ESTRICTIED

o - LIMITED ©
GENERAL AGREEMENT ON G.TT/CP.4/SR.8
T 28 February. 1950
TARIFFS AND TRADE - ... ORIGINAL: EIGLISH

CONTR:.CTING PARTIES
Fourth Qe531on

SUN%“RY R:CORD OF THE EIGETH MEETING

. Held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, . a
on Tuesday, 28 February, 1950 at 2.30 p.m. »

Chalrman:- Eon, L.D. WILGRLDS (Canada)

Subjects discussed: 1. Proposal of the United Xingdom to ra-
: no validete the Geneva and innsecy Schedules,
,i”u(cont ) .

2.  Final ..doption of the Agenda.
3. 1850 Toriff Negotiations.

1. 'Proposal of the United Klrgdom to re -validate the: Geneva and
inpecy Zchedules (comb,)s .

Mr. L:YLTEPEK (Turkey) referred to the remarks of the delegate.
of France that morning to the effect that a re-validation of - the

G,neva and sAnnecy concessions might encouraae acceding governments
to believe that they could henefit~thereby on the strength of the
general most-favoured—nation clause wfthodt offering eouivalent
bensfits. The Turkish delegation felt that acceding governments
would not be hindered by such a situation as much as by flndlng
thomselveq confronted with the risk of lowering conELsslons which
were in a fluid state and might be withdrawn.

Mr. LLFONSQ ( C“lLﬁ) suoported the proposal on tuu oondltlon.
that it would be possible in the course of the Tariff Negotl tions
not only to negotiate new concessions but also to withdraw items.
from the.Geneva and .nnecy lists. among other reasons,'Chile o
might want to review the position in view of the effaeﬁron its
balance-of-payments of the fallsin the world price of copper.

Nr{ G;SDAGLI (United Kingdom) referred ‘to the Norwegian
‘the Freneh implication, that the United Kingdom
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proposal would not allow readjustments to be made until the date
which it was prepared to substitute for 1 January, 1951, He
assured ﬁhencontracting.Partiss that the United Kingdom delegation
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. had no intention of depriving themselves or anyone else of the
-right to make adjustments, although he was hopeful and confident
that their number would te restricted to the absolute minimum,

As for the acceding governments he felt they should be faced with
an agreement of all Contracting Parties on what they had to

effer. He would support reference to a Working Party.
Mr. SAW OHN TIN (Burma) informed the Contracting Parties

that his delega®ion w.s ruck interested ir the propesal, but
thought that approval of their legislature would be necessary
before Burma could give it effect. He would make neo

further comment- until he received more definite instructions.

.Mr.'VAN BLANYENSTEIN (Netherlands) said that if, as had now -
been made clear, it was not the intention of the Unlted ﬁlngdom
delegation to have the protocol signed befare the Torquay
negotiations, some of his difficulties would be removed, but he
referned to the questions of principle raised by the delegate of
Belgium which he would like to have the opportunity to discuss.

Mr. PHILIP (France) agreed to the proposal on the under-
stending that there would be no formal commitments before
Torquay. - ' '

Mr. TUOMINEN (Finland), as representative of a country
which would probably become a contracting party very soon, ex-
pressed his agreement with the proposal.

The CHAIRMAN considered that there Rad beon an ample dis-
cussion which would afford a Working Party a goed basis for the
consideration of the proposal. ‘

The Contracting Parties agreed to set up, under the chair-
tggé?% 18&1%2 cgﬁgtg%ggﬁszTEIN a Worklihg Party composed’ of’:
examine the proposal of the United Kingdom and report to the
Contracting Parties: 4Lustralia, Belgiwmm, Carada, France, Indo-
nesia, Netherlands, Norway, United Kingdom and United States. -

2. Final Adoption of the Agenda . -

(a) Inclusion of items 14 and 15. (GATT/CP.4/14).

The CHALIRMAN referred to the statement by the delegation of
the United Stateﬂ~concernihg the inclusien in the Agenda of iteme
14 ané 15 which had nrw been re-drafted and merged into one item,
"Consideration of Quantitative Restrictions
After a discussion in which Mr. GRADY

worded as follows:
on Imports and Exports."”
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(United States), Mr. WalFER (Lustralia) and ¥'r. SCEMITT (New
Zealand) participated, M:.'H“SNIE (Pakistan) withdrew an amend-
ment.he had proposed to the terms of reference contained in
document GATT/CP.4/17. o |

The Contractihg Parties agreed to the inclusion of this
item, worded as zbove, in the Lgenda of the Fourth Sessioh, and
to fhe terms of refefence (as contained in document G.TT/CP.4/17)
for the Working,Party'which would be set up to consider the
matter, ,

(b) Inclusion of item 13 in the igenda.

Mr. COUILLALRD (Canade) proposed the broadening of this item
to read as follows: 'iLrrangements for regular Reporting in
accordance with paragraph 2 innex J and for FReporting in accord-

ance with Article XVL. " ,

. Mr. SHACKLE (United Kingdom) suggested that document |
GATT/CP.4/15 should b: sent directly to the financial Working
Party. He felt that this matter arose directly out of the pro-
visions of Article ¥IV paragraph 1 (g). ‘

Mr. STEYN (South Africa) said his delegaticn had nc object-
ion to the considsration of this item and supported the proposal
of'the delegate of the United Kingdom.

The CH.IFMAiN pointed out that the matter for discussion was
the inclusién of the item in the agenda and that conseguently
thare was no guestion of referring it to a working party which
had 1.0t yet been set up. '

Mr. SEACKLE (United Xingdom) said he had made his suggestion
hecause the subject matter was so essentially technical that much
time would be saved if this procedure were followed. L way out
could be found by holding up consideration of the paper until
the relevant jtem -was discussed and then refer it to the working
party which would be set up.

Mr. CASSIERS (Belgium) pointed out that the proposal had
been submitted in due form for inclusion in the igenda and that
there was no reason why any item which was relevant to the terms
of the General Agreement should not he discussed. This applicd
to the formal aspect of the question; as to the substance, he
felt it most certainly should be discussed.

Mr. SHACKLE (United ¥ingdom) referring to the proposed
broadening of the item to include reporting under Article XVI,
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O“Jected to tha n: *glng 'into one item ~f reports of such different
types as those env1saged by the proposals before theim.

Mr. COUILLLRD (Ceanada) did not think the dlfference was ‘So
great as to demand separute consideration, ;

The inclusion in the fLgenda of :° . 13, as amended, was
approved. ’

(o) Statement by United States Delegate.

Mr. GRnDY (United 3tates) expressed his concern and disappoint-
ment that such a long discus=sion should have been necessary to
obtain the inclusion in the sgenda of items fully relevant to
their work and which had been proposed in due form, and that rep-
resentatlvbs h=d em arked on a2 discussion ~f the su*stancs of theé
questlons instead of keeping to the proposal that they “e placed

on the agenda

Mr. W.,LIKER (fustralia) said he, forlone; had questicned the
inclusicn of these items because his Delegation was concerned to .
ensure that all matters ﬁlaced'on'the igenda were strictly
within the terms -f the Goneral .greement which, it should e
remembered, was still in prov1olonal appllcatlon, there were
many matters which would require discussion, and whick post
certainly would be discussed by an Intérnational Trade Organi-
zation, but were not necessarily eligible for discussicn in
meetings of the Contractlnv Parties at this stage.,

3. 1950 Tariff Negotiati-ns - (i) Enquiry from SwitzZerland re -
parbicipation (GATT/IN.2/3)

The CHLIRMALN thought there was no doubt in the mind of the.
contracting parties about the desirability of Switzerland par- '
ticipating in the Tariff Negotiations and acceding to the Agree-~
ment; and that the best manner to attempt to deal with the
problem of the special Swiss position would te to set up a small

Working Party. . )
On the proposal of Mr. SHICKLE (U.lted Kingdom) it was agreed

that the records of the Sub-Committee of the Executive Committee
of the ICITO, whieh had studied the matter in 1948, in relation
to Swiss membership of thz International Trade Orginization should
be made available to the Working Party-

The Contracting Parties agreed to set up a Working Party to
examine the question composed of representatives of Brazil, Canadg,
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France, the United Xingdom and the United States, under the
Chairmanship ¢f Mr. SUETENS (Belgium) who had also presided over -
the Sub-Committee of. ICITO.

(v) Other Plans and Arrangements.

Considering that this Session would be the last occasion
given to contracting parties for the finalisation of arrangements
for the Torquay Tariff Negotiations,‘the Chairman thought they
should teke the opportunity te discuss any. points which might
require action, He referred to document GATT/TN.2/6 which gave
the present pesition cdncerning the exchdnge of lists of products.
He drew the attenticn of representatives to the small number of
lists which had to date heen exchanged, alth;ugh all lists should
have teen exchanged by January 15th.  He also referred t~ docu-
ment GATT/TN.2/2 and Addenda, which gave the pcsition regarding
the exchange of tariffs and statistics.

Mr. SHACKLE (United Kingdom) referring to the exchange of
1ists of products, said it had been the understanding of the
Working Party that this preliminary stage was not essential in
all cases, and that lists of products need not ke exchanged between
countries which agréed toc waive this procedure,

The CHLIRMAN stated that the constitutional procedure#egmm
countries required the presentation of such lists. He felt
however, that no objections could be raised against eliminating
this stage whenever there was mutual agreement. This might
perhaps explain part of the gap which existed tetween the possitle
703 bi-lateral exchanges and the actual 121 which had taken place
to that date, He thought it might bé useful to ascertain the
intentions of participating governments with regard to all other
governments. : | o

Mr. BOEKSTAL (Netherlands) pointed out that his Government
had not received all the necessary documentation, in the forﬁ
»f statistics and tariffs, which should have been sent by the
25th November, 194Yv. From Western Germany they had only re-
ceived the customs nomencl:iure, which did not specify the actual
rates of duty. He proposed that the Secretariat send telegrams
to all governments that nad not yet complied with the instructions
cdntained in the Memorandum on Tariff Newotiations, in order to
make up as much as possiltle for the delays already incurred.
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The CHAIRMAN inforred Mr. BOEXSTAL that the WNestern German
Covernment, under a misapprehension, had only sent tariffs to
those countries to which they had sent lists of producté, - They
were now taking steps to remedy this omlssion, He added that it
would be difficult‘for the Secretariat to do more than they had
done, and recammended that representatives approach their colleague:
with the object of obtaining what they still lacked.

Mr, MAYATEPEK (Turkey) aéSured the contracting parties that
although they had not yet sent their lists of products, his
.government wished to meke requests to other governments, and would
do so before 153BL June. '

Mr, EICHORN (Western Germany) said that lists of products
had been dispatched to a number of countries tarough the channel
of the Allied High Commission, and that if other countries wished
tc make requests to Western Germany they would be preparsa i
rnagotiate. LS to their Customs Tariff, he was authorized by his
Government, in agreement with the Allied High Commission, to state:
(1) that the Federal Governmant would do its utmost td
submit to other representatives by the middle of May,
1950, their draft customs tariff, approved by the

-
v

Government.

(2) That the Federal Government would endeavour to obtain
approval of the draft customs tariff oy their legis-
lature by the beginning of the Tariff Negotiations in

- September,

~ Mr. CLARK (Australia) stated that the recent change of
Government had made it difficult to submit lists of products,
particularly in view of the early departure of his delegation'from
Australia, A 1list had »:en sent to the United States to meet their
procedural requirements, but he could say no more about the othér
lists, He asked the Chairman whether it would be possible for
bi-lateral negotiations to take place before they a2ll met at
Torquay. A

The CHAIRMALN, replied that there was nothing to prevent this,

provided their lists of offers were filed on arrival at Torquay.

Mr. STEYN (South Africa) said that teriffs and statistics had

"been sent only to the new accediﬁg countries because they wers ‘
now out of print. The documents sent to th:r Annecy acceding
governments could, however, be considered as up to date.
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Mr. BOEKSTAL (Netherlands) informed the Chairman that he
“could only approach those acceding govérnments which were here
represented by observers; and repeated his request that something
be done by the Secretariat to:acceleréte the procedure for those
countries whiqh could. only be reached through the post. He also
asked whether it would not be possible to obtain in advance,
sectibns Q%‘the Western German'tériff as they were co..pleted. He
" realized that a customs tariff was'a'harmonidus whole, but felt
that a provisional draft, for instance the section on agricultural
products which constituted the first part of the German tariff,
would be most useful to his government in preparing requests.

Mi. RICHORN (Western Germany) replied that he would be glad
to submit the Netherlands request to his Government, but he con-
sidered it unlikeiy that they would be able to accede to it
because, as hed been said, a customs tariff wés a singie unit and
‘ furthermore, government approval had to.be gecured for the text
befors it could be circulated.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that representatives inform the
Secretariat of the information and documsntation they still had
not received, He also suggestad that govérnments should make
use of their diplomatic channels to contact governments directly.

Mr. LECUYER (France) said that his Government had sent lists
of products to all countries except Western Germany; they would
like to receive lists from those countries which desired to
negotiate-with France but would not insist on receiving them from
those countries which had stated they did not consider it inmpeort-
ant to exchange these lists. _

Mr. SVEINBJORNSSON (Denmark) said that his position was the
same as that taken by the United Kiﬁgdom delegate and that they
had sent lists 8nly to the United States, He strongly supported
the preoposal made by the Netherlands that the German tariff be
distribut>d plecemeal as sections of it were completed. He also
wished to mention that as far as he was aware the German tariff was
not precisely fixed and that the rates of duty were dependent on
import priceé; he was not sure whether this would be compatitle
with the terms of the General Agreement.

Mr. SHACKLE (United Kingdom), reinforcing the plea of the
Netherlands and Denmark, drew the attention of representatives to
the fact that the West German draft tariff had bsen promised for
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a date which would leave govérnments only one month for the pre-
' paration of request lists. Any provisionul draft would te a
great help, particularly in view of the entirely new shape which
the West German tariff would take.

Mr, NICOL (New Zealund) said tbhat his government did not
- intend to send requests to givernceris othor than those to which
they had sent products lists, and ssked whether it would e
necesseary fﬁr his country to maintain a delegation at Torquay for
the whole period of the negotiations. ‘

The CHAIRMAN replied that, although New Zealand had sent
lists only tc a few countries; he felt sure that many other
countries would wish to request concessions from New Zealand.

He suggested, however, that the New Zealand delegation might com-
plete its negotiations at Torquay at the edarliest possille date,'
after which it would not be necessary for a delegation of negot-
iaters to be present. I ' S '

The meeting adjournsd at 5,40 p.m.




