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TERMS OF PEACE
The break-down of the negotiations of the Foreign Ministers' deputies at the

Palais Rose in June, the slow progress of the armistice talks in Korea and the
reception accorded in certain quarters to the proposed peace treaty with Japan,
all seem to point to the need of some means of discussing terms of peace, where
various nations are involved, other than those that have been in use hitherto.

Exactly what the new proposal should be we do not pretend to know, but the
outline of it and the reasons for it (or some of them) are given in the opening
article in our last issue, "Arbitrate the Peace."

The people that are directly concerned in a matter in dispute are not the best
people to decide how it shall be settled. That is surely a fundamental reason for
the provision cf Courts of Law—whether of the nature of our modern legal
machinery or that of the primitive Head Tiibesmen of the so-called backward
races. We would plead, therefore, that in matters where national feeling runs high,
or where many conflicting interests are involved, the tribunal dealing with the
dispute should be, as far as possible, impartial, with power to arrange the
" agenda," to call evidence and tither to deliver judgment (if the case is before
a properly constituted court and is a legal case), or to give an advisory opinion or
arbitral award, or, in line with the proposal in our last issue, to draft the terms
of peace.

Even the Society of "Friends goodwill mission to U.S.S.R. in their seven
proposals failed to realise the difficulty that has become alarmingly apparent in
these days, to secure agreement during " discussions." The Quaker tenets would
possibly preclude any suggestion of litigation, but might not rule out arbitration.

The point we wish to make now, however, is based on a consideration of the
way in which we have found it necessary to adjust differences in matters concern-
ing individuals within a nation. No man is to be a judge in his own case. If
people fail to settle their disputes peacefully, an impartial authority is resorted to.
If the disputants fight, the winner cannot rightly thereby lay claim to have won
the argument nor to hold an article, the possession of which was involved in the
dispute.

" Sweet reasonableness " will not always operate when personal or national
interests are involved. The United Nations Organisation is learning this. It is
attempting to build up conditions under which matters in dispute will be settled
without recourse to war, and it is finding that discussion alone will not provide the
necessary alternative. More use must be made of impartial tribunals; international
law must be brought into operation over a wid:r field and more frequently;
arbitration must be recognised as a valuable aid; and when any " settlement " has to
be made it should not be the work of the parties involved in the dispute alone.
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. THE PERSIAN OIL DISPUTE

Is Arbitration Enough?

" Patriotism is not enough." Nurse Cavell, using these words, saw the need
for more than patriotism if peace is to be secured. Events have proved her famous
saying to be true.

And now events appear to have indicated, too, that reliance on Arbitration
alone is not enough to settle differences involving nations, nor to preclude the
chance of war.

In the dispute between the Persian Government and the Anglo-Iranian Oil
Co. Ltd., regarding oil nationalisation, arbitration has broken down at two stages.

The convention concluded in 1933 between the Persian Government and the
company provided, in its Article No. 22, for Arbitration as the means for settling
disputes that might arise between the parties.

The Oil Company, accordingly, requested arbitration on the points at issue,
but the Persian Government, through its Minister of Finance, rejected the proposal.
This was the first break-down. The arbitration agreement clearly was not enough.

On May 28th, 1951, the British Government, in order to protect the Oil
Company, a British national, made application to the International Court of
Justice, claiming that: —

(a) The Persian Government is not entitled to refuse to submit the dispute with the
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company Limited to arbitration as provided for in Article
22 of the convention concluded in 1933 between the Persian Government and
the company;

(b) By the terms of the Oil Nationalization Act of May 1, 1951, the Persian
Government has purported to effect a unilateral annulment or alteration of the
terms, of the 1933 convention, contrary to the express terms of Articles 21 and
26 of that agreement;

(c) The Persian Government has thereby committed a wrong against the oil
company, a British national;

(d) In rejecting arbitration, the means provided by Article 22 of the convention
for settling tous differends de nature quelconque entre les parties, after the oil
company had filed a notice in writing requesting arbitration, in accordance with
the provisions of that article, the Persian Government has denied, or is attempt-
ing to deny, to the company the exclusive legal remedy expressly provided for
in the convention;

(e) In purporting unilaterally to annul, or alter the terms of, the convention with
the company, and in denying, or in attempting to deny, to the company the
exclusive legal remedy expressly provided for in the convention, the Persian
Government has been, or will, if it persists in the denial of this remedy, be
responsible for a denial of justice against a British national;

(f) By its conduct as set forth in (b) to (e) a-bove, the Persian Government has
treated a British national in a manner not in accordance with the principles of
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international law and has, in consequence, committed an international wrong
against the Government of the United Kingdom.

After paragraphs dealing with the obligation of the Persian Government to
treat British nationals in accordance with the principles of International Law, the
Statement asks the Court—

to give notice to the Persian Government of the present application, and, after
hearing the contentions of the parties: —

(a) To declare that the Persian Government is under a duty to submit the dispute
between itself and the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company to arbitration, under the
provisions of Article 22 of the 1933 convention, and to accept and carry out
any award issued as a result of such arbitration.

(b) Alternatively, (i) To declare that the putting into effect of the Oil Nationali-
zation Act, in so far as it purports to effect a unilateral annulment, or alteration
of the terms of the convention, would be an act contrary to international law,
for which the Persian Government would be internationally responsible.
(ii) To declare that Article 22 of the convention continues to be legally binding
on the Persian Government, and that, by denying to the company the exclusive
legal remedy provided in Article 22, the Persian Government has committed
a denial of justice contrary to international law.
(iii) To declare that the convention cannot lawfully be annulled, or its terms
altered, by the Persian Government, otherwise than as the result of agreement
with the company or under the conditions provided in Article 26 of the
convention.
(iv) To adjudge that the Persian Government should give full satisfaction and
indemnity for all acts committed in relation to the company which are contrary
to international law or the 1933 agreement, and to determine the manner of
such satisfaction and indemnity.

The right is reserved to request the court to indicate any provisional measures
which ought to be taken to protect the rights of the British Government that
their national, the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company, should enjoy the rights to which
it is entitled under the convention.

Arbitration Fails
The Persian Foreign Minister immediately challenged the competence of the

International Court to discuss the oil dispute and the Persian Government refused
to accept any findings of the Court upon this matter. The appeal to arbitration
thus failed for the second time in this case.

Later (on July 5th) the International Court gave its decision on the British
Government's request of June 22nd that it should indicate interim measures of
protection in the dispute. The Court indicated that the Government of the United
Kingdom and the Government of Persia, pending its final decision on the main
case, should observe certain provisional measures and indicated that to ensure these
provisions, there should be established by agreement between the Persian Govern-
ment and the British Government a board to be known as the Board of Supervision,
composed of two members appointed by each Government and a fifth member,
who should be a national of a third state.

The duty of the Board would be to supervise the activities of the Anglo-
Iranian Company until a final settlement.

Two members of the Court, Judge Winiarski of Poland and Badawi Pasha of
Egypt, dissented, claiming that, as Persia had not accepted the jurisdiction of the
Court, interim measures should not have been indicated.
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The Persian Government later made public its refusal to accept the Court's
ruling.

At the moment of writing, Mr. Averell Harriman, President Truman's special
adviser on foreign affairs, is in Persia engaged in talks on the dispute, so no further
comment should be made on this case except to hope that friendly counsel will
prevail and a settlement be found.

But we are still faced with the fact that arbitration here has so far failed;
that, indeed, arbitration is not enough.

What is the solution?

Cremer 's P lan

It is of interest to note that Article IV of Cremer's plan for a High Court of
Nations declared that in the event of an award being ignoied " the other Govern-
ments shall thereupon suspend Diplomatic intercourse with such government and
prohibit Commercial intercourse with the Nation it represents until it shall conform
to the decision of the Court."

Actually the overthrow of the efficacy of international arbitration by rejection
of arbitral awards is a problem of our own times. According to a statement in
Beale's History of Peace (1931, page 261), down to 1906 "no award had ever
been flouted."

" Obligatory Arbitration " has been discussed as a solution of the problem
of the nation that will not voluntarily submit its disputes to arbitration. But even
if arbitration were made compulsory, who or what is to ensure that such
arbitration would be effective?

The International Law Commission has, within recent months, given special
consideration to this very subject of finding methods of impelling governments
to observe the obligation to resort to arbitration and to implement arbitial awards.

It may be that we are in a period when international arbitration must have a
temporary set-back, but force of circumstances, if not calm reasoning, will
eventually lead to its general acceptance and to agreement on its binding force.

THE QUESTION

" The question whether nations are habitually to co-operate as honest
neighbours or to scheme against one another as secret enemies is one of supreme
practical urgency. The answer to it means either world peace or world war. Man
can live what Aristotle called ' a good life' under Capitalism or Socialism, free
democracy or oligarchy, under republics or monarchies or the various current
mixtures between them; he cannot do so while his nation is concentrating all its
powers and aspirations on preparation for doing the maximum possible evil to
other collections of human beings and they to it, and while it is only by doing
this evil that it can hope to save life or freedom."

GILBERT MURRAY, O.M., in " From the League to U.N."
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CREMER CELEBRATION
Annual Luncheon

A most unusual background to the Creraer Celebration made this year's
gathering memorable. Through the courtesy of Mrs. Bentwich, Vice-Chairman of
the L.C.C., and the generous permission of the London County Council, we were
enabled to meet at County Hall in the Councillors' Restaurant.

We had the disappointment of not being able to welcome our President for
1950-51, Prof. H. A. Smith, LL.D., owing to his absence abroad, but we had the
great good fortune of holding the ceremony under the Chairmanship of the Rt.
Hon. Lord Ammon, who has become our President for 1951-52. He was
surrounded by distinguished guests from many lands, some in the colourful garb
of their native countries.

After the Luncheon, in another room with panelled walls and splendid
appointments, the Council had provided us with an impressive setting for our
Annual General Meeting. An account of this has been given in a Bulletin (7/8)
which can be obtained from the Victoria Street Offices, together with Balance
Sheet and copy of the Annual Report.

The guest speaker at the Luncheon was Professor Norman Bentwich of
Jerusalem University, who had returned from Israel a few days before the Meeting.

He said that Israel owed a great deal to arbitration. It was through the
efforts of an arbitrator, a mediator, Dr. Ralph Bunche, that an armistice came
about, and the establishment of mixed Armistice Commissions drawn from Israel
and neighbouring Arab states, meeting more than once a month, settled problems
as they arose. He had been present at one of these meetings concerning Israel
and Jordan. A Belgian was in the Chair. Decisions were arrived at and these
solutions had been accepted. If this system could be applied to all inter-state
problems, we should then be on the way to universal peace. There had, in fact,
been many instances under U.N.O. when arbitration had been successful in
procuring the cessation of conflicts, as, for instance, between India and Pakistan
regarding Kashmir; between Israel and the Arab states; and the Netherlands
and Indonesia. Both the latter states are now in U.N.O. and have made provision
for settling their disputes by arbitration.

There was much encouragement, said the speaker, for the League to urge the
use of machinery already in existence for the peaceful settlement of international
disputes.

Mr. E. R. G. Brown followed with an address in honour of the Founder of
the League, Sir William Randal Cremer. This proved to be a most inspiring
review of Cremer's life.

Mr. Brown, as a small boy in 1895, met Cremer, whom he remembered as an
old man possessed of a dynamic personality that made a tremendous impression
on the speaker's then youthful mind. Mr. Brown called Cremer " the most
pugnacious of pacifists," a man who lived before his generation, possessed wide
vision and " kindled a torch called I.A.L. that has been handed on and is still
alight after 80 years."
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Success to the future of the League was briefly referred to by Mr. George
Morriss, and thanks to the speakers was expressed by Mr. W. Harvey Moore, K.C.,
who stated that he was glad to note that the International Court of Justice had
been more fully used during the past year. He instanced U.K. and Albania in the
Corfu Channel dispute; the question of right of asylum between Colombia and
Peru; and the dispute between U.K. and Norway regarding fishing rights. There
had been a number of cases in which the International Court had given advisory
opinion on subjects of great importance. He urged that the duty of U.N.O. in
Korea, as in any place where there had been a breach of the peace, should be that
of a policeman. The first aim should be to stop the open conflict, then by an
arbitral process to see that justice is done.

He emphasised that the movement towards the recognition of international
law must, of necessity, be slow. He instanced the development of three
types of loyalty. First there came loyalty to home and the individual's social
environment. Then followed a wider loyalty—to party and to the State. But it is
only in recent years that the third loyalty has slowly gained recognition—loyalty
to the human race at large.

Thanks were expressed to Lord Ammon for presiding, to Mrs. Bentwich for
her many kindnesses, to Miss Ellen Maddison for her help and to the Hon.
Secretary, Mr. T. Driffield Hawkin, for the excellent arrangements that he had
made, contributing so much to the success of the Celebration.

BOOK REVIEWS
MODERN SPIRIT, compiled by Barbara Waylen. (Rockliff: 18s.)

This is a symposium of faith by such varied contributors as Norman
Bentwich, Nandor Fodor, Gandhi, C. E. M. Joad, A. M. Low, Salvador de
Madariaga, John Masefield, Denis Saurat, and others equally as well known in
their differing fields of learning. Divided into seven sections—Religion in a
Changing World; The Scientists' Quest after Truth; The Philosophers and some
problems of our age; The Metaphysical Philosophers; The Reformers; The Poets'
Vision; Reflections upon aspects of Faith—it is a book for thinkers, idealists,
leaders, and all who have a belief that in the end Good will triumph over Evil.

Putting the book down, however (and thereby ending a brief phase of
intellectual escapism), one feels an involuntary upsurge of despair. If only the
world could be as these love-, law- and code-abiding writers would have it!
If only nations would obey some common code of ethical conduct, would arbitrate
instead of arm! If only. . . . One wishes that every man-in-the-street would read,
and heed, this book—not just the man in your street, or my street, but wherever,
on this earth, men live and congregate together—because here is the way to practi-
cally each man's often inarticulate desire: peace. For, from my own limited
experience as traveller and writer, I know that there is an incalculable fund of
brotherliness lying in the hearts of peoples which could, if encouraged, make this
world something more approaching the socially perfect than it is at the moment.

But, alas, such books are not sought by the man-in-the-street. Even if he
could spare its cost, he would not be in the least inclined to spare the time in
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which to read it. Moreover, as an individual, he knows that his influence, as that
same individual, is infinitesimal if not indeed non-existent over the actions of those
in high authority. It is the latter, no matter their nationality, creed, colour or
ideology, who should read, and re-read, a book of this nature.

It is impossible here to review in detail a symposium of such a kind. As a
critic with belief in the abstract good of mankind I am in agreement, in practice
and theory, with nearly all its contents. As a practical realist of today, however,
I cannot help but think that, human nature being what it is, the peoples of the
world will not be governed by spiritual concepts until they have learnt that it pays.
Materialistic? Perhaps. But, with all due respect to writers who think otherwise,
the hardened criminal does not change his habits until he has come to the con-
clusion that he has a happier, more contented life by keeping within the law, than
without—and by making amends for his wrong-doing. Few of us, very few of
them, are of the stuff of which martyrs are made. Nor will the wrong-doer be
trusted until he has proved, by acts, his conversion.

This, though, is a digression. The plant does not grow without its seed. The
good deed, whether by neighbours or nations, is not done without the germination
of sympathy, understanding and trust. LILIAN GRAY, F.R.G.S.

SOCIOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF LAW AND INTERNATIONAL

ADJUSTMENT

We have received from the North Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam,
a copy of their publication, " Sociological Aspects of Law and International
Adjustment" by Dr. Ch. Boasson. We are glad to print this short review of a
valuable book.

There are many passages in this book of interest to readers of The Arbitrator.
Primarily written for lawyers, it has an appeal to everyone interested in inter-
national affairs and desiring peaceful adjustments of disputes between nations.
The reader is made aware of the inter-relationship of law and social habits, ethics,
culture, morality and religion.

Sound knowledge and wide reading are manifest throughout the book as
witness the fact that there are quotations from nearly two hundred individual
authorities.

In its ten sections, occupying one hundred and twenty pages, law is contrasted
with other means of social constraint; it is considered with regard to logic, ideals
and verbal expression; and it is recognised as being largely dependent for its
efficacy on the people responsible for its administration. Its limits are defined
(" there are things which law cannot do ") and there is a chapter suggesting that
law, and particularly international law. is frequently hypocritical.

In this latter connection the writer is rather scathing in his comments on the
Kellogg-Briand Pact, and, in truth, it must be confessed that this Pact is very much
like a great deal of peace propaganda. " Yes, war is evil," the man-in-the-street will
say, and so far he is in sympathy with all who love peace, " But what do you
propose in its place?"
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So we have Dr. Boasson stating:
The example set by the Kellogg-Bnand Pact, and followed by a recent

trend of international declarations in respect of human rights, genocide or
general ethical principles without accompanying practical rules of conduct, is
most dangerous. Laws are intended to give effect to ethical principles, not to
state those principles whilst leaving the particular application to the ingenuity
of the public at large.

Perhaps the International Arbitration League can claim, in this respect, that
it does more than make a general declaration. It has practical proposals to offer
in place of the settlement of disputes between nations by war.

I t cannot be said, however, that the League has found the complete solution.
It is on the way. There are many obstacles to be surmounted. Dr. Boasson is
aware of these. He says:

As a permanent threat in international relations, there are clashes of
interests and ideologies which find no solution by recourse to arbitration or
judicial decision or by amicable settlement or by political adjustment. If parties
choose to resort to force in those cases international law ceases to function to a
great extent. Such treaties as have been concluded to mitigate the misery of
war, are thrown overboard as soon as they appear to hamper one side or the
other in the prosecution of war.

How true all this is, in the light of events that have occurred since the lines
were written.

Regarding the International Court of Justice, the writer of this book is equally
clear-eyed. He states:

The International Court of Justice is set up by a Statute which is a most
admirable piece of legislation. The range of law covered by the rules which
prescribe the Court's competence is very elastic. The definition of the law to
be applied by the Court embraces the field of international law in its widest
sense, leaving no remote corners excluded from the domain of the rules of law.
Theoretically it is difficult to envisage a situation of conflict whereby it would
not be possible to find an answer on the strength of a rule of international law.
Practically, however, it is all too easy to find a situation whereby the parties are
not interested to have the issue decided in accordance with legal principles.

Much of this has also been proved true by subsequent events, and if it be
suggested that we try coercion, Dr. Boasson is aware of the dangers and difficulties,
for he goes on to say: n

It is difficult to assume that collective punishments, whether by way of /
fines, curfews, blockades or otherwise, have the result of increasing loyalty
and obedience amongst the punished groups. Mass affliction cannot be distri-
buted according to the individual guilt, and this cannot even be done according
to group responsibility with any refined sub-divisions (regional, professional, class
or age-groups). All this shows the differences between group criminality and
individual criminality, which are mutually influential, but cannot be treated
on exactly the same retributive basis.

The sanction is therefore too rough a yardstick to measure the validity of
the rule it professes to secure: paradoxically it seems at times that the severity
of the superimposed sanction only proves the intrinsic weakness of the enforceable
rule.

We cannot take space to quote all we should from this book but must conclude
with this passage that has a great bearing on the state of affairs at this present

moment. ^ e ] e a r n from psychology and medical research that human feirs are not
always caused bv external situations but often imputed to external situations as
a direct result of inner uncertainty and anxiety. This phenomenon leads to
armament races, to so-called " defensive " pacts, to over-sensitiveness in respect
of national honour and generally to aggressive behaviour. Laws and treaties
impelled by fear are obviously bad starting-points. Laws and treaties which on
the other hand leave these human traits out of account do not take root.

SELRAH.
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A DIARY OF WORLD EVENTS

1950
JANUARY

4 DELHI. Treaty of peace and friendship
signed between India and Pakistan.

6 CHINA. Britain recognised new People's
Government.

9 COLOMBO. Conference of Commonwealth
Foreign Ministers opened.

26 INDTA proclaimed a Republic within the
Commonwealth.

30 PARIS. Agreement signed for closer
economic co-operation between Britain,
Denmark, Norway and Sweden.

FEBRUARY
7 EAST ASIA. Britain recognised Govern-

ments of Viet Nam, Laos and Cambodia.
14 RUSSIA announced thirty-year treaty with

Chinese People's Republic.
15 INDONESIA. First session of Parliament

opened.
20 UNITED STATES broke off diplomatic

relations with Bulgaria.

13 POLAND withdrew from United Nations
International Bank for Reconstruction
and the International Monetary Fund.

26 YUGOSLAVIA. Big majority m General
Election for People's Front candidates.

APRIL
1 Trusteeship formally

to Italians by British
SOMALILAND.

handed over
authorities.

8 INDIA and PAKISTAN signed agreement
on minority problem.

12 AUSTRALIA and ARGENTINA signed
trade agreement.

HAGUE COURT. The International Court
of Justice ruled that South West Africa
was still under the mandate assumed by
South Africa.

UNITED NATIONS issued appeal to fifty-
two governments for troops for Korea.

AUGUST
UNITED NATIONS. M. Malik presided

at the Security Council.
UNTTED STATES. National Strategy

Board established to direct psychological
warfare,

KASHMIR. United Nations representative
abandoned attempt to mediate on
Kashmir dispute.

FORMOSA. The Secuiity Council decided
to discuss Formosa.

SOUTH WEST AFRICA. Dr. Malan's
party won complete victory in Election.

Death of Field-Marshal
SEPTEMBER
11 PRETORIA.

Smuts.
12 NEW YORK. Conference between Foreign

Ministers of Britain, France and U.S.A.
28 INDONESIA admitted to United Nations.

OCTOBER
7 KOREA. The General Assembly approved

proposals which implied authorisation of
crossing of 38th parallel in Korea by
U.N. forces.

15 WAKE ISLAND. Conference between
President Truman and General Mac-
Arthur.

21 PRAGUE. Eastern Foreign Ministers'
Conference on future of Germany.

30 KOREA. Chinese troops identified in
action against South Korean forces.

MAY
11 LONDON. Conference of Foreign Ministers

of Britain, France and U.S.A.
14 TURKEY. People's Party defeated in

General Election.
25 PALESTINE. Britain, U.S.A. and France

guaranteed armistice lines between Israel
and Arab States against alteration by
force.

30 YUGOSLAVIA and ALBANIA broke off
diplomatic relations.

JUNE
4 BELGIUM. General Election gave Christian

Socialists majority.
6 UNITED NATIONS. Mr. Trygvie Lie

announced a twenty-year peace pro-
gramme.

20 PARIS. Six-power conference on Schuman
proposals opened.

25 KOREA. North Koreans invaded South
Korea. Security Council called on North
Koreans to withdraw.

27 FORMOSA. President Truman announced
he had ordered fleet to prevent any
attack on Formosa.

JULY
KOREA. American forces landed in South

Korea.
KOREA. General MacArthur designated

Commander-in-Chief of United Nations
Forces.

NOVEMBER
1 WASH! NGTON. Attempted assassination

of President Truman by Puerto Rican
nationalists.

2 UNITED NATIONS. Mr. Trygvie Lie's
term as Secretary-General extended.

3 GERMANY. Russia proposes conference of
Foreign Ministers to discuss demilitarisa-
tion.

11 "WORLD PEACE CONFERENCE" trans-
ferred from Sheffield to Warsaw.

27 UNITED NATIONS. Chinese Communist
delegates attended debate on Formosa in
Political Committee.

DECEMBER
4 WASHINGTON. Mr. Attlee arrived for

discussions on world situation with
President Truman.

5 KOREA. Eleven Asian and Arab members
of United Nations appealed to China
and North Korea not to cross the 38th
parallel.

10 NOBEL PEACE PRIZE awarded to Dr.
Ralph Bunche.

13 SOUTH AFRICA declined invitation to
place South West Africa under United
Nations Trusteeship.

14 KOREA. United Nations General Assembly
approved Asian-Arab plan for a cease-
fire.

16 UNITED STATES. President Truman
proclaimed a state of emergency.

28 KOREA. Chinese troops crossed the 38th
parallel into South Korea.
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LORD AMMON

Our Nezo President

Every member of the League will share the pleasure with which the Council
received the news of the acceptance of the position of President by the Rt. Hon.
Lord Ammon of Camberwell.

For a great many years the League has had the benefit of Lord Ammon's
interest and help. He presided at the last Cremer Luncheon, as he has done at
many previous public functions connected with the League. He has frequently
made public expression of his sympathy with the League's objects and in many
ways has advanced its cause.

THE RT. HON. LORD AMMON
Reproduced by courtesy of The Methodist Recorder

His interest in religious, social and humanitarian affairs is well known. He
has twice been President of the Brotherhood Movement and has travelled exten-
sively abroad. Few men can have had a wider experience in the public service,
both local and national. He has been a Member of Parliament for more than
twenty years and now, in the House of Lords, he is a Deputy Speaker. He served
on the London County Council from 1919 to 1925 and again from 1934 to 1946,
was Chairman of the Council's Parliamentary Committee for fourteen years and
was Chairman of the L.C.C. in 1941-42. Last year he was Mayor of Camber-
well, after being Alderman since 1934. We welcome him as President and thank
him for all his past interest in the League. We hope to print a message from him
in our next issue.
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NOTES AND COMMENTS

Professor H. A, Smith
The League's President for 1950-51, as we anticipated, gave us valuable

counsel and help during his year of office. The article he was good enough to
write for the Winter 1950 number of The Arbitrator was indicative of his
attitude to the whole problem of international arbitration in a world that is
divided into those who accept the law of nations and those who maintain that
" above supreme human power there is no law." He held, with us, however, that
our task is one of education, difficult though it may be to perform this where it is
most needed.

We thank Professor Smith for his help and encouragement—given, in
particular, to the Chairman and Secretary. Owing to his absence abroad during
the greater part of the period, he was unable to meet many of the members, and,
in retiring from office, he regrets this unavoidable absence and sends good wishes
to all and to the work of the League,

League's New Chairman is International Lawyer
At the last Annual General Meeting, the League had the privilege of

securing as its Chaiiman an international lawyer of repute, in the person of Mr.
Gilbert W. F. Dold, M.A., B.C L. (Oxon.), LL.B., London and South Africa.

Mr. Dold is a Barrister at Law and Advocate of the Supreme Court of
South Africa. His life is a very busy one indeed, but he has included in his many
interests the work of the League. He has been a member of the Council for many
years and has acted as Chairman of the Legal Committee. His aid has often been
very valuable in the past, and his acceptance of the position of Chairman is deeply
appreciated.

Recognition of the Republic of China
More than one peace proposal sponsored by existing organisations endeavour

to make the recognition of the Chinese People's Republic (formally proclaimed on
October 1st, 1949, in Peking) an integral part of the plan.

In our issue of Vol. 78, No. 2 (winter 1949), we reiterated our view that the
recognition of new states should be the duty of the United Nations Organisation
and not be left to the decisions of individual nations. We further extended this
principle to cover the position of affairs regarding the Government of China, and
we would repeat this at the present juncture.

It can only cause friction and lead to disputes when the recognition of a new
state is left to other states individually, according to caprice or political expediency.
The important point we would raise is that such recognition does not necessarily
follow any pattern of justice or right.

We may have to grant that if recognition is left to an international tribunal,
the door is then open to possible international " lobbying," but that possibility is
to be preferred to the chaotic state of affairs that leaves every nation to record,
individually, its decision as to the eligibility for recognition of any new state, or
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new form of government of an existing state. Even more irrational is the situation
when the recognition or non-recognition of a State Government becomes part of a
propaganda campaign by non-government organisations within surrounding
countries.

We cannot advocate too strongly the suitability of the International Court of
Justice to decide such questions of fact and law. The Japanese draft Treaty
difficulty regarding China is the latest instance of the muddle caused by ignoring
so simple and wise a policy.

At The Hague—Albania and Italy
The President of the International Court of Justice recently (July, 1951)

appointed an Arbitrator, M. Georges Sauser Hall, Professor of International Law
at Geneva and Neuchatel Universities, Member of the Permanent Court of
Arbitration and of the Institute of International Law, to pronounce on the alleged
rights of Albania and Italy regarding a quantity of gold unlawfully transferred
from Rome to Germany in 1943. This appointment has been made at the request
of the Governments of U.S.A., France and U.K.

At The Hague—Colombia and Peru
The International Court of Justice delivered its Judgment on June 13th, 1951,

in the case concerning Colombia and Peru, involving the question of the right of
asylum of the Peruvian revolutionary leader, Raul Haya de la Torre, who took
refuge in the Colombian Embassy in Lima.

By 13 votes to 1, the Court found that Colombia was under no obligation to
surrender Haya de la Torre to Peruvian authorities. It found unanimously that
the asylum granted him on January 3rd-4th, 1949, and maintained since that time,
ought to have ceased after delivery of the judgment of November 20th, 1950, and
should be terminated.

In The Arbitrator, Vol. 79, No. 1, we made a biief reference to this case. The
judgment of November 20th followed the submission of two questions by Colombia.
The first was regarding their right to define the nature of the offence for which
diplomatic asylum had been granted. The second question asked: Was Peru
obliged to grant a safe-conduct to Haya de la Torre? Following a slightly
ambiguous decision of the Court (November 20th) Colombia endeavoured, without
success, to secure an interpretation of the judgment rendered. On November 28th,
1950, Peru requested an immediate delivery of the refugee on the basis of the
judgment of November 20th, and Colombia contested, on December 13th, 1950,
that in the judgment referred to it could find no reason obliging it to accede to
Peru's request and, further, asked the Court to declare the manner in which effect
should be given to the judgment, and particularly whether Colombia was or was
not bound to surrender Haya de la Torre.

The Judgment of June 13th, now reported, followed this submission by
Colombia. The Court stated that it could not indicate to the parties any practical
means by which they could execute the judgment delivered on November 20th,
1950, since by doing so it would depart from its judicial function. But it could
be assumed, the judgment stated, that the parties, " now that their mutual
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