saw no rcason for joining thc Institutc of Pacific Relations as therc was
more to be gaincd by taking part in thc work of the Pan-Pacific Union, which
it is now doing. Thc Institute of Pacifie Relations hardly expcected our
Academy to accept their invitation nor did they cxpect an acccptance from the
Mcxican University, which was also approached.

-

Howcver, it was already shown at thc first confercncc that the futurc
oxistonce of the Institutc was impossible without thesec big powers. At the
ond of the sccond confercnce the futurc prospccts of the Instituto werc
disecussed. The question of furthoer cxpansion of Institutc mecmbership was
definitely brought up. Two currents of opinion appcarcd. One of them was
definitely antagonistic to any oxpansion of the Institute beyond the specificd
limits; this currcnt rcproscnted American opinion. When the Japancse
delegates brought up thc quostion: Would rcprcscntatives of Central and South
America and the U. S. S. R. bc invited for the nocxt conference? -- the
American delegates werc put in o very embarrassing position.

They declared that invitotions had alrcady beon sent to the Moxican
University and to thu Scicntific Academy of the U. S. S. R., but that these
organizations had rofuscd. At thce samce timoc the Americans tried to prove
that futurc cxpansion of the Institute is not dosircble. Concerning South
America, thec arguments werc very amusing. Thoy pointed out that South Amecrica
is not intorecsted in what is happening on the Pacific Occan, and is much morec
closcly connccted with Burope  than with this part of tho world. Onc of tho
dologatos of thc United Statcs said literally, the following:

"T think it would bc woll if the Institut:s would not further cnlargc

its membership. Such enlarging would not only r.can an increasc in thc numbor
of Institute mombors, but would also mcan increasing the number of quostions
to be discussed. I doubt the advisability of an invitation to Russia. This
would mean getting in a new group of oxperienced diplomats.™

However, not all of the Amorican dclegation was antagonistic towards
this quostion of the U. S. S. R. The other scction cvidontly greater in
numbers, and lator on vietorious, advanced the argument that it is impossible
to discuss the problem of Manchuria without the U. S. S. R. taking part.

As to thc feeling of thc Dominions towards this invitation of the
U. S. S. R., we have no documentary fucts. But various indirect sourccs say
that the Dominions werc favorsble to the invitation. An indefinito position
was takcn by Canada. Ais for Japan, though shc did not state thc fact
definitely she favorcd the invitation to the U. S. 8. R. An entirely clear,
straightforward policy was maintaincd by the Chinese; they insisted upon the
necossity of an invitation to the U. S. S. R. One of thc members of the
China group said:

= "Russia today is throwing the challenge to every cxisting order. How
will we be able to discuss those questions if thoy arc not complstely faced?"

The.Chinese member pointcd to the fact that Sovict Russia 1s very
popular in China on account of its rclinquishmont of cxtraterritorial rights.

This position of the Chinesc members is intcresting becausc of the fact
that on all other questions they went hand in hand with the Americans.




