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of the notice, with the consequent acennnlation of unpaid contributions 7 As one member suggesied,

such a State would cease to be an honourable and ‘w('mm‘- a dishonourable member.  Again, of how

many States who have already et and have fuliilled the obligation to pay ean it he said that they have

futlitled all of their mternational obligations ¢ It i,-: not many years ago since a nation which had

heen declared by the Assembly as having vielated the Pact gave notice of its intention to withdraw,

and at the expiration of such notice, having fulfifled its finaveial obligation towards the League, was

d(*(*me 1 to have ceased to be a nwmlusr. And here there was o question of the application of paragraph

4 of Article 16, which reads

“ Auy menber of the League whish has violated any covenant of the League may be

declared to be no longer o menber of the Leagne by a vote of the Couneil concurred in by the
representatives of all the othier inenibers of the Legue represented thereon.”

On the other haud, 1t hus been suggested that o State which has not been so branded, but merely
wiihies to leave the League, shall continue to he o member antil its financial obligations have been
fultilled. T should here vemari that (his arcoment has not =0 much foree in the case of those Ntates
who have made a special areangement to nay arvears and which are keeping to that arrangement.

It was perhaps unfortunate that in scine guarters these was an attempt to consider as having the
effect of a resolution, and therefore hinding. a passage in w report submitted to the Assembly of 1935,
and rveading -

* The Government of Paraguay has given notice of withdrawal from the League.  Before
withdvawal, it will he 1'(\(|uir(‘d in accordance with Article 1 of the Covenant, to fudfil al)
financial obligations to the Lieague ap to the actual date of withdrawal ’
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On al point the Permanent Court of International Justice ean always be asked to give an
advisory opinion, but that proceeding did not appeal to thv majority of the Committer, even to the
lawyers, and it was thought desirable that the Assembly itself shonld decide. At the cloxe of the
diseussion the Chairman ‘dopfml a suggestion which had been made by & member at the ontset that
the question he considered by a sub-cominittee, which, when deliberating, should take into account the
tendencies of the debate,

At the meeting on the 30th September the Committee had before it a reply which had heen drafted

by the sub-comumnittee stating that after considering the question i all its axpeets 1t had reached the
following conclusions :-
“(a) The case of Honduras
Hondmus can he permitted to continue fo pay mstalments on consolidated
contributions for seventeen yvears after leaving the League,
“(by The case of Niearagua
The Awm.l;]y can grant a reduction of debt to o State which has given notice of
withdrawal.
The withdrawal of such o State can become offective at the end of the period of
two years, although it has not then paid off ite debt in full.

“(¢) The case of Parnguay-——
1o It ix clearly the daty of o member of the Leagne to discharge all ity financial
obligations towards the League of Nations before its withdrwal becomes offective,
2. But Article 1, para sh 5, of the Covenant does not oblige the League to treat
gned from the League hut has not paid its debts (o

ag a member o State which has res
the lm* Wue.
Accordingly, without sceling to give an authoritative internretation ap plu able

‘1,] casos, the st Committee is of opimion, i view of the fa(fws of the particular
case, that i‘;trugu:ny may be considered to have ceased to be a member of the Leagae
of \hﬁ(\m notwithstanding its undoubted defaulic as regards its financisl obligations
towards the Toeasue.

. ! araguny will, however, remain liable to diseliarge the full amonunt of ite debi,
well ax to discharge all Its othev obligations towards the League of Nations,  The
League s free to recover the amount due to i Ly all the means at it disposal.”

The cone
after explaining
pending before s tribunal whieh was an eman

fusion i regard to Paraguay w
that o local settlenent of

at once contested by the re |“<>\(mmt!\(\ of Bolivia, who,
which his cormtey had had with Pavagieny was

of the lA‘;”W" of Nations, stated he was apposed to 5
nicthod of dividing the various ohligniions avising out of the Covenant.  He added that if the suh-
connuittee’s view were adopted he would veserve to himsel! the vight 10 diseuss the question 1 the
Fourth Committee and even in the Asscrabiv. The 1(*pn\<nl stive of Bolivin was followed ir.' other
speakers, and more than one snggestion of 2 way out of the diffiealty was made, Finally, t]w halrman
made an ingenions proposal to the eifect that this section of the draft veply dealing with Paraguay
shonld he replaced by a passage to the effect that Hw First. Comumitten thinks thab it s not degirablo
to give a reply at the moment to the question put.”” 1 feel hound o wey that the majority of the
Committee seemed to favour the original draft.

Althongh the final sct vightly belongs to the Fourth Committee, [t will be convenient o dinpose of
the matter here. When the deaft ro pmf on the Budget was inder disenssion the drafting of the o
reliting Lo Paraguay was challenged by the representative of Bolivia, on the ground wa suthied
siress had not been ladd on the legad position as def in paritey uhos icle 1 of the Uove nant.
o Howhro and others vaserted vhatr the et svas preciae and 'l..q aod ;»I-v‘gud;rf‘ the lmmf P
ight amendment wos proposed By comember of the Committee which gave satist
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tive of Bolivia, und the draft ar nended wes wdopted (Docament AL 76, 1937, X).

Hlowever, as
the represent
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