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THE FOUNDER
WILLIAM RANDAL CREMER was born on 18th March 1828,
at Fareham, Hants. He lived in poverty during his childhood.
He became a carpenter and moved to London in 1852, where
he founded the Workmen's Peace Committee in 1870, that
became in 1871 the Workmen's Peace Association, and a little
later, the International Arbitration League.

From the beginning the establishment of a "High Court of
Nations was proposed, and this Court was to draw up a code of
International Law. As early as 1863 Cremer was largely respon-
sible for convening a great meeting in St. James's Hall regarding
the Alabama dispute during the American Civil War, and he
criticised the Government for permitting the ship to sail. The
League advocated the settlement of the subsequent claim by
arbitration, and throughout the following years, particularly
after 1885, when he entered Parliament, Cremer consistently
pressed for arbitration as a means of settling international dis-
putes.

In 1889 Cremer founded a great Interparliamentary Union;
and the Hague Peace Conferences of 1899 and 1907 were largely
the result of Cremer's work. Thus the Permanent Court of
Arbitration, set up in 1900, from which has stemmed the Inter-
national Court of Justice, was the realization of Cremer's
dream. Cremer was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 1903 and
was knighted in 1907. His bust, with that of his friend, Andrew
Carnegie, stands in the Peace Palace at The Hague. Cremer died
on 22nd July 1908.
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NOTES AND COMMENTS

CO-EXISTENCE OR NO EXISTENCE

Sir Winston Churchill, speaking on 9th November at the Lord Mayor's
banquet in Guildhall, said that he believed that the Powers of the East
and West should try to live in a friendly and peaceful way with each
other. He continued:

"It would certainly not be to any one's disadvantage if they
tried. We do not agree with Soviet Communism or with their system
of one-party uniformity. We think there is a great deal to be said for
two parties, and even three. Let me say there is also a great deal to
be said for nature and variety and that governments are made for
men, not men for governments.

"But if the Soviets really like being governed by officials in a sealed
pattern, and so long as they do not endanger the safety or freedom of
others, that is a matter for them to decide for themselves. Nothing is
final. Change is unceasing, and it is very likely that mankind may
have a lot more to learn before they come to their journey's end.

"One thing is certain: with the world divided as it is at present,
freedom of our vast international association can only be founded
upon strength, and strength can only be maintained by unity.

"The whole foundation of our existence stands on our alliance,
friendship, and an increasing sense of brotherhood with the United
States, and we are also developing increasingly intimate ties with
France, Germany, Italy, and the Low Countries which are stronger
and more practical than any that have yet been devised.

"From these solemn and important agreements we hope that we
shall be able to create that peace through strength which will allow
time to play its healing part and bring about an altogether easier
relationship all over the world. We might even find ourselves in a few
years moving along a broad, smooth causeway of peace and plenty,
instead of roaming around on the rim of hell. For myself I am an
optimist—it does not seem to be much use being anything else—and
I cannot believe that the human race will not find its way through
the problems that confront it, although they are separated at the
present time by a measureless gulf from any they have known before.

"I look forward to the time when, having, to use Sir Anthony
Eden's words, brought about a stability and a common purpose in
the west, we shall have established the essential basis on which we
can seek an understanding with the east. Thus we may by patience,
courage, and in orderly progression reach the shelter of a
calmer and kindlier age.



"We live in an age where the mood decides the fortunes of
peoples rather than the fortunes decide the mood. If the
human race wishes to have a prolonged and indefinite period of
material prosperity, they have only got to behave in a peaceful and
helpful way towards one another, and science will do for them
all that they wish and more than they can dream.

"If it is, of course, their wish to be quarrelsome and think it fun to
bite one another hard and all the time, there is no doubt that every
day they can kill each other in a quicker and more wholesale manner
than ever before. The choice is theirs and ours.

"Man is becoming increasingly master of his own fate, increasingly
uncertain of what it is going to be and I think he is beginning to under-
stand this fact better than he has ever done before."

These passages are of such vital importance to us all that we make no
apology for reproducing them in full—especially as they were given little
more than passing reference in the Press generally; though The Times
significantly headed them "Friendship with Russia . . . Not to anyone's
disadvantage". And this is the point we wish to stress: it would be of no
advantage to ourselves or to the world in general, if we gained the friend-
ship of Russia and antagonized America.

We reproduce these passages also for another reason.

Muffling Sir Winston Churchill

In the past the Premier's speech at the Lord Mayor of London's Guild-
hall banquet was usually looked upon as one of the great political land-
marks of the year. But on this occasion—like all our Premier's pleas for
co-existence—it has been played down.

True, the Daily Telegraph set it forth in full, but with captions which
tended to diminish its most significant passages; while the more popular
Press treated it in its usual light manner of dealing with great themes
once these have ceased to be original, although they remain grave. Only
The Times—with its customary skill in condensation—gave all that really
mattered; and that with the proper headings such as the speaker himself
would have wished. The truly significant omission was that of the Man-
chester Guardian, which not only gave the entire speech no more space
than the Daily Express (which gave it a light "Let's be pals, says Sir
Winston" caption) but completely cut out all the Premier's references to
international affairs, and confined its attention solely to those trifling
parochial remarks with which out of politeness to his hosts every states-
man starts his speech. The abolition of building licenses looms large no
doubt in the little minds of local politicians, thinking of the party play
which can be made of such achievements, but luckily Sir Winston Chur-
chill's mind runs to larger themes. Yet not one word on these did the
Manchester Guardian mention ! Indeed the Liberal Press as a whole treated
Sir Winston's remarks on these important matters far more coolly than the
Conservative journals, so much under the domination of transatlantic
ideas do the Liberal papers today appear to be. And Liberals still wonder
why their party counts for so little in general estimation today. They
fail to realize the opportunity they are missing by being jackals, instead
of adjudicators, on international affairs. This would of course be no con-
cern of ours if it did not mean that public opinion is left uninformed, with
little choice to make between a Russia depicted as the Devil by the
general Press and surmounted with a halo by the Daily Worker. Such is



the outcome of imagining ourselves in either Heaven or Hell, and failing
to recognize the nature of the world in which we are.

While it is not our place as the I.A.L. to support any particular political
party, we cannot fail to regret that on international affairs today no party
is promoting the middle way—that we have today in effect, on Foreign
Policy, one-party government. This is a sign not of strength, but of weak-
ness ; or shall we say, of fatalistic indifference ?

It certainly means that we Arbitrators have a duty to perform. We
must arouse public opinion to think clearly on these things and to demand
that our Press shall inform it of the truth with more facts and fewer
biased headlines.

World Government

Because co-existence or no existence is the one great question of today
-—for Arbitrators no less than for other people—we offer no apologies for
making this number a special issue dealing primarily with World Govern-
ment. Whatever its significance may have been in the past, it is not only
the most important, but the most pressing and PRACTICAL problem of
today. Whether we like it or not. Jet propulsion, the guided missile, and
the cobalt bomb combine to make world government today imperative:
there is no other way out.

Probably few, if any of us, like the idea of World Government; but we
have got to acclimatize ourselves to it—and that quickly. Public opinion
has got to be stirred so that it will accept it. The federation may be loose,
but it must be real. The difficulties of federating "Europe"—so-called
(really only half Europe) are nothing to go by. They are largely difficulties
of their makers' own creation. They exist because it is only half Europe
which it is endeavoured, or even hoped, to federate. Indeed all talk of so-
called Federal Europe is talk of but a half-truth and that is what creates
more than half the difficulty.

Even to federate all Europe would be no solution; and not only because
Europe never was divided from Asia by those gently rising slopes called
the Ural "Mountains"; but also because no mountains, rivers, or oceans
today can prevent the whole world being one. That is the fact we have
got to face: do we mean to make the best of it ?

A task for Arbitrators

Arbitrators and all inspired by the spirit of arbitration should be the
last to be daunted by this prospect. There will certainly be ample scope
for Arbitration when we come to building up this One World but for
which our present world will inevitably disintegrate.

Arbitration v Communism

This brings us up against a serious problem. It is no use ignoring serious
problems: they have got to be faced.

Communism opposes arbitration. Arbitration, as we know it, is a child
of liberal thought to which Communism is fundamentally opposed. For
Communism is a dogmatic creed: it HOLDS the "Truth"—all others know
but Error. Communism therefore cannot compromise. This makes it a
difficult bed-fellow, but not necessarily an impossible one.

Catholic Christianity is equally sure of its ground; but for several cen-
turies now it has managed to jog along more or less comfortably with



Protestantism, and not least successfully in some of the best regulated
states of the world such as Holland and Switzerland.

Liberal thought has often been denounced by the Vatican—just as it has
by the Kremlin; but somehow Catholicism and Liberal practice have
managed—however illogically—to live together. Arbitration, as we know
it, that is to say—Arbitration as developed under liberal ideas—may be
contrary to Communist conceptions but might it not be possible to adjust
the two, if not in theory, in practice ?

The matters seems worth investigating.

At present the Communist countries decline to submit the international
issues in which they become involved to the Court of Arbitration, or if
they do, they refuse to accept its verdict if it goes against them. Can we
not see if some Court—purged of what they deem liberal bourgeois con-
ceptions—cannot be agreed upon between us ? Neither side can doubt
the desirability of having such a Court acceptable to both sides. The
problem is essentially a practical one. Statesmen and jurists should be
capable of devising means to meet it. The problem did not arise when the
Hague Courts were first established.

Liberal philosophy is not inelastic: it does not presuppose a knowledge
of Absolute Truth, or consequently of Absolute Justice. A law which will
satisfy most men in a given age that it is a just law is what needs to be
found at every period in history. Half our troubles today spring from the
fact that we have not got this at the present time. And we have not got
it because we are not looking for it, and scarcely realize that this is what
we lack.

From another angle, our new Council Member, Mr. Minchin, touches on
this theme in his article on Arbitration—The Middle Way. He stresses the
paramount need for the establishment of confidence between nations if
arbitration is to be applied to settle their disputes.

British Guiana: Cyprus: Guatemala

Meantime, there can be no doubt, that whatever Justice may consist in,
it is largely tempered with expediency. Western democracy can hardly
feel proud of its recent use of force majeure in three small portions of the
world.

It is often said that Communists show no respect for public opinion,
but that they overthrow with violence popularly elected governments
while these still retain the approval of the majority. But what can be said
of the pretensions of so-called democracy if, when Communists do succeed
in establishing themselves by perfectly legitimate means with a sweeping
majority, they are turned out by force ? Of course this is no more than
what every educated Marxist was expecting; but it only proves to him
that capitalist democracy is only capitalist hypocrisy. The most hopeful
feature about it is that the British Government is most clearly far from
happy about it.

Meanwhile, both in Guiana and Cyprus, while ruling with absolute
autocracy, the British government is lavishing large sums on economic
improvements in the hope that these will wean the people away from



their Dangerous Thoughts. More than half a century ago under Balfour the
Conservatives tried these same methods in Ireland where they launched
admirable economic schemes for the betterment of the people. These did
not however satisfy them. British Governors, though excellent in many
respects, are curiously lacking in imagination. That man does not live by
bread alone but by every idea that enters his addled pate, is the last plain
fact to be acknowledged by the average dull but conscientious government
official who thinks in terms only of material prosperity.

So enosis is banned in Cyprus, and in Guatemala one intolerant govern-
ment is succeeded by an even more intolerant one with thinly disguised
external aid backed by American protection. This is really the most serious
of these incidents. U.S. action in this matter has meant yet another
weakening of U.N.

Though tensions at the moment appear to be lessening throughout the
world, the underlying situation is perhaps graver than ever before. U.N.
is dying, slowly but surely, just as the League of Nations died. Every-
where we see pacts and alliances springing up, and rulers everywhere wel-
come these arrangements; for, while they do not like their rivals' alliances,
they value their own and scheme to make their own the stronger, hence
they do not really object to those of the other side.

This may be all very well for the high and mighty who plan these things;
but how about the man-in-the-street at the bottom ? It is for him that
the I.A.L. must think and speak—for him in every land.

15th November, 1954

RETIREMENT OF SIR ARNOLD McNAIR
Sir Arnold McNair, who has been President of the International Court of
Justice at The Hague since May 1952, confirmed to a Times correspondent
at his home in Cambridge on 2nd September, that he has notified the
United Nations that he does not wish to stand for re-election as a Judge
of the Court, for personal reasons. His nine years' appointment expires
in February 1955. He is 69.

THE ARBITRATOR

ESSAY COMPETITION FOR YOUNG PEOPLE
In line with its educational policy the International Arbitration
League, offers 3 prizes—First, Three Guineas; Second, Two
Guineas; Third, One Guinea—to young people, not over 15

years of age, for essays of not more than 500 words on

WILL FEAR OF THE H-BOMB ABOLISH WAR?

There will be no entrance fee. Ideas and clear expression will
be looked for. Last date for receiving entries: 1st March, 1955.
Name, address and date of birth of competitor to be placed
at the head of the Essay. Editorial decision will be final and no
correspondence regarding the contest can be entered into.
Mark all entries "Essay Competition" and send to : Editorial
Panel, The International Arbitration League, 53 Victoria

Street, London, S.W.I.



ARBITRATION-THE MIDDLE WAY
by BRIAN MINCHIN, LL.B. (cantab.)

Beneath the political and social tensions which split the world today,
there lies a field of common interest; for, without international co-opera-
tion, the full potentialities of science and of industrial and economic pro-
gress cannot be realized. Instead, material prosperity is sacrificed to ideolo-
gical rivalry. Even in the sphere of war itself, an atomic or bacteriological
outburst would result in disaster on a scale which no rational person
could contemplate, unless deprived of his normal faculties at least tem-
porally by the passionate emotions of fear and hate. Yet the nations of
the world still persist in bitter rivalries and in the planning of war and
mutual destruction.

Fear at the Root of Hostility

The principal cause of this hostility is Fear; fear of the overwhelming
might of one's neighbour; fear of the sudden holocaust of death and
destruction which could be released without warning—fear of the destruc-
tion of ideals cherished; and of associations, habits, and privileges held
dear. But a second cause is group hatred. What to one appears as the
spread of a social ideal, possibly at the expense of the destruction of a
group of class oppressors, to another appears as the ruthless subjugation
of a national minority. The violation of those ideals which are held most
dear by the one, the utter and ruthless destruction of innocent victims,
may, in the eyes of the other, be no more than necessary measures for the
protection and general well-being of the community.

The security of all human society requires the recognition and accep-
tance of a common unit of political authority; the acceptance of the State
as entitled to administer its own internal affairs upon its own terms. This
is at best a political expedient without moral justification, since it does
not attempt to assess or protect the claims of the individual as against the
community. Once accepted the organization of world security becomes a
practical possibility without the need for a political conformity which can
only be enforced by war. Thus the principal objection of the Soviet Govern-
ment to the diminution of sovereignty involved in the acceptance of the
principle of internal arbitration would appear to be removed. If the
nations could further be induced to accept the right of the individual to
choose in which political community he wishes to reside, then the principal
objection to such recognition would be removed. Sir Anthony Eden has
made suggestions along these lines.

When Public Opinion opposes Peace

Once the right of the State to determine its own type of constitution is
recognized, and external political pressures are declared to be unlawful as
contrary to the expressed intention of the States themselves, then the
greatest contribution that could be made towards the happiness of Man
would be the diminution of the mutual fear of aggression by the encourage-
ment of international arbitration as the recognized method of settling
disputes between the nations. The unwillingness of national governments
to agree to the principle of international arbitration is not necessarily the
chief obstacle to arbitration in international disputes: the peoples them-
selves often influence decisively the action of their Governments. An excel-



lent example of this is to be seen in the policy of the United States in ex-
cluding any consideration of the admission of China to the United Nations
in so far as it lies within their power to do so. This policy is due as much
to the hostility of the American public to the Chinese regime, in conse-
quence of the heavy loss of American lives in the Korean war, as to the
deliberate policy of the United States Administration to exclude from the
Assembly of the United Nations a State which has opposed with force the
authority of that Assembly.

The settlement by arbitration of international disputes is rarely popular.
Public emotion is only too often aroused, and Governments fear a public
outcry against any policy which appears to involve a loss of national
prestige. Only where the principle of arbitration has sunk deeply into the
the public conscience, and the prestige and independence of the tribunals
themselves are universally admitted, can any reliance be placed upon the
willingness of nations to submit their claims to international settlement.
The methods by which we can seek to attain this goal are two; first, by
the establishment of the necessary tribunals to the jurisdiction of which
the nations will be willing to submit; secondly, by publicising the ideals
and purposes of arbitration so that, by the acceptance of recognized prin-
ciples of action, popular anger, and impatience in international political
disputes may be restrained. It is this function that the International
Arbitration League was founded to perform, not merely on a national
scale, since in England the need for the rule of Law and the acceptance of
the principal of Arbitration are widely recognized, but in other lands
where national pride may still sway the destiny of a nation.

The Machinery for Peace
Since Cremer started the I.A.L. in 1870, the organization and develop-

ment of the machinery for co-ordinating international administration has
proceeded apace. The establishment of the Permanent Court of Arbitra-
tion at the Hague in 1907 for the settlement of international disputes
prepared the way for the establishment by the League of Nations of the
Permanent Court of International Justice in 1920, now virtually super-
seded by the International Court of Justice, which is an integral part of
U.N. Although only States may be parties to actions brought before
this tribunal, by providing that any State may accept the jurisdiction of
the Court either in general or particular, and that member States may
declare that they recognize as compulsory the jurisdiction of the Court in
all legal disputes concerning the interpretation of treaties and acts con-
stituting a breach of international obligation, where the other parties give
a similar recognition to the compulsory nature of the Court's jurisdiction
in these matters, the way has been prepared for expanding the Court's
authority and for erecting a more thorough and extensive system of inter-
national law. Yet, the machinery cannot function without the eradication
of distrust and suspicion by the recognition that external interference with
the political integrity of member States, as by propaganda and political
infiltration—an offence against the community of nations. But here the
need for regional federation, and for the establishment of some supra-
national authority exercising control over the production of atomic arma-
ments and able to direct punitive measures where required, becomes evi-
dent. It is only possible to progress towards this as yet remote goal by
stages, however; and it is here that the task of the I.A.L. in spreading the
spirit of arbitration and resort to Law among nations becomes of supreme
value to the world today.



FOURTH WORLD PARLIAMENTARY (
[This is in no sense an Official Report.
It makes no pretence to be comprehen-
sive. Indeed some of the leading speech-
es are barely mentioned, if at all, since
these were well reported in the Press at
the time. Thus Dr. Julian Huxley's we
have omitted altogether.—ED.]

The fourth World Parliamentary
Conference was held in London at
County Hall from 4th to 10th Sep-
tember, and the I.A.L's Council de-
cided that the League should be rep-
resented by a strong delegation which
consisted of Mr. Hugh Schonfield,
one of our Vice-Presidents, Mr. Rich-
ard Coates, our Assistant Editor,
from whose subsequent report to the
Council these notes are mainly drawn,
and Mrs. A. M. Cox, another Council
member whose work is none the less
valuable for being done largely "be-
hind the scenes". Our Chairman and
Editor, Mr. George Bryans, and Mr.
T. Drifneld Hawkin, also put in
appearances at the Conference; and
the Dowager Lady Waechter attend-
ed some of the social gatherings
which formed a part—and a very
valuable part—of the proceedings.

Indeed this full social programme
met with warm approval. It was par-
ticularly highly praised by the visi-
tors from overseas. In order not to
break in upon the train of thought
needed to follow the conference itself
we shall postpone consideration of
these pleasurable events till the end.

St. Paul's Cathedral
On Sunday 5th September, a service,

well-attended by delegates from many
•countries, inaugurated the Conference at
St. Paul's Cathedral. The Rev. L. J.
Collins, Canon Residentiary, preached
upon the Brotherhood of Man and the
Evils of Race Segregation.

British Governmental Backing
On Monday morning the Conference

opened at ten o'clock at County Hall. Mr.
Anthony Nutting, M.P., Under-Secretary
of State for Foreign Affairs, gave the open-
ing address. He spoke of the need for
Idealism and Realism in our debates, and

the necessity for replacing Fear with.
Trust. He added significantly that he spoke
on behalf of H.M's Government.

The delegates were then welcomed to
County Hall by the Chairman of the Lon-
don County Council, Mr. Victor Mischon,
D.L., J.P., who drew attention to the beauty
of London on that fine morning, and said
he had no doubt that the other cities from
which the delegates might come looked
just as lovely. He then went on to say,
the aim of that Conference should be to
protect that beauty, and the lives of those
who lived surrounded by it, from the
devastation of war.

Lord Boyd Orr, F.R.S., Honorary Presi-
dent of the Conference, then replied to
these welcoming addresses. Power Politics,
he observed, belonged to the past: new
physical and biological weapons could now
spell the end of civilization—even of Man
himself. He stressed the need for statesmen
to realize the dire necessity for co-existence
accompanied by gradual disarmament to-
gether with expansion of world markets
for industrial goods.

Lord Boyd Orr then spoke of the many
bodies which, under the aegis of U.N.O.,
were all working for the benefit of man-
kind. He stressed the need for nations to
co-operate in the ideas laid down by U.N.
as the criterion by which to determine
whether particular nations were accept-
able as members of that organization. He
quoted approvingly M. Spaak, the Belgian
Premier, as having said the people must
hustle governments. That was what we
were doing by holding these international
conferences.

The Rt. Hon. Clement Davies, Q.c, M.P.,
followed Lord Boyd Orr. Mr. Clement
Davis was President of the Conference and
conscientiously presided over all its sittings
both with ability and obviously genuine
interest and zeal.

Mr. Clement Davies' message was to the
effect that this Conference had been called
for the purpose of promoting the Rule of
Law throughout the world. More than in
any other period in the world's history had
the fifty-four years of this century seen
concentrated more of man's inhumanity to
man. The shot that was fired at Sarajevo in
the summer of 1914 was the forerunner of
billions more. Since then the world has
been beset by wars and horrors right up to
the present day.

M. Clement Davies then went on to say,
that the Charter of the United Nations
must be so amended as to make it an in-
strument of peace; and he wound up by
insisting that the Conference had the
solemn duty of showing to the peoples of



NFERENCE ON WORLD GOVERNMENT

the world that peace CAN be established
and peace CAN be maintained He gave as
a watchword the Arab salutation "Salaam
alicum", or the Jewish "Sholom", "Peace
be unto you, unto you, be peace "

Copenhagen Report, Chapter I

Mr Henry Usborne, M p , having com-
pleted the business of explaining the pat-
tern the Conference was to follow, the
debate was thrown open to the floor of
the house The rest of the day was filled
by speeches from the delegates These
were mainly in connection with the
resolutions contained in the Copenhagen
Report of 1953, on the proposals for revi-
sion of the United Nations Charter,
Chapter I specifying the ultimate aim,
while Chapter II sets forth an interim
step while the former is being implement-
ed , or perhaps it would be more correct to
say, it proposes an alternative in the
event of Chapter I proving unacceptable

One proposal by Dr Max Habicht, of
Switzerland, aroused great interest he
suggested that a vote be taken at U N on
the subject of World Federation, and, if
given a two-thirds majority, the Resolu-
tion would be passed for ratification He
remarked further that, should the Veto
be invoked, this should be ignored Pro-
vided that the majority of the people in
the world voted for Federation, the veto-
ing Nation would have to abide by the
decision He stated that this was the pro-
cedure followed in the Swiss Federation
He was quite prepared to admit that it was
not strictly legal, but the ends had justified
the means ' The proof of this was, that—
whereas, before Federation there had been
continuous fighting between the states—
since Federation all had worked happily
together

He outlined a draft proposal covering
World Federation, inclusion in U N of
non-member states, International Courts
of Justice Force, as well as human rights,
world citizenship, and all the corollaries
to these aims together with an Interna-
tional Police Force

Copenhagen Report, Chapter II

On Tuesday the debate was giver over
to Ch II of the Copenhagen Report The
morning session being concerned with the
political, and the afternoon with the
economic aspect

The Hon Gbedemah, Minister of Trade
and Commerce from the Gold Coast, gave
a short account of the potential richness
of his country, but went on to say that
this would be of no use to them if it were
about to be destroyed by an H bomb or
cobalt bomb Therefore, he said, his coun-

try was as much, or more so, interested In
world law as any other country He could
assure the Conference that those he rep-
resented would back up to the hilt any
recommendations of this nature.

Prof Haddow, distinguished for his
Cancer Research work, endorsed the re-
marks of Prof Adrian at the British
Association in regard to the dangers of
using the H-bombs, he suggested that
their use should be prohibited, and that a
Concilium of Scientists be set up to exa-
mine all scientific research and to ensure
that such knowledge is used for the good of
man

Mr Harvey Moore, Q c , delivered a val-
uable homily on Trust—its use and abuse.
He urged the Parliamentarians to bring
to the notice of their governments that the
use of A-bombs, H-bombs, and the like
were already illegal according to the word-
ing of the Geneva Convention He asked
them to get a Ruling upon it at the Inter-
national Courts of Justice

The afternoon session was mainly taken
up with a speech from Sir Cyril Jones,
K c I E , c s I , outlining proposals for set-
ting up a fund for helping under and less-
developed countries He was reporting the
results of a commission set up to examine
the possibilities He gave a very full
account of the methods which should be
adopted, both for raising the money and
for disposing of it

Later in the afternoon, our Delegate,
Mr Richard Coates, an aircraft fitter,
aroused the interest of his fellow Delegates
by a forthright speech m which he claimed
to set out the feelings and opinions of the
man-in-the-street Mr Coates pressed the
need for disarmament to be coupled with
the establishment of an International
Police Force, the effective arming of
which, he declared, could be achieved im-
mediately by giving it the pick of the
nationally discarded weapons which would
be handed over for the exclusive use of
U N O in order to make that organization
strong enough to be able to legislate and
enforce its laws He even suggested that
any state that chose to make war upon its
neighbour should have an A-bomb drop-
ped upon its territory to stop any further
aggression This action or threat of it, he
felt, would deter any would-be invader.
He endorsed previous speakers remarks
upon Federation, and said that in his view
this need not involve surrender of sove-
reign rights we should merely need to
adhere to a supra-National Code of Law
as well as to the laws of our own nation.

Mr Coates pleaded for the wider use of
commonsense in all international dealings.
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and demanded greater simplicity in the
management of U N affairs He claimed
that if the ordinary man were given a plain-
er explanation of the workings of U.N , he
would be more likely to take an active
interest in international affairs

Mr Coates' speech aroused considerable
interest, and subsequently, through meet-
ing conference members, our Assistant
Fditor managed to advance the cause of
the I A L m new fields Further reference
will be made to this side of our Delegates'
activities later on

Other speakers of the day included
Prof Sohn of the U S A who stressed that
Pai hament was elected by the Nation and
it was up to the Nation to keep Parliament
on its toes

Mr Geoffrey de Freitas M p , endorsed
Federation, and suggested that there be
tw o bodies of representatives at U N —the
Parliamentary and the Popularly Elected

U.N. Charter Revision
The morning debate on Wednesday was

again upon U N Charter Revision The
speeches ran in the same vein as the pre-
vious days' as both debates were inter-
related The discussion in this case centred
around the alteration which would be
necessary to the U N Charter to bring it
into conformity with the Copenhagen
Report, and any amendments brought
forward by the London Conference Dr
Kurt Hahn spoke strongly in favour of
"humanizing war" by prohibiting the use
of nuclear and biological weapons, and
also by reducing armaments

The afternoon's subject was the London
Manifesto This was to be a simple docu-
ment telling the people of all nations of the
aims and ideals of this Conference and of
the people it represents M Boutebien of
France gave a clear and reasoned summing
up of what we all wanted He spoke of the
need for gradual disarmament leading up
to total abolition of all weapons of war He
said it would then be possible to spend
more money upon the things that really
mattered, and he advocated the use of
law above all else for the settlement of
differences

Lord Bevendge spoke of the assistance
that under-developed nations could be
given with the money that would be freed
if the world disarmed.

AbW Pierre followed with a passionate
plea for the underfed people of the world
One quarter of the population on earth did
not have enough food to keep them alive
He spoke of a doctor in the Far East who
had said he would no longer vaccinate
children against smallpox as in any case
they were doomed to die of starvation

later on He insisted that the only way to
get things done was to become angry and
to use our anger to advance our cause

Our Vice-President, Mr Hugh Schon-
field, said that one of the troubles of today
was the tendency of nations to conclude
treaties and agreements outside U N This
was against the principles laid down in the
Charter and he urged that U N be streng-
thened by insisting upon full use of that
organization

There was no debate on Thursday as the
Committees went into private session but
on the following day before the Conference
was brought to an end, the morning was
spent moving the Resolutions which had
been debated during the past week A few
final amendments—mostly verbal—were
suggested, and eight interim Recommenda-
tions were officially supported One of
these was put forward by Mr Hugh Schon-
field on behalf of the League, who recom-
mended

Extension of the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice, increased
resort to it for advisory opinions, and
wider use of the Permanent Court of
A rbitration
This has gone forward (as Recommenda-

tion 7) to the Prime Minister and Foreign
Secretary of every country throughout the
world and to the principal Delegates to the
United Nations This is the first occasion
on which the principal of Arbitration and
active advocacy of its use has appeared m
U N Charter Revision proposals, and we
feel that the I A L is to be congratulated
upon having a Vice-President who has been
so successful in obtaining this clear recom-
mendation of the cause for which we
primarily stand

LANGUAGES AT THE
CONFERENCES

For speeches from the rostrum French
and English were the only languages
officially recognized Translations from one
to the other as the case might be were made
almost simultaneously with the speaker's
delivery

[Having more than once ourselves been
asked at international meetings to speak in
both these languages and sometimes to trans-
late from one to the other, we are able to
appreciate the difficulties which beset at-
tempts to achieve swift, yet accurate and
lucid translations, performed spontaneously
without hesitation More than once we picked
up our earphones so as to listen to what
others were getting in both French and
English, and it was with an almost envious
admiration that we heard the very full,
speedy, and—in the mam—remarkably ac-
curate translations which were poured forth
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