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CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT PROTOCOL FOR REGULATING THE PRODUCTION £F,
INTERNATIONAL AND WHOLESALE TRADE IN, AND USE OF OPIUM (E/2186, E/2186/Add.1,
E/2186/Add.2, E/2186/Add.3, E/2186/Corr.l, E/2186/Corr.2; E/CONF.1k/1,
E/CONF.14/1/Add.1, E/CONF.14/1/Add.2, E/CONF.1k/2)

Mr. USHIROKU (Japan) observed that the Conference marked m particularly
significant moment in the forty yeers of international co-operation to rid
mankind of the evil of opium addiction. In dealing with the root of the problem
at an international level, the Conference should endeavour to maintain a
balance hetween ideals and realities and guard ageinst excessive compromise.

The draft protocol reflected a laudable effort to achieve that delicate balmnce,
and Japan supported it in principle., The Secretariat was to be commended upon
the excellent documentation it had prepared for the use of the Conference.

Japan was & party to the verious intermational conventiono on narcotic
drugs, including the 1946 and 1948 Protocols. - In the conviction that effective
international control was largely dependent upon effective domestic control,
and spurred on by criticlem of its opium policy in the past, Japan had enforced
very strict measures for the control of opium and other narcotic drugs since the
end of the Second World War. It had, moreover, readily agreed on the principles
of the draft interim egreement and of the proposed protocol. '

Japan would agree to the provisions in the draft protocol relating to
maximum stocks, in particular the provision affecting Japan as a wmanufacturer of
opium alkaloids, It would, however, request clarification of the standards to
be adopted by the Permanent Central Cplum Board in determining the normal
requirements of manufacturing States for the period specified.

It had no objection tc the provision that opium should be lmported omly
from the producing countries which had exported it inm 1950. The principle of
non-discrimination generally applied in international trade need not apply in
that particular instance; what was important was to establish a system designed
to prevent abuses in the trade of opium during the interim period pending
attainment of the ultimate goal, namely, a complete international monopoly of
opium production,
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With regard to the draft protocol's provision for the disposal of seized
opium, Japan, while it was prepared to agree to total destruction if the
Conference should so decide, preferred the second alternative stated in section 6,
in the interest of preserving its short supply of fcreign exchange.

- He would not object to extensicn of the draft protocolfs provisions to States
which were not parties. Apsrt frou the precedents o’fered both in the Lesgue of
Netions Covenant and in the Chazter for perticipation of non-member States, the
technicel and humsnitarian nuture of the drug probleam justified universality of
appiication. _

He also supported the provision for local enquiry by the Board to emsure
implementation of the protocol, and hoped such on-thz-gnot ircvestigations would
help to accustom governments to the whole idea of inceru:tional enquiries on the
territory of sovereign States.

Finally, he requested clarification of eeciion 18, vhich appesred to exempt
the States parties from any obligation to observe th= protocol in respect of
certain specified- territories, Jaran was conceraed regurding the applicability
of the embargo provided in section 12 to certain terrsitories in respect of which
parties declared thet they zssumed no obligation. Tra territorial application
provision required some explanation, especially as even Ctates which were not
parties to the protocol were expected to fu.fil the obligations arising out of it.

-In ite work on the draft protoc>l, the Conference should reject the all-or-
nothing approach in favour of a graduel advance towavds 2 soluticn of the opium
problem on the internstional level. General A reement on the protocol would

constitute a significent step forward.

Mr. RENBORG (Observer from Sweden; c2called tlet there was practically .
no addiction in Sweden and both national end internutional treffic in opium was
insignificant. However, Sweden believed that internaticnal co-operation was -
essential to any effective campaign to eradicate the deleterious effects of the
druge. For that reason, Sweden had become a party to all international conventions
and protocols for the control of narcotic drugs except the 1936 Convention for the
Suppression of Illicit Traffic, which had no application to conditions in Sweden.
It would give careful consideration to the protocol worked out by the Conference.
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After reviewing the world's efforts to regulate drug traffic end production
in the past 50 yeare by international agreement, he recalled the work of the
" League of Nations on narcotics with which he had been closgely associated for:

17 years. Realizing that the problem could not be solved unless the raw

- materials question were dealt with cn an internatioral level, the League Advieory
Committee on Traific in Opium and Dangerous Drugs had, in 1939, drafted s set of
articles to be incorporsted in an international convention for limiting the
production, distridbution and use of raw opium eand other raw materisls for the
manufacture of narcotics. The League had adopted the draft with the exception
of a provision to regulate prices as & factor in limiting production and snother
clauge relating to poppy cultivation for the production of ¢pium slkaloids.
Progress on the undertaking had been halted by the.outbreak of the Second World
War, '

Desgpite the persistence of a serious problem of drug addicticn and an
alarming rise in illicit tralfic, the system of international confrol worked out
by the League had functioned effectively; without it, the situation would have
‘been disastrous. ' o T '

As the production of nercotic drugs derived from opium was admittedly the
most serious problem, decisive stepe had to be taken to limit the préduction of
raw opium. So long as there continued to bve an overwhelming disproportion -
between the amount of opium required for medical and scientific purposes and the
amount produced, the excess would continue to foster illicit traffic.

The Narcotics Commisgsion had accordingly attempted to prepare a conventidn
inspired largely by the original League draft. The resulting draft interim
agreement had provided for an international copium monopoly with wide powere to
regulate opium production and international trade in tie drug. In that period of
postewar tension, however, governments had not been prepared to place the question
of vital rav materials production under international control, the interim
agreement had proved unacceptable to the majority, and had been sbandoned.  In
1951, France hed come to the rescue with a pf0posal for incorporeting in a draft
protocol the basic principles for limiting opium production, & proposal which had
led to the draft before the Conference, He recalled that, in 1931, France had
‘8imilerly salvaged the Convention for the -limitation of the manufacture of narectic
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drugs, and paid a tribute to the pioneers in the long struggle against drug
addictinn end illicit traffic, including Sir Malcolm Delevingne of the

United Kingdom, Sir John Campbell, who represented India, Mr. Van Wettum of the
Netherlandg and Mr, Fuller of the United States, ably mesisted by Mr. Anslinger,
the United States representative st the Conference., Also among those pioneers
were Mr, May, Chairmen of the Permanent Central Opium Board and of the Supervisory
Body and Mr. Sharwan, Vice-Chairman cf the Superviscry Body.

The draft prctoconl, while it wns not m final sclution, was the best plan on
which esgreement could be reached in existing circumstances. Its major defects
were that it failed to provide for the direct limitaticn of the ennual production
of raw opium to a fixed amount bosed on the Permen:nt Central Opium Board's
estimate, that it did not meke adequate provision for inspection, and that it
overlooked entirely the importance of working out an internationally recognized
standard method for esscertaining the morphine and water content of raw opium.

The Conference should give full consideration to the laet point and request
relevant information from the Permancont Central Opium Board.

It was of paramount importance that the draft protocol shonld be mccepted by
the largest possible number of cowntries if international regulation of opium was
to have any effect. It would be an cssential first step, to be followed, when
international tension had cased, by & morz comprehensive convention to limit raw
opium production to fixed amounte under internationsal supervision. On the other
hand, while it was wrolly within the power of men to limit industrial production
of opium -~ the 1931 Convention to that end had yielded satisfactory results - it
was far more difficult to control egricultural production. The agricultural
output of raw opium depended on conditions of the soil, climate during growth and
harvest and other natural phenomena which made it inherently difficult to regulate.
The League had met the difficulty by allowing producing countries to maintain
special regulatory stocks under interrational supervision.

It must be borne in mind that cpium cultivation in the major producing
countries constituted the principal livelihood of thousands of pemsants. Any
drastic limitation in cutput necessitated special measures of compensation for
losses and the growing of substitute crops with a resulting heavy financial burden
on the governments concerned. They would be prepared to make that sacrifice,
provided they had the assurance that the objective would be achieved. In
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addition, opium slkaloids were being extracted from poppy strow in ever-increasing
quantities, in direct competition with raw opium. Although the prnposed single
convention might control that output, it would not enter into force for many years
tn come end a considereble percentage of world morphine would continue to be
produced from poppy siraw.

Finally,'thé future of raw oplum on the world market wap extremely uncertain.
It cnuld safely be assumed that its use for smoking would dipappear within a few
years, its use for quzzi-medical purposes &lso would ulbimately cease, and synthetic
narcotic druge would avprecianly reduce the demand for it. Thus, while the
medical use of nurcotic drugs could be expected to incrsase gradually, there would
not necesgarily be any jacricee in demand for raw opium. Conaeq'“ntly, it was an
economic necessity Tor produciung oountrles to organize ond plan any reduction in
opium production. It was surely not in the interest of producing countries to
occumulate stocks for which they could find no legitimate outlet.

He wished the Conference every success; it could meke & signal contribution

to human happiness.

Mr. OR (Turkey) said that the question of licences to be issued to
¢ultivctors should be decided in & manner consistent with the social, administrative
end legiplative prbvisions of the various prrducing countries.

Regulaticns 1im1t1ng maximum astocks conuld be based on the smount exported by
a eountry in any two yesrs since 1931,
International trade in opium should be restricted to medical and scientific

[ “E . - - fy S - | - e mm  modele mems ] ame o de
requ; ements but should not be inhibited ¥ ony Ovner 1lmiv

ations. If that d4id

not prove possible, adequate safeguards should be provided in the case of such
other limitations. ' ’

With regard to sanctions, the Conference should consider the provisiona laid
down by the Commission nn Narcotiec Drugs at its eighth session.

The proposed protocol phould not specify on what points reservetions might bde
made. '

Finally, the protocol should nct enter into force until it had teen signed
by the four major opium producing countries, namely, Tnd:a, Iren, Turkey asnd

Yugoslavia,
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Mr. ARDAIAN (Iran) observed that Iran, although one of the majnr
opium-producing countries, had not locst sight of the significence of interrstionsl
co=operation in combating the use of and i1llicit traffic in opium. It bhad alwsys
participated in action to restrict the cultivation of the opium poppy to wmedical
and sclentific requircments and therefore waoleheartedly éupported the bhigh
purposes of the present conference,’

The failure of the Commisaion bn Narcotic Drugs to achieve satiafactory
results at its sixth session was a matter of regret to the Iranian delegation.

The Economic and Social Council had urged the Commiasion to make every possible
effort to find n basic mcceptable to the governments principally concerned on
vhich sn intermational ngreement to limit the production of opium to medicel and
sclentific needs could be formulated. The Commission wad teen unable to reach
an egreement on the frur chief points related to the establishment of an
international opium monopoly. I¢nn hed taken the position then that the best
way to cclve perennial problemA was to set up nn internaticmal opium monopoly.

The Iranian Government desired to associatz itself with any internmtional
action, however limited, which would bring that goal closer and hed therefore
cerefully atudied the Craft protocol submitted to the Couference., Its position
vas that the latter should bear in wind the guiding principles upon which the
limitatirn of opilum production to medical and scientific needs was based. 1t
seemed somewhat poradoxical to compel opium-producing ccuntries to restrict their
production and, on thac other h&nd, to create unrestricted competition by increasing
the number of producers. Unrestricted competition, which necessarily led to
over-production, waos inconoistent with the limitation of opium production to
purely medical and scientific needs.

It wes r matter of satisfnction to the Iranian delesation to note that gome
of the provieions contained in the draft protocol hud alreedy been applied in Iran
for a number of years. For instance, a governument orgen had been set up with
sole authority to purchase opium from cultivators for medical and scientific needs
and to prevent illicit traffiec. Licencea for the purchaee and sale of opium were
not issued to private individuals. The cultivation of the opium poppy wes
permitted in certain provinces and the entire crop was purchased by the State,
Cultivation elgewlere was prohibited and illicit crops were immediately destroyed
by the Government.
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Those meesures, together with others which were currently under astudy,
sbhwed that Iron wes keenly interested in the problem of marcotic drugs,

particularly of- opium.

Mr, SALAZAR (Dominican Republic) eald that the Dowinican Republic did -
not produce, import or consume opium except for strictly medical «nd scientific
purposes, Moreover, the conpunption of the drug in nanufectured form was
severely regulated and controlled by the public health authorities. Addiction
to the drug wes unknown in the country and not a sin;jle case of illicit use had
been reported.

The Dominican Republic was nevertheless eager to participate in international
action designed to draft a satisfactory instrument for controlling the use of
narcotic drugs. As a social problem afflicting'mankind, the Illicit use of
drugs could bhe dealt with adequately only if as meny States as possible took part
in Joint action and undertook to observe regulations such as those contained in

the draft protocol.

Mr. GHORBAL (Egypt) said thet the FEgyptian Governmeant wholeheartedly
supported the purposes and principles underlying the draft protocol. Egypt had
participated in the past and would continue to participate in international action
aimed at limiting the production of opium and at eradiceting ill.cit traffic.

-The Egyptien position was partly mctivated by self-interest as the Government was
anxious to eradicate drug addiction within its own borders, and elso by the deaire
to help drug addicts all over the world.

Egypt was an opium-consuming country which was a party to the 1631 Convention.
It bad exerted every effort to combat the illicit traffic in and consumption of
narcotic drugs. Tae current Administratlion had continued those efforts eand had
enacted a decree-law in December 1952 which wae considered one of the strongest
meagures against drug traffickers. Under its provisions, illicit importers or
exporters were liable to life imprisonment with hard labour or a fine of from
£5,000 to £10,000, or both.

The action taken by the Egyptian Government had been partially successful in
that it had resulted in a marked decrease in the quentities of drugs seized by the
authorities. Illicit trafficking nevertheless remained a serious problem,
However, the strict measures adopted had raised the price of opium from £440 per
kg. in 1951 to £500 per kg. in 1952,
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Egypt's geographica) position made "4t partisularly wulnerable to smuszgling
operations. Its borders adjoined or were near those of drug-producing countries
and narcotic drugs were being smuggled in from its eastern neighbouring States.
The British occupation of the Suez Canal Zono had also hampered the Government's
efforts to combat illicit traffic.

The Egyptian Government wae convinced that the solution to the problem of
narcotic drugs was in the hands of the producing countries, Without 1llicit
production there could not be any illicit traffic.

Mr, HAMDANI (Pakistan) sald that his delegation was in agreement with the
principles upon which the draft protocol was based.

Pakistan was a party to all exiesting conventions and agreements on opium and
other narcotic drugs. Those conventions and agreements had been concluded at
world conferences at which British India had invariably been represented by a full
Gelegation. That point had been fully covered by the representative of India in
an earlier statement. In that connexion, he wished % point out that that
repregsentative should not have stated that Pakistan hgd been a part of India
in 1947. He should have used the term "British India".

During that period Pakisten had received its opium supplies from the Ghazipur
Opium Factory. Following the establishment of Pakistan, its supplies of opiunm
from India had been affected and difficulties had been experienced in the procurement
of opium., Pakistan was not a principal opium-producing country but was making
an effort to produce opium in order to meet its own rejulrements, The Government
was discouraging the use of opium for non-medical and non-scientific purposes
and until such time as the use of opium for those purposes was totally prohibited,
it was proposed that the production of opium should be limited to the requirements
of the country itself.

The Pakistan Government allowed poppy cultivation under its direct control
and supervision but had taken suitable measures to ensure that no attempts were
made to grow the poppy illicitly. ©No instance of large~scale illicit cultivation
had been reported. -
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With regard to the. consumption of opiut in Pakigtan, 1t should be borne in
mind that opium had been used in the Indﬂﬂsziatan sub-coﬁtinent from time
immemorial.  In rural areas it vas regarded as a useful remedy for varioua
ailments.  The Royal Commission of 1893 had found 1t unnecessary to prohibit
the manufacture and gale of oplum in British India except for medical purpnaes.
Aside from those quasi-medlcal uses of opium, the practice of opium-aating and
opium-smoking had also been common in Pakistan. |

It had been the main object of a number of internatjonal agraemants and
conventione that oplum=-smoking should be completely prohibited. The Economic and
Social Coungil had adopted a resolution during its seventh session requesting
Governments to adopt a policy of suppression of oplum-smoking. In pursuance
of that recommendation, the Government of Pakistan had addressed the Provincial
Governments and States in the middle of 1950 urging them to take suitable
legislative and edministrative steps to prohiblt opium-zmecizing complately.
Opium-smoking had since been totally prqhiﬁited in the provinces of East Phkistah,
the Punjab, Sipd, Karachl and Khairpur, and partially prohibited in the North-West
Frontier Province, Bahawalpur and Baluchistan. In the latter provinces existing
oplum-smokers had been granted permits on the advice of medical officers.

.They were allowed to smoke a very small quantity of opium. Complete prohibition
in those provinces was expected to be achleved in the near future aé the number
of opium-smokers was decreacinz rapidly. The Government's policy in that respect
vwas to enforce coaplete prohibition of opium-smoking in all the provinces and
States. |

With regard to opium-eating, 1t was a fact that addlcts had so developed
that habit that a sudden prohibition of oplum-eating would seriously impair
their health. Such e measure would also bring about an increase in the 11licit
treffic in oplum. The Government had therefore adopted a reaslistic approach
to the problem and had issued directives to the Provlncial.GuyernmentB and States
inqtfucting them to reduce gradually the consumption of opiﬁm for non-medical
and non-scilentific purposes but allowing existing addiqta the use of oplum in
decreasing gquantities on medical grounds. Resﬁrictions had been imposed on the
sale of oplum end every possible step was being taken to prevent new persons
from becoming opium-eaters.
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It was therefore the considered policy of the Government of Pakistan
that the use of opium for quasi~medical purposes should be permitted for a
limited but unspecified period to be determined in the light of experience
sained before it was completely prohibited for non-medical and non-scientific
purposes, Lvery effort would be made to introduce prohibition in as short a

period as was practicable,

Mr, de la PRESILLA (OSpain) expressed the Spanish Government!s
gratitude for the opportunity of participating in the United Nations Opium
Conference. In recent years there had been a marked decrease in the illicit
traffic in narcotic drugs in Spain, due principally to the almost complete
absence of drug addiction in the country. The highly cfficient functioning
of the services responsible for implementing the restricticns on narcotic drugs
and the strict laws on the subject resulted in a very ccmplete control of all
movements of such products, which were distributed solely by the official
eervices, All the laboratories and pharmacies, and the two fectories
manufacturing narcotic drugs scrupulously complied with the regulations,
Imports of narcotic drugs for consumption in Spain were exclusively in the
hands of the upanish Goverrment. All import and export operations were
strictly in accordance with international regulations or laws laid down by
the countries of origin or destination of the drugs concerned. He expressed
the approval of the Spanish Government for section D of the Econamie and Social
Council resolution of 27 May 1952,

In principle, cpain was in agreewent with the druft protocol for regulating
the production of, internaticnal and wholesale trade in, and use of opium, but
Ihe reserved the right to make proposals and to express his Govermment!s views
during the debates of the Conference. Although the principle might appear
Utopian, the Spanish Govermment thought that it would be desirzble for
producing countries to allow the international organization to intervene more

effectively both in the production and the distribution of narcotic drugs,
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Mr, NIKOLIC (Yugoslavia) wished to express his Government?s objection
to the participation in the United Nations Opium Conference of a representative
of the Nationalist Government of pein, since Yugoslavia had recognized the
Republican Government. of that country.

The PRESIDENT reminded the representative of Yugoslavia that the
Secretary-General had been expressly authorized to isesue an invitation to
Spain by a resolution of the Economic and Social Council, and that further,
there was a General Assembly’ resolution laying down rules for eonvening

conferences.

Mr. JONKERS (Netherlands) felt .that his country's record with
regard to conventions on narcotic drupgs was an auple proof of its readiness
to particilpate in international arreements on the sub/ect, The Netherlands
was prepared to undertake any International obligation recessary to secure the
limitation of the production of opium, In that connexion, he feit that the
primary responsibility lay wlth the producing countries. On their readiness
to regulate production, the success of a protocol such as the Conference
was about toc debate must ultiwately depend. The producing countries had
stated that they would be in a position to introduce eifective limitation of
production only when they could know in advance the guiantities required by the
manufacturing countries., On the basis of that principle, an interim apgreement
providing for the establislmaent of an intermational opium monopely had been -
prepared, Unfortunately that draft interim agreement had not proved a
sgtisfactory baeis for agreement btetween the producing and manulacturing countries,
His Govermment still saw no practical possibility of implementing it and feared
that the complicated system of regulations which would have to be introdvced
under 1t would be out of all proportion to the results which could be expected
under the prevailing circumstances. It had accordingly been a happy decision
of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs, at the proposal of the French deleg&tion,:
to prepare a draft protocol which, while not encroachin upon the sovereignty
of the countries concerned, would require their co-operation in achieving the
desired limitation. The fact that the draft protocol was not perfect and
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did not guarantee the couplete control of production should nnt he held ogeinst
it - a wvater-tight oystem of limitation wnuld he impnsnidle of achlevement in
the case of several producing countries and stricter regulatione wers for the
time being out nf the questinn.

Furthermore, the draft protocol might well serve as & useful forerunner
of the so-called single cnnvention end its operation might provide fruitful
experience which might be nf aspistance in drafting tkhet convention. Eis
Government had obJjections to the simultaneous operation of the protosol and the
single convertion which would be diecussed at a later date; the single convention
would not be cingle if o protocol were in existcnce at the some time, The latter
would therefore have to be an interim measure. He stresced the importmsnce of
securing ae neorly universel an acceptance ng popsible of the protocel, also
later, of the oingle convention. It sh~uld he e condition that all the most
iuwportont producers of opiun should eccede to the prntocnl, so that the
menufacturerc Ahonld not be deprived of supplies of the typec of opium whieh they
weres occustomed tn use. If thene considexotiono were torne in mind, the
Netherlands Government was prepared to agree with the prineiples of the draft
protncol.

Mr. WALKER (United Kingdom) replied@ under Rulec 18, with the permission
of the Cualr, to the Egyptian representative'c commento on the occupation by
British troops of the Suez Canal Zone. If ell that thnoe comments meant was
that disturbance of the public order raized difficulties in connexirn with the
control of the illicit traffic in narcotic drugs, he would not wish tn apy more
than that the United Kingdom wns not indifferent to the problem faced by the
Egyptian Government, and that its co-operation would be fcrtheoming, if any
particular matter were roised, as was appropriate, thccush the lncal diplomatic
representativeg. He recalled that his countrynen's record in that field in
Egypt was neither insignificant nor dighonoursble,
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Mr, GHORBAL (Egypt) replied that he had merely been drawing the
attention of the Conference to the particular difficulties in the comtrol of
the 1llicit traffic in narcotic druge in Egypt arising from many years!
occupation of the Canal Zone by British troops. He recalled the specific
case reported by the representative of Egypt to the Cormlssion on Narcotic Drugs,
of a notorious trader who was known to take refuge in the British occupled zone,
Since -the United Kingdom representative to the Commission had promised to obtain
further information on that subject, he had himself mercly been referring to the
matter as a general example of the difficulties arising in the control of the
traffic in narcotie drugs in Egypt.

Mr. WALKER (United Kingdom) explained that he had duly passed on the
comments made to him in private by the Egyptian representative to the
Comissioen on Narcotic Drugs. His ebstention from further comment on the
matter did not imply acceptance of any criticism made by the Egyptian
representative,

ORGANIZATION OF THE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE (E/CONF,1k/L.2

The PRESIDENT called attention to rule 43, peragraphs 1 and 2 of
the rules of procedure of the Conference referring to coumittees, He then
read paregraph 6 of document E/CCNF.14/L.2, laying down procedure for the
constitution and work of a Main Coumittee of the Conicrence, and asked the
Conference to siznify its apprbvéi of that procedure,

The Conference approved the pfgcedure laid down in peragraph 6 for the

constitution of a lain Committee,

The PRESIDENT called the attention of the Conference to paragraph 7
of document L/CONF,14/L,2, laying down terms of reference of a Dralting Committee,
 The Conference approved that paragraph,
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The PRESIDENT, in accordance with rule L5 of the rules of procedure,
noninated the delegations of the following countries as members of the
Drafting Coumittees Canada, China, France, India, Philippines, Turkey,
United Kingdom, United States, Yugoslavia.

Mr. KYROU (Greece) felt that, as the Drafting Comnittee would
undoubtedly have to deal with questlons of translation, a member of a
Spanish-speaking delegation should be appointed to it, He proposed the -

inclusion of Mexico as a member of the Drafting Coumittee,

Mr, JOUBLANC-RIVA3 (Mexico) said thet he had intended proposing
that a member of a Latin-American delegation should be aproiunted to the
Drafting Committee in the interests of geographical dislribution, He must
decline to serve on the Coumittee himself, in view of the fact that he was

the only member ¢f his delezation.

The PRESIDEIN! explalned that members of Latin-American delegations
had previously been approached on the subject, but all had felt obliged to
decline nominaticn in view of the fact that their delegations were very small
in size, He agreed, however, as to the deéirability of including a Spanish-

speaking delegate on the Draifting Coumittee,

M, ANSLING.2 (United States of America), supported by Mr, SALAZAR
(Dominican Republic) proposed the inclusion oi' Spain as a member of the
Drafting Committee,

Mr, NIXOLIC (Yugoslavia) felt that the membership of Spain would not
serve the purposes of geographical distribution, and thet in view of the

interest demonstrated by Latin-Awerican comntries in the problem before .the
Conference, that region of the world should be represented on the Drafting

Camittee.
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The PRESIDENT thanked the representstive of the United States for his
suggestion and proposed the inclusion of Spain in the Drafting Committee,
vhich was approved by the Conference. In reply to n cusction from Mr, UMARI
(Iraq) as to the possibility of including the obperver for Sweden in the
membersnip ~f the Drafting Committee, he explained tnat that Committee would be
free to invite the observer for Sweden to attend its proceedings.

Mr. VAILLE (France) hoped that it might be posaible for the
Secretariat to place one or two translators who had specislized in work onm
narcotic drugs at the disposal of the Drafting Committee.

REPORT OF TEE CREDENTIALS CCMMITTEE (E/CONF.14/L.4)

The PRESIDENT cnlled on the Chairman of the Credentials Committee
to present the report of the Committee.

Mr, JOURLANC-RIVAS (Chairmen of the Credent sls Committee) summarized
the main points covered by the report of the Credentials Counittee. He
explained that the Comuittee would be obliged to meet egnin later in order to
exemine the credentials of representetives who hed rot yet submitted them or the
full powers of repregentatives whose Govermments might wish to sign the protocol

vhen it woe sdopted by the Cronference.

The TPRESIDENT noted that owing to the omigsions from the report, a
second report would have to be submitted later, He sugzested that the first
report should be noted and reconsidered later in the light of a second and more
complete report.

It was so apreed,

The meeting rose st 1.00 p.m.

29/5 a.m.





