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INTERIM AGREEMENT. TO. LIMIT THE PRODUCTICH OF OPTUM TO MEDICAL AND SCIEh‘fII‘IC o
MEANsw(EyeH;7/199/Raw,i9 ( continued)

The CHATRMAN called upon the Commiasion 'bo resume the diacusaion of the
reviged draft of the proposed interim agreement to limit production of oplunm

to ‘medtasl ard eotentific means, s . - - P
Section 48 Pt e N ST
AT 3o B - [T N [ o s e PR - PR
. Mg, AMINI (Iran) afd Mr. OR'({Turkey) said. they 5t1ll malntained - thae: - -
reaervations they had already made in connexich with the question’'of Inspection.

. My, ANSLINGER (United Stetes of Americe.) refexred to paragraph 265 (3)
which etaf,ed ‘that thé Agenoy ',rould "nerform functlons ‘delegated by the Committee
in accordance vith ‘section’ 35, parabraph 2 (¢)". ‘Section 35; paragraph 2-(r)
stated ‘that the Crmmittee ‘won)d "delegate ouch of 1ts-functiora urder sush
conditions se it may gee fit . . .". Th Liz ovinion, the functions:which could
'be ielegated ohould be clear]q apecified eo as tn avoid. any disputa in the future,

Mr, LANDE (Secretariat) said that the - &lm of the prov%eiensbiited w8 -
not to give eXcessive powers- to the:-Agency but rather to ensble 1t/tks Internatiemal
Monopoaly to work effictently, It wae difflcult to foresee all the varioces - .
difficulties which might srise In commexion with ccmplicated conmerciél tranaacticna
and it would he difficult therss weto 1ist all the functions which" the Comndttee .

et

might delegate to the Agency. - ... .. ;,;::.{; -

Mr. RABASA (Mexice) euggested thet the word "euthorize" sheuld be used .
instead &f. the word Ydelegete” i

"My, AMINI (Iren) thought it was. for the Committee to decide what functlons

it would delegadte. e’ oocasion aroge. .

/Mr. BOARE
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Mr. HOARE (Upnited Kingdom) belleved 1t would be ipadviseble to try to
apecify the functions wbich the Committee tifghit dslegate to ‘the Agenéj;'”wbq '
whole purpose of the provision was to epable the Committes to delegate whatever
powers 1t wished to the Agency in an emergency, and it was obviously 1mnossible

to foresee all possible contingencies. -

Mr. KRUYSSE (Nétherlends) wondered whether, in view-oSf the femafksimﬁ&e
by the United Kingdom representative, 1t would not be sufficlent - .
to opesify  tho functions which could not be delegated. In his opivion,
it was essential to set 8cme eort of lim:t in tbat field. If bhe ‘Committee were
to set up 8 small executive sub-committee, ﬂB had been suggested in- the past,-
there nmight be no need for any delegetion of powsrs to the Agency.

The CHATRMAN said that it y@ﬁid be impoasivle for the Committee. to
carry out all the fdnctioné of the Monépoly; Indead, the Geneva meeting hed
already Gonglderdd the édviéabiiity of setting up a-emall sub-committss, and 1t
waa clear that some delegation of functionp would be unavoidable.l¢ , '

The Secretariet would examine the viewa expreeeed during the discussion
or- Bection UB. It should be noted, bowever, that the scope of any poasible
delegation of pousrd wesS already limited to some extent by seotion 35,
paregraph 2 (z) (rofersuce paragraphs_QOh/Corr.l 205/Rev.l. .205 2 and.
206/Cor¥.1) . ' '

Chepter IV, Gereral provisions. o
There was no discussion on sections L9 and 50.

© Mr. MAY (President of the Permanent Ceptral Board)- suggestéd that the
words "such action" &t the end of the first mentence of paragraph 287 (e) should
be replaced by tbe expresslon 'the carrylog out of such measures’. The second
sentence should meks 1t cleer thet it would be for the Board to declde whether
any delay was "undesirable”,

/Mr. HOARE
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‘Mr, ‘HOARE: (Ui ted . Kingdom) -gbserved tuet the. Beaxrd eould regard any
delay. as-urdesiyatlé only. if éush-deley were det¥imental.to tke, implementation
of tﬁe:measures*mebtioned?in”theﬁfirstfaentence,of parggrayb228? a,u(Thé ségond ,
sertence might: thérefors be .amended to read; “In-the svent of the Board
considering that-euch dalay”would;be_detrimentalgtp_tbe;oa:ry;ngrpu@ of such
measurés; 1tishould dnform:the Committee 2s soon es possible of the ﬁeasuréqh
taken., 't Hé also. muggested- that parpgraph 275 shégld be\amendpd;to>rea@: "If
information at~iteidisposal sball. lead the -Board . to. the.canclugion thag ﬁﬁy of :
the:provisions: of  thy pressmt agreement 16 not being caxried.out by glrgrty;..",.

Mr.*ANSLINGER. (United: Stetes of Americe) referrsd to peregreph 275 and
pointed. ocut- that, strictly. epeeking, & nob-party to anp ag?eemept g&uld_;pt
viclats thet agreement. It would bo botter cherefere if the expression . . L
"in violation thereof" in paregraph 275 end in subsequent paragraphs were iepiaced
by’ ths ~expregeion contrary to. the egreement” .

" There was no-dlseusalon on saection 52,

-3,

chepter Vi Final clauses.

There was no discussion on section 53.

Section gh”“ T
o M, KRUYSSE (Netrer_ands) repeating a prev1ous atatement at the roquest
of .the repreaantative of Turkey, said 1t wne extremely desirable that all
‘governmente shovld, beoome “arties to the Monopoly.‘ Otherwise it would be poeaible
for many conmumer courtrias to remain outaide the Mono oly and jurchase their
suppliea of allnloida wherever thay wished. For this reason, it vas neoeas&ry”tb
provide that at. lsast twanuy-five Statas and not only eight a8 proposed 1n

pection ’H would have uO ACcsde to the agreement before it could come 1nto forca.}

Mr. VATLIE (France) a’resd trat at léast'tvehty-five~statéa ghould’
acceds to the agreemsrt before it could dome Into'force. THosé twentysfive
States. howsver should include the eight States listed in Bection Sk.
(Para;raph 298/Rev.1).

It vag declded that the Agreoment would comé 1nto force only after at least
twenty-fiye States bad acceded to it.

Mr. IANIE
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- Mr. LANDE (Secretariat) explainéd tbat‘thé Aéreemedt could not come 1into
force unless the required number of States which acoeded to 1t 1ipcluded & certaio
nunter of specific countries. A list of eight sucb countries had been proposed
iu paregvaph 296/Rev.}. Thet list, howevér,fwas Dot £ipal end that was the remsson
why tlie vames of toe oountxiea in question were ip brackets. If-any one of those
olght countrjes refused- to participate in fbe Agféémént and the remaining seven..
came to the conclusion that they could implement the Monopoly deepite that’ refnaalv
the name of the odjecting country would not be included in the list of the
countries whose acoession wes essential to the caming into force of the Agareement.

Mr, OSIA (Cbine) aaked>ﬁhat would bappen 1f éﬁy of the countries whose
accedaion to the Agreement was essential éubseqﬁéﬁtly decilded to withdiraw from

the Monopoly.

My, AMIWI (Iran) seid She® the question bad been examined at the Geneva
meeting end that Bection 38 of the Gyeft before the Commission céontained provisions
for the withidrawel of a party to that Agreement. Such a withdrawal would not mean

the end of tre hMoronoly.

Mr. RHCYSSE (Netherlends) esld it was most desirable, as he had &lready
polnted out, that the Movonoly should be universel. Hence 1t woe essential ﬁhaé
importent comstmor countries should also become parties to the Agreement, for
otherwlse they waiLld be obteining tkeixr supplies outside the Mopopoly. He vropoged
therefore_that tre liet of countries whboso accegslon to the Agreswent was essential

should also 1ncluce several of the lerger cobsumer countries.

M. KRASOVEC (Yugosiavia) thought it would be better to leave section 54
as 1t stood. The eight countries proposed represented the largest producing,
manufacturing and consuming countries, end-it would obviously be 1mpossible to
have &8 real Monopoly if one of them remeined outsids the Agreemant.

[As for .
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~ As for the consumer- countries, they: would bo purchaeing their ounplies
from ope. of. the larger manufacturiog countries, He could ses no real need to .
1ncluue any of tbem among gcountries. vboae accession to the Agrsement wes
eseeptial.

- Colonel SHARMAN (Canada) said tbat the Yugoslav rspreeentatiVe was. not
wholly accurute when be had Beid that, consuger. gountries. would be .purchaaing their
BuPplies from one of tbe main manufasturing. countrioﬂ.h In one of bis previous :.
statemeuts (m/cu T/SR 108) he hed, pojnted out that "Canpda wes. nov pegotleting
with a producing country wbich offered to supply at least ome -essential dmg ... .
ot LY reaeonable price";‘ It would bo seep, therefore, that, supplies sould be L
obtained {rqm'prngggng as vell ag manufacturing countries.

oy ‘ . LANDE (Secretariab) seld 1t wag obvious that the Agrbement would
wotk suocesadeq'only if a sufficiept number of States, including tbe ch!ef _
consumery, nooeded to 1t, ] He proposed. that the Committee should be empowered to fix
the date on which. the. Agxeement would coms into operation, The Cozmitiee vould not
doolde that the Agreement should come into operation before it came to the
eoncluslon that a sufficient pumber of sountries had acceded to 1t.

Thore was no discussion on seotion 2. -

Qctiog 26

KRUYSSE (NetherIADds) asked whetber the proposal to 1nsert a list
of apcepyaple reservations ir- paregrepbe 305 to 310 would affect the pommal right
of States to meke reservations to ivterational, conventions, - . . .

‘ Mr, LANDE (Secretariat) sxplained that the purpose of spe_cifyihg what,;;i_;,
regservationa would bs acceptable was to give States a clear idea of the type of )
ropervation they ocould wake without affeoting.the essence of the Agreement.

If a 118t of acceét@ble reaervations were 1Bse¥ted in the text of the Agreement,
Ctates vopld be lseslikely to make avy reservatiors falling outaide ;ha,acope 
of the ligt.. |

/Mr. BOARE
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My, HOARE (Urited Kingdom) did xot think thet the. present wording of

Section 56 could be regarded as derogating frau the sovereign.right of States
to make reservations, The general question of &ll reservations to multilateral
conventlons had recently been discusssd by the Sixth Committee of the General
Assembly. - The general principls appeared to be that any State when ratifying e
convention could make -1ts ratification subleet to & réservetlion, . -If any of the
“other Partles to the convention obJected to that reservetion, the ratificétion of
the reserving State yould mot be accepted unless -the - resemtion wag withdrawn.

agreed that in view of the purposes of ths sgreemsnt,it would: ﬁ/‘%ﬁ%ef@é?gég to
accept-any reservations -other than those which- would ‘not. effect lts-Pasic provi-
aions, but he was not sure that thegemeral principle on reseyvations could be
overruled simply by the Inseértion of the proposed clauses in Section 56.

Mr, ANSLINGER (United States) -aéreed with the interpretation glven by the
United Kingdem repregentative rezarding reservations. . As an example, .he mentioned
thet, during the- Geneva meeting of the Joint Committee, the representative.of India
had given notice of a reservabion which the United States delegation would be

urncble to accépt.

m.‘ wATIID {Tunmral eon e ,-m+4..:wma it h +tha towd an 1 adand Oa

A~ e ) n N\ Nl — s

sugRested that the interpretation given by the United Kingdom representative
regerding the need for the consent of all Parties could be inserted in Section 564

Mr. KRASOVEC (Yugoelevia) agreed with the interpretetion given by the
Unlted Kingdom representative, . He did not think that any defirnite declalon cowld
be taken regarding reservationms until the Agreement itself had been negotia.ta&- and
8ll the provisions were known,

M, IANDE (Secreteriat) agreed that it was the sovereign right of any
country to uwske ary reservetion 1t desired when retifying a convention, unless
it epecificé].lj dgreed to renounce-tbat right.. The .-adventage of including a
apecific list of acceptable reservations would be that countries would then Jmow
in advance what type of reservation they could make without affecting the essence
of the Agreement, - If the llst was nmot included, a countyry might quite well spend

[acme time
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some time negotlating ite ratification in Phrlimmsnt and it might finally submit a
reservation In the belief that it would not effect the essence of the Agreement,
Subsequently it:would fiind thet . the res;tvabion could not be accepted, and & great
degl.of . tine woudd. have: been wested, ‘

o
e

Mr HOARE (Uni*ad Kingdom) fully hgresd that it would be helpful Ffor
States .to knoy in advence whet veservations ¥ould be accoptable before they
ratified the Agreement, He did not agree, howover, that the inclusion of a liet -
would preclude a Stete {ram maling a reservatiorn whlich was not mentioned in the
list...- A8 1%t stood Sectlon 56, did not dsrog,te from the scverelgn rignt of
States to meke veservations,

i Mre TAMDE (Secretariat) sald thet a State meking a reservation wes in'’
effech.  trylng te slter the provislons of the Agreement in its favour, ' Thud thd
conasent of the other Parties wes essentlal., If a State should make a redervation
which wes not included in the liet and the other Farties accepted that reservation,
there wes no reason why tha regerving cowntry should not bocome a party t6 the
Agreemantb, The list woulid simyly provide an indication of the reservations
which the rarties would be prepared to accept and es such 1t should prove useful.

) The CHAIRMAN said tbat the questinn of-rqaefvations,could_be discuseed ..
"again in greater deta:i at & later stage. , _ : o ‘ o

Section zz

- Mte VAILYE. (France) recslled ‘that his dsleiation. had' made & reaervation
renarding the procedure laid down -for emsndrents in'Section 57, g -

/M. BOARE
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. Wr, DOARE (Uni*éd Kingdm) thought shat all delegaticns had some
réservaticas on thet paint but hoped that en agreement wowld £inelly be reached. -
He anksd wltat eoxactly was meant by the following words in peragraph 318/Rev s
"A party fwhich dld mot'yertloipate in a vote of the Carmittes baken in
eccordmace with paregraph 8 of “this Seotion'a:*dj vhicn dred nnt wizh to aocept '
en emerduent .,..shaTl ,.. have the right to withdraw from the Agreemsnt".

Me. JAWE {Sesreturiat) explainsd thet the word "Ceimoil"™ should be -
1ngeried in parcathenes arteor the word “Committsae” in parasgrsph 318/Rev.l,
Thue, any perty whict: was elther not represeated on the Committee (Coumcil) or
wag abeent frou the uesilug at which the esendiment was adopted, or hat voted
agalnst the smendnment, would he entitled to withdraw frem the Agreawert 1f the
amondment was fiaally elapied. ' -

There wes no dlacuraion on Sesdicna 53, 59l 60 sni A1,

——

The CHATRMAN recalled that the Jomt Comittee bad not yet beeﬂ able

+A vaarh a=n aﬂmn—vnni- rn -H-oa rw"!('n gnﬂ nali I'v m" Aantim, Tt wem1d nat, theraefore.

sorve mny usefvl purposs for the Comuission to discuss Arnmex A at “tet B.,ege.

Annex B

Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom)récalled that it had been ngreed ‘at Ankara
that the Interreti-mil woaopoly should supply consumera, in eo far aa p'rb.ctiéabie »
with oplvm of thair chosice, During the meetirg of the Joint Committse, he hed
pointsd out that tho denands for Tndien oplum were likely to exceed the allocatian
granted to India as i1ts shere in the world opium productlen. The Joint Committes
had given some thougnt to that question and had included a paragraph on the
subject 4n ite repert (E/CN,7/201-E/CN,T/AC M4/, paregraph 13).

N, AMINI
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Mr. AMINI (Tisn) vecalled that he Led replied to the po.;nt rqiaad by .
the United Kingdum represcatetive in the Joint Committee by drawing atteation
to tte fact that the quatns were only velid for-ome year. Thue a producer oould
alveys a;sl; for a ifrsviaion of 1te quota at tlie end of a year, :

Mr, VATLIE (France) said that, bdefore the dfscuseion on the Interim
Agreement wa-e c¢loeerd, hs wished tqQ ask the S Secvetariat *t;o cdmpile ell the relevent
meterial on the poucihlo eptablislment of antThiarustionsl mmopn_y for a..kaloids.
Sucia documentatios c¢o-ld ve scbmitted at the n_lim-in,g meetmg of tue Ccmisoian . .
to Ve h“ld at GenaTi. . '

The CHATAYAYN snld that the Secrctariat would take notw of the request
made ‘by't]“nev reprossaiiiive uf France.

0a ternaly or fhe Cawiasicn. ae invited the Gover:*.mer.ts_c_\f Balgium,_
Italy end Sw’tzerlemd. to cend otewervers e ‘the slxth session when the Commission
wouwld again taPe up the discuasion of the Interim Agrsement.

_She mesting wae =suspenisd at 11. h‘j a.m. and resumed at 12.10 g.m.

STFGLE CONVIFTION (8/oN,7/4C. 31, EfcR.T/AC.3/2, E/CN.’?-/AC.B/E-},I_E/CH 7
7/AC.3/3/Corr,1, BJON,T/0C.3/4, E,CNT/4C.3/4/Corr.l,; E/CN.T/AC.3/R.1)..

Mr. TOPEZ-PEY (Secreteriat) recalled that the Secretariat bai prepared
a draft of the Bivgls Comveutian as a reualt of Wo resormatdaticns adopted by

ths Coprntealor and zgpcrnred: by tho Econamic s:z.. Soci.-ﬂ. Council 4in Auguat 1948
and July 1947 respecrnvsliy,

/The task
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The draft did not merely yepresent a compiiation of the provisions
of the existing international instruments, which emounted to 17, including the
Protocole end Final Acte attached to the Conventions. The draft contained new
provisions in view of the develormenta in the field of narcotiocs and internationsl
administration. Therefore adequate machinery had been enviaaged., The idea
of simplifying the existing provisions fer the .international control of the
production and manufacture of narcotic drugs was considered to a certain extent
by the Advismory Committes of the League of Nations during the discussion on the
Preliminary atudles for a convention to limit the production of raw materiels,

He outlined the maln problems invelved in the Single Canvention,
Limitation of the production of raw materials wes, mractioslly speaking, a new
question, although regarding opium 1t had been discussed in connexion with the
Interim Agreement., That guestlion was élosely related to the problem of the coca
leaf and the Report of the Ccnumis'ﬂ_.f!._on of Enquiry on the Coce Leaf which was
available to members, Some provisions fer the limitatimof the manufecture of
narcotic drugs were based on the general outline eatablished by the existing
conventiona, .

Among other pro‘blpms, the Commission would probably need to canslder
the question of definitions; the syatem of control; the problem of drug
addiotion; the problem of 1lliait traffic and the proper senctions; the
measures whereby new raw materials or drugs which were not inftially included
in Vo Cuavoiblun Wouldl Ve Viidugio ubwer inveimiaviondl conwos; aad ke ascowsss
to be adopted during the trensition period between the entry into force Iof the
new Single Conventlon end the expiry of existing instruments, Documents
E/CN.7/AC.3/1 end E/CN.T/AC.3/2 contained background information while the
other documents submitted related dlrectly to the draft Single Convention.

Mr. VAILLE (Frence) congratulated the Secretariat on its work in
producing the dreft of the Single Convention (E/CN.7/AC.3/3).

The intention of the authors of the draft had apparently been to
estadlish & direct internatiomal administration 1n the matiter of narcotic drugs.
If adopted, it would be the first example of its kind, end would oreate en
exaellent pracedent Por intoz_-natianal questions in general,

/The legel
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The Iegnl baaia of the system wes epparently the ‘clagsical’ idaa of:
"pcwere"' “the legialative power would be given to the Cummissio:) the exsbutive
pover ‘to the Secretariat, and the judiqial .power -to ‘ths Board: '

The text waa in general very satisfactory.and.complately et the -
desirs’ of the Cdmmiﬂsion for 8 convention unifying the already existing 1nter-
national ccuventione on tha subjeot. There were,- however,-aché polnts of
detail’ regatding which he bad same definite. suggestions to méke. ' o

- Be outlined the eubgect matter. in the convention which dppeared to
require particular attention. In the first place, intermatiopal’ control wab
to be substituted for national control. The chlef sffects: of that would ‘Ye
felt in tEe field of foreign trade. Any lmport or export would be subjact to IJ

.......

have té be furnished to that body. Such a procedure would obviously complicate o
ecoucmic relations. It waa, _WOrenyer, baesed. on-a mistaken principle, in that
organ, .. It was liable to cause axcessive da-ay and to .irduce States to build uf )
stocks {n erder to avoid ‘scareity, It was. sought. to justify that provision by "
adducing the  faot that oertain States oiceaded thetr eatimates by’ importing e
supplementery quantitiee during the laet quarter .of the year and’thus avoiding .-
the embargo measured provided 1o the 1931 Convention.. It wvould, hovevor, be
possible to remedy that state of affeirs by 8 .8light modification in the embargo
procedurs. In additiou to 1tu complexity, the procedure proposed in the ‘dreft -
conventiocn provided no additionﬂl suarantee with regerd to practical control
over foreign trede operationa. Subptitution of internatipnal for national '
sontrol would undoubtadly lead to a slAerning of natlonal sontrol. vhich would
inevitebly have vory serious ooneequencee in the struggle againat the abugs of
parcotic drugs. W*th regard to dcmestio trede, the proposed procedure, vhicb
called for a strict sunervisiou of importers end -exporters; would usurp !
functioge genera.ly aseigned to nationnl Gontrol. o Lo o
. The draft conVention gave the Commiseion and the Board very

oonsiderable powers 1n regprd to the praotioal appligcation of. the conventlon, -
of which he -gave eeveral apecitic exaqplaa. The methods used were - of great
im@ortanbe Por the effeotive applioation of the. oonyention, apd 1t was -~
indiapensable ‘that the praotical obligationa of the contracting parties should
be prociaely fouwnlated in the convention 1tself, so that parties would know
exactly wvhat obligations they were urdertaking by signing it,

/The convention
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The conventlon providad fé&‘ ﬁe é'éxablishxnent of a single joint
Secretariat for the Commission & -the Board. ‘That meesure wag suppoeed.ly
Jugtitied by Fedsons of economy, it he d1d not belleve that any economy vould
necessarily result fyom ite Moredver, tha measure appeared ‘1iadle to give a
political tremd to a’cormittee composed of indepsndent experts.. Under previous
conventions, theé functions of the Secretariat had “been etficué“aamiﬂémtﬁé,
vhereae the new provisions entrusted the Secrétariat with certdin povers, such
as that of requesting Gnvermments to provide exp_nn.ations for astioml infom-
ation whenever that wan neOeeeary for the &cccmpl_‘ls)ment of the work of the
Commissior or Boards ‘ . . . '

‘Theé' proviajons of the new conventicn would imply the eetébliélﬁén‘o of
a2 lot of administretive machinsry, mminly 't emsure the application of the
provistons Telatiag to the control ot foreign trads. s'uc-h' mc'mm would entail
con.aid.erabla 6Xpense, s : - ' ‘ o A

‘With regeid t6 the provisions relating to Iadian Eemp, h:ls Government
considered 1t impossidble for the time bei.q_, 0 prohi‘bit tha LBO oi‘ India.n hemp
for modidal parposes. Tt would, movecver, be difficult, whan 1% vas still u.nd.er '
oultivation, to distinguish betwean herp intended for ths textlle industry end
that 1ntendod for the production of mawncotic drugsn It vould. also be difficmlt
to control the' ga.thermg of Ind.ian hemp in the Weet Aﬁ‘ic&n a.nd Equitcrial _
African territories vhere it gre\r wild. .

" Section 31 of the drafs corvention, which contained provisions releting
to poppy straw, was limited and not vérfy' clears The provigicns appeé.red to vig=
ualize the examption of poppy at:raw as such, from the comtrol of ravw materials
. provided by the convention. ' In his opinion, control of poppy stra.w should on.Lv
begin when 1t veached the elkaloid manufa.cturer since 1t zould not 1n 1ta raw
state give rigse to any 1llicit t:raffico

‘The principle of gtricter control of 11]_tcit tr&ff‘ic in narcotic d.rugs j
embodled 1n the cecovéntion could not be disputad. bx_t 1t would be & mistaka to
consider preventlion of the sbuse of narcotic drugs as suffiaient. Direct i
repreosive action was imﬂ.epense.bl_e and in that field tho proviaions of the draft
convention Were in.a.dequa.te. There was pra.ctioaJJ.y no liaiaon batween n&tione,l |
bodios dealing with :’epréssion of ths 111161 tmffic and no effectiva coordimtian
on the international” leVel. In tha.t com:axion, the col_'l.abmtion of the ICPC
miglit be very wseful. R S '._ /Finally, he
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Fimlly he dre# attention to the extreme ocmpleid.ty of the draft
convention.' Some nme.sures seemed super:t‘luous t.hey ha& ‘been draftod i‘rcm a
theoretical point of view.

Ea.vmc, reviewed 't.he vnriouu points in the d.raf‘t éonvenu.cm to ahioh
he wishod to direct the Commissionts atbention he etressed th.e absence. ﬁ-om the
oonvention of specia.l proviaims relatlng to _synthetic dru_ge. In that connsxion,
he reoallecl his previous 1nbervent.1:ms on ths su'b,ject. of synthstic d.ru.cs.
Synthetic d.ru,gs were not speoificam mentioned in the d:aft convention a.l‘bh.oﬁgh
they might be placed on one of the liets provided. for by t.he convention of ‘
narcotic d&rugs to which 1ts provisions \rould be applicﬂ.ble. ..-ynbh.etio drugs,
however, railsed a very different proolen from that of mtural narcotie drug
products, pa.rticularly for the queation of ma.nuf&cwre Wh.le tho mmfa.cture of
morphine mig)'at, Do contro]l_ed.l_ in _viaw Qf tpe opium_ content, that was not the case
for syntheﬁic &u"s. ' }-ioreover, Ithe Ii:onerunmtidn of suc-h products involved the
cert&in d,anger of drug addiction, It therofore appeared neoecsary to eatablish
Bpeoia.l provisiona for such products. _ ) ,

In conc’uaion, t.he cos:vontiom ourrcnt_y in force 1mpoeed on the o
contracting parties ratlonal oblicatim.s with regard to the control of the lega.l
traffic in n.a.rootic d.wu."s end the euppression of their 1 Dicsit uae._ The esaentigl
“aim of the international control instituted by those conventions was to Verlfy
wheother the contracting partiee had respected .thelr undertakings. Interna.tional
. contxrol crjuld onJy bo eubstituted for natlonal control in the case of estimates,
or in tha absence of netional eadministrative controJ,B- The dreft single convention
obviouely tand.ed to imreaae the powers of :Lnternational or@a.as a.t. the expenee
of national adminietratiom. ~That 1ncrea.se in powera which were 1imited to control
of the legal tra.ffic, dtd not a.ppaa.r such as to prevent il.Licit trai‘fioo The
valus of the oontrol of legal traffic was obvicusly directly d.epend.ent on the
power and soops, of the mational admiMstration, and a purely adminj.st.rative long-
distance control coul:l hardly ‘be of‘fective in t*xat. fleld. Moreover, any inter-
na.tioml regu.lntions should be very floxible so 28 to emable the contrecting
pa.rties to a.d.a.pt tbem to their respeotive netional circumntancee. On the other
hand, 1% va.e normal to glve t.o t.he intarnational control orgeum an opp0rtu.ni’oy
of asseasing whether the partiea had respected thely undertakings with regard -
to the suppression of the abuse of parcotic aﬁg‘e‘.‘ 'Bo therefore proposed that
inspection by internatiomal officlals should be instituted in that flelds

/Be had
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Ho had Prepared an amehdsd testt 67 the draft single donventioh, based.. .,
on the gemml prinoiplos he ha.d Just amua vhioch ha suggest.ed the Seoretariat
might print and’ distribute to membera 6f "the’ Cu:mission for oonsid.emtian in .
oon,junction vith the Secretar‘at mft (E/CN.7/AC.3/3).

Mre mm (Ira:x), Mr. nmouc (Yugoalavia) and Mr. Amsmam CUnit-ed
Statos of" Amerioe.) eupported the French representative'e anggeation that, if.
poseible, ‘ha proposed amended draft ahould be circulated for oon,sid.eration 1n
oomumtion vith the Secretariat d.rafts '

CMrs STEZNIG- (Secretariat) d.acla.red. that 14 wouJ.d bo difﬁcult for tt;e
Socrétariat to }print ‘and &iatribute tha French reproaentatim 's toxt. mmadiate,ly
The Secreta.‘ria.t dreft had been avulable to members for a'mdy :t‘or Bomo, eight . ...
monthaj - 4n view ‘ofthe short time which reprouentativae vould hmre to atudy the .
French text at tha.t eesaion of the Comisaion, 1t vas doubtiul whethar it would
facllitate d.isouesion of the su‘ojeo't.. 'I'he Comlseion ah,ould uml‘o .‘Ltsnlf for. the
time being tn B.iscussing ‘the Semtar..a.t dra.ft, and the propos&la made. ‘by the .
Fronsh repreaentative ‘should be ciroula.t.ed. by the Secretariat to members vith q
requeat. £or oomments; H they might be mken up at a 1ater aoaaion of the comission.

Mr. XRUYSSE (Ne'ﬁher] a.nd.a) ;aid t.ixe 'F&-eﬁch proimaala vere-z.zix;et 1nter'eeti.ng,
but agroed. with the’ reprosentative of the Sacretary-(}eneral that there would. be .
vory Little time in whish %o study them at the current eesaion. Delegatione
phould sonfine their cczmanta to the Secretariat ch'nft and the Sooretaria.t ah.puld:_.
Alstribute the French” ccunter-proposals as soon as poaeible 80 a.s to emblo the
Fronch delegation 'bo refer t.o ‘them 1n canmanting on tha Sqoreuriat. dra.ft. e

Cony et
; M. VAILIE (¥vancs) aga.in urged. thnt, t.he toxt. of his delegatiqn's e
propoaala shcu.ld bo printed. and cimu].s.ted ror oonaid.eration at that sossion.

. ,"_ .
Golonsl SEARMAN (Camda) p in view or tlm J.ﬂ.t.eness of, tho hour, moved
adjournmsnt Of the mestirge g |
‘The motion for a.a;cmmnt wag adop tad." S

T :':‘-'

The weeting rose at 1.3,0 Pellle

12/8 penia





