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THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE

In sending greetings and good wishes for the New Year to
members of the League, it is not without some disquietude of mind
that the uneasy peace which overshadowed last year remains,
causing the nations to look anxiously over their shoulders lest
the combustible material which bestrews the fields of diplomacy be
set alight with some inflammable spark and involve the whole in
the conflagration of war.

The irony of the position is intensified by the facts that
never were there fitter subjects for settlement by discussion and
arbitration than the two chief causes for anxiety; Persian Oil and
the Suez Canal. It is a sad commentary on our civilization that
the peace and safety of the whole world is imperilled by
the obvious unwillingness of the principals to get together from
a fear of " losing face ".

By a remarkable contrast in the last days of the old year a
better way was shown by the submission to the International High
Court of Justice of an age-long dispute between Great Britain
and Norway over fishing rights in the North Sea. The verdict
went against Great Britain to its very great cost, and detriment
to its fishing industry. To its eternal credit, in the right spirit this
country immediately announced its acceptance of the verdict.

Such glimpses of sanity, in a seemingly mad world, serve to
encourage all who work and pray for the time

" When peace over all the earth
Its ancient splendour flings."

AMMON.
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NOTES AND COMMENTS
Ceylon and the League

Our Chairman, Mr. Gilbert Dold, left for Ceylon as this issue of
The Arbitrator went to press. He will be writing an article for us on his
return, and we have no doubt he will find in the delectable island of Ceylon
many points of contact with the objects for which the League stands. Your
Editor has pleasant memories of a visit to this island before the Country
achieved its independence. So friendly were the people then that it is good
to know they acquired their freedom without going to war, and without
revolution or internal strife. Its Dominion status dates from February 4th,
1948, when it became a self-governing dominion of the British Commonwealth,
following the passing of the Independence Act by the British Parliament in
December, 1947. For close upon one hundred and fifty years Ceylon had
been a crown colony and although there were constitutional developments
dating from the reformed Legislative Council that came into existence in
1912, it was not until the first World War that there were demands for
greater freedom. The Donoughmore Commission made its famous report in
1928, and there is little doubt that the Donoughmore Constitution was intended
to lead to ultimate self-government, but the Second World War delayed
the steps to this end.

Even before the Donoughmore reforms there was a member of the Legis-
lative Council, Mr. Don Stephen Senanayake, who looked for the ultimate
day of complete freedom. He was for fifteen years Minister of Agriculture
and Lands and did much to improve agriculture in the island. He was leader
of the Ceylon State Council during the last war and was wise in his states-
manship during all the negotiations that led to Ceylon becoming a Dominion.
The forces that make for war are so strident and the stories of strife and
bloodshed are such excellent front page items of news that the achievements
of such men as Senanayake along the lines of peaceful negotiation and
reform do not receive the publicity that they should.

Ceylon is not a country without the seeds of internal strife. With a
population of some five or six million it has a dominant race in the Sinhalese
and there were Sinhalese Kings ruling for hundreds of years until the early
part of the nineteenth century. The Tamils, however, are a not inconsiderable
part of the population and their claims had to be considered. However,
without bloodshed and without undue rancour, Ceylon has found her way
to political freedom under a democratic government preserving law and order
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and wisely exercising power and responsibility in a community that has within
it several minorities of different race and religion. We are glad to pay tribute
to Don Stephen Senanayake, P.C., who helped to make this possible. He is a
Vice-President of our League, as well as Ceylon's first Prime Minister.

Where Does the League Stand ?
The High Court of Justice has been established. It has not stopped

war. It could do so, but it has not been resorted to as its founders hoped. A
third world conference at The Hague was the desire of the League at one
time. World conferences are held now as a matter of routine, in the U.N.
Assembly. But we are still on the edge of war, and there has never been
so much money, energy, thought and time expended in the manufacture of
armaments.

Is it true, as someone suggested the other day, that the work of Cremer
has failed? In reply it must be pointed out that Cremer had in mind much
more than arbitration or world conferences. These were to be the prelude
to disarmament and world peace. They would be integral parts of the world
order that would follow disarmament, as well as parts of the organisation
that would make disarmament possible.

The League, therefore, is concerned with ultimate disarmament and
world peace, and whatever will bring this about is its concern, but it affirms
that continuing peace can only be established in justice and right dealing.
There must be not only the will to make peace but the organisation that will
make its continuance possible. Events since Cremer's time have taught us
that there must be, also, means of prevention of the carrying out of warlike
intentions on the part of any nation, and judicial procedure for the punish-
ment or reform of those who design plans to disturb the peace of the nations.
If arbitration agreements fail to prevent war, surely Cremer would say
strengthen arbitration or enlarge its field in whatever way may be necessary
to make it effective. That would appear to be the standpoint of the League
today.

Lord Amnion

It is a privilege to print a message from our President. He has recently
received another honour—the Freedom of the Borough of Camberwell, where
he has worked in the public interest for so many years. He truly may be
said to have purchased his freedom in sympathy, service and devotion to
whatever tasks he has undertaken (and these tasks have been many and
various). Every member of the League will join in congratulations and good
wishes to him for 1952.

Christopher Hollis, M.P.
In the December issue of World Review, under "Letters and Points",

there is this comment from Christopher Hollis, M.P.: "There is no one who
can be other than terrified at the supine failure of the United Nations to
support the verdict of the International Court over Persian Oil. Even the
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League of Nations never did anything quite so bad as that." Further com-
ment hardly seems to be necessary.

Guatemala and The Hague Court
The Government of the Principality of Liechtenstein on December 17th

last, filed in the Registry of the International Court of Justice an application
instituting proceedings against the Republic of Guatemala.

This Application, which has been communicated to the Government of
Guatemala, refers to the Declarations by which the two States have accepted
the compulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice in accord-
ance with Article 36 of the Statute of the Court. The complaint of the
Government of the Principality of Liechtenstein is that the Government of
Guatemala has acted contrary to international law and has incurred inter-
national responsibility by the unjustified detention, internment and expulsion
of one Friedrich Nottebohm, a national of Liechtenstein, and by the seques-
tration and confiscation of his property. It claims that the Government of
Guatemala is bound to restore property belonging to Mr. Nottebohm, or to
pay him compensation therefor, and that it is bound to pay compensation
for the use of and profits derived from sequestrated and confiscated property
and for damage thereto. It further claims compensation for the unlawful
detention and internment of Mr. Nottebohm and for his having been prevented
by the Government of Guatemala, in a manner amounting to unjustified ex-
pulsion, from returning to Guatemala. The Court is asked to determine the
amount of compensation due to be paid.

Great Britain and Norway Before The Hague Court
Exactly a week before Christmas Day the dispute between Britain and

Norway regarding fishing rights around the Norwegian Coast was settled
by a judgment delivered by the International Court of Justice. The result
has gone against Great Britain but it is not expected that there will be any
ill-feeling engendered, although British fishermen will lose good fishing waters,
and two Judges—Sir Arnold McNair and Mr. J. E. Read—appended to the
Judgment statements of their dissenting Opinions.

Briefly, the points at issue concerned a Decree of July 12th, 1935,
whereby the Norwegian Government had delimited its coastal zone north of
the Arctic Circle in which the fisheries were reserved to its own nationals. The
Court had to decide whether this delimitation was or was not contrary to
international law.

When the historical facts regarding the case are considered it is evident
that the dispute is one suited to arbitration, and yet one involving the possi-
bilities of incidents that might, without recourse to arbitration, lead to war.

So far back as the early part of the seventeenth century the King of
Norway complained of the incursions of British fishermen in waters near the
Norwegian coast and these incursions did not recur during the next three
hundred years. It was not until 1906 that British vessels appeared again and,
as a result, Norway attempted to prohibit foreign trawlers from coming beyond
certain limits. This led to disputes, culminating in the 1935 Decree. But
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