote-on the 
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The Chairman then submitted to the Committee the text 

of Chnpter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2. 

Decision: The Committee a!Yroved ~ 22 votes 
to o the text or chapter v- f, sectron-c, para­
graph .?_, recomniended §z ~ §ubconunittee. 

The Delegate of Egj~t called attention to the fact that he 
had abstained froill voting. 

The final paragraphs of the Rapporteur's report were 
then approved. 

The Dele~ate of the Soviet Union made the following 
statement: At the session of Committee III/4, held on 
May 23, the Representative of Colombia read a statement 
appraising the so-called Act of Chepultepec and pointing 
out that paragraph 12 of Section B of Chapter VIII implied 
that the Act of Chapultepec did not run counter to tho 
Charter. Similar statements were made by representatives 
of other Latin American nations who asked that both the 
statement or the Colombian Representative' and theirs be 
recorded in the minutes of the session of the Committee. 

"The Representative of Egypt mode at the srune session 
a statement concerning the Pan-Arab regional agreement, 
The Soviet Delegation feels it must point out that the 
statements in question were of a unilateral nature. The 
Soviet Delegation declares that, as the Conference has 
neither considered nor studied questions bearing on the 
Act or Chapultepec and tho Pan-Arab Union, unilateral state­
menta similar to those made by the Latin American repre­
sentatives as well as by the Representntive of Egypt cannot 
commit the Conference in any way. 

"The Soviet Delegation requests this statement of its 
views be recorded in the minutes of the present session." 

The Delegnte of the United States agreed thot the Soviet 
Delegate was of course entitled to have his opinion placed 
on record. He added, however, that he did not wish to 
allow this occasion to conclude without stating the opinion 
of the Delegation of the United States that the P~ American 
Union for fifty years had represented the finest flower of 
international cooperation for security by peaceful means, 
and that his Delegation -entertained no doubt whatever that 
the Act of Chepultepec as implemented by the treaty soon to 
be drawn up, would pass every test required by the new in­
ternational Organization as a tremendous keystone contribu­
tion to the great undertaking to which we ore now dedi­
cating our hearts and souls. 
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The Delegate of Egypt observed that the list of state­
ments in the remarks cf the Delegate of the Scviet Union 
was incomplete. Statements were also made by the Delegates 
of France and Czechoslovakia regarding their pacts with 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. These statements 
were also unilateral, and the remarks of the Delegate of 
the Sovidt Union applied to them also.* He desired to add 
that Senator Vandenberg's statement.could apply not only 
to the Inter-American agreements but also to the more recent 
regional agreements whoso aims we~e the some and which 
were the expression of a very old b~otherhood. 

The Delegate of Boliv::l.a reaffirmed that in voting in 
favqr of the agreed text of Chapter VIII, section C, para­
graph 2, ho had acted in complete agreement with the 
principles stated by the United States Delegate. 

The meeting closed at 6 p. m. 

*cCorrigendum see p.715J 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 4 Accords reg1onaux 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 689 (FRENCH)* 
III/4/12 
June 9.1945 

Security Council 

QO!:!P~-BE!!DQ SE§U~!E ~ ~ QI~~I~ ~~QE .£!! Q011I!E 1IY.i 

Ye_!e_!:l'llli! ~U_!)_g;i_ng, ,aall§. 2,0£,, k !a Jlu.1_n !9~,~ !5)l.QQ 

Le President demande au Rapporteur de presenter le rapport 
definitif du Sous-c,)mite III/4/A qui n ete distribue comme 
Doc. 854 (III/4/ll).~Le Rapporteur donne lecture du rapport 
pl'lragraphe par paragraphe. Les premiers trois paragraphes 
sont adoptes sana observation. 

Une discussion s'eleve a propos de la recommandat1on du 
Sous-01mite que la proposition soumise par la Delega.t10n 
egyptienne v1sant l 1insert1on au Chapitre VIII, Sec. 6, par.l, 
d 1une definition du terme •arrangement regionalU BOit reje­
tee (your le texte de l 1amendement egyptian, voir Doc.533 
(III/4/A/9) p.3). Concernant cette question le Delegue de 
l 1Egypte fait observer que les arrangements regionaux ne vi­
s.mt pas seulement h prevenir l'agression mais auesi a attein­
dre des buts plus etendus', teJs que le developpement de la coo­
peration sooiale et economique. Du point de vue egyptian, lee 
arrangements r·egionaux sont permanents par essenoe. Le De­
legue de 1 1Egypte considere qu 111 a l 1obl1gat1on de soumettre 
l 1amendement egypt1en au Comite plenier. 

Le Delegue des Etats-Unis repond que 1 1amendement egyptien 
entra1nerait la reprise des debate sur le Chapitre VIII, Sec­
tion C, pararx·aphe 1 et que tout changement appox;te e.u texte 
de ce pe-.ragr·aphe p!'ov-oquerait des rete>.rds considerables dans 
le travall du Comlte. J.l fait observer qu 1 on a deja ple1ne­
ment diec:ute cett'l question de definition .du terme 11arrange ... 
ment reg;or_;al 11 et qu' on a decide qu' on doit s 1 en tenir aux 
terme& genera1.1x cle la Oharte. 51 d 1une part lea termes de 
l'a~~n4e~ent s~umts pn~ le Delegue de·l 1Egypte def1n1ssent 
Clairel"'I.P.nt CertainS elementS legi timeS et acceptableS 1 treS 
visibles d 1un ·arrangement regional, d 1autre part 11 est 
probable qu 1 ils n 1embrassent pas toutes lea situations qui 

**cVoir sous III/4/A p.S65~ 
*cCorrigenda_voir p.716 et 719::~ 
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peuvent etre ~revues par des arrangements regionaux. A vouloir 
rediger des definitions, on s'engagerait dans des debate 1111-
mites et 1nterm1nables. 

!>eois1oo: ~ .Qo.m1,U ,te.Je!t~ na.; .2,2 .to1x .s.o.ntxe .Q l'J&mJW­
~ement ~~P!ign ~r~voyant yn~ defin1!1~n_d~ !e~m~ T~m£n­
ge,me$t ,teg1gn,!l 11 4Y ~h.!Pit.te .YI!I. ... S,go!i,gn .Q, ;ea,tagrJ&­
Rh!l .=. 
Le Cous-Comite reoommande pour le Chapitre VIII, Section C, 

paragraphe 2, le texte suivant: 
1Le Conse11 de Seourit~ devrait, chaque tois qu11l 
oonv1ent, ta1re usage de ces accords ou organismes 
en vue de 11 appl1oat1on, sous son autorite, de mesures 
coerc1tivea, mais aucune mesure ooercit1ve ne devrait 
etre appliquee en vertu d'arrangements regionaux ou 
par des organ1smes re~ionaux sane 1 1autor1sation du 
Oonseil de Secur1te, A 11 except1on ~ mesures prises 
contre tea Etats ennem1s ~ courp ~ 1a present~ guerra, 
contormemenj ~ Ch!p1tr~ ~. paragraphe g ou!! des 
aclord§ r~g;onaux ~oppogant ~ renouveilement ~ 1! , 
.Po 1t1gye d a~esg fA €f 1Jlpart S& ~ Etats, Jysgu'a 
!tt qu 1il ~j1 t ;t§ o 1 le,, lA !f. c&pmande W. GOuverne- . 
men~g 1nteresses, d attr1byer & 1 Organisation !§ 
!esnontab111t~ ~ pr6vfq1r toute agressioa tuty;e ~ 
~ nar ~ that aotuellement .!!!1 guerre avec _u Nations 
Un1i8':1' 

A l'apnui de ce texte le Delegue des Etats-Unis ta1t 
observer que 1a premiere partfe en est 1dent1que au texte des 
Propos1·t1ons de Dumbarton Oaks, et qu'a oet~e partie on a ajou­
te une exception a la regle generale qui prevoit qu'auoune me­
sure·ooero1t1ve ne devrait etre prise sans l 1 autor1sat1on du 
Conseil de Securite. Oette exception re~ose sur la conviction 
que lea moyens ex1stants en vue de la dem111tarisation et le 
controle permanents et effect1ts des etats ennem1s devra1ent 
etre utilises dans la mesure du possible, Jusqu'au moment 
ou l'Organisat1on et lea gouvernements en oause estimeront 
d'un oommun aooord que le moment est venu pour l'Organisat1on 
de prendre la ~ea~nsab111te de oes taches. Le ta1t qu'on a 
n~lige d 1,tabl1r.un ~ontrole uermanent des etats ex"ennemis 
a ite une de~ tragedies de 11 epoque qui a stiiv1 la premi'r' 
Guerre Mond1ale. Il importe essentiellement de ne pas repeter 
cette erreur. Le texte aotuel est le meme que oelu1 qui a 
ete presente par lea Gouvernements 19v1tants, sauf que lea 
mots •a la demands' ont ete subst1tues aux mots •avec le 
oonsentement•. Le Delegue des Etats-Un1s, convient que oe 
changement de mots depiaoe l 11n1t1at1ve requ1se oomme mesure 
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prealable a tcut transfert de resnonsabilite a 1 10rganisationJ* 
mais fait remarquer aue 1 1 effet du present texte est le m€me 
que celui du texte a~terieur. Il ajoute que r1en 1 dane le pa­
ragraphe en discussion, ne porte la moindre atte1nte aux dispo­
sitions relatives a 1 1 0rganisation re~ionale deja approuvees. 
Il n 1 affa1blit en rien la reserve deja adoptee relativement 
au droit de legitime defense. Le paragraphe vise uniquement 
la question du controle p€.rmanent d 1 etats ennemis. 

Le Delegue de la Colombie desirerait en raison de l'impor­
tance de la declaration du Senateur Vandenberg sur le rapport 
entre le Chapitre VIII, Section C, para~raphe 2, et les a~tres 
paragraphes relatifs aux arrangements regionaux, que la decla­
ration du Dele~ue des Etats-Unis soit incluse dans le rapport 
du Rapporteur a la Commission. 

Le Delegue de 1 1Austral1e appelle l'attention du Comite 
sur le fait que la redaction du Chapitre VIII, Section C, pa­
ragraphe 2, contient un renvoi au Chapitre XII, par~graphe 2. 
Le t~xte du Chapitre XII, paragraphe 1, est enc~r~ a 1 1 examen. 
Il desire qu'on prenne acte du fait qu'au cas ou le texte du 
Chapitre XII, paragraphe 2, serait modifie, 11 conviendrait de 
soumettre le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 2, 
a un nouvel examen du Com1te III/4. 

Le President decide que l'allusion au Chapitre XII, para­
graphe 2, contenue au Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 2 1 
dolt etre interpretee comme se rapportant au texte original 
du Chapitre XII, paragraphs 2, de Dumbarton Oaks et qu 1 au cas 
ou ce texte serait revise e.t ou en consequence 11 serait ne­
ces.saire d L examiner a nouveau la redaction du Chapi tre V!II' 
Section C, paragraphs 2, 11 faudrait convoquer a cet effet 
une seance speciale du Comite III/4. 

La proposition du Delegue de la Colombie est appuyee 
par le Delegue de la France. . 

Le Delegue de la Bolivie demande que la declaration du 
Delegue des Etats-Unis soit adoptee par le Comite comme cons­
tituant 1 1 1nterpretation exacte de la disposition en question. 
En outre, 11 doit etre entendu gue cette interpreta~ion ne 
concerne que les arrangements regionaux et ne s 1 etend pas aux 
mesures visees par le Chapitre XII/ 

Le Delegue du Mexiaue declare que, independamment de la 
reponse que la discussion apportera a la question de savoir 
si 1 1 interpretation donnee p·ar le D·elegue des Etats-Unis dolt 
ou ne doit pas etre 1ncluse dans le rapport, la delegation 
mexlcaine votera en faveur du texte proposal sous reserve que 

*cCorrigendum voir p.716-
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les termes relatifs a 1 1 applicat1on des mesures visant des 
etats ennemis n 1 affectera en aucune faQon le droit de legitime 
defense individuel ou collectif. ;P~ur ce qui est du point qui 
se rapporte au Chapitre XII, la delegation mexicaine parta~e 
l'avis du delegue de 11Australie, c'est-a-dire qu'au cas ou 
le Chapitre XII serait modifie par un autre Comite, la delega­
tion mexicaine se reserve le droit d1 examiner a nouveau la ques­
tion. 

Le Delegue du Venezuela appuie 1a proposition du delegue 
de Colombie et declare qu 11l votera en faveur du Chapitre VIII, 
Section C, paragraphe 2, sous sa forme amendee en se fondant 
sur 1 1 explication donnee par le senateur Vandenberg. 

Le delegue de la Belgique appuie la proposition du delegue 
du M~xique et il declare que son vote sur 1 1 amendement ira dans 
le meme sens. 

Le delegue de la Tehecoslova~uie, parlant au nom d 1un pays 
qui a ete la premiere et 1a derniere Victime de 1 1Allemagne 1 
remercie vivement les gouvernements participants et la France 
pour le texte qu 1 ils ont presente. Le Senateur Vandenberg a 
declare tres nettement que le b~t principal est la demilitari­
sation permanente et effective de 1 1Allemagne et du Japon 
et le controleAde ces d~ux pays. La nouvelle Organisatiory mon­
diale ne peut etre fondee que sur les ruines totales et defi­
nitives des forces d 1 agression allemandes et japonaises. 

~e delegue des Etats-Unis estime qu'on ne peut ex~ger du 
Comite qu 111 s'engage totalement sur ce qui n'est, apres tout, 
qu'une expression de son opinion personnelle. Il n 1 est pas 
raisonnable de demander, lorsque quelques mots ont fait l'ob­
jst d 1une negociation ser.ree, qu 1une explication generale, 
donnee par l'un des negociateurs, soit adoptee officiellement 
comme interpretation precisant le texte. Le delegue de la Bo­
livie et les autres delegues ont le loisir de marquer qu 1 en 
votant en fayeur du present texte, ils ont vote ala lumiere 
des observations du delegue des Etats-Unis et .sur lesquelles, 
en ce qui les concerne, 1ls sont d 1accord. Quant a 1 11nter­
pretation donnee par lui, le delegue de la Bolivie peut compter 
sur lui pour la defendre a tout moment, ma1s 11 lui demande 
de se contenter de l'insertion de cette intervention au proces­
verbal sans insist.er pour que le Comi te fasse sienne 1 11nter­
pretation qui y est contenue. 

* Le delegue de l'Union Soviet1que .approuve le desir du 
Senateur Vandenberg de voir son interpretation consideree 
comme personnell'e. 

*cCorrigendum voir p.719J 
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A son avis, l'amendement d1soute oomporte deux exceptions. 

Le Senateur Vandenberg en a dieoute uneJ oelle ayant trait 
aux mesures oontre les Etats ennem1s prevues au Chap1tre XII, 
paragraphe 2,~is l 1 autre exo~ption,,celle portant sur les 
arrangements regionaux Q.est'ines a prevenir une nouv.:tlle agres­
sion des Etats ex-ennem1s n I a pas ete effleuree, I.es deux 
srstemes d 1 accords re~ionaux echappsnt ala regle ~ui veut que 
l action eoercitive regionale n 1ait lieu qu'avec 1 1autor1sa­
tion du Conseil de SeQurtte~ Le d~Jegue de 1 1Enion Sovietique 
declare qu1il ne stopposerait pas i\ 1:1nsertion d'opinio.nsper­
sonnelles dans le cOmiJte-rendu resume de la 'Seance du Com1te, 
pourvu qu'il apparaisse olaire~ent Qlil ne s 1agit pas de decla­
rations endossees par le Comit.e. 

Le delegue de 11Egypte rev1ent a la proposition egyptienne 
de transferer au Chapitre XII les dispositions exceptionnelle~ 
que lee Gouvernements invitants et la Fr~noe ont ~repose d1 ajou­
ter au texte des P:-opos1 ticns de Du:.::b~rton 013.1:s, a sa voir oel­
les qui son~ exprtmees par 1cs mots "a 1' e.'lC.;9ptlon de mesures 
prises vis-a-vis das ~tats ennemib ••. avec lbs Nations Unies." 
Il ne oonteste pP.S le fond du ne.:ra.t,"!'aphe ectu.ellement a 1' e­
tude. 'Il oon~1dere, oependant·, q_,w pu1sque 1 1 e..r.~ept~on en 
question represente une mesu::•e p:roviscire pour w1e: periode 
transitoire, elle devra.ic tai:re l 1objet d1une section separee. 
Ce ohangement de place devr:J.1 t aller avec la a~'bsti tut1on 
du terme 11pactes d 1ass1stance mutuelle 11 aux mots "arrangements 
regi onaUX II • 

Le Delegue de la France declare que s~n pays s'opfose 
termement au transfert des dispositions prevues dans 1 amende­
ment des gouvernements 1nvitants et de la France au Chapi-
tre XII. Ce Ch~pitre tra1te de questions d 1 ~rdre purement 
temporaire I tandls que leS S.COOrd.EI rsgJ..0!1aUX S):.ieCi8.UX en qUeS­
tiOn sont d1 une nature virtuellemPnt p1<1rm~nente., pqr exemple, 
les pactes anglo-sov1et1que et t;~~mco-c;oviei:ique contiennent 
un element de pe:r:nanence t.N~S net, puisqu' 1~Ls ont une .. Ct..uree 
de v1ngt-cinq ans et qu1 11s sont renouvP.lal:lless De meme, les 
tente.tives fe.ttss au eours de discussions anterieures de eon­
si.derer les pactes d 1 a8cistanoe m,t~uel.l.c comme des accords 
d1 Ord.re pureLlf,nt mil1 te.~ !'8 SO.L1t 1njt:a't~.f1 ees 1 puisQUe 066 pa.o .. 
tes OOI'ltiennent dee d~ spos1..~1ons d I O':''d!"'e ec-Jnomiqur. Le de­
legue de ,la F'ra:nce re>oc-nns!:t qu 111 est iruposF.iblc ~~ etablir 
une difference t.l·~s net i.e entre les a.""'rangernents regionaux et 
les paotes de dafenstil nntt't.telle. 

Le delegue de l'Union des Republiques Sov1et1ques Soc1a-
11stea exprime l' op1n5.on q_ue le Comite ne peut pas re~liere­
ment se saisir de l 1 amende~~nt egyptien. Il s 1 ag1t 1 a son 
avis 1 d'un aroendement totalement nouveau qui porte sur le fond 
du texte. 
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Le President d~clare qu'a son avis l'amendement egypt1en 
pourra1t etre mis aux vo!x comme amendement a un amendement. 
Toutetois, en vue d1 ev1ter une urolongat~en de la discussion, 
11 soumet au Comite 1a question· prelim!n~re de savoir s 111 
doit mettre aux vo1x llamen~ement egyptlen. 

Decision: ~ Comite ~par 13 ~ contre § ~ 
1 1amendement egyntien n& ~ Q!& m!& ~ !Qi!. 

Le P~esident soumet ensuite au cromite le texte du Cha­
pitre VIli 1 de la Section c, du pa~graphe 2, propose par le 
Sous-Com1te. 

Decision: Le Com1t~ approuve ~22 !£!! contre Q ~ texte 
du Ohapf~r~ VIII, £! 1:f! S~ct1on Q~ du PRra.Q:ra"Phe g, 
12ropose p~ ]&. §cm§.-CoroJ!!l. -

713 

Le delegue de 1 1 Egyp~e attire l'attention sur le tait qu 1 11 
s 1 est abstenu au vo~e. 

ves. 
Les paragraphes defin1 tifs du Rapl')ort sont ensui te ap·;rou-

Le Delegue ge l'Un1~p des Republ1aues Sovietiques ~oo1n­
listes fait la declaration su1vante: ~Au oours de la seance 
du Oomite l!l/4• tenue ~e--23 mai; le rePresentant de 11:1 Colombie 
a donne leoture d1tinP declaration approuvant ce qu'on ~ppelle 
l 1Aote de Chapultepec et s1gnalant que le paragraphe 12 1 de 
la Section B1 du Chap1tre VIII impllque que 11Acte de Chapulte­
peo ne va ~ash l'enoontre de la Charte. Des decla~at1ons si~ 
m1laires ont ete presentees par des representants d 1autres na­
tions Latino-americaines, qui ont demande que ieurs declarations, 
ainsi que oelle du representant de la Colombie, fUssent enre­
gtetrees au proces-verbal de la seance dti Comite. 

"Au c·ours de.la rrtP!ne seance, le representant de l'.Egypte 
a fait une declaration concernant 1 1 arrangement regional 

pan-arabe. La ~eiegation Sovietique oroit devoir signaler que 
lee declarations en question sont de nature un1laterale. La 
Conference n1ayant Pris en consideration, n1 etudie lee ques­
tions relatives a 11Acte de Chapultenec· eta l'Union pan-arabe, 
des deola~ations un1laterales semblables a celles qui ont ete 
formulees par lee representants lat1no-amer1ca1ns a1ns1 que par 
lee representants de l'Egypte ne peuvent engager la Conference 
en aucune fa9on. 

"La Delegation Sovietique demande que cet expose de son 
attitude so1t 1nscr1t au prooes-verbal de la nresente seance." 
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Le Delegue des Etats~nis reconnait que le Delegue 
Sovietique est en droit de faire 1nsor1re son opinion au 
prooes-verbal, Cependant, 11 n 1a1mera1t pas terminer la 
d1eouss1on sur oe point sans exprimer l 1 opin1on de laDe­
legation des Etats-Unis: 1 1Un1on Pan-America1ne a rP-pre­
sent·e, pendant cinquante ans# le plus parfa1 t exemple de 
collaboration internationale dans la realisation de la se­
curite par des moyens P.ac1f1ques; elle considere sans la 
plus minime poss1b111te de doute, que l 1Acte de Chapultepec, 
m1s en oeuvre par le traite qui sera bientot etabli, subira 
v1otor1eusement ohaquA,epreuve ex1gee par l'Organ1~at1on 
1nternationale et se revelera comme une ole! de 70ute d1une 
inestimable valeur! de la grandiOse entreprise, a laquelle 
l~s membres de la uonferenee ont dedie leurs ooeurs et leurs 
ames. 

Le Delegu~ d8 1 1 Egypte fait observer que la liste des 
deolgrat1ons faites par le Delegue ~~ 11Union ges Ropubliques 
Sov1et1ques Soc1al1stes est 1ncomplf'tP. Des declern.t1ons 
ont egnlement et~ pres~nteAS par lPP. Del~gues de ln Frnhoe 
et de la Tohecoslovaquie sur les p~otes qu 1ils ont conolu avec 
l 1Un1on des Republiques Sovietiour-s Sooialistes, Il s 1ag1t la 
de declarations qui"ont egalement un caraotere un1lateralt e~. 
au~quelles s 1 app;iquent egalemeryt les observations du Del~gue 
de 1 1Un1on des Republioues Sovietinu~s Socialistes.* Le de­
legue Egyptian desire ajouter que la declaration du S6nateur 
Vanden9erg pourra1t s 1appliquer non seul~ment aux aocor4s 
pa~amer1oa1ns 1 ma1s auss1 aux accords regionaux plus recents 1 
dont les buts sont les memes. et qui sont 1 I expression d I une 
tres anoienne fratern1te, 

Le Delegue de la Bolivie affirme de nouveau qu1 en votunt 
en faveur du texte adopte pour le Ohapitre VIII, S~ction 0 1 
paragraphe 2i 11 a ag1 en parfait accord avec les princ1pes 
exposes par e Delegue des Etats-Unis, 

L , l , ' a seance est evee a 18 heures. 

*rCorrigendum voir p7~6J 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 905 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/12 (l) 
June 11, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM TO SUMMARY REPORT Q[ FIFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

JUNE 8, ~ 

Q2£. 889 (English) 1 III/4/12 

Page 2, last paragraph, tenth line from bottom: 

Substitute "from" for "to". 

Page 7, ~irst paragraph, seventh line from top: 

After "applied to them also." and before "He desired 
to add" insert the following sentence: 

4315 

"The Delegate-of Egypt emphasized the fact 
that the sectlon of the Charter dealing with . 
regional arrangements was originally intended 
to cover not the military alliances but only 
regional arrangements of the kind of the 
Pan American Union, the Arab Union, end other 
arrangements of the same character which could 
be made in other parts of the world." 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Oomite 4 Accords Reg1onaux 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 905 (FRENCH) 
III/4/12 (1) 
June 11, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRIGENDA !!:! COMP'l'E-RENDU RESUME 

J2E I:!! OINQUIE!r.E SEANCE DU COl<a:'l'E III/4 ,S! iY1Ji, ~ 

Doc. 889 (Francais), III/i/12 

Page 3, premiere 11gne, 

Lire: 1 de 11 au lieu de 11alt. 
Page?, seconaparagraphe, neuv1eme 11gne, 

Aprea "Soc1a11stes" et avant "Le De1egue Egypt1enn, 
inserer 1a phrase euivante: 

4316 

"Le Delegue de 1 1 Egypte soul1gne le fait que la 
section de la Charte traitant dee accords regionaux 
v1sa1t or1g1na1rement non ~as des alliances m111ta1res, 
ma1s seulement des accords reg1onaux comme ceux de 
1 1Union Pan Amer1ca1ne, de 11Un1on Arabe et d1autres 
accords analogues qui pourra1ent etre conclus dans 
d 1autres parties du monde." 
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4721 

interpretation and Pl'Oposing that this interpreta­
tion be made n part of the minutes of the Conu:1i ttee 
meeti.ng, will be considered by the Soviet Delegation 
as unilateral statements having no binding force 
upon either the Committee or the Conference. 

"To a question of the Committee Chairrac.n, dir­
ected to the Delegato of the Soviet Union in the 
cou!'se of the discussion, c.s to whether or not the 
Soviet Dolegc.te objected to the inclusion of personal 
statomen.ts of delegatos in the nd>:mtcs of the Com-
mi ttoe meeting. th0 Soviet De log-::.. te replied tho. t he 
could not objoct to such oxpre~sions of delogc.test 
opinions, But tho position of tho Soviet Delegation 
is clearly de;fiHcrl, namely, 'thc.t such statements 
should be considered as personal and not as state­
ments accepted by the Committou, n.nd that such state­
ments in no wc.y oblig:1te the Committoe.r" 

-2-



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COM~IISSION III 
Comite 4 Arrangements Regionaux 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 993 (FRENCH) 
III/4/12 (2) 
June 15, 1945 

Security Council 

CORRIGENDUM AU CONPTE-RENDU RESUME DE LA CINQ,UIEME SEANCE 121[ - - cofu TE IIJ.?4 

1e ,a juin 1§!.45 

Doc. 889 (French) 1 III/4L12 

Remp1acer, au bas de 1a page 4 et au haut de 1a page 5, 
1e p~ragraphe qui commence par 1es mots "Le Delegue de l~Union 
Sovietique approuvett et finit par 11 11 ne s 1 agit pas de decla­
rations endossees par 1e Comite" par 1e texte suivant: 

"Le Delegue de 1 1Un1on Sovietique declare qu'au-

719 

oune opinion d1aucun de1egue quel qu 1il soit ne peut engager 
1e Comite; i1 est a ce sujet du meme avis que 1e Senateur 
Vandenberg; et 1 1 interpretat1on de H. Vandenberg devrait etre 
consideree comma purement personnel1e. 61 tout le Comite 
aoceptait 1 1 interpretation donnee par le Senateur Vandenberg .11 
pourra1 t en resul ter des ma1entendus. Ceci ressor.t avec evi­
dence, par exemple, du fait que 1e Senateur Vandenberg, en 
parlant de 1 1 amendement des cinq puissances au paragraphe 2 
de 1a Section C du Chaliitre VIII, n 1a,mentionne qu 1une seule 
exception, se rapportant aux mesures a prendre contre des 
puissances ennemies, comme 11 est prevu au paragra~he 2 de 
la,Section C du dhapitre'XII. En fait, deu~ exceptions sont 
prevues au paragraphe en guestion: la premiere concerne 1es 
mesures a pr·endre conformement au paragraphe 2 du Chapi tre XII I 
mentionne ci-dessus; 1a seconde concerne la disposition des 
arrangements regionaux dirigees contre un nouveau recours des 
puissances ennemiP-s de la presente guerre a un po11tlque d1ag­
ression. Ces deux catee;ories de mesures- reprerentent des ex­
ceptions a la regle genera1e des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks 
qu'aucune.action ooercitive, ne peut etre prise en vertu d 1 ar­
ran~ements regionaux,. sans 1 1 autorisation du Conse11 de Secu­
rite. 

"Le De1egue de 11Union Soviet1que declare qu 1 en raison 
des considerations preoedentes, 1es interventions des delega­
tions qui s I associe~nt a 1' inter,retati·on du Senateur Vandenberg 
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et qui proposent oue cette interpretation soit inseree dans le 
compte-rendu de la seance du Comite'- seront considerees par la 
D. &'legation~ soYietique comme unilaterales .et comme n 1 enga.geant 
n1 le Comite ni la Conference. 

L P I c , , D '1, , d e resident du amite, ayant demande au e egue e 
L1Union Sovietique au cours de la discussion, s 1il s 1~posait ou ,. I , I , nQn a 1 insertion dans les compte-rendus resumes des seances 
du Cqmite des declarations personnelles des delegues, le 
Delegue sovietique repond qu 1il ne peut pas s 1 opposer a une 
telle exuression de 1 1 opinion des delegues. ~~is la position 
de la Delegation sovietique est clairement definie: "telles 
declarations devraient etre considerees comme individuelles et 
non pas comme acoeptees par le Comite, et n 1 engagent nullement 
ce dernier. 11 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization RESTRICTED 

Doc. 891 (ENGLJSH) 
III/4/13 . 
June 9, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

DRAFT REPORT OF DR. V. K. WELLINGTON KOO, RAPPORTEUR OF 
--..;.--...,_ ---- -- - - - - -

COMMITTEE III/4, TO COMMISSION III --- -
Committee 4 of Commission III, under the distinguished 

chairmanship of His Excellency Dr. Alberto Lleras Camargo, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Colombia, has held six 
meetings, on May 4, 9, 15, and 23 and June 8 and 11, 1945. 
At the meeting of May 9 its Subcommittee A was appointed. 
The Suocommittee has since held ten meetings, on May 10, 11, 
14, 15, 16, 21, and 22 and June l, 6, and 8, 1945. 

The Committee at its meeting of May 15 decided "that 
consideration of regional forms of social and economic co­
operation fall exclusively within the competence of Com­
mittee II/3 and that the work of Committee III/4 relates 
only to Chapter VIII, Section C, but t reference to such 
forms in the text of Chapter VIII, Section C, is not 
precluded." It was also decided in respect to voting 
procedures that, "pending consultation with the Chairman of 
Committee III/1, or reference to the Coordination Committee, 
the 'Subcommittee would be free, for purposes of argument 
or illustration, to refer, in the coux•se of its ·discussion, 
to voting procedures in the Council as they affect regional 
arrangements." 

The following decisions on matters of substance have 
been taken by Committee III/4, and recommended texts have 
been submitted to the Coordination Committee: 

Chapter Y!!!' Section ~~ paragraph 1= 
The text of Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 3, has 

been amended to read as follows: 

4149 

"The parties to any dispute the continuance of 
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of inter­
national peace and security should obligate them­
selves, first of all, to seek a solution by nego­
tiation, mediation, conciliation, arbitration or 
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jUQicial settlement, resort to regional a~enc1ea or 
arrangements, or other peace?Ul means of ~e1r own­
choice. The Sec~ity Council should call upon the 
:n:·.rties to settle their dispute by such means." 

(The words added are underlined.) 

In this connection the Committee made the following 
decision: 

"That the amendment of Cha.Eter VIII, Section A, 
Sara~r~1~f the bumhar!on Oaks P~sa!s a~proved 
~ t e ommittee-oe referred to-rrommit ee !!I7 with 
tEe-recommendation-that the proposed change-De-in=-­
cortorated In tfie texr-UEaer consideraticn ~tne 
!at er Coiiiniitt'O'e:""-

Chapter ~~ Section Q, paragraEh != 
The text of Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph l, has 

been amended to read ae follows: 

"Nothing in the Charter should preclude the 
existence of regional errang~mcnts or agencies for 
dealing with such matters relating to the maintenance 
of international peace and security as are appropriate 
for regional action, provided such arrangements or 
agencies and their activities are consistent with 
the purposes and principles of the Organization. The 
member states comprising such agencies or entering--­
Into such arran!ements ShOU!U make jvdly effort to 
acnreve-peaceru settlement or-roca sputes through 
such agencies or arran~ements-before referrinf them 
~e Securit~Counci • Tfie Security Councl should 
encourage theeve!opment of Eeaceful settlement of 
local disputes through sucn-reglonal arrangements or 
by such regional agencies, either on the initiative 
of the state concerned or by reference from the 
Security Council. 

of 
"~ haragra~h in no w~! im*airs the a*plication 

paragrap s 1 !!!._ g of-"Sec on _ .£! this c apter." 

(The words added are underlined.) 

Chapter Yf!!, Section Q, paragraph g: 
The ta-x·t o~ Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2, has 

been amended to read as follows: 
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11 The Security Council should, where appropriate, 
utilize such arrangements or agencies for enforce­
ment action under its authority. But no enforcement 
action should be taken under regional arrangements 
or by regional agencies without the authorization 
of the Security Council with tho exception of 
measures against enemy states-rn this war provided 
for pursuant to Cha~ter XII, aaragraph~ or, in 
regional arrangemen s directe a~ainst renewal--· 
of a!gressive pallet on the lari or sucn states, 
unti such time asheOrgau za ion may, on request 
of the~ernments concerned, be charged With the 
respons~Illty tor preventln~ ?Ur~er aggression-
£l !:_ state ~ at war with t e United Nations." 

(The words added are underlined.) 

Chapter Y!!I' Sectio~ Q, paragraph ~: 

The text of Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 3, to 
which no amendments were presented, was retained in the form 
in which originally drafted, namely: 

"The Security Council should at all times be 
kept fully informed of activities undertaken or in 
contemplation under regional arrangements or by 
regional agencies for the maintenance of inter­
national peace and security." 

New Paragraph for Insertion in the Text 
£f. tlie Dumbart'Oilo"8Jfs Proposars-:- -

It was decided to insert a new paragraph in the text 
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, to read as follows: 

4149 

11 Nothin~ in this Charter impairs the inherent 
right or Ind viauar-Dr collective seif~feElse if 
an armed attack occurs against a memoer state, until 
tEe Security Council lias taken ~he measures neces­
Mary to maintain International peace and securit~. 

asures taken In the exercise of this-right of self­
defense shall be-tmmedlately repor~to the ~currty 
Councll and shail not In any way af'fecttn:e-authority 
and responsibility-of tlie-s6curity Councrr-under this 
nfiarter to take at ~y-r!me such action as It mi~---­
deom necessary-in-or or~marntain or r~tore nter-
Uatrona.l peace and secur!t;:(. -

In this connection tho following decision was approved: 
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"That the guestion of the place where the new 

;e_aragra.Iili snould be inseFtecrTn the Dumbart~OalCs 
~osaTS should 'De re!'crred to 'Uie UOordlnati'Ofi'­
UOnUiil.U-;e rOFfTnai aecision, -wi'th-t:fie reconuneooation, 
~n..;.o~'\.,"':"e~v-=-e-:-r·..;..,-tnc.t it mia,~const'it~an:ew Section D to' 
OFiapter V!I1• u- ~ -- --

In the discussion preceding this vote, the Delegate f1•om 
the Soviet Union reiterated the view previously expressed by 
him in the meeting of the Subcommittee May 22, that tho adopted 
paragraph should appropriately be placed as paraeraph 12, 
Section B, Chapter VIII. The Chairman of the Committee ruled 
that this statement be transmitted to the Coordination Com­
mittee. for its consideration. 

The Committee desires to invite attention to the fact 
that the references to Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraphs l 
and 2 (in the appr>oved text of Chapter VIII, Section C, 
paragraph 1, quoted abcve) and to Chapter XII, paragraph 2 
{in the s.pproved text of Che.pter VIII, Section C, paragraph 
2, quoted above) are intan~cd to apply to the original 
texts of these paragNLphs in the Dumbarton Oaks· Proposals; 
if these texts should be modified as a result of their 
consideration by technical or other committees, it is 
understood that Conuni ttee III/4 will be free to reconsider 
Cho.ptor VIII, Soction C, paragraphs 1 and/or 2, as mcy bo 
appropriate. 

The Committee has thus completed the work assigned to 
it under its terms of reference with tho proviso contained 
1n the paragraph immediately above. It is a pleasure to 
be able to :report thnt the approval of all of tho texts 
by the Committee was by unanimous voto. 
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Doc. 891 (FRENCH) 
III/4/13 
June 10, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

PROJET DE RAPPORT A LA COMMISSION III PAR M. V. K. WELLINGTON KOO, 
-'RAPPORTEUR m! 'C'OMI'Tril'I/! -

Le Comite 4 de la Commission III sous la Presidence de 
son Excellence M. Alberto Lleras Camargo, Miniatre des Affaires 
Etrangeres de la Colombie, a tenu six s~ances los 4, 9, 15 et 
23 Mai, et lea 8 et 11 Juin 1945. A la a~ance du 9 Mai, son 
Sous-comit6 A a ~t~ nomma. Le Sous-comit6 a depuis tenu dix 
seances, lea 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21 at 22 Mai, et los 1, 6 et 
8 Juin 1945. 

A sa seance du 15 Mai, le Comitd a docid6 que "l•etude 
des formes regionales de cooperation sociale, economique at 
intellectuelle resaort exclusivement de la competence du 
Com1t6 II/3 et l'etude du Comit6 III/4 se rapporte seulement 
au Chapitre VIII, Section c. Toutefois, les references a ces 
formes de cooperation dans le texte du Chapitre VIII, section C, 
ne sont pas exclues·." En ce qui concerne lea proc~dures de 
vote, il fut decid~ que "en attendant la consultation qui doit 
avoir lieu avec le President du Comit~ III/1, ou le renvoi de 
lc question au Com1te de coordination, le Sous Com1t6 sera 
libra, aux fins d'argumontation ou d 1explication, de se 
reforer, d~s ses discussions, aux procedures de vote du Con­
sail, dans la mesure ou elles concernant lea accords regiona.ux." 

Los decisions suivantes s'appliquant aux questions de fond 
ont 6t6 prises par le Comito III/~, et los textes, recommandes 
ont ~t6 soumis au Com1te de Coordination: 

Chapitre VIII, Section A, paragraphe 3: 

Le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section A, paragraphe 3, a 
6t~ amend6 comme suit: · 

4150 

"Les parties a un differend dont la prolongation 
semble devoir menaccr le maintien de la paix et de la 
securite interna.tionales dovraient s'engager, avant 
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tout, a en rochercher la solution par·la negociation, 
la mediation, la conciliation, 1 1arbitrago ou lo 
reglement judiciaire, le recours nux organismes ou 
arra.nsementa regionaux-;-ou autrealii'Oyons paciflquea 
de lour ohoix. Le Oonseil do Securite devrait en­
joindre nux Parties do regler leur differend par de 
tela moyens." 

(Loa mots ajoutes sont soulignes) 

A co sujet le Comit~ a pris 1~ decision suivante: 

"De re$va~er l'runendement au Chapitre VIII, Section A, 
ara raune es Propositions dc-numEarton uaKS, approuve­
e:r.• e ontl. o;-D:u Comite III/2en reconunando:ri'r'a ce Oomit~ 

nseror la moaiflcation-pFoposeo dans Ie texte gu'il 
examine o II - - -

Chc.pitre rm .. Section Q, Eara6£aphe .±,: 

Le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, parcgrapho 1 a 6t6 
amondd comme suit: 

4150 

"Rien dans la Charta ne dev~ait a'opposer a 
1 1existence d'arrangements ou d'organismes regionaux 
pour traitor les questions relatives au maintien do 
la paix et de la securito internationales qui peuvent 
faire l'objet d'une action de caractere regional, a 
condition que cas arrangements ou orgnnismes et leurs 
activities soient compatibles avec los buts et los 
principes de l'Organisntion. Lea Etats Membres con­
stituant de tela or~cnismes, ou tartles a do tels-­
nrran~emems--a6Vron fo.ire touseura efforts' ~our 
about r au roglement tacltiquo-des difforenda e 
caractere---local, Enr'Intermed!Eire de ces organismes 
ou arrangements, evant de lea soumettre au Consei! do 
~curlte. Le Conse11 do-Securlto devrci~encourager­
le deveioEpement du reglement Racifique des difforends 
de caractere !ocar-par l'intermed1a1re de ces arrange­
ments regionaux ou par cos organismes regionaux, soit 
sur l'initiative des Etats inte~essos, soit a la sug­
gestion du Conseil de Securite. 

"Ce ~o.ragro.phe ne s'ofiEose on o.ucune mo.niere o. 
l'appllCa Ion~ Eo.Fagrap es 1 !E g ~~Section-~ 
~ ~ cbap!tre. 

(Lea mots ajoutes sont soulignes) 
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Chapitre VIII, Section Q/ paro.graphe 2: 

Lc texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C po.ragrapho 2 a 
ete amende comme suit,:· 

"Le Conseil de Securite devrait, chaque fois qu 111 
convient, faiPe usage de ces arrangements ou orgunismes 
on vue de 1 1o.pplicat1on, sous son o.utorito, de mesures 
coerci ti vots, r:1cis o.ucune me sure coerci ti ve ne devrai t 
etre appliquee en vertu d 1o.rrangements regiona~~ ou 
par des organismes regionaux sans l'autoriso.tion du 
Conseil de Sccurite, a l'excoption des mesures prises 
centre les Etats ennemis au cours de-Ia presente guerre, 
conformement au Cfia~!tre XII, paragrapne 2 ou a des 
accords re~lonaux s op~osant au renouvellcment-de-Ia 
po11tlfue 1agress1on e la plrt de ces Etats, }Usqu'a 
ce qu' 1 aTt ete possf5!c-;-o. a demo.na:e des Gouvernments 
Interesses;-dTEttrlbuer a 1To~anlso.tlon la ted~onso.blllte 
de 12revenir "fouta airessTon fu ure de ~ ~ ur1 eta.t 
O:Ctuellement ~guerra~~ No.t1onSl1!ileS.---

Chapitre VIII, Section C, paro.gro.phe 3: 

"Le texte du Cho.pitre VIII, Section c, po.ragraphe 3, 
pour lequel aucun runondment n 1 a ete presente o. ete con­
serve tel qu'il avait ete redige, ~ savoir: 

"Le Consoil de Securite dovrait on tout temps etre 
tenu pleinement au courant des activites entreprises ou 
envisagees en vertu d'o.rrengements regionaux ou par des 
o~go.nismes regionaux, en vue do maintenir la paix et la 
securite internationo.les." 

Nouveau paro.~ro.phe ~ inserer ~ ~ texte ~ Proposition de 
Dumbo.rton Oa s: -

Il a ete decide d 1inserer un nouveau paragraphe dans le 
texte des Propositions de Dumbo.rton Oaks, comme suit: 

4150 

"Rien dans lo. Cho.rtc ne s 1 oppose au droit naturcl 
de legitime defense individuelle ou collective, si une 
agression armee est commise contre un Etat-Membro, jusqu'o. 
ce que le Ccnscil de Securi te .ai t pris las mesures 
necessaires au maintien de la paix ot de la securite 
internationales. Les mesures prises dans l'exercice de 
ce droit de legitime defense devront etre immedio.tement 
signo.lees au Conseil de Securite et n'o.ffecteront en 
o.ucune facon l'autor1te et lo. responsabilite incombo.nt 
au Conseil, en vertu de la Charte, pour prcndro en tout 
temps telles mesures q~'il pourra juger necessairos au 
maintien ou au retablissement de lo. paix at de la 
securite internationales." 
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A ce sujet, la decision suivante fut adopt6e: 

"De renvoyer pour decision finale au Comite do 
Coordination la question de la place que devrait occuper 
dans las Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks le nouveau para­
graphs (Voir resolution 2 A) en recommundant toutefois 
a ce Comite d'en faire une nouvelle Section D nu Chnpitre 
VIII. 11 

Pendant ln discussion qui n precede ce vote, le Deleque 
de l'Union sovietique reitera l'opinion qu 1il avait deja ox­
primae lors do la seance du Sous comite lo 22 Mai, que le 
paragraphe adopte dovrait etre place, comno i~ convient, comme 
paragrnphe 12, Section B, Chapitre VIII. Le President du 
Comi te decida. que cett.e declaration fut transmise au Comito 
de Coordination pour y etre examinee. 

Le Comito desire attiror 1 1attontion sur le fait que las 
references au Chapitre VIII, Section A, paragraphes 1 ot 2 
(dans lo texto adopte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 
1, cite ci-dessus) et au Chapitre XII, pnragraphe 2 (dans le 
toxte ado~te du Cha.pitre VIII, Section C, para.graphe 2, cite 
ci-dessus) doivent s'appliquor aux textes originaux des Proposi­
tions de Dumba.rton Oaks. Au cas ou cos textes seraient modifies 
apres exo.men pnr les Comites techniques ou par d 1 autres comites, 
il est bien entondu que le Comito III/4 sora libra d'examiner 

· a nouveau le Chapitro VIII, Section C, pcragraphes 1 ot/ou 2. 

Le Comito a done termine les travaux qui lui avaient eta 
assignos cux termos de SGn mandct sous reserve du drqit do 
reexcmen ci-dossus, et c'est avec plnisir que votro Rapporteur 
signcle que c 1est a 1 1uncnimite que la Comit6 a approuve tous 
les textes. 
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RESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 895(EN~.,FR.) 
II-I/4/14 
June 10, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 ~g1onal Arrangements 

AGEN£4 FWR ~IXTH MaETIHG Q[ COMMITTEE III/~ 

~ li, ~~ ~ ~.m. 

(1) Consideratlon ot Draft Report ot Dr. V.K. Wellington Koo, 
Rapporteur 'ot Committee III/4, to Commission III. 

Comiti 4 Arrangements reg1onaux 

Ol\DfiE R!l lQYB ~ b4 §IXIEME §EANCE 12Q QO.IYJITE III/~ 

.J& ll. l3.l1.u ~ A lgh 3o 

(1) Examen du projet de rapport A la Commission III, red1ge· 
par le Dr. V.K. Wellington Koo, Rapp~rteur du Comite III/4. 
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Doc. 916 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/15 
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Security Council 

SUMMARY REPORT OF SIXTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE III/4 

Vete~ans Buildin_g, ~ ~ ~ g, 1945, ..l:..lQ .E.!!!!· 

In the absence of Alberto Lleras Camargo Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Colombia, the Chair was taken by Alberto 
Gonz~lez Fern~ndez of the Columbian Delegation. 

l. Report to th~ Commission 

In the absence of the Rapporteur the Chairman called 
upon the Secretary to read the Draft Report of the Rapporteur 
of Committee III/4 to Commission III (Document 891, III/4/13). 

The Secretary, on behalf of the Rapporteur, proposed to 
substitute for the ope1ung words of paragraph 3 the following 
text: 

"Committee III/4 lays before Commission III, 
for its approval, the followin~ decisions on ·matters 
of substance by the Committee (the recommended texts 
have been submitted to the Coordination Committee 
in accordance with normal p~ocedure) : 11 

Decision: The Conmdttee approved this 
change !?!_ wOFaihg. -

The Delegate of India drew attention to the referente 
in the Report (page 4! par. 2} to the statement of the Delega­
tion of the soviet Un on on May 22 regarding the appropriate 
location of the text recommended by the Committee as new 
Section D to Chapter VIII. He observed that while several 
delegates had voted in favor of the approved text of 
Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 21 on the basis of the 
statements made regar~ing that text oy the Delegate of the 
United States, the relevant statements of the Delegate of the 
United States were not recorded in the Rapporteur's Report. 



The Rapporteur explained that, in order to avoid conten­
tion on questions of interpretation, he· had sought to confine 
the Report to the decisions actually taken in the Committee. 
Statements and declarations mnde by members of the Committee 
were, or would be, duly recorded in the summary reports. The 
Rapporteur added that the view expressed by the Soviet 
Union regarding the appropriate location of the text in 
question was cited on page 4 of the Report to the Commission 
because the majority decision of the Committee (29 votes to 
8) had been taken on the basis of th0 ruling of the Chairman 
that both the proposal of the Soviet Union and the recommenda­
tion of the Committee should be transmitted to the Coordina­
tion Committee. 

Senator Vandenberg reminded the Committee of the out­
come of the discussion at the last meeting. He held that 
the ~~egate of the U.S.S.R. was justified in insisting that 
no individual interpretation was entitled to be accepted as 
the official declaration of the Committee. He reaffirmed 
that he would defend his interpretation in any forum at any 
time, All that he had enid waa avnilsble in the records of 
the Committee. 

Decision: The Report to the Commission wc.s ,!!£-
,eroved unanliii3us l;y. - - ·-

2. CorrigeP.:.<;!£ of !?.2. ~to.rz Report E.f ~ Fifth Meeting 

The Deler':n.te of Indin. drew attention to an error in 
tho summary :roport of tl:.c fifth meeting. It was agreed, 
with the a~pr·oval of t.hc DaJ.ego. te of the United States, that 
in the sunurnry report, pn.ge 2, line 40, the words 

"transfer ·of responsibility to the Organization" 

should read 

"transfer of responsibility from the Organization". 

The Delegate of Egypt drew attention to the omission 
of an essential passage in hi:3 speech} recorded on page 7. 
It was e.greed that the fo:i.lCiwin.g p.:.ssa.ge should bo inserted 
after the period in tho so·fcnth J.:~ne: 

4340 

"The Delegate of' Egypt emphasized the fa.ot thc.t 
the section of the Charter dealing with regional 
arrangements originally wns intended to oover not 
tho military alliances but only regional arrange­
ments of the kind o~ the Pan American Union, the 
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Arab Union and other,ar~angements of the same 
kind which could be made in othe~ pa~ts of the 
world," 

3. Expr2s$ion ot Thanks 

. The Delegate of Czechoslovakia expressed the regret of 
the Committee at the absence of tho ~hairman, Dr. Alberto 
Lloras Camargo, who had directed the work of the Committee 
and of the Subcommittee with the greatest skill, tact, and 
patience, and he also d~sired to record the thanks of the 
Committee to the Ro.ppdrteur, Dia, y, IC. 'Wellington Kooi most 
especially for the work whidh he nad performed in ama gamat• 
ing amendments and proposo.ls pUt to~ard. 

An expr~ssion of appreciation was also due to Senator 
Vandenberg who had played such a large pnrt in facilitating 
the work of the Committee. Finally, the thanks of the 
Committee were due to the Secretary and others who had 
asoisted him in his work. 

The Delegate of Venezuela added nn expression of 
appreciation concerning the work or the Acting Chairman of 
the Committe(\'. 

The Acting Chairman replied on behalf of the Chairman 
and assured the Committee that the Chairman would treasure 
the expression of appreciation and would recall throughout 
his career the work that he had performed within the Com­
mittee. The Acting Chairman desired, in the name of the 
Chairman, to thank the members of the Committee for their 
cooperation and devoted service to the common causo. For 
himself, he would observe that he regarded it as a great 
privilege to have been honored by the temporary occupancy 
of the Chair at these final meetings. 

The Rapporteur desired to associate himself with the 
appreciation which had been expressed of the work of the 
Chairman, Senator Vandenberg, and the Secretary. The whole 
Committee was greatly indebted to the ·excellent work of 
Senator Vandeuberg who hnd succeeded in finding the clue to 
the very important and difficult problems before the 
Committee. 

The Acting Cho.irman on behalf of the Chail'Jilrul tl.nd of · 
the Colombian nolegation associated himself with the romarka 
ot the Rapporteur regc.rdin~ the active c.nd effective work 
ot Senator Vandenberg. 
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In n b~iof statement, Senator Vandenberg expressed his 
desire to Add one final comment: Two or three weeks ago 
it was supposed thAt the Committee in dealing with the problem 
entrusted to it ~s confronted by an insuperable crisis 
threatening the life of the Confe~ence. However, by faith­
ful and generous cooperation, the members of the Committee 
reached n complete meeting of minds, And it was his devout 
hope that the unAnimity which hAd been reached would prove 
nn omen to the life nnd success of the United Nations in the 
years to come. 
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COMMISSION III Security Council 
Oomite 4 Aocords Regionaux 

COMPtE RENDU ~ !!! S:qg:EME SEANQE m! COMITE ill/ .i 

Vetera;ns Building, Se.llt ~. ,all Ju1n J:945, l.§.b.~ 

En l'absence de M. Alberto Lleras Camargo, M1n1stre 
dee Affa1res Etrang~res de Colombie, M. Albert Gonzalez 
Fernandez de la nelegat1on oolomb1enne fait fonction de 
President. 

1. Rapport .§ .11: Cotnmi§S!Qn 

, En l'absence du Rapporteur, le President dem~de au Se­
oretaire de donner lecture du projet de rapport du Rapporteur 
du Comite III/4 ala Commission III (Doc¥IDent 891, III/4/13}. 

Au nom du Rapporteur, le Seoreta1re propose de substituer 
aux premiers mots du paragrephe 3, le texte suivant: 

"Le Comite I!I/4,soumet pour approbation ala 
Commission III, les decisions suiva.ntes pr1ses par 
le Oomite sur des questions de fond (Les textes re­
commandes ont ete SOumis au Com1te de Coordination 
se1on 1a procedure normale): 8 

~ec1s1on: L! Com1te fnproUVQ gette mod1f1gation ~ 
texte. 

Le Delegue de l'Inde attire l'attent1on du Com1te sur 
la reference fa1te dans le Rapport (pege 4, P.ar. 2) a la, 
declaration de la Delegation de l 1Un1on soviet1que, du 22 
mai, ;relative a la~laoe qui conviendrait au texte recom­
mande par le Com1te oomme nouvelle Section D du Ohep1tre VIII. 
Il tait observer que bien que plus1eurs deleguee aient 
approuve le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, pa.ragraphe 2, 
sur la base des remarques du Delegue des Etats-Un1s s'appl1-
quant a oe texte, oes declarations ne f1gurent pas dans le 
Rapport du Rapnorteur. 
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Le,Rayporteur e~~lique qu 1afin d'eviter des discussions 
en matiere d 1 inte~retat1on, 11 s 1en est uniquement tenu dans 
son rapport aux deqis1ons prises par le Comite. Le~ declara­
tions et les exposes faits ne.r les membres du Comite sont 

A Ill .~,. ' 

o~ de~raient etre dument rapportes dans les oomptes,rendus 
resumes. Le ,Rapporteur ajoute que 1 1 op1n1on exprimee par 
1 1Un1on Sovietique concernant la ~lace qui conviendrait au 
texte en question est mentionnee a la page 4 du Rapport a 
la Commission, pa.rce que la decision P.rise a la majorite du 
Com1te (par 29 voix contre 8} est basee sur la. decision du 
President declarant que la pro~osit1on de 1 1Un1on Sov1etique 
et la recommandation du Comite~ devraient toutes deux etre 
communiquees au Comite de Coordination. 

te Sena.teur Vandenberg rapl'elle r:1u Comi.te l 1 1ssue des 
debate de la sea.nce precedente.- Il soutient que le DEhegue 
de 1 1U.R.S.S. etait en droit d 11nsister pour qu 1aucune in­
terpretation 1ndi viduelle ne so! t acceptee c.omme declara­
tion officielle du qomite. ,Il repete qu 1 11 est pr~t a sou­
tenir cette interpretation a tout moment devant n'imnorte 
quelle aseemblee. L'ensemble de sea remarques figure dans 
lea actes du Comite. 

pecision: ~ Rapport i ~ Comm\SQion, dans son ensemble, 
~ ensuite approuve! l'unanimite. 

2. .Cgrrigenda .rua Qompte rendu resume ru: g cinguieme See.nce: 

Le Delegue de 1' Inde a.ttire 1' attention du Com1 te sur 
' , J une erreur relevee dans le compte rendu resume de lR cin-

qu;eme SeP.nce. Il est convenu, avec 1 1 approbation du D~le­
g~e des Etsts-Unis, de remplacer d~ns le compte rendu resu­
me, page 3, lignc 1, les mots: 

11 tra.nsfert de responsl"lbilite a 1 1 0rgP.n1Siltion11 

pa.r les mots 
11 transfert de responsab111 te pa.r 1 1 Org~.n1sation11 • 

Le Dthegue de l'Egypte attire 1 1 R..ttent1on du Comite 
sur l 1omiss1on d1 un p~ssage essentiel de son discours, 
rapporte en page 7. 

Il eat convenu d'inserer P la ligne 9 du p~r. 2, apres 
lea mots 11 Republique Sovietique Soc1a.l1ste 11 le p!~!~.ssage 
suivant: 

4341 

"Le Delegue de l'Eg~te ra,it ressort1r le f~1t que la 
p~rtie de la Charte relative aux ~ccords regionaux, e­
tait premierement dest1nee S, tra,1ter non PtlB des R.llian­
ces m111 ta1res mP.i s uniquement des accord-s reg1onaux du 
type de 1 1 Union Pan-Americaine, de lR L1gu~ Arabe et des 
a.utres accords de ce genre qui pourra.ient etre conolus 
dans d 1a.utres parties du globe." 

-2 .... 
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3. Expressieft ,9& Remerc'1emmts 

Le Delegue de Tchecoslovaquie deplore, au nom du Comite, 
l'abs~nce du President, le ~r Alberto Lleras qa.me.rgo, qui a 
dlrige les tra.vaux du Com1 te et du Sous-comi te avec beaucoup 
de competence, de tact et de patience. Il desire aussi ex­
primer lea remerciementa du Com1te au Rapporteur, Dr. V.K. 
Wellington Koo, tout specialement pour le trava.11 qu'11 a 
acqompl~ en fusionm:tnt 1es amendements et lee propos! tiona 
preseates au cours des travaux. 

Le Comite expr1me egalement s~ reconnaissance au Se~a­
teur Vandenberg qui a tant facil1te lee travaux du Comite, 
et see remerciements au Secretaire et a tous ceux qui 1 1ont 
aide dans sa t~che. 

te.De1egue du Venezuela ajoute des remerciements pour 
le travail accompli par le President supp1eant du Comite. 

Le President,suppleant declere que 1e Pr~sident sera 
extr~mement touche des remerciements du Comite et qu 1 11 se 
souviendra penda.nt toute sa c?'rriere de 1 1 oeuvre commune 
qui a ete reelisee. Le President suppleant desire remercier 
tous 1es membres du Comite, au nom du President, pour leur 
cooperation et les services devoues qu 11ls ont rendus ala 
cause commune. 

Quant a lui, 11 considere comme un grand privilege 
d 1 avoir P\1- assut!Jer tempora.1rement ·see fonotions nu cours 
des dernieres seances. 

Le Rapporteur desire egalement exprimer ses remercie­
ments au President, au Senateur Vandenberg et au Secretaire, 
pour 1e travail qu 1 1ls ont accompli au se1n du Com1te. Le 
Com1te tout entier est 1nfiniment redevable au Senateur 

~ ' , Vandenberg, qui, gr~ce a son excellent travail, a reussi 
a trouver d~s solution~ aux problemes 1mportants et d1ffi­
c1les confies eu Com1te. 

En parlant au nom du President et de la Deleg~.tion 
de la Colombie, le President supp1etJ.nt se Jo~nt Etu RRpporteur 
pour rendre hommage au travail efficace du Sen~teur Va.ndenberg. 

Le Sene.teur Va.ndenberg desire feire une derniere obser­
v~.tion. Deux ou trois semaines aupa.rav~-!)t, on croyPit qu'en 
tra.i tant du problema qui lui eta.i t conf1e, le Com1 te se trou­
vai t en face d 1 une crise insurmonta.ble, mena9Hnt 1 1 eYis-
t A , • ' , ence m~me de la Conference. Cependant, gr~ce a une coopera-
tion 1oyale et genereuse, les membres du Comi te ont reP.lise 
une entente parfa1 te. Le Sene.teur Vandenberg exprime son fer­
vent espoir de voir que 1 1 unan1m1te rea.11see p~r le Comite 
sera de bon a.ugure pour 

4
1 1 e~istence et le succes des Nations 

Unies, a.u cours des annees a venir. 
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Security Council 

REPORT ~ DR. Y.. ~. WELLINGTON !QQ, RAPPORTEUR OF 

COMMITTEE III/4, !Q COMMISSION III 

(Approved by Committee III/4 on June 11, 1945) 

Committee 4 of Commission III, under the distinguished 
chairmanship of His Excellency Dr. Alberto Lleras Camargo, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Colombia, has held six 
meetings, on May 4, 9, 15, and 23 and June 8, and 11, 1945. 
At the meeting of May 9 its Subcommittee A was appointed. 
The Subcommittee has since held ten meetings, on May 10, 11, 
14, 15, 16, 21, and 22 and June l, 6, and 8, 1945. 

The Committee at its meeting of May 15 decided 11 that 
consideration of regional forms of social and economic co­
operation fall exclusively within the competence of Com­
mittee II/3 and that the work of Committee III/4 relates 
only to Chapter VIII, Section C, but a reference to such 
forms in the text of Chapter VIII, Section C, is not 
precluded." It was also decided in respect to voting 
procedures that, "pending consultation with the Ch3.irman of 
Committee III/1, or reference to the Coordination Committee, 
the Subcommittee would be free, fo~ purposes of argument 
or illustration, to refer, in the ·course of its discussion, 
to voting procedures in the Council as they affect regional 
arrangements." 

Committee III/4 lays before Commission III, for its 
approval, the following decisions on matters of substance 
by the Committee (the recommended texts have been submitted 
to the Coordination Committee in accordance with normal 
procedure): · 

Chapter VIII, Section ~ paragraph J~ 

The text of Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraph 3, has 
been amended to read as follows: 

"The parties to any dispute the continuance of 
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of inter­
national peaee Qnd security should obligate them­
selves, first of all, to seek a sqlution by nego­
tiation, mediation, conciliation, arbitr~tion or 

(4149) 4312 
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judicial settlement, resort to regional a~encies or 
arrangements, or other peacefUl means o!' heir own­
choice. The Security Council should call upon the 
pcrties to settle their dispute by such means." 

(The words added are underlined.) 

In this connection the Committee made the folloWing 
decision: 

"That the amendment of Chapter VIII; Section A, 
Sararae.r-,l70f' tbe Oiliii"barton Oaks ~sals a~proved 
Ql t e ommdttie-oi referred to-commit ee III/ with 
tlie-ricommendation-that the ~reposed change-De-in=-­
cor~orated In the t~unaer consideration ~tEe 
lat er Coiiimi't't6e;"- -

Cha.Eter Y!!!, Section £, paragraph 1: 
~he text of Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 1, has 

been amended to read as follows: 

"Nothing in the Charter should preclude the 
existence of regional arrangeaents or agencies for 
dealing with such matters relating to the mnintenance 
of international peace and security as are appropriate 
for regional action, provided such arrangements or 
agencies and their activities are consistent with 
the purposes and principles of the Organization. The 
member states comprising such agencies or entering--­
into such arranfementa 8h'O'UI(i make iva!? effort to 
iOn!ev;-peacefu settlement of-r00a sputes thrOugh 
such agencies or arran!ementa-before rererrlnf them 
~e Securit~Counci • The Security Councl should 
encourage theeve!opment of 2eaceru1 settlement of 
local disputes through sucn-reglonal arrangements or 
by such regional agencies, either on the initiative 
of the state concerned or by reference from the 
Security Council. 

"!h.!! EjragraNh .!!! no wt{ imfairs the a~lication 
E!. parasz:ap 1 !a... ,g £!-sec on _ ot thl s c apter. " 

(The words added are underlined.) 

Chapter Y!!!' Section Q, paragra~h g: 
The text of Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2, has 

been amended to read as follows: · 
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11 The Security Council should, where appropriate, 
utilize such arrangements or agencies for enforce­
ment action under its authority. But no enforcement 
action should bo taken ~dar regional arrangements 
or by regional agencies without the authorization 
of the Security Council with tho exception of 
measures against hne~ stitee-rn €Eis war provided 
for ~ursuant to 0 a~ er XII, ~ira~h~ or, In 
riiional arrangements ~ireeted against renewal--
£! aggressive policy £a tb~ ~ £! ~ states, 
untii such time as the Orgiri!iition may, on reguest 
of tfie-goiernmenti concerned, be cHarged With the 
respons!SI!itz tor Preven£1ne ?Urtner asgresiion-
bv a state now ir"wa;r with tne uriitea N8trona. 11 

.=..a&. - ----- ................. .......,....._ .......... .;.;.;--..-. 

(The words added are underlined.) 

Chapter ~~ Section Q, paraseaph J: 
The text of Chap·&oJ> VIII, Section C, paragraph 3, to 

which no amendments verG -pl'9eented, vas retained in the f'orm 
in Which originally 4ratt&d, ~ly: 

11 The Secul"it7 Council should at all times be 
kept fully informed ot activities undertaken or in 
contemplation u·~r regional arrangements or by 
regional agencies tor the maintenance of inter­
national peace and security.'' 

New Para~aph for Insertion in the Text 
£! !§!. niirilbart'O'ii'"'.Q!!! !!:opos&Ia: -

It was decided to insert a new paragraph in the text 
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, to read as follows: 

"Nothing in this Chuter impairs the inherent 
rispt of inatvrauar-or collective eelt=aefense it 
an armea attack occurs against a mamoer state, until 
lne Security Council has taken ene measures neces­
Mary to maintain international pra~h and securit • 

urea taken In 'Elie exercise o . i'Pri o selt­
detense sfia!r be-1mmed!ste1y repor~to e !ecur!t1 
Council and snail not in asz wai arf.Oo~tne7autfioritz 
and reepons1oi1ity-of lne ecur tl counc~Ufider tbls 
~rter to take a~ ~~me such action as It ~~---­
deem neoess'irf'"ino er-ro-'mi'fii't"a.!n or restore nter-
iirn'ona.l peace ~ secUl''nz. -

In this connection the followin~~ecision was approved: 

{4149) 4312 ·3-
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"That ~he ·~ueat1on. ot the Pi:!e~re the new 

~a.rasrarr-sliO'iil 'be 1nee'Fte'i.\Tn -· a.rtOilOa.ks 
roposa s sHOuld Oi reterrea to lEi Coordination-­

Committee tor ~ declsion,-wi~tHe recommendation, 
however, tnitibE 'Son~!!turee-a-niw !ection D to 
CHapter .Yfll• 11

- · - - - -

In the disoussia. ~cedina tbia vote, the Delegate from 
the Soviet Union reit~ated the view previously expressed by 
him in the meeting ol the SU.b~ttee Me.y 22, that the adopted 
paragraph should appropriatelJ be placed as paragraph 12, 
Section B, Chapter Vlit. The Chairman of the Committee ruled 
that this statement b$ ~ansm1tted ·to the Coordination Com­
~ttee for its consid&Pation. 

The Committee desires to invite attention to the fact 
that the references to Chapter VIII, Section A, paragraphs l 
and 2 (in the approved text of Chapter VIII, Section C, 
~aragraph 1, quoted above) and to Chapter XII, paragraph 2 
(in the approved text ot Onapter VIII, Section c, paragraph 
2, quoted above) are inteAded to apply to the original 
texts of these paragraph& in tbe Dumbarton Oaks ProposalSJ 
if these texts should be QOd1t1ed as a result of their 
consideration by techQtQal or other committees, it is 
understood that Committ.e III/4 will be free to· reconsider 
Chapter VIII, Section 0 1 ~pbe l and/or 2, as may be 
appropriate. 

The Committee has thus completed the work assigned to 
it under its terms of reference with the proviso contained 
in the paragraph immediately above. It is a pleasure to 
be able to report that the approval of all or tho texts 
by the Committee was by unanimous vote. 
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Le Comite 4 de la Commission III sous la Presidence de 
son Excellence M. Alberto Lleras Camargo, Ministre des Affaires 
Etrangeres de 1a Colombie, a tenu six seances les 4, 9, 15 et 
23 Mai, et les a et 11 Juin 1945. A la seance du 9 Ma·i, son 
Sous-comite A a ete nomme. Le Sous-comite a d.epuis tenu dix 
seances, 1es 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21 et 22 Mai, et lee 1, 6 et 
a Juin 1945. 

A sa seance du 15 Mai, le Comite a decid' que 11 1 1 etude 
deS formes regionales de COOUerAtion SOCiale e~onomique et 
intellectuelle ressort exclusivement de la comnetence du 
Comite II/3 et l'etude du Comite III/4 se renparte seulement 
au Chanitre VIII, Section C. T0utefois, les references a oes 
formes de cooperation dans 1e texte du Chauitre VIII, section C 
ne sont nas exclues. tt En ce ou1 cone erne l.es proceo.ures de 
vote, il- fut decide que 11 en a.ttendl'lnt 1a consultation qui doi t 
avair lieu avec le President du Comite III/1, ou le renvoi de 
1a question au Comite de coordination, le Sous-comite sera 
l~b~e, aux fins d 1argumentation ou d 1 eXP,lication, de se 
referer, dans ses disc~ssions, aux nrocedures de vote qu Con­
sell, dans 1a mesure ou elles concernant 1es e.ccords regiona.ux. 

Le Comite III/4 soumet a l'approbation de la Commission III 
lea ·decisions su1v"ntes -crises na.r le Comite sur des questions 
de fond (lea textes recom"''~nd.es-- ont ete soumis a.u Comite de 
Coordination, canformement P la nrocedure normale., 

Chapitre VIII, Section A, paragraphe 3: 

Le ~exte _du Chapitre VIII, Section A, n~ragraphe 3, a 
e'te# r amende comme suit: 

4313 

11Les parties a un clitferend dont la prolongRtion 
semble devoir menacer le mainti-en de la ne.ix et de la 
SeCUri te internat1ona.1eS devraient, 8 I engager 1 avant 
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tout, a en recherchor la solution par la negociution, 
la mediation, la conciliation, 1 1arbitrago ou lc 
reglement judiciaire, le recours nux organismes ou 
arrangements regionm.IX-;-ou autrosmoyons pt~clfiquos 
do lour choix. te Conseil de Socurite dovrait en­
joindro aux Parties do rogler leur differend par do 
tels moyens." 

(Les mots ajoutes sont soulignos) 

A ce sujet le Comite a pris la decision suivanto: 

"De renvoyer' l'amendemcnt o,u Chepitrc VIII, Section A, 
;eararraphe 3 des Proposfti0ii"S"c1c3Dumoc.rton (Je]C'S, approuve 
_pr.r e Comi"te-;-c;u Coiriite III/2en rocommc.nd~a co Comite 
£'"Inscre~ la moCITficatlon "Eoposoe dc,ns lo texte ¥' Il 
examine. 

Chapitre ~' Section Q, paragrapho !: 
Le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 1 a et6 

amendo comme suit: 
11 Rien dans la Chartc no devrait s'opposer a 

l'existence d'arrungements ou d'organismcs regionaux 
pour traitor les queHtions relatives au maintien de 
la paix ot de la securito internationales qui peuvent 
faire 1 1objot d 1uno [\Ction do caractere rogionc.l, a 
condition quo ces arrangements ou orgc.nismes et leurs 
c.ctivities scient compatibles e.voc los buts ot los 
principcs de l'Organisation. Los Etc.ts Menbres con­
sti tu~:;,nt de tels or c.nismes, ou pm•ties c. de tels­
nrrangement's -o:evront fa r•e tous leurs effortcr· ~our 
about:'..r au regiement taC21'iqti0""des differonds e 
cnractero:ocu.1, ;ear'interrnedli1I're de cos orgilnismes 
ou arii3Ji'gements, avant do los soumcttre cuConseil de 
~curite. LC Consefl dc-Securite devrai~encouruger­
le deve'Toppe:r;1ent du reglement pacifique des difforends 
de caractero locarpar l'intermediairo de cos ~rrange­
monts regionuux ou par cos organismes regionaux, soit 
sur l'initiative des Etats interessos, soit a la sug­
gestion du Conscil de Securito. · 

11 Co taragraphe ne s'o~pose en aucune maniere a 
l'appl!Ca ion des paragrap os 1 e"t 2 do la Section-A ac ~ cfiapitro:- ----- .-

(Los mots ajoutos sent souligncs) 
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Chapitre ~~ Section £, paragraphs g: 
Lo texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C paragrapho 2 a 

ete amende conune suit,: • 

"Le Conseil de Securito devrait, cha.que fois qu'il 
convient, faire usage de ces arrangement~ ou organismes 
en vue de 1 1application, sous son autorite, de mesures 
coercitivdls, r.tcis auoune mesUl'e coercitive ne devrait 
etre appliquee en vertu d 1nrrangements regio~aux ou 
pal' des ol'ga.nistnes regiona.wc snns l'autoriso.tion du 
Conse11 de Securite, a l'exoe~tion des mesures prises 
contra les Etats ennemls au cours da-Ta presente ~uerre, 
coritol'mement au Cha~!tre l!I1 parajFapne 2 ou a des 
o.cco.l'ds re~lonaux s op~osint au renouvollement-de-Ia 
po11t11ue 1ngressione la p¥Ft de cas Etnts, )Us~'a 
ce qu 1 1 ait ete poss10!o;-a a damanae des Oouver ents 
I:nteresses;-dTattribuer a lTOifan1sa€1on-rn {e!fonsabiiite 
ae provenir ~oute cs£ession ru ure de ~~ un etat 
E'Ctueliement ~ f3Uerre ~ !2!, NatiOns n as,---

Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragrapho 3: 

"Le texte du Cbapitre VIII, Section c, paragraphe 3, 
pour lequel aueun amendment n•a ete presente a ete con­
serve tel qu'il avait ete redige, A savoir: 

"Le Consoil do Securite d'ov.l'ait an tout temps etre 
tenu ploinement au courant des act1vites entroprises ou 
envisagees en vertu d'arrnngements regionaux ou par des 
organismes regionaux, en vue de maintenir la paix et la 
secur1te internationales," 

Nouveau para~raRhe a inserer dans le texte des Proposition ~ 
Dumbarton oa s: - - - --

Il n ete decide d 1inserer un nouveau paragraphe dans le 
texte des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, comma suit: 

"Rien dans lc. Cho.rto ne s 1oppose c.u droit natural 
de legitime defense ·individuello ou collective, s1 une 
agression armee est commise contre un Eto.t-Membro, jusqu'a 
ce que le Consoil de.Securite o.it pris les mesures 
necessoires au mo.intien de la po.ix et de lo. seourite 
internationnles. Les mesures prises dans l'exercice de 
oe droit de legitime defense devront etre immedio.tement 
s1gnalees au Conseil de Seourite et n•o.ttecteront en 
o.ucune to.oon l'o.utorite ot la responso.bilite incombant 
o.u Conseil, en vertu de lo. Oho.rte, pour prendre en tout 
temps telles mesures qu 11l pourr.a jugor necesso.ires au 
maint1en ou au retabl1ssement de lo. paix et·de la 
seourite internationa.les." 

-3-
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A ce sujet, la decision suivante rut adopt~e: 

11 De renvoyer pour decision finale au Comite de 
Coordination la question de la place que devrait occuper 
dans les Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks le nouveau para~ 
graphe (Voir resolution 2 A) en recommandant toutefois 
a ce Comito d 1en faire une nouvelle Section D au Chapitre 
VIII." 

P~ndant la discussion qui a precede ce vote, le Deleque 
de l'Union sovietique reitera l 1 opinion qu 1il avait deja ex­
primae lora de la sconce du Sous comite le 22 Mai, que lc 
paragraphe adopte dovrait etre place 1 comrne il conviont, comme 
paragraphe 12, Section B, Chapitre VIII. Le President du 
Comito ~ecida que cotte declaration· fut tro.nsmise au Comito 
de Coordination pour y etre ex~inee. 

Le Comito desire attirer l'attontion sur le fait que les 
references au Chapitre VIII, Section A, pnragraphes 1 et 2 
(dans le texte adopte du Chcpitre VIII, Section C, pnro.graphe 
1, cite ci-dessus) et au Chapitre XII, paragrnphe 2 (dans le 
texte ndo~te du Chapitre VIII, Section C, pnrngrnphe 2, cite 
ci-dessus) doivent s 1nppl1quer o.ux textes originaux des Proposi­
tions de Dumbcrton Oaks. Au cas ou cos textes seraient modifies 
apres exrumen par les Comites techniques ou par d 1autres comit~s, 
il est bien entendu que le Comite III/4 sera libre d'examiner 
a nouveau le Chapitre VIII, Section C, p~ragraphes 1 et/ou 2. 

Le Cor.U.te a done termine lea travaux qui lui avaient etc 
assignee at~ termes de san mandct sous reserve du droit do 
roexamen ci-dcssus> et c'est avec plaisir que votre Rapporteur 
signale.quc c 1ost a l 1unanimitd que lc Comito n approuve tous 
les textes. 
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* 'l'IIE PACT OF 'l'liE LEAGUE O:B' ARli..B STATES, SIGNED IN -_ -·-- -- ---c-Ar~- 22, 19J+j -·-- -

His ExQellency the President of the Syrian Republic 
His Royal Highness the Emir of Transjcrda.n 
His Majesty the King of Iraq 
His Majesty the King of Saudi A1•abia. 
His Exaellency the Pr8sident of the Lebanese Republi9 
His Majesty the King of Eg}~t 
His, Majesty the King of YerJen 

With a view to strengthening the 1-lose relations and 
numerous ties which bind the Arab States; 

And out of concern for the cementing '(l.nd reinforoing of 
these bonds on the basis uf respect for the independence and 
sovereignty of these States; 

And in order to direct thelr efforts toward the goal of 
the welfare of all the Arab States, their common vieal, the 
guarantee of thGir future, and the realization of thsir aspir­
ations; 

And in response to Arab public opinion in all tho Arab 
countries; 

Have agreed to conclude a pa.~t to this effect &~d have 
delegated as their plenipotentiaries those whose names are 
given below: 

THE PRESIDENT OF THE SYRIAN REPUBLIC has delegated for Syria: 
H.E. Faris Al Khury, Presidont of the Council of Ministers. 
H.E. Jamil Mardo.m Boy, Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

H.R.H. THE EMIR OF TRANSJORDAN has delegated for Transjordan: 
H.E. Samir Al Rifai Pasha, President of the Council of 

Ministers. 
H.E. So.id Al Mufti Pasha., Minister of the Interior. 
Sulaiman Al Nabuls1 Eey, Secretary of the Council of 

Ministers. 

*cCorrigendum see p.763J 
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H. M.., THE KING OF IRAQ hns delegated for Irc.q:. 

H.E. Ar<:.had Al Um11ry, Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
H.E. Aly J:wo.at l\..1 Ayyubi, Minister Plenipotentiary of 

Iraq in Washington. 
H.E. '.rahsin Al Askari, Minister Plen.ipotanti.ary of Iraq 

in Cairo. 

H.M. THE KING OF SAUDI ARABIA has delegated tor Saudi Arabia: 
H .E. Sheikh Yusuf' Yasin, Assistant l-'.inistor of Foreign 

Affairs. 
H .E. Khair Al Din Al Zirikly, Counsc;lor of the Saudi 

Arabian Legation in Cairo. 

THE PRESIDENT OF THE LEBANESE REPUBLIC hr.s delegated for 
Lebanon: · 
H.E. Abd Al Hamid Karnmi, President of the Council of 

Ministers. 
H.E. Yusuf Salem, Minister Plenipotentiary of Lebanon in 

CaJro. 

H .M. THE KING OF EGYP'.r has. delegt'l.ted for Egypt: 
H.E. Mahmud Fahmy Al Nokrashi Pasha, President of the 

Council of Mlniste:rs. 
H .E. Abd Al Hrunid Bad:1wi Pnsha, Min:l.stor of Foreign Affairs. 
H.E. Husein Heikal Pashl.!., President of the Senate. 
H.E. Makram Ebeid Pasha, Minister of Finance. 
II.E. Hafiz Rc.madan Pf.lsha, Minj stor of Justice. 
H.E. Abd Al Rc.zza~<: Ahmad Al Sm1bury B.:;y, Minister of 

Education. 
H.E. Abd Al Rahm.:l.n Azzam,Boy, Mini.ster Pleriipotentiary 

in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. _ 

H.M. KING OF YEMEN has delegated for Yt>mon: 

who, afte.J:> the exchange of the credentials granting them full 
authority, which were found valid and in proper form, have agreed 
upon the following: 

ARTICLE 1 

The league of Arao States shall be coraposed of the indc ... 
pendent Arab States that have signed this Pn,..+ 

Every independent Arab State shall have'the right to adhere 
to the League. Should it .. desire to a.dhoru, it shall present an 
application to this effect which shall be filed with the perma­
nent General Secretariat and submitted to the Council at its first 
meeting following· ·the Pl'esentation of the application. 
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ARTICLE 2 

The purpose of the League is to draw closer the relations 
between member States and coordinate their political activities 
with the aim of realizing a close collnboro.tion betwoon thom to 
safeguard their independence and sovereignty, and to consider in 
a general way the o..ffnirs lind interests of tho Arc.b countrles. 

It also ho..s among its purposes a close cooperati-on of the 
member States, with due regard to the structur•o of each of these 
States nnd the conditions prevailing therein, in tho following 
matters: 

(a) Economic and financial matters, lncluding trade, custois, 
currency, agriculture, and industry. 

(b) Cor.Jr.lunications, including roJ.lways, roads, aviation, 
navigation, o..nd posts; and tolegrc.phs. 

(c) Cultural matters. 

(d) :t-}atters connected with nc.tionc.lity, passports, visas, 
execution of judgments, and extru.dition. 

(e) Social welfare matters. 

(f) Hec.l th mc.tters. 

@_TICLE_ J. 

The League shaJ.l have a Council cot:lposod of tho representa­
tives of the noubor States. Each State shall have one vote, 
regardless of tho nunber of its reproscnt.::.tives. 

The Council shall be entrusted with the function of renlizing 
the purposes of tho League and of supervising the execution of 
the agreenents concluded .between the nenbor.c States on matters 
referred to in tho preceding article or on other matters. 

It shQll also have tho function of doterr.1ining tho neans 
whereby the League will collc.boratc with the international organ­
izations which r.1ay be created in the futuro to guarantee ponce 
and security and organize economic and social relations. 

ARTICLE 4 

A special conl!:littoe shall bo formed for each of tho categories 
emmerated in Article 2, on which tho r.1enber Stctos shall bo repre­
sented. These conmittees shall be entrusted with establishing 
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the basis and scope of cooperation in the form of draft agree­
r.lGnts which shall be subr.1ittod to the Council for its considera­
tion preparatory to their being subnittod to the States referred 
to. 

Dulcgatos representing tho other Arab countries may partici­
pate in those coru·1ittoos as rlcubers. The Council shall deter-
nine tho circunstances in which tho participation of these repre-. 
sontativco shall be allowed as well as tho basis of tho representa­
tion. 

ARTICLE ~ 

The recourse to force for tho sottlenont of disputes between 
two or r.1o1~e r1or.lbor Sta tos shall not be allowed. Should there 
arise auong then a dispute that docs not involve tho independence 
of a State, its sovereignty, or its territorial integrity, and 
should tho two contending parties apply to the Council for the 
settlonent of this dispute, tho decision of tho Council shall 
then be effective and obligatory. 

In this case, tho St~tos ar.1ong whor.1 tho dispute has arisen 
shall not purticipato in the deliberations and decisions of the 
Council. 

IJ.'he Counci,l shall r;-;cdinte in a dispute which nay load to 
war between two Goober States or between a nenbor State and 
another State in ardor to conciliate then. 

Tho decisions relating to c.rbitration and r.10diation shnll 
be taken by rw.jori ty vote. 

ARTICLE §. 

In cnsc of aggression or throat of aggression by a. State 
against a r.wnbor State, tho State attacked or thrcntened with 
a.ttnck nay request un ir~1odinto oooting of the Council. 

The Council shall detcroinc tho nocossnry noasures to 
this c.ggreosion. Its decision shnll be 'tnkon una.nioously. 
tho aggression is comnitted by a nenbor State, tho vote of 
Sta. to will not be counted in detcrr.1ining unnnini ty. 

repel 
If. 

th&t 

If tho aggression is cor.uJittcd in such a way as to render 
tho Govcl~nnent of the Stnte attacked unable to conn.unicate with 
tho Council, tho representative of that State in the Council ony 
request tl1o Council to convene for tho purpose sot forth in tho 
preceding paragraph. If tho representative is unable to cooouni­
co.to with tho Council, it shall be the right of any ner.1bcr State 
to request a occting of tho Council. 
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ARTICLE I 

The decisions of the Council taken by a unaninous vote shall 
be binding on all the nenber States of tho Leuguoj those that nrc 
reached by a r.1ajori ty vote shall bind only those that accept 
them. 

In both ce.sos tho declsions of tho Council shall be executed 
in each State in accordance with the fundnnontnl structure of 
that State. 

ARTICLE 8 

Every neober State of the League shall respect the form of 
governnent obtaining in the other States of tho Leaguo, and shall 
recognize the foro of govornnent obtaining as one of the rights 
of those States, and shall pledge itself not to take any action 
tending to change that form. 

ARTICLE 2. 
The States of the Arab League that arc de::Jirous of establish­

ing anong themselves closer collaboruti.on and stronger bonds than 
those provided for ln the present Pa.ct, nay conclude thenselvcs 
whatever agreenonts they wish for this purpose. 

The treaties and agreements already concluded or that nay 
be concluded in the future between a me1:1ber State a.nd any other 
State, shall not be binding on the other tlonbors. 

ARTIC~ 10 

The per:r.mnent sect of the Longue of 1\rnb States shall be 
Cairo. The Council of' the League nc.y neet o.t cny other place it 
designates. 

ARTICLE 11 ----
The Council of the Longue sbnll 1:1oot in ordinary session 

twice a year, .during the nonths of March and October. It shall 
meet in ext:::>aordinary session o.t the request of two r.10rnber States 
whenev..--~ the need arises. 

ARTICLE 12 

The League shall have a pornnnont Genera.l Secretnria.t, coo­
posed of a. Secretary Genero.l, Assistc.nt Secretaries, and an 
o.d,equo.te nur:1bor of of.ficio.ls. 
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The Secretary General shall bo appointed by tho Council upon 

the vote of two thirds of the States of the League. The Assistant 
Secretaries and the principal officials shall be appointed by 
the Secretary General with the approval of the Council. 

The Council shall establish ru1 ~~rnal organization of the 
General Secretariat as well as the conditions of service of the 
officials. 

The Secretary General shall have the rank of Ambassador and 
the Assistant Secretaries the rank of Minister Plerlipotentiary. 

The first Secretary General of the League is designated in 
an annex to the present Pact. 

ARTICLE 13 

The Secretary General shall prepare the draft of the budget 
of the League and submit it for approval to the Council before 
the bcr;j_rr:lng of each fiscal year. 

fhe Council shall determine the· share of each of the States 
of the Le.::t:?,...J.e in the expE;;nsos. It shall be allowed to revise 
the share if necessary~ 

ARTICLE 14 ------
The members of the Council of tho League, the members of its 

Committees, and such of its officials as shall bo designated in 
the internal organization, shall enjoy, in tho exercise of their 
duties, diplomatic privileges and immunities. 

Tho premises occupied by tho institutions of tho League shall 
be inviolable. 

.ARTICLE 15 

The Council shall meet for the first time at the invitation 
of the Head of tho Egyptian Government. Later meetings shall oc 
convoked by tho Secr•otary General. 

In each ordinary scss1.on the representatives of the States 
of the League shall assume tho chairmanship of the Council in 
-rotation. 
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ARTICLE 16 

Except for the cases provided for in the present .Pact,· a 
majority shall suffice for decisions by the Council effective in 
the following matters: 

(a) Matters concerning the officials. 

(b) The approval of the budget of the League. 

(a) The internal organization of the Council, the Committees, 
and the General Secretariat. 

(d) The term;Vlation of the sessions .• 

ARTICLE ll 
The member States o£ the League shall file with the General 

Secretariat copies of all treaties and agreements which they have 
concluded or will uonclude with any other State, whether a member 
of the League or otherwise-

ARTICLE 18 

If one of the member States intends to-withdraw from the 
League, the Council shall be informed-of its intention one year 
before the withdi'awal takes effect. 

The Council of the League may consider any State that is not 
fulfilling the obligations resulting from this Pact as excluded 
from the League, by a decision taken by a unanimous vote of all 
the States except the State referred to. 

ARTICLE 19 

The present Pact may be amended with the approval of two 
thirds of the members of the League, in particular for the pur­
pose of strengthening the. ties between them, of creating an Arab 
Court of Justice, and of regulating the relations of the League 
with the international organizations that may be created in the 
future to guarantee security and peace. 

No decision shall be taken as regards an amendment except 
in the session following that in which it is proposed. 

Any State that does not approve an amendment may withdraw 
from the League when the amendment becomes effective, without 
being bound by the provisions or· the preceding article. 
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ARTICLE 20 

The present Pact and its annexes shall be ratified in 
accordance with the fundamental form of government in each of 
the contracting States. 

The instruments of ratification shall be filed with the 
General Secretariat and the present Pact shall become binding on 
the States that ratify it fifteen days after the Secretary Gen­
eral receives instruments of ratification from four States. 

The present Pact has been drawn up in the Arabic language 
in Cairo and dated 8 Rabi 1 al Thani 1364 (22 M~rch 1945) in a 
single text which shall be deposited with the General Secretariat. 

A certified copy shall be sent to each of the States of 
the League. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
D~c.72 (FRENCH)* 
III/4/l 
May ". 1945. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 4 Arrang~ments Regionaux. 

PAOTE ~ L1UNION DES ETATS ARABES 

SIGNE AU CAIRE LE 22 MARS 1945 - ----
Le Praeident de la Republique eyrienne; 

Son Altesse ,Royale le Prince de Transjordanie; 

Sa Majeste le Roi d 1 Irak; 

Sa Majesta le Rei de l'Arabie seoudite; 

Le President de la Republique Libanaise; 

Sa MaJesta le Roi d 1Egypte; 

Sa Majeste le Roi du Yemen; 

Desireux de resserrer les liens etroits qui lient les 

Etats Arabes; 

Soucieux de cimenter et de renforcer ces liens sur la 

base du respect de 1'1ndependance et de la souverainete de 

ces Etats, d 1 ~r1enter leurs efforts vers le bien commun de 

tous lea pays arabes, l'amelioration de leur sort, la garantie 

de leur aven1r, la realisation de leurs aspirations; 

Et repondant aux voeux de l'op1n1on publ1que arabe dans 

taus lea pays ar~bes; 

*cCorrigendum voir p.763) 
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f'nt decide de conclurP un Pacte a Cf't effr't r-:t ont nomme 

pour leurs plcnipotentiaires, savoir:-

LE PRESIDENT DE LA REPUBLIQUE SYRIENNE 

Son Excellence Feres El Khoury, President du Conseil; 
Son Excc'llence Djamil Mardem Bey, Ministre des Affai­

res EtrAngeres. 

SON AL~ESSE ROYALE LE PRINCE DE TRANSJORDANIE : 

Ron Excellence Sn.mir El RifA.i P~tchR, Prcsidf·nt du 
Conseil; 

Son Excellence Said El Moutti Pacha, Ministre de 
1 1Interieur; 

Bolim~.n El Naboulsi Bey, Secretaire du ConsPil des 
Ministres, 

SA l~JESTE LE ROI D1IPAK 

S('ln 

Son 

Son 

ExcellPnce Archad El Omary, M1n1stre des Affaires 
EtrangPres; , 
E;x:cellonce Aly G&.WdA.t El Ayoubi, H1n1st.Plr-m. d 1Irak 
A. Washington; 
ExcellPnce Tahs1n El Askari, Minist. Plenip. d 1Irak 
11u CairP. 

SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE L'ARABIE SEOUDITE : 

Son ExcPllence El Cheikh Youssef Ynssine, Ministre 
adjoint des Aff~ires EtrAng~rcs; 

Son ExcellPnce Khfl.iry Edeline El z.crekly, Conseiller 
de la Leg8tion d~ 1 1Arab1e Seoud1te, au Cqire; 

LE PRESIDENT DE LA REPUBLIQUE LIBANAISE : 

Son Excellence Abc'l.el-H1.mid KerA.me, Presic1 ~nt du Conse11; 
Son Excellence Youssef SRleill, Ministre Plenipotentiaire 

du Libnn eu 0P1re. 

SA MAJESTE LE ROI.D 1EGYPTE • 

Son 

Son 

Son 

Son 

400 

Excellence Mahmoud F.l'hmy El NokrRchy PachA, Presi­
dent du Oonseil; 
;Excellence Abde~ HRmld BAdewi PA.cha, Miniatre des 
AffPires Etr(-l.ngeres; , 
Excellence MohA-med Hussein Heykal P1'1.chR, President 
du SenEtt; 
Excellence Makram Ebeid Pacha, M1~stre des 
Finances; 



Son ExC'ellence MohB.med Rafcz Ra:nAdan Pt=tchP., Ministre 
de la Justice; . 

Son Exct>llr-:nce Abdel R8.zek Ahmed El 3nnhoury Bey, 
Ministre de l 1 Instruot1on Publique; 
Abdel-RPhman Azzam Bey, Ministre Plenipotentiaire 
au Hinistere des Aff~:tires Etr~=~ngcrf:s. 

SA MAJESTE LE ROI DU YEMEN : 

' , , i l~squels, apres Avoir ech~nge leurs pleins pouvo rs reconnus 

755 

en bonne ct due forme, sont convenus des dispositions suivPntes:-

[I:RTICLE 1 

L1Unlon des Etnts Arabes se compose des Etats Arabes 1n­

dopcndtmts qui ont signe le present Pacte. 

Tout Etat .Arabe inof.pend~nt peut dPvenir membre de 

l'Union. Il de>vrP, A. Cf't effC"t, preeenter unP demnnde qui 

sera deposee atl SCCl'f~tPriHt Gfncral et soumise au Conse1l a. 
la premiere reunion tenue' apres la presc-mtatl.on de la demande. 

ARTICLE g 

L1Union a pour objet le resserrement des rapports entre 

Etats membres et la coordination de leur action politique en 

VUe de rcaliser une COllaboration etroi te entre eux, de St:=I.UVP­

garder leur ind{oend!=l.ncP et lc,ur souverainete et dr: s 1 inte-

d f ' , A resser, une ml'lniere generale, ~"~UY questions touchRnt lee 

Pays Arabes et leurs interets. 

Elle a egalement pour objPt d'assurer, dans le cadre 

du rrgime et des conditions de chaque Etat, une cooperation 

etroite entre les Et.ttts membres dPns les questions suiv,qntes:­

A.- Lcs questions ~,ponomiques Pt fin.<mcieres y comJ;?ris 
les echanges commr:rciaux, les questions douA.n1erAs 
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mon~ta1res, Agr1colos ct industrislles; 

B.- Les communications y comoris lcs questions r0latives 
nux Chemins de fer, nux ~cutes, ~ Ifnviation, A la 
nnvigot1on et .?.UX Pastes et T2lc~grA.phes; 

C.- Les questions 1ntellrctuelles; 

D.- Les questions aP nationPlit6, oRss0ports, visPs et 
execution de jugements rt d 1 extraditions; 

E.- Les questions sociales; 

F.- Les questions s~nitPires. 

L1Union R un consr.,il compos4 ~.es rcprescntr-1nts des Etats 

mcmbres; ch~que EtPt a une s0ule voix quel que soit le nombre 

de scs reprfsent~nts. 

Le Con~Pil a pour mission de r~al1ser lrs objets de 

1 1Union et do v8iller D. l'cxecution des conventions que les 

membres qurP_ient conclues entre eux sur les questions visees 

~ 1 1Prticle nr~ced0nt ou dnns tout autre domPine. 

Il a egRlement pour mission d'~rreter 1<-s moyens par les­

quels 1 1Union collaborcra nVE.'C los orgPnisations internatio­

nnles qui seront creees dans l'a.venir pour assurer la paix ~t 

la securite et regler lea questions economiques et sociales. 

,ASTICLE! 

Il sera const1tue pour chacune des categories de ques­

tions P.numerees dans l'ar~1cle 2 uno commission speciRle ou 

seront representee les Etats membres de IfUnion. Crs commis­

sions seront chargees d 1etablir lee regles et de determiner 

1 1etendue de la collahorat1on ('ntre les Etats membres et ce, 

sous forme de projets de conventions qui set·ont ex~mines par 
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le Conseil en vue d 1 .~trc soumis <1 l 1 .~pprob"~tion des Etats. 

mernbres. 

Pourront preno.rc part Rux trev'lux des comnissions sus­

dites des raembres represent:,nt les autres Pays Arabes. Le 

Conscil dcterminerA. lGs conditions dans lesquelles ln part1c1-, -

pnti~n de CeS rcprPSCntAnts pourra etre admise et les bases de 

lR representation. 

ARTICLE Q 

Il est intPrdit de r0courir ~ lA force pour le r~glcmcnt 

des confl its pouv . .,nt surgir entre deux Etnts membres de 

l 1Union. S 1il s 1 6leve entre eux un diffcrend ·ne touchA.nt pas 
'I, ' , , •,, a l indeprndnnce, ~ lA souverainete ou a l•integrite terri-

torialc des Et8ts et que les nnrtics litigantes rocourent nu 

Conseil pour lo r~glement de ce diff~rcnd, la d~cision du 

Consril sera obligAtoirc et exccutoire. 

En pRr,'il ens, les Etats f'ntrc lcsquels le differend a 

surgi nc p.'1-rticiperont nas aux d.Slibor~.tions e:t aux decisions 

du Conseil. 

Lc Conseil preterR srs bans offices d~ns tout differend 

susceptible d 1 entrafner la guerrc entre oeux Etats membres 

ou entre un EtRt ~embro et un Etat tirrs. 

Lc:s decisions d 1 ::rbi trAge ct cle concilie.tion seront 

prises ~ lR ~A.jorite des voix. 

ARTICLE §. 

En eFts d 1 agress1on ou de nenRoe d 1agression centre un 

EtRt mernbre, 1 1Etnt agresse ou menA.cP d 1 8.gression oourrR de-
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I:!Rnder ln reunion il:lr:1edi1.te du Conseil. 

Le Conscil arrStcra, R 1 1 un~ninit0, les mesur8S necessai-

res pour repausser l'agression. Si 1 1 agress1on provient d 1 un 

Etat rr.embrc, 11 ne sc ra 9as t8nu cor,lpte de son vote dans 1e 

calcu1 de 1 1 un~ni~it~. 

Si 1e GouvErncnent de 1'Et~t agrees~ se trouve pAr suite 

de 1 r ngrcssion dans 1 r i;:Jpossibili te de cor.u:mniquer ::vee 1e 

Consei1, 11 .qpparticndra au repres12ntant de cet Etnt dans le 

Consei1 de deMRnd~r sA r~union dans 1e but vise ~ l 1 "11ineR 

precedent. D~ns 1e CAS oa 1e dit representAnt n'est pas en 

' mesure de corJr.J.uniquer avec 1e Consei1, 11 AppartiPndra a tout 

Etat menbre de oemRnder 1a com•ocC~tion du Consei1. 

A.'R.TICLE 1. 

Les OPCisions c1u ConsPi1 pri ses a 1 1 unr-mimi te obligent 

tous 1es EtAts membres de 1'Upion; ' ce11es qui sont prises R 

1R majorit~ n 1 ob1igent que 1es EtRts qtii 1es acceptant. 

DRns les d0ux eRa, 1'execution Q~s decisi~ns au Conseil 

drms chRque Et"lt oembre intC>rvienor.ct conformement a ses dis-

positions orgRniques. 

~TIQJ& §. 

Tout Etrt ;nenbre ·s I en[age e. respecter 1e regime de 

Gouvernement etRbli dons 1es ~utres Etats me~bres en 1e oonsi­

dertm t comme un droit exclus if de chaque EtA t. 

I1 s I engage a s t F'tbs tenir de toute action tend~nt au 

9hangement de cc ~egime. 
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Los Etrtts d<"' l'Union c1fsir2ux d 1 .~tEJblir c>ntre <?UX une 

C<'lllnboration et des liens plus etroits que CE':UX prevus au 

present Paote pourront conclurc a cet effet des accords. 

Lcs trPitcs ~t accords deja conolus ou q~i seront con­

clue ~ 1 1 avenir entre un Etnt membre et un autre ~tnt ne lient 

lee nutrcs membres. 

ARTIC!& 10 

Le si~ge petmanent de l 1 Union.cst ~tnbli au Ceire. Le 

Conseil peut Qecider de so reunir en tout autre lieu. 

Le Cons0il d~ l'Union se r~unira en session or~innire 

deux fois pnr An, aux nols ell, P1Rrs et d'octobre. Il se rPuni-

ra en session extrPordinBire sur la fl_enande de flPux nembres 

toutes les fois que les circonst,.,nc<?s l'eYigeront. 

ARTICLE 12 ---
L' Union nurA. un Secretariat Gl~neral pPrmP.nent comprenant 

un SecretPire General, ctes Secretrd.res-A.djoints et un nombre 

suffisant ~e fonctionnnir5g, 

Le Secretnire GenPrr>.l sr>ra nomme p11.r le ConsEJil n. la 

majorite des ceux tiE:rs des r.1embres co 1 1Union·. Les Secre-

t" iros-adj oints et le s fonctionn~ires principaux c1e 1 1 Union 

seront nom:-;1(~s pl'lr le Secretoire Generl'll AVPC 1 1 RpprobA.tion 

du Oonseil. 

Le Conseil etablira un reglement interieur pour le 

Secretariat General et les conditions de service des fonction-
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nt:tires. 

Secr~taires-adjoints c~lui ~c Ministrrs Pl6nipotPntiaires. 

L~ Premier SPcr6t~ire G~n~ral est ~~signf ~ans une 

annexo au present Pacte. 

ARTICLE 1Q 

Le SecrCtr1ire Gener:·.l prepRre If proj et c" e Budget c.e 

1 1 Union ct 1<: soumPt .-\ 1 1 A!)prob:'1tion <'lu Consfil nvF~nt le o.ebut 

de 1 1 annee f1nnnc10re. 

Le Consdl c~etorr:~ine 1a quot,"-p11.rt A supporter par 

chaque Etflt merr~brc Cl.nns 1cs r'epcnses, I1 pEut r10c!ifier en 

cRs ~e besoin cctte quot<"-pPrt. 

ARTICLE 14 

Les mer:'bres du Consei1 re 1 1 Union, cPux Cle ses fonction-

neires qui seront Cl~sirnes dans le r~cle~cnt int~rieur joui­

ront, ~ans 1'exercice ~P leurs fonctions, des privi1~ges et 

1ni11unites dip1omntiques. 

Les batinents occunes pRr les ~rgPnes 0e 1 1 Union sont 

inviolables. 

Le Consri1 se r~uxJil'R pour 1n n.rnniere fois sur la 

convocRtion cl.u Chef du Gouvcrnement Egyptien. I1 se reunira 

par lR suite sur ln convocP.tion c".u Sccretc-.ire Gener-"'.1. 

, I ' Les renresentl'lnts c1 es EtfltS membres c'e 1 Union, a tour 

de role, ·assU::leront B. ChPque session orc1in"lire, lR nresir"'.ence 

clu Conse11. 
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ARTICLE is 
En r~hars ~es c~s so6ci~lE8rnt ~revus au pr~sent Pacte, 

le Conseil p~en··rR, ~ lA oRjorit~ ~es voix, ~es ~6cisions 

ex6cutoires dans les ~Ati~res suiv~ntes:-

A.- Questions c~e oersonnel; 

B.- Ac-:option c,_u bu,'l.get c·e l'Union; 

c.- .AC::.ootion CI.E:S regler:lents intt~rieurs r;elPtifs au 
Con.soil, AUX commissions et .<1.u secretP.riR.t; 

D.- Cloture des sessions. 

Chaque Etl'lt mcnbre r' t.' 1 1 Union (' l~poserg nuprcs c1.u Secre­

tnriat General un exEnp1a1re c<e tous 1es traites ou conven-

' ' I tions conclus ou R conclurc 11 1 nvc-nir pPr lui Hvec un Rutre 

Etat mer.1bre (e 1 'Union ou un Etat tiers. 

ARTICLE 1.§. 

Tout Etflt menbre peut ,. apres un prcavis d 1un rm, se 

retirer ce l 1Union. 

Le Conseil de l'Union oeut exclure tout membre qui n 1 a 

pas rempli 1es engagenrnts r/.sulta.nt ~.u present Pacte. L 1 exe-

' ' ' cution est orononcee P l 1unRnimite nes votes, non compris 

celu1 re 1'EtR.t vise. 

ARTICLE J2 

Le present Pacte pourrH etre mor"ific pnr un vote oris 

ala HlRjorite (OS C.eux tiers r-:.es cembres (e l'Union. Il 

pourrn l 1 €tre notPmment pour resserrer leurs liens, pour 

Creer Un tribun:=tl Rrbi trn.l arabe, pour regler.1enter les rap­

ports c1_e 1 1Union Avec les .?rganisntions internationales qui 
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vienccrPJent a ~tre creees ft 1 1rwcnir pour grrA.ntir la paiX et 

lA. securite. 

Tout anenr~e!:lent A.U ·Pactr ne pourrR etre arlopte que dens 

lR session qui SUivra cellc 0~ il ?UrA ete propose. 

Tout EtA"t qui n t accepterP.i t pRs 1 1 Prn.ender:~ent <:'u Pacte 

aurR le ~roit ~e se retirer fe 1 1Un1on lors ~e 1 1 entr~e en vi­

gueur (1 8 1 1maen<1 8r:18nt, SRns etre lie par leS c'!ispositions r.e 

1 1art1clc preccrent. 

AHTICLE 20 

Le present Pact~ et scs Annexes seront ratifies par les 

Hnutcs Parties contrRctDntes suivant les C.ispositions consti-

tutlonnclles en viru~ur. 

Les instruments ,~c rntificr-tion seront r e-ooses aupres du 

Secretariat General ~u Consril, et le oresent P~cte cntrera 

en vigueur a 1 1 rg.qrd (l.e chaqut' Ett11.t qui l'f:lura retifie apres 

1 1 expiration C1. 1un r'cclai ce quinze jours 8 courir ~- pArtir du 

' ~ "'t . ' ' , • ,,epo aupres c1_u SecretPirc Gt:nrrPl fles instruments c'le :ratifi-

cation ~e quatre Etats. 

EN FOI DE QUOI le present PActe a ete ref11ge en langue 

arabe au CAire, le E">n simple exper:~1 t1on qui 

sera c,_eposee aupres f.u Secret~'lrint Genere.l. 

Copie conforme en serA. remise a chacun des Etat,s membres 

de 1 1Un1on. 

400 -lo-



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 72 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/1 (1) 
May 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM FOR DOCUMENT 72 .(ENGLISH) 

The following statement should be inserted before the 
title of.' Document 72 (ENGLISH), "The Pact of the. League of 
Arab States, Signed in Cairo, March 22, 1945": 
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11 Submi'tted to the Secretary General on April 28, 
1945 by the Chairman of the Delegation of.' Egypt on 
behalf of the Delegations of Iraq, Lebanon, Saudi 
Arabia, Syria and Egypt f.'or background information 
for the Con£erence and reference to the appropriate 
Conunittee. 11 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
DOC~ 72 (rRENCH) 
III/4/1 (1) 
May 8 1 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 

ERRATUM AU DOCUMENT 72 {FRENCH) 

La mf' ntif)n sui vantP neYra sui v're lfl t1 trP. Cl.u ~()cument 
72 (FRENCH) 11 PactE' dt? la Lime nes Etats Ar~tbes, s1gne au 
C~irP 1P 22 mars 1945": 
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11 Rt=>rn1s e.u SPcrett:liri' GPne:!"!l-1 1e 28 ~.vr11 1945, 
~qr 1fl PrPsinent ~e la D~le~P-tinn Egy~t1Pnne, au , , ... I 
nom ttes ,De1e[!?.ti"lns r'l_p l 1 Ir1:1.k, -"~.u LibA.n, ne 1 A-
~~b1P Seouoite~ ~e 1~ Syrie Pt de 1 1 Egy~te! ~f)ur 
etre oomnun1nue a titrE' nocurnentairP k 1a Cnn­
ferenoP Pt tr~nsrnis au Corn1te oomnPtPnt". 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 269 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/5 
Mc.y 14, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrung&ments 

TERMS OF RE~ERENCE OF CO.H.~"'l:ITT]Jf III/4 

(First Revision)* 

(Ch3.Dter VIII, Section Q, of thv Dumb3rtoll Oaks 
Proposals, wi.~nPertiu..:nt Ex~J2!!'! _!'ro!}! Comm,mts 
ancl Draft Arnonamul1ts SL0-)mittod 121: Delogction~ 

*cFor original terms of reference of this Committee see Doc.31 DC 6J 
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REGIONAL AHRANGEMENTS 

The rel0vs.nt sectlonn of 'tile Dumbarton Oai:s Proposals 
asn1gned by the Conference for eons:i deration by Commt ttee III/4 
are~ 

CHAPTF..R VIII. ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF 
IW£EJ:lNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURI'rY INCLUDING 
PREVEN'l.'ION AND SUPPRESSION OF AGGRESSION 

SECTION C. REGIONAL ARRANG~~NTS 

1. Nothing in the Cnarter should preclude th0 existence 
of -regional nrrG..l1g0t1er,ts or llgE.:ncies for· dE:nllng w1 th such 
matters relating to the maintenance of internatJ.on0l peace and 
security as are appropriate for regional action, provided such 
arrangements or agencies ancl their activities ~1re consistent 
with the purposes and principles of the Orgunization. The 
Security Council should encourage settlemunt of local disputes 
through such regional arr.:mgements or by such regional ngencies ,· 
either on the initiative of til'3 sto.tes concerned or by refE:r­
ence from the Sc:curity Council. 

2. The Security Counci1 ~~hould, where appropriate, 
utilize such arrangements or agencies for (;)nforccmont r.:,ction 
under its authority, but no onforc.;;mEmt action should be 
undertaken under regional arr:.mgemo~~ts or by regional ngencies 
without tho authorization ot' the Securi t:r Council. 

3. The Security Council should o.t :;.,11 time~: bo kept fully 
informed of actlvities undertaken or in contemplation under 
regional o.:r•r.~.ngonwnts or by ro2:1onal sgoncios for th.e mnln­
tenance of inturnationa.l peace and security, 
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United States, United Kingdom, the Soviet Union and China. 

11 2. 'l'ho SL:c:url ty Council ohould, 1-rhc r•e aJJ±,rnpriatc, utll-
1ze such arranGeme-nts or agenc1es fol' onfur<e;omr:.:nt, actJ_c:I1 undcl' 
its authorJ ty. But no onfurcem0nt action :shouhi be tal:vn under 
ret:lonal arrangements 0r by r•egionr~l ar;enc.LE:s \ii tLout the au­
tLorization of the Socurtty Cotmcil ,.,_,_ ch tLo oxcv;:. tl,m of mea:J .. 

'-l'C:::. ac;o.inat enemy sta,tos in tr._;_s wo:r-J;7r0Vide;c1 for pu1·~mai1t -
to Clupt0J.1 xrr·, pcil-agrc::p:-fi-~:-,-or,--irirC-7iunal 11l'r'U.rlf.'"Ul:lLllt!3-d;­

l'(;Ct':)cC};isu.1_nst .l'~.;nvw~ ~ ~~8s~1IV'_:-j-~y or1 TE~:7'Pc-"-l"t of su-:;h 
s t[~ t~s, untl.l :;mch t:Lme ~ tl~ _9I•gc.n:l_ z~1tlon bay, 1.11: -~~svn~ of 
th~ Government~ conco.rncd, oo clu1r~vd with ~ l'OsyonsJ."61Tit~ 
fc:_£ pN:.v·~ntine; fu:rtrieJ> aggr;;::;sion EX 3:!:~tc ~ at ~ wl tl~' 
the Un:i. ted N I:L t1.ons • 

(Dc·c. 2, .Gj;,~~ (a), ]:p. 1-.2) 
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COMHENTS 

Australia 

11 20 Section (C) (Voting) (of Chapter VI) to read as follows: 

111 (1) Each melilber of the Security Council shall have one vote. 

11 (2) Except as otherwise expressly prov.1ded, a decision of 
the Secur1. ty Councj_l may be made up<Jrl tn0 e"ffirmat1 ve vote of seven 
members. 

11 (3-) In decislcns of the Security Council under Sectlon (A) 
of Chapter VIII and under the flrst parae;Ncph of Section (C) of 
Chapt~r VIII, a pt:n•t.y to a d.~spute sball c~bsta:.:.n from voting. 

11 (4) Under Sect1on (B) l)f Cha:1;ter VIII, a dec1sion uf the 
Secur1 ty Counc1l shall reau.Ll'~1 the t.J.ff'lrtHG.ti ve vote cf seven 
members> J.ncludlD~ the fj ve permanent members. Under paragraph 
(2) of Sectiun (CJ of ruu~tQr VIII, a doc~sion of the Security 
Council shall l'eqUl.re th-...: afflrm3.t~vo vote; of seven members, ln­
cludlng at least thrve of t£10 per;.,.toment members 111 

"
1 Se~ti££__jp.J...:_ _ _9_the.£._ Ar_r£Ll}B_2!!!.:.:'l.l_ts !'()r Ha1ntairu~ 

Internatlonal Peace o.nd Secu.r:~.!X.. . 

• 
11 If the Security Counc1l does net i t3tolJ.f take measures, and 

does not authorise action to be' taken 1.mdur a rugJ.onal arrangG­
mont or ageDc-y·_ for me.:LntnJxL~ng Ol' rc:storJ.ng J.ntl_jrnatiorw.l pea.cc, 
nothj_ng ln tll.l.s Cho.rt0r chc:.ll bo duume:d to abrugate th,; right of 
the parti cs to any nrransom.ants 1·Th.Lch ls consi:JtE;nt w.1 th this 
Charter to adopt such muusures e_s thuy docm just and necGssary 
for maintaining Ol' rastoring ~r.:.tc1•nnt1om:.l pe~:tco and secur1.ty in 
accordance with th::,t arran;;emont. '" 

(Doc. 2; G/14 (1 L pp· .8, 10) 
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Belgium 

"PARAGRAPH 5: It is proposed to complete Chapter VIII, 
Section C, paragraph 2, as follows: 

'Dissentient votes o1 permanent Members of the 
Council which are not parties to such arrangements 
or agencies will not impa_ir the validity of a 
decision of the Council in this respect.' 

"GROUNDS 

"According to Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2, of 
the Dumbarton Oaks'Proposals, tno enforcement action should 
be taken under regional arrangements or by regional agencies 
without tha authoriz~tion 0f ~he SPourtty 0n~~ctl." 

"Yet according to Chapter VI, Section C, paragraph 3, 
the Council's decisiono ere made by a majority which must 
include the votes 2£ the permanent members. 

"So far as tho o.uthor:tzetion in quGstion is concerned, 
it would seem that to insist on an affirmative vote by the 
permanent members is justifiabl.o only ::..n relation to members 
which are parties to the regionnl ar:rnngoments or agencies 
1n question." 

Bolivia 

(Doc, 2, G/7 (k) (l), pp, 6-7) 
-3-

"Section Q. 1, Nothing in the Charter of' the Orga.niza.tion 
should proclude the existence of rogionc.l sy::~tom.n, o.rro.ngo­
mcnts, .££. agonc:ies which .!!!J:l~ _5:!_2-oporc.tv ln. donli_!!S with 
_such matt~ relating to tlle maj.ni?_c:no.nce of .Lntc-rno.tionnl 
poac0, securitJl:, and justice, prov:Lded thct the c.ctivities 
of such rcgion:J.l svstems, _Q£Fan.gemcnts, .2£. agencies aro 
consistent wlth tlle purposos and principles of thu Organiza­
tion. The S(;)curi ty Council should oncourc•.ge settlement of 
local disputes through such rogionn.l systems, arrangements 
.££. q.goncies, and ~ld not overlook the adopt1on of' such 
moans ~ it may consider appropri 'lfs fS2£ tho mc.intona.nce .£! 
world ~..£££ .QE. tho supprt;~sion of. E£!: act .££ aggression. 

11 2. The Secur•ity Council should, whoro appropriate, 
utilize the ~-operation of such rogion~l systems, nrrc.nge­
mon.ts, or a.gonci·es, f'or cnfoi•coment IJ.Ctlon undor it~ 
authority. In £2. ~ should suc:l:! r.eeiona.l systems, arrange­
men!f£, .2£. · £Jllincios be a18 !£ adopt measures of sanction·, 
whotl!:£!: ~om~£ 21:, _miTitc.rz, withou~ ~ oxprossod authority.: 
.of' tho Sccuri t:r: Co1;tnCT'f":11 

12~9 

(Doc. 2,. G/14 (r), p, 9) 
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Brazil 

"9. It is of the opinion that the questions of 
exclusively regional groups refcrJ:'ed to in paragraphs 1, 
2 &nd 3, Section C, Chapter VIII of the project, should 
be resolved by them, the intervention of the Security 
Council in the solution of these questions only being 
justin od '!Then they endanger tho peace of more than one 
regional group." . 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (o), p. 3) 

"Chapter VIII 

"As regards Section C of tho same Chapter, dealing 
with regional agreements, tho Delegation pf Brazil believes 
that it would be highly advisable to approve the proposal 
pJ:•esented on the subjoct by the Conference and distributed 
to the Second Committee (Document Number 38, CI--PH-18) 

"Therefore, a puragr:.::.ph reading more or less as 
follows should be inserted into Section C: 

"'Tho solution of questions of excluslve interest to 
an already organized J:•egionnl group, us for example the 
inter--American group, should b-::: left to tho methods 
employed among the compon0nts of said group, so that the 
intervention of the Security Council will be justified 
only when such questions mo.y endanger the peace of some 
other group of nations. 111 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (e), p. 10} 

122~ 



Chilo 

"Tnc Govornmont of Chilv in confidout, furtrlor'1Jr)r,,, thnt 
otilvl' fund1;.moato.l princ.:i.ples of J..ntvrrv~t:i.Ollnl h~-"rmotcy, ~::.lwey::: 
incorporo.ted in tno spirit of its poJ.itic.~"l 11cts, w.i.ll bu V·.kon 
into account in the consideration of tnose problems. On this 
subject, it repe.'.lts what has boE.:n ste.ted :in thv Memor•t.:mdum 
hrmded to thE: Er.1bast~Y of the Ur:i t0d Stntos on Au,;ust 2.2 lest, 
and especially the follow:tng: •.•.• {g) applic·~tion, Jn Uw 
fiw1l- an:.1lysis, of COOl'cive power for prvVE.:nti.n[; or Jmp 'ding 
wc.r, wi tnout this implying o.ccoptonce ·.')f a supor-Sk.tv, but 
rather the p~·.rticipo.tion of po.:-•co-lov:ing Status witidn D systc1m 
in which, fCJr coercive action, ther::, is t:_:.l':on :Lnt\J account 
the gt:ographic, military c.nd econom:Lc sltu:::.tion of the.: rospectiv,, 
countries, together witl1 the politic:::-.1 circumstc.nc.as ill wr.ich 
ti1ey find themse 1 vo s. 

11 
••••• Enl,'.lrgiae; on wrw.t has boon OX:f.Jl'\;tlSOd in PCJ.N~gre.ph 

5, it do sires once more to repec..t its o.dh0r·..;Dr~o t.) t110 inte;r•­
Amorican system end its fi.rm dosiro that tllu spirit, b•:scs 
and procodures of' this sy~:tem m~·.y b0 strongtncned and may be 
in harmony w:i.th tho genera-l orgl1n1z::-.tion propus0d." 

(Doc. 2, G/i' (iL p. 2) 

The following :~unendmcmts ::'..ro sugge:;::tE::d in Ch.~pt(.Jr VIII, 
Section C: 

11.1. Nothinc; in tho Cha.rt0r shnuld procluJ.c:; tho vx:i stonce 
and functi,.>ninc; of continent.:-.1 cr r•c,';:l un.:::,l syf.:ltems or 1l~rot;­
ments, or ~~.f.' [lgc.mci~s for do~..:lir>.g with such r.nttors relo.tint, to 
the maintunariCO of international poo.ce and security as o.ro 
approprio.tb for r0stono.l &ction, provjdcd tl1at tho said ar­
r£:n,~vmonts or :J.gcncies :1nd their actJ.. vi t:i.es o.ro consistent 
with tL..::. pnrposcn:: ~md Ill' inc i pl~s of' tho Orgcnizntion. Tl10 
Soc uri ty C·:->unci l -r.ho,lld c..:1c.-·ur~1ge scttlom~:.mt of local disputes 
t:,rou[~h such l'ugion·ll 2.3.~::-n:cm~~ 0r by such rogionnl agencies, 
ei t11o1· en tho ini t:~ ~1ti vc vf tL.:.; St.'.ltos c .. mcernud or by 
ref0ronc0 from the: S(;cur i. "LJ C )UncLl.. (Trw phr::tse 1 existence 
of rvgiona.l o.rr".ne;emcntsl t n ropla.cod b.f l oxi::.~tonco o.nd func­
tioning of c;onti u0:Jlt,'!..l or l'tJ[_';lOn:::l syst.sms ur o.groeme.nts I. 
Likewise tlw worct 1 ::J.rrDngmn0ilts1 is roplnct;d. by I c,groumonts1 • ) 

"2. The :L:curity Councjl sl1ou'ld, where a.pproprio.tG, 
utilize such [~;,;r:.;cm~11ts or nc;onci.cs i'ur en.f0rcemont c.ctl~n 
under its autho!'ity, ..:::!..!.~ r!·:n~:eg;Jcnt!.l 1~ should not _:t[;..kt; Any 
action wl th r8SDl:Ct !_r~ _!'!:·~t ~ ___£E, pJ..c.cos _ cor1corni:cJ.-z, 2: ~-
tj nont .£!: re;r~io:1 to wi:dc_£ _thoro might bu o.ppliod efficccL)usly 
the rOSl,JI.OCtiv.e conti_nento.l _££ rogLm~'.l sy~ but no enforcement 

-6--



770 
action should be tak0n under r~gionnl agreements or by 
regional [1~encies, without thr.; nuthoriz.:J.tion of the Securlty 
Council. {A clc,use interpolated and replacement of the word 
1e.rro.ngementsl by tagreelilentsJ,) 

"4. The enrorcement nc tion., n.nd collabor.?.tions of 2: 
mili tnry character of members of th~ _£t:&_anization shall E.2,! 
be compulsory for ~ -~ of the~ regarding c.::.ses pertfl.ining 
to continents othor than their _r~.~~ exc8pt in the cases ond 
with tho limitations determined in p;rrngraphs .2 to .2_ of Ch'apter .§., 
Sect.ion ~· (A new paragraph added). 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (1), p. 9) 
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"JOINT DRAFT AI-ffiNDMENT TO CHAPTER VIII, SECTION .Q., 
OF TIIE DUMBARTGrY OAKS PRO POSALS13Y THE 

DELETIA"TIONS OF CHI!:E,-COLOMBIA, COS'rA RICA, 
EC'UADOR, .AND .. PERU 

"The following form is proposed as a development of the 
principles enunciatod in Chapter VIII, S0cticn C of tho 
Dumbarton Oaks IJroposals: 

11
::::. I.t l,s re-coviJztd_ that the e,y:istencP of S-::¥S'tt::ru.r; of 

a 1•eglonal nature founded on permanent agreements which would 
have the same purposes, aims, and objectives as the Organiza­
tion of the United Nations can be of great use in the mainten­
ance of international peace and security. 

11 11. The Security Council shall be permanently and amply 
informed concerning the activities of such regional systems. 

"III. Agreements wlnch mny be eroncluded with the object 
of establiohing systems of n regional nature for the mainten­
ance of international peace nnd security must be submitted to 
the Security Council for its exnmination and approvt1l; the 
Council may, before gr::ntj.ng ito npproval, inspE..ct and watch, 
for wh.'J.tever period :Lt nw.y deem wise, the orgru1i.zation and 
activities of any such s"jrstem. 

"IV. D1sputcs or conflicts arising ·between States which 
belong to a civun regional system shnll bo settled according 
to the agreements or stntritos of that system if it hns boon 
approv~d by the Security Council or declared, in tho present 
lnstrument, compatible with tho ends and purposes of the United 
Nations; and th.is will not prevent the Security Council from 
fulfillinc; tho functions assigned to it, when it has not been 
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or io not possible to settlo tho dispute or conflict satisfactor­
ily by applyin~j the meo.,s1,1res contemplo.tud in the cor:!:'esponding 
regiono.l agreement or statutes, and it will be the duty of the 
said regional body to detormino, in agreement with tho procedure 
sot forth in its statutes, when such n case aris0s. 

"V. It is declared expressly that tho_ Fan-Amoricnn system 
is compatible with tho aims 1 pu-rposes, end objectives of the 
Organ:i..zation of the United Nations, n..nd that, in co.nsequonce, 
it shall continue fun~Jtioni ng autow:.>r.1o1:sly as has boon set 
forth in the preceding paragrnpil, 

"VI. The fact th."J.t a stcte is a member of the regional 
body does not relieve it of any of tho obligations that it 
may assume in tl,e pr·csent instrument towards all nnd each of 
the uther United Nations. 11 

(Doc. 2, G/28) 
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Costa Rica. 
---~ 

11 12. R\;cogni tion of rogiom.l :1rrn.ngcmcuts is useful 
to tLe coordln::ctlon of the Vt'.rious interests of St:.c.tos, in 
thnt 1 t fc~cili tc..tus en uHdor..>ta.ndinc; of tho so coirmwn aims 
which o.ro founded ospccic.lly on g,;ogrn_phico.l position. 
Scctl.nn C, Chapter VIl T. 11 

1229 (Doc. 2, G/7 (h) (1), p. 3) -9-
Cno.~" 

11 Proposed Adc'litJons to Sec Cion 

I' ( · 1. 'l'he Dumbnrton 0:~-:kn Pr•oposals Chn.pter VIII, Sec-
tion C) recognJ:o:c· that it 1.rill be n.dvis~-J.bJ.o to promote regional 
a.r1~anCE)tlJ(;nts or 1:.['enci0s 1 for de~~lj_n£!: wiLh such matters relat­
in~ to tho maintenance of intornationnl punce and sucurity as 
are; approprir~te; for rcc;Juna.1 .:.1c tion, pro vi dod such arrangements 
or agmc.cj us .:~nd thc:;ir cct::t.vi tios nro consistent with tho purposes 
.~nd prj_jlCiples of :;be 0~"gcni-zaticn1 ; (1.11d provides that I the 
Sccuri ty CouncD should UlCour<.:.ge the sec tlement of local disputes 
t1F'c.1ugh such rog:Lon:•J. m'r>[JJlt:emunts or by such rogional agencies, 
uither on tho ilrltiativu of th0 states concornod or by r0ference 
from the Sucurity Cuunc11 1 

11 2. ThesE! prc'vlsiorw wise:ly aim a.t the settlement of 
locnl mnttcPs by intr-grat<::.d ore.;ons i·Thich may hr.ve a. moro 
intimete ::.nd c,wtpluto um'ersta!loine; of the problems involved 
and may therefore Peach a. secclement which would be more 
equi tablf; and ndequc.to to the maintene.nce of p6aco. 

11 3. fj'hf.:: purpose of tho~-:e measures :;.s, however, to pre­
vent, as fm• as pN:sib1o, any dispute which initially and 
fundamentally conc~.;;rns onl·y local ~.n.t.OI'Osts, from assuming 
th0 proportions of a. wor1d conflict ns a result of tho pre~ 
mature ::Lnturvcntion of nn.t1ons which arc stt>angors to.it; 

11 1'11 IS RF:SOT,'J1rJi! 
11 To add to s .. c~ion C of Chnptor VIII the following para­

graphs: 

11 4. Tho fl1ndw-1ontal r.n'j_ucipl(;s on which any regional 
arrangoEtrc;nt is basr_:d r.ms t be approved b:r the Genero.l Assembly, 
vThich ccnnot refuGri 1ts ~:q;provccl except in ccses where the · 
saiJ principles ar~ contrary to the norns of the present Statute. 

11 5. 'l'h(J proper 01~gnns undor a ror;iona.l ar•ra.ngoment, 
onco its prlnclp1os hr.>.ITCJ been a.pprovod by tho AsseMbly, shall 
bc-. deemed competent to sc-.ttlo disputes arising betwoon members 
of the said regional system. To this end, thoy may choose, 
according to tho proc0duros of tho arr.::;,ngomont, whatever 
means thuy may conslder aost f'..dequato in order to reo::;.ch a. 
settlement. Tho Socurity Council shall intervene in regional 
matturs only whun tho rogj_on.-11 orgc.ms roquos't it, or whon the 
dispute threatens to sprend to Nations which nre not parties 
to thE:: arra.ngomcnt. w'hon disae;reomcnts occur betwocn rugiona.l 
orga.no a.nd the s oCUri ty Cou:r.Lc:ll· concorn:T.ng whether the lntter 
should or should not intervene, tho na.tter ::oho.ll qe subm:ttted 
w:i thout dolny to the Genorr!,l Assembly for a conclusive settlement. 
122~ -lu-



Cuba (continued) 

"6.- 'l'he Intol'-.Ai11Gl'i Cw'l. system ls, from now on, rocog­
niz0d as ono of tho rugionnl ar:ec .. ngemonts to which this 
section rofors. 11 

(Doc. 2, G/ll~ (g) (3), pp. 1-2) 

1229 
-11-

773 

"IV. Chapter VIII (C) concerning regional arrangements 
will provo very useful for tho promotion Qlld the strengthen­
ins of inturnational peace and security. Tho needs of certain 
regions mc.y be dif'f'oront and peculim·, involving situations 
which CIJ.ll bost be handled by regional conventions Cllld agencies. 
It soems clea:::-, however, that it will be absolutely necessary 
to ensure tho compatibility of' such conventions by placing 
ther,J within tlw general fl'IJlllEn-rork o1 tho World Orgru1ization. 
Dwnba1•ton Oaks provides rightly tret -they should be 1t;onsistent 
with thtJ purpo:::es and principles of' the OrgD.nizntion. 1 

It stipulatt,Js fur,thvr that ho enforcomont action should be 
taken undur rGglon:tl arl'o,nge!;wnts 011 by l'Ogional agencies · 
w:tthout tho c.uthorizc.tion of tLe sc~url t:r Cou;.1cil. 1 The Czech­
oslovcJc Governme-nt con:JidC:r's tho.t such n,uthorization should be 
givon l.n c:.dv-::ncu ::Uld c.s G gonor.:;,l rule for co..sos· of' irnmodic.to 
dc~..ngop >vhOl·o tho cmspens:i_on of a.ny coorc:I. ve J.ction until the 
intervon-clon of the Se;cul'i ty Cm.mcl.J. mc.y ceuse il'rorrwdic.blo 
dele.;> s. 'i'he rnco..su:res tc..kcm Ul those c.:-.;;>os could bo ::.mbwi ttod 
subsequently for -.1pprov::::.l to the Counc:ll." 

{Doc. 2, G/14(b), p. 5) 
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774 
Ecuador 

11 The Delegation of Ecuador, fully cognizant of this 
imperative necessity, proposes that there be inserted after 
the item in question another item prov1ding that the General 
Assembly should approve by a two-third vote of its members 
a statute for the creation of continental or regional com­
missions charged with encouraging by all the possible uses 
of the procedure of conciliation, the effective settlement 
of differences or controversjes of a political nature aris­
ing between states belonging to the respective continents 
or l~egions. 

11 As it might be argued against this initiative that 
it devolves upon the states of such continents or regions 
to agree separately on conventions or instruments setting 
forth or perfecting the procedure of conciliation, apart 
from the universal organization proposed, such an objection 
could easily be refuted by the statement that the Delegation 
of Ecuador has no other purpose in making the suggestion 
than to make use of the prestige and mor~l authority of this 
organization in order to establish such a powerful means of 
settlement of foreign disputes with a feeling of vivid real­
ism in all the latitudes of the civilized world. 

"In this manner tho universal juridical order would 
extend to the continental regional juridical ordor by means 
of such conwissions which, subject to the Assembly and 
representing thus tho whole organiz0d E!_agnB; civitas, would 
have the power to act promptly and correctly within the 
local boundaries of its jurisdiction in all litigations or 
controversies that might endanger the peace and security 
of the stc:.tes. 

"Naturally the basis for tho composition of such 
commissions would be subject to the requirement that they 
should include qualified individuals from tho respective 
continents or regions, so that, with duo knowledge of their 
problems and realities, together with tho necessary intel­
lectual background, they might perform their lofty duties. 

" ...• Finally, the Delegation of Ecuador considers 
it advisable to add another itom under section C (~egional 
arrangements) of chapter VIII, which would give recognition 
to the existence and individuality,of tho inter-American 
regional system and its compatibility with the world organ­
ization. 

"In accordance with the foregoing observations, the 

1229 
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Dolc;l;~a.tion of Ecuador proposes that the following provi­
sions be includod in chaptor VIII of the proposals: 

II 

'Thu Gone;ral Assembly shall approve by the affirm­
ative vote of a two-thirds majority of its memburs 
a st':ltuto providing f'or tho establishment of con­
tinontal or regional conu.'11l1Jsions dependent upon 
it :.md charged :wtth promoting and obtaining, through 
the procedure of conciliation, a suttloment of the 
dlffor~ncos or controvGrsles of a political nature 
which mlc;ht ar:toe between tho States belonging to 
tho rospuctive continents or regions. 

" ~ . . . . . . 
;'l'he t•xistcnce of the :!..nter-Americs.n rcgionp.l syotom 
is recognized as a historic, poJ it.i.c11.l and geoGraphic 
structure !''..J.lod by custom end lew umbodicd in the 
instruments signt.;d botwoun tho republics of tbu 
WustGrn lkmisprwro, and Gquippod with organs A.do­
quate to tho realization of its purposes fo~ intor­
nCJ. tion:J.l poaco, security ~md jus ti.co coinciding 
with thoso pm•suod b~- tho orghnization established 
undur thi~' Chartur. ' 1 

(N ,1te: 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (:" L pp. 21-23) 

Tho for•mor i::.1 n proposed amendment of 
Soctio~ A of Chapter VIII; tho latter 
is o. proposed awondrnent of Section c.) 

775 
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EgyPt 

Section C. Regional Arrangements 

"The Dumbarton Oaks Proposals refer to regional arrange­
ments ina:::much as these aims arc consistent \-Ti th the purposes 
of tho General Organization. Those regional groups shall 
const~.tutc a considerable asset, 11cting in full cooperation 
with the Security Council, in the maintenance of po:1ce, 
each in thelr po.rticulm' zono. But tho expression 'regional 
arrangements' has not always been clearJ.y understood and_, 
in the opinion of the E,s:y-ptian Delegation, should therefore 
be more clenrly dufinod. 

11 JudGing by tho wordims, the no. ture and the PUl"port 
of tho provisions of thiD Section of the Pro~)Qsals, the 
term 'regional arrangomunt' implfl,s (a) tho neighborhood 
of the States, tied by such ctn arr:..;,ngc;mcnt; (b) the permanent 
character of the arrnnf$cmont; (c) cultural, racial or 
spiritual affi.nl tios; (d) :3omc orcanism common to tho 
whole group. The Propo:w.ls :~miJlY thoso charo.ctol1 istics 
by tho rofero11Co to rogional action and l1 ogiouo.l agoncies 
with specific attributions within their particular air­
scription; such o.s arbitration and enforcement measures. 

II It would therefore be wrong to extend thc; term 
'regional arrangomont' used in Chapter VIII, Section C of 
the Proposals to alliances of a purely military character 
botwcon two or sov~ral Powers. Millt&ry alliances have 
nothing in comlr.on with regional arr.J.ngc1,1cnts; tlwy arc tho 
ou tcomo of fortui tollS political circw'Tls tnnce:rJ and do not 
generally rest on such affini tios as m~l:c up for those 
arro.ngomonts. Those alliances, essentially temporo.ry, oven 
when concll.:dcd for long periods, .J.re an expression of tho 
old_ordor based on a balance of power: The.: New Organization 
is to mnlnto.in pecco by collective mo.:J.suros, and to do -:::.way 
with the old Ol'dOl''. A mor0 prociso dc;flni tion of regional 
arrangements should therefore be givonJ to discard any 
comparison vTi th ordinary military alJJ.o.nces. At any rate, 
the word 'purmancnt 1 should bo added before 'Regional 
Arrangements I on page rr' line 10. 

''It also appoRrs that tho provisions concerning regional 
arrangements should bo dutachod from tho Chapter on Maintenance 
of Intornationo.l PoD .. co and Svcuri ty to make .a. Sopm'ate Chapter. 
The advantages to be dor•lvod of these arrangements are not 
limited to the maintenanc,e of Peace, and the peaceful settle­
ment of regional disputes, but can also.provo most helpful in 
promoting economic, social or intellectual cooperation be­
t\-Toon States, and-in fo.storing the relations of good neighbor­
hood." 

1229 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (q) (1); .PP· 8-9) 
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France 
-----rr-(6) Regional Arrangements. 

"The French Government :j..s of the opinion that it is 
incompatible with the conditions 0f security of some States, 
which demand immediate action, co defer, until such time as 
the Council has reached a decision, emergency measures for 
which provision is made, in the case of contingencies, by 
treaties of assistance coucluded between Members of the Organ­
ization and filed with the Securlty Council. With a view to 
maintaining the rights of the Cvunc11, the Signatory States 
of such treaties should r~port to it, with the least possible 
delay, such measures as thoJ~ may have been led to take in the 
execution of the stipulations of th::.:so treaties." 

(Doc. 2, G/'7 (o), p. 4 of note.) 

The following addition to Chnpter VIII, Section C, Para­
graph 2_ is suggested: 

"Nevertheless, em exception is made to this 
rule in tho case of the application of measures 
of an urgEmt nature provided for in treaties of 
assistance concluded be.twoQn rn0mbers ,~r trF3 Organi­
zation and of whlch tbu Secu!'ity Councj_l has bevn 
advised. In any ovont, tho signatory states of 
such trea tios should J:uport to :L t, with tho least 
possible delay, the muccsuros which they mEi-Y have 
been led to tako in execution of their provisions." 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (o), p. 5 of amendments) 

"As for solidarity, it is the very essence of collective 
security. But it cannot manifest itsolf in identical forms 
in all instances. There arE.: Stc. tes butweon which a mo1•o 
direct tie is created by tho nearness of the same dan~:;er. 
On the other hand, there m·e others wl:;tose coopcra tion, while 
equally indisp0nsable, can make itGolf felt only after an 
interval, because of' their romotonoss. Tho machinery adopted 
must be conceived with suffici..:mt flexibility to tak0 into 
account these various situations. Tho first-mentioned States 
must be in a position to conclude, r.s botwoen thomsol ves, 

1229 -16-
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France (continued) 

troatios of assistance which provide that the danger be 
mot with i~nediate counter-measures. In tho case of the 
latter, slower procedures. can bo envisaged. However, the 
treaties of assistance must in no case bo considorod as 
constituting violations of colloctlvo security whon, on tho 
contrary, thoy constitute tho primary·olomonts of that 
security." 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (c,), p. 6 of note) 
"Chapter VIII, Section C, Paragraph 2 

"The S(.jcurity Council should, whoro appropriate, utilize 
such rogiono.l arr~.mgornonts or agoncios for enforcement action, 
undor its authority. But no enforcement action should bo 
taken under regional arrangements or by regional agencies 
without tho cons(mt of the Socuri ty Council, oxcopt tho 
moasurcs contumpl::~tod in tho rogional u.rr::mgomonts directed 
u.gainst.the renewal of tho policy of aggression by States 
which hnvo boun tho aggressors in tho present war. Tho 
sign~tory States should give an account to tho Security 
Council, as soon as possible, of tho moasur0s thoy moy have 
b0en led to t~ko in fulfillment of the stipulations of tho 
said arrangorncmts." 

Guatemala 
(Doc. 2, G/7 ( o )( 2 ) , p. 1 ) 

-l'(-

"With respect to the Security Council, the Government of 
Guatemala is in accordance With ti~e t~~m proposed for consti­
tuting it and with the scope and extent of its powers, and would 
only suggest that repr~sentation be given in it to the Latin 
American Republics throu&t the election from among them of two 
or three non-permanent mambers vho would change each period 
among themselves by ulphabvtical order or other means of rota­
tion." 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (f), p.2) 

"The Government of Guatemala believes that with relation to 
the proposed organization o.nd internutional coop0ration to pre­
serve the peace, tho Americc.n p!•inc1ples of collaboration and 
continental solidarity should be maintained, as well as the pro­
cedure of consultation and the periodic inter-Arnerican conf0ren­
ces." 

(Doc. 2 1 G/7 (f), p. 3) 

"This Government b~lieves that as regards the proposed 
organization and internAtional cooperation for the maintenance 
of peace, the Pan American system should be strengthened and 
the principles of collaboration and continental solidarity should 
be upheld, as well as the procedure for consultation and the 
periodic inter-American conferences, This without prejudice to 
the creation of regional organizations among countries unitod 
by special geographical, economic, social or other interests, 
provided that they be not incompatible with tho~orld organi­
zation." 

1229 
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-18-



779 
Mexico 

"7. To determine the compatibility of the General Inter­
national Organization not only with the existing regional 
organizations but also with those which may be created in the 
future, on condition, natur_ally, that their objectives shall 
not be incompatible with th0 principles and o..ims of the former. 11 

(Doc, 2, G/? (c) (1), p. 2) 

"Section c. Regional Arrangomonts. 
11 1. The Inter-American Systom, which can today be considered 

the most complete and adVi1rlc e'OTiitorriillonarc onfi.non tal Ol"'ganl­
zat"ion-;-sK-111 be c'OiiiPatible wltn The Organization. Nothing in 
the Statute oC"tho Iattar shoiiill, ei tnor, "prvcluae thu exist-=-
~- ---- ----ence • . • 

1229 

Netherlands 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 13) 
-19-

111. The Pla.n does not exclude re~ional arran~e­
m~nts or agencies for dealing with sue matters re ating 
to the maintenance of international peace and security 
as are appropriate for regional action, provided such 
arrangements or agencies and their activities are con­
sistent with the purposes and principles of the organi­
zation: On the contrary the Security Council is en- · 
couraged to use such arrangements or agencies. The 
Netherlands Government welcome this stipulation as 
stated. Nothing, in fact, would seem to them more danger­
ous for the peace of the world than regional groupings 
which, however good the intentions which gave rise to 
their formation, may at any time be set against each 
other or against any given state for want of proper and 
adequate coordination." 

1?29 

New Zealand 

(Doc, ~~ G/7 (j), ~· 14) 
-20-

"XVI. Page 17 line .!.2 Delete th~ words 'are consistent 
with the purposes ana principles-Qf tne Organization' Q?d sub­
stitute the followlng wor·de therefor: 'are approved by the 
Orgenization as being consistent With its purposes and prin­
ciples'." 

1229 
(Doc • 2, G/14 (f) , p . 3) 
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"Il. 'ihe L>ter-!Utwric."l.n System. Development s.nd Coor­
dination wl th t~w l{·)rJ.d 0l'2;aniz.•::!.U on, 

11 Tll~;; WorlJ Orgo.n:i.za.t:ton does not oxcluuo ret;ional 
organiz~t1-on. Its L:ovrdlnut.ion must ht> broucht u.boLlt. In 
this respect, it must be 3illphaJized that the I'un A.lntJrjcan 
system is ..:;o rGa.l anu concr0tc tLat no Anel•Je;J.n ~) t.':l.tt.J could 
renounce its benefits, whi.ch havt:~ b0011 ach.Loved in ovc1• 
fifty yoars of joint offorts. 

"As regords collt:lctive p~.'lce <md st:curl ty, the Junorican 
system is ~o organiz~d as tc obt&in the specific settlement 
of international que::~ tlon;3 ( GoLld.t•a rrl:'C;;[Lty to avoid Ol' Jjre­
vont conflicts between ·the Amer:l.cc.n Ste.te;> 1923; the Guneral 
Convont.i.on c~f Intel'-i\mer.i.c~"!.n ConcilL.:.t.Lon, s:Lgm.:d in Hashing­
ton on JO:nu1:."ry :_), 1929, 3t<.;., etc .. ), and the U}!holding of tt ... e 
stond['.rds of Int.:.;rno.t.ional L'lw. 

"Much "JUri.dict:.l mc.tHJ?i~l ho.ti b.:;en :f!rocluccd Ln Aln~;;rica 
for tho maintenc:,ncu of col!.bct1 ve pt~!.LCl.' and security, such 
as tha Mvxico Peace Code; th~ Resolutions on the procedure 
of consultation of tht.J 00h.J.\.7l"<:mGes of Foreign Mlnist.;;1•s, 
etc., ttc. 

"so much for th·J ma.int'-ntm<.:e of the Int<-r-Aln0rican 
systL'm and the pot;sillility of coordinating j_t with t.he world 
organizu.tion. 

"For tlle development of thu ;.;y::: tGllJ in question the fol-
lowing is dusirablc: · 

P29 

(c .. ) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

Thu ;J trvnt;th•.:~~J q; -.ud l)Xt~..:n:.;ion o·f the 
fuHct~.,hlti o1' th._, ·um.on of the American 
Republ:i.Gs. 
Tho codlfico:t} on of .Anlorican International 
Law. 
·:rhe setting up of the Court o!' Inter­
.4.merican Ju:.1 tice as an instance or an 
entity of the World Ctiurt of International 
Jus"tice. 
Tho improvem0nt of economic, financial 
and cultural coo peru tion •• 
Th~ coordination of the activities of the 
pormo.nunt Intor-Amorican Org:;.niznt:ions 
by means of the Pun Amoric.'.ln Union. 
(Draft Resolution submitted by Paraguay 
to the Inter-American Conference on Problems 
vf Wnr v.nd Pcc.c0. ) " 

(Doc. 2, G/7, (1), pp. 3-4) 
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Turkey 

"v 
"The Turkish Government believes that in cases of 

emergency tho immediate action which may be initiated 
through the aBPlication of regional arrangements should 
not be deferred pending the decision of, tho Security Council, 
since} in such cases, any delay due to procedure would be 
detrimental to the country being attacked. 

"Consequently, the Turkish Delegation earnestly desires 
the acceptance of regional arrangements providing for 
automatic action as constituent elements of collective 
security, on condition that they should be conceived for 
the exclusive purpose of defense and that the signatory 
states which might have to avail themselves thereof should 
be required to report, within the shortest possible time, 
to the Council on tho ~mergonoy measures which they might 
have been compelled to take in carrying out these arrange­
ments, as well as on the. just1f.icl;l.tion of the urgency of 
the action." 

(Doc. 2, G/14 (o); P• 4) 
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782 
Venezuela 

Chapter VIII. Section C. Regional Arrangements. 

"No, 1, In the matter of regional organizations tho draft 
undoubtedly departs from the timid formula of the Covenant of 
tho Longue of Nations, which, in its article 21, declnred 
that international agresments, such as arbitration treaties 
and regional 'ententes 1 

1 o.nd lik1,nTise tlw Mcmroe Doctrine, 
which assured the maintenance of pc;aco, were· not cor1s:l.dorod 
incompatible with any of ·th(:; prov.1 siona of tho Covenant. Thus, 
it was barely recognized that couunitlllr;nts of that typo should 
continuo in force among tho mumbers of the League becnuse they 
did not belong to the e;roup of those whoso automatic abroga­
tion was provided for in article 20 of the Covenant, but there 
wns no encouragumo:rt of tho f'unct1on which tho partiaJ group­
ings--rogionnl or continontal--aro called upon to discharge in 
order to settle certain affairs p&culiar to them and unify tho 
different nationnl groups in order to consolidnte tho moxoe.l 
and matorio.l a.ction of tho whole in support of tho idonln sup­
ported by th~; world nrgD.nization. rrho principle of tho admis­
sion of tho rcgionnl orgo.nlzntions was not thon brought up ln 
prociso form nor wa.s its field of application dolimitod, o.n 
error which could now bo romcd.iod. 

11 0n the other ha.nd, t~e dro.f't indicates that none of tho 
provisions of tho Sto.tutc would preJvont the existence of re­
gional o.greomunts or systems whost; actlv:lty is compatible with 
tho ains o.nd purposes of the goncn•nl organization_, a.nd in­
tended for hea.ring problems -relating to j_nternationnl pon~o 
and security which lend themselves to regional solutions. In 
this way are rocognizcd tho do facto situat:Lons created by 
groups of' countries which, invirtuo of no.turnl bonds of 
solidarity nnd common interests, or moved by other contingent 
causes, try to m!'.ko their cction uniform in tho field of inter­
national rolo.tj_ons e.nd facilj tc.to the sottlumont of their own 
disputes in the sphoro of this partial organization. 

"The Security Council should •oncouro.ge' a.s ~s said in the 
drnft itsolf, tho scttl<s·mont of' locc.l d.is1mtes through these 
regional institutions, either at tho :i.Ylitjo.tive of tho inter­
ested Sta.t0s or bocauso they !:'.ro referred to them by tho Coun­
cil j_tsolf. The proposal is too vngue to bo roc&j.vcd without 
objections. It is not known for sur.c how fo.r the ·powor of 
tho Council would extend in f:uch ce.scs, tho.t is, whether its 
intervention would bo limited to o. simple rocOJ:unondatlon and 
to lending the nGcessary support to the. regional action for 
tho sottlmncnt of the conflict in question, refrnining from 
o.ny direct a.ction in tho mo.tter wb.ilu tho rogionnl p1•ocoodings 
nro duvoloping, or whothur it could, under the generic power 
to •encourage', which would not bind it necessarily to 

1229 



inhibition, choose to net innnodintely nlJ og1.ng thnt thD ques­
tion in disputu roqui:i.~os tho indisp.;:.n.so.blc, direct interven­
tion of tho Council. It is w1dorstood that in ·the dro.ft the 
dotci1s of the structure;, of the rogion!1l g1~oups or systems 
w1.thin the gonore..l orgc.nizatlon. a.ro not dote.rminod, but it is 
nocosst1ry to insist on some:: f'undumentnl cspc·cts of this mo.t­
tcr, in order to obtain tho good ftL."'l·Ctioning of tho rogionnl 
unita within the wnrld system. Th0ro 1:1ust be considerud the 
difficultiGs inh0r0nt in tho coord:i.nctton of the stntut(: end 
r:1ochnnism of tho po.rtic.l orga.nlzctions wlth those of thv gt:n­
erc.l orgnnization, and try to a.vojd the C\)nflicts of jurisdic­
tion which w·ould tl1ren.ton tl1e stebili ty o.nd nuthority of the 
whole syston. 1.rherof')rc e:::tphnsls must be plncod on whnt hns 
been so.id boforo, nnJnoly: tbat when it is n question of local 
nffnirs th0 Securl ty 'CotL."'lCil shvuld refrain fr')ffi c.ny interven­
tion, if nny proceedings of regionnl sottle>m~.:mt o.re in prog:ress, 
and limit itsolf to fulfilling the function of o.n agency of 
i'lnal instanco, :Lf th0 method followed pr0vos to bo unsui t·od 
to s::Jlving tho d:Lsput0. 

"No. 2. It is established the.t the Socuri ty Cow10il 
should ml'l.ko uso of the regional orga.nizc.tione to exercise en­
forcing actions undor its authority, that is, to put in force 
nny nec.suro, if this chould b0 ndvis~blc, but tho necessity 
of. the Council is required for nn::r action or nee.suro which mny 
be bnsod on the regional agreements. 

"Hero it iD no longer e. question of tho functioning of 
pac:i.fic mf:thods, but of tho e.pplicaticm vf penal tios of a 
m:ilitu.ry, uconomtc or othor charcctor, Thu necessity is well 
1inderst0od of osto.blishing close coopuration bot\won tho gen­
eral system o.nd tho rogionnl organizations, in order to prevent 
confl5cts and fnci.litc.te the prncticaJ. success of' these or­
ganizations. Tho nc.cunsity is also rocogn:!.zcd of subord'inating 
the action of the regj_onal groups to.the nuthority of the sys­
ten, to prevent the fol'l:!vr fro1:1 conpromisin8 thu stability of 
tho latter, instoad of being intogro.ted into·i.t nnd strengthen­
ing it, But th0 pr;)pvso.l i-Thich is boine oxc.rn:l.nod, within the 
general linus of the draft, which tend to givo e~cessivo power 
to tho Socurity C'Juncil, does· not fn1.1 to present diff-iculties 
for o.ny regime which, lika the Intc:r-Amoricfm, finds itself in 
a posi t:lon to study and adopt 1:1onsures to preserve- or l'e­
ostu.blish the regionaJ. or continental pca.co. As a matter of 
fact, the contro.ry interest o.nd the lc.ck of s,uppo1•t of n Great 
Powc'r in tho mombershlp of the CoU11cil would suffice for tho 
npplicn.tion of these.: measu;r>cs to fail. The question would then 
fall n.utotw.tically within 'thn ·.sphere of o.ction of the general 
systom, wi th·:;,ut tho fulfillment uf tho already mentioned con­
dition of incn.pn.c~ty of .tho regional group to solve tho con­
flict end prov&nt'any throo.t to peace. Su.ch o. stnte of things 
would sho.ttur tho r:1oro.l authority of tho r<:giono.l orgc.nizo.t.ion, 
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would cause its weakening and gradual dissolution, or at least 
the lessoning of its spirit of cooperation in favor of tho 
world erganization. 

"Moreover, tho prior authorization of tho Council might 
cause delays which would possibly neutralize the effects of 
measures of a peremptory character. · To avoid this objection, 
it would be advisable to consider tho possible application of 
them subject to revision by tho Council. 

"It is true, moreover, that absolute independence of re­
gional organizations in tho application of penalties of a 
local character would entail great difficulties ·and might give 
r.ise. tci opposition between continents and regions, or give 
rise to some dc.ngerous ;;>olicy of continento.l isolation. The 
runbi tion for world prepondorn...'1ce o.nd dominion or the theory 
of balo.nco of power between different regional organizations 
would again o.riso. Accordingly, the- problem must be studied 
carefully, and perhaps would b~ solved by tho osto.blishmont of 
a specio.l method of voting in tho Council when the authoriza­
tion for any regional enforcement action is to be grru1ted. A 
like method could be applied if it were n question of the re­
vision of peremptory methods local in execution. Tho distri­
bution of representations in tho el&ctivo place~, of which we 
have spoken above, has a close connection wit~ the question 
which is proposed. Furthermore, there should bo taken into 
account, in spite of tho difficulties presented by its applica­
tion, the thesis whereby the small States which nrc partici­
pants in the Council arc to represent adequately the different 
regions of tho world, since thls, combinod with the special 
rulos for deciding on the matter of which wo havo been speak­
ing, would lesson the objections noted and would offer, pElr­
hcps, the best guarantees that could bo. furnished in· this 
field to the regional organizations." 

{Doc. 2, G/7 (d)(l), pp. 26-28) 
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786 
ARRANGEMEHTS REGIONAUX 

Les sections du pro jet de Dumbarton Oaks soumises a 1 1 etude 
du Comite' III/4 sent: 

Section C 

Chapitre VIII 

ARP.ANGEMENTS POUR LE lv!AD1TIEN DE -LA PAIX ET DE 
LA SECURITE INTERNATIONALES, Y COMPRIS LA PRE­

VENTION ET LA REPRESSION DE L'AGRESSION 

ARRANGEMENTS REGIONAUX 

1. Rien dans la Charte ne devrait s'opposer a 1 1 existence 
d 1arrang8IDPntS OU d 1 organiSffi8S regionaUX pour traiter ,deS ~ 
questions relatives au malntien de la paix et de la securite 
intern~tion~les qui ~euvent faire 1 1 objet d 1 une action de 
caractere regional, a condition que ces arrangements ou_organismes 
at·'~lours activite's scient compatibles avec les buts et les 
principes de 1 1 0rganisation. Ld Conseil de Se'curite devrait 
encourager le reglement des differends de caract8re local par 
1 1 intermediaire de ces arrangeme·nts re'gionaux ou par ces 
organismes vegionaux, soi t sur 1 1 ini tla ti ve des Etats interesse's, 
soit A la su~~estion du Conseil de S~curiti. 

2. Le Conseil de Securite' devr~it, chaaue fo1s qu 11l 
convient, faire usage de c2s arrangem~nts ou ·argan1smes en vue 
de l 1 application, sous son autorite, de.mesures coercitives, mais 
aucune mesure co~rc1t1ve ne devrait ttre appliquee en vertu 
d'arrangements regionaux ou par des organismes reg1onaux sans 
1' autoriaation du Cons ell de Sec uri te. 

3. Le Conseil de Secur1te devra1t en tout tempe ~tre tenu 
pleinement au courant des aot1v1tes entrepr1ses ou envisage'es en 
vertu d' arrangements re'~ionau;x ou pa;r des' organismes re'gionaux, 
en vue de maintenir la pa1x et la secur1te 1nternat1onales. 
(Doc.ll G(l-, pp.l6-l?). · 

CHINE, ETATS~UNIS, ROYA~-UNl, UNION ~ REP_ UBLisUES SOVIETIQUES 
SOCIALISTE&. - . . ' . 

2. Ltr Oons·e'11 ·ste Seouritl devra1t, chaq~e fois qu'-11 
conv1ent' taire ~age de 0 es aE)ooras ou or,ganism~s· en vu~ de 
11 appl*ca.t1on,· $0~~ son autoritJ, de meaures coerc1t1vesJ mais 
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AUS'IRALIE-

20. L.9. 0 ection C du Ohapi tre VI l Vo!£ldevr2i t ttr<: ar.12ndee de 
lR fa9on suivante: 

tl(l) Chaque r.1embre du Com;eil de Si'!curite disposera d 1 une 
voix, 

( 2) Sauf disposi t:l.on con traire express e'ment prtfvue, les 
decisions du Conseil de Securite sont prises A la majorite de 
sept membres, 

(3) Dans les decisions du Conseil de Securite r~lev2nt 
de: la Section A du Ghani tre VIII ou dn prernler -ear9.c:raph·'3 de 
la Section C du ntme ChrJ.Di tre VIII, une ~x:trtie n un differend 
s 1abstiendra de voter. 

(4) En vertu de la Dection B du Ch~nitre VIII, toute 
decision du Conseil ~e S~curite exi~e une majorite de sspt 
membres comprPnant les cif'-q c.le:;bres' DrTJ"anents. En vertu du 
paragraphe 2 de ln. Section C du Chc.pi tre VIII, tuutt.J de'cislon 
compren'lnt au moins tro~.s des membres permanents. n (Doc. 2, G/1 
14(1), pp.B-9) 

28, Anr~s la Section C, du Ch~21~Te VIllL inserer la 
nouvelle section ci-:tpr~;s: 

11 Sectior;_:Q: Autres arrA.ngc;_ments vis9.nt g naintenir la nailS 
~ la securite int<rnfl.t~ow"t]-es. 

Si le Conseil de S6cur1 te ne prc'nd nas de r::esures lui-mtme 
et n2 nermet nr1s que des n:esureo soL"nt pri3es en vertu d 1 un 
arranr.;enent ou d 1 un mecanisme reg-ional t~n vue de naintenir ou 
de r~tablir la pnix int~rnqtionqle, aucune disposition de la 

I c I I d presente ~"Larte ne serA. consideree comine abrog,;ant le droit, es 
pa.rti,:;s a contrA.cter tout arrangem~·nt compatible <J.V':)C ~:1. presente 
Charte ou d 1adopter toute mesure p~raissant juste et necessaire 
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788 
pour maintenir ou retablir la paix et la se'curi te' intern.<J.tionales 
en vertu de cet an·angemPnt 11 • (Doc.2 G/14(1) pp.l0-11) 

BELGIQUE 

PARAGHAPEE 5. 

Il est propose' de completer comme suit le paragraphe 2 
de la Section C du Chapi tre VIII: · 

11 Les voix disnidentes de mer1bres per1;1anen ts du Cons eil 
non narties a de tels arrangem8nts ou organismes ne 
feront pas obstacle a la Valid.ite d I une deciG-ion dU 
Conseil en cette mati~re." 

JUSTIFICATION, 

Selon le par. 2 de la Section C du Chapitre VIII des 
reco~mand~tions de Dumbarton Oaks, "aucune Gesure coercitive 
ne devrait t>tre apolique'e en vertu d 1arrangements rv'gion!lUX 
ou PS;r des ~organismes re'gionaux sans 1 1autorisation du Conseil 
de Securite. 11 

, Or, d 1 apres le nar.3 de la 8tction C du C~apitre VI, les 
decisions du Conseil sont prisea a une najorite gg1 dolt 
comnrendre les voix des r:1embres -aermanents. 

Il semble que, oour ce qui est ~e l 1 autorisation dont 
11 s 1 agi t, 1 1 exigf'nce n.u vote afflrmntif cl~·s meT'lbrf:s ner­
manents ne se ju~tifie que oar raooort a ceux de· ces 6e~bres 
qui sont Darties llUX arranp.:er;1f'DtS et org::wisnes regionr:tUX en 
cause. (Doc.2, G/7 (k) (l)rm.6-7) 

BGLIVIE 

5ection C. 

l. Rien dans la Charte de l'Organisation ne devrait 
S 1 0D<.ose~r a 1 1 existence, fle ~t~mes, d 1 arrRng_Qffi_f·nts OU,d 1 organ­
ismes regiog_13,ux clest_tn.t§. ~ cooperer §; la 0Y~ des 9..!:!esti~ 
relatives ~mRintien Qe la pRix, de la ~~ et de lg justice 
internati_Q_nales, a conrUtion que leurs activite's soient cor:matibles 
avec les buts et nrincioes de l'Organisation. Le Conseil de 
S , , . ' ' , ecurite ~evrait encourager le re?lemFnt des differends fle 
caract~re localpar l 1 ~ntermed~a1re de ces·sys!~mes, ·a!Eangements 
QQ organismes regionn;uf.:S .§2!1§. nPp;liger d 1 ndont•'r lea m<'Q..1!!~ 
qu'il estimerai t ODDortunes ponr lt> maintien de la oaix moncliale 
Q.!:! ~ la represSion ci.l un Rcte-c1lagres8ToO: -- ~- -----
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2. La Conseil de S~curitJ devrait, chaque fois qu 111 
c~nvient, faire an-,el ~ ~ syst~mes, arrangements ~u organismes 
regionaux en vue de 1 1 an-:-.lication, sous son autori te de mesures 
coercltives. Ces ~~t~mes, arrqngements QQ Qrganismes regionaux 
4§_ oourront,~ aucun Q.M, ado'Oter cies mesure§. de sanctions, 
econonigues ou mllitaires, sans ~utorisation formelle du 
Conseil .9:.§. sTcurite. -rD"oc.2 G/14(2) p.9) -

BRESIL. 

, 9. Le gouvernement bresilisn est d 1av1s que les que~tions 
interessant les groupes exclusiveme.nt r~giona.ux, mentionnes :J.UX 

paragraohes 1 1 2 et 3, section C, Chapitre VIII du ulan,. dojvent 
ttre r~solues oar eux-mtmes, 1 1 intervention du Conseil ne se 
justifiant que dans le cas ou ces questions mettraient en 
danger la paix <'te plus ci.'un groupe re'gional.(Doc.2 G/7(e)(2),p.3) 

En ce a ui concerne 1!1 Section C ~.u Chani tre VIII relatif 
aux arrangemrnts regionaux, la DcliC'r.ration du Bresll est d 1 avis 
qu 1 11 convient d 1 "l.pProuver. sans reserve la nroposi tion ;;resentee 
par la Conference et dis tribue'e au Dt:uxieme Cor1i te'. 

Il y aurait done lieu d'inse'rer cians la Section C un 
paragraphe con9u ap9roximat1vement dans ces termes: 

11 La solution cies questions inte'r.::ssant exclusivement 
, , "' , 1 un groupe, regional cte j a ors:anis e comm~ ,Dar exemple , e groupe 

inter-americain, rlevrait ttre recherchee nar lea methodes 
utilisees entre les membres de ce grou'Oe, cie sorte que 1 1 inter­
v~nt1on du Conseil cte Se'curite' ne ie justifierait qu 1au cas 
ou ces questions -pourraient compromettr_e la oaix d 1 un autre groupe 
de. nations." (Doc.2,G/7(e) p-p.7-8) 

CHILI 

Le GouvernemPnt ~u Chill ne ~cute pas non nlus que d 1 autres 
principes fonctamentaux de bonne entente internationale, toujours 
con~ormes a l 1 esnr1t ~e sa politique~ ne scient pris en con­
sideration .dans l'etude de ces Droblemes. A ce sujet, 11 
reit~re lee d~clarations du Mem~randum trans~i$ a 1 1Ambassade 
des ~tats-Unia ~~- date du 22 ao~t dernier, et tout oarticul1~rem~nt 
lea suivants: • • • -

~ g) apnlication, en fin de cause, des ~esures coerc1t1vee 
pour eviter laguerre ou y metr.rr obstacle, sans toutefois que 
cette mesure comnorte 1 1 acce>)tation d 1 un suDer-Etat 1 mala olut'bt 
qu'elle,implique la ~art1c1nat1on ~es Etats- ep~is de paix & 
un systeme qui, 0.ans see ~esures coarci ti ves, tiendra compte 
de la situation ge'ogra'Ohique, mil1ta1re et economique des 
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790 
divers Days, aussi bien que des circonstances politiques dans 
lesquelles ils se trouvent ••.• 

• , • Il ct.esire une fois encore, cornme il 11 incUque au par9.graphe , , ' , t 5, reaffirmer soa adhesion au systeme inter-americain e son 
profonrl desir rle voir 11 esor1 t, les. bases et lea l)roce'dures de 
ce syst~rne renforcea et rnis en harmonie avec 11 organisation 
gene'rale. nroposee, (Doc.2, G/7 (1) p·:),l-2). 

Section C 
ArF.ANG~1ENTS REGIQ!MUX 

1. Il est nropos e' r1. 1 ajouter les wots souligncs: 

n'Rien n.ans la Charte ne devra s•onnoser a 1 1 existence et 
au fonctionnem0nt de systernes ou ~•accords continentaux ou 
re'iiionaux ou <'l 1 orf:ranismes .aya.ntryour but de traiter les questions 
rel~tives au maintien ct.e la Paix et ct.e la se'curite' internationales 
et de nature a nouvoir faire 1 1 objet <1.'une action ~e CQract~re 
ref~iona~, a condition que: ~ accords ou or:::;oanismes et leurs. 
activites soient cornnatibles avec les buts et les '0rinc1Des de 
l!Or~anisation. L~ Conseil de S~c~rite' devrn encoura~ar,le 
reglem. nt n.es differenrls de cara.ctere local oar 1 1 interme<1.iaire 
r1e ces accor<1.s ou orr,anisrnes regionaux, soi t ·sur 11 ini tiati Vt; 

d~s Eta~s int!resse's, soit sur la sug~estion du Coqseil rle 
Securite (le mot 11 accor0.s 11 remnlace le r.1ot 11 arranger.1ents 11 ), 

2, Inse'rer les '~ots souligne's: 

11 Le Conseil rl.e 5e'cur1te devra, chtlQUE' fois qu 1 11 ccmvient, 
faire usa&:;e de c~s accords ou orp:anisrnes en vue ne ~ 1 an·0lication 1 
sous son autorite, de nesures coercitives; ~ conseguen! 11_ 
ne rlevra nr~:nct.re aucnne ~r.Q concernant des questions o_g_d~ 
cndroits .9.Q1 interessent J!~cont1:_nent .£.!! une_region ~ leequels 
le systeme continental QE £fgion~l QQUrrait trou~ QQ~ ~plication 
efficace; mais aucune mesure coercitive ne devra ~tre ap·;liquee 
en vertU ct 1 accorfl.s re~ion~UX OU Dar des Or~aniS!!l88 regionaUX sans 
1 1autorisation du 0on~eil de Sec~rite. 11 (te ~ot "arrangements 11 

est re!O!nlace' ici encore par le r.wt 11 accords 11 ). 

4, Les mesures coercitivt:s et la narticioation rnilitaire 
.9:.£§. membres <1..Q 1 1 Organisation ne_seront ffi~ obligatoires ::.our 
~ lorsgu 111 s 1a;;ira d'affaires interess11n! ct.es conti_nents 
autres ~1.!!:.· leur 4 .§_auf .1.qng }:~§. .£:1§_et dans les lir.1_1 te_§_f1:_xes 
aux ':>ara£.!:anhes 5 a 9 <1.u Chq,oitre VI, Section B CParagraphe 
nouveau}, (Doc.2-G77\i~on,7-8) --
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PROJET COlli~UN D1 AMENDEMENT AU CHAPITRE VIII 
SECTl_Q!:CQ,_.QSS £~0POSJ.TIONS DE DUli'IBARTON OAKS, 

SOUMHl PAR LB~S DELEGATIONS DU CHILI, DE LA 
-COL0HBIE, DE. COSTA RIO:'h_ DE VEQUATElJI! -

ET _DU PEROU 

Lea nrincipes formnles au ChaDitre VIII, Section C, 
rl.es pro;:losi tiona c~e Dur1bnrton Oaks uourraient t;trc; deve'loppes 
da·la mani~re suivante: 

791 

I. Il est reconnu que 1 1 existence de syst~mes de caract~re 
reg,ional fondes sur ('\.es accorrl.s per:nanents et ayant les mtmes 
buts, fins et objectifs que 1 1 0r~anisatlon des Nations Unies 
Deut ~tre cl 1 une gr~mct.e util1te uour le maintien rle la r;e.ix et 
ht la securite internation3le •. 

II. Le Conseil rle Sec,lrite' sera tenu au courant, rt 1 une 
rn'}n16re p,: r·r:anente et rletaillee 1 de toutes lea activi te's lle 
ces syst~t:les regionaux. 

III. T)ut accord qui n.ourrait t;tre conclu en vue d 1etablir 
des syst~nes n_l ententes regionales -oour le rnaintien de la oai;x: 
et de la .se'curite' internationales d~vra ~tre soumis au Oonseil 

' ' c rle Securite nour examen et a-p,·.lrobation; le onseil, avant de 
0.onn~r cette ar) ·robation, pourra insnecter et surveiller, pent'l.ant, 
la perlorl.e qu 1il jugera convenable, 1 1 or~3nisation et lea activites 
de ce systeae, 

IV. Les litiges ou conflits qui uourraient s 1 e'lever entre 
Et-9.ts me,mbres c1. 1 un systems <.'t' ententes re'rionalrs seront re'gles 
conformement aux accords ou statuts ~u~it systeme, pourvu que 

1 i 
, , , c -. , , ,. , 

ce u -ci ai t etr: an·:-rouve ~~2r le onsell ,:'1_e l.:lecuri te ou cleclare 
dans le present instru~ent, en her~oni~ avec lea fins et buts 
des Nations Unies; toutefois, ceci n' ~m0~chera :)9.8 le Conseil 
de S~curite de remDlir lPs fonctions qui lui ont' ~t~ assignees 
lorsque 1 1 an~lication des r1esures ~nvis~r~~s dans 1 1 accora 
OU le stntut rep:ional en qt.H:Stion,, n 1 aura ;)!lS ·:>ermis de reeler 
le, li tir.;e ou le confl1 t 1"1_ 1 une, !naniere satiofais,ante;, 1 1 organisme 
re~ional aura lQ ~evoir ae determ'n2r, conformement ala pro­
ce•"l.ure fixee rlans ses statute, 1' existence d 1 un c~s de ce genre, 

v. Il est d.e'cl<J.re ex-pressei;Hnt que le systene pan-americain 
est compatible avec lea buts, fins et obJectifs de 1 1 0rganisation 
des Nations Un1es; en consequence, il continuera a fonotionner 
d' ~ne, maniere autonome·, ains1 qu 1 11 est sti'Jule au parar,raphe 
precet'l.ent, 
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VI.~ Le fait qu 1 un Etat est membr~ d 1 un or~anisme reGional 

ne le ~e~a~e ~ 1 aucune ~es obli~ations qu 11l neut assurner dans 
~ ~~ ' ' le ~res~nt instrument, a l 1 ~~ar~ rtts autres Nations Unies 

cansi1~r~es in~ivi1uellement ou collectivement. (Doc.2 G/28 
p: .• 1-2) 

COSTA RICA. 

XII. La reconnaissance des arranr~<el!knts rer;ionaux est 
utile en vue r1e la coor~unation des int~rt:ts ~es ·-Etats, car 
elle fac111ttll les accor(~.s conclus a ftes fins communes cle'rivant 
notanment ~e leur situation ~eoGranhique. Section C, Cha~itre 
VIII.(Doc.2 G/7 (h)l) p.3.) 

CUBA 

DISPOSITIONS ADDITIONNELLES, CONCERNANT LES PROPOSITIONS 
:.:::;:: DUHBARTON OAKS, PRESENTEES PAR LA ·DELEGATION CUB.I\INE, 

La Delecation ~e Cuba soumet a l 1attention ~e la 
Oonf~rence -

LE PROJET CI-APRES DES ARTICLES ADDITIONELS 
ALASE(Ji:fiON c DU CHAPITRE VIII. ____ _ - - - -r------ --

AT}:ENDU: 

1.- que le "'rojet 0-.e Du!Tlbarton Oaks (Section C ~u Chapitre 
VIII) reconna1t l 1 utilite"l.e f!lvoriser les arran'Sements ou.lee 
Or'£!.anismes re1donaUX DOUr' II trai,ter fle,s ques tiona relati V8S aU 
maintien de la Daix et (1e la securit~ internationales qui 
oeuvent faire 1 1 objet d 1 une action d.e caract~re regional, ~ 
c.mdition que cAs a:r->ram·:ements ou organismes .et leurs a.ct1v:1tes 
soient com~Jatibles 11vec lE.'s buts et lea >::·rincip~s de 1 10rgan1s­
at1oq"; q~ 1 11 est ;lit en outre, '~'lns ce proJ.et, que ,11 1~ Oonseil 
de Securite 0evrait encolll'ar::-er le r~glement des differends de 
caractere locP.l -oar 1 1 intermedia1re de. ces arran~ements reg1onaux 
ou 'r•ar ces orr.an1smes regiona.ux, soit sur 1'1n1t1at1v-e des 
Etats interesses, soi t ~ la sugr.estion iiu Coneeil 'de Secur1te. 11 

2.- que ces reoomrnandatione teodent, A J.uste t1 t,re 1 ~ 
encoura~ar le r~~lement de d1ff~rends de·caraot~re local par 
des orgo,...nisrnes compose's ~e spe'o1{ll1stes poss€dant .une .connais­
sance aD~rofond.ie· !les m-obl~mes a rEts.out'ire, a rn~me cle prendre 
rl.es ~ec1s1ons equitables et proJ)re~ ~ assurer le ma1nt1en ,de 
la naix. 
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3.- que, d 1autre nnrt, ces d1suos1t1ons visent ~ eviter, 

~ans la mesure du oossible, qu'un conflit quelconque .de carac­
t~re local ne ~e~en~re en confl1t mond1al oar 1 1 intervention 
inoDnortune d 1autres nations. 

IL EST DECIDE: 

d 1 aj')uter a la Section C d.u Chapitre VIII lee para;,r:ra-phes 
ci-dessous: 

4.- Les princi~e,s f~n.:t- ···entaux <'1_~ t0~t ,r~rlement rer,ional 
n.evront ~tre a1)prouves Dar 1' Ass er:1ble~ Generale, qui ne pourra 
refuser sa sQnction que dans le cas ou c,es principes ne seraient 
nas c;nformes nux c11s,:·oslt1ons de la presente Charte. 

5.- LPS orf:anismes cr..L=trp:tts du re?lem<:nt re';-.:iono.l d.es conflits 
auront, une f•)iA que l,·.s DT'incipes fon<'l.amentaux en seront 
!l''"rouves, 1)ar 1 1 As-s emble'e, les -,::>ouvoirs ne'ces saires ·pout re';::ler 
hs d1fferenrls Douvant surcir entre les r1er.1bres du systeme 
re'r·ional. Ils Dourron t .qd.Jr:•tPr, tout en s e c·mfor1:1ant aux 
nrinci nes arr"ete's en r:!-<ttl~re ne rer:lernf-.nt, les rnesures qu 1 ils , ' ' ' C')nsiderer~.mt c:;,mr!Je les nlus Dropr.es a ccn-~.uire a une s0lution. 
Le Uonsell de se'curi te' ni lntervien~tra .·:1-ans les Clifferends , 1 , rer,: omwx que si les or,...anismes regionaux le rlenmnrl.ent ou s1 
le Q)nflit risque de s'etendre R des nations qui ne font p9.s nartie 
du syst~me. Dans 1 1 e'ventual1te d 1 un desacc0rQ entre les or~anismes 
nfr;ionaux et le 0 mseil de Secu.ri te relat1vement a l 1 1ntervent1on , ' eventuelle de ce dern1Pr, le rUfferend sera s0u.mia sans retard 
& l'Assemb;Lee Gt?ne'rale qui le tranchera sans am--;el. 

6.- Le syst~rne 1ote1"'-america1n est des aujourd'hui re­
connu comme etant un des or~anismes de r~~lemrnts re~ionaux 
vises rar le nresent article. (Doc.2, G/14(g)3, pn.1:....2) 

E;GYPTE 

Par:e 16 - Section 0 Arranr:-·~:F nts Re'i;ionaux 

Commentaire Les ororositions de DumoartJn Oaks se 
ray:.·:ortent a rtes arran~ements re~1on3.LiX' en tant que leurs buts 

. ' ' s:.;nt com~·atibles avec les objectifs 0.e 1 1 0rt:anisat1on Generale. 
Ces f:rouDes re·~:ionaux -cre'senterJnt un avantare considerable, 
en at:--issant en nleine collaboration avec ie Uons ell cle Sec uri te, 
TJour le maintien ·1e 1.11 naix, f!.ans leurs zones ree'?ecti~es. 
~8.is les terrnes 11 Ar::-~ni:ements,Rer<:ionnux 11 n' ont !JaS touj:)urs ete 
oieQ c mv>ris et la Deler:;t:J.tion Er~yntienne estine qu 1ils devraient 
~tre nlus clairAnFnt definis. · 
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~ en ju~er d'apres le texte, la nature ne la teneur nes 

disoosltions ne cette section des Propositions, les termes 
11 Arranr:;ements Re'~ionaux 11 imrliquent (a) le voisinar;e cles 
Et9.ts lies Dar rl.e tela ar1·an!)ements, (b) le caractere permanent 
rle 1 1accord, (c) les affinites de culture, ne race et de 
rell~ion, (d) une orcanisation comnune ~ taus les Etats du 
t:ci" JUDe. Les Pror)osi tiona sur-:;:;:e:rent ces caracte'ristiques en . . ..~~ ' , ' , se re'rerant a une action rerionale st a des orRanismes re~1Qnaux 
note's ~ 1 attributions spe'cifiques rlans leur circonscri;;tion par­
ticuliere, telles que des mesures c.1 1 arbi trar;e ·e't coerci ti ves. 

Il ne ser.!lit clone nas justc d 1 ar;-r:l1quer les te·rmes 11 

11 d 1 Arranp·pments Redonaux 11 enoloye's au Chapi tre VII, Section C 
<l.es Prop0si tions, aux alliances d 1 orclre purernent mili te,ire 
entre ~eux ou nlusieurs PUissances. Les alliances m111taires 
n I ont rien cle COf!liDUn aVeC les arrangenents re'c::i.:maUXj elleS 
resultent da circonstances nolitlques fortuites et ne se 
f:Jnrlent ge'neralem,'nt ·:Ja.s sur lAs affini te's qui leur s ervent 
:e base. Ces alliances, essentiellement temporaires, m~me .f..;.t.• 
lorsqu 1 elles S')nt C·)nclues nour cle lon~~es periorles~ sont 
1 1 ~xpression Ae l'ancien Princiue ~e 1 1 equilibre des nuissances. 
L;t nJtnT~"ll? .or:•·fl.nis <'l.ti :Jn 817 ::ro- t..IS e '1 <.'. ~·taiot6h1:r lF1. ·9aix au 
moyen \1e mesures collectives et c1 1 aban(1onner l'a.ncien principe, 
Une ne'fini tion ulus '!recise de ces 11 Arranr·ements Re'n:ionaux 11 est 

I , I • ' ·-Dar consequent neoessl'l.ire pour eviter t.)ute coD.mraison avec 
les alliances ~ilit~ires monPrnesc De taute fa9on le mot 
11 Per~anents 11 aevralt ~tre ajoute' a l'expresslon 11 Arranaements 
Re'Rionaux 11 ne la Section C. 

Il ser1ble Ef1,7aler:~ent ane hs cUsnositions concernant les 
11 Arranr.::enents Re,~ionAux" cievr:1ient · t>tre ·senqrees du ChaDi tre sur 
le Mafntien de la Paix et de 18. Se'cul'it<S Internationq,les et faire 
1 1 objet ct 1 un cha';itre S')fcial. Les avr.ntnges qui d.ecoulent c.'l.e ces 
arra~cements ne sont Dfl.S linites ~u m'lintien ~e la naix et au 

' '· ' I . rec:lement pg_ciftque <les (~iffE'rcn~'ts rer<·lo:iaux mais -peuvent aus~i 
s 1 av6rer c.iune :"r!lnc'l.e utilite Y)ou:r nror.vmvoir la c.oop6ration 
e'conomique 1 sociale, 8t intellectuelle entr£ las Etats et 
encourq;~er les relations cte b.Jn v:Jisina;:::e. (Doc. 2 G/7( 9) ( 1) p. 7) 

EQ,UATEUR. 

La De'le~atirJn n.e 1' Equateur 1 rJlelnement co.nsclente rte cette 
, e' '.! . ' ' necessit imoerieusa, pronase que 1 1 on ins.ere, apres le Baragraphe 

en qnestion, un g_utre uarnr::ranhe infl.iquant .que 1 1 As.semblee 
Generale devra arn::rouver, .Par un vote 9. la majorite' des deux-tjfrs 
ne SeS membres 1 un' statut DOUr la creation ~e COffir:liSsions C .•. '-· 
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CJntinentales OU rer.ionales qui seraient Ch':l.rrees c1e faciliter. . ' , , oqr tJUS les rec0urs oossibles ala urocedura de conciliation, 
le r~r~lenent effectif des c·mflits et rles cUfferends de nature 
"Jolitique qui uourraient se Dror'tu1re entrt: les EtOtts ap-oartenant 
at~ continents et aUX re~iJ0S resDectifs, -

A 1 1 encontre ne cette 1)roposition, on neut arr;uer qu 1 il 
a~)"'~artient aux Etats de ces cJntinents t>t de ces rer.ions 
cJ1 accfnter imlivi·1uelh;ment les cJnver:ti·Jns ou les instruments 
qui -pre'v,)ient ou qui ':>erfectionnent la proce'(lure de_ conciliation, 
en nehors f1.e:1!: future Orr~a.nisation internationals; en fait, la 
De'l{·.:ati·)n n.e liEquateur, en pre'sentant, cette sur:r:·estion, ne vise 
qu 1 a utiliser le oresti'-e et 1 1 autorite morale de 1 1 0r~anisation , ' ' oour et~blir des moyens effic~ces de r~~lement des C)nflits 
internation'lux, nans un es::.>rit de re'3lisme vivant et sous toutes 
les latitun.es, 

De la sorte, 1 1 or~re Juridique un1versel reJuindrait 
l 1 or~re j~ridique r~·iJnql et continental ~ar le moyen de 
comrrJissions qui, sounis es ~ 1 1 As s~mbltt: et re'l')resent~nt ainsi 
t0ute la ma~na civitas organise'e, aurai8nt la noss1b111te 
"1 1 inte:rvenir PrOJ'lnt ement et OP")OJ:'tunement a 1 I lnterieur des 
limi tes ;::e'or:ranhique e •1 e leur jurt.-llct:l.on 1 .c1ans t .)US les litir:;es 
~t c .nflits qui ~ourr~ient nettrP en ~anper ln ~aix et la 
se'curite dPs Etats. 

Il E:St evir1ent que la C"J[",1)0Si ti·)rl ie Ce R commissions 
\tevrai t t·:>nir 0 J':l< •. t8 .ch; lA. neCE'-SSi tc{ cl,l Y inClUre £~eS Df'r8· .. JDnsl1teB 
qualif'iees r'les r'.ivsrs c :ntfnents et c3es rt:!'•;Ln1s interesse's, 
auxquelles leur connaissance c1es cUfficultes et re'alites ne 
la re'r,·ion c't leur v::tleur intt:'llectuelle nermet tr mt r1 1 accomplir 
au m1eux leurs hautres fonctions ••• 

Enfin l,'l Dele',~a tion ,.,_e 1 1 Equateur estime qu 111 est :)['portun 
r1 1 aj outPr a la section C (Arranr:enent s re'n:i )naux), Chapi tre VIII, 
un n~11vequ oara~ranhe aui ~ren~rait acte de 1 1 existence de 

I ' . , 1 ent":nte rerionA.h' 1nter-st!'1ericaine t-;t constaterait qu 1 elle est 
comr-.,atible avec 1 1 Orr::anis1;1tLm m')ndiale, 

. Conf·.)rl",lment aux observations c1-dessus, la De'ler<:ation de 
1 1 Equateur nro')Ose ~ 1 inse'rer n.ans le Chaoi tre VIII des Propo ... 
sitir;ns les dis·sos1t1ons su1v9.ntes: · 

11 L 1 Ass e·.1blee Ge'ne'rale adontera a la najori t e' des deux-tiers 
'1e ses ne'~.bres un statut nrevoyant la cre'ation n.e c.)mmissions 
continentllles rm re'rzic:males ch'lrr:;e'es de prov~)ouer et de rtfaliser , . ' .. , 
Dar une or,,cedul'e r'l.e c )nciliation, le reg1emcnt des differends 
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ou r,_es c nfli ts cl.e c':lractere noli tique Douvant sur,::ir entre 
Etats a.-,·;artenant aux c ;ntinents et rer-:ions envisaFeS. II 
(Doc,2,G/7 (v) p.24) · 

11 L 1 existence (1.u systeme re":ional int~:r-americain est re­
cannu par las oresent~s carn~e celle d 1 une entite' historique, 
nJlitioue et ~eor~rnDhique ra'r:ie na.r les c,Juturnes et 112 nroit 

I 
. I , 

f'l.isa.nt 1 obJ<~t ··1 .. es 'l..nstruments si:'nes Dar les reDubliaues 
0 e 1 1 hc.~nisDhep,:> occirt.enta1 1 et do tee r"tes oro:anes requis pour 
1'1 reA.lisati.Jn (h' ses fins cl.e ;:-·aix, cle securite et de justice 
tntcrn'lti Jn:tles en htlrnv)nie avec ce1les de 1 1 Orr:anis'ltion etab1ie 
en vertu r1e 1'1. ':Jresente Chn.rte, 11 (DQc,2, G/7(f!)p.41). 

FR\.tl_CE. 

6) Arran~ements re'r.ionaux. 

Le GJuvernen~nt frnn9ais estime incomoatib1e avec lea 
c m<U tions de 1'1 se;ocuri te ··~e certains Etats, qui r:euvent exif!er 
l 1 a9tion ir..1'Ued:tate, l 1 ajournement jus,qu 1 !l rlecision prealable 
du U,nseil, cl.es mesures n 1 ur~ence orevues nans certaines 
event uali te's '1ar les trni tes c'l 1 as sis tgnce c.)nclus entre Membres de 
1 1 or·::~.nisation et n.)tifies .·.w C·msell ''".e Sec uri t6, En vue de 
maintenir les ~r·lits ~u Uonsei1, les Etats si~nataires devraient 
lui r.owl.re c )I:lote 0..ans le "ilus bref delai ··1 88 rnesures qu 11ls 
'3.Uraient {tr{ amenes ;\ r,rPn•'":.rf.l en execution ·1 E'S StinulatiOnS de 
CcS tr'litt:'s. (D·-:>0,2 G/7(o) n,4 rle 18. note). 

Alinea 2.- Le Coneeil 0..e oe~curite' <".evrait, chaque fois 
qu 1 il CJnvient, faire usa~e ~e ces arraniTements ou or~anismes 
rt:'rL)r.aux en vu': <'l.e 1 1 ";t'lr:,1icat1on, s_)us s Jn autC)r1te, de mesures 
coercttives, u~is aucune mssure coPrcitive ne devrait ~tre 
ap·1ioue'e en vertu 1'1.' arranr~ements ·rerdonaux ou ")ar des organismes 
rtf:· bn'lux sans l 1 Rutorisation 11u lionseil de Se'curite'. ' 

Il est t·mteftJis fait excerytion tt cette regle dans le cas 
d I an·<iTcatTc)n-:1.esmes ure"s --(11 urrence-imvu-es-i5a"fl."es-traT~es 7"­
a-r:-Msis"'tance--concltiei"- entre .. tfemb"re-s ·a.e 1• or::anis.atlo-ii ·et- notifies 
~-;r __ ~ji1C=:~~-~:C:.!~~E?fl C!.~ s'ecljrit¥, :: .. ~n .t mt e~at (le C9.US·e·, "J.es. .. -
.c.t"tts sirrnataires r1evrn1ent lui rendre: com-ate clans le nlus bref 
a{~1!t::1~.s ... jrie_siir8.9~ qi:11Tis-~aiir:~~e n:t~-~-er--9.m~~es· J _'YJ_r_en(!_r~ "e'ii- · - ·· 
execution C'Les stinulations d.esc'lits traites. (D.oc.2 G/7(o) n.5 
tf~s~~~e]!~-~~~~ L -· · · · · -· · · · · · · -- · -- --- · -- -.--- --- .. -···- --
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"''oUant ala B·1lidarite, c 1 est 1 1 essence m~me f\e la securitf! 

CJllective. ~I~::ds elle ne r::-/eut se·!"lanifester selon les modalites 
i(i.entiaues c'l.ans tJus les cas. I.l est <1Ps Etats entre lesquels 
19. r-·roximite 'a~·~~'<'~ .. :~cr', unliiOm'J:JuscHJ:fect. Il en est d'autres 
au c·mtraire, <18nt le c mcGurs, e'raiem,.,nt indis-oensable, ne p~ut, 
en raison de leur eloif~nement,intorvenir qu 1 avec un certain delai. 
Il faut que le mepanisme arlo'>te s()i t C')n~m avec assez Lle eounlesse 
-:our tenir connte n_e ces situations c'l.iverses. Lee ry:remiers <1e 
Cds Etats c'l.aiv~nt oouvair c0nclure entre eux des tr~itls· d 1assis­
t'lnce insti tuant la rin-Jste 1-·,me':UJOtte au peril. Pour lee 

, .. - I 

secJn0.s, ·les ;•roce.''.ures Y)lus lentes neuvent ttre envisarees. Mais 
11 ne fnut en- aucun cas que lea traites d 1 aseietance eoient 

~ , ' , , 1 C)nsideres CJmme des entorsea ala eecurite collective, a ore 
gu'ils en sont au c~ntraire lea premiers elements. (Doc.2, G/7 
(o) n.6 de la note.) 

CHAPITRE VIII 

Section C Alinea 2 

Le v-mseil .~_e ~·h~curite nevrait, chaque f ;is qu 111 c.mvient, 
faire usRr.·e 0.e ces arl"<'lnr.ements ou or::-anis:'le s re'.::ion<:tux en vue 
:i.s 1' a.,.·ollc'ltion, sous -s,on autorite', de mesures coercitives. 
M:.1is auc une me sure coerci ti ve ne cl evrai t ~tre am)liquee en vertu 
d I arranr:ementS rei"iOnf:tuX OU --,ar r'l.PS or;:"3.niSr:l88 ren:i::JnaUX SanS 
1 1 !l.ssenti'Tlent <1u 0Jns eil c'l.e 5ecuri te 8Xcente lee mesures prevues 
c'l.ans lea arrnnr:ements rer;iona:ux 0.1riges c mtre .le renouvellement 
de la ~ol1tiaue c'l. 1 a~ress1on ne lg Da~t ~es ~tats a:rresseurs dans 
la ruerre actuelle. Lea Etats sirnatalres ~evraient renlre 
cormte au Cons en ~te Securi te ·"l.A.ns le nlus bref r1ela1 des mesures 
qu' lls auraient et~ amenes 9. nrenrl_re en execution des stinula.tions 
desdits arranGem~nts. (Doc.2 G/7 (o)(2) 

GUATEMALA. 

En ce '1Ui c ncerne le Conseil rLe Securi te', le g·JuvernemRnt 
acce')te qu 1 11 s ;1 t c:)mr.>ose' c'l.e membres uermanents et non permanents 
qu' 11 c·Jmorenne narmi i.es Drer.11ers les Etats-Unts, 1 1Anr.-leterre, 
1 1 Union des · R.epubliques Sovie'tiques Soc1alistee, ~ la Chine et 
la France. Ce ~ouverner.lcnt est ~'avis qu 1 un certain nombre de 

i ' , , s e~es non-nerr.1anenta d.evraient ~tre attribues aux Renubliques 
i.e .1 1 Amer-ique lat1ne ·q,ui lee occuueraient A t.)ur de rt>le 
s )it l)ar orclre alphabetique l s::Ji t suivant un autre syst~me 
d 1alternance. (Doc.2 G/7 (fJ(l) p,l) 
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Le -.rouvernement rlu Guatemala croit que c-Jnformement aux 

statute rle 1 1 or.-;an1aat1rm nronose'e, 11 fauclra maintenir les 
r.rinciDes ar1ericains r'l.e collaboration et de s )li<'l.arite c mtinent­
ale et ,...er;;Ehuer lc:"s c ;nsultations et les c mferences oe'riodiques 
1nter-ame'rica1nes. (Doc.2, G/7(f)(l) p.3) 

Le ~Juvernement <'l.u ~uatenala croit qu'en ce qui cJncerne 
1 1 orr:-anisa.tlon r,ronos ee et J.a CGODeration int ernati onale ')OUr le 
ma:l.ntien <'I.e la naix, on i'levrait renforcer le systeme Dan-ameri­
C~in·· '3t les Drincines r'l.e collaborati :m et 0.e s )l1\1ari te c m­
t1.nentales et maintenir la oroce'rture <'I.e c·Jnsultati::m et les 
C)nferences ~erio~iques inter-americaines. Ceci sans nre'jurtice de 
la crlation c't 1 or:~P.nisations re'rionales entre Days unis par le 
lien rJ. 1 int eJ:"t>t~ Darticuliers d. I r)r<'l.re (l:eor,ranhiqUe 1 economique 1 

S)cial, etc., ala connition que ces intertts ne oortent uas 
atteinte a 1 1 orr~an1sation ffit)n•liale. (Doc.2 G/7(f)(l) p.2) 

MF.XIQ,UE 

7. Determiner la comDatibili te c'l.e 1' Orrcanisation 1nter­
nationale, ~ene'rale, n,)n seul<~m-'nt avec les or;--·anisations 
r?:ionqles exist~ntes, MRis aussi avec celles aui oourraient 
ttre cre'e'es ~ 1 1 av~nir, etant bien entendu, que leurs objectifs 
nr> ser.)nt oas en rh,1sacc:)rrl ~=tvec les nrincines et buts de la 
pre~i~re. (Doc.2 G/7(c)(l) u,2) - · 

Section c. Arran.·~ene nt s re'0:lonaux 

1. La svst~rne l.nt ,,r=s:tne'ric@J.!l que 1 1 on 22.W consicle'rer 
§.Uj0ur('!.'hui c.mr.1e l'orr:anisation intArnationale d 1 un c·)ntinent 
ra-0Iusc::rrinieteet la 0lus av':tncee,-sera cor.P')at'Ib!e avec 
ITorrcanisntion. Rie"n-, <'.oos la Charte ••. (Doc.2, G/7(cllTT,p.l3) 

~LLE ZELANDE 

XVI Pa~:e 16, 11rtne 19, Suo-orime~ le:.s mots 11 s::>1ent oqmpat1bles 
avec les buts et les princ1pes de 1'0rRan1sa.t1on" e:t y subst1,­
tuer les tnots, suivanta; 11 aot.ent ar.>prouve'a par l'Or,::oan1sat1on 
cor:1me etant. C'lmm.ttibles avec sea buts· et see ur1nc1pes 11 • 

(Doc.2 G/14(f)~.3) · 
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PARAGUAY 

II 

SYSTEHE INT ;~R-AMERICAIN 
DEV_g;J=Q~EEHENT ET CO RDINATION AVEC L1 0RGANISATION HONDIALE 

L10rrranisation Mon~iale ne d~it nas exclure les or~anisations 
reirbnales; il faut nrevoir la COJrdlnati~)n de CBS deux sys temes • 

• I ' ' ~ , SL·nalons a ce Druoos aue le systemf: nan-ar:1ericain represente 
une Jrranisation sioonorete et si reeile au 1 aucun ~es-Etats 
ame'ricains ne nourrait renoncer aux avantares qu 1 il en retire et 
qui s mt les fruits de oinquante ans <1 1 efforts commune. 

En ce qui re~ar~e la naix et la securit( collectives, le 
t ' , . , , ' sys ene americain nrevoi t sDecifi,quem:;nt le rerlement ,rles 

questions intPrnationnlee (Traite rle ~onrlra en vue d 1 eviter 
et d.e ore'venir les O'Jnfli ts entre Etats ame'ricains I 1923; 

m" ention Ge'nerale int~:r-ame'rica.ine cle C')nuilia tion, Washino.:ton, 
5 janvier 1929, etc.) et le oaint1en des r~gles du clr )1 t inter­
national. 

, .,. ~ 

, ~n rrand n:~mbre c1e clocuments jurir'tiou.es ant e·'OO r:>u~lies , 
en .t\:n.erique au snjet du :r.1a.tnt1en (1e la naix et <'\e la securi te 
c:)lleotives (Code cle Mexico sur la r)a:lx; Resolutions visant 
ln. or.)cer'lure de c')nsult.9.t1on nes conferences rle ministres des 
Affaires Etran~eres, etc.) (Doc.2, G/7(1) 0.3) 

Pour· conclure, 1 1 0reanisation Internationale noit ttre 
f;nde'e sur lee ~rincine~ essrntiels suivants:-

( ) , , ' a E~alite juriniaue des Et~ts et r0ssibilites e0ales 
pour taus. 

(b) Pre~se:r'vation c'l.e l"inde'oenclance et il.e 1 1 1nte(~r1 te 
terri toriale rtes Ete.ts. · 

(c) N·?n-intervent ion. 

(d) Inv1olabilite nee traites internationaux. 

(e) Res~ect des r~~les du dr1it international; solution 
nacifique des. li tir;es i nternationa ux ·; execution oblir~at Jire des 
rtecisions et sentences arbitrales. 

(f) Resoect de la dir-nite humaine et des drJits essentiels 
de 1 1 hoJ11me. 
(Doc.2, G/7(l)po.2-3) 
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PAYS-BAS 

1. Le pl~n n 1 exclut ~~s la possibilite d 1 ententes ou 
d 1 or·:anisnes rer:ionaux Dour traiter c''.es qnesticns relatives au 
maintien de la Daix et de la securite internation~les SUSceptiblea ' , ~ -".e fuire 1 1 objet cl 1 une notion (~e C>.iractere rer:ional, a conrlition 
que ces urran~ements ou organismes et leurs activite's .s'Jient 
C<)mpatibles avec les buts et les ,;rincioes de 1 1 orD:anisation. 

C • I I . I' Bien au c 1ntraire, le ·Jrtseil r~e Secm•ite est encouraf\e a utiliaer 
ces entE>ntes ou ces or,:;3.:1ismes. L:: G:.mvernement neerianctq.is 
acce:-Jte volontiers cette. clause S·)US sa fJrme ·actuelle. .l!,;n effet, 
rien ne s emble

1 
,.,lus Cl,'mr-:ereux pour 1a paix mon•liale que cies 

rr')upements rer.dono.ux qui, si b.mnes que s.Jient l·es intentions 
qui les ;nt suscit.:s, PuUl'raient a t:mt monent, se dresser 1 1 un 
contre 1 1 autre ou c'Jntre un Et~t (l:mne, faute d. 1 une c:)ordination 
ap·::-r-opriee. (Doc.2 G/7(j)p.l4) 

TCHECOSLOVAQUIE 

IV 

Le Uhanitre VIII, Section C, concernant les accords 
rerir)naux sera tres utile pour clev~Jlur:roer et renf·Jrcer la paix et 
la s2curite internationales. Lea necessites neuvent ~tre 
d.ifferentas selon les re'rrions et 11 peut se nrcv.'luire des 
situA.tions aue des convent.:l.ons ou r'1.es orc:anismes re";ionaux 
seraient leS r11eux fl r~tne de re'r·le:r. Il sera indis1lensable 
d 1 1nter•rer ces c:;nvcntions dans le c"t'ire c;ener::~-1 de- 1 1 Orr:anisation. 

L ' ' Les Prur.vlsi tions t'le Dw11bart m Oaks nr~:;;v·Jient, a juste titre 1 
qu 1 ils ~evr1nt ~tre "cnmoatibles avPc.les buts et les principes 
ie 1 10rran1sation". 

Elles sti~ulent en 0utre que, "~ucune mesure cotrcitive 
ne r1evra ~tre aT')··:liquee en vertu ·1 1 arran·.::enEnts re~:ionaux 
ou -car des l)rgan1sr.1eS rec:l.onaux sans autrll'iaation 0.u Cons eil 
de be'curi te11 • Le G:mvernf:T:ent tchec:)slovaque c:mshlere que 
cette autorisation ·~evrait ~tre donnee l 1 1avance et,·en r~~le 
r:e'nerale, d.ans t ··us les cas de ctanrrer 1meH:f·-119.t u~ la suspension 
cle mesures c0ercitives jusqulau moment de 1 1 1nter,vention du 
c.·-:,ns eil ne Se'curite' riaquerai t de provoquer des retards irre­
mecliables,. Les r..1es'!,!res T.)rises, dans de tela, cas), pourraient 
~tre ulterieurenent 8 ,umises a 1 1 ac·-.r,)bation cl.u v,Jnseil. 
(D,Jc.2, G/14(b)i)1).5-6) . 
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TURQUIE v 
Le ~.rouvernement ·•uro estline que dans lea cas d 1 urgence, 

1 1 action 1mme'Cli,a t.a que le jau c1es f.l:r'':'(ln~er::ents re~ionaux est 
en nesure d.e r1eclanc:her aut ·;mat13Ut3Uh.nt, na C.evra1 t pas ttre 

j , t' , , , t t a ournee jusqu a la decisinn du 0nseil ae Securite car, 0u e 
lenteu1: L'l.e proce<'l.ure serait, clans cea cas, nefaste au pays 
attaque. 

801 

En c· .. nscquence, ln. De'le'r;ation Tur1_ue souha1te- chaleureusement 
1 1 aclnisl>ion '.les arrn.n'!amc;ents re'n·iona.ux D -:.ction autr;matique, 
C)mme element c·;nstituti!' C!.e la ~securltt{ ;..\Ollectlve a 01M"ition 
quI ilS SOient "rlr'eVUS ('tans re bUt 8XClUSl:" cte <'I.e fens 8 .et que 
les Etats sL~twtaires qui S8l'?.ient amenE:'a a en user soient tenus 
r'le rendre C::J'1Dte au C."Jnseil. ('1.o.ns le ·"lna bref r'le'lai, nes . . , , ·" mesures d 1 urr:ence qulils auraic>nt ete c .nt~raints (l,e pren\ol.re en 
execution ('i.e ces arran~:emt'nts, ainsi qu~ :'Le justifier 1 1 uro:ence de 
ces rnesures. (Doc,2, G/14(e),p.-.4) 

VENEZUELA 

Sect.l..;m .Q_. Arr .. §J1C:<::.~':_Q~§l rec.:io_£~~.! 

No.1 En matiere 0.1 0rrranisation re'rdonalt~, le projet 
8 I ecarte res ;lument il_e lA. forT!!Ule timide dU pa..cte de la i::lociete 
0.es Nations qui ('l.eclarai t a 1 1 Article 21 aue lt~S enr"ar:ements 
internationaux, tela Q_Ue lcs traites <:1.' arbitr·u·~·e, et les ententes 
re':_·!Jnales, C•)mme laD ()ctrine ne 'MJnroe, qui a:3l3urent le rnaintien 
ne la paix, n 1 e'taient c'.mside'res c?mme inc')mna::ibles avec aucune 
des dispositions du nacte. ··Il etait d.mc a pehie reconnu que 
c1.es en::~~ce.ments de cette nature nussent C')ntinuer a SUbsl.ster 
entre les r'1embres .'le la Societe d.es Nations ""Jared ,qu11ls ne 
t·)mbaient pas S:-:>US le C'J!j_p <'l.es abr)c:ations aut.:;mat1 ques nrevuea 
l l 1Art1cle 20 ~u nacte ~t 1 1 on n 1 enc~ura~ea1t null~)ment le 

. ~ ~ 

r:enre Cl..e f•mct1on que les f70~:.>ements partiels -- z:et1i8naux ou 
cvntinentaux -- s .)nt arr'"'eles a remnlir en vue r1e re:-:1 er cez:taines 
affaires qui leur s0nt Darticuli~res et c1' unifier les differents 
gr:.~u:::es nationaux afin de c Jt1S·)lir1er 1 1 action morale e t mate'rielle 
:'l.u t'Jut Dour le plus ;-:ral\ri. bien des ideals ne:fendus paz• 1 1 Or~anis-·'"• 
ation mon\iale. Le nrincine de 1 1 acceutat1on nes or~an~sations 
re;<;ionales n 1 avai t cas e't{ f<1rmule alors ri.ans 1es termes precis 
et s·m <'!.:nnaine d 1 apr·licr.ttion n 1 avait :.>as e'te' ri.e'limite, ct~ 'qui fut 
une erreur qu 1 11 s•arl·it maintenant cl.e corriger. 
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D'autre pRrt, le nrojet innique qu 1 aucune Q8S dispositions 

~u Statut ne ~evrait s 1 oonoser a 1 1 existance d'arranRements et 
r1 1 or-::anisJTles re&C"i,)ne.ux clont 1 1 activi te' est comr.atible avec lee 
buts et les fins r1e 1 1 Orr··<.tnisr;ttirm fiene'rale et. qui ::mt · ete' crees 
nour traiter ~es auestions relatives au naintien ~e la naix et 

; , ~ ' a 

0~ lq securite internati~nr;tles et se or~t~nt a des s Jlutions 
rePionales. De cette fa9on, se trouvent reconnues des situations 
r1e f~_it creees Dar •'tes, r,r·Jupes 1e '~ays qui, en vertu de liens 
n::tturels de s·)l1'1 ::trite et clliatt'r~te c-,, uuns, ')U mus nar d 1 autres ' -causes contin~entes, cherchent a unifier leur action ~ans le 
domaine des relatiJns internati6nales et ~ faciliter le r~rrle­
":tent de leurs nro1:,res cUf:ferend.s dans les .limites fle cette. 
orGanisation partielle. 

Le O·)nseil cle Sec uri te· devrai t 11 enc mra.c-er 11 , 00mr:1e il 
est ~it <i.ans le proje t lui-mtlme' le rer-~lement des confli ts 
locaux par 1 1 1ntermer1ia1re cle ces institutions regionales soit 
sur l 1 ini tiative <i.es Etats interesse's ou s:)i t uarce au1 ils 
ont ete porte's 0.evant eux par le Conseil lui-m~me. La proposi­
tion est trop varue pour ~tre accuei~lie sans objection. On ne 
salt nas exactement quelle serait 1 1 etendue des nouvoirs du 
C0nseil en 1' es"0ece, c 1 est-a-i1.ire si son inter~entbn serait 
lini tee a un'e sim,:-,le recomm:J.ncbtion et a un an0u1· donne a 
l 1 action .re~ionale nour le r~~lenent <i.u .conflit en question, 
le Oonseil s 1abstenant ~e t'ute intervention directe dans la 
questi(m oen:lant que se der·)ule la procedure sur le plan national 
ou si au contraire 11 lui serait loisible, en prenan~ texte 
~e l 1 exnression "encourarer" qui ne le lierait pas necessairement a l 1 in8.Ction 1 Dren(~re le ':'larti Q1 artir ir.mec\iatement en· faioant 
v:aloir que lA. question en 11 tir.:CJ requiert 1mperieus ement s :m 
inter~2ntion •"-irecte. N'JUS conrprenons que, dans le proj et, 
lcs 1etails de l'or~R~isation des ~rJunes ou des syst~mes 
rer-L1naux ·tans le ca<:'lre cle 1' Or·-anisation r~ene'rale ne ,soient 
::'las incUque's r.1ais 11 est ntfcessaire de s 1 e'tendre sur certains 
:-.tsnects fQnrtamentaux ('le cette question afin c'l 1 assurer le b.m 
f.'Jnctionnenent des entites redonales a 1 1 inte'rieur nu syst~r.1e 
m:m·:.ial. Il faut tenir compte des diffioultes inherentes a 
la coordination du Statut et du mecanisme des or~anisationa 
~a:r:tielles avec ceux de 1 1 Orr·anisation r.:e'nera.le, et s 1 effor'cer 
d'eviter 1e~ conflits ~e jurid1ction qui pourraient compromettre 
la stabilite et le ~restire de l 1 ensemble du syst~me. Il est 
(~Jnc necessaire c'l.e ~ettre l 1 accent sur ce qui a dt!ja ete' dit, 
a sav Jir que lorsqul 11 s I ar·i t d 1 une (\Uestion locale, le Cons eil 
da Se'curi te <l.'Ji t s 1 abstenir de t :mte intervention si une pro­
ce:tura cle. r~r.:lemf'nt rer,:ional est an C)UrS At se limiter ~­
rem,...•lir le r.tJle rl_l ins ta.nce SUDrtr.1e aU cas o&. la methode au1v1e 
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se rlvelerai t inoa"')able ·'le oonr1u1re au r~r:lement du differend, 

No,2 Il est nrevu que le C0nse11 ne Seourite se servira 
r'l.es orr-anisa.t1ons re'r·i0ne.les notn- apnliquer les mesures coerc1 tives 
qui def)en<1.ent ne lui, c 1 est-a-dire '()our mettre en virmeur 
n'ir.:J.~:'Iorte quelle nesure, si cette v 1ie lui !larait o 'nvenable, 
rnais que 1 1 aut:>risati.)n du Oonseil eat ir.<11Gpensable 1Jour toute 
action ou pour toute mesure fonde'e sur les accor<'ts re'rionaux, 

il ne s 1 a~1t plus maintAnant du fonctionnement rte proce­
·lures ~acifiques, mais de l 1aonl1cation r'l.e sanctians d 1 ordre 
rn111taire, !cononique ou autre. On rec)nna1t fort bien la 
nt!cessi te' rl' e'tablir une c:)ope'ration serre'e entre 1 1 Orr·anisa tion 
r.-:e'ne'rale et 12s :;r;:anisations re'r-·ionales afin de pre'venir lea 
Q)nflits et 1e favoriser le succ~s materiel ne ces or~anisations, 
On reconnai t aussi la necessi te de subordonner 1 1 action c.es 

" 't , ' ' h irr m'les ref"ionaux a 1 autorite du systeme, ne fa~wn a em:_Jtc er 
que la stab111te ne celui-ci ne s11t co.Bpromise par cette action 
qui dJit lui tltre inter·ree et le consolii!er. Toutefois, la 
pr·)1:)0Sition s·.)Us examen, nane le cartre i!:e'ne'ral' rtu -or.')jet qui 
tentl. a 'l_;nner rles nouvoirs excessifs au C.)nS eil de- Sec uri te', 
ne laisse -oas de r;resenter certaines d.ifficuJ.tes pour t·Jut 

' 1 '> I ' , re~ me qui, :1 1 instar d~ rerii'le int~r-ar.1ericain 1 se tr.:uve 
lui-m~me en s.ituati:m ci. 1 etU<11er et c1 1 ad.onter :1es mesures cles­
tine'es a·preserver ou ~ retablir la naix re'~ionale ou continentale, 
En fnit,. ies inte'rtts c·)ntraires ou l 1 1nr11fference d 1 une r;;rande 
puissance nernbre rlu 0 onseil suffiraient >'our que ces mesures 
restent lettre morte. L'affaire tJnberait alors autornatiquement 
dans la snhere d 1activite ·'lu systeme r'ene'ral sans·qu 1ait ete' 
realisee la ;C'm·1..1 tl·Jn. sus-inc1iquee d 1 inCU'C'•aCi te

11 
rle la part 

QU r•r )U~P re>."i:mal 1 r1e res )U·~-re le C mfli t et ('\_I ecarter la 
nenace ala naix. Un tel e'tat <'te choses ebranlerait 1 1 autor.itd 
m;rale ie 1 1 qrr.an~sation re~ionale, provoquerait son affaiblisse­
ment et sa clesar~rer.ation .Pror:ressive ou, tout au moins, d1m1nu­
erai t son esprit •i.e cooperation en faveur ne 1' Organisation 
rn·)n~-1ale. 

Il y a plus, l 1 autor1sat1on prlalable du Ooneeil paurrait 
ntrainer r'l.es retar1s ca-oables de neutraliser lee effete de 

mesures ne caract~re imperatif, Pour e'Qarter oette objectian1 
11 serai t BS,f~e d' e.nvisar··er lee noss1b1l1 tt!a d.1 and.icat1on de 
ces mesures S)US rlserve de reexamen Cl.e la part'du Conse11. 
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Il est vrai, en Jutre, qu 1 une totale independ.ance accordee 

aUX Orr"aniSati :JnS re;-:ionales en IDA. tl~re Q I lli>·:licati Jn •:le 
sancti·~;ns C.' un caract~ro locs.l c-;r:roorterait d.e ~randes difficultes 
et 0ourrait d~nner lieu ~ des o~~o~ition& entre continents et 
re',.ions ou sus~i ter une roli t ioue danr:ereus e (1, 1 1solement C'Jnti­
nental. Le r.;ttt re la dominat:l-)n et ·:le la preponderance 
sur le reste n,u r10n 4 e r)U la theorie de 1 1 equillbre d.es l)OUV:.Jirs 
entre r'1 i fferent es 0r!-'ln isati .')ns re'o:io"ales rena1'trai ent i en 
c)nsequence, il,c0nv1ent 0. 1etudier soigneuseme~t le probl~me; 11 
Dourrait ~tre resolu 0eut-~tre oar le recours a un mode da vote 
soecial au sein r.u Conseil et l~rsqu 1 il s 1 a~it .d 1autoriser des 
mes ures rer"ionnles de coerci tion. Une methocl_e semblable pourra.i t 
~tre a--:,-liquee en rnati~re -1e revision de nesures coercitives 
en cours sur le olan local. La rer;artition tles sie;:::es dans lea 
f~Jnctions electives rt'Jnt nous avJns :;arle ci-dessus. est en , -
ra>-;~)ort etroi t avec cette question. A~u reste, il c.jnviend.rai t 
de- tenir comcte, en r'Ler:Ji t 0.ea cUfficultes que rencontre s<Jn 
a? -llcation, de la th~se ,aui veut que les peti 'Cs ~tats, pet:lbres 
du Conseil, d1ivent ranresenter convenablement les differentes 
rer:l.')ns rtu rlobe car cette c0ncU tLm, conju~uee avec 1 1 e'tablisse­
ment c1e r~<":les sneciales concernant les c."te'cis ions ~ ::>randre 
nans les mati~res d;nt n0us ven~ns de narler, enleverait de 
leur Llrce aux ~bjections que nous av;ns rap-:-ortee.s et offrirait 
oeut-~tre les meilleures ~aranties aui oourraient ~tre fJnrnies 
Cl.ans ce i1.)maine aux or;::aniaations reh::ionales. (Doc.2 cl;"i? (d) (1) 
Pi!. 23 I 24' 25) • 
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Doc. 269 (F.RJ:i..l~CH) 
III/4/5 (1) 
May 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comit~ 4 Arrangements R~gionaux 
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Les sections du projet de Dumbarton Oaks soumises ~ 
1 1 ~tude du Comit~ III/4 sont: 

C..-J..ioU'ITnE VIII. i>RhAL~GE.·u:.l';':.'b ?OUR LB.. lvliciNTIEl'l DE !.A l?aiX 

&ECTIO., C. 

i.T D£ L.ti S.uCUR.ITE Ir~T1Rl'll.tl.TivN.r.LEb, Y Cv.i:!?i1.IlJ 
L."l. ?REVf.1~TIUiil E.T L.ti RE.Prt.ti:Sbiu1~ D.!:!. 
L 1 aGR£SciUl~ 

l. l:i.ien dans le Charte ne devral t s 10iJ'l')Oser ~ 1 1 existence 
d 1arrangements ou d 1organisl!les r~gionaux pour· traiter des 
questions relatives au ma.intien de la uaix et de la s~curit~ 
internationales qui· peuvent faire 1 1 obJet d 1une action de 
caract~re r~gional, h condition que ces arrangements ou organismes 
et leurs activit~s soient c0mnetibles Evec les buts et les 
prir..ci~Jes de 1 1 Organisation. • Le Conseil de S~curi t~ ·devrai t 
er.courager 1e r~glement des diff~rends de caract~re local par 
l 1 1nter:i:~O.iaire de ces arrangements r~gionaux ou par ces 
organismes r~gionaux, sol t sur l 11ni t1e.t1 ve des Etats 1nt~ress~s, 
soit ~ 1a suggestion du Cons~il de S~curit~. 

2. Le Conseil de S~curit~ devrait, chaque fo1s qu 111 
convient, faire usag~ de ces arrangements ou organismes en vue 
de 1 1applicat1on, sous son autoritd, de mesures coercitives, mais 
aucune mesure coercitive ne devrait etre app11qu~e en.vertu 
d 1errangements r~~ionaux ou par des organismes r~gionaux sans 
l 1autorisat1on du Conseil de S~curit~. 

3. Le Conseil de S~curi t~ devrs.i t en tout temps e'tre tenu 
pleinement au cour<nt des activit~s entreprises ou envisag~es en 
vertu d 1 ru·rangements r~~ionaux ou per des organismes r~gionaux, 
en vue de maintenir la paix et la aecurit~ internationales. 
(Doc. 1, G/1, pp. 16-171~ 
1534 -1-
Chine, Etats-Unis, Royaume-Uni ,· Union Des Reuub1iques Sovietiques 
Soc1a1istes. 

11 2. Le Consei1 de S~curit~ devrait, chaque fois qu 111 
oonvient, faire usage de ces accords ou organismes en vue· de 
l 1 a·J:P11cat1on, sous son s.utorit~, de mesures coerc1t1ves, mais 
aucune mesure coercitive ne devrait etre appliqu~e en vertu 
d 1 arrangements r~gionaux ou par des organi,smes r~gionaux sans 
1'autorisat1on du Conseil de S~curit~, h l 1except1on ~ mesures 
prises contre les Etats ennemis ~ cours de ~ pr~sente guerre, 
conform~ment ~ Chapitre XII, p~agraphe ~ ~ h ~ accords 
r'~ionaux ~ 1 opposant ~ renouvellement de la politigue g 1 ~ress1on 
~ .lE: part de ·.c~;;s Etats, ,lusgu 1 h. ll gu 1il n1 ~t~ possible, ~ 
~ consentement des' GouvernemeritS 1nt~r,ess~a, g 1attr1buer ~ 
1 1organ1sation 1a respon~abil!t~ ~ pr~veoir toute agression 
future .9& ~ nw. .9-.!J.m. ~ ru;tuellement §J1 guerre ~ J&i, 
nations unies. 11 

{Doc. 2, G/29 (a), pp. 1-2.) 
1534 -la-



australie 

11 20. La Sect.ton C du Chapitre VI (Vote) devrait etre 
auend~e de la. fa9on ·sui vante: 

1 (1) Chaque membre du Conseil de S(curit~ disposera d 1 une 
voix. 

(2) Sauf disposition contraire express~ment pr~vu~, les 
d~cisions du Corieeil de St4curit~ sont ~)rises ~ la majoritel de 
sept membres. 

(3) Dans les d~cisions du Conseil de S~curitel relevant 
de la Section A du Chapi tre VI!! ou du premier pE.r.s,graphe de 
la Section C du ::1eme Chapitre VIII, une partie ~ un diff~rend 
s 1abstiendra de voter. 
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(4) En vertu de la Section S du Chapitre VIII, toute 
d~cision du Conseil de S~curitt:! exige une majorit~ de sept 
memb~es comyrenant les cinq membres perm9nents. En vertu du 
para~raphe 2 de la Section C du Chapitre VIII, toute delcision 
comprenant au moins trois des membres '0ermanents. 111 (Doc. 2, G/1 
14( l) 1 pp. 8-9) 

11 28. Anr~s la Section Q1 du Cha')lt.re VIII 1 ins~rer la 
nouv.elle section ci-a")r~s: 

'Section Q: Autres arrangements visant ~ maintenir la 
~ et 1£ s~curit¢ intern&tionales. 

Si le Conseil de &~curit~ ne prend pas de mesures lui-meme 
et ne permet pas que des mesures scient Drises en vertu d 1 un 
arrangement ou d 1un m~canisme r~gional en vue de maintenir ou 
de r~tablir la paix internationale, aucune dis9osition de la 
pr~sente Charte ne sera consid~rt'!e cornme abroge·ant le droit des 
parties ~ contracter tout arrangement compatible avec la pr~sente 
Charte ou d 1adopter toute mesure paraissant juste et n~cessaire 
pour maintenir ou r~tablir la peix et la s~curit~ internationales 
en vertu de cet arrangement. ' 11 

(Doc. 2 G/14 {1) pp. 10-11) 
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Belgique 

11 b..R.hG.Rh?hE 5: Il est propos~ de compl~ter comme suit le 
paragraphe 2 de la Section C du Chapitre VIII: 

'Les voix dissidentes de membres nermanents du Conseil 
non uarties ~ de tels arrangements ou organismes ne 
feront :oas ob"stacle ~- la validi t~ d 1 une d~cision du 
Conseil en cette m~ti~re. I 

JUS':IFIC.n.TIOl\1 

Selon le nar. 2 de la Section C du Chapitre VIII des 
recommandations de Dumbarton Oaks, 1 aucune mesure coercitive 
ne devrait ~tre anpliau~e en vertu d 1 arrangements r~gionaux 
ou par des organismes r~gionaux sans 1 1autorisation du Conseil 
de St1cu~1t~. 1 

Or~ d 1 apr~s le par. 3 de· la Section C du Chapitre V.I, les 
d~cisions du Conseil sont prieee ~- une mE'.jori t~ gui .Q..Q.l1 
comurendre les voix de§ me.mbres p~rX&e:.nents. 

Il semble que, pour oe qui est de 1 1 a.utorisation dont 
11 s 1 agi t, 1 1 exigence du ,rote "affirmatif des membres per­
manents ne se justifie que·par rapport ~ ceux de ces membres 
qui sont pc.rties aux arrangements et organismes r~g'flonaux en 
cause. 11 

1534 
Bolivie 

(Doc. 2, G/7 (k)(l) pp. 6-7j 
-3-

11 Sect1on .Q.. l. Rien dans la C·harte de 1 1 Organisation 
ne devrait s'opposer ~ l 1existence de ~st~mes, d 1 axrqngements · 
s;w d 1 organismes ti£1..~~ destine!~ A coQp~r·er 11, la solution 
des guestions .relatives ~ matnt~eo ~ ~ ~~ de ~ s~cur.te! 
.at. de la .lustice internationaJ:Sts, ~ condition que leurs 
activit~s soient compatibles avec lea buts et principes de 
1 1 Organisation. Le Conseil de ·s~curi t~ devr<:i t encourager le 
r~glement des diff~rends de care. ct~re locel par l 11nterme!die.1re 
de ces· syst~mrua, arre.ngement§ .Q.Y orgenismS!s re!g!Qnaux m 
oe!gliger S.'gdo-Qter 1&..§. me§ur~s .Q.Y 11,l. estimerait Qp··Jortunee 
~ lA maiotieo ~ lA ~ mQnd~ale QU ~ lA ~~pcessign 
~ 1 Yn ~ g 1agress1on, 

2. ·Le Conseil de S~our1 t~ devreJ. t, chaque fois qu 111 
conv1ent, faire appel a~ syst~mes, arrangements ou organ1smes 
re!gio.naux en vue de 1 1 application, sous son autori te! de mesures 
ooercitives. ~ syst~m~i. arrengemen~s QY·orgen!smee re!gionaux 
~ pourtont, ~ aucun ~~ Adopter ~ mesyre~ ~ eanctions, · 
~cgnomlgyee .Q.Y m*li t;;1re$1, .u.n.1 l' aytoris@,tioo rormell~ ~ 
0Qnse1J, ~ S~cw11;e!. 11 

1534 
(Doc. 2 G/+4(2) p,9~ 
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Br~sil 

11 9 .. Le gouvernement br~a111en est d 1 avis que les questions 
int~ressant les groupes exclusivement r~gionaux, me~tionn~s aux 
pt.r&gre >hes 1, 2 et 3, section C, Chapitre VIII d.u plan, doivent 
etrE rc'-solues par eux-m€mes' 1 1-intervention du Cons ell ne se 
justifiEnt aue d~ns le cas oh ces auestions mettraient en 
da.t1ger la :oiix de plus d 1un grouoe r~gional. 11 

(Doc. 2 G/7(e)(2), p,3) 

"Chapitre VIII 

11 En ce qui concerne la Section C du Chapitre VIII relatif 
aux arr&ngements r~gionaux, 1~ Ddl~~ation du Br~sil est d 1avis 
qu 111 convient d 1ap::;:>rouver sans r~serve la proposition pr~sent~e 
par la Conf~rence et distribue!e au Deuxi~me Coroit~. 

11 Il y aure.i t done lieu. d 1 ins~rer dans la Section C un 
pEJragraphe concu approximativement dEns ces termes: 

111 La solution des aue.stions int~ressant exclusi vement. 
un groupe r~gion'l d~j~ organis~ comme par exem~le le groupe 
inter-f~nl~ricain 1 deVrei t etre recherCh~e per leS ID~thodeS 
utilis~es entre les merobres de ce groupe, de sorte que 1 1inter­
vent1on du Conseil de Sl!curit~ ne se just1f1era.1t qu 1au cas 
ob. ces questions pourra1ent compromettre la paix d 1un autre 
groupe de nations. 111 

(Doo. 2, G/?(c) Pp. 7-8) 
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CHILI. 

Le Gouvernement du Chili ne doute pas non plus que 
d 1 autres principee fondamentnux de bonne entente interna­
tionnle,toujours oonformes ~ 1 1 esprit de sa politique, ne 

~ I ' ' scient prls en considor~tion dons 1 etude de oes problemes. 
' ' ~ A ce suj et 1 11 rei tere 1es dE.,clarutions du Mf·morundum trE~ns-

' I ,.. mis D. 1 Amb£~ssnde des Eta.ts-Unis en dntc du 22 nout dernier, 
et tout pr,rticulierement les sui vnnts: .•• 

. • •• g) n.P,p1icc,tion, en fin de cause, des mesures ooerci­
tives pour eviter lo. guerre ou y mettre obstr-cle, suns 
toutefois que cette mesure comporte l 1 ncceptntion d'un super­
Etnt, mnis plutot qu 1 elfe 1mplique la pr.rticipntion des Etnts 
epris de paix a._un systeme'qui, dnns ses mesures coercitives, 
tlendre compte de ln situ~tion g6ogrnph1que, milit~ire et 
econ0111iqUe deS di VE'rS p~.yS I t:USSi bien que deS CirCOnSt!'.nC88 
po1itiques dans lesquelles ils se trouvent ••• 

••• ll desire une fois encore, comme il l 1 1ndique au , , ' ' parngrnphe 5 1 renffir!"ler son adhesion nu systeme inter-
americnin et son profond nesir de voir l'esprit, ·les bases et 

I ' I les procedures de ce systeme renforces et mis en hnrmonie 
avec 1 1orgenisrtioi'). g{nl~rn.le proposee. (Doc.2, G/7 (i)pp.1-2). 

Section C 
ARRANgEMENTS REGIONAUX 

1. Il est propose d 1 njouter lee mots aou11gncs: 

11 Rien dnns lc. Chr.rte ne devro s 1 opposer D. 1 1 existence 
et au fonctionnement de systemes ou d 1 uccords continentnux ou 
reglOnaux OU d 1orgrcniSf.ies D.yent pour bUt de trv.iter leS que"B=' 
tiona rol~tives OU mnintien de 1D puiX et de ln securite 
internc.tiono.lE!S et de nLture U pouvoir fnire 1 1 Objet d I Une 
E>Ctlon de Ol•rE.Ct~re regiono.l, n condition que ~ C.CCOrds OU 
orgnnismes et leurs ncti vi t6s scient coMp·atibles twec lea buts 
et lee principes de 1 1 Or.:c•.nist.tion. Lc Conse11 de. S6curi te 

' 0 ' ' ' devra encouruger 1~ rGt.lement des differends de caracter~ 
loc~1 pnr 1 1 1ntermedinire de ces nocorda ou orgunismes region· 
t.ux·, soit sur 1 1 in1t.1ot1ve des Etnts inttressea, soit sur 1n 
suggestion du Conseil de Securite {le mot "accords" remplnce 
le mot 11 urrhngemen-ts 11

). 

2. Inserer les mots aoul1gnea: 

11 Le Consei1 de Securite dev:rn, ohnque fois qu'il con­
v1ent ,. fn1re uange de ces t~ccords ou orgnnismes en vue de 
1 1 npp;t1co.t1on, soua eon nutor1 t~, de mesures ooerc1t1 vee; 
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pur consequent 11 !!.£ devrc. prandre c,ucun8 mesure concernant 
des guestions ou des endroits ~ intereseent ~ continent Qg 
.ill1§. r8gion dcms 1esguele le ayeteme oontinentc,1 .£!:! rt-gionul 
oourrci t trouv ,:r ~ ... applict•tion efficnce; mnis v.ucune r.1asure 
coerci ti vc ne devrc~ etre r,pD1iquee en vE:rtu d' cccords 
r~gionnux ou pnr des orit~ni~mes r~~ionPux sans 1 1 autorisntion 
du Consei1 de Securite. (Le mot .hrrnnger,1ents 11 est remplt,c~ 
ici encore pnr 1e mot 11 accords 11 ). 

4. Los mesures coercitives et 1a purticipution mi11-
to.ire des l!ler:tbres de 1 1 0rbnnisr,tion neseront pus obligc..tolres 
Qour to-qs 1orsgu1 11 s 1 ngirn d 1nffr,1res interessc,.nt des ..Q.9.!!.::. 
tinents uutres gue 1e leur, snuf duns les ens et d~ns lea 

il!lites fixes ~ p)r('gr;aphe8'"5a 9 ~<ffi'arreVr,Beillon B 
PLrr~graphe nouveau . Doc. 2 G/7 TiT pp. ?-8 • 

- 7-
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PROJET coHHUN D' Al1ENDEHENT ~ cru~PITRE VIII, sECTION ·c, 

DES PROPOSITIONS DE DUMB.h.RTON OaKS,SOUMIS PAR LES 
DELEGATIONS DU-CR!L~~COLOMBIE, DE O"OSTARICA, 
DE"L"YQUATEUR ET' DU PEROU. ----- -

Les ~rincipes formulee uu Cha,1~re~VIII,~ection 
C~des proposittons de Dumbnrton Ouks pourrnient etre develop­
pes de la rn~niere suivunte: 

I· Il 8st rAconnu que 1 1 ex1stence de systemes ' , , de c~rncter~ regional fondea sur des ~ccords permanents et 
aynnt les memes buts, fins et objectifs que l 1 0rgnn1sat1on des 
Nntions Uni~s peut Stre d 1.une grunde utili te pour le mnintien 
de la pnix et de la·s8cur1t6 1nternut1onale. 

II. Le Conseil de Securite sern tenu hU courant, 
d 1 une maniete permanente et dt.hv.ill~e, de toutes lee activi tee 
do ces systemes rogionaux. 

III. ~out accord qui pourr~it Stre conclu en vue 
I ' ' I 1 d E;tc,blir deR systerr1es d ententes regionr·.les p,our le muintien , , . ,. 

de ln paix et de ln securita 1nternet1onal8S devrn etre soumis 
au Consc1l de s4curit6 pour examen et npprobat1on; Le Conseil, 
avant de donner cette upprobution, pourru 1nspecter et sur­
veiller, pendnnt ln pcriode qu'il jugera convennble, 1 1 orgnnisa­
tion et les activitos de ce eyst~me. 

~ IV. Los litiges ou confltts qui pourrcieryt . 
s 1 elevar entre Etnts membr6s d'un systeme d 1 ententes regionales 

' , ' 1 seront regl"'s confo.rmement nux accords ou stntuts du d t sys-' ; ~ , teme, oourvu aue celui-ci nit et~ ~pprouve par le Conseil de 
I .. , , I ; 

Securi te ou de-clare dnns le pt'Psel}t instrument, en h~crmon1e 
a~oc les fins et buts des Nations Ud1es; toutefois, cec1 

I ,.. ' ' n fmpechern P,L~ J.e Con~dl de St'-c~rite de remplir les foJ:'}ctions 
qui lui ,ont et•l assignees lorsque 1 1 npp~ictttion dee mesures 
envisngees dans 1 1 ucoord ou le stntut regional en question, 
n'nura nas nermis de regler le lit1ge ou le conflit d 1 une ' . .. ' ' mnniArc s~tisfnisnnte,• 1 orgDnieme regional nurn le devoir de , , ' , , . 
determiner, conformement n lu procedure fixee dans ses statute, 
l 1 ex1stence d'un cas de ce genre. 

, t , ... 
, V, Il est daclnre expressement que le systeme 

pan-americain est compatible nvec les buts, fins et object1fs 
de 1 1 0rg~nisGtion'des Nntions Un~es; en cbns6quence, 11 con­
tinuern a fonctionner d 1 une muniere uutonome, a1nsi qu 1 11 est 
stipul6 au pnragraphe p~ec~dent. 
1534 - 8 -

, VI. L~ f,a'i t qutun Eto.t est r1en.bre ,;_tun orgnnisr1e 
reg1ono.l ne le ~egage ~'uu9une- ~es obl1gat1o~s q~ 1 11 

peut o.ssumer nans le present,i9stru~ent, n 1 1 egarn 
nee autres N~t1ons Unies consinerees 1n~1vi~uellement 
ou cod.lectivenent. ,(Doc.2 I G/28 p. 1,2). 
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XII. I .a reco~maissa:10e des arx•auge»tents l'egio-
!lC.'JJ: est ut:~lc :m v·,J.c clc J.a cooJ."din.atlol'l des :Lnt~r6 cs des Ecots, 
CD.l" ello f<::.C:i.lito J.es e.cccrc1.s Cc>.:.2clus a des fin;:: COll111tll11eC d6rivant 
~ri~l~l. :cC~c~~ ~C~'·~/~:t t1{t~~1~) ~:~~~"'-·i"Jhiq\'G. ScctL:n t;, ~ .. ~.~~ ::. trc 
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DISrCSITIGITS .ADDITIC:~l!:CU.£S, COTTC:CimMTT IJ:3 PRCPOSITICNS 
Dr. DU:i.OJ-u'1TOIT ClCO, P:i:SSJ~IITB2S PA.l. T..J~ D:2J...T";G.t\TIOH CUBAINE. 

l,r:, D~l~:.;o.ticn cle Cube. sc)t,~··lOt a 1' t ttcntion. de- la. 
Conference 

Lr; PIW~T CI-1~PR:CS DB3 AHTICLES l'J)DITIONNBLS 
Al.J\ S;-;<;'l1I'U.il V DU C!IAFI'l'nt VIII. 

ATTmiDU : - - - - --:- . · 
- J.. - qllo le projct do Dun.b.s.l .. ton Oal:s (Section C du Chapitrc 

VIII) roconna:f. t'l 111tilitc de fc.vcriser los a.rrc.ngements ou les 
orr;anim.:es r6:..;icncx,;~ potll" "tro.itor des questions relatives au 
:··1ainticn ¢te la ps.ix et de la s~cUl"i t6 into:rnc.tiona.los qui peuvent 
fo.irc l'objct d'uno action de ccractcrc r6zional, ·a condition 
que ces c.:r:rc.ncemcnts cu crcenis~:Ics et lours o.ctivit~s scient 
cor.1patibles avec les buts ct los principes de 1' Orca.nisation"; 
qu'il est c'i.it en outre, do.ns ce p:rojet, que "le Conseil de S~curit~ 
d~vrai t encoure.ccr le l"ec;lel.1ent des diffcrcnds do caro.ctcro local 
pe.r 1 1 inte:r:utMiai:re do ces o.r:ran~ot<ents :rc~iono.ux ou par ces orga­
nismcs ret;ionuux, soit sur 1'5.nitiative des Eto.ts interosses, soit 
a la sugc;cstion du Conseil do S6curit6." 

2.- que cos :roccl:anandaticns tendcnt, b. justc titre, A 
encour~~e:r lc reslcr.•ent de differends do caractero local par 
des or3anismes co1 ll)cscs C.c Sl)~cialistcs posscdant uno connaissance 
apprcfcndie dCS problC:!i10S a r~SOUdrc, a IJ~rJC de prendre des deci­
Sions 6qt1itaolcs ct p1•op:rcs o. a.osul"cr le 1ac.intien de la. paix. 

3·- que, d'autre nart, cos dispositions visent a cviter 
dans la r.tosuro du possible,qu' un coni'lit qt,_olconque de co.ract~I'e 
local ne dcc;6n~ro en c cnfli t ::1ondial par l'intervcntion inopportune 
d'uutres nations. 

IL :CST D:CCIDE : 

d 'a.joutcr 2t lo. Section C du. Chapitrc VIII :'.:;s para3raphos. 
c1 dcssous : 

4.- Lea principes fondru~entaux de tout I'~Glement :regional 
dev:rcnt etre c.p:prouves par 1 'Assetlblee- Gen!rale, qui no pourra 
:refuser sa sanction que dans ·le cas o~ ccs p:rincipos ne seraient 
pas coni'ormes a.ux dispositions de la. prescmte Charte. 

5-- lea o:reanisncs chars~s du r~slemont :regional des ccnflits 
o.urcnt, une fois que J.es principes .fondamenteux en serC'nt approu­
ves pe.r 1' i.sscmbl~c, les pouvcirs necossaires pour regler les 
dift~rends pouvant_su:r~ir entre los ~embres du systene regional. 

-to-



814 
D.l:l ··1ourront adoptol' 1 to".lt en se ccnfc1~nant e:u.;~ pl~incilJGS arr@t~s 
en : ;c.ti~i.~c de l:>~::;J.c 1 .1enc ~ leo r:cst~rE:s q.1 1 ils consic.'0reront; em Uitc . 
~-CS :)lU.C ~)J:': Pl"'CS a condc:>..i..re 2. u:n3 solu~ion. Le Ocnsoil de S~curit~ 
n 1 intervicnc\re O..:;:.:'l.s J.cs diff6ren:ds r~L,;ionau;;: que si los crcanis-
cos r6:;:tcna:.t;c lc de~.lc.nc1cnt l.a si lo coru"'li t l'isquo do s 1 ~tcndN:: 
~- des no.'GlC!1S 91.li no font ~')US )L'..l''tio du s;tst~ue. Dans l t evon-
tunJ.:i. tc d 1Un desaccn~d entre los or,saniS.lCS rc,sicne.ux ct lc Con­
s·cil de Sscu:..'i te relativcwcnt a J. I intcrvcnt:~cn cventucllc de ce 

~ ~ \.'"' ~ ' ...... dcl'nior ,lc cliff~;:rcna Sel!O. SO'Llls sc.ns retard 1 1 Assci,Jbl~JG Gene-
rule Qll.i lo tro.nchcm::J. sc~ns <l.p~cl. 

6. - Le syl:lt~uc 5.ntor-o.rJ~J.':!.co.in est des aujourd'hui reconnu 
CCti.i..,O et<:mt '...'TI t'Lcs cr:_;a.ni~L,lCS de rc_:;lc:Jlcnts l"C[;ionau;~ Vises par 
le· present c.l•ticlo. (Doc. 2, G/14 \.:;) 3, pp. J.-2) 
l53l} - 11 -

Tchecoslovaquie 

11 Iv. Le Chauitre VIII, Section C, concernant les accords 
regionaux sera tr~s utile uour develouper et renforcer la paix 
et la securite internationales. Les necessites peuvent ~tre 
differentes selon lee regions et il peut se produire des 
situations que des conventions ou des organismes regionaux 
seraient lea mieux a m~~e de regler. Il sera ind1snensable 
c 1 integrer ces conventions dans ·'le cadre general de· 1 1 Organi­
sation. Lee Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks prevalent, a justa 
titre, qu 1 ils devront ~tre "compatibles avec les buts et 1es 
principes de 1 1 0rganisat1on. 11 

Elles stipulent e,n outre aue, 1111 aucune mesure, coerc1tive 
ne devra ~tre appliquee ,en vertu d-'arrangements regionaux 
ou par des organismes reg1onaux sans autorisation du Conseil 
de Securite. 11 Le Gouvernement tchecoslovaque considers que 
cette autorisatlon devra1t ~tre donnee a l 1 avance et, en 
'1 ,, , '1 reg e genera1e, dans tous les cas de danger 1mmed1at ou a 

susnens1on de mesures coercitives jusqu 1 au moment de 1 1 inter-· 
vention du Conse1l de Securite r1squera1t de provoquer des 
retards 1rremed1ables. Les mesures pr1ses, dans de tela cas, 
pourraient ~tre ulter1eurement soumises a 1 1 ap·:--robat1on du 
Conseil." 

(Doc.2 G/14{b)pp.5-6) 
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Eguateur 

"La. D<flegation 0.e 1 1 Eauateur, pleinement consciente de 
cette necessite imperieuse, propose que l'on insere, apres 
le para.grauhe ,en g,ue,stion, un autre paragraphe indi qua~t 
que 1 1Assemblee Generale devra approuver, Par un vote a 
la majorite des deux-tiers de ses'membres,-un statut pour la 
creati~n de commissions continentales ou regionales qui 
~eraient qhargees de fac111ter, yar ~ous les recours possibles 
a la procedure de conciliation, le reglement effect1f des 
conflits et des differends de nature politique qui pourraient 
se produire entre les Etats appartenant aux continents et 
aux regions respectifs. 

815 

A 1 1 encontre de cette ~reposition, on 9eut ar~uer qu 1il 
ap•)artient aux Etats de ces continents et de ces regions 
d 1accepter individuellement les conventions ou les instruments 
qui prevalent ou qui perfectionnent la procedure de conoiliatton, 
en dehors de la.o future Organisation internationale; en fait, 
la Delegati~n de 1 1Equateur, en pre'sentant cet~e suggestion, 
ne vise qu 1a utilise~ le prestige et 1 1autorite moral~ de 
l'Organisation pour etablir des ooyens efficaces de r~gle-
ment des confli ts internat1onaux, dans un es·l)l"i t de realisme 
vivant et sous toutes les latitudes, 

De la sorte, 1 1 ordre ju~1d1que universel rejoindrait 
l'ordre juridique regional et continental par le moyen de 
commissions qui, soumises a 1 1Asse:nblee et repres~ntant B;insf. 
toute la magna civitas organisee, au~aient,la pos~ibilite 
d 1 intervenir nrompteMent et opnortunement a 1 1 L1terieur des 
limi tes @:eogrt:rohiques de leur j.uridiction, dans to us les 11 tiges 
et ... conf~i ts aui pourraient met··re en danger la paix et la 
securite des Etats. 

Il est evident aue la comPosition de ces commissions 
devrai@.r,t tenir comote de la ne'cessite d 1 y 1nclure des 
personnal1tes quali~ie'es des divers conti~ents et des regions 
interesse's, auxquelles leur connaissance des difficultes et 
re'alites de la region et leur val~.r intellectuelle permettront 
d'accomplir au mieux leurs hautes :onctions, .. 

Enfin la Delegation de 1 1Equateur est1me qu 1 1l est oppor­
tun d'ajouter ala section C (Arrangement$ regionnaux) 1 
Chapi tre VIII, u.n nouveau paragra-ohe qui prendra!t acte de 
l' exist;ence de 1 1 entente regiona.le 1nter-amerlcaine et con­
staterait qu'elle est compatible avec l'Organ1sat1on mond1ale. 
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Confor~ement aux observations ci-dessus, la Delegation 

1"Le l 1Equateur propose d 1 inserer dans le Chapitre VIII a.es 
Propositions les dispositions suivantes: 

11 L1Assemblee Ge'nerale adoptera a la majorite' des deux­
tiers de sea me~bres un statut prevoyant la creation de com­
misstons continentales ou regionales chargees de provoquer et 
de real!ser par une orocedure de conciliation, le r~glement 
des differends ou des conflits de caractere politiaue pouvant 
surgir entre Etats aopartenant aux continents et regions 
envisages. (Doc.~G/? (p) p.24) 

11 L1 existence du syst~me regional inter-americain est 
reconnu p'lr les, presentee co,mme celle d 1 une entite historique, 
politiaue et geogra'Ohique regie par ~es coutumes ,et le droit 
falsan~ l 1obJet des instruments si~nes 9ar les republiques 
de l'hemis~here occidental, et dotee des organes requis 
pour la realisation ~e ses fins de paix, de se'curite et de 
justice internationales en harmonie avec. celles de 11 Organi­
sation et9.blie en vertu de la presente Charte. II 
(Doc.2, G/7(p)p.41) 

(Note.: La premii~re de ces disDOsi ti·ms est un pro jet d 1 amende­
ment ~ la section A du.chnpitre VIII~a seconde est un 
projet d 1amendement ~ la sectiun c.) 
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EgYpte 

Page 16 - Section C. Arrangements Regionaux. 

11 Commentaire: Les nropositions de Dumbarton Oaks se 
rar,)1Jortent a des ar:"angements regionaux en ts.nt que ·leurs 
buts sont corrmatibles avec lea objectifs de 1 1 Organisation 
''1 c· ' 't t t G-enera ,e. es gr0u_pes 1,egions.ux nresen eron un avan age 

C'JnS iderable, en arzissant en pleine collaboration avec le 
Conseil de Securit~, pour le maintien de la paix, dans leurs 
zones respectives. rbis les termes 11 Arrangem6nts regionaux" 
n 1 ont pas toujours ete bien compris et la Dele~ation Egyptienne 
estime qu 1 ils devraient ~tre nlus clairement defin1s. 

11 A en juger d'apres le texte, la nature de la teneur des 
dispositions de cette section des Propositions, les termes 
11 Ar ·angeqents reg1onaux 11 impllouent (a:) le voisina~e des 
Etats lies par de tels arrangements, (b) le. c!lractere per­
manent de 1 1accorc1 (o) lea aff1nitea de culture, de race 
et de religion, (d~ une organisation oomm.une a tous lea Etats 
du grouBe•, Les Proposi tiona sygg~rent ce~ caracte'ristiques 
e~ se referan~ a une action regio~ale et a des organismes 
regionaux dotes d 1attr-ibut1ons specifiques dans leur cir­
conscription particuliere, telles que des mesures d 1arbitrage 
et coercitives. 

11 !1 ne serait, (lone T)as juste,d 1appl1quer lee termes 
d 1 Arra. geDents regionaux 11 employes au Chani tre VITI; Section C 

des Pro?ositions, aux alliances d 1 ordre ~urement militaire 
entre deux ou nlusieurs -r;,uissances. Les alliances militaires 
n'ont rien de commun avec les arran~ements regionaux; elles 
re'sultent ,d~ circonstances politiques fo~tuites et ne se 
fondent generalement pas sur lea affinites qui leur servent 

817 

de base. Ces alliances, essentiellement temporaires, m~me 
lorsqu'elles sont co~clues pour de longues periodes, sont 
1 1 expression de 1 1 ~nc1en pr-incipe de lr equilibre des puissances, 
La nouvelle Organisation se propose de ma~nten1r la paix au 
moyen de mesures collectives et d 1abandonner 1 1ancien principe. 
Une def1r;_1t1on p~us precise de c,es "Arrangements re'gionaux" est 
par consequent necessaire ?OUr eviter toute comparaison avec 
les alliances militaires modernes. De toute fa9on le mot 
"pe-rmanentS' devra.it tltre ajoute a 1 1 exuression "Arrangements 
regionaux11 de la Section C. -

11 !1 semble egalemAnt aue les dispositions concernant lee 
"Arrange:nents regionaux" devraien~ ~:tre ,se'parees du Chapitre sur 
le Maintien de la Paix et de la Securite Internationales A~ 
1534 - l5-
t~.ire 1' objet dlun chap1tre special. Lee avantages qui 
decoulent de ces arrangements ne sont pas limites au 
maintien de la. paix et au r~glement pacifique des diffe­
rends regionP~UX mais peuVent aussi S I averer d 1 Une grande 
utilite pour promouvoir la coop~ration econom1que, sociale, 
et intellectuelle entre les Etats et encourager les re­
lations de bon VJ1s1nage. 

1535 
(D,;c. 2 G/7 (q) (1) p. 7) 
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France 

11 (6) Arrangements rerionllux. 

11 Le Gouvarnemcnt frfJ.n9ais estime incompatible avec les 
concH tions de la s ecuri te de certains Etats, qui oeuvent 
exiger 1 1 action immediate, 1 1 ajournement jusqu1a decision 
pre9.la'ole <\U Conseil,, des mesures d' ~rgence -prev:ues dans 
certaines eventualites oar les traites d 1 assistRnce conclus 
entre He1nbres de 1 1 Organisation et notifies au Conseil de 
Securite. En vue Cl.e rcainten1r les dro1ts du Conse1l, les 
Etats signataires devra1ent lui rendre comute dans le olus 
bref del!J.i des mesures qu' 1ls aurn.ient et{ ami:mes ~ prendre 
en execution des stioulations o.e ces traite's. 11 

(Doc.2 G/7(o) ~.4 de la note) 

Section C Arrange~ents regionaux. 
,.... , # 

.: 1"' ••• 2.- Le vonseil de Securite devrait, chaque fois 
. q~ 1 il convient, faire usage de ces arr·an~ern<" nts au o,rganismes 
regionaux en vue de 1 1aprylication, sous son autorite 1 de 
mesures coerci t1 ves 1 oo1s aucune r:tesure coerci t1 ve ne de•rrai t 
~tre apoliqu~e en vertu d 1 arrangements re'g1onaux au par des 
organismes regionaux sans 1 1autorisat1on du Conseil de 
sec uri te. 

Il est toutefois fait exceot1on a cette r~gle dans le 
cas dtapillcation des mesures d' ur··~enceprevuesoor les -
traftes d 1assistancecoiicTusentre l'.embres de l'OrganiSation 
et notifVs 1:;ar eux au vonseil de Secuille.-· En tout et~t de 
cause, les E't;its signatilies cl.evraien•t lui rend:re comDtedans 
.!Lplus bref de(~± des mesureE}_ gu' ils a"i;!r!lient ete amenes -­
~prendre~ ~xecution des stinulations desdits traites. 

(Doc.2 G/7(o) p.5 des amendenents) 

"Q.tnnt.& la solidari te, c 1 est 1 1 essence mtme de la 
securite collective. Mais elle ne neut se man1fester selon 
les nodalite's ic.entiques dans t0us les c!ls. Il est des Etats 
entre lesquels 1a uroximite' d'un ntme danger cre'e un lien 
nlus direct. Il en est d'autres au c0ntraire, dont le concours, 
eg!llem<>nt indispens'able, ne peut, en r,.aison' de leur e'loigne­
mept, intervenir; qu 1 avec .. un certain delai, Il faut que le 
mecanisme adopte so1t con9u avec assez_de souplesse pour 
tenlr compte de ces situations niverses. Les premiers ,de 
ces Etats doivent nouvoir conclure entre eux des traites 
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d 1 assistance instituant la riposte immediate au peril. Pour , 1 , les seconds, des nrocedures plus lentes peuvent ~tre env sagees. 
1viais il ne faut en ar:.cun cas~ que les trai te's d1 assistance 
scient consideres comme des entorses a la se'curite collective, 
alors qu 1ils en sont au contraire les .premiers elements." 

(Doc.2 G/7 (o) p.6 de la note) 

11 0hap1 tre VIII., ,Secti~n 0, .fue 2 
"Le Oonseil de Securite devrRit, chaque fois qu'il convient, 

f'lire US[l.ge de ces arrangements OU orgt.mismes regionaux en 
vue de 1 12pplicat1on, sous son Rutorite', de mesures c~ercitives. 
lhis aucune r.1esure coerciti ve ne devra.i t ~-tre appliquee "'l 

vc:rtu d 1 G.rrant::enents region-"l.UX OU P,Cl.r des, organis,mes regionaux 
sans l 1assent1nent du Conseil de Securite excepte les mesures 
pre'vues dans les o.rrangenents region:wx dirigt!s centre le 
renouvelle~ent de l~ nolitinue d 1 ag~ession de ln. part des 
Etats aGress~urs dans la suerre ac~uell~. Le~ Etats signataires 
devr11ient rc;ndre co~2pte s.u Conseil ,:;.e Ssenrite dans le plus 

' I " , ' ' d bref delai des ~esures qu ils aur~i~nt EGe amenes a pren re 
en execution desstioul2tions desdits arrangements." 

1534 
GuFotema1a 

(Doc.2 G/7 (o)(2)) 
- 1 7 

"En ce qui coneerne le Cdnseil de S~curit~, le 
Gouverne!T!ent accepte qu 1 il soi t compos€ de membres permr_nents 
et non permanents, qu 1 il cor.1prenne parMi les premiers les 
Etats-Unis, l 1Angleterre, l 1 Union des Republicues Sovietiques 
Socialistes, la Chine et la France. Ce gouvernement est 
d 1 avis qu 1 un certain nombre de siet;es non ~,:>ermanents devraient 
etre attribues aux Republiques de .l'AM~rioue latine qui les 
occuperaient a tour dt role soit par ordre alphab~tique, soit 
suivant un autre systeme d 1 alternance 11 • 

(Doc. 2 G/7 (f) (l) p.l) 

"Le Gouvernement du Guater;J1~l: ; . croi t que confer-· 
m~r.1ent aux statute de l 1 0r~anisation proposee, 11 faudra 
rnaintenir les principes americains de collaboration et de 
soltdarite continentale et perpetuer les consultations et 
les conf6rences periodiques inter-americaines." 

(Doc. 2 G/7 (f) (l) p,3~ 

Le Gouvernement du Guat~r:·,:.lr., croit qu'en ce qui 
concerne 1 10rganisation proposee et la cooperation interna­
tionale pour le maintien de la paix, on·devrait renforcer 
le systeme pan-americain et les principes de collaboration 
et de solidarite continentales et main~enir la procedure de 
consultation et les conferences p~riodiques inter-americaines. 
Ceci SHns prejudice de la creation d'organisLtions r~gionales 
entre pays unis par le lien d'interets narticuliers d 1 ordre 

; .t ... ' geographique, economique, social, etc., ala condition que 
ces interets ne portent pas atteint~ a 1 1 org~nisation mondiale. 

1534 
(Doc. 2 G/7 (f) (1) p.2) 
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820 
Me xi que 

11 7. Determiner la compatibilite' de 1 10rganisation 
interns.tlonnle c:tners.la, non seuler.lcnt ~wac les organis9.tions 
re'c;ionn.les exis t9.ntes, r.1ais aussi ~wee celles qui pourraient 
ttre cre'e'es ~ 1 1 av~nir, e'tant bien entendu, que leurs objectifs 
ne seron~ ~9.S en desaccord avec les princi~es et buts de 
l!i premiere. 11 

(Doc.2 G/? (c)(l) p.2) 

11 Section C. Arr<mge men t s 
, 

regionaux 

"1· Le syster::e 1nter-"t!'1ericain oue 1 1on_peut conside'rer 
Q!:!Jourd'hui com.ne 1 10rgqnisat1on internationale d 1 un continent 
la plus co:n.ulete ~ b ·o'lus A.VIlncee, ~ cor.natible ~ 
1 1 0rgan1s~tion. hien,dans· ]8_Charte ••.• 

1534 
(Doc.2 G/7 (c)(l) p.l3) 
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Pays-Bas 

11 1. Le p~an n 1 exclut pas la possi-bllite d 1 ententes ou 
d 1 organ1smes reglonaux _pour traiter des questions relatives 
au maintien de la pa.ix et de la securite interncttionales 
suscepti~les:de faire 1 1 objet d~une action de CAractere re­
gional, a conqi ti.on que ces arrA.ngements ou organismes et 
leurs activites scient compatibles evec les buts et les 
principes de 1 1 organisation. Bien au contraire, le Conseil 
de Securlte est encourage a utiliser ces ententes ou ces 
orgpnismes. Le Gouvernement neerlandais accepte volontlers 
cette clause sous sa forme actuelle. En effet, rien ne 
semble Blus dangereux pour la p8.1X mondiale que des groupe­
mente regionaux oui, si bonnes que scient les intentions qui 
les ont suscites, pourraient a tout moment, se dresser 1 1 un 
contre 1 1 autre ou contre un ttat donne, fA.ute d 1 une coor­
dination appropriee. 

1534 
Nouvell~ Zel:nQe 

(Doc. 2, G/? (j), p. 14) 
-20-

".AVI. P•:ge 1§. ligne .£E Sunnr1m--r ill ~ 1 so1Pnt 
com9 ti~l~s av~c les buts et les pr1ncipes d~ 1 1 0rgants~t1on 1 

et :y_ sub;;tltueT' le>s ~ su1vants: 1 so1€nt Cl[?prouves :par 
1' Or-ganisation cor:1m.e etant com-patibles avec fiiP.S buts et .seb 
prlnclpes 1 • ·11 

(Dac 2. G/1-~ (f), p. ?i ) 
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Paraguay 

"II· Systlme Inter-AmericRin. Developoement et Coor­
dination avec L10rgan1sqtion Mondiale. 

11 L10rganisat1on Mondiale ne dolt pas exclure lea organi­
sations regionales. Il faut nrevoi r la coordinRtion de ces 
deux systemes. Signalons a ce propos que le s~steme pan­
americain represente une organisation s1 concrete et si re­
elle qu 1 aucun des itats americains ne pourrait renoncer aux 
avant,qges qu 1 il en rat ire et qui s ant les fruits de cinquante 
ana d 1 efforts commune. 

"En ce qui regarde la paix ,et la securite collectives, 
le systeme americain prevoit specifiquement le reglement des 
questions internationales ( Tra,i te de Gondra en vue d I evi ter 
et de prevfnir lea conflits entre Etats americ~ins, 1923; 
Convention Generl'!.le inter-.13.mericaine de conciliation, ·'~lashing­
ton, 5 Janvier 1929, etc.) et le maintien des regles du 
droit international. 

, 11 Un g:r;and nombre de d('ICUments juridiques ant ete pub-
lies en Amerique au sujet du maintien de la paix et de la , , ( ~ securite collectives Code de Mexico sur la QRix; Resolutions 
visqnt la procedure de consultation des conferences de m1n­
istres des Affaires Etrangeres, eto.) 

,"Pour conclure, l'OrganisRtion Internationale dolt etre 
fondee sur les principes essentiels suivants: 

(a) Egalite juridique des Etats et possibilites egales 
pour taus. 

{b) Preservation de l 1 independance et de l 1 integrite 
territoriale des Etats. 

(c) Non-intervention. 
(d) Inviolabilitl des traites interna. 
(e) Respect des regles du droit international; solution 

pacif;que des litiges internationaux; execution obligatoire 
des decisions et sentences arbi tr13.les. 

(f) Respect de la dignite humaine et des droits essen­
tiels de 1 1 homme. 

(Doc. 2, G/7, (1). pp. 2-~ 
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Turc·J.ie 

11 Le Gouvc--rnemE:>l"'t Turc estin::e ; ue d ns les coo d 1 ur;.:encP, 
1 1 . c :_ion lm•H~d~~ te ,que lP. jPu ci.es rrr~-nf•f'mf'nts r~gionr:u '( 
ebt Pn mes:1!'e 8.e decl' nchFr -c:utomPticue:'1f'nt, ne a.evr.oJit 
()0 b e "'..:·e . journee jus( u I 7~. h Clecision d~l Cons~j.l de 
dec-..tritP. cF.·r, toute 1entP-ur cle nroc~n.ure serri t, d ns ces ' , Cf,;, nef<:ote ,-u ·,)rys ·ttP.c•uP-. 

tl En consecuence, l.., Delee;--tion Tur. ue SOUil~i te ch.'lle-Jl"'f'ilLE'.netl 
l 1 .:>CLLl.scion des ~·rr,·n;,.'P.t!lf!D': .. s regicn~U'C A. r-c+i::m ~utom:·~oue, 
C~.me el~ment CO~Stitutif oe lF.·S~CU~i~~ collective ~ condi­
tion .ru' Us soient 'IJrevus d~ns le but e ·cl;H;lf de defens.; 
et tue 'es ~t~ts si~n~t··1rPs ou1 sPr~ient ~m~n~s ~ en USPr 
soient ten11s de renZJre cor;, ·te -,u Conse1l,d':'ns J.e nlus bref 
del-.'1 1 des fli8t>Ul"BS d 1•Jr•.,:'f'nCP (\.l 1 1J.s SUY"·•it=mt etA contr,:i~ts 
de 'll"f'D(.ll"P. en execution· de ces "!'l"''·DP;P:'JPnts, ~.1nsi (·UF 0.e 
jur:.t.lfler 1' U!'7f':;nce de cAs mes~n .. es, 11 

(Doc. ?., G/14 ( r:o ), n.4) 
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venezuela 

Chapitre VIII. Section C. Arrangements regionaux. 

No.1. En matiere d 1 organis<>tlon regionale, le projet 
s 1 ecarte resolument de la formule timide du pacte de la So-

, , •• , ' I ciete des ~ations qui decl~rait a 1 Article 21 que les en-
gagements intern<'~.tione.ux, tels que lee traites d 1 Rrbi trage 1 

et les ententes regionfl.les I comme lt; Doctrine de l1oz;roe I qui 
assurent le maintien de la paix, n 1 etaient consideres comme 
incompatibles avec aucune des dispositions du pRcte. Il 
etRit done a peine reconnu que des eng~gements de rette nature 
pussent continuer a subsister entre les membres de la Societe 
des N~tions parce qu 1 ils ne tomb~ient pas sous le coup des 
abrogations automatiques prevuee a l'Article 20 du pacte et 
1 1 on n 1encourageR1t nulle~ent le genre de fonction que les 
groupements p~rtiels -- regionaux ou continentaux -- sent 
appeles a remplir en vue de regler certaines affaires qui 
leur sont pF~.rticul1eres et d 1 unifier les d1ffere·nts groupes 
nat1onaux af1n de consol1der 1 1action morale et materielle 
du .tout pour le plus P;r"1.nd bien des ideals defendus par 
1 1 0rgan1sat1o~~~~ditle. Le principe ~e,l 1 accep~ation des 
organisQtions regionales n 1 ava1t pas ete formule ~lore dans 
des termes Qrecis et son domaine d 1 apt)licP.tion n 1 avai t pP.s 
et~ dthim.i te 1 Ce qui fut une erreur qu 1 fls S I Agi t mP.intenant 
de corriger. 

11 D1 autre p11rt, le projet indique qu 1 aucune des dispo­
sitions du Statut ne devrait e 1 oQposer a 1 1 existence 
d I arrangements et d I orgn.nismes region~uX dont 1 1 -':I.Cti Vi te 
est compatible avec lee buts et les fins de 1 10rgan1sation 
gener~le et qui ont ete crees pour traiter_qes qu~stions 
rel~tives au maintien de .la paix et de 1~ securite inter­
natlonales et se pretent a des solutions regionqles. De 
cette fa9on, se trouvent reconnues des situations de fqit 
creees· p~r des groupes de pays oui, en vertu de" liens naturels 
de solid~rite et d 1 interets communal ou mus p~r d 1 ~utres 
causes cont1ngentes 1 cherchent R unifier leur action dRns le 
domaine d.eB rel~tionS internPtiono.leS et R f~Cili ter le regle­
ment de leurs propres differends dAns les 11m1tes de cette 
org5nisation p~rtielle. 

11 I.e Conseil a.e Se:;;uri te devrA.1 t 1 encourP.ger 1 , comme 11 
est <U 't d"'.nl::l le pro.t•.,"':; lui-meme I le reglement de~ confli ts 
locaux par 1 1 1nterm~u1aire de ces institutions region~les 
soit sur 1 1 initiative des Etats 1nteresses ou soit pqrce qu~ 
11 

• , , A 

s ant ete portee deve.nt eux p"'.r le ConAeil lui-meme. La 
propoeition est trop vague pour etre .accueillie s~ns obJection. 

1534 .... 24-
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On nEe Sl'll t paA eX.!3.Ctement que1le ser'il t 1 1 etendue c.es pouvoirs 
du Cons· tl 0.n 1 1 espece, c 1 est-a-cUre si son tntervention ser-

t ~ ' ' ~ Ri t limi ee a une si;::ple recommr1nd.Ption et A un RD;>ui donne 
R 1 1 Rction reg1onl'l.l6 ()OUr le ~eglement du conflit- en auestionl 
le Conseil s 1 abstenent de toute intervention directe d~ns la 

t 
~ ~ ques ion pend~nt que se deroule lR procedure sur le plan na-

tion~l ou si BU contrair~ 11 lui serRit loisible 1 en pren11.qt 
texte de 1 1 expression 1 encouroger 1 qui ne 1e 1ier~1t p~s neces­
S8irement ~ 1 1 in8ction 1 prendre le prrti d 1 .11gir immediqt~ment 
en f"'isnnt VP.1oir que lo quc:stion en litige_ requi.srt imperieuse­
m<mt son intervention o.irecte. Nous comprenons que 1 d-=ms 1e 
projet, 1es det~i1e de 1 1 orgpnis9tion des grouoes ou des 
systemes regionAux d<>.ns 1e c".dre de 1 1 Organisq_tion ~ener<1.le 
ne SCient pns ino.iques ID'?iS 11 est neceBSRire de S I etendre 
sur c.,-rtqins .ttspects fond.CJ.rrL,;ntEtux de cette question afin d 1 as­
surer le bon fonctionnement des ent1t~s regionales A l'lnte­
rieur du syst~me monc11Etl. !1 !<>.ut tenir compte des dlfficultes 
inherentes A. 11'1. coordinA.tion du Stqtut et du mec~misme des I , , 
organis~tions p'lrtielles "'V'&c ceux de 1 Orgnn1s<>ct1on generale1 
et s 1 efforcer d 1 eviter.des confl1ts de juridiction aui pour­
rqient ~ompromettre l.tt et~q111te et le prestige de 1 1 ensemble 
au systeme. Il est ·done nscess~1re de oettra 1 1 Rccent sur 

' ''' ' 1 1 I ce qui '1 aeja ete a.1 t 1 ~- s«.voir que lo:r;squ 11 s ng1 t d une 
question 1oo~le, 1e Conse11 de Securite doit s 1 absten1r de 

t 
, , , 

tou e intervention si une procedure de re~lement regional 
est en cours et se 11mit6r a remplir le role d 1 1nstqnce su-... ' , , , b1 preme au c~s ou lq methode suivie se r~ve1eralt incapa e 
de conduire au reglemt:nt du <U:f'ferend, 

" , , , No.2. Il est prevu que le Conseil de Securite se 
servira des org9nis9.tione regional•s pour appliquer lee me­
Sures coerc1t1v~s qui dependsnt de lui, c 1 est-a-d1re pour 
m<Sttrc en vigu<:mr n 1 1mporte q_uRlle me sur~;, si cette voie lui 
pe.rait convenable 1 mais aue 1 1 autorisation cl.u Conse11 est 
1ndispensA.b1c; pour toute ··action ou pour toute meRure :f'ondee 
sur les,aGCOrds regionaux. 

"Il ne s 1 ag1t plus mBintenant du fonc~lonnement de proce­
dures pacifiquee, mP.is de 1 1 P.ppliclltion de s~:mctions d 1 ordre 
m111t~1re, economi.que ou autre. On reconnait fort bien la 
neoessit6 d 1 et~blir une oooperrtion sf:rree entre 1 1 0rgqnisation 
gen~r"le et les orgqnis~tions re~ion~l~s.afin de prevenir lee 
conflits et de fAvoriser le succes mnteriel de ces orgqnieations. 
On reconn<>.i t AUSSl 11'1: neces ~i te de subord.onncr 1 1 "l.ction des 

, 'I , ' ' ""h groupes reglona~x a l autorite du s~steme, de f~;on R ernpec er 
que lR stnb11'- te d.e ~elu1-c1 nr- sol t compromise p~=tr cette 
~ct1on qui do1t lui· etre 1ntegree ct le consol1d~r; Toute­
f'oie la prop.os1 t1cin s ous examen, d~ns le cadre genere.l du 

1534 -25-



· projet qui tend A donner des pouvoirs excessifs au Conseil 
de Securite, ne laisse pas d~ presenter certaines diffi­
cultes pour tout regime qui,~ 1 1 instar du regime inter­
americain, se trouve lui-m~me en situation d 1 etud.ier et 
d 1adopter des mesures destinees A preserver ou ~ tetablir la 
pais regionP.le ou continentale. En fait, lee inter~ts con­
traires ou 1 1 1ndifference d 1une grande puissance membre du 
Conseil suffiraient pour que ces mesures restent lettre morte. 
L1affaire tomberait alors automatiquement dans la sph~re 
d 1activ1te du syst~me general sans qu 1ait ete realisee·la 
condition sus-indiquee d 11noaoacite, de la part du groupe 
regional, de res,udre le conflit et d 1 ecarter la menace 
a la paix. Un tel etat ne choses 8branlerait 1 1 autorite 
morale d.e 1 1 Organ·iso.tion regionale, provoquerai t son affai­
blissement et sa desagregation progressive ou, tout au moine, 
diminuerait son esprit de cooperation en faveur de l'Organisa­
tion mondiale. 

Il y a plus, l'autorisation prealable du Conse11 
pourrait entra1ner des retards capables de neutraliser les 
effete de mesures de oaract~re 1mperatif. Pour ecarter 
cette objection, 11 serait sage d 1 envisager les possibili­
tea d'appl1cat1on de cee mesures aous reserve de reexamen 
de la part du Conseil. 

825 

Il est vr~.1, en 1utrC", ou'unc t0tl'lc inrlC'::lcn0.rmce nccor­
fl.oc aux orglln1s~tti')nS r~giOn!J.les en r:l'ticre ci 1 avpliMtion c"'\e 
sR.nctions d'un Ct'1rl".cterc loce.l comporterrit r"':.e ;·r."1l1o.cs r'iffi­
oultes et eourr~it donner lieu a ~es oppos1t10ns entre cont1-
ncnts'et regions ou suscitcr uns pnlitique dangereuse ~ 1 1so­
lcment C"'ntlnentRl, Le gout de ln domin~ti !n ct r1e ln pre­
ponc"'..erMCC stir le rest~ du m<llncle QU la the'Jri~ (',e 1 1 equilibre 
des ,,uv1irs 2ntro tiffcrcntrs ~r Rnisati0ns ro~i0nales ren~t­
tr,.1i:mt; en COnSer]UOnCe 

1 
11 COnv1ent f I etU<".1er S01,.·neusenent 

le ')rOblene; 11 "'\•1Urrn1t ~tre rCS·llU .~eut-~tre ·:;nr le recours e. un :·.1oc1e de vote S1)ecial flU e:o1n <".u Conseil et" larsqu1 1:1; s I a(:-it 
ctl F~utoriser deei r.esurc-s re;-·ionfl.les r'te coercition. Une nethode 
Semblfi.Ole ·~ ourrPit ~tre Elpf'l1quee en r:1a.tiere 0.e revis;rm c'l€' 
nesure~ coerciti:ves en cours ~~r le plan locRl. LFl ret·.t'l"rtit~on 
des sieges c"'.Pns les :ronctions electives C'.'mt nous avons ~·t:1rle 
c1-C'.essus ~et e:1 re."_Jport etroit "'"vee ~ette questinn. A11 reate, 
11 con"rienc'.ra1 t cte te>nir com"Jte, en C'.e'Jit c.es fiff1cult~s que 
rencontre eoo a:?::·liott-i:lon, c'.e la. these qui veut que lee -cet1 ts 
Bt.t~ts, oenbl'<'>S du C0'"·8eil 1 doivent rer:.resenter convenfl.blement: 
let c11J:f,~rentcs re~:ions clu ~·lobe Cr-\r cette condition, conjuc:uee 
avec .1 i' etabliseenent de re~:ies s,::.eci~les concern~.nt- les c.ec1-
s1ons ~ ')rendre dPns les na:tieree dont not::·~ venone de 1)P"rler, 
e!\levere"i t de leur force B.UX Objeot1tmS que Il'lUS PVOnS r"''J"!DOrtees 
~t ~tfr1ra1t neut-~tre lee me11leures g~rant1es 0~1 p~urr~1ent 
4tre t~urn1es dan• oe d~nrine aux organ1sat1~ne re~11n~les 
.lfho. 't.,· CJ/7 (d) '(1) -pp.!3,24,25h 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

Doc. 186 (ENG., FR.) 
III/4/A/1 
May 10, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

976 

AGENDA ~OR FIRST MEETING QE SUBCOMMITTEE III/4/A 

Maz 10, !2i2 

(1) Organization of subcommittee 

(2) Discussion of extent to which regional forms 
of economic, soci~l, and cultural cooperation 
lie within the purview of Committee III/4 

(3) General discussion of suggested amendments to 
Chapter VIII, Section C, with ~ view to 
analysis, classification, and possible amalga­
mation 

egvS-cQJ!lcrE ID:l@ 

ORDRE PJl JOUR DE ~ PREM_:n;RE S~J1E 

10 M~i l9i5 

{l) Organisation du Sous-Oom1te 

(2) 

( 3.) 

D1seuss1on ~oneernant la mesure dans laquelle 
le Oomite III/4 eat eompetent pour stooouP.er 
des formes regionales de la eo~plrat1on loa-. 
nomique, sooiale et int~lleetuelle. 

D1seuss1on generale des amendements propose& 
au Ohapitre VIII, Section 0, en vue de les ana­
lyser, de les classer et, si possible, de les 
combiner. 
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Tlw Unired Nations Conference 
on _ lnrernational Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Comite 4 Arrangements R~gionaux. 

ORDRE DU JOUR 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 221 (FR.,ENG.) 
III/4/A/2 
May 11, 1945 

Security Council 

DE 1A DEUXIEME SEANCE DU SOUS-COMITE III/4/A 

le 11 .ma.,! 1945 

(1) Reprise de la discussion gen~rale des amendementa 
proposes au Chapitre VIII, :3ect1on C, en vue d'anA.lyee, 
de· classement et de fusionnement possible. 

ENGLISH 

AGENDA FOR SECOND MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE III/4/ A 

May 11, 1945 

(1) Continued general discussion of suggested amendments 
to Chapter VIII, Section C with a view to analysis, 
classification and possible amalgamation 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 280 (ENG., FR.) 
III/4/A/3 
May 13, 1945 · 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

AGENDA ~ THIRD MEE'.riNQ. QE SUBCOMMITTEE III/4/A 

May 14, 1945 

(l) Continued discussion of suggested amendments to 
Chapter VIII, Section C, with a view to analysis, 
classification, and possible amalgamation 

-.OF=.D=RE= ill! J0UR 

DE LA TROISIEME SEhNCE DU SOtrS-COMITE III/4/A 

14 ~ 1945 

(1) Reprise des d~be.t~ sur 1es amenderrlPnts urouosts au 
Chap1tre VIII, Section C, en vue d 1 unulyse, de 
o1asaement et de fusion p~es1b1e 
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The United Nations Conference 
on lnternatioool Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Cm-IITE 4 - ENTEHTES :.E(HONALSS. 

RESTRICTED 
DOC.302 (FR.& ENG.} 
III/4/A/4. 
Msy 15, 1945 

Security Council 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA QUATRIEHE SEANCE DU 

SOUS-COMITE .III/4/A. 

Le 15 ~ 1945 

(1) Examen du projet du rapport provisoire du rapporteur au 

Comite III/4 sur 1es travaux du sous-comite ;I:II/4/A. 

COJ.'IMITTEE 4 - REGIONAL ARRANG-El~ENTS.-

fl.G-ENDA F'OR FOURTH NEETING OF SUBCON~HTTEE III/4/A. 

Ha~ 15, 1945. 

{1) Crms1derat1on of draft inter11:1 report of Rapporteur to 

Committee III/4 on work of Subcommittee III/4/A. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

RESTRICT}l'.:Q 
Doc. 335 (ENGLISH) * 
IJI/4JA/5 
May 15, 1945 

Subcommittee A of Committee 4 
Security Council 

Regional Arrangements 

INTERIM REPORT TO COMMITTEE III/~ ON THE WORK OF 
SUBCOMMITTEE III?4LA, St$MITTED B THE~P~EUR, 

DR. V. K. WELLINGTON Koo-(CHINA) --- -
Subcommittee III/4/A was appointed at the second meeting 

of Committee III/4 on May 9, 1945. It is composed of repre~ 
sentatives of the following delegations: Australia, Chile, 
Czechoslovakia, Egypt, France, M~xico, Norway, the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom, and the 
United States, together with the Chairman and Rapporteur of 
the full Committee. 

The Subcommittee•s terms of reference were "to analyze, 
classify and, where possible, to amalgamate the amendments 
submitted by the various delegations" which deal with matters 
within the purview of Committee III/4. The Subcommittee was 
also directed to report on t.he corollary question, to what • 
extent regional forms of economic, social, and cultural 
cooperation might l±e within the con1petence of Committee III/4. 

The Subcommittee has hold four meetings, on May 10, 11, 
14 and 15, 1945. Tho decisions reaclied as o. result of the. 
discussions at thoso meetings arc summarized below. 

1. Competence of Cornmittoo III/4 on Regional Forms of Social, 
Ec6nonrL~.. ana. Cu.1 tl.trQl CooPeration 

Tho Subcommittee ho.s unanimously recommended: 

"That consideration of regional forms of social 
and economic cooperation fall exclusively within tho 
competence of Committee II/3 and tho.t tho work of 
Committee III/4 relates only to Chapter VIII, Section C, 
but a reference to such forms in tho text of Chapter VIII, 
Section C is not prbcludod." 

2. Competence of Subcommittee to 
Discuss Quo~i21UL 2f Substance 

In discussing the problem of th~ 1ntog~Qt1on of treaties 

*cCorrigendum see p.844l 
Ct397) ~51 .. 1-

833 



834 
of mutual assistance with the global organization, considera­
tion was given to thc.t portion of the Subcommittee's tasks 
dealing with the possible OJ!lalgru:w.tion of proposed amendments. 
The specific question arose, in this connection, of whether 
the Subcommittee is competent to discuss the substance of c.­
men&nents. It was tho sense of tho Subcommittee, by c. vote 
of eight to four, that it did have such competence. It wc.s 
decided thc.t the full Committee should be informed to this 
effect in tho Subcommj.ttoe' s report. 

3. Degree .2f. AutoilotJ.Z .!£ QQ. Accorded 
to Regional Systems 

Tho first point discussed in c. tentative clc.ss~fication 
of proposed amendments submitted by the Rapporteur was the 
degree of c.utonomy to be accorded to regional s~·stoms. As c. 
result of the announcement by the Representative of the United 
St~tes that his Delegation was elaborating c.nd ~ould submit 
an c.nendment intended to reconcile the globc.l o~ganiz~tion 
of tho collective security system and the continued operation 
of tho inter-American system, tho Subcommittee decided to 
proeeod to the consideration of other probl~s Within its 
competence. Subsequently, the ChAirman announced that the 
Latin American states would hold th~ir seve~l ~cndments re­
lating to Chapter VIII, Section C in c.beyanco pending the sub­
mission of tho proposal of the United Stutes Delegation. 

4. Voting in !!!£ Securi tx Council 
on Enforcement Action 

• 
Tho Subcommitto& b~s considered whether it is within the 

competence of the Committee to discuss tho voting ·procedure 
of the Security Council on decision~ relating to regional 
action. A decision on this point i~ requested. 

5. Analysis and Classification 
of Anendment~ 

Tho Subcommittee submits for the consideration of the 
Committee, in order that the Subcommittee may·receive more 
guidance from tho Co:mmittoc 1 a "Classification of Amendnents 
and Connents relating to Chapter VIII, Section C". 

There has also boon distributed separately, as Doc~ent 
269,· a compilation of all pertinent excerpts from comments on 
c.nd proposed amendments to Chapter VIII, Section C submitted 
by delegations. 

6. ~.9.1Z~-~,to».-9f. Af&ndnents 
(13Y; ~ 295.1 . -2-

In view ot· tho s i tua. tion rnent.l.onad o.bcve in paragra.ph 3, 
tho Subcommittee is of tho opinion that it is not feasible to 
complete its consideration of the possibility of amalgamating 
proposed amendments at the present time. 

{l397i 2951 -3-



CLASSIFICATION OF AMENDMENTS AND COMMENTS 
RELATING TO CHAPTER VIII, SECTION Q 

Note: As mentioned in Part I of this Report, 
amendments and comments submitted by 
the states of Latin America mentioned 
below are held in abeyance. 

835 

·AMENDMENTS RELATING TO: Page reference to Doc. 269, 
"Terms of Reference of 
Committee III/4" 

1. Definition and form of re­
gional arrangements. 

A. Inter-Ame~ican system: 
specific t.pproval destred, 

B. May be continentnl in SCOf.!$. 

C. Must be permanent in chs.r­
ncter. 

D. Should be based on geograph­
ical proximity and cultural, 
raciul or spiritual affin­
ities. 

E. Alliances of a military 
character should not be 
considered :t'egional arrange­
ments. 

2. Textual arrangement: Proposal 
that a separate chapter of tlw 
Charter should be devoted to 
regional arrangements. 

3. Regional arrangements should be 
subject to the approval of the 
Organi:, c1tion. 

{1397) 2951 

Chile Ecuadorl 
Colombia Peru p. 8 
Costa Rica 

Cuba p, l;L 
Ecuador p, 13 
Guatemala p. 18 
Mt:xi.co p, 19 
Paraguay p. 22 

Chile p, 6 

Chile Ecuadorl 
Colombia Peru p. 8 
Costa Rica 

Egypt p. 15 

Egypt p, 15 

Egypt p, 15 

Egypt p, 15 

Chile 
Colombia 
Costa Rica 

Ecuador) 
Peru ) p. 8 

) 

Cuba p. 10 
Ecuador pp. 13, 14 
New Zealand p, 21 



4. Autonomy of regional systems 
in the settlement of disputes. 

A. Regional disputes should 
be settled within the re­
gional system. 

B. Circumstances justifying 
intervention by the Secur­
ity Council in regional 
disputes. · 

i. Failure of regional 
action. 

ii. Inter-regional disputes. 

iii.By rQQuoot of the re­
gional group. 

5. Autonomy of regional systems 
in enforcement action. 

* A. States should be entitled 
to take regional enforce­
ment action only with the 
prior approval of tho 
Security Council. Revision 
of Dt~bcrton Orrks toxt pro­
posed. 

B. Regional ·action should be 
permitted without prior 
cpprovul of the Socurity 
Council. 

Brazil 
Chilo 

Chile 
Colombia 
Costa Rica 

Cuba 
Venezuela 

Chile 
Colombia. 
Costa Rica 

v~mezuela 

Brazil 

Chilo 
Colombia 
Costa. Ricu 

Cuba 

Bo1ivi&. 

p. 5 
p. 6 

Ecuodorl 
Peru p. 8 

p. 10 
pp. 24, 25 

Ecuadorl 
Poru p. 8 

p. 25 

p. 5 

Ecuadorl 
Peru p. 8 

p. 10 

p. 4 

i For measures to prevent Sponsoring Powers, p, 1a 
renewed aggression by 
~he present enemy states, 

1mtil responsibility for 
such measures is trnns-
f'1~r:re(l to the Organization. 

*cCorrigendum see p.844~ 
(1397) 2951 . }-



ii. For mensuroa to prevent Frc.ncE: 
renewed aggression by 
tho present enemy stc.tes, 
subject to an obligation 
to give an uccom1t to tho 
Security Council of tho 
moe.sures t::lken. 

p. 17 

iii.In ccsos of immediate Czochoslovaki~, p. 12 
dnngor in respect of 
which tho Security Coun-
cil hns in cdv<:'ilce author-
ized cutomctic c.ction. 
Measures taken might bo 
subsoquontly nubmittod 
to the Security Council 
for its cpprovul. 

iv. For measures of ,~n urgent Frc.nco, p. 16 
nature provided for in 
treaties of cssistnnco of 
which tho Security Council 
has boon advisee, subject 
to en obligntio.n to g:tv~: 
an account to tho SCC1lX':I. ty 
Council of th"~ me.:l,,Ul'{;~ 
to.kon. 

¥· For ell regional nrr~.:ngo- Turkey, p. 23 
ments of a dbfensive 
nnturo, subject to :-,n ob-
ligation to report mea-
sures taken to the Secur-
ity Council. 

C. Self-defensive action, re- Austr~lin, p, 2 
gional or otherwise, should 
become permissible after 
failure of the Security Coun-
cil to authorize such action 
or to take 2ction itself. 

D. Special voting rules should Australia, 
be adopted for decisions of Belgium, 
the Security Council regard- Venezuela, 
ing regional enforcement action. 

6. Distribution of obligations. 
A. In absence of special cgreo- Chile, p. 7 

mont, no state should be 'bound 
to pcrticipato in coercive mea-
sures outside its own continent. 

p. 2 
p. 3 
p. 26 

837 

B. Members of regional systems 
shnll assume all the obliga~ 
tions of tho general Organ­
ization. 

Chilo 
Colombia 
Coste. Ricn 

Ecuador~ 
Peru ~ p. 8 

(1.397) 2951 -3-
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T1w United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

'1:\:t<:c:lT't\IC'!'-D 
Dnc, 305 ( FR:SJ'ITCH ~ * 
III/4/A/5 

COMMISSION III 
May: 15, 1945. 

Security Council 

Comite 4 Arrangements regionaux 

MEPOfir_AJL._QQ}IT'J;];.JJ~.L1. 

~._},~'!AU~ DV_ OOU.S_-.Q9.~T~~-I~j4/~. 

SOUMIS PARLE RAPPORTEUR DR. V. K. WELLINGTON KOO (Chine) 
. . . .. -- - - ... ~-- ·- .... -· --------···-· --·· ·----- -----------· 

Le Sous-Comite III/4/A a ete constitue a la seconde 
seance du Comite III/4 le 9 mal 1945. Il se.compose des 
rep~esentants des Delegations sui~antes: Austr~1ie, Chili, 
Tchecoalovaquie, Egypte, France, ~exique, Norvege, Union 
Sovietique, ~yaume-Uni et Etats-Unis, ainsi que du Presi­
dent et du Rapporteur du Comite. 

Le mandat du Sous-Comite etait 11 d 1ana1yser, de clas£-
t ' ' , , I fier, e la ou 9a ete posable, d amalgamer lea amendements 

soumis par.les differentes Delegations" qui concernent les 
sujets de la competenc.e du Comite III/4. Le Sous-Comi te etai t 
egalement charge de fai re un rapport sur la question connexe 
de savoir dans quelle mesure les formes regionales d~ coope­
ration economique~ sociale et culturelle pourraient etre de 
la competence du uomite III/4. 

Le Sous-Comite a tenu quatre reunions, les 10 1 llJ 14 et 
15 mal 1945. Les deci~ions a~xquelles 11 est parvenu,a la 
suite des discussions a ces reunions, sont exposees ci-.dessous: 

1. .Qqmnet~no...e_ d.u.. Qomlte .llXL4...r.e.l~~.Y-~m€lnt. a~- fQ.r.gt~_s 1'..~:­
g_~~§:lf-_§_ <l.LgQOj)_e!'/l.~~OnJ~le • eoonom1gue -~-!$lleo.= _ 
_ tuell~_._ 

1098 

Le Sous-Comite recommande ~ 1 1 unan1m1te: 
11L1 etude des formes regionales de cooperat;ion so­
oiale, econ&mique e~ inte1lectuell~ ressort exclu­
sivernent de la competence du Cornite II/3 et 1 1 etude 
da Comite III/4 se rapporte seu1ernent au Cha~itre 
VIII, Section c. Toutefois, les r~ferences a oes 
forM~ie cooperation dans le texte du Chap1tre VIII, 
Section 0 1 ne. sont pas exclues. 

\ 

- l-
*cCorrigendum voir p.844, 



2. 

, , 
Au cours ~e lu dircussion sur 1 1 intear~tion des traites . b , , 

d I r.:ts si G tance mutuelle do.ns 11 Organisation Generale, il , , ,. ,. 
a ete diacutA de 1 1 ouport~nite de,remulir cette p~rtie 
de let ttfche du Sous~Co~ite qui prevoyai ~ 1 1 amalgamation 
des nmel}_dements :11rouoses. ,La question etait de_so.voir 
si le Sous-Comite est competent pour d~scuter le fond 
des amenderwnts. Pur un vote de huit u quotre, le Sous-
e , , , 

amite se pr9non9a pour 1 1 c,ffirm.~·.tive •. Il fut decide 
que le Comite en serait informe dans le ra~port du 
Sous-Comite. 

839 

' I ' ' ' 3. ~-egr~-- d o.utonomie a nccorder a~ sys};~m<:s_ reg:l:g!!_f:UX_ 
, 

Le premier point discute dans une cl~ssific~tion provi-
soire des ~endements oui,fut soumise po.r le,Rappo~teur 
fut le degre d~autononie a accorder nux systemes rE;gio­
no.ux. Le representant d~s Etnts-Unis uyant unnonce 
que sa Del8gution :.;.vait a 1 1 etude et sounettrait -rrochai­
n~n5nt un ane·nde9ent c1t;stine o. concilier 1! Orgo.niso.tion 
G6nerale de ln se~urite colleotive et le maintien ~n 
fonctions du syrt~ne inter:.'.Hericain, le Souf-Cor1ite a 
decige de passer a 1~:-tude des aut:r;es problcnes d~ sa 
competsnce. tn conseguence, le Pre s;o.ent o. .nrrr<ce 
que lf's Et:.tts de 1 1 Anerique lntine rePrrvernlent leurs 
O.rtfnc emc>nts relc.tifs o.u Ch:-Lpi tre VIII, Section C, ,el) 
o.ttendo.nt que soit soumise la uropoeition de 1~ Dele-

~ • J. - • 

g:.;,tion omericnine. 

4. Mode de vote au Conseil de S~curite sur les rr1esures 

5. 

6. 

1398 

coerc1tiv8s. -· w. ---

Le Sous-Conite a discute sur le point de snvoir s•il est 
de la conp~tence du Cor1it6 d 1 ~tu~ier le node de vat~ 
au Cons~il de Securit~ sur les decisions relatives a une 
action r~gionnle. Une decision 0st deoandee sur ce.point. 

Analyt=~e. et cla'3sif1c<.>.tiop_ des -~-e_!ldenunts 
, ' }I ~ J 

Le Sous-Comite sounet a l'nppreciation du Conite, et en 
VUe de recevoir de celui~ci des instructions PlU~ oreci­
RPS, une cl~·.Psificntion des :'Inender.J.Pnts et coP,nentaires 
relo.. ti:fl,e au Ch2pi tre XIII'"' Secti·on C. 

- 2 -
" " ~ , , , 

I~ a ete egal~~ent dietribue separenent, sous le nu-
mbro Doc. 269, une compilation de tous les connentaires 
et projets d'nMendenents re~n~ifs au Cho.pitre VIII, 
Section 0 1 soun1s par les Delegations. 

Arv:J.lgcnation nee o.nenO.eE1ents 
-·-·-- ·---··------.. --¥-..... -----

En raison n.e la situation expos£e au pnrn~rnphe 3 ci­
dessus, le Sous,comite est,dr~vis qu'il nest ~as pos­
sible de menrr a bien son etude des possibilites d 1 ~~nl­
g~er les unenn.enents proposes, pour.-le nonent. 

- 3 -



840 
CLASSIFICATIONS DES AMENDEMENTS ET COMM~NTAIRES 

R~LATIFB AU CHAPITRE VIII, SECTION Q 

~: Ainsi qu 1 11 a ete mentionne a 1a partie 1 de ce ra.p:port, 
les a.mendeMents et comrnentaires soum1s ~ar les Etats de 
1 1Amerique Latine et rnentionnes ci-dessous sont laissee 
en susryena. 

AMENDEMENTS R~ATIFS ~: Page de reference dans le 
Docl.l.ment No. 269 11 1VIandats du 
Comite III/4 11 • 

1. Definition et forme des 
arrangements reg1onaux. 

A. Syst~me~1hter-amer1caln: 
demande approbation formelle 

B. Peuvent ~tre continent8UX 

C. Doivent etre rte carfl.ctere 
nermpnent 

D. Doivent ~tre bases sur 1-a 
nroximite g~ogrR~hique et 
des Affinites inte11ectuelles, 

Conjoint: Chili E9-uateur 
Colombie Perou 
Costa Rica p.8 

Cuba ,. 11 
Equateur T). 13 
Guatemala 1), 18 
Mexique p. 19 
Paregue.y p. 22 

Chili p. 6 

Conjoint: :!'· 8 
Egynte p. 15 

raciales ou s~iritue1les Egynte !"l· 15 

E. LAS Alliances de c~ract~ra 
rnilitnire ne devrA1ent ~as 
~tre consid~rees comme · 
<'i.e s P.rrB.ngei:J.ent s regionaux Egypte p. 15 

2. Arrangement de texte: consncrer 
un ch~pitre separe de la Charte 
aux arrl?.ngernent s regionaux Egypte p. 15 

3, Des arrangements regionaux 
devraient hi'€' soumis a 1 1 apnro­
bation de 1 1 0rg~n~sat1on · 

1:398 -1-

Chili 
Colombie 
CostA. Rica 

Eguateur 
Perou p.8 

Cuba p. 10 
EquRteur p. 1:3-14 
Nouvelle Zelande p. 21 



4. Autonorn~e des system8s r~gionaux 
comme reglernent des ~ifferends 

A. Lea c'tifferencls regionaux 
~ ' , devrAlent etre regles d~ns 

le cadre d 1 un syst~me 
regional 

B. Circonstances justifiant 
1 11nterventlon du Conse11 
de Securite dans des 
differends regionaux 

i. A ~~fRut d 1action 
regionnle 

ii. Differends inter­
regionaux 

111.A lA ~emand.e c'l.u 
grounement r~gionR.l 

5. Autonomie cles systemes regionHUX 
dans les Mesures de cnercition 

ne * A. Lea Etats;l0.evra1ent e.vn1r le 
droit de ~rendre des m~sures 
region~les de coercltion 
qu 1 anr~s R'IT)robation au 1Jre­
alabie du Consell de Securite 
Propose la revision du texte 
de Dumbarton Oaks. 

B. Les mesures regionales seraient 
admises sans autorisFtion au 

' ' , prealable du Conseil cle Securite: 

Bresil 
Chili 

Chili 
Colombie 
Costa Rica 

Cuba 
Venezuela 

Chili 
Colombie 
Costa Rica 

Venezuela 

Bresil 

Chili 
Colombie 
Costa Rica 

Cuba. 

Bolivie 

:!). 5 
p. 6 

Eg':ateur 
Perou 

p. 10 

841 

p.8 

9· 24-25 

E9unteur ) 
Perou ) n,8 

) 

n. 25 

T), 5 

Eguf!teur 
Perou ':).8 

p. 10 

p. 4 

i. po~r lea mesures destinees a Puissances invitantes p.la 
T)revenir une agresslon de la 
T)art des nays ennemis dans lEt 
guerre actuelle 1 jusgu 1·a ce 
que la resuonsabilite de ces 
me sure a a(.i t tr,nstBree a 
1 1organ1sation, 

*~Corrigendum voir p.844J 
1398 -2-
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11~ nnur les mesures ~estinees 
~ pr~venir une Rgresaion de 
lR pnrt des nAYS ennem1s 
dRns la guerre Actuelle, 
avec obligAtion de renqre 
cnmP.te B.u Consei 1 <i.e Secu­
~ite des mesures R1ns1 
Drises. 

111. En cas de c'l.a.nger immecUat 
dans lesquels le Conseil 
de Securite ~ d 1 avRnce 
e.utor1 se une Ftction auto­
matique. Las m~sures 
pr1ses pourraient ~tre 
sounises .,..,ar lR suite au 
Conseil de Secur1te nour 
a~~robation. -

1111. nour les mP-sures d 1urgence 
nrevues ue.r lPS trBltes 
d. 1 assistance n0tifies e.u 
Conseil de Securite, a 
charge ci.e renn.re cornT'Ite a.u 
Conse11 de S~cur1t~ des 
mesures "1r1ses. 

1111i. Pnur tnus les arn9nge­
ments reg1onaux ~e cprac­
t~re def~nsif, ~ charge de 
ren<'lrB cnm.,..,te des mesures 
,..,rises eu Conse11 de Secu­
rite. 

C. Les mesures d 1 autn-ft~fense, 
~egionales o~ n0n, ~evra1ent 
etre autor1seeb lors0ue la 
Cnnseil de Secu:r-tte fait 
de:'aat a autorlser CilS mesUP·es 
ou ~ nrendre les mPsures lui-
~· T r:tt,ne 

D. Des regles ~e vote snecinl 
ctevrnle!"lt f:.tre a0.DD~ees 'Jour 
les decisions du Conseil de 
Securite r8latives aux mesurea 
~e coercit1nn ri~ionRles. 

-3-

p. 17 

TQhecoslovaquie p. 12 

Frp.nce 

Turf1u1e 

Australia 

AustrB.lie 
Be~g1q_ue 
Venezuela 

::>· 16 

p. 23 

p. 2 

p. 2 
p. 3 
p. 26 



6. D!stribut10n nes ()bllg~'>tions 
843 

A. Eb 1 1 absence n'un ~CC()rn Chili p. 7 
s-pec1Pl ~ucun Stat ne. 
d·e:Vra.it ~tre tenu ne Y)('l_r..; 
ticiper a nes mesures ne 
coercitinn hnrs de son 
propre continent. 

B. Lea t1er.1bres de systemes Chili Eaunteur ) 
regionaux devraient P.Ssumer Colnmbie Pernu )p.8 
toutes les obligations ne Costa RicE\ )-

1 10rganisation G€merale. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 335 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/A/5 (1) 
May 16, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Conunittee 4 Regional Arrangements 

CORRIGENDUM FOR DOCW.ENT ill (El'JGJ_,ISH) 

Paragraph 5 A on page 2 of' the "Classification of 
Amendments and Comments relating to Chapter VIII, Sec­
tion C" should read: 

11 A. States should not be entitlecl Bolivia u. 4 
to adopt measures of military 
or economic sanction without 
the expressed authority of the 
Security Council. Revision 

1461 of' Dumbarton Oaks text pro-
posed." 

The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RES'I'RIC'l'ED 
DOC .335 (F~l.ENCE) 
III/4/t~./5 (1) 
:Hay 16, 19<;1;5. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Comi te 4 - arrnngernents R6e;1onE>.1lX . 

. CO?.:.IGElJDUI,i .n.U DOCUJ:iENT 335 ( FRJ..HCJ-<_IS) 

Le paraGr~phe 5 A de la pa~e 2 de la 

"Clas8ification des b.mendements et Comr:entaires Ru 

Chapitre VIIII Section C11 devrait etre redige comme suit: 

Bolivie p.4 

146'3 

"a. Les Etats ne devrRieht pas le droit 
de preadre des mesures e.yant le 
caract~re ~e sanctions ~conomiques 
ou militaires sans l'autorisation 
·exuresse du Conseil de Securi te. 
Revision c'_u texte de Dumbarton Oaks 
1:;roposee." 



The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Committe 4 Regional Arrnngements 

RES'l'EICTED 
Dvli 353 (ENG. FR.) 
III/4/A/6 
Mny 16; 1945 

Security Council 

AGENDA FOR FIFTH MEETING OF bUBCOMI'rTEE 1IIL..1LA 

May 16; 1945 

(1) Further c0nslderation of point 6 of Interim 
Report of Rnpporteur to Committe III/4 on work of 
Subcommittee III/4/A (Doc.335) 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE L~ CINQUIEMb £~~CE DU pOUS-CO~ITE 

16 mal 1945 

(i) Suite de 1a discussion du ~oint 6 du ra.pport 
provisoire du,rapporteur au Comite Ili/4 sur lea travnux 
au sous-comite III/4/A (Doc. 335) 

1443 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 473 (ENG.,FR.) 
III/4/A/7 
May 21, 1.945 .. 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4. Regional Arrangements 

~~ENDA FQ~ SIX~ .MEETJ;NQ- OF SUBC()l{NI_'}:'TE!_$.. III/4/A.. 

l1@:y ~!, 1945 

(l) Further consideratiort of point 6 (amalgamation 
ot amendments) of Interim Report of Rapporteur 
to Committee III/4 on work of Subcommittee 
III/4/A (Doc. 335). 

ORDRE DU JOUR DE LA SIXIEME SEANCE DU SOUS-COMITE III/4(A 

21 tnai 1945 -. 
{1) Suite de la discussion du point 6 (amalgamation 

des amendements} du·rapport p~ovisoire du rappor­
teur au Comite III/4 sur les travaux du sous­
comite III/4/A {Doc. 335). 

1851 
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P.ESTRICTED The United Nations Conference 

on International Organization Doc. 496 (FR.& ENG.) 
III/4/A/8 
May 22, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Ccm1te 4 

, 
Arrangements Reg1anaux 

ORDR"' DU ~ 12;S LA SEPTIEME SEANCE DU SOUS-CONITE III/ 1/ A 

22 ma1 1945 

(1) Suite de la discussion sur la fusion des amendements 

AGEt-JDA FO':l RtVENTH M:S~TING OF SUBCOltM.~TT~E III/.1/ A. 

Hay 22, 1945 

(1) Further consideration of amalgamation of 

amendments 

1909 
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The United 1Vations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Conunittee 4 Regional Arrangements 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 533 (ENGLISH) 
III/lVA/9 
May 23, 1945 

Security Coun~il 

.INTERIM REPORT TO CO~TTEE ~II/4 BY SUBCOMMITTEE III/l~~A ON 
THE AMALGAMATIO~OF A ~D~lliN.S, SlfBMITTED BY THE RAPPOR EUR; 
- DR. V: K. WELLINGTON:@QTCliiNA)--- - - ---

Since the submission.by Subconunittee III/4/A to Com­
mittee III/4 of its interim report of May 15, 1945 (Doc. 335), 
the Subcommittee has held three meetings, on May 16, 21, and 
22, 1945, at which the amalgamation of amendments submitted by 
the various delegations within the terms of reference of the 
Committee was considered. 

After thorough consideration of the various amendments 
and proposals presented, the Subcon~ittee makes the follow­
ing recommendations to the Committee by unanimous vote, with 
the single exception as to a procedural matter indicated below 
under item 2: 

1. That the language of Chapter VIII, Section A, Para­
graph 3 of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals be amended by the in­
sertion of the phrase "resort to regional a~encies or arrange­
ments" after the words "judicial settlement and before the 
words"or other peaceful means of their own choice", as sug­
gested i.n the proposal for the amalgamation of amendments to 
Chapter VIII, Section C prepared _by the Delegation of the 
United States in consultation with the other Sponsoring Powers 
and France. 

While Chapter VIII, Section A falls within the terms of 
reference of Committee III/2, the Subcommittee has considered 
this matter since it pertains to the quest1on of regional ar­
rangements which is within the purview of Corr@ittee III/4. It 
suggest~ that this amendment be referred by Committee III/4 to 
Committee III/2 with the recomn1ondation that the proposed 

·change be incorporated in the text 1mder consideration by the 
latter Committee. 

2. That a new paragraph be inserted into the language 
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, in accordance with a further 
suggestion in the United States proposal for the amalgamation 
of amendments to Chapter VIII, Section c, reading as follows: 

2054 -1-



"Nothing ::Ln this Cha1•ter impairs the 
inherent right of individual or collective 
self-defense if an a1~med attack occurs against 
a member state, until the Security Council has 
taken the measures neeessary to maintain inter­
national P.~~ce and security. Measures taken in. 
the exercise of this right of self-defense shall 
be immediately reported to the Security Council 
and shall not in any way affect the authority 
and responsibility of the Security Council under 
this Charter to take at any time such action as 
it may deem necessary in order to maintain or 
restore international peace and security." 

The Subco1nmittee was unru1imous in approving the recom­
mendation of this text to the Co1nmittee. On the question of 
where it should most appropriately be inserted in the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals, the su~comn1ittee, by a vote of 8 to 4, was op­
po-sed to its being reco1nmended as a new Paragraph 12 to Chap­
ter VIII, Section B, and, by a similar vote, favored its being 
recommended as a new Section D to Chapter VIII. It was agreed 
unanimously to recommend to the Com1nittee that, if the latter 
approved the text, the question of the place where it should 
be inserted in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals be referred to the 
Coordination Committee for final decision. 

3. ~hat the language of Chapter VIII, Section C, Para­
graph 1 of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals be amended, likewise 
in accorda11ce with the United States proposal for the amalga­
mation of amendments to Ch~ter VIII, Section C, to read as 
follows (new language underlined): 
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"Nothing in the Charter should preclude the 
existence of regional arrangements or agencies 
for dealing with such matters relating to the 
maintenance of international peace and security 
as are appropriate for regional action, provided 
such arr~~gements or agencies and their activities 
are consistent with the purposes and principles 
of the Organization. The m0mbor states comprisinSj 
~ agencies ~ entering into such arrangements 
should make every effort to achieve peaceful settle­
ment of-roGal disputes through such agencies or ar­
rangements before rvferring them to the Security-­
Council. The Security Counc~ould encourage the 
development of peaceful settlement of local disputes 
through such-regional arrangements or by such re­
gional agencies, either on the initiative of the 
states concerned or by reference from the Security 
Council. 

"This paragraph in !!.£ wa} imEairs the appli­
cation of paragra~hs 1 and 2 o Section ~ of this 
chapter~ - --- - --

-2-
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4. That the Lmguage of Chapter VIII, Section C, Para­
graph 3 of the Dumbarton Oaks Propo3als 1 to whicll no amend­
ments have been presented, be retained in the form -in which 
originally dr•afted, namely: 

11 Tl1e Security Council should at all times 
be kept fully j_nformed .of e.ctivJties undertaken 
or in contemplation under regional arrangements 
or by regional agencies for the maintenance of 
international peace and security," 

Consideration has been given by the Subcommittee to the 
text of Chapter VIII, Section c, Paragraph 2 of the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals and the various amenrunents thereto presented 
by the four Sponsoring Po1-rers, by France and by other pal~tlci­
pating Governments. It was decided unanimously to postpone 
any recommendation by the Subcommittee to the Committee on this 
point in order to enable further consideration to be given by 
the Sponsoring Powers and Frru1ce to the possibility of amalga­
mating their respective amenrunents, taking into consideration 
also the points of view expressed by the delegations of other 
countries, including specifically Egypt. In duo course, the 
Subcommittee will present to the Committee a recommendation on 
this par~graph of the Dumba~ton Oa~s Proposals, the sole point 
in the terms of referen¢e of the. COOD:llittee on which it has not 
completed its labors. 

In connection with Chapter VIII, Section C, Paragraph 1, 
the Egyptian Delegation h~s submittod.to the Subcommittee an 
amendment providing for additional language to be added to the 
paragraph as a definition of regional arrongernonts and embody­
ing suggestions previously presented by Egypt in the form of 
cornments ori the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals and thus included 
within the terms of reference of Committee III/4. This 8Ilend­
ment reads as follows: 

"There shall be considered as regional 
arra.ngem0nts organizations of a permanent na­
ture grouping in a given geographical area 
several countries which, by ·reason of their 
proximity, community of inter•os ts or c·ul tural, 
linguistic, historical or spiritual affinities, 
ma:l{o themselves jointly responsible for the 
poacoful settlement of any disputes which may 
arise between thorn and for the maintenance of 
peace and secu1~i ty in their region, as well as 
for tho safeguarding of their interests and the 
development of their economic.a.nd cultural re­
lations," 

The Subconm1itteo has considered the question of whether 
the Egyptian proposal should be considered as an amalgamation 
of previously presented amendments, and thus immediately sub­
ject to the consideration of the Committee and Subcommittee, 
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or as a new amendment which should be governed by the procedure 
prescribed for such cases. The Subcommittee is of the opinion, 
by a vote of 10 to o, that the second altern~tive is the proper 
interpretation and consequently recommends that the Egyptian 
amendment be transmitted to the'E.xecutive Committee. 

The Subcommittee has also considered the amendment sub­
mitted by New Zealand to Chapter VIII, Section C, Paro.graph 1 
consisting of the substitution of the words "ar0 approved by 
the Organization us being consistent with its purposes and 
principles" for the words "are consistent with the purposes and 
principles of the Orgc.nization" o.s the last pc.rt of the first 
sentence .of tho paragraph. It reconm1ends unanimously that this 
amendment be not acceyted. It is the sense of tho Subconlffiittee 
that any requirement for approval of regional arrungements by 
the Geno~al Organization before they become operative might 
cause an unnecessary delay in tho functioning of such regional 
arrangements. 
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It is the further sense of the Subcommittee that tho 
approval of tho o.malgamat~ amendments presented by the United 
States would ro!lder unneceeea.ry further consideration of the 
various amendments of the Latin Amorlcan stc.tes to Chapter VIII, 
Section C, Paragraph 1 and of the Australian wnendments sug­
gesting a new Section D to Chapter VIII since thoir substance 
is covered in one form or anoth€r in the c.malgo.mating amend­
ments. · 
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The United iVations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION Ill 
comite 4 Arrangements Regionaux. 

RESTRICTED 
DOC.533(FRENCH) 
III/4/A/9 
MAY 23,1945. 

Security Council 

RAPPORT PROVISOIRE AU COMITE III(4 DU SOUS-COMITE III/4/A 
SUR h~ FUSION DES AMEND&~ENTS SOUMIS PAR L~ RAPPORTEUR, 
~ - QR. D, \'/ELLINGTON KOO (CHlNE)-. 

Depuis le r~pp~rt provisoire d~ 15 mai 1q45, 
(Doc.335) soumis au Comite par le Sous-Comite III/4 A, le Sous­
Comite a tenu trois reunions, les 16, 21 et 2~ mai, po~r,etudier 
la fusion des amendements soumis par les differentes 4e1e~ations, 
de.ns le mandat du Comi te. 

Apres etude exhaustive des differents amendements 
et propositions presentee, le sous-oomite feit eu Comite les 
r8COffimandPt10nS SU1VanteS 1 decideeS par Un VOte Unanime, R 
l'exception d'une auestion de procedure indiquee c1-dessous au 
paragraphe 2: 

-Recommandations: 

1. Q,ue le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section A, paragrajlhe 
3 des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks so1t.amende par l'insertion 
de la phrase: 11 le recours aux organismes ou arrangements re­
gionaux" a~res lea mots: 11Reglement judiciefre" et a.vant· les 
mots: "ou a. d 1 autres moyens pacifiques de leur choix. ", ainsi ' ; , , qu 11 a ete propose dans le proJet ge fusion ge~ amendements 
au Chapitre VIII, 8Pct1on C, prepare par la DPlegation des 
Etats-Unis en consultation avec les autres puissances invitantes 
et la France. 

- , Bien que,le Chapitre VIII, Sec~ion,A, tgmbe sous le 
mandat du Comite III/2, le Sous-Comit~ a etudie cett~ question, 
parce qu' elle entre dr.ns le cadre des arr~.ngemFn'lts regionaux 
qui sent de la c~mpetence du Comite III/4. Il suggAre que cet 
amendement soit propose par le Comite III/4 A.u Comite III/2, 
avec la recommAndetaon que le ch~ngement sugg~re soit inoorpore 
dans le texte mis a 1 1 etude p~r ce dernier Comite. 

2. Que un nouve~u paragrnphe soit ineere dans le texte 
de Dumbait'ton Oaks, selon une suggestion fa1 te d.g.ns h. proposi­
tion des Etats-Un_is pour la fusion d'es amendements au Chapi tre 
VIII, Section C, dont le ~exte se lit comme suit: 

' 
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"Rien dans lH. Che.rte ne s'oppose au droit naturel c'te 
legitime defense individuelle ou collective, si une 
agression armee est commise contre un EtRt-I~~embre, 
Jusqu'~ ce que le Conseil de S~ourite ait pris lee 
mesures necessaires au maintien de la paix et de la 
securite internationales. Les mesures prises dans 
l'exercice de ce droit de legitime defense devront 
~tre imriediatement signalees au Conseil de Securite 
et n'affecteront en aucune fa9on l 1 autorite et la. 
re_sponsabilite incombant au Consail, en vertu de la 
Charte, pour prendre en tout temps telles mesures 
qu 1 il pourra juger necessaires au maintien ou au 
retablissemerit de la paix et de la Securite· inter­
national.ss." 

La Sous-Comite a approuve a l'unanimite la 
recommandation-de ce tc:xte au ComitJ. Sur le point de savo:1r 
ob. ce texte devrait·dtrc insere dans lc projet de Dumbarton 
Oaks, le Sous-Comite, par un vote de 8 a 4, s 1est oppose a 
la reoommand8tion de faire un nouveau paragraphe 12 au ChaDitre 
VIII, Section B, et, par un m~me nombre de voix, a decide de 
le recon:mancLeY" comce une nouvelle section D au Chapitre VIII. 
Il a ete decide en outre a l'unanimite de recommander au 
Comite que, si ce dernier approuvait le texte, la question de 
la Dlace ou il dolt ~tre insere dans le texte de Dumbarton 
Oaks soit referee au ComitR de Coordination pour decision 
finale. 

3. ~ue le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, 9aragraphe 1 
des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks soit amende, de la meme 
fa9on et en accord avec les propositions des Etats Unis pour 
la fusion des amendements au Chapitre VIII, Seetion C, dont 
le texte sera le suivant (nouveau texte est souligne): 
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"Rien dans la Charte ne devra s 1 opposer ~ 1 1 Axistence 
d 1 arrangements au d 1 organismas regionaux pour toutes 
les questions relatives au maintien de la paix et de 
la securite internationales qui peuvent f8ire 1 1objet 
d 1 une action de caract~re regional, a· condition que 
ces arrange~ents ou organismes et leurs activites 
soient compatibles avec les buts et les urincipes de 
l 1 Organisation. Les Etats I~e:rrtbres consti tuant de tels 
organisrnes' .£}:! partie~ g_ de teJ s arrai1,?:~e"D-:;s_, devront 
fa.\r...£ tous leurs efforts ~ about ir §::!:! reglement 
pacifique_ des diffe.rends o.e caractere local,~ 
1 1 intermodiaire de~ organismes ~ arrange~ents, avant 
de lee so~mettre au Conseil de securitd. Le Conseil de 
Securite devra encourager le~eveloppement du r~glement 
pacifique des differends de caractere local par 1 1 intar­
mddiaire de ces arrangements regionaux ou par ces or­
g~nismes regionaux, soit sur 1 1 initiative des Etats in­
teresses, soit a la suggestion du Conseil de Securite:· 
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" ( Ce paragraphe ~ s 1 opPose ~ aucune mg_niere ~ 

1 1 applic9.tion ~ pPcr~grP,phe s 1 £.! g .9:.£ la 
Section A~~ chr>pitre.) 11 

4o Que le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, p~;~.r?.f2:r~.phe 3 de~ ~ 
Propositions de Dumb9.rton OIU.s, auouAl e.ucun am~ndement n 1 a ete 
presente, SOit rnaintenu t~l qu'11 ~ ete red!ge originalernAnt, 
c'est-a-dire: 

nLe Conseil dd Securite devrait de tout temps 
etre tenu e.u courftnt de toute action entrep:t"ise , t , i ou envisagee ~'n vertu d 1 arrangemen s reg onaux 
ou par des orbanismes regionaux en vue de 
maintenir la paix et la sequrite 1nte:rnat1onales." 

Le Sous-comite a examine le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, 
paragraphe 2, des Prop~sitions de Dumbarton Oaks ainsi que lea 
amendements y afferant presentee par lcs quatre puissances invi­
tantes, par la FrP~ce et par d 1 aut:res gouvernements participant 
aux travaux de la Conference. Il a ete decide a 1 1unanimite que 
le Sous-comite remettrait a une date ulterieure.des recomm~nda­
tions au Comite r~latives a ce sujet, afin de permet~re ainsi 
des consdltations nouvelles entre lee puissances invitantes et 
la France dans l€ but de trouver une fusion de leurs amendements 
respectifs et de prendre en consideration egRlement le point de 
vue exprime par les deleg~~ion~ d'~utres pays et en particulier 
de l'Egypte. Le Sous-comite urescntera en tPmps utile une r~com­
mandation au Comite au sujet. de oe paragraphe des Proposition~ 
de Dumbart~n O~s, qui est le seul point tombant dP,nS la compe­
tence du Comite sur lequel cr>lui-ci n 1a pas termine sea travaux. 

En. ge,qui congerne le Chapitre VIII, Section C~ paragraphe 
1, la delegati~n egyptienne a soumis au sous-comite un muende­
ment,en vertu duquel•un t~xte sera ajoute au paragraphe donnant 
la,defi:gition ~'accord·s regionaux ot contenant de.a sug12:estions 
presentees anter1eurement par l'Egypte sous forme de commen­
taires aux Propositiqns de Dumbarton Oaks et qui de ce fait 
est de la oompetenoe·du Comite III/4. L'amendement propose 
est le suivant: 
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11 Sont considerees comme les ententes regionales, 
le s ""rganisa tiona de earaotere permanent, gro,ll­
pant dans une region geographique determinee 
plusieurs pays qui, en raison de lur voisinago, 
de leur communaute d 11nteret·s ou d 1 affinites 
culturelles, linguisticues, histor1ques ou spir1-
tuelles, se solidarisent pour le reglement pacifi­
que de tout d1ffere·nd pc1d:vant · survenir entre eux, 
pour le maintien de la paix et de la seourite dans 
leur region, C~mme pour la sauvegarde de 'lEUrS 
;nterets et le developpement de leurs relations 
economiques et culturel1es. 11 
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Le Sous-Comite a etudie la question de savoir si la 

proposition egyptienne devait etre consideree comme une 
fusion des amendements precedemment presentes, et ainsi 
soumises immediatement a l'etude du Comite et du Sous-Comite, 
au comme un nouvel amendement soumis a la procedure pres­
crite en pareil cas. Par un vote de dix a zero, le Sous­
Comite. s'est pronouce pour la deuxieme interpretation et il 
recommande en consequence que l'amendement egyptien soit 
transmis au Comit{Executif. 

Le Sous-Comite a egalement etudie l'amendement soumis 
par la Nouvelle-Zelande au Chapitre VIII, Section C, para­
graphe 1, consistant dans la substitution des mots: "Sont 
approuves par l'Organisation comme etant conformes a ses buts 
et a ses principes 11 aux mots "scient conformes aux buts 
et aux principes de l'Organisation". Il recommande a l'unani­
mite que cet amendement ne soit pas accepte. L'avis du Sous­
Comite est qu'exiger l'approbation des arrangements regionaux 
par l'Organisation Generale avant qu'il ne deviennent effectifs, 
causerait un delai inutile dans le fonctionnement de ces 
arrangements regionaux. Il est egalement de l'avis du Sous 7 

Comite que l'approbation de la fusion des amendements pre­
sentes par les Etats-Unis rendrait inutile l'etude des 
divers amendements des Etats de l'Amerique Latine proposes 
au Chapitre VIII, Section c, paragraphe 1, ainsi que 
l'amendement australien suggerant une nouvelle section D 
au Chapitre VIII, puisque leur substance est contenue sous 
une forme ou sous une autre dans les amendements de fusion. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. ?03 (ENG., FR.) 
III/4/A/10 
May ~n,. 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Ar~angements 

AGENDA FOR EIGHTH 11EETING OF SUECOMNITTEE III/4(A 

June 1,. 1945, ~ 

Veterans Building, ~ £1:1 

(1) Consideration of Cha~~er VIII, Section C, para~Taph 2. 

(2) Consideration of Egyptian ~endment to Chapter VIII, 
Section C, paragraph 1. 

~ORD;.;;;;.;;:.;R=E _DU ~_DE~ HUITIEHE SEANCE _DU 

SOUS COHI1'E III/4(A 

le ler juin 1945 ~ 15h.30 

Veterans Building, chambre ill 

(1) Examen Cl.u Chap1tre VIII,. section C, paragraphe 2. 

(2) Examen de l'amendement egyntien au Chanitre VIII, 
section C, paragraphe 1. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

RESTRICTED 
WD 70 (ENGLISH) 
III/4/A/11 
June 2, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrcngements 

SUMMARY REPORT OF EIGHTH MEETING QE SUBCOMMITTEE III/4/A 

Veterans Building, ~ 311, ~ 1, 1945, 3:30 ~·~· 

1, Consider~tion of Chapter VIII, Section f, P~ragr~ph ~ 

In consequence of· explanations by the Delegations of 
the United States and of France that amendments relating to 
Chapter VIII, Section C, paragraph 2 were still under con­
sideration by the sponsoring governments and France, the 
Subcommittee passed to the second item of the agenda. 

2. Consideration·~ EByptian Amendment to Chapter ]111, 
Section f, Paragraph 1 
The Committee had before it, by reference from the 

Executive Committee, the following amendment submitted by 
the Delegation of Egypt providing for. the definition of 
the term "regional arrangements11 as an addition to Chap­
ter VIII, Section c, paragraph 1: 

"There shall be considered as regional arrange­
ments organizations of a permanent nature grouping in 
a given geographical area several countries which, by 
reason of thei·r proximity, community of· interests or 
cultural, linguistic, historical or spirit~l affini­
ties, make themselves jointly responsible for the 
peaceful settlement of any disputes which may arise 
between them and for the maintenance of peace and 
security in their region, as well as for the safe­
guarding of their interests and the uevelopment of 
their economic and cultural relations." 

In support of this amendment, the Delegate for Egypt. 
observed that special provisions had been introduced into 
the Charter relating to regional arrangements, and thet it 
was therefore essential to define the nature of the arrange­
ments to which these provisions applied. It was not desired 
to insist on the precise language of the definition submitted. 
The Delegate for Egypt added that the failure to distinguish 
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clearly between regional arrangements propel' ru~d those of 
another nature were exemplified by the amendment of the 
sponsoring governments to Chapter VIII, Section C, para­
graph 2. This amendment related to temporary measures of 
a military nature, whereas the original text of this para­
graph referred only to regional arrangements in the strict 
sense. Two elements were essential to the concept of a 
regional arrangement. Such arrangements should be perma­
nent in character, and should serve broad general purposes, 
not merely military ones. The Charter should avoid con­
fusion between regional arrangements, on the one hand, and 
military alliances, on the other. Transitory military 
measu:t•es intended to prevent renewal of aggression by the 
states which have been enemies of the United Nations have 
a place .in the Charter but not under the heading of region3l 
arrangements. 

Agc.inst the argument of the Delegate of Egypt it was 
contended that definHion was undes:!.r.s.ble within a Generc.l 
Charter such as was in course of preparation; thc..t defini­
tion would precipitate lengthy debE">.te; c.nd that it wo.s 
legitimate. to doubt whether the definition would prove suf­
ficiently comprehensive. The view was expressed that no 
doubt could be entertalned the.t the additionc.l pc.ro.graph, re­
lc.ting to the· indivlduo.l and collective right of .self defense 
ag3.inst armed c.ttack, recommended by the Committee for in­
sertion c.s a nEJw Section D to Chapter VIII, wc.s o.ll-embrc.cing 
and that its applicat:1.on was by no meQIJ.s restricted to re­
gional arrangements. 

With regard to the scope of the term "regional o.rrange­
ment's", the Delegnte of the United States expressed his 
opinion thnt a ncked offensive and defensive military 
alliance, as such, 1s totally different from a mutual 
assistance pact ond obviously is not a regional nrr.~ge­
ment within the meaning of tho Charter. Upon the reques·t 
of the Delegate of Egypt thr.t thi"s st-atement be made a. 
matter of record, the Delegate of the Uni.ted States remarked 
that his· observation was a porsono.,l one to which ho di.d not 
wish to attempt to bind the Subcommittee. The Delegate 
of the United States pointed out that' regionnl arrangements· 
were already in effect defined in Ch~pter VIII, Section C, 
par~graph 1 of the Dumb11rton Oaks Propose.ls, as adopted 
by Committee. III/4, through the p:rovision that regionnl 
arrangements and their activities should be consistent with 
the purposes and principles of the Orgtmization. 
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Decision: The Subcommittee recommended Ex 8 votes 
to 1 that the amendment of the Ee¥~ti~ Delegation to 
~-~ prQPi5sed, dof'InitiOn g reg onal arrangements 
12 Gha~ter YJll, Section C, paragraph 1,~~ alre11dy 
approved, be rejected E:E. be1ng unnecessary.· 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 

-qE~T~ICTED 
WD 70 (FRENCH) 
III/4/A/11 
June 2i 1945 

Security Council 

8.59 

COMPT~ RENDU RE'3UME DE LA HUITI::!:ME SEANCE DU C30U8-COHI'!'E III/ 4/A; 

yeterans Buil~ing~ 9qllQ ~11, le ler juin 1945, 15h,30 

1. Exe.md'!_ du Chapi tre VIII, Secti ,.,n Q, Pc.r&~.grl.}phe g 
, , , 

A l'l. sui t8 des explic:;1tions donn<:Je~ "'l~.r les Dele­
g~t1-ms <'l.es Etqts-Unia et de la France qui rl.ecl!:l.remt que lea 
~mennenenta r8lat1fa nu Oharyitre VIII, 9eot1,.,n 0, nar~gr~ryhe 
2, s,.,nt eno,.,re l'objet de l'exanen dee G,.,uvernenents Invitants 

, ' ' et eta lA. FrPnce, le S'ma-C'imite pnsse a 1 Axanen r:1u sec"lnd 
article <10 1' l')rr1re flu· j'"lur. 

2. ExBmen ~ l'i~ennement ~,Cha~itre VIII, Secti,.,n Q, Pare­
grnnhe l, ryres:cmte ~ 1~ De+eg<'ltil")n <l.e 1 1 Egy1')te. 

Le C'imite Exacutif a renvl')ye au c,.,mite l'ement'lement 
' , . ' ' I , Presente ry~r ln Delegati0n rl.e 1 Egyryte, ~nnnant lA rl.ef1n1t1on 

~.e 1 1 exnreaSi"~n naoonrr1s reg11")naux 11 et rlev~nt etre une ar1r'U­
t1'Jn <JU Che.n1tre VIII, '3ect1,.,n C, 'l')ar~gr~nhe 1; et <l..,nt v0ioi 
lea termea: 

" , , , Ser.,nt C'insirl.erea o,.,~e aocl')r~e reg1'"lnaux,l~s 
11rgal)iSo9t1.,ns permanentes, gr'"lunant ~.t1.na une regi"n 
ri.rmnee Plusieura T')a.ys, oui) Afl r9is"'ln de leur s1tu£1t1nn , . , r , " 
ge,.,gr~'liqique,rl.e leur Cl')mmun~ute d interets I')U de leurs 
affinites linguistiques, h1st,.,r1au~s ou ~ulturelles, · 
'lirennent ensemble,lq res'l')~ne~bilite de r~gler ~acif1~ 
quement t~ut ~1tferenr1 susce~tible de e1 elever entr'eux, 
et ~e ma1nten1r la ~aix ~t 1~ secur1t8 dana laur reg1.,n, 
n;ns1 que rl.e sauveg~r~er leurs 1n~er~ta et t~v0r1ser le 
ri.evel~n~Ament 1e leurs r8l8ti0ns' eo0nl')miques et oultu~ 
relles. 11 

A l'qnT"Ju1 ~e cet A.menrtement,· ,le Delegue fle 1 1Egypte 
fl'lit rama,-quer que l'l.es ,n;s'00s; t;,ns sneoifl.les relatives aux 
~ccn~ns reg10naux 0nt ete 1nsere~s <l.~ns la Charte et que par 
o~nseouent 11 est essentiel ~e rtefinir ln n~ture flea acc~rds 
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llUXQU8lS se rAY)T)'"'lrtP1t:Jn t cas r'1.1SY)IS1 ti.,ns, Il n I a DRS ~t e 
c·msic'l .. ere nocessn.1re r'le d1scuter' sur les terr.:les !!1~1"106 f!.e ln 

I ' 1 I I I c'tef1ni ti"n s<~unise n 1 ex[lmen. L0 Del .. )gue 'l.e 1 r Egy'1te aj >Ute 
que 1 1 "l.bs,=mct:J r'l_ 1 unr. r'1.1stinct1-.n c10.1re entre les ncc,rfl.s 
l,8gi•nnux ,r .... 'Jr<•Ment ~'~.its et les accl"\rns rt'un0 Ft.Utre nnture 
est nnrquee fi,Ane 1 1 ,.,1"1enli.eMent ·4.es g'"~Uvern•':ll"lents 1nvitrmts, 
IJU Chan1tre VIII, 6ect1'"'ln C, 1in.rogrrynhe 2. Ct1t 'JI"lt:'ln•'~.OM8nt 
c"ncerne ~es nesuree tenry"'r~ires f!.e n~tura m1lito1re, t~nr'l1s 
nue le texte "r1g1q~l r'l.e ce nAr1grn'l")ha se rRnn .... rte exclus1vo­
ll1';1nt "lUX nccl"lrr'1.s regi"~na.ux FlU sene strict r'l.u ll1nt. Par f1ccnrn. 
r.;gi "~nlll nn ~ntenr'l_ un ACC1"1rr'i. qui reMY)l1t r'l.eux cnnfli tinns as­
senti .;:lles: f1.V11ir Un CI-11"::1.Ctore ":lar!"l.tJnent et ~tr8 ormolu a dee fin, ' ..,. , ' 
tr·~s gen0rr1les, t; 1' Axclus1-m <le buts nurBrnC:1n~ n111t<>ires. 
L~ Charta r'lavra ev1t~r r'l.e Cl"\nfnnf!.re accnrr'l.s reg10nAux c'l.'unc 
'rlnrt et n.llinno·":ls n111 t•,ir"ls r'l.e 1' 8utre. Les mesures nili­
t"'1res trtJns1t.-.1res 1 'fiSf'nt a 6i'lT1~ChA!' une n'"~UVelle A.gressi"ln 
'nEJr flas et,ts <:1Ui .-.nt ct0 ennt~!'lis r'tes NAti -"~nS Unies, s;nt pre­
VUt;S "">nr 111 Charta, m~1s 1i~'~S S·"~US le titre d 1 ~cc"lrr'l.s l"t"Jgi"~naux. 

I ' , ' A 1 flrgun-mtAti•n •'cu D.:;legut:J fl.e l'~gypte, "ln !')'j),')0Se 
ou'il ntost nns S"luh~it~~le d'1nscrire una ~ef1n1t1.-,n ~ans une 

I I I t Chrtrte gen<;:r;~le C<l!'l:"lO celln nui est (m cnu:r;s no 1ir01if1rn.t1'1nj qu-
nc t,~ll0 r'l.efiniti'ln 1ir'"~v.-,querP r1.EJ lr-ongsr1ebnts~ ~t qu'"n a. 
r'l.es rB1snns ~e r'lnutar "U8 cette def1n1t1"n sa revelo suffi­
samllent large. On estine qu 111 est 'bien 6~r11ent que ~e pE1ra­
gr~nhe Bft~iti>nnel, C"~ncernnnt le dr"lit de leg1tin~ defense, 
iqr'l.1v1r'1uelle .,u,c!')llective, cnntre un,': attN{Ue arr:1ee,. rec11r:ll'1nn­
de nar le C"lnite pnur fnrner un0 n"lUVell~ sect10n D a ~j'1Uter 
au Chnn1tre VIII 1 est suffisnnnen~ C'"'M~rehensif e~ que S"ln 
apnl1cati·m n 1est null,~Bent 11l'lit<;e nux acc"lrr1_s regi'1naux. 

En ce oui cr)ncerne 1'" nnrt8e r.u terme 11acc.!')rr1s , " ,. , , , 
reg1·-maux , le Delegue rtes Etats-Tjnis r1eclnre ~u'une simnle 
<~111f1nce BilitP1re 0:t'fens1ve et <'1.ef<'nsive d1ffere ent1brenent 
d 1un pac~e 0.ln,ss1stJJnce mutuelle et n'ost eviden!"lel'jt,r>n~ un 
ncc'1rct regi.-.nal selon 1' esnr1 t rl.e la CJv:~rte. Le Delegua r'l.e 
l'Egy'!')te tten11nr1e ;ue cette- c'leolnr"lti '"'ln S'"'lit 1nscri.te PU Y)rnces­
v<:.rbP.l, l0 Delef.'Ue nes Et?ts-Un1s re":l'"~n~ rtue Sr'ln .-.bserv,.ti•n 
est c'!. 1un cf:lr11cre:rf1. pure.n:;nt ,.,ersr'lnn:~l, ,1t, qu 1 11 n(·) ~r~ut n,s 
y ~SS1"1c1er la s.-.us-cnnite, Il fn1~ r8n"rouor, 8n 0utrn1 0ue les 
()CCf'lrr'l.s reg10t1flUX Sl1nt ~.ej~ ~ef1n1s FlU Chr1~1 tl"fl 'TIII, Sec-
t;'ln c, ry~r~gr,nh~ 1 "lea Prn'!')OBiti,.,ns ne Dnl".bnrtr'ln O~ks ~"r""'":l­
tees npr le C'>nite IIT/4:, r'l.r.ns 1"' r11sn~"~s1t~~"~n qui nrev111t oue 
les FICC">rn .. s regbnf'UX et lea acti'1nS QUi en deO~"~Ulent rteVr')nt 
~tre ol"1mn,tibles ""eo lee buts At les ·princiT)es ~-~ 1 1 0rg~n1-
srJtil"1n. 
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COMMISSION III 
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RESTRICTED 
Dbc. 786 (ENG. FR.) 
III/4/A/12 
June 5, 1945 

Security Council 

AGENDA FOR NINTH MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE III/!/A 

~~ .§., ~~ ~:~ P.·!· 

Veterans Building, ~ 308 

(1) Continued discussion ot Cnapter VIII, Section C, 
Paragraph 2. 

ORDRE 12Q ~ ~ ~ NEUVIEME SEANCE ,ill! .§Q!!§-COMITE III/i/A 

le § Juin J:2.1§ ! 1.§ h• ~ 
Veteran!! guilding, JSall.!L_ ~ 

(1) Suite de la discussion de Chap1tre VIII, Seot1on 0, 
Paragraphe 2. 
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The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization 

COMMISSION III 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

RESTRICTED 
Doc. 806 (ENG., FR.) 
III/4/A/13 
June 7, 1945 

Security Council 

AGENDA FOR TEl'iTH MEETING .QE SUBCOMMITTEE III/4/A 

~ §, ~~ 10:30 ~ 

1. Continued discussion ot Chapter VIII, Section C, 
paragraph 2 

ORDRE .!lli JOUR ~ LA DIXIE11E Si£U:!CE QY SOUS-COMITE III/4/A 

h .§ Ju1n 1945 ~ 10 h. 30 

1. Suite de la discussi-on du Chap1tre VIII, Section C, 
paragra.phe 2 
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RESTRICTED 
The United Nations Conference 
on International Organization Doc. 854 (ENGLISH) 

III/4/11 
June 8, 1945 

COMMISSION III Security Council 
Committee 4 Regional Arrangements 

FINAL REPORT TO COMMITTEE II§{4 BY SUBCOMMITTEE IIIf4/A 
ON THE AMALGAMATION OF AMENDMENT , SUBMITTED'BY THE RAPPORTEUR, 
-- DR. v:-K. wtt!NGToN i(()o (bHINAT-

~ -·- -
Subcommittee III/4/A has held ten meetings in accordance 

with its assignment "to analyze, classify and, where possible, 
to amalgamate the amendments submitted by the various delega­
tions" dealing with Chapter VIII, Section C of the Dumbarton 
Oaks Proposals. 

The recommendations or the Subcommittee ~eached in its 
first four meetings, on May 10, 11, 14 and 15, 1945, were 
covered in the Rapporteur's first interim report to the Com­
mittee (Document 335 of Ma.y 15, 1945)• Those of the fifth, 
sixth and seventh meetings of the Subcommittee, on May 16, 21 
and 22, 1945; were similarly covered in the second interim 
report (Document 533 of May 23, 1945). 

With the submission of the second interim report, the Sub­
committee compl~ted the work then before it with the except~n 
of consideration of amalgamation of the various amendments to 
Chapter VIII, Section c, paragraph 2, presented by participat­
ing Governments. Later, with the reference by the Executive 
Committee to Committee III/4 or an amendment to Chapter VIII, 
Section C, paragraph 1 which would add a definition of regional 
arrangements to that paragraph, presented by the Egyptian 
Delegation, the Subcommittee also undertook consideration of 
this amendment, which is quoted as the fifth paragraph on 
page 3 of Document 533. 

The two foregoing matters were dealt with by the Subcom­
mittee at its eighth, ninth and tenth meetings, on June 1, 6 
and 8, 1945. As a result or its deliberations, the Subco~ttee 
makes the following reco~endations to the Committee: 

3973 

1. By vote of 8 to 1, that the amendment of the 
Egyptian De1egatiop to add the proposed definition of 
regional arrangements to Chapter VIII, Section c, para­
graph 1, as already unanimously approved by the Committee, 
be rejected-as being unnecessary. 

-1-
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2. By vote of 9 to 0 tho Delegate of Egypt abstain~ 

ing, that the language of Chapte~ VIJI, Section C, para­
graph 2 of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals be altered to 
read as follows, in accordance with the amalgam~tion of 
tho nmenaments of the four sponsoring powers and Franco, 
presented jointly by them (new language underlined): 

"The Security Council should, where appropriate, 
utilize such arrangements o~ agencies for enforcement 
action under its authority. But no enforcement 
action should be tnken unde~ regional arrangements 
or by regional agencies without the authorization 
of the Security Council with the exception of 
measures against Enemy states in this war ErDVided 
ill pursuant .t.£ C utter XII, Earn~ g, ,£r., fu 
regional arrnngemen s dil•ected against renewal Qf. 
aggressive policy QU tne part £! ~ch states, until 
such ~ ill!_ ~ O.l%nniza tio£1 may, sm rogues t Qt. 
the Governments concerned, Q£ cbnrged ~ the 
responsibility tor prevent!~ further aggreSSion Qz 
!!, state lliU! £!~with the nited Nations." 

(The Delegate of Egypt presented to the Subcommittee an 
amendment which would have altered the text of the foregoing 
amendment. By a vote of 8 to 1, this failed to receive tho 
approval of the Subcommittee.) 

The substance of o.mondments to Chapter VIII, Section C, 
paragraph 2 submitted by pa.rticipnting Governments, other than 
the four sponsoring powers and France, on or before Mny 4, 1945; 
may be deemed to be covered either by the suggested new wording 
of that paragraph or by other amendments previously approved 
by the Committee. 

The present report, together with tho two interim reports 
hitherto submitted by the Rapporteur to the Committee, consti­
tute a full record of the Subcommittee's work and recommenda­
tions. 

3973 -2-
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Doc. 854 (FRENCH) 
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COl\IMISSION III Security Council 
Comite 4 Arrangements regionaux 

RAPPORT FINAL DU SOUS-COMITE III/1/~ AU COlvl!TE Iil/.i 
AU SUJET DE LA FUSION DES A~iENDEMENTS ,_ SOUlv4IS PAR LE 
RAPPORTEUR, LE DOCTEUR y._K. 'WELLINGTON !.QQ (CiUNEJ 

Le Sous-comite III/4/A a tenu dix seances conformement 
a son mandat aux fins d 1analyser, de classifier et eventuel­
lement de fus1onner les amendement~ soumis par les diffe­
rentes delegations, se rapportant au Chapitre VIII, Section 
C, des Propositions de-Dumbarton oaks. 

Les recommandations du Sous-comite resultant des quatre 
premieres seances qui ont eu lieu lee 10, 11, 14 et 15 mai 
1945 etaient 6ontenues dans 1e premier rapport 1nterima1re 
presente par le Rapporteur au Comite (Document 335 du 15 mai 
1945). Gelles resultant des c1nqu1eme, sixieme et septieme 
seances du Sous-comite, tenues lee 16, 21 et 22 mal 1945, 
ont egalement ete presentees dans le second rapport 1nter1-
ma1re (Document 533 du 23 mai 1945). 

En soumettant le deuxieme rapport 1nter1ma1re·, le 
Sous-gom~te_ avait accompli'le travail qui lui avait ete, 
confie, a l'exception de l'examen de la fusion des diffe­
rents ·amendements au Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 2, 
presentee par lea Gouvernements participants. Ulterieure­
ment, le Sous-comite a ete appe1e a prendre en consideration 
un amendement au Chapitre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 1, 
pree&nte p~r la delegation egyptienne qui avait ete envoye 
par le Comite Eicutif au Comite III/4, 1mpl1quant l 1adjonc­
tion d'un paragraphe donnant une definition du terme 11 accords 
reg1onaux 11

• Cet amendement est mentionne comme cinquieme 
parngraphe a ln page 3 du Document 533. 

Lee deux points c1-deesus ont ete examines po~ le 
S~us-com+te au cours de ses hu1t1eme, neuvieme et dix1eme 
seances tenues respectivement lee l, 6 et 8 Juin 1945. A 
la suite de sea discussions, le Sous-comite fait les recom• 
mandat1ons suivantes au Comite: 

3974 

l. Par un vote de 8 a 1, que l!amendement 
de la delega~ion egypt1~nne pr~posant l 1 a~jonc­
t1on d 1une definition determinee de l 1express1on 

1 -
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"accords regionaux" au Chapitre VIII, Section C, 
paragraphs 1, tel qu 111 a deja ete adopte a 
1 1unan1mite par le Comite, soit reJete comme sans 
obJet. 

2. Par un vote de 9 a zero et abstention de 
l'Egypte, ~ue le texte du Chapitre VIII, Section C, 
paragraph~ 2, des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, 
soit modifie conformement a la fusion des amende­
mente de's Quatre Puissances 1nv1 tantes et de, la 
France, telle qu 1elle a ete presentee par le Dele­
gus des Etats-Uni5 (nouveau texte souligne) 

"Le Conseil de Seourite devrait, chaque foie 
qu 1 il_ oonvient ,, faire usage de ces accords ou 
organismes en vue de l'application, sous son auto­
rite, de mesures coercit1ves, mais aucune mesure 
coercitive ne devrait etre appliquee en vertu 
d 1arrangements region~ux ou par des organismes re­
giona~eans 1 1autorisation du Conseil de Securite, 
Ll1 exQeptlon ties-IDesures ,Prises contre ill ;e:ta~s 
ennemis ~ cours ~ la presente guerre~ Qonforme­
ment 5l.Y.. Qhru2_1tre ru, ru:JX_agraphe .2. 2Y. ~ des accords 
regionaux e'opposant ~ renouvell§ment de~ pg!1~ 
tiqu§ d 1agression de la parr ~ ~ Etats, Jysgu'a 
tt gu 111 ai t ete possible I a. h demand$) des Ggyver­
nements interesses, d 1attr1byer ~~'Organisation la._ 
responsab111te d1 preven1r toute agressign future 
de la part d 1un ~ aQtuellement ~ guerre avec les 
Nntions Q:nies. '' 

CLe Delegue de l'Egypte a presente au Sous­
com1te un amendement qui aurait modifie le texte de 
l 1amendement oi-dessus. P~r un vote de 8 a l, le 
sous-comite a refuse d'approuver cet amendement). 

On peut o,onsiderer que le nouveau texte suggere pour 
ce paragraphe ou les amendemeRts approuvee anterieurement 
par le Comite couvrent le fond des amendements au Chapi­
tre VIII, Section C, paragraphe 2, soum1s le ou avant le 
4 ma1 1945 par les Gouvernements participants, a l 1ex­
cept1on des ~uatre Puissances invitantes et de la France. 

Le present rapport, ainsi que lee deux rapports inte­
rimaires presentee anterieurement par le Rapporteur au 
Comite, contiennent un compte-rendu oom~let des travaux 
et des recommandations du Sous-comite. 

39?4 2 

 

 




