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Ao 2 OF the Provisional aspenda

Australia anticivates considerable difficulty in giving full
effect to the opernticn of this section. Diff'erences in-treatment
of domestic and imported gocds (and in some cases between British
and "Foreign" imported goﬁis) ccewr in both Commonwealth ard State
practice. .

‘Where such differencss occur in Coamonwealth laws, c.g. Excise
and Sales Tax, steps could over a period be taken to ren*;ove differ-
entiation. Whurg the motter is one solely of action by a State,

. and cur "external powers" laws do rot give the Commorwealth authority
to act, we would azres to use ouf best efferts to secure modification
or elimination of any pf:;.ctice regarded as discrbnine.tory. We
consider, in view of the immense difficultics involved in the problem
of "house cl::innin.g” in thesc matters, that our agreement to the
.p;‘ovisions~~6f C.3 Sece ael of the proposals, or to article 8<9 of
the Char‘t_ér*L should re¢late to i’ut:bre actions by the -Cc—xmnonwealth,
but: we would a.ls.o agrec that any specific cxisting practice consider-
ed discrimiratory should rcceive immediate consideration where it is
irvolved -ir any matter the subject of current or future negotiations
in ;eg&rd to gpeciflic roquests on T;rif'f Itcms.‘

A.3 oft the Provisional agenda’

The provisions of the sectlons of the proposals ard draft
charter dealing with Freedom of Transit can be agreed to irn principle,

with the rescrvation that the provisions are accepted as regards

matters over wnich the Comaonwealth exercises sole control.,  any
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discrinminratory practice resulting from the actions of State-controlled
trarzsﬁort -.mthoz-iti;s would, however, be the subject of prescntations
by the Comuonwealth to the Stites concerned. e consider the refer-
ence to "trarnsit" in Para. 5 of Article 10 of' the United States draft
to refer to "direct transit" only. .

A.4 of the Frovisioral sgenda

Australia agrees with the propesition zs expresscd in Chapter 3,
Section s.3 of the proposals that an c¢ffort should be mnde to arrive
at a gererel definition of th: circuuastances under which .nti-Dunping
and Counter-vailing dutics may proporly be imposed and considers that
such defition of circumstances oy propoerly be left to ar interrnational
body, such as the Comuercial Policy Commissior, of the ITO. It
further conslders that a condition of the imposition of such duties
should primarily depend on an crguiry by ean i:::depcndcnt Ta.rif‘fBody
having determined that scrious dutriment is being‘causcd, or likely
to be co.use;i,’ tQ 2 doscstic irdustry, or is likely to provent the
establishment of a domestic industry. To this extert Australia
considers that the rignt of impoéiti:m of dw:xping and/or counter-

vailing dutiss should bs dptional and not mendatory, as it is at

present the case in sone admiristrations. Further, it cornsiders that
anti-duaping or countur-vailing du*(;ics inposced should be subject to
ref‘ercn::e ard complaint to ihu. ITO by any member country consider-
ing itsclf aggrieved. 4As to the defiritiorn of the terx.n "dargin of
Dumping" as proposcd in article 11 of the United Statcs  Draft Charter,
Australia is rot in agresznt and reserves the right to suggest
amendments to the definition, aﬁ: the appropriate occasions.

A.5 Of the Draft agenda

Australia comsidors that the question of arriving at a gererally
uniform method of determiring the basis of value for duty should be
treated as one of some urgency, in view of' its obvicus importance in

relation to any Tariff concession grantsd by or to any ncmbzr country.
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In this conrection Lustralis faveours the proposition that the
"value Tor duty" of zoods should be based alternatively on the current
damestic value of $oods or on the sclling price to the purchascer for

gxport, whichcver is the hiyher, which mcthod is considerel to possess
port, ) P

certein irherent advantages oz opposed to systems which provide for

N

no alternstive method..

4.6 or the Drafv asenda

roch 2 of article 13 of the Charter

prepased by the United Stotes of aacrica, that nembers undertake an
early review of' thuir customs laws ard regulaticons should, we consider,
be deperdent on the reoeoipt of = request from a menber country for a
review of o pé,rticul&-r law or laws.

acf OFf the Draf't .oocrdaa

rraph 3 2nd 6 of .orticls 1k of the United States

4s rerarids

Draft Chartor, Australis mointzins its right to insist on the proper
marking of goods before shipmert, when dué and proper notice of
marking requirements has been given,

4elC of the Draft szenda

Boycotts and Compaigns, the suggestion in article 17

of the Unitsd Stoates Draft Charter that cach "aeadber shzll "discourage,
by such means =s 03y te available to it, such campaigns by political
entities within its jurisdiction" ldowes not, without further elaboration,
carry ths full approbation of Lustrzlia unless it is clearly indicated
that thc objection lies agaix‘:st Goverrnental 1§tion solely which 1is
directed towards the initiation or suppar:t of' any such boycott or

campaignr.



