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Cheirman; L, TUOMINEN (Finlan?)

Subjects: discussed: 1, Report of Working Party "D" on the roquest
of WHO concerning insccticides (GATT/CP,5/47)

(Continued)
2. Report of Vorking Party "B" on Tariff Schedules

(GATT/CP, 5/45)

3. The »osition of Indo-China in relation to the
Generol Agreement (GATT/CP,5/50)

4, Documents to crmbody. the results o the Torquay
Tariff Negotiations (GATT/C2.5/46 & 48)

5, The Scope of frticles XXV:5(b) ond XXXV with
refercnce to the Tariff Nezotiations and the
prolongation of the assured life of the

existing schedules (GATT/CP, 5/9)

In the absence of the permanent officers 01 the Contracting Parties.
Mr, TUOMINEN (F:.nlo.n';, upon the nonminstion of Mr, AHMAD ("aklstun) supported
by M, LECUYER (France) and kr, STILLEBRNER (Huthcrl"an) Was ununzmously
electe? Chairman for this meeting,

1. TReport of Working 2arty "D" on the Reguest of HO concerning Insecticides

Z&&L@°5MJ)(Cmnumc)

The discuszion on the ameniment to the Report of Vorking larty "D" was
continued, ' The Contracting Zarties agreed tc amend annex I to the weport
(draft letter to the Dircetor-General of the World Health Organization) by
deleting; porapgraph 4 and amending the last parzgrach to read as follows:

"The draft of the fgrcement, 25 amenicd “y the Working Jarty, in the
lizht of the censiderations mentioned atove, is attached, It must,
however, be pointcd out that most of the rcprescentotives of the
contracting partics who participateld in the liscussion considere:
that, inter aliz, the naturc of profucts concernca e such that they
were not suitable for an agreement of thie kind, an’ that the attempt
to decol with the question by such an ~pgrccement hal led to 2 document
which wog so full of exceptions an? reservations thot it wes virtuslly
without any Linding force, These ropregentotives, thercforc, con-
sidercd that the Werld Health “r~~n1~'t1~r wouls have tn seckx same other
way of nchicving the purposces it has in vieow, It wrs, however, pointel
out by other TVWPCSCHf thCo thet the Teonomic and Secinl Couneil ani
the World Hoalth assembly hadd adopte” resol-tions in on attompt to lea
with this qucstion, over thue last twe veoars, withHoul any zignificent
effcect on the problem in hand, Thcse representatives olso felt that
in any casc 2 romaal w_rpcngnt wvoull “o more effcetive than o resolutionn,
and, while preferrin ' tn sce the seopu o the arrcement brondened, they
nevcrtheleﬁs considered th&t the ~reseni draft a-rcement would be o
useful and workable iustiument to internctional trade which weuld nssist
the purposes of the “orld Henlth Owypwmizntion”,

The Reodort of Working: Marty "D" as o vhele and the anmnexcd letter were

approved,

Dr., FORREST (Wordd Health Orronization) expressed the appreciztion of his
orgenization for the valuable assistance vhich the Contracting Parties had
rendered them in the preparation of a draff acrecment,

»
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"2, The Report of Yorkins Party "B" on Tariff Schodules (GATT/CR.5/k5)-

Mr, DUPOURG (Frhnce), Chairmen of orking Zarty ~"B", present'ea ‘and
sumnarised the Rerort. Concerning the eomnsolidntion of achedules, whiich
had been approved by the Contracting Parties in principle. the Working Zarty.
recommended & timetable for the prenaraticn of the consolidated texts,
according to which the con5011&:tc -grhedules would be ready for approval by
the Contracting ~...m:fs 2t their Sixth Session, - POllOT’FO the wroposal of
Cuba, the Vorking Party surpested that the nomes of the countries with which
the concessions h d or1~1n:71y been neﬂotlhuca and the place of the negotia-
tions should be included in the conaolidated lists for. consxd r&tlow by _
zovernments, but, -in view of ‘the mmltilatoral charzeter of '*hu'ereewent~' .
these. would not appsar in the lists to be nHublished, Vith regard to the
incorporation in Scnedulg IX (Cuta) of the results of the nerotiations between
Cuba 4nd the United Stmtes the Working ¢ uruv, after having consulted with
the Lepel Working Party oP the Tariff Hepotingions F:nmlttce recommended that
the results of these nesotintions be incornorated in the Fuban Schedule to be
ennexed to the Tgrquwg Protocol, In conaiderin~ the Dropnsed rectifications
to the schedules, the Varking Party hod kept in mind that only the changes due
to ufﬁorravhlc,I errora and those neccessitated by o chaange in toriff nomen-
clature or numbering, coul& oronerl: he declt Ath Za-n protocol of rectif'im
cations, The 1F+1 Protocol of Dectificationz vravared by the Working Party,
therefore, included onlj such r00u1P1c“u1\ns. © This beins the case, thc requcst
of the thherlnnma deleration for o modification in th Denclux Schedule was
dealt with separctely, as o result of thce deovnluntion in 1949, in vhich the
Netherlands ruildcr was develucd by 335 and the Teioisn franc by 123, a
sirnificant dﬂscrevﬂrcy had been 1nc”0d"nﬁﬂ between thoe specific duties of the
two member cowntrics of the Benelux Custows Unien, * The rates of duty in
ruilders had to be brou~ht into line with o uosq ax~reszed. in Belgian francs
in order to 2oveild any diversion cof 4rode to the Aisadyn ntane of the country with
thc hi”hur rakc~ d“ du*v Mo ariinge Uarty,. considerine thot the requests of
......  ful?illed the condidinons. of.maramrash-6(a) -of fArticle
II of thc lfrﬁcmpnp, TSC“hMCi icd that the lontractine Parbics teke a-decision,
a draft of which was anncxod 4o “the “oport, x

-
a8

ne the reores qg;t;"u ar “inland, referred to the

¢ Tinnish Schedule nmenbioned in %uctlon 3 of the
Report, and efﬁr"sspd oopreeiation to the wi~ht eontrrceting varties with whom
agreement had bren reached on »repnsed ndjustmants in 92 1tcmu in the Pinnish
Schedule, One item woes still outstandin~ «n which negotiations were yet to be
concluded with cnother contrﬁcf;n~ =arty, Tiwe zropecsal of the Wbrkinr Sarty
that the a2lterations from specific to ad "’iﬁ:ﬁm cutics in the Finnish Schedule
should e civen cffect Ly incluaL:n in «hu Yorquny Schsiule after agreement had
been reached throurh the machinory of Jorticle JOVIII, s acceptanle to his

delegeotion,

Thc ULuI I Hf, swcakinr

-

Mr, L.CLTR (Ururuay) statced $hn ifications roquested by his
deleration and contained in dmvlmhnb T/55, Corr. 3
o

PR ]
rod boon eontained in ‘the
draft protocol ori-inally cireul~tod, toretiivr niih sveral other chenres in
the Uruzuayan list which had row bucn ritnaeian, lig dolepsation agreed to
the exclusion of the wropoged 2ditlern to fiete TV of tho Ururuayan Schedule,
the undorstandin- that this note woul? L Included in the Torquny Schcdulc.
Minally, the quistion of Ne*z II to the Urusuayan Schcdule wns under con-

sideratian by his deler~ation W Sk other inturcsied delefations,

¢ ~djustaont. relatine to svecifiec duties
Icﬂu1u To (Berelw:) vas unanimously aoproved,
in-, in ceecordnice wiath the provisions of

5 .o osoeeified 4id not impair the value of

The draft Necision cencormine th
and chrrees included in Part 7 of Sch
the Contracting Toartics thus concurr
Article-II:6(a), that the ~djustrent
the concessions srovided for in thot Schodlle,

“wy
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Mr, STILLEBROZL (Netherlands) thanked the Contracting “arties for
their favourable consideration, y

‘ The CHAIPMAN thanked the Ve+ting Party and its chairman, FHe stated
that the Fifth Protocol of Rectificaticns would te open for smrnature on
the Pollovins day,

M, CASSIERS (Belgium), on behalf of the Benelux delerations, pronosed
that Schedule II (Benelux) be further rectified by the deletion of Note 2
to Item ex 68 (wheat), in view of the fact that the matter was covered by
the provisions of lrticle III and, in particular, by paragraphs 5 and 6
thereo?, The Canadian delegaticn, with whom the item had been originally
negotiated, had raised no objection to {he'w proposed amenfpent,

The CHAIRLN suggested that since ther¢ was no objection, the request
of the Benelux delegations should be granted and the proposed change
incorporated in the Pifth Protoccl of Rectifications, -

This was ¢freed

%+ -The I os1tlon of Indo-Chlna in ?alat¢ou to the General ..rreement

(GATT/C2, 5/50)

M, LECUYER (France) said that he had ful lj nxplalneu the subject to the
Tariff Negotiations Committee and would, therefore, only briefly relate the
develonments in the relationshin between IFrance and Indo-China, 4is a result
of these developments, the government of France had undertaken to facilitatc
~ the accession of the associated States of Indo-China to international trade
-agreements, t would be the responsibility ol these states to decide, within
the framework of the gencral economic policy of the French Union, what their
position would be with rejard to the General :igrscment, :

In snswer to 2 question by the CIAIRMAN, M, LECUYIR stated that customs
adminisgtration in Indo-China would remain bhs responsibility of the Trench
Government - -until the convention concluded between I'rance and thousc States was
ratified,.

The Contractingy Partics took note of the statement of the Trench
representative,

4, Docunents to Fmbody the Desults of the Torouay Negotiations
(GATT/CP, 5/1.6 and 48)

Mr., CISLE (Sweden), Vice-Chairmon of the Tariff Hecotintions Committee,

introduced the report of the Commititec's Lc~ Yorkin. Party (GAT1/C2, 5/L€)
which had been approved by that vOmNIh for transmission (by the letter in
ATT/CP, 5/48) to the Contractin rolC“. br. GISLE drew attention to three

p01nts in these documents which csp&Cl&lly required further consideration,
First, in the preamble to the Torquay Protocol there werc listed the "present
contracting parties", Ls o coctain contracting party had objected to the
omission of China from that list, i1t was proposed that the enumcration of
contractin, partics be dispeuscd with; the prcamblu could read ™he
povernments which tre contracting nartics to the General fgresment on Tariff
and. Trade on the date o +this pratocol, ete."  Sccondly, it had been requested
that the Contracting Portics should declare that iff the sisnature of the
Torquay Protccol by Czechnslovokiz werce cceompanied by a statement to the
e¢ffect that such simmaturce could not be intocrpreted as an explicit or implicit
recosnition by Czechoslovakin of the Governments of Western Germany or
Southern Korea or of their lceol asnacity to accede to the Ceneral Arreement,
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such statement -vould not be regarded as ceastituting a reservation to the
accentance of the Protocol bty that goverament, The Cﬁntractlng Parties
should 2lso bring to the notice of the SCArc*:r;—Fc1»r“7 of the United Nations
that no objection wes raiscd oy any contracting »arty to that statement,
Thirdly, the Yorkin~ Qarty rccommacnded thnt the Contract in~ Partics take a
decision similar to that of 13 Jurust 1949 at nncey, to the effect that any
contracting party vhich should Pail to si:n » decizion »f occescion by the
closin~ date for sismature would be deemed to have cast a nepative vote: the
4o e

Secretarict had been asked to pressre 2 Ipait dccision to be aonroved at e
subscguent meeting, '

Mr, BYSTRICKY (C?uchaslnvux. n) azrecd to the modification of the prenmble
o the Torquay Protocosl, but he tho u“ny thot o fOOunOb" risht be added in this
document, and on cther occqalans ’n the 1u*urc'uncn the contracting parties
arc listed, statine that the Central © 1L 3 Government of China had not
defined

Tty
its positicn with resncet to the Cencral nrreement,

The TXECUTIVZ SECRET.RY, 2t the cquest of the CHLIMAN, exprossed the
opinion that thc question unOur consideration rul ted only to the formal

QO -
O

designavicn to appear in the Toruuny lrat. a1, Toking account of the nature
of the 2rotocs 1, it would scem that = note of that nature would be neither
neceseary nor °7“roﬁr11‘=- no» was it particularly relevant, in such 2
docunant, to draw attenulon t> the position of 2 pa ulcular governnent,

The apendiment of the preatle as provosed by Hr, GISLE was approved.

On the second point, Mr, BYSTRIZKY (Czce 1oslovakia) stated that the

Czechoslovak Covert wient, in crder Lo clarify its »osition as roegords the
TO?QU"/”PrOtOﬁﬁl had instructed.nin te stote that, if and when it signed
the Torcuay Protocol, its representative would nccompany his sipnaturc by a
statement to the effect that such sirnature could not te interpreted 2s an
explicit or implieit recornition by the Goveramont of Czechoslovakia of the
a‘wov0rnxcru 28 Yestorn Cormoany or Soqthern Kbrea, or of their legrl capacity
to cccede ts the General Jrnrecment, In the -zininon »f the Czechoslovak
Gavernnent such o stnuemcnt vioul”s nat constitute 2 reservation as to the
accﬁwtance of the terms of tho vﬁrquny Prot-esl by thot Gavernment, The

zechn 3loval: G“VETP”CKL ermected that the uﬁnc“"ﬂtﬁ;; JTarties, and the Torquey
acccd;n; Governments anﬂ UrU'uﬂr ~muld asrec with the Czechoslovak Government
as to tho legel elfect o the >rogbsod I? Shat were the case, it
should te fuly noted in the recort of 2t nn objection wos roised
tn the zbove secotonent and the Seerctorv-Ceoncrad of the United Mations °nould
be informed of that fact in arder to onakle the Szecheslovak Government to

sirn the Torquny Protocol,

TCRETDY informed the moetin: t when the question =arose
ationg Jormitiee Mo hrd nooareachcd the hiited Hations for
aspects o the quc:tian, The dssistant %evratxrr-”eno "2l

n oS

h)
advice on the lega
' martmest of the United Fagd had 2dvised by telesram

in charze 27
as follaws:

1. Ve conlirm that sirnature of the Trotocol by o eontracting party
would not inmply polltl””l reea-nition of wl acceding, povernment
and thot o stobement to thot ¢ifecet, therelfore, would not constitute
a reservation, '

2. "Lwritten declaratiom formzlly accompanying o sipnaturs and stating
that = rovernment had ne leral capacity to zecede under GALT .rticle
IXAITT would constitute a reservation if desimed to eliminate obli-
cationg which the contracting warty would othervise be required to
mect under the terms of thu GATT and the Torquay Protocol or if
desizned to deny ri:-hts which the cceedings rovernment would otherwise

enjoy.

3. "Thus an explanatisn by a coniracting warty of non-recognition as 2
rcasen for withholdin: sipnaturce in respect of an unrcco~nise@
Government wmould rnot constitute a reservation, but o formal refusal
tr arant a required cancession misht c-nstitute a reservatlﬂn,"
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The view wmns thersfore cont'irwed th-t 2 statement atiached to the sipnature

£ the Torquay Protocol by Ozechmslovakic wiuld not emstitute o reservation
th the Protoczl as such and the matter could be settled by transmitting the
vstmary record »7 this mectin~ to the Sceretory-Gonersl of the United MNations,

‘ .
f It wes 2rreed to record 2etion was raised to the prososed

5 ohj
s% tement by uhu Covernment ~7 Jzechosloveliia,

5 The Contra ct*u: 3 ideration to poragradh 2 in the
1@t'ur of transmission Ffrem - g ctiationg Committce ((}.J"”‘/f"3 5/48)
ih nich the Committee su~rested that it ﬂ“ulﬁ be miven authority by the
C@nbr cting Tortiec to mole anvroosriate amendments din the Torqu Froteeol
if this should be Geemed necessnry after revievin~ from time to time the

Prosress nade in wrticle XXVIII nerotintinns,
al :

f The Contracting Porties agreed to authorise the Tariff Hegotiations
”ﬁnmlbtce to noke such amendmente if and when it dcemed necessary.

1

|

The CHAITELI then drow attentisn to warnsransh 6 of the draft Torquay

; T4
ﬁrotocol W1th referonce to vrragrash 1 of the transmittine letter

(¢ATT/CP, 5/48) concornins: the amendment of rticle XXVIII of the General
hfrppmcnt In this conncetion, the Commititee had sugrested that it might

be riven authority by the Contracting Fartics to remove »aragraph 6 from
ﬁc Torquay Protocol should it be fwund mreferable for the amendment of
article XVITI to be ineorporated in o senarate protoc-l, and t- prepare for
o;u. aturc the frotocol o «mend “rtlclu'AYVIII which hod been dravm up ot
the Mourth Scssion, ‘ ‘

“
|
i
|
|

C?mmittee as surrested,

The Contracting Porties arreed toy authorise the Tariff Negotiations

. Mr, TONKIN (iustrelis) seid that the aronoszl to re-bind formally the
Geneva and /nnecy schedul:s of concessions until 1 Jonuary 1954 by mecns of
ul’CTin’ the drte in pararraph 1 of lrticle XXVIII was bused on the assumption
thet before the ownclu517n of the Taorguay Jonfercnce every centracting party
ﬁould e in & mogiticn to name ond swecifly all the adjustments that it micht
vish to effect ﬁrlo” to that date, The Sustralian Delesation had inlormed
thu Contracting Partius thot so Por as the rreat bulk of the items in its
?flstlng schedules were c,noﬁrncd, the fustrelian Government wms »repared t9
accept that »nromnsal, Hovever, the Justralian delceration had alse dravm
"“Lentlon to mroblems which the metho?d promssced for the revalidation of the
schedules would crente for countrics with a ranidly develepins econsmy, and
‘1n narticular for countries such ng ‘ustralin,vhore it is the golicy and
tendard proctice of the Government to rely on the advice of an indewendent
‘tmriff tribunal to determine, «fter cnguiries held in publie, what measure
cof tarifl protcction, if mny, nisht copronriately be offorded to production
of any w»articular product, The Jwstrolian delesotion had indicated that it
did not at this stoge zeek roeloense fror ony of the obligations vhich it
azswmed under [riicle IT of th: LArrcowont with respeet to sny item in
gristing schedules nnd Wvulﬁ provose that oll items should continue to
remain bound, The 4irl culuy lay in thc fact thot many of the toriff
coricessions had boen ﬂTﬂHuLh AT Fcnuv1 LI cenerally accented understanding
that it would be possible to nerotind: i ic *‘ﬁn ot any time after the
tesinning o 1951, The regent “i?f‘cu]fj s that the fustralian

Governmeat hod no definitc proposal Qor 1nclca,1nn any tariff ratc and
these roemardss coplicd cgunlly to the 52 neotificd itens, In fact, it was
not known wvhether dustrelis would Acsire to modlly the nresent t“PLLf or
its current contractunl ohli”"tiﬁns an any of the notificd items this
would depend to o larse cxvent on the infOHU“CL\n civen in the COur"u of
the investications of the tarill ftribunal and its reconmendotions, ihat

the wstralian Governnent desired new wes freedom Jrom the oronosed new
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obligation if 2 modification of the coneessions granted at Geneva on any
of the 32 notified items should be .deemed Resirablc. Whilst it vwas thought
not improbable that the tarirff tritunal wiuld form the view that an
~alteration in the present tariff commitments should not be sought on the
majority of the notified items, the Lustralisn delegation felt that iustralia
could not sign the proposed Final Lct of Torguay and the associated instru-
ments without msking o reservation opainst the blanket proposal to extend
the date for ncrotiating modifications in past scssions to 1954, To sigm
the Pinal Act and the associated instruments with 2 reservation seecmed to
be the only means of indicatin~ € vhb Sontracting Parties its position
with resnect t» these items,

Vr., IV.NS (United States) s2id that the United States delegntion would
have difficulty in accepting the australian trovosal, In view of the
statement thet .ustrcliz had no present intent: of taking action with.
resnect to2 any of the 32 items, he wondered whether it would not be possible
for iustralia to sisn the ins tru*bn s without reservetion if it were duly
noted in the record of this meeting thnt, if and vhen Jjustralia should
Dronose any modificotion of any of the 32 iteme concerned before the beginning
of 1954, h Sontractings Partics would ~ive symoathetic consideration to a
request for an coportunity to renspgetiate,
delesntion could acceot that

¢t his
ey 1
antracting ferties,

ir, TOWKDY (fustralin
‘TO?O:Ql if it were o2preendle

¥r., aBUD (Pakistan), in reply to o quez’ fon by the Chairman, said that
Pakiistan wmas in an 1d=nt;c11 $OS i:n with “ustralia with resaect to the
itens which it had notified 2nd thot his dologation vould Collow the
cxample of ~wstralia by accentinz the projoszl of the United States re-
presentative,

The Contracting Parties, conseguently, took note of the position of
Australis and Pakistan and srreed that shoull the twe povernments wish to
cke an application to the Contractins Prrtics with reshect to the items
llstud in GnTT/”N 2/4/10 and 9 respectively, the Contracting farties would

#ive symoathetiz eonsideration to such wpplications

Mr., TONKIN (iustraliz) and Mr, 394D (Pakistan) expressed sratitude
to the Contracting Parties for the understanding they had expressed in
rezzrd to the position of their Governments. In roturn, Mr. FVANS (United

States) expressed annrcciotisn to the twe reprezentatives for the accommo-
datin~ attitude they had shovm in accepting his oronosal,

In discussin: the sronesed timet~blec set out in Section 6 of the Report,
(pore B, of (U TT/c, S/AJ, I'r, SQLRE™ (ﬂorwny) g2id that owins to con-
stitutional reasnns 1t mlght not be vosgiblc for his Government to toke a
fecisinn before 31 /mzust 1957, hut his delzpntion vms uncble to make any
definite sropesal nt present, Ile su~risted that if an extension of the
time limit should bc necesstry, o Aecision mirht be sought from the

cntracting Parties by means »f - pastal balloé,

|0}

The CHATPMAN, soealins for the Tinnish Delerntion, said thot bie
Government vos in the same dositien,

A% the sunsestion of the CULIRMK, the Contracting Parties agreed
thet .the twe statements by the rovrescnt~tives of Hormmy and Finland be
duly noted in the Summary ‘ecard,
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With reference to the last-paragraphs in Section 3 of the Report
concernins the avplication of the fLrreement to dezendent territories
and to paragranh 3 of the letter in GATT/CP.5/48, the CHAIRAT noted that
since discussion on the nosition of Indo=-China had taken place under
another item, these had now become redundant,

In caklnr up Secticn # of the lerort concernin~ the Declaration to
continue the av)llcatlnn ol the oresent Schedules, Mr, DI NOL.A (Italy)
stated that the Italizn delegation, recallin- the declaration he had made
at the meeting of the Tariff MNegotiations Committee on 7 December 1950,
wished to inform the Contracting Parties chat as soon as the contents
of the report of the Lesal Yorking Party beceme knewn it had drawn the
attention of its Government to its Section 4 and the Declaration which
sugsested a solution for those countries which, for constitutional
reasons, would not be able to sign the Declaration, but would be pre-

rared to assume the pronosed undertaking subject to ratification by its
parllament. In view of the brev1ty of timc at its disposal the Italian
Government had not been able to give the necessary 1nstructlons. The
Italian delepgation would ti ‘rhfore reserve the position of its Government
on the question of the adogc:on of ‘the provosed Declaraticn,

The CHAIRMAN, speaking for the Finnish delegation, and Mr, SOLBERG
(Norway), said that Finland and Norway were in a similar position,

Yr, HORRERA ARINGO (Cuba) inquired vhether Italy, Finland and Norway
could not give the undertaking on behalf of their Governments, which,
unlike the Declaration itself, would be only te the effect thac they would
not invoke the provisions of article XXVIII, paragransh 1, subject to the
examination of the position by their parlioments, v

The CHAIRMIN, as a representative of Finland, and Mr, SOLEERG (Norway)
replied that their delesations would be able to rive such an undertakine,

Mr, DI NOL.. (Italj) stated that his Coverancat was orf\“rcc to give the
undertaking, but the susgestion made in the Revort gave rise to another
nroblem: 1nasmuﬂh as the other contracting parties simatories to the
declaration did not accept the obligation to conselidate their existing
concessions with respect to a country which would not accept the Declaration
until a decision was taken in parliament, there wns no complete reciprocity
in the nsf%er. This was vrecisely the difficulty which he had referred to

arlier 2t the time he submitted the qucstion to his Government for

examlnatlon.

- ht the suh‘fstlon of the CH.ITMAN, the Contracting Parties took note of
the statement by the Italian resrcs cnt“t1Vu and expressed the hope that the
difficulty would no longer exist by the time the Torauay Tariff Nepotintions

came to an end,

Having discussed the nbovementionecd noints and examined the other papes
without discussion, the Contractings Partics asprovedl, as 2 whole, the Report
of the Legal worklng Party os transmitted by t the Tariff Nerot11+1ons Committce,
5. The Soope of Articles XV:5(b) and XXXV with reference to the Tariff

Negotiations and the Prolonsntion of the Jssured Life of the Existing
Schedules (GATT/C2,5/9)

Mr, GUERR. (Cuba) introduced the statement of his delezation in
GLTT/CP,5/9 and further elucidated the main points in the proposal, He
explained that the purposc of the proposal vas, on the grounds of principle,
to make the General .. recment a beutﬁr and nore effcrtlve instrument,
Article XXXV had been introduced in the ..;reement at Havana to meet the
situation of certain contr:ctin: parties, but novertheless it was ap»licable
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in resnect of any new contracting party, the only requisite condition.
being that there had been no negotiations between the countries concerned,
This beins so, the distinction between sirticle XXXV and the present text
of Article XXV:5(b) was a purely formal one.  TFor the reasons given in
the Cuban statement the provisions of Article XXV:5(%t) should be amended
so as to bring it into line with those of .rticle XXV, - s to the possible
objection that the Cuban propesal would have the effect of weskening the
effect of the General .zreement, the reply was that on the contrary, the
smendment, whilst it would not broaden the applicability of irticle XXXV
beyond its present scope, would in fact strengthen the .greement in regard
to the numerous countries which might become contracting parties hereafter,
The undertaking by a country in repard to the elimination of guantitative
restrictions ete., was no less important a concession than the reduction
in its tariff rates, The modification of .rticle XXV:5(b) so as to make
it similar to Jrticle XXXV in this regard would no doubt make the General
asgresment a move effective instrument.,  In view of the short time left at
the disposal of the Contractins Parties at this session, the Cuban delegation
would not press for o discussion on the subject but would request that :
contracting parties give further reflection Yo these subjects in predaration
for a full examination of the proposal at the next session,

The CHAIRMIN sugrested that the Contrzcting Parties take note of the
statement by the Cuban representative and place the item on the Agenda of
the Sixth Sessicn, This vms apreed,

The Meetin:: rose at € p.m,




