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Supplementary Cbservations te Minjister: eof
Foreign Affeirs with Hespeot te¢ the Jeeret
Memorandum on the Argentine Jituation dsted

November 3, 1944.

The Department of 5tate bellieves 1t desireble
to stress that under the propesed plan for a meeling,
as set forth in the secret memorsndum under reference,
the Parrell régime would merely be glven an opportunity
to state why its case should be heard at ths end of the
meeting. The proposed Argentine item of the agenda sug-
geated in the secret memorandum does not contemplate that
the Foreign Ministers of the American Republiecs will go
into the merits, the pros and cona, of irgentine com-
pliance with its internatiomesl committments. It con-
templates merely thsat Lths Argentlinpe representative would
be given an opportunity to state why it desires to have
a full hearing on its csse, and what it belleves could be
accomplished by such & hearing.

The Department of Jtate belleves that the proposed
plen has the additionel advantage that the Ministera of
Foreign Affairs would be able to exchange views personally,
arcund a conference veble, before arriving at a decision
which is of such tPemandous lmportance to the Americas.
The Ministers of Foreign Affalrs, snd they mslone, and not
thelir delegates at the Fan American Umnion, should exchange
views and séek to arrive at a concensus of opinion on the

Argentine request.
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It is already clear that if the governing board of
the Pan American Union were to teke the finel declsion
on the irgentine proposal, it would be excerclsing s
political Jjudgment of &« most delicate charscter., If
the verying shades of opinion on the Argen'ine request
are tec be sffeotively recconciled ir the common interests,
the task must be performed by the Minlsters of Forelg
Affulrs themselves. The plan suggested in the secret
memorandum would affTord preecisely this opportunity.

A further thousght is thst a thoroush anslysis ef
the Argentine proposal i3 necesssry to appreciste sll of
its implicatious. e believe that Venezuela aud Colombia
have scted precipitously end without considering, for
example, such besic guestions 8s to whether it is intended
to srrive at 8 deeislon with regerd to recognition., Vould
this be decided by majority vote? How would the evidence
be presented? Is there not the greatest danger of falling
into a trep when acceptance ias given te a proposal guali-
fied by broad, undefined reservation on "internal erder”.
All such questions should be discussed by the idinisters

of Foreign Arfeirs themselvesz, it would appear, before

they decide whether to hear the Argentine csse.




