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CHATRMAN: The meeting‘is open, At the last meeting of the
Executive Committee we discugsed the paper prepared by Sub—gommitteé 10
on the question of the seat of the Irternational Organisatidn. We
digoussed that question from the point of view of the requirements which
should be consgidered in Qpnnection with discussion of the matter of the
geat for the International Organisation. At that meeting, naturall&,
since the discussion had a general character, no one of the Delegations
made any conorete proposal on this questiqn and ag we agreed before,
after such general discuasion we ghould d;scuss this ~uestion ofu£he
goat for the United Nations under a more practical angle, I wish to
invite the members of the Executive Committee to speak on this question
and 1f they have any concrete proposals, I ask them to put forward such

proposals.
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"I will agk the first sﬁeaker to gignify his willingness to ppeak.
I recall that at the last meeting, the left side of the desk
. was mor; ﬁct1Ve in.the first half of the meeting. | |

DELEGATE OF CHINAQ Mr, Chéirman, siﬁce you'hint that yoﬁ
expect this slde to begin filrst, and sincé nobody wants to begin,
may I say a few words, 1f only for alphabetical reasons.

Until now, we have not suggestcd any definite place as regards
the seat of the new Organisation. At thke last meeting wo examined
the paper establishing the conditions which the seat‘should.have,‘
and I think we camexmore or leés to an agreement. ‘But there are
many places. which would cdmply{with those condifions, 80 the
paper which we adopted, or which ﬁe diséusséd, aﬁ our last meeting
does not .solve the-quesfion,'énd T think there must be someone to
begin here to Qiscuss’aﬁd'éuggest names. Otherwise, we will never
~ come to a decision. As the‘représenﬁative_éf China, I woulq express
the views of my country on this éuﬁject. I think we have sométhing-

" to sayhin this matter as we had the experiénce-of the férmer geat
of the world Organisation which was at Geneva, and we are, therefors,
acquainted with the needs of the next seat.

"I think all of you know what kind of experience we have had

with Geneva - and although the failure of the League can not be

"*icdnsidered as due to its seat - we believe that the memory of the

.seat where all the attempts to maintainfpeacé‘havé failed, would
influence the whole atﬁosphere of the Organiéation‘if the new
Organlgation were to be seated in Geneva., I don't want to say any-
thing'agaihst Geneva itself, or the dountry'in which it is situated,
but the fact is that what wes called "the spirit of Geneva",‘has' ‘
. changed its meaninékduring the lagt ten years of the League. "As you
remember, in 1927 and '28, the "splrit of Geneva" meant sométhing
nevw and constructiﬁe from the point of view of cooperatlon among

the nations. But later, it was allowed to change its meaning and the

"apirit of Geneva' became almost similar to the expresslon "gpirit of Munich".
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T am afraid that if the new Organigation were to be established in
Geneva, something of that spirit, the memories of that spirit anyway,
would weigh updn the discussions and would influence‘more or legs the
work of the new Organisation.

S0 the Chinese Government would favour anather geat, and 1n ancther
world. We are trylng an experiment which is not quite new, but we
think thiS“experiment should begin on a nsw bagls, and one of the bases
1s location. S6 the Chinese Government would favour as the seat of
the new Organisation, the new world, so that a new spirit might imbue
the ﬁhole organisation. For us,1t 1s not for egolstical, sslfish reasons,
that we have this preference, because the new world is Juét as distant
from Chine as the old world, or Eurcpe. So from that polnt of view, we
don't mind having the seat either in the new or old world, because the
distance would be the same for China,

And spéeking of the new world, we have in mind, of course, the
country which has done so much in this war to help the Uriited Nations
to win thls war and in which the Conference which has established the
Charter has been held - I mean the United States of America.

So the Chinese Government would be ih favour of having the seat
in the United States of America; and as regards the place namse, T
‘think all those who have been in San Francisco appreclate its
climate which allows one to work much more than in any other place.

It feally corresponds to =11 the conditions about the climate which
were gtated in the paper I have mentioned.

The Chinesé'Government would favour the United States of America
and San Francisco as the new seat of the new Organisation.

'CHAIRMAN: I recognlse the representative for France.

DELEGATE OF FRANCE: (Speaking in French: English version as
delivered by interpreter follows): Unlike my friend Dr. Victor Hoo,

I am not of the opinion that our discussion of the last meeting
didn't take us any further; on the contrary, because from that
‘discugsion and frém the sgreement which emerged from thet discussion

of a general nature, there are already certaln conclusions to which
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we are bound to arrive, .The first of these is that every pre-
caution must be taken that the United Natlons shall be able to hold
its meetings in’'full independence and in full freedom‘in all circum-
stances. If that is the case, I would infer from that that it is
“impossible to place thé geat of the United Nations on the territory
of any State whose Government has been given, under the Charter,
gpecial rights and prerogatives, thch scme have-thought exceséive,
because independence doesn't mean merely the fact of having communicat-
lons galore, being -able to use codes, and having a diplomatic pouch.
It -is also that the seat shall be go placed that the meetings can

be held in an atmosphere of real freedom and independence. And T
doubt whether it is expedient to place the seat of the Organisation
In the territory of any ocpountry - and here I am sure that m&
colleagues will understand the spirlit in which I speak. It is
realised I am sure all around that toward the particularly
privileged countries under. the Chartér, we have nothing but feelings
of friendship and affection. But I wonder whether it would be a -
skillful thing to do to place the seat in the territory of a country
which 1f it did become a party to'a .conflict is entitled, in dealing
with that conflict, under the terms of the Charter, special rights
amd privileges.

. Suppose:you had the seat placed in the territory of a large
State which had these privileges and it became involved in.a conflict,
Do you think that in the present state of political methods and -
Journaligtic habits 1t would be said that it could really opgrate in
freedom if it had to carry out its discussions under the eye of the
Journalists of that particular country who, I would point out, would
be more.numerous than the others, and if 1t had to debate in such
surroundings, in an atmosphere of over-excited passion where there
would be floods of false news of. all gorts, and rumours?

Tt,; therefore, seems to me ¥e are bound to reply in the negative

to that, which means to say, I don't think.we can contemplate plac;ng',

..the seat of the Organisatlion in the territory of & permanent. member iof . i °
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the Security Council, If that is the cage, 1f I am right in this
'inference, having eliminated five countries, we now have to.cqnsider
where else this geat could be placed. Now the Chinese Delegate was
guggesting that the seat should be placed 1n the new world. Now_.I should
like to plead, and to say why I wish to plead the cause of Europe.

It 1s certain that 1if we take a look around Europe and contemplate
the possibility of placing the seat there, the spectapleixhat Europe
presents at the moment is not an encouraéing one, - There are nuins.everyQ
where, and even where there are no ruins, there are terrible problems.

We know that Europe 1s cast down and in the grip of a terrible crisis.
But 1t 1s also true to say, that'Europevyill rise again ont of-that ..
crisis, and that it must be raised out of that crisils, and that.it”is
in the interests of all to ralse it out of its present comdition. And
therefore, there 15 a Qery great case here. It 1s very important that
Europe should be set on 1ts feet againrand that ips‘ﬁqrale_shopld be
re-established, includingtits.faith in an ipternationalvorder becausge the
netions pf Europe in their day believed in the League, had faith.in. it,
and they were cruelly disappointed. And therefore, we must re-adcustom
the Europgan qa@;oné to viewing things from the world, and from the wider
point of view - both thelr life &nd thelr problems in the wider setting
of the world 1ife and wo;ld problems,::we musp;endeavour to_Liqk the
countries in such a way that they can disrupt themselves from the constant'
preoggupgx;pn with purely national problems, with problems that are.day }
by dayip;qblemsiand getjthem to rise to the level where they can.gontem-
plate problems on a European and on a world plane. And thereforse, and
agaln, 1f we wish to restore better conditions in world trade and gener-
ally restore the economic position of the world, there agin, these -.
problems. must be viewed on. a world basis, and we must get these countries
of Eurqpe out of the habit ‘of looking ét their.own problems, thelr own
pressing éroblems from the purely narrow point of view of thelr own
Imports, thelr own unemployment, and get them baock again into the habit

of contemplating all these problems on a wider basis.
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Now if that is the case, it follows that it would be a great thing

if the seat of the OrganiSation‘could be placed in“Europe.‘? Eurepe
of eourse, consists of poar Pqunfries. And that is another point
I would like to bring out. Aﬂd when I say poor countries, I mean
these countries are poor alike in men and poor in money. - And if
‘ypﬁ placed the seat of the Organi ation in a far distant country,
it would be impossible for the Furopean nations to send there
Delegations which are adequate in numberé or adequate-in quality
or to keep them there.  And not only that, it would be also
impossible fer the European Press to be adeguately répresented at
the meetings. |
Many cf my colleagues here were in London at the time of the

San Francisco conference, We are well aware that the English
Press is the richest Press of all Press in Turope. It has its
foreign correspondents, it is able to subscribe to the news
services. Now I would like to ask you what place did news of
San Francisco occupy in English newsbapers? What opportunity
was there to glean from Engli;h newspapers a clear account of
what was going on in San Franéiséo? Aﬁd if we come to continental
papers; French or Belglan papers, with even less résources, the
situation is still werse. It waé qulte 1moos51b1e to- follow the
"debates intelligeatly from these papers.' 'And‘yOu are not going to
- revive the faith of European natlons in an international European
‘and international order unless you keep them informed of the probh-
‘lems. which arise, and keep them clearly informed of the manmer in
“which they are being treated.

. Therefore, the conclusion I draw is that public opinion in Eurqpe
must be placed in the posiinn to foilow what is going on in the world

organisation snd more than that, private orgenisations must equally
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be in a position to send their Delegates there to follow and study
the work xvhiqh i“s:.‘goving on.  And th‘e‘ problcfn of money and the
problem of traz;spért must not consténtly obtrude itself between these
Delegates and.__the Conferences they wish fo attend.
There is another reason why I would prefel: this that I would
like to mention, and which also has its iﬂ@oi;twce. We have, as I
said, to recreate that world c.:onsciousness. Europe must have
contacts in the world, and to dé that, the best place in which it
can do it is in the United Nations Organisation.
Now in Europe, possibly as a conseguence of history, it has
been a].leged, wrongly alleged that there is an apposition between
the east and the west. And it seems to me that although that is
untrue, it would be still less true the better opportunities are
for the east of Furope to meet the west of Europe and it is a very
different thing if you have Europea;ﬁs f‘rom the east and west mecting
in Europe rather than that they should meet 1n 'some far distant point
of the wox;ld. In the interest' of a rapprochément in Europe, it
would be well to have the éeat iﬁ Europe, and!that would be of
benefit to the world as a whole. I think you "vvill all agreec to that.
I said before, ﬁle spectacle of Eufoi)e at' the moment is not a very
engaging one, and I_nr‘:én understand people saysj.ng, "Let's have the
:Organisation in the new world." At the same time, I would like to
point this out; I do_‘r.xl't think it is possible for the new world o
develop on the ruins ¢ the old world. Ii:; will serve the greatness
of the new wo;fld best if it dg{relops in association with the recon-
sfgruction and rehabilitation of the ol& world. It is therefore, I
. thv_nk,v:t‘o.the interest ol the -ﬁew v;forld itseif vto sée that recon-
stmgt‘iqn ) and rehabilitation procesées go f‘én&ard. . And in any case,
it seems to me that in present Oilléumstances, the argument that

Furvpe may be in ruins is no longer an argument and mist not be
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allowed to be an arguﬁent.

o PR
.

Now I am coming to thé question of where we mlghf flace the
seat, and it is because of alcértaiﬁ idea‘f had in mind that I was
reluctant to agree on the last occasion tc the idea that the country
of the seat must necessarily be a country which speaks one of the
working languages of the United Nations. There are various
solutions. I think as regards accessibility, there arc certainly
points in Europe readily accessible., One can even say there are
certain points in Europe more éccessible to most than certain parts
of North Amecrica are from many other places and places which it is
easier to reach from South America than certain spots in North America
are. o |

As regards which towm should be chosen ;‘as far ég Geneva is
concerned, there are many pros and cons., If it is felt that there
is an absolute objection to Geneva, I should be the last to insist
for one moment on Geneva, but if we are going, as I said, to find an
adequate point of contact between the east ;nd the west of Europe, I
wonder whether Denmark would not afford us such a place, or Austria?
Either might afford us a solution. And I wonder whether there
wouldn't be‘great political aﬂvahtagevin placing the seat in Austria.
But of course, there may be other solﬁtions but it seems to me
before we go into the question of the actual place, we should first
of all settle the question whether the seat is to be in Furope or
outside of Europe. ~4And I woulq point out1’if the choice was made
in FEurope, it would, to my mind; follow as a necessary consequence
that the Secretary-General should in that case be a non-Eurocpean.

CHATRMAN: I recognise the represéntaﬁive for Australia, Dr. Evatt.

DELEGATE OF AUSTRALIA: Mr. Pfesident, I think that what we are

called upon to do is recommend a seat for the permanent headquarters
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of' the Orgéﬁ&sation.' And in my opinioh; nothing could be worse
tha:n to start off by de'ciding that it is to be'in Burope or not in
Europe, and then to choose by way of compensation or compromise

a Sééfetary—General from the continent or zone which is not
selected for the seat of the Organisation, In my view the
Secretéz&*General question must be kept absolutely distinct from
the question ¢f the seat. Clearly the Secretary~General should
be elected upon personal qualifications.

‘What we are required to do is ask what place is most.suitable
for the seat of the United Nations. Our view is in favour of San
Prancisco - not because it is part of the United States or because
it is not in Europe - but because, after considering all the
available evidence, Saﬁ Francisco is the most suitable site.

I think it is obvious that the peoples of the world expect a
fresh start to be made in world organisation; we consider that
that can best be done. by choosing a new site. That view tells
strongiy against Geneva, but the case for San Francisco is not a
negative case but a positive cases San Francisco has all the
facilities. So far as the argument of distance is concerned,
modern‘transport has ‘greatly reduced its ilmportance and the
facilities for transport to and from Sen Francisco are excellent

It has been claimed that it is essential that the Organigation
should operate in complete:ffeaiom from local or govermmental
pressure. _1I sgree with that: But it does not follow that the
seat should not be situated in the territory of a great power.
There is‘nothing in the Charter that suggests that the site should
not be in ‘the territory c? any power. Why should the fact that the
United States is'a permonent member of the OrganiSation debar a site
Otherwise sultable fromi'being selected as the permanent seat of the
Orgenization? If that fact was thought to be disqualifying, it
would have been expressed in the Chirter. There is no such dis-

‘qualification.: = - a7
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San Froncisco is a city which‘bJ:_"t’aathes the very spirit..of
freedom. ’ Freedom of expression is gqar:j.nteed inl,;the,country to hich
San Francisco beipng_s, fresdpm of expression is enforced by the Courts,
nowhere in the v«orld, isA freedom more seccure, It is a city of progress,
it looks with courage and confidence to the future. That is the
atmosphere which ‘isvre'zquired for the success of the new OrganiSation.
~ In drawing up the Cf;arter at the Conference in San Francisco we all
recognised with gratitude and admiration the debt we owed to the city
of San Francisco and its people. In fact, the Charter was worked
out in the spirit of San Fra,nciscoi- the spirit of progress and
freedom and tolerance.

I realise that the question cannot be dealt with finally today
but I ’am convinced that t_hg .cleims .of San Francisco are pre-eminent
and are .already proved by the great success of the San Froncisco
Conferelnce .which produced the Charter under which the new Orgenisation
will have its being.

DELEGATE OF THEA UNITED KD\TGDOIV[; Mr., Chairman, I am about to
demonstrate one of the glories of the British Commonwealth of Nations:
I am going to differl, from my ,f‘r‘f;enc‘ilt and colleague, Dr. Evatt.

I am going to start, if I may, with Mr Victor Hoo, whose speech
I enjoyed as we all always enjoy his speeches. He started by the
assertion that Document 54, to which we devoted three hours of debate on
Saturday morning, did not help us; in other words, that our work had been
lost and, throwing every line of* Document 54 to the winds, he proposed
San Fra.mcisco with, I venture ’c‘vo submit, a very thin fabric of argument
to support what he said.. He\;said at oné moment that we ought perhaps
to put it in San Prancisco because the United States of America had
rendered us all such immense services in winning the war.  No-one could
have greater cause than the p‘,eqple of my country to recognise the immense
debt of gratitude we all owe to -:the United States, both before and after
she became a belligerent in the war, But' Sir, such an argument, if pressed,
might lead to different conclusions. He salid that San Erancisco.wbula-d ,be.,

very suitable because it was the place where the Conference had been heldif! '
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Well, -that would have led us l&ét‘time to put the league of

Nations in Poris -- ond o very-unfortunate decision that would have
been. In reality, Mr. VictoriﬁOO brought us only one argument. He
saold that . the memories of-thelloqgue,of‘Nations would so overshzdow
all that was done by the new organisation that, if it were_in'q§pevq,
it would be brought to failurg; and he assumednthat‘there was:pgwhere
elee except Genevo where the United Nations was likely to be placed,
Well, §ir, I am.-golng to add & word about that. But let me enswer
what he seid about Geneva. On his basls, is it true that the spirit
of Gengyg{came:tgupqqg Fheispirit of Munich? Not, in my bellef. The
gpirit of Munich meant_thqigpirigrofiygnégp& The pollicles of Munich
werce conducted not in Geneva butgelsewhergg}AWQ 2ll eaid in 1938 (it
was o cormon phpaseryp'phe:mouths.of everybody in the streetg in ;pgdon)
that . 1if Mr. Chemerlain hed flown to Gemeva instecd of to Berchtquadgn
wo should not have,h;d the war. er' Churchill made a cempalgn of
speeches round the ‘country in 1938 to say that we ought to stand by
the Leugue of Natlons in order to stop the coming war. It wao ;n
Geneva thot the representative of the Soviet Unlon made his repoa@cd
stands for collective ggcqrity,f- we have not forgotten 1t, and we
believe .that if the lead of the Soviet Union in Geneve in 1938 hed
beon followed, we should not have had.tho wer,

Bir, boceuse you have [ailed in ¢ place, do you not go there agﬁ;p?
That, to ny wind, ic very like stylng thet becouse the British
Parlirnent voe qbliﬁed,.in deicnce of prrlismentery righte, to cut:ofg the
heed ol King Cherdes I ond thevenrior to suffer ¢ dletotorghip for a
conglderable number of yéars,.we ought to have moved from Westminster
Hall whon we rostarted parliementery government in 1660. But we
went back to Westminster Hall and\we restarted a Parlioment far sfrongcr

than 1t wag before we cut off King Charles's heand.
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Now let ue look ot this theory that if you heve a seat which.
looks 6ut on the Pacific, you will bc making @ fresh start.
Mr. Victor Hoo, this conflict bogan in Menchirin-in 1931 and wo
have all said, on all our platforms around the world, that the
New World and the Pacific countries, with the 9-powor treaty at
tﬁéif“diépbsai,”did ﬁothing to try to stop-it.- Now I do not went
to press the argumeﬁt sbout memories. I do'niot want to say anything

that would bec -- whot word shall I uge; déeobligcant 1s the only one

thé%féémes“infc>ﬁy'miﬁd - about thc memories of the past. But my

profound ‘¢onviction is that this ‘argument ‘sbout memories is quite

fai%éi&ﬁcbncciﬁédfi1Thégpeoﬁlé“ﬁfli‘néﬁ“ﬁhinkfin those tcrms about

tho' sect of tho Unitéd Nutions in Eirope, oven Lf that seat e ‘in
gbheva The “pdoples recoghioe the differénce betwoon the machine and
“Way id'which pévermments use ‘it If they ‘do not récognise it already,
_our vitel, fundementally importent tagk is to moke them rocognise it,
end to malte them ‘see that it was not tho dofecté'of the machinery -
lagt time thot brought us to disaster; it was tho fact that the
governments did not carry out the pledges they ‘hod made. And we have
to make them understand now that this new machinery In iteolf is not
their solvation: it 1& the ¥y it is used. And, Sir, I believe that
that can best be done in thé place vhore the first experiment vas
made and wherc the mistakes ‘of .theipast can be wiped out.

I turn to the positivd didd of the argument that I want to make, I
believe, with M. Mascigli, that Document S4 docs holp us. I believe he is
right when he gays that the institutiong of t@e United Nations must debate
in en’'dtmosphere ‘of indepsndence. I bolieve that his intcrprotation of the

first péragraphféf Document 54 is a right one ~-- that, howcver genorous
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end however liberal the govermment ond people of a prcat power may
be (end none could be so liberal and so gonerbus ao that of ‘tho United
States}t ﬁe fully recognicge it, ?flcourscﬁ, tﬁc-independence of the
Inatitutions in a smell country:where:the polifics are not
significant, wherc the politics will never cﬁt acrosé the inter-
national fleld of action, muct be grecter than they can be in any
groat power, whichever 1t may_be'-- and I would gey that of my own
country5qu1te as much ag of any pther.
Now lct us come to another‘socpion of Document 5S4 -- I meon

3(b), which deals with the acccasibility of the oite to other
nations. I have here a table of the nuﬁbér of ;apitals of other
coﬁhffies which aro within certain distances of San Frencisco und
of the centrc of Furope. Withiﬁ 500 miles redius of San Franclsco
therc are no capitals of other countries. Therc arc 8 that are
within 500 milos of the centre of Luropc. Within a distance of
1,000 miles of San Francisco there are no capltals, and there are 20
from the centro of Europe. Within a distance of 2,000 miles of San
Francisco there zre no capitals, and fhgre are 28 from the centre

of Europe. Within a fadius‘of 2,500 miles there are three from San
Francisco and 30 from the centre of Europe. With regerd to
accessibility, geographical proximity, convenlenco for busy members
of governments to get to the internmetionsl centre, I think that
‘table is really very difficult £o anaswer, But it corrogponds to
another reality. ZEurope 1s in fact the centre of the moet heavily
populated area in'the;yorld. There are 403 million people in
‘Europe plus 90 million people in Europcan Russia, and with the
'Lpbpulations of parts of Asla end of Africa, an&fhing up to another
600 million or 700 million -- & very great deal ncarer to the centre
of Burope than they are to San Francisco. But all that corresponds

- to yet another reality which, although we have had Nozism in

Burope, has not ceased to be true, namely, that Europe has been the
mother of the civilisations of the New World, that Furope has been
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the cardle and cxporter of democratic government through
parliomentary institutions. And Turope, in my prolound
conviction, ha?ihg libersted itself from the forces which clamped
down th; truéedévelopment 6f derocracy, parliamentory and sqcial,
will ultimatei; have a power for lecdership which Europe has
never had befor;. T think those arc powerful arguments. I
think theré aré, in addition, all the ersuments usedAby the
French spokesmén in his admirable speech, which I only do not
repeat because I‘ﬂave already spoken so long and I do not want
to weary the Committee, |

| But I end b& Saying this, that even if you were to determine
that the long-term seat must be far from here, I believe itlwould
be necessary to have a short-term: seat == a provisibnal prelimiﬁgry‘
seat -- somcwhere in'EurSpé. "There are o number.of factors Of"
very greagiimportance. The Peace Tréaties, in spite of all the
excitcments of fhe. last dé&s; will some day be made, and they
will be made in EﬁroPe: no-one doubts it. The men responsible
for makiﬁglthem ﬁill nét alweys be able constantly to make long
journeyg.to a‘diétaﬁt continent. In other words, either the
seat must %e éomewhere neor here, or the United Nations may be
at times déprifed of the services of those who control the
gove;nments of the world when they are most necded. In the second
place, the factor of movement and expense, is going to be one gf
very great importancé:'both for the members of ;he United Nations,
the gqvé;nmenfé; ana.for the Press,‘uPon‘whom-in'the long run the
success pf'our efforts will depend, because unléss public opinion
finds out whet this is all about, we shall never moke it succgsd,

Now,. in the oid.Lcague of Nations, we all know what & trogb?e it

was to collecé contributions. It remains to this day one Of,thg.
reproaches ééainst the Léague of Notions that there are 5till some
debtor States. How many countries are goiné to be able to pay thelr

-qontributioné in dol ars without difficulty in the first feWiyeer
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af'ter -the war? That is not an argument against = 1ong-tern decision
in favour of the New World, but it is an argument of very great force

for the flrsf two pr three years, and indeed I think it is true not
only that we might hgve'bud otony d1f¢1culuwcs (I woul& be prepared
to face those 1f the othcr °rpunents were all rlght), but I believe
the effect Qf'lt Would be enormecusly to hampgr the ggtual werk that
was done because governments would send for smaller delegations than
they oughf to,.ﬁhglPress would not scnd proper people and in many many
other Wa&s thé’thing would -be Jimited.
I want to end by making one more observatiqnﬁ Much of my -

argument hus turned on the word "Geneva". Bubt I reserve my position

entirely on;thaﬁlqnd;the position of myAquernment, which' in fact is
very clear., I say this, that I am in the fullest ppssible agreement
with M. Massigli when he says . that the first decision we want is in
favour of Europe apd then wewwill discuss the place that can be chosen.,

Mre Chairman, I have spoken with the utmost Lowds >, because 1t
is no goéﬁ conducting a disqussiqn,like this unless you say- the,things
that are really in your mind. . I hope I have not said anything that
anybody would think désobligeent,

DELEGATE OF THE NETHERLANLB: Mre. Chairman, having listened
this afternoon to the two very able and eloquent speeches which were
made in favour of having the seat of the new international
organisation in Eugope, I can be very brief.

The Netherlonds Delegation also is in favour of having the seat
in Furope ff‘mbstly, Mr. Cb@iym&n, fior the reasons which have already
been nentlonea, and in partlcular for .the reason which M. Massiglil spoke

of when he said that it was of the utmost 1nportance that the countries
of Purope should agaln get into the hablt of colla%oratlng towards.
international ideas. Besifes this reason, whicih for us is the 5
principal reason, there:-is also:the extremely practical reason of
distances The delegate of the United Kingdom has shown us by his
statistical data how extremely difficul’ it is to reach San Francisco
in the same short time as it is to reach a point in *he centre of Europe
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T myself have had that expcrience when leaving San Francised
and being in a hurry to get back to my coumtry; it wook me,
although T admit that there wag a ccrtain delay, T days.

T think, if therc had not been the undue and unaccustomed
délay, it sertainl;: would have taken 5 days. Sv that I
cannot agree entirely with Dr. Evatt that the questinn of
trangportation in this day and age hardly plays a part in
this matter. |

Mr. Chairman, we have heard from the Delegate from

.China and also from the Delegate from Australia ¥hat there
. are éertain psychological reasons which seem ¥0 militate
againgt Geneva., I cannot say that we do not feel the
force of these arguments. We certainly do. But,
personally, I do not think that in our country we would be
" haunted by these ghosts of évil memories of the past. However,
alwhough being able to stafé noﬁ that the Netherlands Delegati&n
Woﬁld be in favour of Geneva, I should like to reserve our
final point of view on this matter-iﬁ.case‘the Delegates
from other countries are able to convince ug that a large
part of the publiq opinion of the world would indeed be
haunted by these memories, and for that reason bg oppbsed:to
Geneva .

Mr, Chairman, I can end now b& summing up what I have just
gaid: We of the Nethériands Delegation would be in févour of
having the seat in Europe, but not so much for the reason that
we would in priﬁciple be opposed to having the seat in the
territory of a country having a permanent seat on the Council, .

but for the more idealistic reason that we +ish to promote the
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co-operation of the countrios of Burope towards the
ideal of* international co-operation, and for .the purely
practical reason of the-distance and the difficulty. of
travel 1n reaching a place like San Francisco.

CHAIRMAN: As the representative for the Soviet
Union, I wish to day that the Soviet Government has a.-
definite négative dttitude towards Geneva as a possible
place for the United Nations crganisation. The
Soviet ‘Government considers that the United States
would be the proper place for the United Nations Organisation,
The United States is located conveniently between
Asia =and Burope. = The old world has had it once, and it is
time for the New World to have it. As to the particular
place in the United States, for the time being I have nu
suggestions to nake.. - This ‘cuestion may be c;nsidered and
settled later. As to the idea of a temporary place == an-
idea which has been expressed by Mr. Noel-Baker -- I
personally do not favcur such an ldea. I think the question
of the permanent seat for the International Organisation
should be solved at-once, at the beginning, and the Executive
Committee, 1t scems to me, should make a recummendation not
as to'a temporary seat of the Organisation but as to the. -
permanent seat of ‘the Organisation, which is provided by
the Interim Agreement on the establishment of the Preparatory
Commission, T-am not "going to say anything about the past in
ccanection with Geneva. It is well known to everybody. I
am in agreement with what has boen said by my colleagues from
China and Australia on this subject. I am not going to add
anything ‘1n connection with Geneva. That 1s all T have to

say at this stage. 7. - "
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T want to end by making one more obsérvation.
Much of my argument has turned on the word ‘"Geneva' .
But I reserve my position entirely ‘on. that and the
position of my Government, which in fact is véfy clear.
I say this, that I am in the fullest possible agreement
with M. Maésigli when he pays*thaﬁ the ‘first declsion we
want is in favowr of‘Europe and ‘then"we will discues
the place that can be chegen.”

Mr, Chairman, I have spoken with the utmost gdhﬂour;
bocause 1t is no good condileting a discussion like this
wnless you sey the thihgs ‘that dve reslly in your mind.
I hope I have not said’anything’ that anybody would think

desobllgeant.

DELEGATE OF THE NETHERLANDS: -Mr. Chairman, having
listened this afterncon. to the ‘two vory able and oloquent
specches which were*made'ﬁn‘favour'c@:haﬁing"the‘Seat'
of the new international crganiéation in Eurcpe, I caﬂ‘
be.very brief.

The Netherlands Delegaticu also is in favour of
having the seat in Europe -- mostly, Mr.Chalrman, for
the reasons which have. already been menbioned, end in’
particular for tho reason whith M. Massigli. spoke of when
he said that it was of the‘ptmost importance that the
countries of Burops should again got into the habit
of collaborating towards international ideas. Besldes
this reason, which for us is the principal r@asén;‘ﬁﬁere
18 also the extremely practical roason of distance. The
delegate of the United Kingdom has showh us by his
statistieal data how extremely difficult it is to reach
San Franclsco in the same short time as i£ 1s‘t§ réach a

point in the centre of Europe.
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DELEGATE OF YUGOSLAVIA: Mr, Chairman, as a representative of
a smaller European State, and being myself a good European, - the
Yugoslav delegation is nevertheless in favour of the seat being
in the United States, and for the followlngz reasons,

It was sald that the scat should be in Europe because of
Eurépean public opinion. I should like to rcverse the picture
and say that it would be a very good thing, to have the seat in
America, from the point of view of imerican public opinion, and
to have it more or less in the centre of the world, be§ause
America is sc situated that Asia and Europe are almost an equal
distance, It is true what the Represcntative of France and the
Representative of Great Britain said, that maﬁy of’ the‘European
questions have been handled in Furope, or that they should be
handled in the future in Europe, and therefore it would be sult-
able if the seat of the United Notions Organisation were in
Burope. ‘I do not think the past has shown to us that having the
seat in Europe you got a rapprochement between the Europea?
peoples. There was discord in Furope smongst the Europcan
peoples, and the spirit of Geneva did not help to climinate it,
It is alsc said that the scat of the United Nations Organisation
should not be situated in the country of a great Power but if
‘possible in a smaller country, I am not of this opinion, and for
the reason that to have the seat of the United Nations in a
smaller country would in no way climinate the dengers that you
would have in a great Power country -- just the opposite,
beé;use it has been shown that the smaller Buropcan countries

. have been invaded sometimes overnight and, The French represen-

Ctative will excﬁse me, Just to cite as the future seat Demmark,
with all respect and friendship to the valiant Danish people, is
in my opinion not the best cxample, A less good example is
Vienna, because especially we South FBuropean and Central European

peoples have not the happicst memories of Vienna, I.do not think
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:_t '\)’.Lll encourage ond for if‘y ‘the ‘peopldé of those «coyntries in
Vthclr bcl:.cf 1n thc Un:.wd Na’clong Org a.n::.zat:.on if the seat of

!

) ,such an. :anortant intcrnat:.onwl body shoulc bc situated 'thorc. |
“"'Thc chr\,se.ntat:.ve of Grcat Br:.ta:.n has po:.ntca out how many
’v‘;Cap:.tals are nearer to the Europc’m ccntrc and how far away they
| "‘?are fron San I‘rancmsco. I would on.ly po:.nt out uh«. 't those
e countr:.es wh:.ch arc nearer to the EBuropean centre arc all s:.tua.tcd
| “1n Eur0pcl | | | ' (
o DLLIEGATE OF THE UNITED KINGDOM: Not ot all, Meny of sthe South
Ann.r:x.ca.n cou.ntr:.es arc ncarcr to Europc thg.n they arc to. San |
Fra.nc:.sco. |

DLLDGATL OF YUGOSLAVIA I think with the planes of todpy
1’5 woula be nearcr to JO, for cx c.nple, to the United Statev tha.n
to Europe. | '

' DELEGATE OF THE UNTTED KINGDOI: No. The measurc is the ~
‘miles. 7

DELEGATE. OF YUGOSLAVIA: Then with rcgard to the sﬁggestionl
for a. ter.".p'orary'se.a'.t s L an not in favour of h-aving. a tempoi:azy A
. Se:it for a shoft t‘imc.’ We have becn instructed, as was a.iready -
pdintpd.out v'by the Deicgato from thc Sovict Union by the agrecment
‘ esta'biish:i.ng the Preparatory 001m'A1:i;ssion; {0 preparc recommendations
lconcc‘zrningi the location of the pcnhzmcnt hC‘ac1qLiai'tors of the:
| organiza.tibﬁ. "
| To cnd ny spéebh, I should like to point out the following
: advuntqgcé :Ln haﬁng the seat in the United States: .Amcri'ca. was
pdpulutcd more or léss frtor:_l‘ Europcan pcoi;lcg._ Tﬁcy, I would say,
‘f‘lcd: from Europé y Very many for kpo‘litical and economic reasons, to .
establish therc ‘a‘ new homc, building up .also a ncw sﬁizﬁ.t. This new
spirit has. deyelopecl in such a way that we have (a.\nd I speak fram
my Qi*m emériencc) in America a democracy and a f‘reéﬁom suéh as T

G0 not think you will find in eny cowntry in tho world,  The Report
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| we have from Committee 10 is so drawn up that all the points point
‘jusﬁ'té Mmerica, where you have all the facilitics, all the
comﬁuﬁication and all the freedom you need, and I am convinged
that the American Govermment will give all the facilitics aﬁd

all the possibilitics sovthgt the Unitéd Nations can work in
freed&n and without restrictions.

I was listening one night whilc I was in Washington to the
speech of the late President Rooscvelt in vhich he said: "Aﬁerica
should bc the arsenal of democracy”, .I hopc this idea of hi; was
not confined only to wartime but that it vould also apply in
pcacctime, and thercforc I think that this "arscnal of democracy"
which has given birth to the United Nations should work there also
in peace, |

| For thc reasons I have given, ry Delegation is in favour of
having the séat of the United Nations in the Unitcd States of
Anerica, 7

CHAIRMAN: We are sitting for two hours now, If the members
of the Committec do not mind, we may have an intermission-for
fifteen minutes and have a cup of tea, and then we shall begin
again strengthened and refreshed, Return at ten to five.

(Intenniésién. The Comwdttee reconvened at 5:00 Delly )

CHATRMAN: I recognisc the representative for the United
States, lr, Stettinius,

DELEGATE OF UNITED STATES: Well, kr, Chaiman, during the
iést two hours, I felt very much like someonc vho was heing
clected to a club and was asked to sit with the nanbership
Cammittec whilc his character was being discussed,

I wish to make it very clcar that the United States has
nothing in mind in this conncction other than the success of_the
Unitcd Nations Organization. We must reach the right decision, no

matter what that decision is, 4And I fecl that it is a very
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important decision, I would hopc that it would be possible during

our deliberations this autwn to rcach a definite decision, for a

nwiber of reasons, One of these ig that thce celection of the

-

~Secretariat would be made mush morc difficuli if +ihc decision is not

made, -I doubt whether therce arc mony in this roon whq‘would fcel
they could take positién with the Tnited Walticons rot knowing where
they and their familics werc to live cwvoutuaoliy « and with the
prospect of moViﬁg pcrhapé'from one tecmporayy siéo to another.

I hope that it will be possible for us to reach a docision that

w1l be aéccptable to all in this mattors I think our frank dis-

cussion this afternoon has been exbrenely cncouraging., Everyone
has éfokon exactly what was on his heart apa mind én this subject.
The last thing we would went is that it should ever Le NeCesSsary
for any considerablce nwiber of the United Nations ?o go to in a

location with which thoy were not compictcly plecased,

Having said that, I wish to make clear the position of the

>

United States. We erc not secking the site of the United Nations

Organization within the boundaries of the United States. If it is
the will of the majority of the Unitcd Nations to Eqme to the
United States and have the headquarters of tho Orgahization within
the United Statés; the ﬁnitcd Sfdtés Government sfands ready to
extend an invitation to the Unitod Nations t§ come there,

'The last point I wish to meke, Mr. Ch;irﬁan; is this: scveral
delegates have spokcn for ond agoinst Sén Francisco; %e should all
kcep in mind that there are man& poseible sites within the United
States.

" That concludes my coﬁment.

CHATEMAN: I recogniée the rcPresanitivo for Mexico.
DELAGATE OF MEXICO: Mr. President: I wish o stote that the
opinion of my Goverrment in this respéct is that the permanent

headquartérs should be chosen with a view to the best possible
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success of the Unilted Nations Organization., That is t};e only
concern of nmy Govermacnt, We belicve that one of the mést
important factors to achleve that cnd is the suitable
atmosphere . prevailing there where the headquarters Aof the
Orgenization will be locatcd. In deciding which is the nﬁost

suitable atmosphere duc account should be token of the
political as wecll as the sociol and rorel .aspcc'ts “cln‘.‘ it, It is
important that the headquartcrs of the Orgohization should be
located in a place free, as far as possib}l.e, fron fear of
~unduc interference, cnjoying a fceling of sccurity and where
the population at large of thc host statc may be open to lofty
ideas from all over the world end able to considér on ifs own
merits and without prejudice the standards that cvery member of
the United Nations rcspects.

In other words, I belicve that the population at large in
the host state should not be local-minder but rather international-
rinded,

" My Government believes .tha%: the Unitcd Nations Organization
owe to hove the advantages of a fresh start in an atmosphere of
fai‘sh a_nd ‘Optimism, freedon and progress. And we belicve, that ‘
at the present moment most of thosc conditic;ns do prevml :m the

dmerican Continent.
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I dare to say that the arguments that have been expressed against
a place in the Americgn Continent are not very important arguments.
It has been gzid that there is a great Qistance in miles between
capitals of European statss and the Americen Continent, but in modern
times that is a question of relative importance which owe to be
measured rather in function of the time needed for transportation
than in terms of geographical distance. Ve have to ksep aiways in
mind the Charter of The United Nations and the functions and scope of
therdifferent organs.  We lmow how the main decisions regarding the
maintenance of peace and security will be taken, that is a function
of the Security Council but the argument that the Security_Council
should not have its seat far from Eurépe is based on the presumption
. that Europe will be again in the future the place where a new crisis
might arise; I believe that even in such an event the argument is
answered‘bj the fact that the Securit& Council may hold meetings at
such places other than the seat of the organization as in its Judge-
ment will begt facilitate its work,

It has been said that we should not make it very difficult for
) important men of the governments concerned and for the heads of
states to meet at the headguarters of the Organization, as‘would be
the case if' the permanent seat of the United Nations is far away from
the capitals of their respective states. I do not consider this a very
strong argument either; in the first place the chiels of states are
not required to meet at the pcrmanent{héadquarters of the Organiszation
and as far. as they are concerned we have seen how in the past chief’s
of governments did travel to distant places, under very difficult
situations, when they consider it necessary. We Iknow how many
meetings President Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill and Marshall
Stalin did hold at points far from the seat of their respective

governments.
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It has been pointed out also that a great part of the
pggﬁiiionyof theworld is in and around Europe and that the seat
of'the ﬁnited Nations Organization should be therefore near those
millidﬁs of people. I agree thet we should endeavour to piace
the United Nations Organization very near the peoplés of the
World but that can only mean that we should endeavour to be near
them in a moral sense so that “they will be conscious of the
purposes and principles of the United Nations Orgenisation.

Those millians of people could not be said to be far or near the
Organizations according to the nwnber: of miles‘ that separates

them from"the physical place where the permanent headquarters are
located. They can morally bz near or far by other means;
regardless of the physical distance they cen be approached through
the presé a.ﬁd broadcasting, through newsreels and educational films
and through preaching of certain ideals.

Emphaéis has been also placed on the cost of travelling to a
far distant place. This argwﬁerit has"‘:ﬁvo sides: a place near to
some countries will Eé ‘f*'atr‘fme o‘thersl‘; besideé, the expenses
involvea in réaéhiﬁg a giveh place no matter how far it is from a
giiren' country Wc;_uld-'be very small if they are compared with the
cost gf'é:flyiﬁg fortreses a battleship or one atoﬁic'bomb. T
f':l.rmly Eel:{e_ve that countries which have been able to spend huge
?Jambﬁnté‘fdé‘%ﬁf can cerfiihly afford to spend mich smaller amounts
A,‘.f'or"‘:.peace‘. W'é“must-' iceép in mind in this connection that the -

- ;éssions of the General Assenbly will normally take place only
gﬂce a year and these will be the occasions that require trans-
portation of large numbers of delegates. Ahother péint that we
should take into consideration as addipg to the atmosphere to which

T have referred is the importance and attitude of the press in the
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host state. - We need a press fre¢, independent and important, of .

a circulation as wide as possible ané able to reach millions of
reading people. We believe that in America, and I mean the
American Continent, the press is More concerned with everything
~that is happening in the world than the European press has generally
been in the past of what was-happening outside of Rurope. I do

not mean to say that the European press does not take into consider-
ation what happens everyvhere in the world, but the importance

that it gives to many problems of countries outside of Furope does
not compare with the attention given to all problems all over

the world by the press in the American Continent.

It has been said that it is necessary to have the people of
Eurdpe more internationally minded.” That is true, that is very
necessary. But I doubt if that can be accomplished by the fact
of having the seat of the Organization in Europe. It did not
happén when Geneva was the scat of the League of Nations. We
do not have anything to say against Geneva, but if we are to make
a choice between the American Continent and the Egropean Continent,
for the reasons I have expressed before, which in the opinion of
my Government are very important. we prefer.the American Comtinent.

DELEGATE OF CZECHOSLAVAXTA: Mr Chairman I have listened
with very keen interest to the discussion which has been going on
on this very inportant matter. Practicaily we have two proposals
before us: FEurope or the United States. I confess that both of
thesé proposals can be supported by very very important and strong
reasons and arguments.  For Burcpe, fir instance, it'is quite

true, as has been pointed out, that Europe is sick, that Europe
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is near despair, that European countries’ have lost their habit of
international co-operation, and that they have not much hope and
not much faith in intefnational collaboration, . But all this
cguldfbe_remedied in a very large degfee if the Orgenisation were
situated somewhere here in Europe. ' This is an important argument.
On the other hand, there is the arguﬁent of the local atmésphere
and its influence, and, in the eyes of my Delegation, this is

a very important argument..- All of us who have been in the
United States at the San Francisco Conférence -have seen this
wonderful atmosphere of the United States. The new Organisation
will need an atmosphere of optimism, of hope, and of absolute
faith in its own success. We think that such an atmosphere can
be best found in the United States. We would hope that a -
unanimous solution .can be found, but if there is no possibility
of a unanimous decision and if we are obliged to vote, then my -
Delegation will vote for the United States.  There is now the
question where in the United States and there I have been very
much inmpressed by the statistics of Mr.. Noel-Baker. It is

quite true that for more than 2,000 miles around San Francisco
there is no Capital. This is a wvery serious inconvenience, and
perhaps this could be remedied if the seat were located not on
the Wes@ern Coast but on the REastern Coast of the United States
or near it. Of course, the climate of San Francisco is ideal,
but I think in the Eastern part of the United States therec are
certainly places where the climate would be suitable, = I hope,
;f_there';s not a unanimous decision, we shall give preference
to thg United States, if possible to an Eastern city of the United

States.
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DELEGATE OF OHILI (speaking in French; English version

as delivered by interpreter follows): Mr. Chairman,

very sfrong arguments have been adduced on both sides of
this debate. The question is an important one -~ perhaps
one of the most imporfant ones with which we have to deal.
I Woﬁld like to say that we, for our part, have nothing
against Geneva -- far from it; but in view of the fact

that some Delegations have raised strong and definite
objections to Geneva we have to recognise that you cannot
force matters. I think in the circumstances, therefore,
this being so, we should turn with an opeﬁ mind and
willingly in a new direction.  That is why we, for our
part, would agree to having the seat in the United States.
I would also say that this Committee should endeavour
to lond to its decision that degree of unanimity.which
will make.its decision sufficiently strong later on to
carry the other Covernments with it. In these circum-
stances, my suggestion is that such differences as have
occurred among us should remain among us and that the
final decision on this subject should be taken
unanimouslye

DELEGATE OF BRAZIL: Mr. Chairman, I do not want

to give the impression that American Republics are more
united than FRuropean countries. I shall tell you that™
between Geneva and San Francisco the vote of my Delegation '
would be, of course, for San Francisco. We have had a very
interesting debate,‘and many things have been said which would
give force to the proposal to have the seat of the Organisation
in Europe. On the other hand, if I may say so, arguﬁents

have been put forward which apply both ways. Something has
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f.A__beerll said about the Press. Some think it is better to have the
American Press and some think the European Press. So it is a
little bit difficult to find out where the truth is., Our very
distinguished colleaguec from Chili asked us to try to arrive
at a common solution. I think that is important, because our
decision will not be the lést decision, since we have to face
the Preparatory Gommission, when fifty-one people may have
different points of view to recommend c¢o the Aissembly. I
would like to say that I am a little afraid of having the seat
in San Francisco for one reason, and that is the question

of accessibility. There might be, perhaps, some movement to

have the seat in Philadelphia, I am impressed by the arguments

i§f Mrﬂ,Noel—Bakerson accessibility. San Francisco is very
faf away from any place, and it is a danger that if the seat
is go far away the Security Council will meet not at the
seat of the Organization but in Burcpe, where three of the '
Permanent Members always are. Three out of the five members
are from Europe, It might perhaps take away the importance of
the Security Council if Delegates cf not very high grade were
the Permanent Members of the Security Council., I hope we shall
be in favour of having the seat in the United States but on the
Atlantic coast.
CHAIRMAN: Are there any other observations or suggestions?
'DELEGATE OF THE UNITED KINGDOM: If ﬁo other Delegate
desires to speak, I feel if incumbent upon me to do so, because a
number of our colleagues who said that they are not against Geneva,
or, r?ther, a seat in Europe, but nevertheless would vote the other
way, have appealed to us for uﬁanimity.

I do not want to try to reply to allwtﬁe speeches. which- have been
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made this afternoon against the thesis which, with the
Representatives:of France and Holland, I have sustained. Bub
T must make some observations sbout some of the arguments
which have been used.. )

I venturedto say that it might be necessarj to have a
short-term decisioﬁ for a temporary seat on the Continent of
EMIopé, and I gave, as I thought, powerful arguments, which
have not at all been answered. Among thoée arguments I
spoke of the trouble about dollars. No one can deny that
it is real. OQur Mexican colleague,.in his very able,
moderate and friendly speech, said that after all it was
very little money .and we ought to be able fo.ébend some
money for peace, as we have spent it for war. Well;'we Egzg'
spent it for war. Our Continent has spent’it for war. Oﬁr
Continent has paid a great part of the price of destroying
Nazism, and the cost has been far greater because, for a long
time, we were left alone, Of_course, the general argument
that "yo; must spend money as freely for peace as féu éo
for war" is one which I not only support but ﬁse on every
platform I ever zo on. But Europe is in a catastrophic
condition from the financial point of view and will be so for
the next few years. That will not last. We have great
capacity for production. We have immense genius for |
invention,- crganisation.and deﬁelopment, gnd T believe that
we are going to use it now not so much as we did in the past,
for militarisw and war, but for making a new Europe which will
play a great pert in leading the new world., But in the next
short period, helieve me, it is no good pretending that the
thing Wi;l not | hamper the activities of the Uni@ea Nationsi

if we have to pay for it all in dollars, it will;,agd I‘am.;“

; only stating a fact.
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Now with regard to distance: I do not think we can cite
the meetings of Mr. Churchill, Marshal Stalin and President
Roosevelt to make decisions about the war. It is not that.
kind of meeting that we intend to have in future, Of course,
if the argument is that impqrtan@ men can travel long distances
~-- gertainly, of cowrse they can; and they will have to do it
sonetimes. But the question is:; How many important men?

Did our great leaders travel as frequently as they should?

There was every wartime facilify at their command, and they could .
turn out their whole Air Forcesto assist.their journeys, but |
they did not traﬁel very often, and sometimes vital questions

were left altogether for long pericds and there was no decision .
And it is that T am afraid of. It is not that it will not
sometimes happen, when it is overwhelmingly important, that the .
men will come, but not enough of them will come, and not often:
enough, when their help is really required.

Con we have o temporary seat? The Agreement says that we
must "make studies and prepare recornmendations concerning the
loecation of the Permanent Headquarters of the Organisation®, but
it is fully .open to;us to say that you cannot now decide, that
you ought not now to decide, on-a permanent seat, and that for a
short time you ought to have a temporary seat and that you will make
a decision in two years' time from now as to where the permanent seat
will be. . No one could afgue on legal or any other grounds that the
Agreement would not fully enable us to do that.

Now, it has been argued -~ and here we touch something more
important -- that the people did not become internationally-minded
when the seat was in Geneva..-:Well, with .great respect, they did,
up till 1930 or 1931, Why was that move towards international-

mindedness whieh begon in Europe and spread from Eurcpe around the '
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world"arfestedO ‘ If wos afrested by the WOrid economio crisis
whlch, among other thlngs, brought Hltler to power for w1thout
it I do not believe he would ever have been able to come to
' powér -—a world economic crisis for'whlch Europe bore its share
‘o%’résponsibility, but which in fact began in the,New World, |
And the effect of the world.economic erisis was reinforced
‘ﬁy the disaster over Manchuria, which was not European,
and as td the action of the New World with regard to it I hafe
already spoken. I want to say this (and this is the last.
thing'I am going to say), that my Government is a wcrld'Powerg'
‘it is‘not a Eurépean Power. It is d.world Power. I do
not believe that it has ever had such morel strength as it has
415 the world today. But we ﬁight find it more difficult +6
‘play(the paftlwe have to pléy in Furope if in fact in these
.early years the seat were outside Europes 1 think it is
inevitable. What I am afraid’ of is that, in trying to do
.that, we might possibly compromlsc the tremendously 1mportant
1nternat10nal reconstructlve work of a very ambltlous klnd
”wh;ch I think the European Governments may now be.able to
‘ca;ry thréﬁéh. We might on the one hand compromise that,
while on the other hand we should _go some ‘distance towards
'maklng the United Nations Organlzatlon at San Francisco nOt
the kind of thing we intended it to be, but much more a party
‘of diploﬁats en poste. Mr. Chairmen, I am not going to argué‘
Jthe cése‘furfher now, but I am going to say that we cannot
accept this decision at this stage.’ I hope the;veill not
be a vote today, but if there is it will not be 5 unanimoﬁs
vote. The question, therefgré,rwill be taken to public

discussion in the Preparatory Commission.

’
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"”‘GATE ”'T'OR FRAI'Ch (speaklng in Hrench

1ntefpretcr follovs) Tr. Chalr:*lan, I hould put thc uhole 'n tter on not
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e

there ‘are alrcady two tcndonc:.es - one for the Atla.ntlc a.nd one for the

Pac:.f‘:.c coast - I must herc statc thf,t I huVC deflnlte 1nst:ruct10ns fm

ny Governrm.nt to I‘Chk.ln faithful to the argumonts whlch I have 'brough

bcf‘ore you today. Thc vhole mattor will come up before the 'Preparatory

P
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Commlss:.on, and T should foel it my dutv, cxactly o8 r1y BI‘l'tl\ShyCOlleague, )
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however unrcasonable this thesis might soem to some—of My—colloaguesy
ind T =lso insist that the French position should be stated in the

recport on this motter,

The situation is quite clear, ¢ make a recormendation to the
Preparatory Comnission. In turn it ixekes & recormendation to the

Lsserbly. Our recomicndation night not be adopted by the Assewblys

It is difficult ot this stege of the investigotion to securc

unaninity. Tacrcfore, I think the attempt to get it should not be
pressed.

At the same time a stage wvill be reached in vhich a very

distinct majority will cxpress its view, and that is the stage at
which the winority might rcosoncbly be eoxpected to yicld, Today
at any rote there is a substanticl mejority. of this Commitﬁeé against
the headquarters being situated in Europe. I regret that the
reection of one or two of the delegates suggests asking them to go
to San Francisco for mcetings is almost like asking them to go
into exile. In my opinion that qppfoach is gquite wrong. Indced
it contributed to the first breakdowm of the League which occurrcd
in the Far Fast. If going to San Prancisco leads to a greater
interest in Pacific problems, that will be all to the goodj

I also urze strongly that wc should not recommend.a
temporary or provisional hcadguarters of the Organisation. fhc
Charter and the constitution of the Preparatory Coumission require
us to mekec rccommendations concerning a permancnt headquaf%ers of
tﬁe Uﬁited Mations. It is quite contrery to that requiremenf to

select a temporary headguarters. In Australia, we had a temporary

cepitel until Canberra was finally selccted. PBut the temporary

capital rem&iﬁcd temporary for a quartef bf a century! If wé
established a temporary headquarters vested intercsts would grow
up tending to prevent any subsequent change whilc year by yeaf the
proceedingé of the Assemb1y~woula be convulsed by this contentious
iésuc.

Tnereforu let us abandon the 1dea of a prov151ona1 hea ~-

,:quarters and proceed 1n an- ordorly way forward to the sclectlon of -
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a permancnt site. That is what ve arc rcguircd to do by our Charter.

CHATR:AN: Gentlenen, for four hours aﬁd a half, we have discussed
this important guestion, and ¢ll members of the Exccutive Cormittec have
héd the opportunity to express their opinién on this subject. Nowv I
think the timec has comc to toke a votc on this question. If we put
aéide certain modifications, we hévo.two main proposals. The first one,
to have thp pemenent scat of the United Natioﬁs in the United States.
’Thé other is to have the pcnnanént scat of the United Nations in Europc.
I would like, if thosc who mentioned partiéul&r places, particular citics
cither in the Unitcd States or Europc<do not insist, to takec a votc on
"this modified scparate proposal. If those su@porting such spceial places
as Sen Erdncisco or Philadelphia will agree, we have only the two proposals,
one for the United States and onc for Europc.

If there is no objcction, then I am going to ask the Execcutive Committee
to takc a votc in the following order: 'First to takc a vote on the first
proposal to have.tﬂe seat in the United étatcs.ﬁ On this question, the
Deloggtq‘of China spoke first. And then wc.ﬁill have to toke a vote on
the sccqnd»proposal.to have the pefmanenf seat of the Orgenisation in
Europe. If the suggestion is acceptable, if therce is no objection, then
wu cre going to follow this=suggestion.

I wish to meke mysclf cloar;: Vhen I say it would not be desirable
to take a vote now on theu separatc proposals such as San Francisco or
Philadelphiz, but to take = votc on the general proposal of the United
State;?»;ldo not mean that we shoula not consider the ﬁarticular place
withiﬁ thﬁ United States. = But this is a scparate question. . We may decide
this scparatcly. I would 1like to lmow whcfhor my suggestion regarding
the two mein proposals as I formulated thom and the order of the vote is
acccpted. or not. |

I recognise the Delegate for Canada;

DELEGATE OF CANADA:  Mr, Chaimrman, if it is sfill in order, and not
too late, I would propose thaF no yéte be taken now. The rcadon for it

/is'this: I have beon listoning with tho greatest benefit to myself, I am
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surc, to 211 that has Seen soid hore this aftcernoon by speakcrs on both
sides of this question. Now by the count I have takon, there is no
doubt that the majority, in fact at lcast nminc of thc Delegations here
arc in fovour of the pommancnt scat of the Orgenisation being located
on the Amcrican continent. Would it not be sufficient, vould it not be
better simply to report that? That the majority of this'Exccutivc
Comnittee makes that recommendation? And then you can go on to the
other recomacndations which you yoursclf have proposcd. Ilr. Chairmon,
rather than taking e vote and compelling the Committec to linc up so
many oh onc side and so many on the other.

Now, if we meke that simple report that the majority is in
favour of such a course, wc could still go on and give satisfaction to
the wishos cxpressed for instanec by the French rcprosohtativc that the
decision of his country be made known in that rcport. There is no |
objection to that being donc. But I would strongly urge thet no vote
be taken nowv on general grouﬁds. But therc is a more particular
reason in my casc because of this: It is quitc evident from all the
specches Ivhavc hecard here that every speaker has been able to speak
for his own Govermment, that is t6 say, thet while tﬁis is o gucstion
which in the last resort rust end can only be decided probably by the
Asscmbly, which will be composcd of 56 nations, there drc somc Govern-
ments which have alrcady made up their minds now as to what coursc they
intend to take. They arc proparcd to take it herc; they arce prepared
to carry it 5n into the Preparatory Conmission, énd again into the
Generel Assembly. Well, my Government is not in that position yet, and
therefore, if a votc is taken =~ onc of the speakers said he hoped & vote
vould not bec takén - but if it is, he said it would not be unanimous.
My dceision must be that if a votec is fofccd now, we shall have to
abstain on the part of Canada. I would far rather, and I think too 1t
would have = better cffect, if we simply mede the general report which
I have outlihed‘that the majority of thc Committce, the gndoubted o

‘majority, is in Ffavour of -a:.certain course.t ..
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CHAIRAAN i opirion 16 that the tdKing of a vobe
ig a forn of determln:.ng the oplnlon “of menbers ofa
'boiiy s ‘and te falke a voté in the Exccutive Corrittee
neans determlmng how mny r;enbers ‘of the Executlve "
Cormn .:_ttce are in fevour of a certa:.n propowl and how -

' ‘zmny are not in favour of a certain proposal, - If we' -
agreed w:Lth the suggestion of the delegate for ‘Canada,
would that affeot the ‘substance of the matter? It is
a question of‘ form. " As far es' form is cencerﬁed in
this case, T th:mk it would be better to follow exactly
the Dromsmn of the Interim Agreement whlch says that
the Prcparatory Corﬂmssmn should "mke studies and
prepare recozmendatlons concern:v.ng the loce.tlon of’ the‘ <
permnent headquarters of the Organiéatidiil" -

If we do not take a vote, we shall not be able to
answer the questletl, ’how nany governments represented
in the Executive Cormittee are in favour of the proposal
and hox’? rany are not if Pavour of the ‘propos;el. - 'S0 I
think it is quite naturel to take a vote on this
'qucstlon,“\a{.fs well as on any q_uest:l.on ‘when there is a
leergence of viev on the Executive Gonm:.ttee. It is
a'bgolu:tcly necessu‘y. If' there is no o'b;jectlon tongr
..proposal, then we rnéy consider it as acoepteéd, There
‘hare no ob,ject:.ons. ! "Then we are go:.ng to take d vote.

DELEGATE OF THE UNTTED KINGDOI: The representative

of Canada, if I undersitood hlm, ‘his mode objection,

) CHAIR!LAN S:ane tHe representativefor Canada has

" inde ochct:Lon, ther' I, ab Chairman, am obliged to ask "
“the ﬁxecutlve Commlttee to take a vote on the question

W}iether: or ndt we should take a vote,
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DELEGATE OF IRAN: (Speaking in French; Tnglish version
as delivered by interpreter follows):  ifr, Choirman, I
would like to meke it entirely clear, If I understand the
situation rightly, vhat you wish to do now is fo
decide by a vote on which continent the seat will be,
and in the very necr future we shall have occasion to discuss
the exact lpeation,

DELEGATE OF THE NETHERLANDS: Iir, Choirman, I wish
in the first place to support the suggestion made by
the representative of Canada. In the second plnge
I should like to mnke the point that, whether or no the
proposition of the representative of Canadn is adopted, I
would propose that o minority report be submitted to the
Preparatory Conndssion,

CHATRILAN: In the records of the Executive Committec,
That is absolutely right, I think there is not the slightest
doubt about that.

DELEGATE OF THE NETHERLANDS: A minority report
sctting forth the arguments which were used by those who
were in favour of Europe as the seat for the Organisation.

CHAIRIIAN: I would agree, ,

SECRETARI{:‘ I think the best thing would be to arrive
at on cgreed record of this meeting, setting forth fully the
views of either side and for that record to be made public.

DELEGATE OF THE UNITED KINGDOLi: It is a great pity we did
not have the Press present,

DELEGATE OF ‘AUSTRALIA: The question of a minority report
depends upon a vote being token, The question is now as to
whether a vote should be token and on that I would ke to

point out that it is our duty to mke a recommendation.
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The Delegate of Canada did not object to your proposal,

. but suggested & course ol procedure which vould permit of a
recormendation, or rather of a report of the majority
without apparently o specific recormendation, | We are the
Executive Cormittee responsible to the Preparatory Commission,

:~WQ can only make our recommepdgtions~by\a resolution, We
can only deal with the resolution by a vote, It is open

to any delegate to abstain from voting., Does not that

meet the cose?  Surely the Freparatory Comdssion will want
to know what countries supported this proposal and that

. propos;l, and I . think they are entitled to know because

we are trusteces for then.

CHAIRIAN: I would like to know whether the
répresentative for Canada congiders .that his suggestion still
stands, in which case I amn going to ask the Committee to
. take a vote on the guestien of procedure, -

_-DELEGATE .OF CANADA:  Yes, I think I would ask for that
vote to be taken,

CHATRMAN:  Then I would like to toke a vote on ny
suggestion as to whether we should take a vote or
should not take a vote on the question of substance, and
I wpuld like to ask the menbcrs of the Executive Committee
to signify their approval of such a suggestion by sayiné
"Yes",

DELEGATE OF CHINA:  Ir, Chairmon, I did not speak for
a second time because I thought a vote would be taken and
everything would be finished, I now understend that after
the vote is taken there will be o minority report conteining

‘the arguments against the mjority report,
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If’there are to be such reports, I beg to ask permission
to bring forvnrd two new argwacnts which I discovered
after heari_ﬁg other representatives, to reinforce the rnjority
' 'repofic.

© DELEGATE  OF AUSTRALIA: Thcre are o lot iwre which were
never used,

. CHATRIAN:  As T understand it, the Preparatory Cormission
" will have at its disposal the full records of the
Executive Comnittee. When the representative for the
‘Netherlands osks that the report of the minority should be
subnitted, as I understand it the subrission of such a report
would mean the submission of records., of statements made

here at the Executive Cormittee by those who supported
‘this proposal, but not a special docurent, or otherwise the
cpposite side of the Executive Comaittee would have the same
right to prepare a special report on their proposal,

' DELEGATE OF THE UNITED KINGDOL’E{ I do not et all

object to the publication of the records, Certainly I
greatly regret that the Press wes not here todb.y , and I
think nothing can be so undesirable as having a debate in
" “private and then publishing the rccord aftervards., It
- frequently happens, but it is a very bad plan, It is wuch
better to hove the press there,

CHATRMAN: I think vwhat has been said by lir, Noel Baker
does not affect the substance of my proposal of a procedural
character, end I ask the merbers of the Executive Conmittee
to shorten the discussion on this procedur;.l matter if there

are no other really important questionsin this connection,
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I ask those members of the executive Committee who are going

to approve of my suggestion on procedure to say "Yes!" after
Mrs Jebb reads. out the names of the country; that is on my
suggestion to take a vote at this mecting on the question

of substances

’

Vote takens Those in favour, Australia, Brazil,

Chilc, China, Czechoslovakia, Iran, Nbxiéq, Union

of Sovict Socialist Republics, Yugoslaviae

R

Th9se.against, Canada, France, Netherlands, United
Kingdome
%pstention, United States of Americas 1
SECRET4RY : It is cafricd by 9 to Ly with one abstcntiog!
and‘as the simple majority applies to questions.of proccdure,
it is carrieds
CILIRMAN: Then tﬁe two\suggestions remine  The order I
have propose? alreddy.. The firstAproposal ig that the permanent‘
sedt of the 6rganis;tion should be in the United States and I
ask Mre Jebb to ruod out in alphabetiqgl.order the names of countries,
and those who approve I ask to0 say Yesn,
SECRETJﬁY: The question put ise: Should the permanent headquarters
of the United Nations be situated in the Uhived States of gmeric&?
DELEGATE OF AUSTRALIAw You.propose to put- another question
subsequently abcut Eurcpe,y do you?
CHAIRNMN] Yese If those who mode such & proposal do not withdraw
the proposal, I shall be obliged to take.a votca
DELAG.TE OF AUSTRALIA® Yos, I think you wille

CHAIRMUNS  The votes do not necessarily coincides
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DELEGATE OF ;USTRALIA? Thot is rights  Somobody might
vote against bothe |

Votc tckene Thosc in fawvour, .wstrolic, Brazil, Chilc

China, Czcchoslovaliia, Iran, Mexico, Union of Soviect

Socialist Hepublics, Yugoslavia

Thosc agninst, France, Netherlands, United Kingdoms

Canada and Unitcd Stotes of dacrica abstaincds

SECR ! The voting is 9 to 3, with two abstontions,
it is carricde It is carricd by a two~thirds majoritye

ChAIRMAN- Thc sccond proposal is to havc the permanent
hea dquartcrs of tho Unltod h tlons Crganlsatlon in Europeo

SECAET.RY : Thc questlon isy shoula the prmancnt
ﬁeadquartcrs of the United Nations be situated in Europe?

Yote tzkene  Those dn fovour, France, Netherlands,

United Kingdomna

Thosc ﬁmnipst. dustralia, Brazil, Chiley China,
dzeéhosldvakia,‘Uhion of Sovict Socialist
Republics, Yggosla#ia,
Cancda, Irany Mexico, Unitcd Strtes of amcriea,
abstained.

| SECéETARYi That is 7 votcs to 3¢ It is reojected by

7 votes out of 10 vofing ~ =~ a two~thirds majority of thosc

present and votinge
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CHAIRHANE It is more than two-thirds.

SECRETARY: Anyhow, it is rejected by 7 votes to 3.

CHATIRMAN: It seems to me that now it would be better to
adjourn and consider later the question of a particular
place in the'United States. ¥hen I spoke on this matter today,
I said that I did not have in my mind any concrete sugiestion
on the subject, I personallvaou}d like to study this question,
to exchanre opinions with other delegations, and if my opinion
coincides with the opinion of :the majority of the Executive
Committee, then we shall continue discussion on this subject
scme time later.

SECRETARY: May I raiSé”the question of what happens
to the records of this meeting? Do I understand it to be the
opinion of the Committee that the verbatim records should
be circulated to all members of the Committee rather than the
usual summary récord?

CHAIRMAN: On the question ofvthe arenda, the guestion
of the Secretary-General was includsd as a separate question
by mistake, This waslnot arreed With me, Having decided that
the permanent seat of the Organisation shall be in the United
States, then the Executive Committec may express the opinion
(it would be absolutely right, it seems to me) that the
Secretary-General should not be a national of the United States.
The selection of the Secretary-General should be made rezardless
of where the seat of the organisation should be, But I think
it would not be wise at.a meeting of the Executive Committee to

discuss the personalities of the Secretary-General. I am going
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to explain why. According to the Charter; the Security Council
should make & recommendation on the,Seqrétary—General, and

ﬁhe Security Council shoﬁld submit such recommendation to the
General Assembly'for ité.approval. 0f course it would be
natural, and I think fhe only correct way, that the Security
Council shéuld take the initigfive in this respect, It

does not mean that any ﬁémber of the United Nations cannot make
a proposal on the pefsonality of the Secretary-General., Of
course, each member of the Organisation has a right to do this,
but from the pointldf §iew of taking‘ﬁhe initiative on such a
guestion, as far as ﬁefsohaiity is cencerned,. it is natural
that such a question should be taken up by the Security Council
as 1s provided by the Charter. There ig an angle from which

we may consider this question, whether the Secretary-General
should be chosen regardless of wﬂether his country is the
permanent seat of the Organisation or not, or whéther the
Secretary-General should not be a citizen of the country where
the permanent seat of the Organisation iss A discussion from
such an angle I think is na%ural. It seems to me the two guestions
are connected.

CHATRMAN: I,recégﬁizé thé’;epresentative for France, I
would like to ask the Executive C&mmittee to agree fhat af'ter the
Ambassador has spoken we will adjoufn. We shall decide when we are
to have the next meeting.

DELEGATE OF FRANCE (Spealing ih Féench; English version as
delivered by interpreter follows): Ildon‘t see how we are obliged

to make any recomméndation as to the nationality even of the

Secretary-General,
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DELEGATE OF AUSTRALTA: TWe can discuss that at the next
meeting. o

DELEGATE OF UNITED XINGDOM: I understand fhere ig a paper
coming to.uSJfromqummitﬁ¢e 5 on general principles oonéerning the
status and personality and qualifications éf.the Séc£e%afy—Geﬁeral,
similar to paper 54 which we»had on'the seaf of the United Nations.
T propose that that should be taken'in public session, and that we
discuss it as we discussed paper 54. Then Welcén see whether we
© can. go beyond that or not. But certainiy that is the firsf steps

CHAIRMAN: T ask the members of the Committee to close the
discussion of this meeting, and &ou will be notified by the
Executive Secretary about the next meeting of the Executive Committee.
It will teke place elther on ﬁ?iday{‘ﬁhichbis‘éur regular meeting
day or before. . But not before'uniess there is some urgent matter
tomoxrrow, . |

. I ask Mr. Jebb,'the Executive Secretary to say a few words.

SFORETARY: Mr. Chairman, there are two points to be Faised.
‘The first - what do we tell the Press this evening, because this
' vote is bound to leak, I should say. Do we get out a brief
statement just recording the broad lines of the diécussion? Or do
we do otherwise? What does the Committee want ﬁe to do?

CHATRMAN: 4s to me, I would agree with'anyrdecisiéﬁ which

would be in.accordance with the wishes of the majority of the

" Committee.

DELEGATE OF UNITED KINGDOM: As this has been‘a pfivate
meeting, Mr. Chairman, I think we had better go on the principle
that it is private until we publish our records. If something
reaches the Press, of course it will be what always hapéens in
this kind of meeting., It is.one of the very great objéctions to
this kind of meeting. But I think we cannot depart from that

principle.
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DELEGATE OF UNITED STATES: Mr, Chairman, I an sorryto have to
dissen£ from Mr . Noel-Baker s suggestion, but I am confident from
our éxperiencé in previous ricetings of this kind thet what has
.happened here 1s certain to logk to ﬁhe Press. Now, we'can either
let it leak in such fashion as it chooses to leak,‘or we can lssue
a communique of some kind. I would cortainly feel we éhéuld
issue a communique of some kind, or if need be, summarize most
briefly the argumcnts. But something should be issued. That 1g
entirely consistent with the theory of Executive Sessiong. At
the conélusion of an Exccutive Session, something is disclosed.

I don't Belicve it inconsistent with our practice in the past to
Annour.ce somofhing at the conclusion of such a meeting.

DELEGATE OF UNITED KINGDOM: wéllJ M .Chairman, I haven't
éxplained myself properly. Of course, ygu4have private meetings
and issue a cormunique. But if you decide to issue your records,
then she difficulty of making a communique‘which gurmarizes thad
record becomes almos* insuperable, ;nd rather than entrust to our
unhappy Executive Segcretary anything of that kind, I think we should
do better to take our chancec on tﬁe leak and then put the thing
right with what we ultimately publgsﬂ. They will have everything
afterward, and it won't be many hours iater. I should have thought
the advantage of that plan was considerable. I don't want to be
difficult about it if the merbers of the Committee wish, only I
V‘don't want aay summary‘of my arguments made by anybody else.

SECRETARY: Mr. Chalrman, I wouldn't attempt to summarize....

CHAIRMAN: It secems to me the repfesentative for the United
Statea has good reasons for'his suggestion.. I think I am becoming
more convinced that the Press wil% get such information anyway. I

came to such conclusion partly on the basis of my-experlence, and
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maybe 1t would bo better to prepare a brief corrunique and to give
it to the press this evening, or tomorrow. We may authorise
Mr. Jebb to prepare such cormmunique, a brief communique of
formal character, with the substance of* the question, and
1f you would authorize me to approve this cormunique in the name
of the Executive Committee this evening or tomorrow morning,
I would be glad to do thls together with the Executive Secretary.

'DELEGATE CF UNITED KINGDCOM: I would like to be certain on
this point. The communique should state the two votes and
who voted, and what the vote was, who voted and the
abstentions and the rest. Then there would be a statement
that a record would be published,

CHATRMAN: In due time. Published in due time, I %think,
If this 1s agreeable, then we may consider this proposal aéA
approved.’

SECRETARY: One other point....

CHATRMAN: TIs it possible to have it prepared in draft form
this evening? - |
‘ SECRETARY: I suggest you and I go to my room, and in two
minutes we can dictate it.

CHATRMAN: All right.

- SECRETARY: But one other point, Mr, Chairman. The next
meeting. I am not quite certain what it is proposed to discuss,
but as I understood you, we are supposed to discuss the
Secretary General - was it in relafion to the seat of the
Organleation?

'CHAIRMAN: I personally would prefer to discuss this guestion
only under a certain angle, when we have the question of the
particular place of the Organization on the agenda, so that we

may have it together and not devote a meeting to that.
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But we may not discuss this question of the. Secretary Goneral at
all. I don't sec any necessity. = We wore' not authorized to
discuss this question ag such by the Agreement.

SECRETARY: .-Well, then the next meecting will be an open
meeting and we will discuss the exact gite of the Organization?
The permanent headquarters.

- CHATRMAN: I personally would not mind, subject to the
_determiming of the date of such discussion - not necessarily
on Friday. Maybe later.

SECRETARY: ZIater if you like. It would be better ﬁ"oﬁi:’my
point of view to put it later.

DELEGATE OF IRAN (Speaking in French: English version as
delivered by interpreter follows): We could £ill up Friday very well
with current businecss. We have lots of reports to conslder.

We could take those first, deal with them Friday, and take the other
nmatters later.

SECRETARY: Somstime next week.

CHATRMAN: Sometime next week., Better not to fix a time now,

(The meeting adjourned at 7:05 p..m.)

ILater in the same evening a communique was issued to the Press

ag followa: - |

. The Executive Gomuittee met this afternoon for four-and-a-half
~hours in executive -session.in order to discuss the question of
the permanent headquariers of the United liations.

Various views were expressed and finally two votes were
taken,

The first was on the question whether the permanent head-
quarters of the United Nations should be situated in the
United Stat_es of America. hig was approved by nine votes to

three with . two abstentions. Those who voted in favour were :
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Australis, Brazil, Chile, China, Czechoslovakia, Iran,
Mexico, the U,5.5.R., and Yugoslavia.

Those who voted against were :

france, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom,

Canada and United States of America abstained.

The Chairman then put a second question, nwaely, should
the permanent headquarters of the United Nations be situated
in Europe?

This proposal was rejected by seven votes to three, with
four abstentions,

France, the lletherlands and the United XKingdom voted in-
favour,

Australia, Brazil, Chile, China, Czechoslovakia, the
U.S.8.R., and Yugoslavia voted against: and Canada, Iran,
liexico and the United States of America abstained.

A 111 record of the discussion will be issued to the

Press in due time,





