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J/I. -

that this item invo~vod 

( i) the Benelux claims 

(ii) the Saar 

We had always considered the Belgian claims reasnm· ble, 
but those of the Netherlands and Lu::trnmbourg involved con­
siderable territorial end economic changes. nur attitude 
had not been tco favrurable in the past end had recently 
hardened. We hoped thet if we could make errangcrnents for 
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Benelux to be nermanently consulted about develonments in 
Germany a,nd perhrrps nlso give them something in the Ruhr, 
they would not insist on their claims. . \ 

MR. REBER suggested tbc-t n cornrriission might be set up 
to hN.r ctnd exnmine the cltiims, in order not to rove to re­
ject them out of h~r.d. 

SIR I. KIRKPATRICK said that su0h [' commission would 
produce very unfavcureb1e renctions in Germ.sny. The Russirne 
would claim tht t the Germr.,n frontiers were being settled 
without them· ~.nd would. make the grcotest use of this 1n · . , 
their pronrgondfl. He thought the ndvnntcges we should get 
from such r: comminsiol\ w1uld be s!!k1ll, end thrt it wuuld be .. 
better 

S thought it might be best to heo-~.r 
the Benelux claime with0ut accept1Lg or rejecting them, 
en1 tu let the mp tter rest f~)r the time bci:ig .. 

A,s regards the Sar.r, SIR WIL./_JihM STRhl\G said thf'_ t 
since ngre€arnt bnd been roe.ched en technicEil ma ttors in 
Berlin, we need rnise nu objection to the economic flitEch­
ment of the Sear t0 Fr8ncc. We could not, however, ngree 
to flny legc.l regulnrisrticn of the stetus of the So..r,r until 
the J'ecce Trenty. We might, however, ('8k the French wh£t 
their plens were, for the nalitic~l future of the Saur. 

VII. NEXT MEETING 

The fi~st ~lenPry meeting will be h6ld ~t 3 p.m. on 
23rd FebruE>ry. 
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