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Bubjects discussged: 1. Requests by Belgium and Iuxemburg for the
‘maintenance of quantitative import re-
~ strictions - Report ot Working Party

2, -‘.,Si@eture of the Declaration on the
1 -Oontinued Appl:leet:lon of ‘the Schedules

3. Report on the finencial aituat:lon

1. REQUESTSEY BELGIUM AND LUXEMBURG POR WAIVERS FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF
 SUANTITATIVE TMEORT RESTRIGITONS - REFORT OF WORKING PARTY (1/372

The CHATRMAN reocalled the establishment of the Working Part ty to oone:lder the
Belglen and Iuxomburg requests. for waivers from the obligations uwer Article XI
with respect to certain agrioultural products (IC/SR.19 page 9). The Working
Party, having been unable to report to the CONTRACTING PARTIES any recommendations
for dee.ling with the Belgien request was reporting back to the Interaeeeional
Gonmttee. , . ‘

' Mr. DE BEESCHE (Sweden). che:lrman of the wOrking Party, rererring to the
Belgian request, reoalled that the majority of the Intersessicnal Oownittee had
been againat oonaidering the e.ppl:!.oation under Artiole XXV and wished 1t to be
eoneidered under the Decie:lon of 5 March., The Working Party had examined the
requeat 1n detail on a produet-by-product basie. . .'The Belgian Delczation hed
Fprovided extenaive mromt:lon rege.rding the edminietrt\f-ion of the exieting re-
strictions, but the e:ltua'bion had besn less clear when 'bhe .@iscussion in the
WO:nks.ng Party had turned upon eertain eepeote of the Deciaion. Horeover, no
,aelution had been. tomd to the dirrieulty that the requeet wasg tox- seven years,
uhile the Dee.uion previded only for five. The. majority or the Working quty
hed fe.‘l.t that, on the basis of the urormtion available, they could not. yet.
ﬁetemine vhether cenourrenoe under the Deoiﬂ:lon should bo granted, In view of
the 1qpertenoe of thu ooccasion &s & precedent for the. oonsideration ot ‘applications
under the Decision or ror wam the .;provieione ot tho peo:leion mieht be relevent,
the Wo;.‘_king mty had deveted em‘ attmtion to the general principles. which they
considered should guide the. oomme PARTIES in such examinations and had drewn
up a questionnaire (Annex A of the Report) to be completed in respect of each, item




1C/8R.20 g3
Pego 2

included in an application., The Working Party reconmended (paragraphs 14, 15
and 16) that Bolgium bo invited to submit information in the mammer proposed
as vell as additional information specifically relating to its request (Annex B)
not later than 1 September, = The Working Party haed sympathized with the.
quostion of timing raised by tho reprosentatives of Belgium and Luxemburg and
tho fact that it was not possible for them to submit the Review Frotocols and
the Organizational Agreememnt to their Parliaments until a decision had been -
reached on their requesats for waivers. The Working Party considered that the
roqueat should be considered early in the Tenth Session and if it were not
posaible for the OONTRACTING PARTIES to reach an egreement in time for those
countries to sign before the expiry of: the timo limit, an extension ahould be
granted, The Working Party also reoordéd its view that, while Belgium's
application was under consideration by the OONTRACTING PARTIES, no complaint
under Article XXIII concerning any restrictions conta:Lned in the roquest should
be considered.

The CEAIRMAN obsorved that, although it had not been possible for tho
Working Party to dispose of the problem presented by the Belgian request, the
meeting had nevertheless beem useful in developing.the points pertinemt to
a waiver under the Decision, and in providing tho Belgian Government with
guidance as to the kind of additional information that would be required beforo
final aotion was taken, ‘' This demonstrated the uséfulness of the inter-
sessional procedures since, had the initial consideration been deferrad to the
Tenth Sezsion, the same difficulties would undoubtedly have arisen and delayed
rinal consideration or tho request to a Jnt.er seesion or so as to prolong that-
session,

Hr. SUETENS (Bolgi\.m) said that the number of questions asked in- the Working
Party indicated that the Belgian regima wag littlo known and must therefore not
be injurious to meny interosts. He emphasized that the CONTRACTING PARTm
would be hearing again of agricultural restrictions, prohibitions, ‘systoms of
minimum prices ctc. Such practices were current in many countries, but other
countries which made use of them were still able to invoke Articls XII,
Belgium, no longer able to invoko that Article, was the first sontracting party
to bring guch mtters bofore the’ CONTRACTING PARTIES, but there was no
d:ltferance in fact and’ all such cases ‘were systoms of a@:l.cnltural proteotion.
The mequauty, whioch was almost inescapable ‘given tho ri.gidity of the CGeneral
Agroomant, put Belgium in a diffioult aituat:lon' Belgium alone would be re-
quired to dimntlo its restrictive syatem. H:ls Govemmont accepted thu
aitugt:lon but expectod that account would be taken of this fa:t in cmidoring
tho case and drawing up the conditions of the miver. 7 It would certainly be
easier to do away with cortain méasures if they were being done away with in
neid:bouring countries. Rociprocity of offort wue one of the ohmcteﬂaﬂoa
of the OERC to ahioh it owed much of 1ts success,/ ' He requo:bed that thicse
‘faetors bé ¥opt in mind particularly when considering tho duretion of' th?e""mtm.
Undor the Decision, roquests for weivers could bo made until 31 Decetibe
and tho implication was that the OOMRAMG PARTIES had aocepted tmnﬂ:lon
poricd until 1962, five years aftecr that date; for the full aypiioation‘ of
A:::::o b « S Balgiun'l requost remained within the torms of that trensitien
P .
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His dologation accepted the report and sttached importsnce in particular
to the rocommendation that the .roquest be considered early .in the Tenth.Seseion,
with the possibility of extending the date of signature of the Review 1natmmmts,
and that no complaints under Article XXIII should be considered while the
applioation ‘was under consideration, His Government would attempt to give
full. replioes to: the questionnaire by 1- September.

Dr. NAUDE (Union of South Arrica) agreed w:lth the Work:lng Perty that it
was not possible to come to any decision at this stage. He noted the comments
in the Report coneeming bllateral agreements and his delegation would express
their final view at a lator stage. They would also wish substantiation of
the statement (contained in 1/357/4dd.2, page 25) regarding dumping on the
Belgian nqarket a mattor vhioch the. Working Party had not yet gone into.

Hr. MR'I‘INEZ (Ouba} uaid ‘bhat his Govemmant reaarved 1ts pos;ltion on the
Roport, :lnaluding the suggest:l.ons and recomendat:lons of the HOrking Party

- My, KLEIN (Federal Republic or Germany) said that although his delegation
had felt the information suppliod to be adequate to come to a conclusion in
the case. they agread with the majority to postpone consideration .of the matter.
His dolegation wus, howevar, concerned -at the evolution of opinion on waivers
under tho 'hard-core" Decision. The Review Working Party Report spec:lf:loally
stated that Article XAV was available notwithstanding the Decision, and his
delegation did not considor thet every application must come under the Decision.
Tho procedures laid down therein were so severe because the Decision provided
for acceptance by simple majority. If applicationa were considered under
Article XXV, where a two-thirds mejority was: required, it might not be .
neoessary to retain the full aever:lty of theae procedures. - The common.
1ntarests of the comnity of. the oontracting -parties should always be . kept in
mind and th@ same symgathetio conaideration should be given to efforts for
economic integration in Burope as had been the case when the United States
waiver was granted, without time limit and w.lthout safeguardo.

Mr. NOTARANGELI (Italy) raitamted the. viewe of his delegntion a8 to the
gravs.ty for the OOMRAO'I’ING PARTIES of the extension of time and of the btroad
scope of the Baslgian request. He hoped that at the Tenth Session a solution
to meet the real needs.of Bolgium would be found while at the same time he
hgng_g thaet country would pregent a more limited request with regpect to the
number of products for which the waiver was asked, and a roquest more obﬂoualy
tma:ltional and diminishing in cherapter,

m,-.. DE BESCHE (Swedon) ; Chairman of the WOrking Party, referred to the
seotion of the Report dealing with the Luxemburg oage, The Working Party had
been sympathetic to this request but felt that the two cases were closely re-
‘1ated and should be taken up at the same time. This sootion oould therefore be
regarded as a progreas report.

The QOMMITTER amgvod. the Report. The Committee instructed the Executive
Seoretary to send .copies of tho Report te tho contrasting parties, to ask the
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Bolgien end Iuxzumburg Governments to submit -additional date not later than
1 September, and to place the requests by Belgium and quemburg on ﬂle m'o-
vie:lonal agenda of t.he '.l‘enth Seseion.

The cHAIRHAN, as representative ot Ghile, said that hie Govement n:lda‘b
wish at a 1eter etage to make obeervetions on the Report.
»,;

B

2. mmmnon o THE GONTINUED APPLIOATION OF THE sommms (Ic/w/w)

" The mmm mwrm SEGRETAHY ret’erred to the liet of eimturee aet out
in document ‘I0/W/40. ' Soven Governments had neither signed the Declaration
by the time limit of 30 June nor given any indication of their intentions with
regard to the Declaration.  He asked the Gomittee to consider whether’ the
procedure of "negative unanimity" might be ‘used ‘in‘case any of thewe gom« '
treot:lng pertiee requested an extension of the t:lme limit.

It was m that if a requeet for euch ‘an’ exteneion was reeeived, _
‘Governments would be asked to express: their ‘views ‘within a certain ‘time - limu
and those which had expressed no obj ection would be treated a8 though they
had given their eeeent. S

3. REPORT‘ VON m FWANCIAL_”SITUATION (L/369)

The’ DEPUTY EKEWTIVE SECRETARY ‘wished to take advantage of the presenco
in Ceneva of a certain number ‘of contractmg ‘parties to requeet thm to ask
their Governments to -accelerate the’ payment ‘of contributions, oompered
with 1954, the sftuation on 30 :nme 1955 ehowed ‘an :I.ncreahe 1n ezpenditure md
a decrease in eontribut:lone. L

'me mmm thought that all rapreeentet:lvee of Govemmente uhich hed not
yot paid their oontributione wuld comply with the requeet of' ‘the’ eeeretartet.

'Ihe meeting ad,1 ourned at ;1;2,,.20 ,p.,m,,e



