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XVII 

LIST OF DOCUMENTS’ 

2 6.1.1931 
ro Maskens 

3 9.1.1931 
De Graaff to De Graeff 

4 10.1.1931 
from Verschuur 

5. 15.1.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

6 16.1.1931 
Insinger to Dec kers 

No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

1 2.1.1931 Germany: political situation. Unemployment, 
which affected 19 million people, was to the 
advantage of the Communists and the National 
Socialists but detrimental to the middle-class 
parties. Relations between Germany, with its 
impotent Reichstag and aged President, and 
France were likely to remain cool. Prediction 
that a progressively pauperised Germany por- 
tended no good for the Netherlands in 1931. 
Belgium: emergency landings. There was no 
need for the Government to enter into a special 
agreement with Belgium on emergency landings 
of military aircraft, as the existing facilities 
were satisfactory. 
Tin restriction. Concurrence with a three-man 
NE1 membership of the proposed International 
Tin Committee. Nomination of Groothoff, 
Houwert and Van den Broek advocated. 
Germany: import duties. The employers’ 
associations had furnished no data more recent 
than those of 14 November 1930, which would 
probably be adequate for the forthcoming talks 
with German delegates. The German Govern- 
ment’s intention to give priority to negotiations 
with Britain offered little prospect of conces- 
sions to the Netherlands. 
Belgium. Van Zuylen had had an amicable dis- 
cussion with Van Boetzelaer (about Colijn), as 
had Hymans with Van Nispen (about Russia). 
The tone of the Parliamentary Committee’s 
report on the estimates of the Belgian Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs was sympathetic. 
Defence: Belgium. Attaché Schmidt had sug- 
gested introducing Insinger to General Galet. 
Announcement of this proposal, which could 
be extremely useful from the point of view of 
military policy and from the purely military 
angle. 

from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

1 The numbers in the first column refer to the numbers of the documents. The date of the docu- 
ments, the sender’s and the adressee’s names and the place where the document was written, if it 
was not The Hague, are shown in the second column. Where the Netherlands Minister for Foreign 
Affairs was the sender or adressee, this is not indicated. Where names might be confused, first 
initials have been added; titles have not been added. Where notes and other documente that were 
not dispatched are concerned, only the author’s nfune has been indicated (i.e. without the addition 
of from or to).  The third column contains a ahort description of the text of the document. Some 
names have been simplified, e.g. Beelaerts instead of Beelaerts van Blokkand. 
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No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

7 19.1.1931 
minutes of meeting 
of Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

8 20.1.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

9 21.1.1931 
from Ruijs de 
Beerenbrouc k 

10 21.1.1931 
from Verschuur 

11 22.1.1931 
to Maskens 

12 22.1.1931 
from van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

13 22.1.1931 
minutes of meeting of 

Trade policy: Denmark. Discussion of each 
article of the draft trade treaty with Denmark. 
Decision to object to the possible obstruction 
of Netherlands coastal shipping in Denmark. 
Discussion of the difficulties raised by the 
Romanian Government concerning Article 10 
of the draft trade treaty. 
Germany: economic situation. Writer’s dis- 
quietude about the demands of the green front 
in Germany. Brüning urged the need to lighten 
the burden of debt or to arrange cheap credit, 
especially for agriculture. It would not be in the 
interest of the Netherlands to convert German 
agricultural debts, unless it obtained guarantees 
that tariffs would not be raised. 
Commemoration of campaign. H.M. the Queen 
agreed to a purely military commemoration of 
the 1831 Ten Days’ Campaign. Request that 
Deckers be consulted on this matter. 
Germany: import duties. It was only fair to 
endeavour to achieve the same favourable con- 
ditions for the export of industrial products to 
Germany as obtained for agricultural produce 
up to the end of 1932. The consolidation of 
several Netherlands import duties could be con- 
ceded in exchange. 
Oslo cooperation. The Netherlands Government 
would raise no objections to the proposed pro- 
cedure; should the Belgian Government an- 
nounce an increase in import duty on products 
not imported by the Netherlands, the Nether- 
lands Government would inform the Belgian 
Government within 24 hours if it considered 
that Netherlands interests did after all justify 
invoking Article 2 of the 1930 Oslo Conven- 
tion. 
Germany: import duties. German Government’s 
concurrence with early, albeit formal, discus- 
sion in The Hague (see NÒ. 24). Eisenlohr had 
drawn attention to Brüning’s political problems 
and to the dire consequences for Germany of 
further reparation payments. Eisenlohr had re- 
quested that Netherlands capital be encouraged 
to participate in an international agricultural 
bank (see No. 76A). 
Trade policy. Report by Nederbragt on the pos- 
sible extension of the 1930 Oslo Convention, 



XIX 

No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

15 26.1.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
the Committee on 
Negotiations with 
Germany 

16 26.1.1931 
Meijers to Nederbragt 

17 [28].1.1931 
draft treaty with 
Germ any 

Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

the draft convention on the treatment of aliens, 
the 1930 Trade Convention and the negotia- 
tions with Romania, Panama and Ireland. Dis- 
cussion of the draft trade treaty with Denmark 
(see No. 7) and of the Bodenhausen report. 

14 23.1.1931 Persia: establishment treaty. Proposal that a 
provision be inserted in the final protocol of 
the Netherlands-Persian establishment treaty to 
the effect that the treaty could ngt suspend 
NE1 legislation relating to the various ethnic 
population groups. 
Germany: import duties. Exchange of ideas on 
the principles underlying the fortcoming nego- 
tiations with German delegates. Acting on the 
wish first and foremost to consolidate the exis- 
ting situation, the Comittee would endeavour 
to achieve the following objectives: 1. exten- 
sion of the 1925 Customs and Credit Treaty to 
1937; 2. consolidation of import duties on arti- 
cles which were then consolidated in accordan- 
ce with treaties between Germany and other 
states; 3. consolidation of import duties on 
various items not yet consolidated; 4. lowering 
of import duties on several important items; 5. 
acknowledgement of objections to the quota 
system, export premiums and similar measures; 
6. a reservation concerning items on which the 
German Government was negotiating with 
Great Britain or other countries. 
Germany: import duties. Conviction that No. 
15 was asking too much of the German Govern- 
ment; the result would be a breakdown in nego- 
tiations, which would play into the hands of 
the advocates of an active trade policy. Colijn 
should be persuaded to moderate Netherlands 
demands. 
Germany: import duties. The provisions of the 
1925 Customs and Credit Treaty would remain 
in force until 31 December 1937, as would the 
German import duties of importance to the 
Netherlands which had been consolidated in 
treaties with other countries and the import 
duties on the Netherlands agricultural and in- 
dustrial products listed in an annex. 

18 28.1.1931 Gemany:  sea w w  reparations. Preference for 
a final settlement of all claims together. Wat- 
ever the nature of the settlement, any sum less 
than 6,600,000 marks would be totally un- 

to De Graaff 

to Van Limburg Stinim 



xx 
No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

19 

20 

21 

22 

28.1.1931 
De Graaff to De Graeff 

t 

28.1.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

4.2.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

6.2.193 1 
Heringa to Verschuur 

23 7.2.1931 
from Kröller 

24 

25 

[9].2.193 1 
protocol of German- 
Netherlands talks 

10.2.193 1 
Nederbragt to Suetens 

26 10.2.1931 

acceptable. Two methods could be offered for 
the classification of claims in categories. 
Sugar restriction. Query whether De Graeff was 
prepared in principle to introduce the proposed 
sugar restriction as from 1 April. De Graaff 
believed it inadvisable to refuse to cooperate 
and was willing to accept an export quota fixed 
by the countries concerned, but he did not wish 
unduly to prolong official intervention in this 
sector. 
Luxembourg. Request for information on 
rumoured return visit by H.M. the Queen to 
Luxembourg. Dubious pleasure of a long offi- 
cial dinner in Luxembourg. 
Germany: political situation. The writer percei- 
ved a deterioration in the political situation, 
from which the Communists stood to gain most 
in elections. Von Biilow believed that without 
proper preparation the disarmament conference 
was doomed to failure; he foresaw no danger of 
a National Socialist putsch. 
Germany: import duties. When treating with 
the German delegation headed by Posse, Colijn 
had emphasized the importance of consolida- 
ting German import duties; he did not wish to 
ask for lower duties on agricultural produce. 
The outcome of the negotiations would depend 
largely on the decision concerning the 1930 
Trade Convention (see No. 53) and on the re- 
sults of the German-British negotiations, which 
would take precedence. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
The delegation to the Central Commission for 
the Navigation of the Rhine were in accord 
with Donner’s letter of 24 December 1930, but 
pointed out that the Netherlands would benefit 
from the imposition of free navigation and 
equal treatment obligations on all Rhine ripa- 
rian states. 
Germany: import duties. Colijn wished to pre- 
serve the basic principles of the 1930 Trade 
Convention wherever possible, extending them 
somewhat on the points referred to in No. 15. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Presentation of several 
texts for a new Netherlands-Belgium trade trea- 
ty, with a request for comments. Suggestion 
that further consultations be held in The Hague. 
China: import duties. None of the powers had 



No. Date; from/to 

XXI 

Descrip tion 

from Oudendijk (Peking) 

27 12.2.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

28 17.2.1931 
to Kröller 

28A 12.2.1931 
from Reymer 

29 21.2.1931 
De Graeff to De 
Marees van Swinderen 
(B at avia) 

30  23.2.1931 
to Reymer 

31  24.2.1931 
from Posthuma 

protested against the short space of time be- 
tween the publication of the new import duties 
and their imposition. The writer expressed his 
annoyance about the unfair implementation of 
this measure; he predicted that the exclusion 
of foreigners from the Chinese Customs would 
be accompanied by increased corruption. 
Germany: consular service. De Decker required 
no special title for talks outside his area. Sug- 
gestion that if so desired he could be styled 
‘Handelsbeirat’ for Rhineland-Westphalia. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Beelaerts approved of No. 28A in general, but 
made a clear distinction between 1) the conven- 
tional Rhine (up to Gorinchem and Krimpen 
respectively), 2) the Rhine to the sea, and 3)  
the waterways between Belgium and the sea, 
each of which had a different legal regime. He 
suggested keeping the forthcoming discussions 
at Nice as separate as possible from Hostie’s 
coordination. Request for advice. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Kikkert should oppose the extension of the 
control and authority of the Central Commis- 
sion for the Navigation of the Rhine at Nice. 
Schlingemann had observed that though the se- 
cretariat of the Central Commission had not 
mentioned a lower boundary of the Rhine 
mouth, it proceeded on the assumption of a 
certain uniform regime, which was unaccepta- 
ble to the Netherlands. 
Rubber restriction. Clementi, who had perhaps 
expressed his personal opinion on restricting 
rubber production, should not have revealed 
De Graeff’s views only. De Graeff assumed that 
Clementi had yielded to pressure. 
Paris Convention on the Regulation of Aerial 
Navigation. Enclosure of the recommendations 
of 4 July and 30 December 1930 of the Adviso- 
ry Committee on Matters of International Law. 
Conclusiog that the protocol of 15 June 1929 
should be ratified, although the Government 
should continue to press for a wider interpreta- 
tion of the concept of international air traffic. 
Foreim economic policy. Request that official 
delegates to international conferences hence- 
forth be prepared for their task thtough dose 
consultation with representatives o 
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32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

2512.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
the Committee on 
Negotiations with 
Germany 

25 2. 193 1 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

26.2.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

2 7 .Z.  193 1 
Colijn (Berlin) to 
Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

[28].2.1931 
François to the Legal 
Affairs Department 

28.2.193 1 
to Van Limburg Stirum 

28.2.193 1 
De Graaff to De Graeff 

industry, which had not been the case prior to 
the recent Oslo conference. 
Germany: import duties. Colijn was about to 
leave for Berlin to present Posse with the 
Netherlands desiderata and to meet Curtius, 
Schmitt and Schiele. Nederbragt and Sasburg 
made it plain that the German Government 
could not be asked to make an exception to the 
most-favoured-nation principle for the Nether- 
lands as a free trade state. Colijn asked Meijers 
and Sasburg to check the Netherlands desidera- 
ta once again. 
Germany: import duties. Colijn had disclosed 
that a boycott was impending in the Nether- 
lands; he was due to see Curtius the following 
day (see Nos 35 and 37). It was essential not 
to provoke German countermeasures as long as 
the German Government did not obstruct the 
import of Netherlands dairy produce. 
Germany: import duties. Eisenlohr’s arguments 
in defence of the proposal to allow the German 
Government freedom of action on tariff mat- 
ters were based on the acute distress of German 
agriculture and on Brüning’s prudence. He had 
asked whether the neutral states could not take 
steps, for instance in London, to put an end to 
the payment of reparations. 
Germany: import duties. The action of Dutch 
agricultural organisations (see No. 37) had im- 
pressed the Germans, but it should not go fur- 
ther than threats for the moment. Two influen- 
tial German ministers did not expect import 
duties to be raised unless the Netherlands Go- 
vernment were to take untimely countermeasu- 
res. 
Regufee policy. The Netherlands had approved 
in principle of the introduction of ‘Nansen’ 
passports in 1922, but had not become a party 
to the arrangements of 1924, 1926 and 1928. 
The Government had however committed itself 
on a number of aspects relative to the treat- 
ment of aliens in 1927. 
Germany: import duties. The Economic Defen- 
ce Committee had stated that at the present 
moment there was no agitation for a boycott 
of German products. 
Tin restriction. The points on which Groothoff, 
Houwert and Van den Broek had reached agree- 
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No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

39 1.3.1931 
from Colijn (Paris) 

40 4.3.1931 
to Sweerts de 
Landas Wyborgh 

41 4.3.1931 
to Verschuur 

42 4.3.1931 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

43 5.3.1931 
from Beucker Andreae 

44 5.3.1931 

ment in London the previous day (inter alia 
commencement of the tin restriction on 1 
March 193 1 based on a world production figure 
of 145,000 long tons). Approval of this agree- 
ment requested. 
Germany: import duties, and League of Na- 
tions: 1930 Trade Convention. Explanation of 
German apprehension concerning the Economic 
Defence Committee and the compromise rea- 
ched within the German Cabinet (cf. No. 35). 
Agreement with Stoppani that the conference 
which was to decide on the 1930 Trade Con- 
vention would be held in Geneva on 16 March 
1931. 
Oslo cooperation. Talks between the Oslo states 
prior to the forthcoming conference in Geneva 
would be advisable. Subjects for discussion with 
the Scandanavian countries could include the 
German plans and joint trade policy. The Swe- 
dish Government could fix a date for a confe- 
rence in Stockholm at a later stage (see No. 41). 
Oslo cooperation. Enclosure of the Swedish 
reply to the request to organise a conference of 
the Oslo states as agreed. Beelaerts had sugge- 
sted the following items for the agenda: the 
accession of other states, the final clause of the 
protocol of 22 December 1930, practical trade 
policy difficulties, the relation between the 
1930 Oslo Convention and bilateral trade trea- 
ties, and the questions to be dealth with in 
Geneva. Request for timely information on dif- 
ficulties characteristic of trade with the other 
Oslo states. 
France: ‘surtaxes d’entrepôt’. Elbel and Cou- 
londre were personally opposed to the immi- 
nent rise in a number of ‘surtaxes d’entrepôt’ 
and appreciated the Netherlands objections. 
Loudon, who had urged Asscher to promote ac- 
tion by those affected, asked why the Govern- 
ment hesitated to use the weapon of duties on 
wine against France. 
Great Britian: arbitration treaty. The likelihood 
of concluding a new arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain had diminished now that the lat- 
ter was about to sign the 1928 General Act of 
Geneva, Reply to Netherlands proposal was 
nevertheless to be desired. 
Trade policy. Report by Nederbragt on the 
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No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

45 6.3.1931 
from De Graaff 

46 7.3.1931 
to Schuurman 

47 7.3.1931 
to J. Loudon 

4 9  11.3.1931 
from Verschuur 

48 

~~ 

minutes of meeting 
of Trade Treaties 
Review Committee 

negotiations with Belgium, Denmark, Germany 
(Valstar drew attention to the expiry of the 
1925 Customs and Credit Treaty), with Roma- 
nia and in the League of Nations Economic 
Committee. The Government wished to conclu- 
de a simp€e, most-favoured-nation treaty with 
Brazil, with some tariff reductions if possible. 
The meeting condemned the protectionist poli- 
cy of the Canadian Government, but was not 
inclined to threaten abrogation of the trade 
treaty. 
Japan. The writer was of the opinion that the 
terms of the 1912 NetherlandsJapanese treaty 
could not be invoked on behalf of the Rising 
Sun Petroleum Company, but that Pabst could 
invoke the spirit of the treaty in defence of the 
Company’s interests. 
Canada: import duties. Request to take steps 
against arbitrary ‘dumping duties’, the anticipa- 
ted rise in import duties and the levying of im- 
port duties on tea, coffee and cocoa powder. 
Instruction to propose consolidation of current 
import duties on account of the liberal Nether- 
lands tariff policy, and to protest against para- 
graph 4 3  of the Canadian Tariffs Act. 
Tangier. The French Government’s standpoint 
to be ascertained on the requested abrogation 
of Articles 8 and 9 of the Tangier Statue insofar 
as they were detrimental to the interests of 
German nationalists in the international zone of 
Tangier. 

9.3.193 1 Germany: import duties. According to Ritter, 
from Van Limburg Stirum Colijn had urged the German Government to 
(Berlin) ratify the 1930 Trade Convention, had told 

Curtius that a draft bill to raise import duties 
had been defeated by his party, and had denied 
using the word ‘boycott’. No verification could 
be obtained regarding Colijn’s informants in 
N o  35, and his conddct towards the legation in 
Berlin had been arrogant. 
Belgium: import duties. Although the oats 
trade with Belgium was relatively insignificant, 
Verschuur feared that an increase in Belgian im- 
port duty on oats would create a regrettable 
precedent in regard to the 1930 Oslo Conven- 
tion. He suggested pointing this out to the Bel- 
gian Government and asking that an exception 
be made for seed oats. 
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No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

52 14.3.1931 
Surie to Deckers 

53 14.3.1931 
Nederbragt (Geneva) 
to François 

50 12.3.1931 Germany: consular service. Concurrence with 
title suggested for De Decker (see No. 27); 
German Foreign Ministry to be informed accor- 
dingly. 

51 13.3.1931 Miscellaneous. Colijn would be willing to resu- 
me the talks on amendment of the 1839 treaty 
with Belgium in April should the Government 
wish to do so. He had been approached about 
participation in preparations for the disarma- 
ment conference, but he had no wish to find 
time for this. 
Defence. The interdepartmental committee on 
a new neutrality proclamation considered invo- 
cation of Article 11 of the League of Nations 
Pact to be the proper course to follow in the 
face of an imminent military attack. The situa- 
tion at that moment would determine the reac- 
tion of the armed forces to an approaching 
foreign warship. The committee advised against 
a proposal that territorial waters be extended 
(beyond the three-mile limit). 
League of Nations: 1930 Trade Convention. 
While François and Nederbragt had previously 
inclined to the view that the first term of the 
Trade Convention would need to be extended, 
Colijn had urged at the preliminary talks of the 
Oslo states that the Convention be put into ef- 
fect by a number of states before 31 March 
1931 on the resolutive çondition that certain 
other countries were to follow suit within two 
months. Nederbragt could see little reason for 
objecting to this solution, provided that France, 
Germany, Belgium and Great Britain also 
wished to put the Convention into effect, and 
asked whether the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
concurred. 
Import of grain. There could be no question of 
signing the final act of the Paris grain conferen- 
ce of 25 February 1931 as the Government 
lacked the means to impose different condi- 
tions for the import of grain from different 
countries. 
South Africa. The International Commission 
for the Diamond Trade was prepared to lift the 
boycott against a number of South African fac- 
tories as soon as Minister Fourie insisted that 
working hours be redrpced by 50%. The Com- 
mission was convinced of the importance of 

to Van Limburg Stirum 

from Colijn (Geneva) 

54 16.3.1931 
to Nederbragt 

55 17.3.1931 
to Lorentz 
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No. Date; from/to Description 

56 18.3.193 1 
De Graaff to 
De Graeff 

57 19.3.1931 
to de Geer 

58 

59 

6 0  

61 

20.3.193 1 
minutes of meeting of 
the Parliamentary 
Committee of Foreign 
Affairs 

21.3.193 1 
from Van' Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

23.3.193 1 
to Sweerts de Landas 
Wyborgh 

23.3.193 1 
from Michiels van 
Verduynen (Vienna) 

conferring with representatives of the South 
African diamond industry, preferably in The 
Hague or Brussels. 
Rubber restriction. De Graaff had told the 
Committee for the Promotion of the Interests 
of Netherlands Rubber Producers that rubber 
production should certainly not be restricted 
further than proposed in the Maxwell plan, and 
that the depression was primarily due to the 
high production costs of plantation rubber. He 
asked to be informed on how rubber produc- 
tion could be restricted and on the advisability 
of doing so. 
League of Nations: apicultural credit. Request 
for information on a) a note by Ter Meulen on 
aid to East European agricultural states which 
was evidently needed, and b) Telders' idea of 
offering Germany a loan, which seemed to be 
quite fantastic, 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts stated 
that the negotiations with Belgium were pro- 
gressing but that agreement had not yet been 
reached on a number of points, including the 
Antwerp-Hollands Diep canal, the Meuse waters 
and the Wielingen. Once a satisfactory solution 
had been found for the waterways in Limburg, 
Vliegen would accept Willemstad as the north- 
ern terminal of the canal, but Knottenbelt, 
Schokking and Heemskerk still preferred Din- 
telsas. 
Belgium. Advice not to be precipitated about 
the negotiations on the amendment of the 1839 
treaties in the coming months, but to wait and 
see how the Belgian Government would solve 
the present difficulties with the route of the 
Albert Canal. 
Oslo cooperation. Now that the 1930 Trade 
Convention had failed despite the attitude of 
the Oslo states, the representatives of those 
countries in Geneva considered it advisable to 
confer at an early date (preferably the end of 
April). Request to inquire of the Swedish Go- 
vernment how the preparations for this confe- 
rence were proceeding (cf. No. 41) and to tele- 
graph the date decided upon. 
Austria: customs union with Germany. The 
Austrian and German Governments were plan- 
ning an interlocking tariff and trade policy. 
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No. Date; fromlto Descrip tion 

62 24.3.1931 
from Verschuur 

63 24.3.1931 
from Thorbecke (Oslo) 

6 4  26.3.1931 
to Drummond 

65 27.3.1931 
from De Marees van 
Swinderen (London) 

66 30.3.1931 
to Verschuur 

67 31.3.1931 
from Van Kleffens 

Although other countries were to be given the 
option of joining the union, Czechoslovakia was 
highly suspicious of this regional agreement. 
Foreign economic policy. Response to No. 3 1. 
Consultations were frequently held with organi- 
sations in the business sector, and the Industrial 
Council thus had ample opportunity to fulfil its 
advisory function with respect to the 1930 Oslo 
Convention. 
Norway: economic cooperation. Mowinckel 
had called the 1930 Oslo Convention a pointer 
in the right direction for economic policy. He 
was concerned about the British tendency to- 
wards protectionism, and deplored the disunity 
of the European states in view of the threat 
presented by the Soviet Union. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Concurrence with the British proposal that data 
on weaponry be furnished according to stan- 
dard formula, with the comment that it would 
not be advisable to limit such data to the tables 
accompanying the draft disarmament treaty. 
Great Britain: Suez Canal dues. The writer did 
not consider it likely that the Suez Canal Com- 
pany would lend an ear to the grievanoes of the 
Netherlands Shipowners’ Association concer- 
ning the high Suez Canal dues. He shared the 
view of the German, Italian, Swedish and Nor- 
wegian representatives in London that it would 
be pointless to exert pressure on the British 
Government for lower dues &the Treasury was 
bound to refuse. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Text of 19 articles for a 
new trade treaty which Nederbragt and Suetens 
had accepted as a basis for further discussions. 
Request to study a number of the articles. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Of the various 
questions requiring settlement between Belgium 
and the Netherlands, Van Kleffens suggested 
that the following be dealth with without de- 
lay: discussions with the Finance and Defence 
Ministries on cost-sharing and the Wielingen, 
respectively; discussions between experts from 
both countries on the legal position concerning 
merchant vessels and pilotage; consultation on 
the utiiisation of the Scheldt Commission in 
urgent cases; the report on the drainage of 
Flanders. Observations on other questions still 
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No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

68 31.3.1931 
to Sweerts de Landas 
Wyborgh 

6 9  7.4.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

70 8.4.1931 
from De Geer 

71 9.4.1931 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

72 9.4.1931 
Van Walré de Bordes 
to François (Geneva) 

73 9.4.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

outstanding. 
Oslo cooperation. There was no longer any 
foundation for No. 60, either through mis- 
understanding or a difference of opinion be- 
tween the Swedish Government and its repre- 
sentatives. Pressure on Swedish Government to 
be discontinued but, if asked, opinion could be 
expressed that a conference of the Oslo states 
would have been useful prior to the meeting of 
Foreign Ministers in Geneva. 
Trade policy: Portugal. The meeting approved 
the scheme for negotiations with Belgium and 
the endeavour to embody the 1930 Oslo Con- 
vention system in bilateral treaties. Nederbragt 
was in favour of acceding to Portuguese wishes 
concerning the protection of wine proprietary 
names in return for more comprehensive most- 
favoured-nation treatment for Netherlands 
trade and shipping in Portugal; the Government 
would, however, first simply try to extend the 
current exchange of notes. 
League of Nations: agricultural credit. Re- 
sponse to No. 57. Danger of the bolshevization 
of small farmers (notably in Romania), Europe- 
an solidarity and increasing purchasing power 
were all arguments in favour of international 
agricultural credit. Arguments against it were 
the danger of even greater agricultural produc- 
tion and the incompleteness of local land regis- 
tration and mortgage law; information on that 
subject would first have to be collected. It 
would be highly inadvisable for the Govern- 
ment to promote a new loan to Germany. 
Miscellaneous. Loudon was prepared to serve 
one last term as delegate to the League of 
Nations Assembly, after which he wished to go 
to Italy and, in the spring of 1932, to Marocco. 
League of Nations: agricultural credit. The 
writer expressed the hope that the Netherlands 
Government would participate in the interna- 
tional agricultural credit scheme, which was 
designed to  bridge the gap between Western and 
Eastern Europe. 
Trade policy: German-Austrian customs union. 
Discussion of advisability of nggatiating with 
Portugal (see No. 69) and with France (Carsten 
was not averse to negoti&ops with Elbel but 
the meeting raised objections). Nederbragt 
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74 10.4.1931 
from Deckers 

75 10.4.1931 

spoke on the significance of the proposed Ger- 
man-Austrian customs union (see No. 61),  from 
which, in his opinion, the Netherlands and 
Belgium should hold aloof, The meeting discus- 
sed the pros and cons of the union at length but 
reached no definite conclusion. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Concurrence with British proposal concerning 
the provision of information on weaponry, 
including the suggested restriction (see No. 64) .  
Suggestion that the League of Nations should 
consider what other data should be supplied 
before the disarmament conference began. 
Germany; customs union with Austria. Eisen- 

from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

lohr hoped that negotiations could be held with 
other countries on accession to the proposed 
German-Austrian customs union (see No. 61),  
from which he expected lower tariffs for other 
countries in the long term. Köpke was con  
cerned about France’s threatening attitude, and 
wondered how much confidence could be 

76 11.4.1931 
from Bruins 

76A 11.4.1931 
Bruins 

7 7  13.4.1931 
to Reymer 

placed in Austrian industrialists. 
League of Nations: agricultural credit. The 
question of membership of the planned ‘Société 
Internationale de Crédit hypothécaire agricole’ 
would not yet arise, but an indication of the 
Government’s views would be useful. 
League of Nations: agricultural credit. Elucida- 
tion of the plans for a ‘Société Internationale 
de Crédit Hypothécaire Agricole’. The success 
of this company would depend on the composi- 
tion of its Board and the person of the Chair- 
man. Suggestion that it should not commence 
operations until the starting-up capital of 
J6 5,000,000 had been raised, and that certain 
tax privileges be demanded of the borrowing 
countries. Stocks and shares of the company 
should be quoted on the Amsterdam Stock 
Exchange. 
Composition of the Central Commission for the 
Navigation of the Rhine. Notes accompanying 
No. 77A to the effect that the German Govern- 
ment still appeared to take the old German 
riparian states into account and that it ignored 
the French chairmanship. Request for advice, as 
the matter could be raised outside the official 
meetings of the Central Commission for the 
Navigation of the Rhine. 
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7 7A 7.4.193 1 
German Foreign 
Ministry’s draft 
provisions (Berlin) 

78 13.4.1931 
Nederbragt to 
Uzerman 

79 15.4.193 1 
Van Kleffens to 
Van Nispen tot Sevenaer 

80 17.4.1931 
from Limburg 

8 1  17.4.1931 
De Graaff to Verschuur 

82 17.4.1931 
from Oudendijk 

Descrip tion 

Amendment to the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Each state acceding to the Treaty would have 
a single vote in the Central Commission for the 
Navigation of the Rhine, but retain the present 
number of representatives. Decisions, except 
those relating to procedural and legal questions, 
would be unanimous. After repeated rejection 
of a proposal, each state would have the right 
to submit the question to the League of Na- 
tions Communications and Transport Commit- 
tee or to the Permanent Court of international 
Justice. 
Oslo cooperation. The Netherlands Government 
had endeavoured to keep the Oslo Convention 
as open as possible. The next conference of 
Oslo states would have to settle the manner in 
which other countries could become parties to 
the Convention. A condition of accession, 
which would also apply to Switzerland, would 
be acceptance of the trade policy pursued up to 
that time by the state in question. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Colijn and Van 
Cauwelaert had agreed at a personal meetmg 
the previous day that various questions (see No. 
67) would be studied by experts of both coun- 
tries. They hoped to continue their talks on 
about 20 May 1931. 
League of Nations: adaptation of the League of 
Nations Covenant. The writer expressed the 
opinion that the prestige of the League of 
Nations would suffer if the adaptation of the 
League of Nations Covenant to the treaty out- 
lawing war was not concluded shortly. Com- 
mentary on the various amendments proposed 
by the First Committee of the League of 
Nations. 
Oslo cooperation. De Graaff considered it on 
the whole advisable to include the overseas 
territories in progressive international trade 
treaties. To the crucial question whether they 
might object to inclusion, he replied in the 
negative, in any case as far as the 1930 Oslo 
Convention was concerned. Thus the probable 
mode of conduct of the Belgian Government 
and the proposed tariff reforms in NE1 were 
not relevant. 
China: Netherlands East Zndies. Report that the 
Chinese Government’s plan to send two cruisers 
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(Nanking) 
83 17.4.1931 

from Oudendijk 
(Nanking) 

84 20.4.1931 
to Verschuur 

85 20.4.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

86 24.4.1931 
from Engelbrecht 
(Rotterdam) 

87 24.3.1931 
from Van Limburg S t h m  
(Berlin) 

88 29.4.1931 
from François 

89 29.4.1931 
Bruins 

to visit Java might be put into effect in autumn. 
China: market for aircraft. Oudendijk had dis- 
cussed the construction of the port at Hulutao 
and the quality of Fokker aircraft with Marshall 
Chang Hsueh-liang in November 1930. He had 
then introduced Rasch, who had succeeded in 
concluding two contracts in Mukden and had 
recently aroused Minister Soong’s interest in 
Fokker aircraft. 
EthiopM. It appeared from a report received 
from Van Lutsenburg Maas, that the Ethiopian 
market afforded various opportunities, which 
would increse in the future, for Netherlands 
exports. Beelaerts considered establishing a con- 
sulate in Ethiopia. Verschuur’s opinion re- 
quested. 
Trade policy: France. Discussion of Ruijs de 
Beerenbrouck’s proposal that the excise duty 
on wine be raised in retaliation for the French 
increase in import duty on pork. Nederbragt 
regarded this as a not insignificant shift in trade 
policy; Mansholt wished to use the higher 
excise duty as a means of exerting pressure on 
the French Government. 
France: ‘surtaxes d’entrepôt’. After a detailed 
analysis of shipping between Strasbourg and the 
Netherlands and Strasbourg and Belgium, 
Engelbrecht concluded that the ‘surtaxes 
d’entrepôt’ seriously impeded the transport of 
goods to Strasbourg via Dutch sea ports. An 
increase in the carriage of potassium to Dutch 
sea ports would constitute the key to a solution 
of the ‘surtaxes’ problem. 
Germany: sea war reparations. Von Bülow saw 
no possibility of paying the 6,600,000 marks 
demanded (see No. 18). Document to be ex- 
pected shortly from Gaus, who had again en- 
deavoured to establish a link with Netherlands- 
German food credits. 
League of Nations: adaptation of the League of 
Nations Covenant. Further to No. 80. Under 
the present circumstances only criticism of 
details of amendments to the League of Nations 
Covenant would appear to have any point. 
League of Nations: apicultural credit. De 
Geer’s objections to an international agricultur- 
al credit scheme (see No. 70) had not lessened 
in Geneva. Yet it would be difficult for the 
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91 

92  

30.4.193 1 
from Limburg 

7.5.1931 
from Beucker Andreae 

7.5.193 1 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

93 9.5.1931 
to Verschuur 

94  9.5.1931 
from Knottenbelt 
(Rotterdam) 

95 11.5.1931 
Nederbragt 

Netherlands to remain aloof should the projec- 
ted company (see No. 76A) be established after 
fresh talks. 
League of Nations: international law. The nega- 
tive results of the 1930 Codification Confer- 
ence had their origins in the choice of topics 
(nationality, territorial waters and the respon- 
sibility of states). The Advisory Committee on 
Matters of International Law subscribed to the 
fourth ‘voeu’ of the conference, but dit not 
consider the approval of the drafts by a large 
majority of states to be an absolute condition. 
Preparations for a following conference could 
best be entrusted to a new committee. 
League of Nations: adaptation of the League of 
Nations Covenant. François’ draft reply (see 
No. 99) was perhaps better in the present 
circumstances, but Beucker Andreae retained 
his preference for the original British amend- 
ments, notably to Article 13, paragraph 4.  
Trade policy. Nederbragt informed the Com- 
mittee that it had been possible to renew the 
exchange of Notes with Portugal (cf. No. 69). 
Referring to No. 41, he raised the question of 
cooperation between the Oslo states and of a 
possible customs union between the Nether- 
lands and Belgium. The meeting adopted Hel- 
dring’s suggestion that the latter point be stud- 
ied by a special committee. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Request for an early 
reply concerning the draft article on inland 
shipping which embodied the principles of free 
movement of shipping and equal treatment of 
Belgian and Netherlands bargees. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Knottenbelt in- 
tended disclosing the plans for the Antwerp- 
Hollands Diep Canal and its terminal point at 
Dintelsas or Willemsoord during confidential 
talks with the shipping committee of the Rot- 
terdam Chamber of Commerce. He asked to be 
sent a sketch map for this purpose. 
Anti-dumping measures. The Government had 
not yet taken measures against Russian dumping, 
particularly that of grain; it had taken steps 
against presumed dumping by some other 
countries but without success. The Government 
intended presenting a Bill to Parliament that 
would empower it to take anti-dumping 
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96 11.5.1931 
from De Geer 

97 12.5.1931 
from Ruijs de 
Beerenbrouc k 

98 12.5.1931 
from De Graaff 

99 [15].5.1931 
to Drummond 

100 15.5.1931 
Bruins (Geneva) 

101 15.5.1931 
from Kröller 

measures where necessary (see No. 103). Un- 
warranted anti-dumping measures of the South 
African and Canadian Governments were 
causing the Netherlands more trouble than 
actual dumping. 
League of Nations: agricultural credits. The 
Government would do well not to participate 
in an international agricultural credits scheme, 
which would probably be detrimental to the 
Netherlands. Bruins could best emulate the 
sensible attitude of reserve adopted by the 
British Government. Fairly negative response to 
four parts of No. 76A. 
League of Nations: agricultural credits. The 
Government had to date not expressed its views 
on international measures for the promotion of 
special European interests. General political 
considerations rather than the anticipated small 
increase in grain production would be the deter- 
mining factor in the decision whether or not to 
sign an agreement on international agricultural 
credits. 
United States: penal sanction. No objection to 
presenting a Note in Washington stating that 
penal sanction would be abolished in NEI, 
without mentioning a specifac date which was 
not foreseeable anyway. 
League of Nations: adaptation of the League of 
Nations Covenant. The Netherlands Govern- 
ment approved the amendments of the First 
Committee of the League of Nations designed 
to adapt the League of Nations Covenant to the 
treaty outlawing war, and hoped that the 
Governments desiring a more detailed study on 
political grounds would specify those grounds 
clearly. 
League of Nations: agricultural credits. The 
British delegation had adopted a more accom- 
modating attitude to the ‘Société Internationale 
de Crédit Hypothécaire Agricole’ (see No. 76A), 
but the Germans and Austrians were reserved. 
Several improvements to, but no basic changes 
in, the proposed regulations. The establishment 
of the company (with headquarters in Paris?) 
now seemed to be certain. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
An interim arrangement regarding the composi- 
tion of the Central Commission for the Naviga- 
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102 16.5.1931 
Beelaerts van Blokland 
(Geneva) 

103 16.5.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Economic Policy 
Committee 

104 21.5.1931 
Schlingemann to 
Ringers 

105 23.5.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

106 24.5.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

107 26.5.1931 
from Reymer 

tion of the Rhine would not be advisable as 
long as no agreement had been reached on ques- 
tions of principle such as its powers. A strong 
argument against such an arrangement was the 
dilatoriness of the German delegation in pres- 
senting No. 77A. 
Germany: sea war reparations. Now that a 
settlement was at last in sight, Beelaerts wished 
to accept the sum of 6,500,000 marks offered 
by the German Government, but he had told 
Curtius that the proposed dates of payment 
(1936 and 1940) were unacceptable. 
Anti-dumping measures. Exhaustive discussion 
of the report of the Kortenhorst-Plate Commis- 
sion and of the Bill to combat artificial compe- 
tition. The majority of the Committee (notably 
Heldring, Kalff, Guépin, Treub and Smits) were 
not in favour of the Bill. Meanwhile discussion 
of the dumping of Russian grain. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
The committee entrusted with drafting a new 
Rhine Navigation Treaty had on the whole 
adhered strictly to their restricted terms of 
reference and had formulated the main princi- 
ples correctly. This did not mean, however, that 
the formulation of territorial applicability in 
Article 1 of the Treaty would not lead to dif- 
ficulties. 
Germany: political situation. The influence of 
communism was weakening the Rosition of the 
Danish, Swedish and Norwegian monarchs. 
Several industrialists and Schacht appeared to 
have unleashed the campaign against Curtius, 
but Brüning wished to keep him in office; the 
fall of Brüning would be disastrous. 
Belgium. Query whether protocol prescribed 
the presence of himself and his wife at the 
station in Brussels when the train carrying 
H.M. the Queen stopped’there, and whether 
adequate precautions had been taken for her 
journey. Poullet would be a suitable successor 
to Jaspar, but Segers not at all. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Concurrence with Schlingemann’s observations 
that No. 77A should not be dealt with sepa- 
rately from all further amendments to the Rhine 
Navigation Treaty, and that the principle of 
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equal rights of the signatories to the Treaty was 
valid. 

108 27.5.1931 League of Nations. Curtius had replied in strong 
terms to Bnand’s declaration on the German- 
Austrian customs union. Henderson’s nomina- 
tion as Chairman of the disarmament confer- 
ence was a felicitous choice, both from a tacti- 
cal point of view and with regard to the pro- 
ceedings. 
League of Nations: European Study Commit- 
tee. The plan for a German-Austrian customs 
union (see No. 61) would not go ahead now 
that the matter had been referred to the Per- 
menent Court of International Justice. The 
Briand plan had by no means been generally 
acclaimed; a ‘Commission de Coordination en 
Matikre Economique’ had been instituted. 

109 28.5.1931 Disarmament conference. A review of efforts 
draft speech by Beelaerts to achieve disarmament since 1899. Summary 
van Blokland of the substance of the draft disarmament 

agreement relating to men, materiel and costs. 
The public should press for acceptance of this 
draft; the churches could serve the cause of 
peace by cultivating a sense of justice and soli- 
darity. 
League of Nations: treaty precluding war. 
Report on the talks held in Geneva from 11 to 
15 May 1931, which had resulted in a draft 
agreement. Article 2 had been the subject of 
ample discussion. The Netherlands delegation 
had made a reservation in respect of the second 
paragraph of Article 4 because it in fact implied 
an amendment to Article 16 of the League of 
Nations Covenant. 
League of  Nations. Beelaerts did not expect a 
discussion with some envoys on the economic 
questions being debated in Geneva to be partic- 
ularly fruitful, but he did wish to talk to Van 
Limburg Stirum alone. He considered the 
economic situation in Europe to be highly 
precarious. 
Australia. The Australian Government should 
be informed of the deep concern caused by the 
fatal development of its trade policy. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
The strength of the Netherlands armed forces 
did not exceed the minimum required for 
national security. The delegation should concur 

to Van Limburg Stirum 
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114 

115 

3.6.193 1 
from Verschuur 

4.6.193 1 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

116 9.6.1931 
to Verschuur 

117 

iis 

119 

12.6.193 1 
Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 
to H.M. the Queen 

15.6.193 1 
report of Belgian- 
Netherlands meeting 
(Brussels) 

15.6.1931 
from Michiels van 
Verduynen (Vienna) 

120 16.6.1931 
to Schuurman 

with virtually the whole of the draft disarma- 
ment agreement. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Account should be taken 
of questions and comments received on No. 66. 
Major exceptions had been made that were 
detrimental to the interests of Netherlands 
railways, shipping and ports. 
Trade policy. Nederbragt reported on the re- 
cent meeting of the European Study Commit- 
tee in Geneva (the Committee had condemned 
‘ententes industrielles’), the state of coopera- 
tion of the Oslo states and the current negotia- 
tions with Belgium and Germany, the New Zea- 
land Government’s trade policy, and the trans- 
fer of the legation to Ankara. The Committee 
criticised the arbitrary raising of Canadian im- 
port duties, but saw no possibility of taking ac- 
tion. Nederbragt raised the subject of various 
duties on domestic and foreign goods. 
League of Nations: 1930 Trade Convention. 
Suggestion that it be stated that the Govern- 
ment was prepared to cooperate in reviving the 
1930 Trade Convention and that it would apply 
the notification principle contained therein. 
Commemoration of campaign. The Council of 
Ministers proposed that no official commemo- 
ration of the Ten Days’ Campaign of 1831 be 
held (see No. 9) as it could impair relations 
with Belgium. The writer apologised for the 
way the matter had been handed. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Without prejudice 
to Netherlands rights, Van Kleffens had propo- 
sed indicating a limit to Belgian territorial 
waters as a solution of the Wielingen question. 
He had pointed out to Van Zuylen five advan- 
tages accruing to Belgium from this scheme for 
the loss of one small triangular stretch of  water. 
Austria. Failure of the Credit-Anstalt had been 
avoided, but the Austrian public’s confidence 
in the monetary system had been shaken. The 
Austrian branch of the Rothschilds had lost 
considerable capital and prestige. Financial and 
economic developments had pushed the Ger- 
man-Austrian customs union (see No. 61) into 
the background. 
Canada: import duties. No further objections 
based on principle to be raised against the 
Canadian Tariffs Act (see No. 46); instead, ef- 

Y 
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forts should be directed to achieving incidental 
solutions as in the case of rose bushes and wire 
yarn. Approval of unofficial influence on Cana- 
dian press and farmers’ organisations. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. On 18 June dis- 
cussion of the technical and financial aspects 
of the waterways linking up with the Albert 
Canal. On 19 June Colijn presented concrete 
proposals for sharing the construction and 
maintenance costs of the Maastricht-Ternaaien, 
Antw erp -Hollands Diep and Ghent -T erneuz en 
canals and for the Scheldt; Van Cauwelaert and 
Van Zuylen had given their provisional com- 
ment. In the afternoon Van Cauwelaert expres- 
sed his wishes with regard to pilotage on the 
Scheldt, cost-sharing for Ghent-Terneuzen and 
for the Scheldt, and rail freightage to Terneu- 
zen. On 20 June the direction, profile and 
water level of the canal connecting Antwerp 
and Hollands Diep were discussed. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. As specific figures 
would soon have to be quoted on the cost- 
sharing with Belgium (see No. 121). Colijn 
suggested consultation with Beelaerts, De Geer 
and possibly Ruijs de Beerenbrouck on 26 June 
193 1. Van Kleffens asked Beelaerts to inform 
De Geer of the state of affairs before this mee- 
ting took place. 
League of Nations: international law. The Lea- 
gue of Nations should promote the codification 
of international law without distinguishing be- 
tween what was customary law and what was 
not. The First Committee of the League would 
seem to be the appropriate body to judge which 
subjects should be codified; for each approved 
subject a small committee could draw up a pre- 
liminary draft and the draft of an agreement 
on which the various Governments would be 
invited to comment. The convening of a codifi- 
cation conference need not be made conditio- 
nal on the prior concurrence of the majority of 
the states. 
Belgium: arms transit traffic. The Belgian re- 
quest for freedom of consent for the conveyan- 
ce of a r m s  and munition from Germany to Ant- 
werp involved an important question of princi- 
ple arising from the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
The Government was entitled to take regula- 

124 22.6.1931 
to Donner 
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29.6.193 1 
Van Kleffens to 
Nederbragt 

1.7.193 1 
to De Graaff 

2.7.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

4.7.193 1 
De Graaff to De Graeff 

4.7.1931 
from Trip (Amsterdam) 

tory measures on such transit traffic with a 
view to safeguarding national security, but free- 
dom of transport over the waters of the Rhine 
Navigation Treaty should be hathpered as little 
as possible. Opinion requested on three possible 
means of regulating transit traffic. 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs estimates. Beelaerts 
was asked to lower his 1932 provisional estima- 
tes by F1.100,OOO.- so that the final figure 
would not exceed that of 1931. The cost of 
participation in the disarmament conference 
(F1.50,000.-) would have to be met by practi- 
sing internal economies. 
Aviation on Curaçao. Diplomatic Affairs 
Department did not consider the establishment 
of a Netherlands airline in the West Indies to be 
essential, but it was vital to keep control of the 
airfields there. Discretion should be exercised 
in granting monopolies to foreign airlines in the 
West Indies and in concluding long-term con- 
tracts. 
League of Nations: international law. Concur- 
rence with De Graeff‘s views on ‘droit de pour- 
suite’, but with some reservations. 
Trade policy. Nederbragt reported on a meeting 
of the League of Nations Economic Committee 
(in which ideas had been exchanged on quotas, 
’produits similaires’, the antionality of goods 
and the dumping question), the current negotia- 
tions with Belgium, and a protocol concluded 
with Switzerland. Kortenhorst and Nederbragt 
were of the opinion that the Government was 
not empowered to authorise preferential import 
duties. 
Colonial exhibition. The East Indies committee 
for the Paris colonial exhibition to be asked to 
stop openly criticising the General Committee, 
which was damaging Dutch prestige in France, 
pending Fock’s report. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. 
The committee of economic experts was not in 
favour of the artificial encouragement of car- 
tels, had reacted favourably to a financial pro- 
posal made by Francqui, and had very little 
confidence in the success of new trade policy 
plans. In view of developments in French-Ger- 
man relations, the committee had decided to 
adjourn its meeting until August. The Govern- 
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I35 9.7.1931 
to De Geer 

1.36 10.7.1931 
to De Marees van Swinderen 

ment should attach four conditions to ententes 
with a free-trade exception, and in the case of 
customs unions it should at the very least de- 
mand the lowering of import duties. 
Belgium. The mood in Brussels and Antwerp 
was calmer than the year before. Sap was more 
pro-Fleming than Van Cauwelaert and an advo- 
cate of closer relations with the Netherlands. 
Van Zuylen complained bitterly about the anti- 
Belgian tone of the Dutch press, his informa- 
tion being derived from a defamatory report 
that had probably emanated from the Belgian 
legation in The Hague. 
Government Press Service. The Council of 
Ministers had, at Beelaerts’ request, authorised 
him to institute a press service advisory com- 
mittee. List of committee members, with Fran- 
çois as chairman and Pater as secretary. 
Belgium and Oslo cooperation. Invitation to 
consultations in The Hague on 25 July, follo- 
wed by talks with Scandinavian counterparts at 
which Trip would be present, and a second 
exchange of ideas shortly before the coordina- 
tion commission was due to meet in Geneva. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Colijn made a de- 
finitive offer for the Netherlands contribution 
to the canals requested by the Belgian Govern- 
ment. He made ten further proposals (including 
one on sharing the waters of the Meuse), to 
which Van Cauwelaert replied. On 9 Juli Colijn 
recapitulated the standpoints of the two par- 
ties; the cost-sharing problem was not so much 
the final figure of F1.25,800,000,- as the form 
of the agreement. 
League of Nations: agricultural credits. Bee- 
laerts was prepared to sign the agreement on 
international agricultural credits (see No. 76A) 
now that the British Government had signed. 
The Swedish Government was bound to sign, 
the Danish Government was expected to do so 
and the Norwegians might follow suit. 
Germany: economic situation. Beelaerts was in- 
creasingly concerned about the gravity of the 
situation in Germany where, according to Van 
Limburg Stirum, there was a real danger of eco- 
nomic collapse and the foundering of the centre 
parties. In view of the consequences for ail Ger- 
many’s neighbours, the Government was extre- 



XL 

No. Date; from/to Descrip tion 

137 10.7.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

138 13.7.1931 
to Carsten 

139 15.7.1931 
to De Geer 

140 15.7.1931 
to Van Nispen 
tot Sevenaer 

141 15.7.1931 
from Ruijs de 
B eerenbrouck 

142 22.7.1931 
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mely interested in the results of the morato- 
rium proposed by Hoover. 
Trade policy. The meeting considered what 
steps could be taken to counter the coal import 
restrictions imposed by the French Govern- 
ment. It was not satisfied with the draft trade 
treaty with Romania. 
France: import restrictions. The Government 
not only deplored the fact that France had im- 
posed restrictions on the import of coal, and 
had moreover done so without consulting the 
Netherlands Government or the parties concer- 
ned, but it also objected to the implicit discri- 
mination against the Netherlands. Instructions 
to bring this to the notice of the French Go- 
vernment in a friendly but decided manner. 
Germany: sea war reparations. There were 
strong objections to making advances on the 
national budget. Cash payment could not be 
demanded of the German Government, nor 
could a moral obligation be laid on the credi- 
tors to remit part of the debt. It was understan- 
dable that Curtius had been unable to persuade 
the German Finance Minister to agree to shor- 
ter terms. 
Oslo cooperation: League of Nations. Invitation 
to an ad hoc meeting of the Oslo states on 29 
July to discuss the subjects dealth with by the 
subcommittee of the European Study Commit- 
tee for the organisation of production and trade 
(see No. 130). Suggestion that the Oslo states 
confer in Geneva before the next meeting of 
the coordinating committee of the European 
Study Committee. 
Council of Ministers. Request to Beelaerts to 
attend the special meeting of the Council of 
Ministers on 31 July, which was to be devoted 
to the negotiations on amendments to the 1839 
treaties and to the provision of information on 
economic matters. 
Trade policy: League of Nations. Discussion of 
items on the Geneva agenda: ‘ententes indus- 
trielles’, international agriculturd mortgage 
bank, various forms of preference (a. customs 
unions, b. free-trade exceptions, c. authorised 
deviations from most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment) and the Russian proposal concerning an 
economic non-aggression pact. 
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Netherlands East Indies: Japanese fishing boats. 
Concurrence with De Graeff’s opinion that it 
was inadvisable at that moment to lodge a pro- 
test with the Japanese Government as the syste- 
matic use of police measures against illegal 
acts by Japanese fishing boats in NE1 waters 
had scarcely begun. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. Con- 
currence with the interdepartmental meeting’s 
recommendations on an international agricul- 
tural mortgage bank, customs unions and prefe- 
rences. Present view that the Government 
should refrain from expressing a definite opi- 
nion on free-trade exceptions. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts agreed 
that the canalised Meuse merited precedence 
over the Albert Canal, and that priority should 
be accorded to the South Willemsvaart. He was 
of the opinion that Belgium was asking too 
much for the Antwerp-Hollands Diep and 
Ghent-Terneuzen canals, and suggested a new 
cost-sharing offer (see No. 150). 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. The 
Government need not oppose German tariff 
preferences granted to Great Britain, provided 
the Netherlands, with its generous tariffs, were 
granted similar concessions. If no such conces- 
sions were forthcoming, the delegation should 
reject the free-trade exception (cf. No. 144). 
Belgium: trade treaty. Quetens, who had earlier 
suggested a Netherlands-Belgian customs union 
in private conversation, had proposed conclu- 
ding a trade treaty with tariff lists during the 
recent negotiations, to which Nederbragt had 
replied positively. Beelaerts found this an 
opportune moment to consider lowering import 
duties in the Netherlands and Belgium and for 
this to be discussed in the Trade Treaties Nego- 
tiations Committee (see No. 190). 
French import restrictions. The Dutch coal- 
mining industry believed that the Government 
had done its utmost to facilitate the export of 
coal to France. The French Government’s mea- 
sures affected only the privately-owned mines 
to some extent, not the State mines. 
Germany: sea war reparations. An acceptable 
settlement with Germany could be linked to 
payments to claimants spread out over a num- 
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ber of years. Efforts henceforth to be directed 
towards payment of the agreed 6,500,000 
marks between 1932 and 1936 at an interest 
rate of 43%. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The Netherlands’ 
contribution to the Antwerp-Hollands Diep 
and Ghent-Terneuzen canals and to the im- 
provement of the Scheldt could be set at 
F1.28,300,000.-. Article 9, paragraph 8 of the 
1839 treaty could be annulled. An alternative 
basis suggested for sharing the waters of the 
Meuse at different water levels. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Enclosure of the Netherlands armaments tables 
in accordance with No. 74, subject to the possi- 
ble extension of the obligations under the dis- 
armament convention. The budget figures re- 
quested would follow soon. 
Netherlands East indies: Chinese postal items. 
Beelaerts wished to know why certain post ad- 
dressed to a Chinese consul had been opened 
and what this had divulged. He also wished to 
be informed about the correspondence between 
the consul and the postal authorities. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. Posi- 
tive reply to No. 144. The Netherlands was 
entitled to all advantages accruing from enten- 
tes of other countries with a free-trade excep- 
tion. 
Denmark: import duties. Munch had put into 
perspective a speech by Minister Hauge and had 
assured Van Rappard that the Netherlands had 
little to fear from the Danish Government. 
General concern about the threat of German 
protectionist measures. 
League of Nations: economic coopreation. Con- 
currence with Resolutions I, 11, IIIa and IIIb of 
the Oslo states (see No. 155A); emphasis on the 
word ‘circonspection’ in Resolution IIIc. Sug- 
gestion that the Netherlands delegation be in- 
structed in accordance with No. 144. 
Oslo cooperation: League of N a t h s .  I. The 
forming of cartels should be left to private 
enterprise. 11. The proposed credit measures 
should be encouraged, but without direct inter- 
vention by governments. IIIa. Three conditions 
should be attached to any preferential treat- 
ment of East European agricultural states. IIIb. 
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Customs unions could in some cases be useful, 
provided they were not directed against other 
states and that they led to tariff reductions. 
IIIc. The British suggestion concerning ententes 
with a free-trade exception merited serious stu- 

Oslo cooperation. The Belgian Government 
evinced the greatest interest in the cooperation 
of the Oslo states. The Danish and Norwegian 
Governments also valued this cooperation, but 
the Swedish Government was wary of making 
specific concessions. 
Yemen. The objections to accepting Arabic as 
the sole official language for a simple treaty of 
friendship with Yemen and even to subjecting 
Netherlands nationals on paper to Yemenite 
law (pursuant to Article 3) would seem to be 
superable. The conclusion of such a treaty, for 
which Adriaanse would have to go to Sana’a, 
opened perspectives for the Nederlandsche 
Handel-Maatschappij (Netherlands Trading Com- 
pany) and for shipping lines plying the NE1 
route. 
Germany: moratorium. The Board of Directors 
of De Nederlandsche Bank (Dutch Central 
Bank) had conferred the day before with Am- 
sterdam bankers on the moratorium, contrary 
to what Ries and Verschuur had intended. It 
would now be difficult to impose trade policy 
terms on the German Government, as Ver- 
schuur wished to do, and to give Van Limburg 
Stirum adequate instructions. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. 
Only the organisation of world production in 
some form or other could solve current pro- 
blems. Joint credit operations would be inevi- 
table under certain circumstances. Concurrence 
with Resolution IIIa (see No. 155A). The objec- 
tions to customs unions were stronger on politi- 
cal than on economic grounds. It was doubtful 
whether the Netherlands would derive the same 
benefit as Great Britain from free-trade excep- 
tions. 
Leagwe of Nations: international law. The mat- 
ter of the stateless was important enough to be 
discussed in Geneva, but the fact that the Go- 
vernment pursued a relatively conservatice poli- 
cy in this matter was an obstacle to a Nether- 

dy. 
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lands initiative as requested by the Union of 
League of Nations Associations. 
Germany: moratorium. Van Limburg Stirum’s 
initiative (see No. 158) had little effect. Ries 
had consulted Verschuur and Beucker Andreae 
because the Board of Directors of De Neder- 
landsche Bank had urged the Government to 
make a statement at an early date. This had 
resulted in a telegram stating that the question 
of participation in the moratorium was left 
entirely to the banks. 
L e a p e  of Nations: apicultural credits. Des- 
patch of the protocol of the conference on agri- 
cultural credits held in Rome which had not 
been signed by the Russian, Swedish and Da- 
nish representatives. A reserved attitude to the 
protocol was recommended. 
League of Nations: combat of slavery. The dele- 
gation to the forthcoming League of Nations 
Assembly did not need to insist on the esta- 
blishment of an agency to combat slavery, but 
it was not to reject any British proposal along 
these lines. 
Netherlands East Zndies: office for  Japanese 
affairs. Pabst saw no objection to closing the 
office for Japanese affairs in Batavia, Van Klef- 
fens supported his view and De Graeff had been 
informed accordingly. 
League of Nations: treaty precluding war. No 
objection to accepting the draft treaty for the 
development of measures designed to prevent 
war (see No. 110). Opinion that Article 4, para- 
graph 2 did not infringe the right to indepen- 
dent judgement concerning contraventions of 
Article 16 of the League of Nations Covenant. 
Opening of the States-General. The members 
of the Permanent Court were highly desirous of 
attending the opening of the States-General. 
Request for assistance ia procuring suitable 
seats. 
Great Britain: economic situation. I t  was 
thought that the new Government would not 
propose a tax rate of 10% for the time being - 
though such an emergency measure would pro- 
bably be adopted in the near future - and its 
defence of the pound sterling was expected to 
be generally supported. That the prevailing 
mood was now far from optimistic was perhaps 
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a sign of greater realism. 
Germany. The depression in Germany, largely 
brought about by the delusions of grandeur of 
the German industrialists, was a psychological 
rather than an economic question. Germany 
needed to undergo a spiritual renascence and to 
scale down its industrial sectors. The Nether- 
lands should refrain from any action that could 
cause unrest in Germany and to its best to help 
restore confidence in the country. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
The delegation should work towards a percepti- 
ble reduction in international armaments. Ne- 
therlands armaments were minimal in the con- 
text of the existing military power balance in 
Western Europe and East Asia, but could be 
reduced if necessary in proportion to the arma- 
ments of the neighbouring powers. The delega- 
tion should support virtually the whole of the 
draft disarmament convention. 
Belgium: import duties. The discussion of the 
restriction on Belgian coal imports held in Brus- 
sels the day before had led virtually nowhere. 
The representatives of the Belgian mining in- 
dustry had rejected any increase whatsoever in 
the Netherlands quota and had also refused to 
give an undertaking that they would not in- 
crease exports to the Netherlands. That a cer- 
tain arrangement was contrary to the spirit of 
the Rhine Navigation Treaty was in effect igno- 
red. 
Belgium: import duties. The discussion of the 
coal question in Brussels had been unproduc- 
tive. The Belgian Government had, however, 
undertaken to exert its influence to contain the 
injurious effects for the Netherlands. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. No reply on the 
Wielingen proposal (see No. 118) had tis yet 
been received from Van Zuylen. Suggestion 
that this question be raised at the forthcoming 
meeting between Colijn and Van Cauwelaert. 
Belgium: treaty ameadment. Van Kleffens ex- 
pected considerable opposition, notably from 
Rotterdam, to a new Netherlands-Belgian 
treaty, but had high hopes that Beelaerts would 
win the day. Van Cauwelaert was to meet 
Colijn in Geneva shortly. 
Portugal: trade treaty. The offer to register col- 
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lective types of wine in the Netherlands had not 
met with success as the Portuguese Government 
insisted on the country of origin of port and 
Madeira wines being indicated. Suggestion that 
this point be conceded in return for a general 
most-favoured-nation treaty; request that the 
matter be dealth with without delay. 
Germany: sea war reparations. The Ministry of 
Finance refused to make advance payments on 
the agreed reparations (see No. 149). Kiewiet 
de Jonge attached great importance to the Ger- 
man Government’s concurring with the Nether- 
lands distribution plan. 
Soviet Union: trade. The flow of goods be- 
tween Rotterdam and USSR had increased in 
the past few years. Grain merchants were satis- 
fied with contacts with Russia, but shipping 
companies complained about the considerable 
difference in port dues paid by ships from 
countries which had recognised the Soviet Go- 
vernment and those which had not. Shipbuil- 
ding for the USSR was hampered by demands 
for extensive credit. Soviet propaganda did not 
constitute a serious threat. 
Italy: import duties. Effort to be made to pre- 
vent the impending increase in Italian import 
duties (up to 33.3% of the value) on radio arti- 
cles, inter alia by pointing to the development 
of trade between Italy and the Netherlands be- 
tween 1928 and 1930. Early report requested, 
including information on the instructions re- 
ceived by envoys of other countries concerned. 
Oslo cooperation. Consultation with Andvord 
and Suetens, who agreed that the Belgian Go- 
vernment should be asked to take the initiative 
in convening a meeting of the Oslo states. Sug- 
gestion that the matter be discussed with 
Munch. 
League of Nations: financial aid treaty. Having 
regard to the comments made by the Ministry 
of Defence, Kluyver suggested introducing a 
Bill reserving the right to ratify the 1930 finan- 
cial aid treaty. 
Oslo cooperation. Instructions to inform the 
Norwegian Government that present circum- 
stances had obliged the Netherlands Govern- 
ment to bring a Bill before the Lower House 
which envisaged raising import duties by appro- 

~ 
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ximately one quarter. 
Netherlands East Indies: arms for China. Bee- 
laerts, for the moment inclined to accept the 
moral obligation to the Chinese Government, 
had pointed out that a Czechoslovakian firm 
wass still the owner of the seized arms. Arran- 
gements to be made for their sale to the Chine- 
se Government; they were meanwhile not to be 
destroyed. 
Rubber restriction. Three well-known advocates 
of rubber restriction had reacted positively to 
the Hay plan, which would be a useful point 
of departure for discussions between British 
and Netherlands delegations in London. The 
British Government was to be asked without 
delay to appoint a delegation to deal with the 
rubber question. 
Trade policy. Discussion of Memorandum of 
Reply concerning the 1930 trade treaty with 
Yugoslavia. Nederbragt was not in favour of a 
meeting of the Committee on Negotiations with 
Germany. Mansholt underscored the conse- 
quences of the unstable exchange rates, but the 
meeting rejected Government intervention. 
Belgium and miscellaneous. Bongaerts wished 
to advise Beelaerts not to accept a camouflaged 
Moerdijk canal during the current negotiations. 
He was in favour of the idea of a customs union 
with Belgium, and welcomed the Scandinavian 
initiative for an armaments agreement and the 
peace campaign in the Dutch press. Other 
points raised included the Government Press 
Service and trade policy. 
Germany: sea war reparations. Notification of 
the agreement reached with Curtius in Geneva 
(see No. 102). The Government insisted on a 
far wider circle of claimants than enumerated in 
the German draft protocol and on the legal 
obligation of the German Government to pay 
compensation. Preference for payment in guil- 
ders or gold marks and hopes of settlement in 
the near future. 
Oslo cooperation. At the end of July 1931 the 
Belgian, Netherlands, Swedish and Danish So- 
cial Democrats had decided at their conference 
in Vienna to study the idea of a customs union 
based on the 1930 Oslo Convention. 
Import restrictions. The drop in the value of 
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the pound sterling and the negative develop- 
ment of the Netherlands balance of trade requi- 
red resolute intervention by the Government. 
In view of the depressed state of Netherlands 
industry, the way should be cleared for the im- 
mediate introduction of a quota system for the 
imports of a number of foreign products as an 
emergency measure. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. Pro- 
posal that the League of Nations be informed 
that the Government was opposed to the intro- 
duction of preferences for all items other than 
cereals. 
League of Nations: arms limitation. Query 
whether the Ministry of Defence would concur 
with a r m s  limitation for a year or with the view 
that the completion of the third cruiser need 
not be contrary to the recent resolution of the 
League of Nations Assembly. 
Belgium. Beelaerts was inclined to attach little 
political significance to the visit of Hymans and 
Van Langenhove tot Paris. He also took a pessi- 
mistic view of the economic situation in Euro- 
pe, and would appreciate a Belgian reply to 
No. 118. 
Trade policy. Discussion of the Belgian sugges- 
tion either to agree to a customs union or to 
lower the tariffs on articles of importance to 
both countries, of No. 187 and of a letter from 
A. Loudon about possible negotiations on a 
trade treaty with Spain. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Minister Hymans had 
recently put forward the idea of a mutual lowe- 
ring of import duties on certain products of im- 
portance to the Netherlands and Belgium. The 
writer had replied that this idea seemed feasible 
to him and certainly merited serious study, and 
Hymans had then asked him to inform Bee- 
laerts. The Belgian Government was distantiating 
itself economically from France. 
Import restrictions. First and second drafts of 
a Bill enabling the Government temporarily to 
impose a special import duty on, or temporarily 
to ban the import of, certain goods whose value 
exceeded the average value of similar goods 
imported in 1928,.1929 and 1930. 
Import restrictions. Assessment of Verschuur’s 
first draft: condemnation of the quota princi- 
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ple; possible friction with the 1930 Oslo Con- 
vention; criticism of the wording; but also the 
observation that under the Geneva terms over- 
all (proportional) quotas were not contrary to 
most-favoured-nation treatment. 
Import restrictions. Assessment of Verschuur’s 
first draft: importance of precise definition of 
the terms ‘excessive importation’ and ‘value’; 
conclusion that a quota system was a more 
effective measure against artificially increased 
imports than special import duties; the draft in 
itself was not contrary to existing agreements 
but Hooft was in fear of countermeasures by 
other countries. 
Germany: import duties. Economic negotiations 
with the German Government impossible for 
the time being; Von Bülow was particularly 
perturbed by the uncertainty about stabilising 
the pound sterling; Posse anticipated higher 
British import duties and hoped the Brüning 
Government would survive; Flach had said that 
the Germans were hoarding and that it would 
be impossible to check the inflation of the 
mark. 
Trade policy. Nederbragt reported on the nego- 
tiations with Brazil and Romania. The meeting 
discussed briefly relations with Belgium and the 
negotiations with Chile. It would appreciate a 
negative written reply to the German, Hunga- 
rian and Romanian requests for reciprocal pre- 
ferential treatment. 
Belgium and Oslo cooperation. Proposal that 
current negotiations be continued the following 
week. If the Swedish Government did not con- 
vene a meeting of the Oslo states in Stockholm, 
Nederbragt was in favour of a meeting in Brus- 
sels during the second half of November. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Van Cauwelaert 
opposed the Netherlands proposal concerning 
the waters of the Meuse (see No. 150). Colijn 
stated that he was against a provision in the 
treaty which would guarantee Antwerp easy 
access to the Rhine. A compromise was reached 
on the valorisation of pilot dues. 
CxechosCovakia. It would be advisable to con- 
sult the Netherlands customs authorities before 
the Government gave support to an application 
submitted by Philips Gloeilampenfabriek NV to 
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the Czech Minister of Finance for repayment of 
a Customs fine which Philips claimed had been 
wrongly imposed. 
Chile: trade treaty. Unsatisfactory reply from 
the Chilean Government, especially after the 
secret exchange of Notes with the American 
and British Governments. The fact that uncon- 
ditional most-favoured-nation treatment was ac- 
cepted therein was a hopeful sign for the cur- 
rent negotiations on a Chilean-Netherlands 
trade treaty. 
Venezuela. In view of the recent attack by 
Urbina using a ship sailing under the Mexican 
flag, it was an extremely unpropitious moment 
for a Netherlands warship to visit Venezuela. 
League of Nations: arms limitation. Reply to 
No. 188. The completion of the third cruiser 
was not intended to increase armaments and 
was thus not contrary to the League of Nations 
resolution. A short reply could be sent to 
Drummond without choosing between the 
French and the Italian interpretations. 
Great Britain: import duties. Snowden, Chap- 
man and Fountain had made it clear that the 
British Government was not yet considering the 
introduction of tariff measures. They did not 
expect the drop in the pound sterling to be of 
any particular benefit to exports and they 
wished to prevent general wage and price rises; 
this would probably result in selective tariffs. 
Advice to wait and see how the economic situa- 
tion developedin Great Britain. 
Trade policy. Discussion of the negotiations on 
a trade treaty with Cuba, the question of pre- 
ferences (Nederbragt had taken an attitude 
different from No. 194) and the draft trade 
treaty with Romania. Nederbragt reported on 
the steps taken against the French quota system. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Conclusion that a 
greater amount of water for the South Willems- 
vaart when the level of the Meuse was low was 
unacceptable in view of the Netherlands inter- 
pretation of the historic rights relating to the 
South Willemsvaart. Colijn was nevertheless 
prepared to make a small concession. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Nederbragt concluded 
from his personal talks with Suetens that a 
customs union was unattainable for the time 
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being and that a trade treaty with tariff lists 
which were mainly of interest to Belgium and 
the Netherlands was worthwhile trying to 
achieve. He advised urging the ministers concer- 
ned to seek closer economic relations with Bel- 
gium. 
Soviet Union: trade. Bruins advised strongly 
against establishing trade relations with the 
Soviet Union in view of the universal and gro- 
wing doubts about its solvency and its rapidly 
deteriorating balance of trade. 
Berlin legation. No objection to his taking long 
leave for health reasons but Van Rechteren Lim- 
purg was not to act as chargé d’affaires. The 
negotiations on the amendments to the 1839 
treaties were making little headway, partly 
because of anti-Belgian agitation in the Nether- 
lands. 
Belgium: arms transit traffic. In the present cir- 
cumstances national security required police 
surveillance of the transport of a r m s  and muni- 
tions through Netherlands territory. Prepared 
to respond quickly and generously to Belgian 
requests for permission. Suggestion that the 
dangers attendant upon the ready accessibility 
of weapons in Belgium be pointed out. 
Oslo cooperation. Although the Swedish Go- 
vernment wished to invite the Oslo states to a 
conference on trade policy in the near future, 
it believed that owing to the world-wide depres- 
sion the time was not yet ripe for joint measu- 
res and guidelines. Recent political develop- 
ments in Britain, however, had led the Swedish 
Government to consider the possibility of a 
conference of the Oslo states in the first half of 
December. 
Oslo cooperation. Beelaerts agreed to a confe- 
rence of the Oslo states after 22 November. 
Agreement on the following points: after Stock- 
holm, the most suitable place to meet was Ham- 
burg; Nederbragt was the most eligible candi- 
date for the chairmanship; the preparations 
could best be entrusted to the Belgian, Nether- 
lands and Swedish delegates. 
Germany: import duties. No particular objec- 
tion to Colijn’s draft letter to Posse. Poverty 
was a much greater impediment to Netherlands 
exports than German import duties; the Ger- 
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211 30.10.1931 
from A. Loudon (Madrid) 

212 2.11.1931 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

213 [3].11.1931 
from Van Kleffens 

214 3.11.1931 
to Hubrecht 

215 4.11.1931 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

216 5.11.1931 
to De Geer 

217 5 and 11.11.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
the Parliamentary 
Committee on 
Foreign Affairs 

man Government would be able to meet Dutch 
demands to only a very limited extent. 
Spain. Information on the monastery fires of 
May 1931, for which the Spanish Government 
could be held responsible, and on the nature of 
the Industria company, which had followed the 
example of Spanish nationals and other non- 
Spanish companies in urging the forwarding of 
an official request for compensation. 
Netherlands East Indies: defence. Beelaerts saw 
no reason for concern about Balikpapan and 
Tarakan. Promise to discuss the matter in the 
Council of Ministers. 
Soviet Union: trade. Apart from strong econo- 
mic motives, Diplomatic Affairs Department 
had no wish for regular contact with a powerful 
state whose aim was to overthrow the existing 
order in other countries, including the Nether- 
lands. 
Brazil: trade treaty. Authorisation to use the 
concession of a limited exemption of Brazilian 
coffee from import duties as a means of achie- 
ving a tariff agreement that would benefit 
Netherlands exports. Efforts first to be directed 
to concluding a definitive trade treaty with the 
aid of this concession. 
Netherlands East Zndies: defence. The Council 
of Ministers considered that at the moment 
there were no grounds for taking measures for 
the protection of Balikpapan and Tarakan. De 
Jonge could nevertheless make inquiries of 
Pabst and Thorbecke. Secrecy to be maintained 
concerning preparatory defence measures. 
Germany: Customs and Credit Treaty. The 
possibility of extending the credit granted to 
Germany to 1940 should the German Govern- 
ment wish to extend the 1925 Customs and 
Credit Treaty to that date had been pointed out 
at a recent meeting of the Committee on Nego- 
tiations with Germany. Further information 
would be appreciated. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts reported 
on the agreement reached with the German 
Government on sea war reparations (6,500,000 
marks to be allocated according to the recom- 
mendations of the Surie Commission), and on 
the course of the negotiations with Belgium 
(progress in regard to navigation on the Scheldt 
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218 6.11.1931 
De Jonge to De Graaff 
(Batavia) 

219 [7].11.1931 
draft provisions of 
the Rhine Navigation 
Commissioners 

220 7.11.1931 
to Verschuur 

221 10.11.1931 
to Van Roijen 

222 11.11.1931 
to J. Loudon 

223 13.11.1931 
from Hooft 

No, Date; from/to Descrip tion 

but continued disagreement on how the waters 
of the Meuse were to be shared). While Knot- 
tenbelt emphasized Rotterdam’s interests, which 
Vliegen thought unfair, Bongaerts concentrated 
on the wishes of West Brabant. Beelaerts consi- 
dered it not unlikely that the Antwerp-Hollands 
Diep canal would be somewhat to Rotterdam’s 
disadvantage. 
Netherlands East Indies: official visit. Assuran- 
ce that during Minister Reynaud’s visit in Octo- 
ber 1931 De Jonge had supplied information 
only on the organisation of the administration, 
the security services and the general attitude to 
political trends. Mouw had written a resumé 
on communism in the Far East. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty 
(cf. No. 77A). Each signatory state would have 
a single vote in the Central Commission for the 
Navigation of the Rhine, whose decisions would 
be taken unanimously. Should a proposal be 
rejected more than once, each state could sub- 
mit the matter to the League of Nations Com- 
munications and Transport Committee or to 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
save in those cases where the Central Commis- 
sion acted as Court of Appeal. 
Chille: trade treaty. Proposal that efforts 
should focus on a provisional regulation of 
trade relations, with Chile granting most-favou- 
red-nation treatment and, if possible, lowering 
import duties on several articles while the 
Netherlands continued most-favoured-nation 
treatment and exemption from import duties 
on Chile saltpetre and iodine. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Stimson to be infor- 
med of the Government’s deep appreciation of 
American efforts to prevent war between China 
and Japan without taking sides in the conflict. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Instructions to inti- 
mate to Briand at once that the Government 
appreciated his efforts to prevent war between 
China and Japan, and hoped that the League of 
Nations would continue to work towards that 
end. 
Import restrictions. Lovink’s suggestion that 
import duty on meat be doubled was plainly 
protectionist, would probably be less effective 
than a quota system and would be difficult to 
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224 

225 

226 

13.1 1.193 1 
minutes of meeting of 
Rhine Navigation 
the Commissioners 

14.11.1931 
from Verschuur 

16.1 1.1 93 1 
from De Marees van 
Swinderen (London) 

227 17.11.1931 
to Verschuur 

228 

229 

17.1 1.193 1 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

18.1 1 * 193 1 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

justify to Denmark. It would be contrary to the 
spirit of the 1930 Oslo Convention if the pro- 
posed increase in the import duty on sugar were 
to come into effect on 12 November. There 
could be few objections from a trade policy 
point of view to the proposed new tariffs for 
potatoes, various fresh vegetables and horses. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Kröller explained No. 219 and his views on the 
coordinated text of the editorial committee 
(see No. 104). Discussion of the comments 
made by the Ministries of Justice and Finance 
and the Public Works Department. 
Chile: trade treaty. Only as a last resort should 
Lamping accept most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment alone in return for the saltpetre and 
iodine concessions (see No. 220). Enumeration 
of articles of greater and lesser importance to 
the Netherlands. 
Rubber restriction. Minister Cunliffe-Lister had 
confirmed that morning that he first wished to 
have greater certainty about the control the 
Netherlands Government would be able to exer- 
cise over rubber production in NE1 (cf. No. 
181). Request to arrange for Campbell and 
Calder to have talks on rubber restriction at the 
Netherlands Colonial Ministry. 
Oslo cooperation. An alarmed Andvord had 
written to Nederbragt that Norwegian anti- 
free-trade circles were saying that the Nether- 
lands was about to introduce general import 
regulations. Nederbragt had replied that a sy- 
stem of quotas would be introduced only in 
case of dire need. Verschuur was asked to give 
his opinion, if he preferred after discussing the 
matter in the Trade Treaties Negotiations Com- 
mittee. 
France: quota system. Loudon had pointed out 
to Briand the consequences of the disastrous 
way in which the Ministry of Agriculture was 
applying the quota system to the Netherlands 
exports, but he appeared to be powerless to 
intervene. Recommendation that the excise on 
wine be used as a weapon against the intransi- 
gent French Government. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Gerretson would 
probably want to debate the question whether 
the Government still maintained the same 
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230 19.11.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

23 1 

23 2 

233 

234 

23 5 

236 

19.11.1931 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

20.1 1.193 1 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

24.1 1.193 1 
to De Marees van 
Swinderen 

24.1 1.193 1 
to De Marees van 
Swinderen 

24.11.1931 
to Van Limburg S h m  

25.1 1.193 1 
from Thorbecke (Peking) 

position on Belgium as in May 1929. Such a dis- 
cussion would be pointless, the crux of the mat- 
ter being the practical difference between the 
plan favoured by the National Union and that 
of the Government. 
Belgium. Lippens and Le Tellier both advocated 
economic cooperation between Belgium and 
the Netherlands. Lippens expected the French 
to raise difficulties if the negotiations on the 
amendment of the 1839 treaties seemed likely 
to succeed, while Le Tellier was concerned 
about the growing nationalism in Flanders and 
the ideas of the Knuvelder-Gerretson group. 
Trade policy. The meeting would appreciate 
further discussion with the Danish Government 
on the importation of Danish meat. No. 227 
and a possible increase in the duty on wine 
were discussed (unlike Mansholt, Nederbragt 
rejected this as a retaliatory measure against 
France). 
Foreign economic policy. The municipal execu- 
tive of Rijssen had wrongly obtruded upon a 
matter of foreign economic policy with its 
stating the grounds for refusing to buy German 
products. 
International payments. Information was requi- 
red on measures to remove the obstacles to 
trade caused by currency issue restrictions, and 
especially on the possibility of clearing agree- 
ments. 
Great Britain: import duties. Ruijs de Beeren- 
brouck considered the time ripe for steps to 
be taken against the impending import duties 
on flower bulbs, plants and cut flowers. Van 
Swinderen authorised to act as he saw fit. 
Germany: preferential treatment. The Govern- 
ment was opposed in principle to the system of 
preferential import tariffs and considered it 
dangerous in practice. It did not wish to make 
exceptions to this, but was prepared, if necessa- 
ry and without prejudice to its rights, to refrain 
from replying in the negative to the German, 
Hungarian and Romanian Notes. The German 
Foreign Office was to be informed accordingly. 
China. Thorbecke hoped to be able to build 
up good relations with the Chinese Government 
by regular personal contact, which would be 
greatly helped by granting equal rights to the 
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23 7 

238 

239 

240 

24 1 

242 

243 

27.11.1931 
to Muller 
27.11.1931 
from De Marees van 
Swinderen (London) 

28.11.1931 
from W. van Rappard 
(Copenhagen) 

30.1 1.1931 
from Kruis 

2.12.1931 
to Albarda 

2.12.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlijn) 

2.12.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

244 [3].12.1931 
from Nederbragt 

Chinese in NEI. The Manchuria question posed 
a greater danger to the domestic policy than to 
the foreign policy of China. 
Czechoslovakia. Instructions to accord official 
support to Philips’request (see No. 197). 
Great Britain: import duties. As instructed in 
No. 234, the writer had approached Runciman 
and Gilmour, who had both emphasized the 
need to improve Britain’s balance of trade. He 
had depicted the grave consequences for Dutch 
market-gardeners and flower-growers, but had 
not hinted at the possibility of retaliatory mea- 
sures. 
Denmark: import restrictions. Netherlands and 
British imports of luxury articles would scarce- 
ly be affected by the new Danish import restric- 
tions. Denmark expected reciprocal treatment 
from the Netherlands. 
Pollution of the Rhine. Wirtz feared that the 
waters of the Rhine would be seriously polluted 
by the potassium industry of Alsace. The River 
Water Commission had requested that a mee- 
ting be held on the subject on l December. 
Kruis had been unable to find any international 
regulations on the pollution of the Rhine, but 
a joint study had been carried out by German 
and Dutch experts in October 1926. 
Admission of an alien. The Government saw no 
reason to admit Bassanesi, who did not possess 
a valid passport and who had been refused 
entry by four European countries. 
Miscellaneous. Criticism of some of Neder- 
bragt’s comments in a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Negotiations with Germany. Concern 
about the quota system as applied by France. 
Germany. The most disturbing aspect of the 
terrorist plan discovered in Boxheim was that 
many National Socialists were secretly deligh- 
ted with it. Their leaders were not leaders in the 
true sense of the word, but fortunately there 
was little chance of their obtaining an absolute 
majority. 
France: quota system. Main points in the badly 
prepared talks in Paris were the control of per- 
mitted imports (permit system) and the viola- 
tion of the most-favoured-nation arrangement 
by allowing bigger quotas for Italian cheese and 
Polish mutton. The Netherlands delegation had 
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246 4.12.1931 
to Verschuur 

247 4.12.1931 
from Verschuur 

248 6.12.1931 
from Colijn (Bade) 

249 7.12.1931 
to W. van Rappard 

250 7.12.1931 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

proposed a uniform quota system (based on 
1928-1931). Importance of quotas per country; 
doubts about effectiveness of measures against 
French wine (cf. No. 228) after talk with Elbel. 

245 3.12.1931 Trade policy. Discussion of the forthcoming 
conference of the Oslo states (British trade 
policy and the difficulties attending internatio- 
nal payments were also discussed in this con- 
text), the possibility of trade treaties. with 
Yemen and Spain, higher import duties on bott- 
led wine (directed against France), and Bel- 
gium’s desire for closer economic relations. 
Belgium: economic cooperation. Suetens had 
stressed the need for consultation before the 
Netherlands and Belgian Governments applied 
quota systems. Concurrence with this idea and 
request for a speedy assessment of a draft ar- 
rangement. 
Germany: trade policy. Now that Germany 
appeared to be adopting an aggressive trade 
policy attitude, the Government reserved the 
right to take all the measures necessary to pro- 
tect the interests of Dutch industry. Request 
that the envoy in Berlin be instructed accor- 
dingly, and asked to provide information on the 
purport and consequences of the recent Ger- 
man emergency regulations. 
Belgium. Colijn had informed Van Caeneghem 
that the campaign against the amendment of 
the 1839 treaties would qot prevent the Nether- 
lands Government from concluding an agree- 
ment, provided the support of the Catholic 
parliamentary party could be won by a satis- 
factory arrangement for sharing the waters of 
the Meuse. When Franck hadraised the question 
of a Belgian-Netherlands customs union, Colijn 
had suggested setting up a nongovernmental 
committee to study the question. 
Import restrictions. Minister Verschuur wished 
to respect the interests of the Oslo states as 
much as possible in the event of the imposition 
of a quota system but he had still to ascertain 
whether the most-favoured-nation clause did 
not constitute a barrier. 
France: appointment of a commercial attaché. 
The substantial increase in trade matters in 
recent years had accentuated the need for a per- 
manent official to deal with those matters in- 

minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 
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251 8.12.1931 
from Colijn (Basle) 

252 

253 

253A 

254 

9.12.1931 
report of meeting 
between Ministers and 
the National Union 

9 and 10.12.1931 
official resumé of the 
Oslo talks (Hamburg) 

10.12.1931 
protocol of the 
Oslo talks (Hamburg) 

11.12.1931 
Heringa to Verschuur 

stead of a legation secretary who was seldom 
posted for any length of time. Sevenster was 
prepared to combine the duties of agricultural 
adviser and commercial attaché at a higher 
salary. Approval of this solution requested. 
Germany: reparations. The appointment of 
four additional members had provoked little 
comment whereas that of the chairman of the 
advisory committee (Beneduce) had roused a 
great deal. According to German sources, 
Netherlands banks and other creditors had 
granted short-term loans to German banks and 
enterprises tot the amount of 2,069,000,000 
marks. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. It was incompre- 
hensible to the National Union that the Govern- 
ment could have cailed the Belgian request for 
a direct connection between Antwerp and Hol- 
lands Diep, avoiding the Scheldt, a figment of 
the imagination in May 1929, whereas Beelaerts 
now regarded such a connection acceptable in 
theory. The National Union considered the best 
solution to be the normalisation of the Scheldt 
between the frontier and Bath, and the con- 
struction of the Eendracht canal, making 
Bergen-op-Zoom a Scheldt port. 
Oslo cooperation: conference of the Oslo states. 
The delegates first outlined the trade policies 
of their countries. They accepted in general the 
basic premises of the recent report of the 
League of Nations economic experts. Resolu- 
tion to propose to their various Governments 
that a permanent committee of the Oslo states 
be established and that they sign No. 253A. 
Oslo cooperation: conference of the Oslo states. 
The Governments of the Oslo states undertook 
not to apply import and export restrictions to 
any article that was of major importance to 
another Oslo state except after joint consulta- 
tion on ways of limiting the disadvantages at- 
tached to the proposed measures. 
International payments. The difficulties encoun- 
tered by exporters through the blocking of pay- 

‘ments by a number of northern and central 
European countries had prompted a discussion 
with Snouck Hurgronje and Ries. At Ries’ re- 
quest, Trip had that day declared that he was 
prepared in principle to endeavour to come to 
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255 11.12.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

256 11.12.1931 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

257 14.12.1931 
Verschuur to the 
Council of Ministers 

258 14.12.1931 
from Kröller 

259 15.12.1931 
to Verschuur 

260 15.12.1931 

clearing arrangements with various countries by 
means of exchanges of Notes. It was desirable 
that the Government should take a decision on 
principle on this question (see No. 257). 
Belgium. A senator (Rutten) had expressed con- 
cern about the rapidly growing unemployment, 
was rather dissatisfied with Minister Hymans 
and preferred not to talk about the Albert 
Canal. The motion tabled by Hubin had been \ 
rejected. 
Germany: economic stiuation. The impending 
breakdown of German-Danish trade relations 
should be discussed at the conference of Oslo 
states (see No. 253). Suggestion that Beelaerts 
invite the Scandinavian countries and Switzer- 
land to make a collective protest against the ex- 
aggerated protectionism that constituted an 
immediate threat to the world order. 
International payments. Currency regulations in 
a large number of European and South Ameri- 
can countries constituted a threat to Nether- 
lands exports. If the commercial sector and the 
banks were not prepared to cooperate volunta- 
rily in implementing clearing agreements, sta- 
tutory regulations would be required. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
The autumn meeting of the Central Commis- 
sion for the Navigation of the Rhine held at 
Strasbourgh had dealt chiefly with the first 
reading of the new Rhine Navigation Treaty, 
with the exception of its geographical purview. 
The Dutch delegation had made a reservation 
with regard to Articles 6,20,23,33,43,45 and 
82. The tone of the discussions had been plea- 
sant and relations with the Belgian delegation 
amicable. 
Belgium and Denmark: economic cooperation. 
The most-favoured-nation clause was as inappli- 
cable to the draft arrangement with Belgium 
(see No. 246) as to the 1930 Oslo Convention; 
Nederbragt would endeavour to word the ar- 
rangement so as to give it wider scope. Sugge- 
stion that meat imports be excluded from the 
quota system if the Danish Government under- 
took not to hamper Netherlands exports. Co- 
operation between the Oslo states in one form 
or another was of cardinal importance. 
Germany: reparations. Colijn’s introductory 
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from Colijn 
(Basle) 

261 [ 171.12.193 1 
draft instructions 
of Beelaerts van 
Blokland 

262 17.12.1931 
from Colijn (Basle) 

263 

264 

18.12.1931 
from Beucker Andreae 

18.12.1931 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (‘Brussels) 

265 19.12.1931 
to Colijn 

266 19.12.1931 
Nederbragt to 
W. van Rappard 

speech had led to a debate in which it was 
evident that Rist wished the special advisory 
committee to have as little say gs possible. Be- 
cause of this, it had been difficult to go any 
deeper than a mere sketch of the financial and 
economic situation in Germany. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
The Netherlands delegation’s aim should be a 
reduction of armaments in all countries, inclu- 
ding, if necessary, the Netherlands after consul- 
tation with the Government. The delegation 
was to accept the draft disarmament conven- 
tion as a basis for the discussions and, where 
constructive and possible, to supplement or 
extend it. 
Germany: reparations. The special advisory 
committee had great difficulty in drawing up 
its report because of the conflicting Anglo- 
French and French-German standpoints. Colijn 
had suggested giving a clear picture of Germa- 
ny’s financial and economic situation. 
Great Britain: Dutch Central Bank’s loss of 
sterling. Conclusion that the Bank of England 
was under no legal obligation to warn De Ne- 
derlandsche Bank in September 1991 that the 
pound sterling was to be devalued. The writer 
backed Trip’s suggestion that the British Gov- 
ernment be made to feel its moral responsibili- 
ty through the medium of a special note. 
Belgium. Hymans had declared himself to be in 
favour of a meeting of the Ministers of the Oslo 
states. He was rather distressed about the eco- 
nomic situation after a conversation with Ren- 
kin. Francqui expressed his opinion frankly on 
the need for a practical arrangement for Ger- 
man reparations. 
Germany. Appreciation of Colijn’s work in 
Basle; it was to be hoped that his suggestion 
(see No. 262) would be followed. Belgium. Fear 
that amendment of the 1839 treaties would not 
be completed before the 1933 elections unless 
the Belgians could be galvanised into activity. 
Denmark: quota agreement. Beelaerts approved 
of the idea of a quota agreement with Denmark. 
He was in favour of a readily terninable arran- 
gement that would leave trade free on both 
sides, but Verschuur preferred an arranagment 
along the lines of No. 253A. Van Rappard to 
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271 29.12.1931 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

273 5.1.1932 
from De Geer 

268 21.12.1931 
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Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

269 22.12.1931 
from Colijn (Bade) 

270 23.12.1931 
to all envoys 

discuss the matter with Munch before Christ- 
mas and inform Nederbragt of the results. 

267 20.12.1931 Germany: reparations. There was an almost 
insuperable Anglo-French difference of opinion 
in the special advisory committee on whether 
or not the Young plan should be revised. Colijn 
had drawn up a draft report during the night 
which would be debated in the course of the 
day. 
Trade policy. Nederbragt reported on the 
recent Oslo states conference (see No. 253), 
the negotiations with Belgium on a trade treaty 
'à tarif annexé' (and its effect on other coun- 
tries), possible clearing agreements, British 
trade policy and negotiations with Argentina 
and Chile. Brief discussion of French trade 
policy and of a reply to the Secretary General 
of the League of Nations. 
Germany: reparations. The special advisory 
committee hoped to complete its report the 
following day (cf. No. 267). A letter with the 
recommendations of several members to the 
President of the Bank for International Settle- 
ments would perhaps be superfluous if Rist 
were to be more accommodating. 
Position of the guilder. The Government had no 
intention of moving off the gold standard. 
Where practicable, envoys were to point to the 
high gold coverage of the guilder and to deny 
all rumours about devaluation. 
Rubber restriction. After confidential talks in 
London at the beginning of December, British 
and Netherlands rubber producers had drafted 
the outlines of a quota plan, Urgent request to 
examine without delay the possibility of inclu- 
ding indigenous rubber in production restric- 
tion. 

272 4.1.1932 Japanese-Chinese conflict. The inefficiency and 
corruption of the Chinese Government justified 
the Japanese occupation of Manchuria. Inten- 
sive soya bean production, increase in foreign 
trade and road construction in Manchuria were 
feasible under Japanese rule; the development 
of Manchuria would be seriously impeded if 
Japanese plans failed. 
Germany: Customs and Credit Treaty. Convinc- 
ing arguments against extending credit granted 
to Germany (see No. 216) were: the limited 

from Colijn (Bade) 

Van der Hoeven (Harbin) 
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274 6.1.1932 
Colijn to 
Van Cauwelaert 

275 7.1.1932 
to Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer 

276 7.1.1952 
from De Geer 

278 8.1.1932 
to Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer 

279 8.1.1932 

~ ~~~ 

cash value of this concession which would 
attain its full value only in 1937; the present 
German Government’s weak position; the dan- 
ger that the Government would not recover the 
credit after a new extension; the need to adhere 
to the same date of termination for the Cus- 
toms and Credit agreements. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. It was unwise of 
Van Cauwelaert to cling to his standpoint on 
the waters of the Meuse (see No. 203); no 
reasonable chance of the treaty being accepted 
in the Netherlands if Belgium was not more 
accommodating in the East. This point was of 
limited practical importance but a question of 
principle for the Netherlands; Colijn was never- 
theless prepared to make a fresh proposal for 
sharing the Meuse waters between the South 
Willemsvaart and the canalised Meuse. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The slow pace of 
the treaty amendment negotiations was due to 
Belgian procrastination. A new treaty would 
have to be concluded by the end of March at 
the latest for it to reach the present Lower 
House. For this reason Hymans was to be urged 
to lose no time in bringing the preparatory dis- 
cussions to a conclusion. 
International payments. In anticipation of the 
statutory regulation of international payments, 
a Netherlands mission (with Bruins and Neder- 
bragt) should enter into negotiations in Vienna, 
Budapest, Prague and possibly Copenhagen. 

277 7.1.1932 Trade policy. Nederbragt reviewed the situa- 
minutes of meeting of tion, which led to a discussion on the recent 
Trade Treaties Review Belgian-Netherlands protocol and the difficul- 
Committee ties currently experienced with international 

payments. The Committee wished to make 
recommendations concerning the draft Bill 
(see No. 282). 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Instructions to ascer- 
tain how the Belgian Government intended to 
reply to the American Note on Manchuria. 
Beelaerts intended replying that simultaneous, 
separate actions by the League of Nations 
Council and the signatories to the 1922 Nine- 
Power Treaty could cause confusion and that 
he therefore did not wish to make representa- 
tions to China or Japan. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. The 
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to Drummond 

280 8.1.1932 
Nederbragt to 
Stoppani 

28 1 

282 

283. 

8.1.1932 
from Thorbecke (Peking) 

9.1.1932 
minutes of meeting 
of Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

10.1.1932 
to Van Limburg Stirum 

284 11.1.1932 
to the Council of 
Ministers 

285 11.1.1932 
to De Marees van 

economic situation had changed considerably 
since the committee of economic experts had 
drawn up its report (see No. 130). The Oslo 
states, which were to meet again shortly, could 
make a valuable contribution to economic 
relations in Europe. 
League of Nations: economic cooperation. Ex- 
position of No. 279. The Government was 
endeavouring to deal with the present economic 
problems by upholding the value of the guilder, 
applying, where necessary, the Emergency 
Imports Act, concluding quota agreements 
where possible and seeking closer relations with 
Belgium within the framework of cooperation 
between the Oslo states. The League of Nations 
would do weli to concentrate at this stage on 
widening the knowledge and experience of 
governments so that trade between the nations 
would suffer as little as possible. 
China: import duties. Thorbecke had not taken 
steps in September 1931 to apply the polarisa- 
tion method to sugar imports, but considered 
the time to be ripe for interested parties in NE1 
to make known their wishes. Discussion of the 
possibility of competition on the sugar market 
from Cuba, the Philippines, Formosa and 
Japan. 
Trade policy. Discussion of the draft Bill on the 
regulation of international payments. The Com- 
mittee was largely in favour of it, but Posthuma 
wondered whether its scope was not too lim- 
ited. 
Miscellaneous. Politics had predominated at the 
discussions in Basle (see Nos. 267 and 269). 
The French Government appeared to be intrac- 
table. The Government was not optimistic 
about the forthcoming disarmament conference 
and the development of international trade. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Elucidation of No. 
118 and discussion of possible disadvantages. It 
would only be necessary to place special buoys 
in the Wielingen in times of war or emergency, 
and it was highly unlikely that the Belgian 
Government would require Netherlands war- 
ships to apply for the right of passage in peace 
time. 
Great Britain: Dutch Central Bank’s loss of 
sterling. To claim compensation from the Bri- 
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Swinderen 

286 12.1.1932 
Van Roijen to Castle 
(Washington) 

287 15.1.1932 
from De Marees van 
Swinderen (London) 

288 15.1.1932 
Burgomaster and 
Aldermen of Rotterdam 
to the Council of 
Ministers (Rotterdam) 

289 16.1.1932 
to De Geer 

290 16.1.1932 
Van Kleffens to 
Van Zuylen 

tish Government for the losses suffered by De 
Nederlandsche Bank would be impossible since 
there were no legal grounds for such action (see 
No. 263). The Bank of England and/or the Bri- 
tish Government were, however, morally re- 
sponsible for compensating the loss, or in any 
case part of it. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. The Netherlands 
Government was also confident that the Lytton 
Committee could help to slove the difficulties 
in Manchuria but doubted whether independent 
action was advisable now that the Chinese and 
Japanese Governments had replied to the 
American Note and the League of Nations 
Council was doing its best to achieve an accept- 
able solution. 
Great Britain. It appeared that Stoop was not 
yet an Officer of the Order of Orange Nassau. 
The Foreign Office had that day denied that 
the Lausanne Conference was to be postponed. 
Van Swinderen intended discussing De Neder- 
landsche Bank’s loss of sterling with Simon 
amicably. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The municipal 
executive was greatly concerned to learn that 
the plans for an Antwerp-Hollands Diep canal 
had become more definite and regretted that 
the Goverment had again conducted negotia- 
tions with the Belgians which threatened to 
result in a deterioration of Rotterdam’s posi- 
tion as an international port. The consequences 
for Netherlands ports of a Moerdijk canal could 
not possibly be compensated by Belgian conces- 
sions. Consultations requested. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Enclosure of a trade 
treaty drafted by Nederbragt and Suetens. 
One of its special features was the proposal that 
import duties on goods mainly imported from 
each other be lowered by approximately 50%. 
Request for permission to conduct official 
negotiations on a trade treaty and on agree- 
ments relating to residence and the avoidance 
of double taxation. Closer cooperation between 
the Netherlands and Belgium could prepare the 
way for free-trade exceptions in Europe. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Van Kleffens 
appreciated the first two Belgian comments on 
No. 118, but could not accept a limitation of 
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291 18.1.1932 
Hirschfeld 

292 19.1.1982 
to Van Roijen 

293 19.1.1932 
from Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer (Brussels) 

294 19.1.1932 
minutes of an 
interdepartmental 
meeting 

~~~ 

the three-mile zone off the coast of Zeeuws- 
Vlaanderen and Walcheren. He insisted on the 
terminability of the modus vivendi as it was 
possible that the thalweg in the Wielingen might 
alter in the course of time. 
International payments. Clearing agreements 
between the Netherlands and monetarily weak 
countries could ensure equitable application of 
currency regulations. The Netherlands should 
not initiate a currency clearing arrangement 
with Germany in view of the export interests of 
the two countries. Attention should be devoted 
to Dutch shipping and international trade in 
negotiations. The time was not yet ripe for 
clearing on an international scale. 
Nicaragua. The information available did not 
furnish sufficient grounds for holding the Nica- 
raguan Government liable for the loss sustained 
by two Netherlands nationals who were plunde- 
red by bandits in April 1931, nor could the 
American Government be held responsible. 
Belgium. Permission asked for short leave in 
February. The most likely explanation of Van 
Zuylen’s unfriendliness was that he had been 
reprimanded for his dilatoriness. N o  reason for 
optimism about feelings towards the Nether- 
lands in Brussels. 
League of Nations: nationality treaty. Simons 
saw no need to change the Netherlands Citizen- 
ship Act, but François felt it was incumbent on 
the Netherlands to ratify the 1930 Nationality 
Treaty. Donner would decide on the reservation 
regarding the nationality of married woman. 
François hoped that the Ministry of Defence 
would still abandon its objections to Article 3 
of the protocol concerning military obligations. 
Donner and Ruijs de Beerenbrouck would 
examine the protocol on statelessness to ascer- 
tain whether it was indeed unacceptable. 

295 19.1.1932 Trade policy: Germany. Discussion of the 
minutes of meeting of announcement that Germany intended dou- 
Trade Treaties bling the import duty on butter. Bonthuis was 
NegotiationsCommittee in favour of a quota for butter imports and 

urged a more generous allocation of currency in 
Germany. 

296 20.1.1932 Quota system: Denmark. Arguments against a 
quota for Danish meat on the basis of imports 
in the period 1928-1929. W. van Rappard had 

from Verschuur 
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20.1.1932 
from Visser (Calcutta) 

[21].1.1932 
the Legation in London 

21.1.1932 
draft agenda by 
François 

22.1.1932 
minutes of meeting 
of the SDAP (Social 
Democratic) 
parliamentary party 

301 22.1.1932 
from W. van Rappard 
(Cop enhagen) 

302 23.1.1932 
to Van Nispen tot 
Sevenaer 

telephoned the assurance that the foreign 
exchange difficulties in Denmark were not 
serious. The Government should go no further 
than a reasonable reduction in meat imports 
to avoid endangering the export of flower 
bulbs. 
India: consular service. The consular service was 
understaffed considering the widespread Nether- 
lands and NE1 interests in India, which could be 
further expanded. Proposal that a career vice- 
consul be posted to Delhi, and the present 
honorary consul in Bombay be retained. 
Great Britain: Dutch Central Bank’s loss of 
sterling. De Nederlandsche Bank had not been 
informed of the earmarking of part of the gold 
reserves of the Bank of England. Opinion of the 
Netherlands Government that De Nederlandsche 
Bank could make the same claim as French and 
American creditors and moreover that it had a 
moral right to compensation. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Preference for establishing five committees. 
Suggestion that the instructions (No. 261) be 
read aloud and that certain points be empha- 
sised. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. In 
reply to questions by Van Zadelhoff and Duys, 
Vliegen stated that no conditions had been 
attached to his membership of the delegation to 
the disarmament conference and that he would 
do his best in Geneva to move fast in the direc- 
tion of disarmament. Albarda considered that 
it would have been more correct for Vliegen 
first to consult the parliamentary party or the 
party leadership. 
Denmark: import restrictions. Van Rappard 
was afraid that if the Netherlands were to fix 
quotas for meat imports, measures were bound 
to be taken against its exports, as had been the 
case when Germany raised the import duty on 
butter. This would weaken Netherlands and 
Danish steps in Berlin, and make an unfavour- 
able impression on the other Oslo states. 
Belgium. Van Nispen probably had no cause to 
reproach himself in the matter of the Breitner 
exhibition in Brussels; Van Zuylen had treated 
him shabbily. Van Cauwelaert had concurred 
with Colijn’s latest proposal (see No. 274). 
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303 26.1.1932 
minutes of meeting 
of Trade Treaties 
Review Committee 

304 27.1.1932 
Verschuur 

305 29.1.1932 
from W. van Rappard 
(Copenhagen) 

306 30.1.1932 
to Van Limburg Stirum 

307 30.1.1932 
minutes of meeting of the 
Rhine Navigation 
Commissioners 

308 31.1.1932 
from Thorbecke (Peking) 

309 1.2.1932 
Hirschfeld to 
Verschuur 

Trade policy. Nederbragt informed the meeting 
of the stage reached in negotiations with 
Belgium (Dubois was urging consultation with 
the farmers’ organizations concerned, Molenaar 
and Crone wanted a declaration of principle by 
the Government) and with Germany (the 
meeting was opposed to non-proportional 
quotas). Discussion of the adverse effect of 
meat import quotas on Oslo cooperation. 
Quota system: Czechoslovakia and Belgium. 
Beelaerts had raised objections to an early, 
unilateral imposition of quotas for woollen and 
similar goods and shoes. He had agreed on nego- 
tiations with the Czechs (on shoes) till 6 
February at the latest and with the Belgians 
before 4 February. Hirschfeld and Heringa 
should take the necessary steps. 
Denmark: import duties. Munch had stated that 
the Danish Foreign exchange authorities would 
henceforth keep a strict check on all foreign 
luxury goods. Extra exchange for Dutch 
products was no longer available since the 
introduction of quotas for meat imports. 
Germany: import duties. Authorisation to 
reserve all rights in the negotiations on German 
butter imports. 
Amendment of the Rhine Navigation Treaty. 
Discussion of various points prior to the spring 
meeting of the Central Commission for the 
Navigation of the Rhine in Strasbourg. Wide- 
ranging discussion on the desirability of appeal 
to an international body on matters relating 
to ‘travaux et ports’: Kröller, Schönfeld and 
Beucker Andreae considered that such appeal 
should be possible, whereas Bruins held that 
national interests should ultimately prevail. 
There was general agreement that the obliga- 
tions of the states should be clearly defined and 
that they should not weigh too heavily. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Lo Wen Kan protes- 
ted against the Japanese occupation of Shang- 
hai and requested the Netherlands, as a signa- 
tory to the Nine-Power Treaty, to prevent 
further Japanese action against China. 
Quota system: Belgium. On 29 and 30January 
Suentens had raised no objections to quotas for 
knitwear, shoes and ready-made garments, but 
expected a concession for woollen fabrics. Pro- 
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311. 

3 12 

313 

3 14 

315 
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2.2.1932 
minutes of meeting of 
Council of Ministers 

2.2.1932 
from Thorbecke (Peking) 

* 3 2. 1932 
De Graaff to 
De Jonge 

5 2. 1932 
to Verschuur 

6.2.1932 
from Beucker Andreae 

6 2. 1932 
Posthuma to 
Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

[8].2.1932 
Netherlands delegation 
draft treaty with Belgium 

8.2.1932 
from Snouck Hurgronje 

posal that this quota be set at 62%% of the 
value in the period 1928-1930. 
League of Nations: labour conference. Appro- 
val of a letter drafted by Colijn, Verschuur and 
Beelaerts on the subject of the recommenda- 
tions of the 14th International Labour Confe- 
rence concerning forced and obligatory labour. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Support for Groen- 
man’s request for a warship to evacuate the 
Netherlands colony in Shanghai in case of need. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. The Council of Min- 
isters approved of Groenman’s intention to 
evacuate the Netherlands colony in Shanghai if 
necessary (see No. 3 10) and deemed it advisable 
that two destroyers of the NE1 fleet be ready 
to proceed to Shanghai. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Enclosure of a draft text 
concerning tariff facilities to be granted accor- 
ding to a fixed formula (cf. No. 289). Proposal 
that interdepartmental meeting be convened for 
3 and possibly 7 March 193 2. 
Miscellaneous. Explanation of events relating to 
a motion on music copyright tabled by Wibaut 
which had complicated matters for d’Arnauld 
de Vitrolles. Van Welderen Rengers had spoken 
well on the dangers of German and Italian 
rearmament. There were sound arguments for 
restraining Japan from continuing its action in 
Shanghai. 
Economic information. The Industrial Council 
was disappointed that the Government had not 
yet decided to concentrate all economic infor- 
mation services in the Ministry of Economic 
Affairs and Labour. Negotiations on trade 
treaties should be directed by that Ministry; the 
Economic Affairs Directorate of the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs could then be abolished. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The text of the 
draft treaty was intended to replace the articles 
7-10 and 14 of the Belgian-Netherlands treaty 
of 19 April 1839. It provided for the regulation 
of shipping on the Rhine, Meuse, Scheldt and 
their affluents, and for the construction of a 
canal between Dintelsas and Bath and of sluices 
at Terneuzen and at Lanaken. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Jager had strongly 
urged sending destroyers to Shanghai but the 
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317 8.2.1932 
from Verschuur 

318 8.2.1932 
from C.D. Schuller 
tot Peursum (Athens) 

319 9.2.1932 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

320 10.2.1932 
to Van Roijen 

321 11.2.1932 
Colijn to 
Van Cauwelaert 

322 11.2.1932 
Van Nispen tot Sevenaer to 
Van Kleffens (Brussels) 

323 11.2.1932 
from Thorbecke (Peking) 

Council of Ministers had decided otherwise (see 
No. 319). Van Vredenburch had been sent by 
Van Kleffens to attend the National Socialist 
lecture in the Hague. Belgium. Rujjs de Beeren- 
brouck was determined to continue the nego- 
tiations on amendments to the 1839 treaties. 
Sweden: import duties. The recent increases in 
Swedish import duties seemed in some cases to 
be more protectionist than fiscal. Suggestion 
that the Swedish Government be informed of 
the disappointment caused by its non-obser- 
vance of Article 1 of the 1930 Oslo Convention. 
Yugoslavia: consular service. The writer did not 
expect the appointment of a number of hono- 
rary consul was to be preferred to a career 
consul in Belgrade. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. In view of the reassu- 
ring reports despatched by Beelaerts from 
Geneva, the Council of Ministers saw no need 
for measures more drastic than those referred 
to in No. 311. 
United States. If a vessel called at the same port 
on its outward and return journeys, this could 
not be regarded as coastal trading by European 
standards. Instructions to make this quite clear 
to the State Department. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Equal pilot dues 
for Antwerp and Rotterdam (cf. No. 196) 
were no longer acceptable to the Netherlands 
Government for political reasons. Although the 
most equitable solution would seem to be dues 
and rail freightage to Ghent and Terneuzen 
fixed on a distance ratio, Colijn was prepared 
to accept the same difference between the 
pilot dues for Antwerp and Rotterdam as 
before 1914. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The Netherlands 
was conceding more to Belgium in No. 315 
(Scheldt arrangement, Rhine-Scheldt link, canal 
through South Beveland, lock at Terneuzen) 
than it received in return (Liege-Maastricht 
waterway, sharing of the Meuse waters, railway 
freightage to Terneuzen). If the treaty was to 
be satisfactory arrangement in respect of the 
maintenance costs of the Scheldt was essential. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Advice to refrain for 
the moment from protesting at the Japanese 
usurpation of police and judicial authority in 
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5.2.1932 
Groenman to Thorbecke 
(Shanghai) 

12.2.1932 
from Verschuur 

12.2.1932 
from Pabst (Tokyo) 

13.2.1932 
Van Kleffens to 
Van Zuyltn 

13.2.1932 
from Hooft 

15.2.1932 
to Van Limburg Stirum 

15.2.193 2 
Van Kleffens to 

the international quarter of Shanghai. Groen- 
man was advised not to distantiate himself 
from the efforts of his American and British 
colleagues to mediate. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. The military action 
had been a great disappointment to Japan. Ex- 
planation of his request for a warship (see No. 
310) and his acceptance of No. 311. The usur- 
pation of authority by the Japanese, including 
the powers of the judicial authorities, in the 
international quarter was so serious a matter 
that a joint démarche should be taken by at 
least the Scandinavian, Belgian and Netherlands 
representatives, following upon the American 
and British protests. 
Soviet Union. Suggestion that a modus vivendi 
be sought with the Soviet Union, which could 
be required to lower its excessive shipping dues 
in exchange for equal rights to certain quotas. 
Trade policy. Request for a full discussion of 
the scope of most-favoured-nation treatment in 
connection with an interpellation by Korten- 
horst and Colijn’s forthcoming interview with 
Runciman (see. No. 340). 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. Japan would pro- 
bably risk war with other countries over Man- 
churia, but might well be prepared to accept a 
provisional settlement of the Shanghai question 
if it could be effected without loss of prestige. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Despatch of 
twelve copies of the draft treaty with Belgium 
(No. 315) regulating all points save the Wielin- 
gen question, pilotage and the Ghent-Terneuzen 
canal. Comment on the text would be appre- 
ciated. 
Belgium: import duties. The discussion on 
import quotas for meat and butter the previous 
day in Brussels had evidenced Belgian goodwill 
towards the Netherlands, which was to be 
treated in the same way as Denmark. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
The disarmament conference was making 
better progress than had at first been expected. 
Briining had given a good speech. Suggestion 
that Star Busmann be recommended to J. 
L oudon . 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Reply to No. 322. 
The important question of the maintenance 
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Van Nispen tot 
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from Verschuur 
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331 15.2.1932 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

332 16.2.1932 
to Van Haersma de With 

333 16.2.1932 
from De Geer 

334 17.2.1932 
Beucker Andreae to 
Snouck Hurgronje 

335 17.2.1932 
from Beucker Andreae 

336 20.2.1932 
Hirschfeld to 
Verschuur 

costs of the Scheldt was included in No. 315, a 
copy of which was enclosed. 
Switzerland: quota system. Criticism of Doude 
van Troostwijk’s apparent higher opinion of the 
Swiss than the Dutch quota system. Suggestion 
that the envoys be informed of the Govern- 
ment’s scrupulous and non-partisan application 
of the Emergency Imports Act. 
France: quota system. A different line of ap- 
proach would be needed depending on whether 
quotas were still in the preparatory stage or 
already in existence. If the former, the Nether- 
lands interest group should seek contact with its 
French counterpart; if the latter, coordinated 
steps should be taken by the Legation. The 
French Government could invite only the major 
export countries for consultations on quotas, 
but would agree to  separate quotas if necessary. 
International payments. Nederbragt should not 
attempt to initiate an exchange arrangement in 
Berlin. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Response to No. 312. 
The bigger sacrifice asked of the Netherlands 
Treasury could be compensated by dropping 
five items from the Belgian list. The objection 
to point 5 of the draft declaration was that it 
excluded the possibility of tariff increases 
directed at third countries. Officials would be 
permitted to participate in discussions in Brus- 
sels. 
Legation at  Jeddah. Concerning Van der Meu- 
len’s plea for a better equipped Legation in 
Jeddaii, inner worth was more important than 
outward display. 
China: harbour construction. It could be con- 
cluded from the contract and from the facts 
since November 1931 that the financial difficul- 
ties encountered in the construction of a 
harbour at Hulutao were primarily the concern 
of the Maatschappij voor Havenwerken (Dutch 
Company for harbour-works) and the Chinese 
railway authorities, and could best be settled 
amicably. Steps could also be taken in Peking 
and Tokyo to urge the protection of Nether- 
lands interests. 
International payments. Report of the Nether- 
lands mission’s discussions on currency difficul- 
ties. The Hungarian Government’s conditions 
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the delegation to 
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from Beucker Andreae 
338 24.2.1932 

339 25.2.1932 
from Nederbragt 

340 26.2.1932 
from Colijn (London) 

341 27.2.1932 
to Van Limburg Stirum 

342 27.2.1932 
from De Geer 

for a clearing agreement were unacceptable. 
The Austrian Government was prepared to 
agree to a favourable settlement of outstanding 
debts which would also apply provisionally to 
new transactions. An exchange agreement with 
Czechoslovakia was not necessary, but the 
Government should devote attention to the 
matter of reciprocal quotas. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Summary of the six recommendations for dis- 
armament made by Beelaerts in Geneva on 15 
February 1932. 
Yemen. Doubts about Article 3 of the draft 
treaty with Yemen (see No. 157), certainly 
without a most-favoured-nation clause. A trade 
agreement would have to be limited in some 
way or other to the kingdom in Europe. Propo- 
sal that Adriaanse should not yet be authorised 
to negotiate a treaty, but that he should present 
a letter from H.M. the Queen in Sana’a. 
International payments. Report of the Nether- 
lands mission’s discussions in Budapest, Vienna 
and Prague on currency difficulties (cf. No. 
336). Clearing agreements did not appear to be 
advisable; the Austrian Government was pre- 
pared to settle debts individually. 
Great Britain: trade policy. Three-hour talk 
with Runciman on the Lousanne conference, 
managed currency and especially tariff policy. 
The British Government intended to conduct 
negotiations with other countries on greater 
equality in trade after the Ottawa conference. 
Colijn backed Runciman’s suggestion for a 
study of Netherlands-British trade. 
Germany: import duties. Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 
had agreed to accept the assistance of two 
prominent Dutch industrialists in efforts to 
obtain a proportional butter quota. The Nether- 
lands producers of butter were prepared to 
compensate Finland provided the German 
Government was willing to introduce a propor- 
tional quota. Instructions to seek to negotiate 
such an arrangement. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Response to No. 312. 
The difference between the concessions granted 
by the Netherlands and Belgium could be brid- 
ged by keeping to the rule that Belgium would 
be granted no tariff concessions for commodi- 

. 
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27.2.1 932 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(berlin) 

28.2.1932 
from Thorbecke ,(Peking) 

28.2.1932 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 
(Geneva) 

29.2.1932 
from Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

347 29.2.1932 
from Van Kleffens 
(Brussels) 

348 1.3.1932 
from Reymer 

ties the import of which was lower than 50%. 
Objection, with a view to third countries, to the 
proposed formulation on the principle of ex- 
emption from import duty for various commo- 
dities of interest to Belgium. Meijers would take 
part in the forthcoming discussions in Brussels. 
Germany. Von Bülow regretted the postpone- 
ment of the Lausanne conference until June; he 
considered that the disarmament conference 
had begun well. Groener had called Hitler a 
visionary but not a real leader. 
Japanese-Chinese conflict. The Mayor of Shang- 
hai had asked Groenman to arrange for Nether- 
lands nationals to leave the war zone. Since 
the Chinese could not guarantee their safety, 
Groenman himself would have to take the 
necessary measures. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts was of 
the opinion that the Government should not 
sign a treaty with Belgium unless the Belgian 
Government agreed to end Antwerp’s present 
advantages when the treaty came into force. He 
was not in favour of the meeting of the Parlia- 
mentary Committee on Foreign Affairs urged by 
Knottenbelt and asked for the Cabinet’s sup- 
port (including that of Reymer) against the 
opposition inspired by Gerretson. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Agreement with 
the opinion expressed in No. 345 that the 
termination of Antwerp’s privileges on the 
treaty’s entry into force was a sine qua non. 
The entire cabinet should back Beelaerts, as the 
writer himself proposed to do. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Colijn admitted 
that the Netherlands had deviated from the 
draft agreement on two points (towage service 
for Antwerp and the South Beveland canal), 
which was unacceptable to Van Cauwelaert. 
Van Zuylen presented several more desiderata. 
League of Nations; disarmament conference. 
The French proposal concerning constraints 
on the development of civil aviation in the 
interests of disarmament would put an end to 
the vital competition between existing airlines 
and be injurious to KLM. There were also 
objections to fixing the competition in the air- 
craft industry and to the general application of 
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the Netherlands delegation 
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From Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 
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of Trade Treaties Review 
Committee 

4.3.193 2 
from Snouck Hurgronje 

354 4.3.1932 
to Michiels van 
Verduynen 

355 4.3.1932 
to Verschuur 

the League of Nations’ right to requisition air- 
craft. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Colijn defended 
the earlier abolition of the free towage service 
for Antwerp on the grounds of the effects of 
the economic depression on Rotterdam and the 
growth of protectionism in the Netherlands. 
The delegation was not empowered to deviate 
from the text approved by the Government 
(No. 315). Reply to the Belgian delegation’s 
comments on Articles 2-12 and 14. 
Economic information. Response to No. 3 14. 
The Council of Ministers wished negotiations 
on economic questions to be conducted jointly 
by the Ministers of Economic Affairs and of 
Foreign Affairs; an Economic Affairs depart- 
ment within the latter Ministry was therefore 
essential. 
Germany: import duties. Wiehl had made it 
plain that the Ministry of Food was not dispo- 
sed to modify the butter import regulations: 
however, he was prepared to submit the Nether- 
lands proposal (see No. 341) to the Ministry of 
Economic Affairs. According to Von Bülow, 
various members of the Government had been 
opposed to proportional quotas; the real 
problems were the poverty and unemployment 
in Germany. 
Trade policy. Nederbragt reported on the cur- 
rent negotiations with Belgium, the clearing 
talks in Budapest, Vienna and Prague (see Nos. 
336 en 339) and German trade policy (Korten- 
horst and Posthuma advocated measures to 
promote the exports without delay). Bonthuis 
objected to Spain’s high import duty on cheese. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Suggestion that 
the navigation of the Scheldt by Belgian war- 
ship be excluded by the insertion of ‘des res- 
sortissants’ in Article 5 of the draft treaty. 
The deletion of this article would seem to be 
inadvisable. 
International payments. Concurrence with the 
Austrian proposal concerning the assessment of 
claims by Netherlands exporters on their indi- 
vidual merits as a temporary arrangement. 
Oslo cooperation: Finland. Ramel had stated 
that Finland would appreciate the opportunity 
of acceding to the 1930 Oslo Convention; none 
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356 

357 

358 

359 

360 

361 

362 

5.4.1932 
from Snouck Hurgronje 

5.3.1932 
to Snouck Hurgronje 
(Geneva) 

5.3.1932 
to Verschuur 

5.3.1932 
from Nederbragt (Brussels) 

8.3.1932 
from Heldring (Amsterdam) 

9.3.1932 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 
(Geneva) 

9.3.1932 
Verschuur to the , 

Ministers 

of the Foreign Ministers of the Oslo states 
objected. Comments requested. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. An alternative to 
the suggestion contained in No. 353 would be 
a declaration by both parties that Article 5 
referred to merchant vessels. This point related 
to an article in the draft trade treaty with 
Belgium. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. It would be advis- 
able for the Netherlands and Belgian Govern- 
ments to state that Article 5 of the draft treaty 
referred to shipping ‘sous le rapport du com- 
m erc e ’ . 
Quota system. Doubtful wisdom of applying 
the Emergency Imports Act, partly because 
the quota system was already used to restrict 
normal imports, and partly because in some 
cases the Ministry of Foreign Affairs was not 
consulted soon enough. Fear that the Nether- 
lands was thus endangering its own exports to 
other countries. 
Relations between the ministries of Economic 
Affairs and Foreign Affairs. Five points which 
were upsetting relations between the two 
ministries (including Verschuur’s promise to 
send Hirschfeld to Berne). Economic Affairs 
had created a confused situation which neces- 
sitated consultation between Beelaerts and Ver- 
schuur. 
Netherlands East Indies: sailings to Japan. The 
Java-ChinaJapan Line would have to disconti- 
nue its sailings to Japan unless the Government 
provided support in the very near future. 
Request that the matter be taken up with Ver- 
schuur, De Graaff and De Geer. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts feared 
that the Japanese-Chinese conflict would keep 
him in Geneva for at least another week. He 
hoped that the last difficulties besetting the 
amendment of the 1839 treaties would be 
resolved on 19 and 20 March, and that the 
treaty could be signed on 29 March at the 
latest, together with the new trade treaty. 
Quota system. Reply to No. 358. Reasonable 
compensation for the loss of exports could be 
expected in consideration of the employment 
situation and the balance of payments. Consul- 
tation with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs was 
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363 9.3.1932 
Colijn to 
Van Cauwelaert 

364 

365 

366 

367 

368 

9.3.1932 
Van Nispen tot  
Sevenaer to 
Van Kleffens (Brussels) 

10.3.1931 
to Verschuur 

10.3.1932 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

11.3.1932 
from De Marees van 
Swinderen (London) 

12.3.1932 
from Nederbragt 

interpreted as contact between depastment 
heads, followed by discussion in the Council 
of Ministers. However, the detailed study con- 
ducted by the Spanjaard Commission, consulta- 
tion with other countries and Beelaerts' strict 
adherence to most-favoured-nation treatment 
greatly hampered the effective use of quotas. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. The moment for 
a decision on the draft treaty was fast appro- 
aching. Proposed new text for Article 7, which 
related solely to  inland shipping using the sea 
ports. N o  concessions possible concerning the 
pilot dues proposal in No. 321, but the winter 
rates could be abolished. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Discussion with 
Van Cauwelaert the previous day on the opposi- 
tion of Rotterdam and Antwerp to the draft 
treaty. Van Cauwelaert had suggested post- 
poning the signing of the treaty; request that 
Colijn be informed accordingly. 
Germany: trade policy. Although influential 
persons in the Netherlands were stirring up anti- 
German feelings, there was no doubt of the fact 
that the German Government was sparing 
Netherlands interests wherever possible. The 
same attitude of goodwill should be adopted 
by the Netherlands, especially in the light of 
negotiations on the 1925 Customs and Credit 
Treaty. Suggestion that the question of trade 
policy towards Germany be raised in the Assis- 
tance Council (see No. 381). 
Trade policy: Ireland. Discussion of the draft 
trade treaty with the Irish Free State. Van der 
Waals raised the question of possible preferen- 
tial duties between the Netherlands and NEI, 
and Heringa that of most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment in the context of the quota system. 
Rubber restriction. De Graaff's present policy 
on rubber restriction was Very likely to upset 
the British Government. Urgent request that a 
decision be taken in good time on a draft state- 
ment which the British Government would, if 
necessary, issue alone. 
Belgium: trade treaty. His department apeeared 
to  be regaining its position (cf. NQ. 359). Diffi- 
culties had arisen about the tariff provisions in 
the trade treaty with Belgium (gee NO. 3 70) and 
a quota for bicycle tyres. Agreement reached 
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369 12.3.1932 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

370 14.3.1932 
Hirschfeld to Verschuur 

371 15.3.1932 
from Van Limburg Stirum 
(Berlin) 

372 19.3.1932 
Wolff (Berlin) 

379 19.3.1932 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

374 19.3.1932 
from Heemskerk 

with Hirschfeld on arranging a meeting on 
Germany (see. No. 381). 
Germany: political situation. Account of a 
Communist Party election meeting. Outcome of 
the presidential elections was causing conside- 
rable tension; almost all the writer’s acquaintan- 
ces were unfortunately anti-Hindenburg. 
Belgium: trade treaty. The representatives of 
the employers’ associations rejected the princi- 
ple of No. 312 and the application of the most- 
favoured-nation concept to tariff reductions; 
nonetheless Posthuma urged closer relations 
with Belgium. Hirschfeld and Nederbragt had 
agreed to try to conclude the negotiations on a 
treaty without tariff lists and those on No. 3 15 
before the end of March. 
Germany: ‘Ausgleichsteuer’. Wiehl had stated 
that the ‘Ausgleichsteuer’ (compensatory duty) 
which it was essential to levy on coal was not at 
variance with the 1925 Custom and Credit 
Treaty. After listening to Van Limburg Stirum’s 
arguments, he had asked him to prove that the 
sale of Dutch coal had been affected by this 
measure. 
Germany: trade policy. The shrinking of the 
German balance of trade and the restricted 
availability of marks for exports were logical 
consequences of the economic depression. In 
view of the fact that the trade treaty with 
Germany was due to expire at the end of 1932, 
the Netherlands should enforce quotas with 
discretion. If it came to a trade policy conflict 
the Netherlands would surely have more to lose 
than Germany. 
Rubber restriction. In view of the strong British 
objections to rubber restriction, De Graaff had 
agreed to a draft statement (see No. 367) to 
the effect that an international plan for rubber 
restriction was not possible under the present 
circumstances. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Fear that a Bel- 
gian-Netherlands treaty amending the 1839 
treaty would be rejected unless the Belgians 
were prepared to settle for somewhat less. The 
Anti-Revolutionary Party, and thus Dutch poli- 
tical life, would be disrupted by the row about 
Colijn as unofficial negotiator. Offer to discuss 
the matter. 
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3 75 
~ 

19.3.1932 
from Colijn (Brussels) 

3 76 

377 

20.3.1932 
from Colijn (Brussels) 

22.3.1932 
report of a 
Belgian-Ne therlands 
discussion (Brussels) 

378 23.3.1 932 
Van Romburgh to 
Van Nispen tot Sevenaer 
(Brussels) 

379 24.3.1932 
to Verschuur 

Belgium: treaty amendment. Van Cauwelaert 
had informed Colijn that the Belgian Govern- 
ment adhered to its standpoint concerning the 
dates on which the free towage service for Ant- 
werp would be discontinued and on which the 
lock at Ternayen would be completed, but was 
willing to concede two other points to the 
Netherlands. Request for instructions on 
various articles of the draft treaty. 
Belgium treaty amendment. The Belgian 
Government’s objection to the non-reciprocity 
in Article 6 of the draft treaty would seem to 
be surmountable, but the differences of opinon 
on subsidising shipping, financing the widening 
of the Antwerp-Hollands Diep canal and guar- 
anteeing the navigability of the waterways 
between Antwerp and Dordrecht remained. No 
concession should be made on these points. 
Belgium treaty amendment. Van Zuylen had 
explained his doubts about No. 290, to which 
Van Kleffens had replied that its temporary 
character was partly due to the Belgian Govern- 
ment’s refusal to fix the territorial waters any 
closer to the coast than the present thalweg. 
Van Zuylen considered it highly improbable 
that Belgium would ever be incommoded by 
the present situation, adding that a conditional 
surrender of sovereignty was inadvisable with a 
view to third countries. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Goods imported into 
Belgium chiefly from the Netherlands were not 
the first choice for lower import tariffs (see No. 
289). Importers and exporters attached far 
greater value to the consolidation of existing 
tariffs or exemption from import duty. The 
conclusion was that it would be extremely dif- 
ficult to find a sufficiently large area within the 
framework of the most-favoured-nation clause 
in which Belgium and the Netherlands could 
make mutually meaningful tariff concessions. 
Belgium: trade treaty. Nederbragt observed that 
Suctens was still greatly in favour of attaching 
tariff lists to trade treaties. The negotiations on 
the treaties concerning the avoidance of double 
taxation, employment and residence were 
almost concluded. Request that an accommo- 
dating attitude be adopted in the matter of the 
tariff lists. 
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380 24.3.1932 
De Graaff to De Jonge 

381 24.3.1932 
minutes of meeting of 
the Assistance Council 
of the Directorate of 
Economic Affairs 

382 24.3.1932 
from J. Loudon (Paris) 

383 25.3.1932 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

384 25.3.1932 
from Heemskerk 

Description 

Rubber restriction. It was the British rather 
than the Netherlands Government which had in 
fact been unwilling to confer further on the 
restriction of rubber production (see No. 373). 
De Graaff did not regret this but was afraid that 
the NE1 producers would prove weaker than 
those in Malacca. Beelaerts seemed to have 
been unfortunately handling the amendments 
to the 1839 treaty with Belgium. 
Germany: import restrictions. Van Limburg 
Stirum and Nederbragt believed that the Ger- 
man Gouvernment was doing its best to spare 
Netherlands economic interests. However, Lo- 
vink foresaw difficulties with the export of 
eggs and Kröller and Frowein with the export 
of coal (see also No. 371). Discussion of the 
strength of the Netherlands’ position via-&vis 
Germany considering the German export sur- 
plus F1. 400,000,000. Verschuur wished to 
use this as a reasonable argument and to refrain 
from rash threats of countermeasures. 
France: quota system. The fact that the Nether- 
lands Government had been empowered to fix 
quotas for Dutch agricultural produce had been 
criticised in France on account of the substan- 
tially higher prices that had resulted. Loudon 
hoped that the Government would be able to 
answer this criticism. He knew nothing as yet 
about the French quotas for agricultural 
produce in the second quarter. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Beelaerts had 
asked Colijn to inform Van Cauwelaert that 
amendment to the 1839 treaties would only be 
possible if the Netherlands were permitted to 
link Antwerp and Bath via the open Scheldt. 
If the Belgian Government did not accept this 
condition the best course would probably be to 
adjourn negotiations until after the 1933 elec- 
tions. De Geer and Reymer also agreed with 
this view. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Further to the 
discussion of No. 3 74. A debate on the adjourn- 
ment of the negotiations with Belgian in the 
Upper House could be avoided by means of a 
short statement; suggestion that the Belgian 
Government be informed of the political im- 
possibility of the projected Antwerp-Hollands 
Diep canal. Nonetheless hope that a treaty 
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385 

386 

387 

388 

389 

25.3.1932 
report of a Belgian- 
Netherlands discussion 
(Brussels) 

27.3.1932 
to Ruijs de Beerenbrouck 

29.3.1932 
Hirschfeld to Verschuur 

29.3.1932 
minutes of meeting of 
Trade Treaties 
Negotiations Committee 

30.3.1932 
from Deckers 

could be concluded after the 1933 elections. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Agreement reached 
on the rewording of Article 6 of the draft 
treaty. Van Kleffens had first defended the 
Netherlands right to impose shipping dues on 
the Meuse-Waal canal, the canalised Meuse and 
the Juliana canal, but later recognised the 
obligation to consult on shipping dues on the 
latter two waterways and the Albert canal. 
Belgium: treaty amendment. Van Cauwelaert 
had rejected a number of major points on the 
amendment of the 1839 treaties the day before; 
it had then been decided to adjourn the nego- 
tiations. Beelaerts wished to inform the Upper 
House that the amendments were now less 
urgent than closer economic relations with 
Belgium. He regretted the failure of the nego- 
tiations. 
Poland: quota system. ‘Talk with Lychowski on 
mutual trade. Higher imports of ready-made 
garments and woollen fabrics required, partly 
in view of Japanese objections to the Dutch 
quotas. 
Germany. Nederbragt had urged that negotia- 
tions on exchange transactions be conducted 
in Berlin after the Lausanne conference. Hirsch- 
feld wanted special attention to be devoted to 
agricultural interests. Present state of negotia- 
tions with Belgium and South Africa. 
League of Nations: disarmament conference. 
Objections to the French proposal concerning 
internationalisation of civil aviation (see No. 
348) were predominant. Restrictions on mili- 
tary aircraft could be imposed only under 
strict conditions. 




