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The Netherlands Government are 
bound by the Rhine Convention on 
the one hand and the Fifth Hague 
Convention on the other. Thus (a) 
only goods which have no connec­
tion with military operations are 
allowed to pass through the Nether­
lands from Belgium to Germany, nor 
is passage allowed to requisition 
goods. Certain melted copper, 
which was clearly nonrequisitioned, 
has, however, been allowed to pass, 
(ft) The amount of gravel, etc., al­
lowed to pass through the Nether­
lands from Germany to Belgium has 
been restricted to the quantity 
which seems to the Netherlands 
Government, as the result of the in­
vestigation conducted in Belgium 
by two Netherlands engineer 
officers, to be necessary for non-
military purposes — 370,000 tons 
to be allowed through between 15th 
September and 15th November, in 
order to arrive before the water­
ways freeze. The Netherlands 
Government consider that in per­
mitting transit to the above extent 
they have acted in full conformity 
with their duties as a neutral and 
with their conventional obligations. 
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Dutch Government should be in­
formed that British armed mer­
chantmen are armed only for pur­
poses of defense and ought not to be 
interned or disarmed. As German 
merchantmen can be converted on 
the high seas, they should be in­
terned, unless neutral government 
are prepared to assume responsi­
bility that no such conversion 
shall take place 

Contents of No. 1 communicated 
to Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
Dutch Government agree as regards 
treatment of British and German 
merchant vessels, but Dutch 
officials must examine British 

Reports naval attache's conversation 
with Minister of Marine. Nether­
lands Government placed in a 
difficult position by request to dif­
ferentiate between auxiliary cruisers 
and merchant vessels defensively 

Owing to submarine menace, num­
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merchant vessels may be increased. 
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object to their entry into Dutch 
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Government learn of decision with 
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present time 
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rived at Hook of Holland with gun. 
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port again without convoy 
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at Rotterdam, and will eventually 
proceed to sea with convoy 
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on the exclusion of defensively 
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