
RESTRICTED
LIMITED BGENERAL AGREEMENT ON GATT/CP.5/SR.4

TARIFFS AND TRADE 7 November 1950ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

CONTRACTING PARTIES
Fifth Session

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE FOURTH MEETING

Held at the Marine Spa, Torquay
on Saturday, 4 November,1950, at 10.30 am.

Chairman: The Hon. L. Dana Wilgress (Canada)

Subjects
discussed 1. Budget and Administrative Arrangements

for 1951 (GATT/CP.5/10 and 13, (contd.),
and GATT/CP. 5/19)

2. Consideration ofa Review of Quantitative
Export Restrictions (GATT/CP. 5/3)

1. BudgetandAdministrative Arrangements for 1951 (GATT/CP 5/10 and13 )
(continuation of discussion)

The CHAIRMAN referred to the proposal of the Czechoslovak delegation
regarding the scale of contributions (GATT/CP.5/19) which had just been
distributed and said that yesterday's discussion on the two secretariat
papers on the budget (GATT/CP. 5/10 and 13) would be continued.

Mr. FLALA (Czechoslovakia) explained that his delegation had tried to
evolve a system of contributions that would be more equitable than the present
system and had taken as a basis for calculation th export trade of each
country with contracting parties rather than its total volume of foreign trade.

Mr. REISMAN (Canada), while agreeing that the problem of contributions was
always difficult, nevertheless felt that it would be better to avoid any fixed
rules as long as the situation of the Contracting Parties remained unsettled.
The original formula, had been found generally workable and had been modified
from time to time to meet different conditions. He thought that the Working
Party should base itself on the original formula and, although now proposals
should be given full consideration, bear in mind that the time was perhaps not
suitable for such a changes.

Mr. ALLAS (Philippines) asked if his delegation might submit a new plan
of contributions to the Working Party.

It was agreed that the Philippine Delegation should be invitedto appear.
before the Working Party with its new plan for consideration.

Mr. BROWN (United States) agreed with the Canadian delegate that the
Working Party should examine all proposals thoroughly but should approach
its task with the idea that the burden of proof rested on those who proposed
changes to the present system.
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M r. SCHMITT (New Zealand) thought it unprofitable to discuss formulae
for contributions in the abstract. In practice the existing scale seemed
fair enough and. in theory a case could be madefor any basis of calculation.

M. ROYER (Secretariat) pointed out that one of the features of the new
Czechoslovakproposal was the fixing of a basic contribution he felt that
the amountof$200suggested would represent more or less the cost of one
set ofdocuments produced in a year by the Secretariat. As the minimumn
ervlces r~nde-ed . y' tec eccertariat toa delegration shoudi be more
wxensSve' tha.han t.hepoociiiosno o one copyoff th doecuenots issud-, itw\oudJ
ppeard-esirale toappDrilsearecfulyl teh maountfo the basic onctriu.iton.

nvoteoracteJrnatiewou'dI be to issue teodrocmenlts on a subscription basis
Isw'asdo:ne for theAnnecyC cheducle,a d Lot apl1y a scaleo f olntilbutions
to theo1ter xpenditu

lrM .II... (Czechoslovakia) a:rcg.eedat the bnscefi,uge of %20$ was
?ephap 1ol an. dhat the .oi;k'ngPbr tyul: donsiced an a.jdstment.

The CM THAIRMANrp.spo'ed . kin, 2grPy -t>withrms of reference as
follr::o

.)oTCi ionsidthe bubetdgCset::imates-r o951 anK odner financial
Oocu.'Cmentsbm#J1itted thJ'eec-tivi e^crearey nt<a Lo take
ap.popri.aa reCo^cenl~sdatiotos~tC~tonra.'2ing Part''

"T- reco-mmnd a scale of contri bitios for consi.ceatino bl the
Contr~atirngPati.e.

anKd a mcembershi ofOan.ad,'zehoslcooaia, Torminica PRebpulic Inconesi,a,

Republic) as Chairman r. stor (;omimican

.his was agreed.

Xherr. Aetil ond(;?ucsta:)ermquirc7.tzi ho sec, I the tCi.s of
Party?,'nad ! tommend permanentYr coulo recC orra a1 -:Crmnr scale Of

0~~~f.. vc2

Tho |give to lai?n tI1t 7t tesnecessary to he Worki g Party
Il:ip t ien i'ts rcoar.:i ti. ana e.tholh the itmediae Droblm was a
otcde frabl51 , the imrkdi~iv Da~t;; r¢U oconsider i` .esirr.e to recom nn
the contination of an. sbal f.'r 2.c1 e iod.

eThe Jhairman 'ts..)sko'l 'i l tions to i:dicet to the Secretariat as
soono ts ossiblc w.'~irh-, i . t) rer;:i.i the cn,,ibutions vvich were
outsta !.7.and aIo whiont1c,, e9c cteJi t remit their contributJios for 1Q51.

2,ExpConsRectation of a >e-ic; of :uantitave Pzzort 7cs-rictions

( -r~~~~t53) .....A. ._ ___
C,The Ci~i','.I suanr iscf the note'C 'hC 'X'c''v Secre ry ,n1. ..kdn

dheoCo1uItoe to COlS~ er W hr th Secretariatlh1ul be iinstute! t
requ st inforvation on;ort.- sric io feC.ymtratin:'. pties and
:rctaro a statcnent on tho aplApcation o. sucl rcstrictions.
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theFourth Session(GATT/CP.4/33) and itsproposal that theContracting
Parties should embark on a detailed review of any restrictionsotherthanthis work andanysuch determination had been left to theContractingParties.
TheAustralian Government could notsupportany reviewof ~f'

rt-orstrictioirncomparable to the reviewofimport restric
tiCons which were alreadybeing carried out. The Australia

~Delegtion at th:elast session had opposed theinclusionof thi
it em in theterms ofreference of the WorkingParty and its continu
0"oppositionas sbased n 1 the opinion that the General Agreemen
cor.-m, inte thplate o rian.nd~of treatmentfor export restriction
had beanl Ometkni .e- undertaken in respect of export restr
cocatno'l n &,rticKK X~ntained r anA~.~rleCI:S~ ( ) regaiding

in accor'>ne-. ith thE~ rocceuro, J12 da.ce qw: I, e pbilaedrale
*iscus 3J0V in vcor cionidhLYtsionsf .-d' Cacance'in thevmn' Aricleo

ftilua~x recourse to '0Ocr f0 rxt 1iac 17re, e.0Ji..o L01cr,the ter
no ~urthor discusin'3 himLr

Y.C-TERF',' (Cuba) di C, _tC Is-)lc' LuTi -:zn* Mr. CUERRA who~ior or
no actiO. should bC tken on ar~ -c'r .. . . A .vc tcxportonetr.io a

but hc did ;Shi notc Wer io y >c-usnlia Je't f,~er j.t
o2~ositioa. T ac-rod ht ;re, wa o>ol n'roviclC_ intc>rpp. t
dealin: vi! sucC' triI>: Lbut >icu~s A'I adXITI mJ.t(xlr0:

wall a im-ort rostri.-ions Cn no1ini':--vthr:oeiil~di ~c

notral c stca-t nt.t (.

~Jceo'v~a 220 j7)r'O\TJZ?.f o"t 1.sr -1ii r ]i. u r
artC

J.. iou- nO ro vete -1ir t 1ic- - rny S C 112 nLUIor

1-;Counrf jiez wor F.-ut -I intou. r at cr` 1-_ d~v Lo rg oho:'- i ¼an

inkoJn io astui-o 'n 1 - %rc rr
C a '-icr?.t

is 0 111an7o .ocrat'ioricG 1 c ~ .~. t

neessaryiufHon -(rrCre i.n, 'C'ck -Pt :c;t -nm D.kn-e' th1 at i h
present oi~~~~rcumtn ,th1m.hth areItUceIr 'stit-n~ hc

cont!rn-.ijvs viAreru now tx~eignan-c-Jene-:o-or lf rhov.0J mthti --
r.us iiaiotnte21 teCnt:"ta',atc t :GKeat0 tC.1-12i t5 awl

enur that any2-, mc!for thonCorasa'-r:7 cndoJwihchest:i b
undertjsakn.oin such. a mao--inner asntt rsrliolicin--enlesrovsdand.c
be kept ura..-en'"rconstAntscutJ theefoe syro7c the C C op-,saJn.t.Th aur oJteif aitoat c -nt idcudb okdo naWri

-~l-n(~ ,,(C h



agreeingto thisitem arose from theuse in thetitle ofthe word"review"rXoriv ,H
a specificmeaning's'f)o_-I{, e<^^ci, r.alt

report theactualquestion was,!o - >< trL ; n:rv.. >ctivol qonW.n AS.
hould be asked to prepare material O's-. U'511 c,; tU;-ot2j. rc-,,;a2: -'-nria~

Secretariatuld e
givensometask Sot.. . '?wi 2 .; r.-5 ? b~tt it pi4x e

~>,=1 -;r r)hc co~;i>nRj rt,4ltrS:ilcWbe?¢dvin
tr.Cf;

n.tn81>',{ ,i.'5)-llw,'.¢'vntal;i1 -t@_-~'Ctvd~ lU.itr.D

' <t t- '; v * s e*" t t'''4li vw * ?s.' J
-ll -.-r vIon, lL 't

,~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ J_t,,, thE.... :,.Ai:vDt;l .blC.
o~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ A v._ZIv. ,.4r*nrerti;zilu r.I1e

,;t l r lzsWtE-i~i6.i~.?.5. Sticl.l.f r ...... , f . ~~~~~~~~~~~rr ,. ....ci.;.,I,,c-1,..D0' 1C;*_tnn

c;.^,(~~~~~~~~~~~~C Ile

C.i .o!' 'rI;;'- r D, - jj 4; -Cl , .t.J ~ ~.1er#.CC

s s 7;r I'fl'q''' DK, -ull-d.t''. i:-, be' m1ll.r:~.i- ', 4 lr .. t> .',a w^:qtd~qclW.s lti s sl lt
in f, C 1 _ Kn , . t) S t r fi 1 roz ,C _ n.S i. CiS)*i <1 iD OU . ! 1 d rir {h 13O s s ie i1in; a,n

*.siL'. _,1 rXC tQ ; .'lfSle. '. ll : , ;.-; v''z ; ,' r-I. s~.t udo.ti,rino si, t-,,v

J . ^ O\;#..- ;.n t,7).. 1L' i r! -I!" C: S - lf 1RJ e h 57¢ I

'"'.-.'"j|ir'''l iiQ r:L C re -.:3 O; '1''. ]'';,b U i:..-' o' bc > tl, II~r'r\''
t w~wi! S~er t~w~ritl .; ,ilc l,r tbr ,7a:, 'C,,, i. t. 3/~lfj. 1.,'L o~... s.,4- cNN- r -os

s \n;' h :.4.'.+..?.ri.-- o" i!..cti.. C'''S''.'r !f.wf S"Is,t T..3 t ?;i lt ,n l ,"J.?i ,o t,

: ^ . f C t ;.' .rn. .SO 7.t 1 r: . .lo *:# to.R, .} q1,1 ; i vv .~~~~tI-'o 1. orsoucos

* v n ..' ( T '; 4 * # t t * ) - 1 § ........................,j .! ' 1 4 . t;'J t; ,* r {, { 1 ''C X

oesw~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r--in.cr\I'f,'ts1@. {l'
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Sir Stephen HOLMES (United Kingdom) considered that the question was
whether or not it was necessaryto have amore detailed collection of
information than that alreadyavailablefromtheordinary sources of government
journaIs and commercial offices in the various countries, and the Trade News
Bulletin. Certain kinds of information were required tobepublished under
Article X and some was provided. His delegation would notoppose any

decision on a fuller or more orderly compilation ofinformation in the field
of export restrictions, but thought should be given asto whether it was
neededimmediately or whether thisitemcouldbe putforward to the following.

session. -.

dIhow it wasposaiblent eclof i* tingPalLcesor C ntrac -rti
tp exercisrictionoestaver imPoft restan^. . s:-mblished ror bal.ce of payrents
or other reasonformatnlesz they also shad i n ion on export retrictiocs
Whsam copulpd e. useItf' the z-ft uros. ey wt necesCsary to surv:r-'he
entire sHstever, the restrlctiomns. lowt ' 1ionsudy of iport rescrictx..oS
nwas!a dot yc. erd beasa .v.aed. it htu'tte*p.idl therefore, ;ha ccn1rbjemW
of ewxortgeeotrice ags -Mswloss urrceteg Hec- reed vith the dclEratc of Now
Zoalen8, buet, woulofnot oppose any gcPai-n :? the Contractin, ?trties that such
n^invc:tiretioowshould be gncermentow n-') dyd.his .-vonanonNrs rea.r to pro-
.vide all the information

Mr.dIviPL-i. (thewayroposal was soundin rropose1r--l sou.sn principle
and ihat whit sas lhe kinge dinfusmationto be obtained'or!m*s t- ,:0 0b2iLd
in Whethirght instan e. -eenou- g thwtsttoe deyprlei:visa,ed ;az ½o Jtaicd
at this stagl for evxorp restrictigns and pronosed that reneral memoranda only
bemrequestTd from roarintents. Lhee meke t..compaould ehn ra':- a 0± .rrativcly
short anw simmpgh survey as to -haa iLte bdate anded at o la'trc.:2.:. the
Six-hwhession coulmd dectida diwhawas omormediae :n' .10tof oroeacademic
interest.

Mr. h (Cuba)tassociaeeeg1tes wh wiad fel dcha a -.cto hdf. c]tti,t
t e. Secrcta i:t shouplicandentakIt oue comoie.otiol. uw ld be useful to
obtain ewco infortiming ipeviCe Cf the coges. rcriod of shorta,:c and the
uurvepwoule hcln ic sLt im-ort ghr.ptrsct onv. in the ritcerzpectie.

'he C Tthere wasd that whilfi"p:(vo' no specit.c -ro ision in thE
. r~cCCtwe rcuairitaPFve-revi-iof. n'nti'expi.essrm.taoi on Coortz sini,.r
tm 1rt rcqpa c.ifosr it wasneo r.reser ct-"n: hacveitholo clear t :;
tprevenas no,;.'¶ to ing-Pzttiee Contractlle ?ang 1 sformasconJ.Jctitlv inY'Orntio

on. The^:)Doestirnstsr.cwas we qeottop e 1ow;thcr ;o nrocedr nle with the
collect ion~.El ohisreinfocmatnsnsxprt rcstriCtioC) had been considered at

a WorkingPayyhirh-h 1, Ldt'wachryacdfunuo th-.t i could'. n p-ioedl
VoV faof n th.canfenme io'moreeia'orratponntedhctrecoeanoi-o,ou;-l)Urly
tht tie qecstes.n rshoufd bo conideetof viewhe poin ptl°t of'-riori y.
ng Pa ienlagIe Cct ptlsplerood istrucnctl' t,cintarUCt 'he SeCretriat
tofcmatiot the Exeror:ne-,et'eiary cutivd Se rtre.A coprepareb. askcd to orcr

the lighti. today's*; of 'cn'e is hessioC , onype tlf( xact t oi
ibforw-tion to 1e collectdd. Tonsideou.1 beac. are:red eeatgsr lt-r mti.

ia).agree (Indrp' nc;rced in ±riuiplc on the fsefupnessiof a com,ilat.on
of, th-e kin.dbutglie. theheelecttc Kf gdomUni edghtn,:l, thou! L there was
no neee to :.ed tothop eeatraal aa lrscnt cvail.bebJe. It would difficult
fmentis 'vernlv::a to answerraney fur ao esu,.tionn,-rdS, and it d.l.not seem
to him th' t agen emoanlcmeralmuggedur, bs SUe,deagted ly th le ate of Norway, would
adwaecgethf kne-lcdr-aot ng conti-c iJ2- psrtles.in thiS matter.
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It was aW!eed by a vote of 13 to 5 to adopt in principle the Note by

the Executive teWretary. Partioulars'o' the types of information would be
supplied at a subsequent meeting.

Mr. SCJTITT (Ne, Zealand) raised a Point of order concerning the
proposal he had made for obtaining aditional information on import
restrictions He enquired whether this point should be raised under Item 7
of the Agenda.

The CH wJB0A stated that the question under discussion Was export
recomeictions, and the New Zealand proposal would Aed more appropriately
under Item 7, as an extension of the enquiry now contemplated.

The meetin, adjourned at 1.15 p.m.


