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His Excelleney the President.— In as much as sev-
eral of the Delegates present have asked for the floor,
among them lmiu;_,' Messrs. Pineda, Bermejo and Gen-
eral Reyes, and it being very near the reglamentary
hour to close, in order that the debate may have ¢ il
due and convenient latitude, the session is suspended
to be continued at four in the afternoon.

SESSION OF JANUARY 15, 1902,
(Afternoon. )

Secrelary Macedo.— Discussion on the ruling of
the Chair will be continued.

His Excellency Mr. Pineda, Delegate fron Mexico.
—Gentlemen: We are discussing a parliamentary
question, a mere ruling, and I can explain to myself
only the unusual proportions that it has assumed,
from its connection with the vexed question of arbi-
tration; but it is necessary to place this question
within its natural limits, in order not to perturb our
criterion, in order not to disnaturalize the debate and
to arrive at its conclusion, in a proper and decorous
manner that corresponds, not only tothe Internation-
al Conference, but to each and every one of the hon-
orable members composingit. And before going fur-
ther, I ought to state, that if I take partin L[n.s dd).tte,
it is not because Ijudgf_ that a defense is needed—
much less from me,—to the ruling of the Chair,
which has most clearly and concisely explained its
reasons, but because, in as much as certain orators
insistin antagonizing the ruling with fewarguments,
someone ought to intervenein order to explain more
fully the reasons given by the Honorable President
of the Assembly.

I shall try, Sir, to present the facts with all ser-
enity of spirit and with all the lmpartiality of my
temperament. In my opinion, the facts are as follows
a majority, a great majority of the Delegations that
compose this Conference, has celebrated aconvention
or concert, and has brought that convention to the
knowledge of the Conference, for the sole purpose of
e\tuldmu it into the sphere of the Department of
Foreign \fﬁma of Mexico, the only method to render
it pldCthdl. This is a consummate fact, thisisa fact
dependent solely on the will of the Delegations sign-
ing it, who have not desired to bring it under dis-
cussion in the Conference, who do not submit it to
its deliberation, much less to its decision, and who
have only recurred to the Chair, asking that the fact
be placed in cognizance of the qurtmun of Fore-
ign Affairs of Mexico. What could the Honorable
President ot this Assembly do, in view of this fact?
How has the Honorable President proceeded when a
multitude of other facts have been presented, without
the importance of this one and even unconnected
with the programme and labors of this Conference?
He has constantly dictated rulings, in consonaunce
with the petition, and fhis ofttimes as a simple mat-
ter of courtesy. Thus, when it is a matter presented
by a great majority of the Delegations of the Confer-
ence, who within it can dictate laws, how can he fail
to attend.to its desires, and why should he not satisfy
d¢hem in this case? Because if any importance is at-
tached to the fact here in question, it is evident that
it will be resented only by those who have signed
the protocol, convention or concert that has been
presented this morning to the Conference.

The other fact is that the Chilian Delegation, as
stated by its President, Mr. Blest Gana, presented also
this morning to the Secretary another project of con-

vention, or an initiative, if not identical, at least anal-
ogous to the convention signed by the majority of the
Delegations that subscribed the convention pon
:u”u-t;iun to those of The Hague; and in view of this,

the Chilian Delegation has opined that all ruling of

he Chair should be suspended with res pu‘l to the
[u.at document, and that this should not be remitted
to the Foreign Office of Mexico until the Assembly
has considered the Chilian project. The Honorable
President of the Conference has been unable to ac-
cede to this solicitude, and he should not have acced-
ed to it, because these form two distinct documents,
distinetin form, diverse in nature, and as the protocol
of the Delegations was presented to the Secretary
prior to Chilian project; thisis the reason why it has
been preferred in natural order. '

How can thesetwo documents be comprised within
a single ruling? In nature they are distinct, because
the one is a protocol already signed, and one signed,
nanght remains but to carry it into effect; and the
other is an initiative which in order to attain to the
force of the first, in accord with the purpose of the
Chilian Delegation, must be submitted toall the rul-
ings that regulate the debates of the Assembly.

It may be seen, Sir, that the Chair has pmcccfkd
justly in ruling primarily upon the protocol read this
morning; to have proceeded in any other manner
would have been a lack of consideration toward the
majority of the Delegations signing it, establishing
at the same time an unuhuﬁm) le precedent, and to
accede to the demand of the Chilian Delegation, is
tolaunch ourselves into an incomprehensible debate,
and being incomprehensible, without possibility of
ony mh\f(u,ton solution.

The ruling of the Chair was st 1bstantially: « to the
Secretary of FU}L]OII Affairs through the Secretary
General,» This ruling is reglamentary, and has legi-
timate origin in our own Rules; why? because the
Delegations separatelv have not the right to take up
matters with the authorities of the country, and in
order to do so, the Rulesestablish that they take the
course of our Secretary General. 'Thisis thesole ex-
tent of the ruling of the Chair.

But our honorable colleague and my very distin-
guished friend Mr. Walker Martinez, invokes article
10 of the Rules against the ruling of the Chair, and
His Excellency, with that ])(1111(11110111:11& \1\1 which
we all recognize in him and with the vigor of his
personal temperament, insists in his arguments and
energetically interpellates the Chair to state if article
10 was or was not in force; article ro is in force, T
do not hesitate in taking upon my self the responsi-
bility of this answers article rois in force and will be
until it is abrogated; but article 10 cannot be applied
except to those cases wherein it is applicable. Ar-
ticle 10 states: «The minutes being once approved,
the Secretary will render account to the Conference
of the matters that have entered after the prior ses-
sion, and the President will dispose in such manner
that each one of them pass for examination to the
corresponding committee.»

It is clear, Sir, that this article does not provide
that any document, that any matter, be its nature
what it may, will have to pass necessarily to acom-
mittee; it 1s clear that what this article establishes
is that those matters needing consideration on part
of the informative organs of the Assembly, may be
passed to a committee, those matters pertinent to the
programine and labors of the Conference. But when
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it is a matter not incumbent upon any of the organs
of consultation established in the rules, why pass it
to a committee, and to what committes should it be
passed? I ask if we had to apply article 10 in its
literal terms, to what committee would have to be
passed the pmtucol from the fourteen or fifteen del-
egations that sign the adhiesion to the conventions of
tht, Hague, and which was brought here only to be
transmitted to the Mexican Foreign Office.

In deliberative assemblies, like this one, in order
that a matter may be remitted to a committee by the
proper aunthority of the President, it is required first,
that the Assembly may have previously established
the competent organ of consultation, in every case
that it occurs; and second. that the matter presented
to the Assembly require consultation on part of the
respective organ. When this organ lacks, the Pres-
ident canunot supply it himself— that is our case—
and when consultation is not wanted — which also is
our case —it is vain, being impertinent, it is useless,
being irrational, to consult upon a matter that no
oue wants to consult.

I think that this is our case. Thus then, without
breaking article 1o of the Rules, without exercising
violence against theright of any one, without oﬂend~
ng mckpumence, the free speech h of the delegations
here congregated —of which constant and beautiful
proof is offered by many of the delegations form-
ing the Conference, and among them the Chilian, in
first rank — without infringing upon any of the fun-
damental or constitutive principles that sustain and
ought to sustain liberty in the deliberations in par-
liamentary bodies; the President of this Assembly
has dictated with legitimate authority the ruling
made upon the protocol of adhesion to the conven-
tions of the Hague.

I am not behind my honorable friend and collea-
gue Mr. Walker Martinez with respect to attacks on
pmlmmentdr\ 111(19})cm lence and liberty; I applaud
the energetic words of His Excellency, and I accept
in all its plenitude his fine theory, which is good,
with regard to the independence that at any moment
ought to be had in deliberative assemblies, and prin-
CIP&“\ in those which, like this one, catry upon its
shoulders the immense 16‘\1)011\]1 sility of a whole con-
tinent; but this theory remains intact, it has not been
injured in the least. Liberty is not coerced with the
ruling of the Chair, astoward any of the delegations
here presint, nor is anyoue meul Hor is the voice
of any one suffocated, nor prevented from express-
ing with all (unpluude aud liberty his sentiments and
defendmu his rights.

I11<.1sunw on the opposition: to the ruling of the
the Chair, Mr. Bello Codecido, no less '1pptcc1'1tu1
by us than his other most honorable companions,
seized the opporrunity to afford us the pleasure of
listening to his discreet and calm discourse; but al-
low me, Your Excellency, to state that ncither was
he in the right, for he has fallen —in my opinion—
into a lamentable error; we are not discussing here,
Sir, neither tle protocol signed by the majority of
the delegations of this Asscm]ﬂ\ and read this mor-
ning, nor the Chilian initiative, as Mr. Bello Code-
cido has sought to demonstrate to us. Not the first,
because —as I have already said, and it is well to
repeat—it is not in discussion, because it has not
been brought to the session by its authors to be dis-
cussed, but as a simple recognition of a fact consum-
mated already, and as a simple step taken to reach

its final destination, the Foreign Office of Mexico;
not the second, for we do not recognize as yet the
Chilian initiative, and if we suppose, and smcl\ it
has to be ro, because Their Excellencies Messrs. Blest
Gana and Bello Codecido have said so— that it is
analogous as a hole to the first document, it is certain
that we do not know just what the differencesin form,
nor just what its real intent may be. Neither the one
thing nor the other isin discussion; the ruling of the
Chair is simply on foot to cause this debate. and I
think, not by reason of the scanty reasons that I have
adduced, but for the motives expressed this morning
by the President of the Conference, that the ruling
has been fully justified and ought to be openly accept-
ed by all, even by the dissenters, as an expression of
a form of consideration and justice.

Mr. Walker Martinez has well said: Mr. Raigosa
does not belong to Mexico in these moments, he
belongs to America as President of the Second In-
ternational American Conference; and I no not think
that our President has receded from his high place
to our honor and 30 that of the Conference.

There is an argument ( which in my judgmeant is
rather a censure), that has been uttered and to which
I have not yet replied, that adduced by my respec-
table friend IAr. Matte. Mr. Matte with that per-
spicacity that characterizes him, with that dexterity
that he has in arriving at the bottom of things and
deal the last blow to his adversary, brought the very
document itself into the Assetubly to be read, and
read in one of its clauses this provision (he cannot
expect that my recollection \\'ill be textual, I have
not the document before me): « The Confeteucc asks
respectfully . . . .;» that is to sa_\', there is a clause in
the document read this morning, that takes the name
of the Conference; and then the argument of the
Chilian Delegation, that so fiercely combats discus-
sion of the protocol and equally for discussion of its
initiative and that both be included in the deliber-
ations and decided by the vote of the Conference,
was the following: the name of the Conference may
be invoked, in degree as in this document or in this
work there may have taken part all the delegations
forming the Confereuce. This is the argument in all
its C‘[CH‘I‘IM.‘\,\, in all its nudity.

The answer is easy. T'he protocol is not in discus-
sion, and not being in discussion, we cannot discuss
its text, and if there is anything improper or unsuit-
able in it, that inconvenience, impropriety or respon-
sibility must fall upon those who redacted, signed
and sustained the pact—thatdoes not oblige nor can
it collectively obligate the Conference —because, in
fact, it has not been the work of all the delegations
composing this Assembly. I have then noembarass-
ment in recognizing the justice of the observation
of His Excellency Mr. Matte; but the observation of
His Excellency in naught affects the question we are
debating. It is a just criticism upon the style of the
protocol signed by the fifteen delegations, very well;
but it is not an argument against the ruling of the
Chair. With that impropriety of phraseology (im-
propriety that does not take away nor and force to
the pact), or with it, it is irremediable that the pro-
tocol pass to the Mexican Foreign Office, for this is
the desire of itsauthors, and Llns isall Lhat the Chair
authorizes in its ruling.

With these explanations, gentlemen, in the utter-
ance of which I have occupied your attention already
too long, and for which I beg a thousand pardons, I
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think it will be clear to all that we have given to
this debate on a mere ruling a proportion that the
subject matter does not warrant, and that theattitude
of the President of the Conference has been just and
correct.

His Excellency Mr. Buchanan, Delegate from the
United States of America.—Mr. President: I recog-
nize, with not only great cordiality, but with entire
frankness, the courteous proper and the very kindly
deference and remarks made by the distinguished
gentleman from the Chilean Delegation. T rise mere-
l) to make one correction or explanation. When
the document, which has been read, was drawn,
several days ago, it was then the hope and belief of
all that it would meet the good will and the cordial
support and the endorsement of every Delegation in
this Conference; hence the phraseology of Article 3,
as I recall it, was phrased as it was because should
it have been signed by all the Delegations it would
certainly have been theact of the Conference without
formality ot any kind. In asmuch however, as it has
not been signed by all; the observation made by my
distinguished colleague from the Chilean Delegation
is entirely proper and correct. There has been no in-
tention on the part of any one signing this document
that it should be other than exactly what it is, that
is, the free action of fifteen Delecrtllons in this Con-
fe1ence, among and between themsel\ es with regard
to a subject upon which they have the dLepesT. in-
terest. Without burdening the Delegates I respect
fully ask the Chair, with the permission of the gen-
tlemen who have signed it, and so that there may be
no possible misunderstanding as to what is intend-
ed, that the words—1I do not recollect them—in
Spanish, but I recall the English very well because
of the fact that I corrected it myself,—«La Confer-
encia Americana,» be changed to « Las Delegaciones
en la Conferencia Americana,» and it that way the
pomt made by my dlatmuumhed friend Mr. '\thtc
is removed; beyond this it does not seem to me that
there is anything to say.

It ocurs to me, possibly, that it would appear sin-
gular that fifteen Delegations of this Conference, res-
ponsible to no one other than to their own govern-
ments fortheiractions here, whosee fit to sign between
themselves a document of any character, and present
that document respectfully to this Conference with
the simple request that it should be transmitted to
any Deparment of the Mexican Government, that
should be objected to by Delegations who are not
parties to that paper or document, or affected by it.
It appears to me that in making the request made,
those who signed this document are not only within
their strict rights, but in addition to that there would
appear to be due these Delegations that deference
which they are always willing and gladly render to
any other Delegation. Their request is simply that
the document thex have signed be sent to a certain
office, and I fail to see, no matter what the document
is, or in what way or manner that request is, that it
can be objectionable to any one who has not signed it.

I should simply desire to express and to make pub-
lic the statement; that is, that the change above sug-
gested be made when the document is presented.

His Excellency Myr. Carbo, Delegate jmm Egua-
dor.—Mr. President: When I was asked to sign the
adhesion to the Treaties of the Hague, that Ielatc to
international arbitration, I stated that I would re-
serve my opiuion in order to express it within the

Conference, because outside of it I could not and
ought not sign project of any sort, since my country
had an open tribune to express its mode of thinking
on international matters, without injuring the inter-
ests of anyone, for Equador does not affiliate with
this or the other cause, but expresses its policy with
entire frankness and loyalty.

My country sustains amicable relations with all
the American nations represented in the Conference,
and I, vested with its high representa 1tion, could not
adopt a Tesser standard and fail in the most element-
ary rules of diplomacy, lending myself to arrange-
ments or transactions in \".lnch qun:ulm has no re-
ason to take any part.

Of the seventeen delegations present, fifteen have
signed the project, however, for reasons that I res-
pect, to have the right that they respect mine. Chili
and Equador have been the only nations that have
not signed the convention. The first, on adcount of
having presented a like project; and the second for
the reasons that I have just expressed. But as both
are in accord with the other delegations, as regards
signing the treaties of the Hague, the Conference
cannot deny them the right of adhering in the form
that they may deem conveniént to the project that
forms the subject matter of the debate.

When T reserved my opinion in order to express
it within the Conference, I expected, as was natural,
that the project of the fifteen delegations would be
subjected to parliamentary rules that would furnish
me an opportnnity to express my ideas; but as the
Chair has disposed to dispense with the established
practice, I wish to make a few remarks now that
my character of president of the committee acting
on the matter gives me the right to be heard.

I have been the first to recognize the exquisite tact
with which my honorable friend the President has
directed the debates of the Congress. In the parlia-
mentary annals of this Assembly is found the good
opinion that the President has merited in me, with
whom I now sincerely regret to be not in accord.

Versed in practices of debate, His Excellency the
President defended himself this morning with abil-
ity that all must recognize; but intell lflt"lll and lear-
ned as he is, he canmot but agree Lhat it is an uni-
versal principle, which plohll)lth terminantly disat-
tention to the letter of the law, under pretext of
consulting its spirit.

And the letter of the Rules clearly and expressly
establishes that the project of the fifteen delegations,
seeking as it does to cause the Conference to pass a
resolution of the greatest importance, ought to be
subject to parliamentary rules, that protect and re-
gulate the deliberations of this Assembly

And if it were not sufficient that the law obliges
the President to comply with a terminant provision,
common urbanity should suffice to permit two na-
tions the opportunity of expressing their ideas in a
matter of so much importance.

I am of the opinion that the Chair, after ordering
the project of the Chilian delegation read, will pass
it, with that of the other fifteen for examination to
the Committee on Arbitration, in order that it may
render a report at the earliest possible moment.

There is another most powerful reason in support
of my theory, and that as president also of the Com-
mittee of Credentials, I feel it my duty to express.

Treaties are in discussion and yet I know perfect-
ly well that many of the Honorable Delegates have
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simple credentials, which do not authorize them to
discuss and much less to sign treaties.

An international congress, convoked to formulate
good diplomatic rules, cannot consent that the dele-
gations that have not been authorized by their
governments with the plenitude of their representa-
tion, should discuss and vote treaties that suffer a
fmnhuucntlll defect, and which would tend only to
mislead the criterion of the entire world, in all that
refers to the transcendental resolutions of this Con-
ference.

To send a project of Convention to the Depart-
ment of Foreign Affairs of Mexico, for the Secre-
tary to discover that a large portion of the delega-
tions possess no powers, is an act improper in this
Conference, which ought to proceed with entire cir-
cumspection, espu:iall\' when it is a question of the
country that has received us in its midst.

For all of these powerful reasons, I ask that the
rule be complied with, in order that the resolutions
of this Assembly may not be passed too hastily, and
that it may adhere by unanimity to the treaties.

His Excellency My. Buchanan —1I rise with con-
siderable reluctance, but in as much as my distin-
guished friend Mr. Carbo, of Equador, stated both
this morning and just now, I am quite sure uninten-
tionally and without thought of giving offence, in-
directly questions the power of some of those sign-
ing the document read, I wish to say in reply so far
as the United States Delegation is concerned, that
it answers to the United States Government for
what it does.

His Excellency Mr. Carbo.—My observation of a
character entirely diplomatic and reglamentary; I
do not intend to offend any nation; each one has the
right to do as it likes; but in ce lebrating a conven-
tlon can a diplomat consider himself offended when
another asks him for his full powers to sign it?
This takes place iu all such assemblies.

[ seek not to offend anyone, because I am the first
to recognize in each the right he has; thus if Mr.
Buchanan has believed that offense was intended for
him or for the other delegates, has suffered an error;
because I have manifested this morning and this
afternoon, that I have not entered into any kind of
transaction, for my country is friendly to all nations,
and has come to express here its ideas clearly and
frankly, without compromises with anyone.

His Excellency General Reyes, Delegate from Co-
lombra. — Mr. President: The debate in which we
are engaged has assumed such proportions, that I
do not think we are discussing the ruling of the
Chair. I beg to call the attention of my honorable
colleagues to the fact that it is scarcely advisable to
enter into a full examination of this question, the
most important of the Conference, and, perhaps in
efforts to avoid its gravity, we may be taking a course
that may not lead us to a practical result, and by
which we might injure the interests of the countries
that we represent.

I do not attack the ruling of the Chair; but the
course that the debate has taken demonstrates to us
that we ought to confine ourselves to the question.
We are told, that here, Mr. President, is a project
of arbitration, a protocole signed by fifteen delega-
tions adhering to the convention of The Hague; and
that there is another project that has not yet been
read to us, but that the authors of it, the delegates
from Chili, tell us is exactly the same, as a whole,

as the one relative to The Hague that has been
signed by the fifteen dekcratiom Equador adds: I
am in accord with all that has been asked for by
the Chilian Delegation, and hence it results that we
are all unanimously in accord in that this Confer-
ence adhere to that T'reaty or convention.

We have then, that the one signed by the fifteen
delegations has been read, among  which figures that
of (_,01()]111)1& and I oufrht to qtate, Mr. Premdent
that T have not been in conferences, nor have I
spoken with any of my colleagues upon this agree-
ment; upon entering this morning the hall of ses-
sions, I was told: here is a project that will divert
the difficulty, and we are in accord in it, and I af-
fixed my s1ornature without having taken anteced-
ents, behevmw that the difficulty was being averted,
and in place “of doing so, Mr. President, the result
appears to be that it has been rendered greater, and
not to deal with this question in the manner that
we ought to deal with it.

Mr. President, there is unanimity in the Confer-
ence to adhere to the treary of The Hague, because
it is signed by the majority of the Delegations, and
Chili says that she is in accord and Equador the
same. I would ask: would this treaty of The Hague
satisfy the necessities of the countries here repre-
sented? I think not, gentlemen, and that we ought
to put aside egotism and difficulties and, perhapq
personal considerations, to attend to the necessmes
of great importance of our countries.

I call the attention of my colleagues to the fact
that in South America there are grave questions re-
garding limits to be defined. Here I can speak with
a knowledge of cause, and, perhaps with more
authority —pardon me for the lack of modesty —
upon immense regions that unite Venezuela to Co-
lombia, Equador, Bolivia, Peru and in a certain
sense Argentine, whether it be by way of Chaco, or
in the region of the Parana. These questions now
have not great importance, it is very easy to arrange
them by means of arbitration, as those territories
are not populated; but at the pace humanity is pro-
ceeding, in view of the development of commerce
and the industry of the world, to-morrow those
territories may be cause of war between those coun-
tries, wars that this Conference might prevent now,
by arranging for the nations mentioned to subject
their differences to arbitration.

It is true that the United States is not in this
position, and yet I believe that they will accept
arbitration; Mexico accepts it also; I do not know
if the Republic of Chili accepts oblwatory arbitra-
tion, because being upon the Pacific she has not
this diffienlty of bondaries to contend with that
trouble other countries; but in as much as there are
cottntries that do have this difficulty, why should
we refuse to engage in this Conference in the inter-
esting, the very grave question of arbitration, to
bring on new wars and to render life impossible in
South America?

I think, Mr. President, that in fully facing the
difficulty, the Conference might arrive at a practical
result, not pronouncing itself against the ruling of
the Chair, which I respect, but in discussing and
votiug the proposition of reading the Chilian pro-
ject and that of the fifteen delegations— which I
have signed, allowing both to pass to the Commit-
tee so that next Monday it may present its report,
in order that this question may be taken up in full
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