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1. Eurcpean Economic Community - Informaticn tc be furnished by
the representative of the Commission {continued) (L/2179 and

L/2185)

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the represcentative o the Buropean Economic
Community had made a statement at the sixth meeting on the implementaiion of
the Rome Treaty which had been distributed in document L/2179, A statement
had 2150 bH..n made by th: repras.ntatives of Gruese. on tho implomentation of the
Association Agrsement botwo. n Gro-co and the Community (L/2185),

Mr., NARASIMHAN (India) said that his delegation had heard the statement
of the rcprescntative of the Eurcpean Eccnomic Community with intercst. The
Community was to be zongratulatadon entering the second half of its twelve
years' itransitional poriod. The Irdian delegation hoped that it would now become
casicr for the Community te formulate its policius to accemmedate the
interests of less-developed countrics such as India, which were confronted with
forecign exchange and development probleins. He recalled that when the Community
had last rceported to the CONTRACTING PARTIES, at their twenticth scssion, 1t was
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then negotiating with the United Kingdom with a view to the latter's accession.
The Indian delegation had proposed the introduction by all industrialized
countries of certain features in the itrade relationships between colintries such
as his own, on the one hand, and the United Kingdom, on the other. Such
features included duty and restriction free entry for virtually all products.
Prior to the breakdown of the Community/Unitec Kingdom discussions, a number of
arrangemnents had been worked out concerning the trace of countries such as
India in the event of the United Kingdom's accession. It had been heartening
t0 note from statements by spokesmen of the Community that there was no
intention ¢f allowing these arrangements to be cumpl:etily Forgotten. It was
also gratifying to note that Ministers at the 3ATT Ministerial meeting had
plecged themselves to finding solutions to the problems confronting the less-
ceveloped countries. It was the hope of the Indian delegation that action
would be taken in this regard without too much delay.

Mr. Narasimhan expressed the hope that it would be possible for the
Community to make greater than 5C per cent tariff cuts, whether within or
outside the Kennedy Round, on items of interest to less-developed ccuntries,
including India; and, morsover, thai member countries would eliminate non-
tariif barriers as guickly as possiblz, In this connexion, the long=-term damage
done to the economic deveslopment of less-developed countries by the maintenance
of such barriers was far greater than the adjustment disficulties encountered
by advanced economies in their removal.

less-developed countries would follow with interest the measures taken by
the Community to deal with the problem of under-development in SouthernItaly,
since it was felt that the experience gained here would be useful in helping
trese countries to overcome their own development problems. In this connexion
Mr. Narasimhan drew attention to the desirability of correlating separate
development plahs. The Indian delegation appreciatec the importance attached
by the Europzan Economic Community to the maintenance of its own agricultural
production, particularly of major food grains. However, in the case of itens
such as sugar, vegetable 0ils and animal feedstuffs, the Community should itake
into account the interests of less-developed countries which enjoye? natural
advantages in their production.

Referring to the tracde statistics quote~ in document L/2179, Mr. Narasimhan
underlined the fact that between 1958 and 1963 EEC imports generally had
increased by 53 per cent, whilst those from non-specified "third countries", a
category waich included India, had risen by only 19 per cent. Moreover,
whereas imports from incustrialized countries in the EFTA an~ North America had
increased by 135 per cent in the first eight months of 1963 as comparec with the
Same period in 1962, the corresponding figure for India was only 3 per cent.

It had to be noted, moreover, that even this 3 per cent increase was attributable
to price increases resulting from general world conditions rather than to
liberalization in the Community on all items of interest to India. There had
been a deeline in the share of the European Economic Community in India's exports

-
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from 7.6 per cent in 1962 to 7.2 per cent in 1963, whilst exports to the
United States, the ECAFE region and East European countries had increased
substantially. Incdia remained concernsd over the structural imbalance in her
trade with the Community. In 1962/63 the deficit in India's trade with the
EEC amounte: to USH20 million and India still imported about three times as
much from the Community as she exported to it. It was a source of regret to
the Indian Governmment that it had not yet proved possible t0 hold detailed
discussions with the Community in which the prcoblem coulc be analyzed and
solutions found.

Mr. Narasimhan expressed the hope that in the preparatory ~iscussion for
the Kennedy Round the interests of developing countries not represented., would
not be overlooked, and that in the coulse of the negotiations industrialized
countries would, in respect of products of interest to the developing countries,
make significant tariff cuts. However, as it was possible that the Kennedy
Roun? negotiations might take some considerable time to camplete, he would
invite industrialized countries, in accor-ance with recent statements of their
Ministers, to take action in a:vance of the Kennedy Round to give immediate
relief to the difficulties confronting the poorer countries.

India was grateful for the decision taken by the Community to suspend
duties on tea and tropical timber “rom 1 January 1964 for an initial period of
two years. He noted that the full suspension applied in respect of bulk tea
and that tea in bags of five kilogrammes or less now bore a duty of 5 per cent
ad valorem. He pointesd out in this regard that India had simultaneously
foregone its preference in the United Kingdom market of twopence per pound.

It was too early to judge whether India would be a net beneficiary from these
moves but it was to be hoped that they would be to the general benefit of less-
developed countries, India also welcomed the decision of the EEC Council of
Ministers to suspend, with effect from 1 January 1S64, the common external
tariff on a number of items of interest to India. Although the practical
effect of the suspensions wouldonly be marginal, they represented a step
towards zero tariffs for tropical products. It was the hope of the Indian
delegation that further unilateral tariff action of this nature would be

taken in the near future.

In conclusion, Mr. Narasimhan noted with satisfaction the growing interest
of the Community in the affairs of the less-developel countries which was
exemplified by the declaration of the representative of the Community in which
it was stated that the Community wishe* actively to contribute to the inter-
national organization of trade with a view to finding solutions favourable to
the developing countries as a whcole.

Mr. HOO TJING SAN (Indonesia) observed that Indonesia ha:, on many
occasions in the past, macde known its views on the various aspects of integ~
ration within the EEC. These views had not changed. Incdonesia noted the
prosperity of the European Fecouowmic Community and the growtih in its industrial
ocutput, gross national prodiuct an< trade, which had however been accompanied
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by a deterioration in the Community's trade balance. It could be argued that
the Community represented a growing market for the primary products of developed
countries but it was at least possible that this market would have grown with-
out the establishment of the Community. In any event the Community was
erecting a tariff wall and had introduced a system of preferences for certain
less~developed countries. These measures were harmful to the exporters of
tropical products such as Indonesia. As an illustration, Mr. Hoo Tjing San
mentioned palm oil which prior to 1958 had enjoyed duty-free entry into a
number of member States but which would by 1970, with the coming into force of
the common external tariff, bear a duty of 9 per cent. Palm oil from countries
such as Indonesia would either be completely eliminated from the Community by
duty-free imports from associated States or would receive an inferior price.
Such developments were contrary to the modern trend for the provision of the
freest possible access for the primary products of less-developed countries.
The EEC should therefore show its goodwill toward the less-developed countries
by introducing duty-free entry on all primary products irrespective of origin.

Indonesia recognized that the States assnciated witl: the EEC required
economic ties with developed countries, but he considered that the present
arrangements would be detrimental rather than advantageous to them in the long
run. It was for the EEC and the associated States to find a means to
replacing the present preferences by other forms of co-operation. With the
removal of such preferences it would be possible to introduce free entry for
primary products in respect of all less-developed countries.

Mr. VALLADAO (Brazil) said that his delegation had listened with interest
to the statement by the representative of the Community. Brazil had in the
past eriticized certain of the developments in the Community, but recognized
the problems inherent in the achievement of some of its objectives. On the
question of the Community's relation with third countries he noted that there
remained barriers which posed problems for the exports of countries such as
Brazil. In particular there were the very high internal charges still
maintained and which curbed consumption. It had to be understood that the
problems of the less-developed countries with regard to their trade were
not restricted to the maintenance of barriers, but extended to other
matters including prices. He noted however that the European Economic Community
was apparently planning measures outside the framework of GATT in order to
overcome the problems confronting world trade. In this connexion he recalled
that, in recording their reservations on the Programme of Action at the
ministerial meeting, the Ministers of the Community had referred to the
overriding objective of increasing the export earnings of the less-developed
countries by market organization. He noted also that the representatives of
the Community had suggested that the review of the GATT should take into
account the results of the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development.
The representatives of the EEC had announced their intention to make proposals
in the United Nations Trade Conference which went beyond the terms of reference
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of the GATT s Committee on Legal and Institutional Framework. These proposals
would be awaited with considerable interest by the less~developed countries, not
only in the context of the conference, but also because of their possible
implications for the GATT

Mr. PAPIC (Yugoslavia) thanked the representative of the Community for his
statement and heped that the Community would succeed in achieving a balance
between its internazl organization and the trade interests of third countries.
Yugoslavia was a traditional trade partner of the member countries of the
Community and was watching the movements towards integration in Western Europe
to judge their long-term effects on her trade. Clearly integration would lead
to an intensification of intra-trade, but this intensifiication should not be out
of all proportlon to the development of the trade of thirc countries. In this
comexion thi. representative of the Community hac saicd that between 1958 and the
end of June 1963. trade between the members of the Community hac risen by
130 per cent whilst imports from the rest of the worle had risen by 53 per cent.
However, the bulk of this increase was attributable to lmports from developed
countries rather than less-developed countries. .

About 30 per cent of Yugoslavia's total exports were taken by the Community
and 45 per cent of her exports to the EEC comprised agricultural products. The
bulk of Yugoslavia's agricultural exports comprised items which were or would be
covered by the common agricultural policy. Yugoslavia had it was true
increased her exports of agricultural produce generally to the EEC in the past
year. However, items to which the levy system applied had not shared in this
increase and Yugcslavia's apprehension over the loag-term etffects of the
Community's agricultural policy remained. Agricultural production had
increased in the Community and as a result traditional exporters to the member
countries would not be able to increase their trade. It was the hope of the
Yugoslav delegation that the Kemnedy Round and the United Nations Conference
on Trade and Development woul: lead to a reduction in the barriers confronting
trade in agricultural products, especially those maintainsd by industrialized
countries.  Yugoslavia was most interested in the EEC proposal relating to
commodity market organization. It was not, however. clear whether this
proposal would lead to the growth of imports of agricultural products by the
EEC or by what means such a growth could be achieved. If the proposals
envisaged the maintenance of Community imports at their present levels, they
could not be considered a positive approached to the solution of the problem.
Yugoslavia considered it essential'that,the widest possible access should be
provided in the markets of the developed countries for agricultural exports.

Mr. MIGONE (Argentina) said that his delegation hac given close attention
to the concise statement presented by the representative of the Community and
had taken particular cognizance of the - igures which showec that the Community's
imports from the United States and from EFTA countries in thz period 1958/62 had
increased by 58 per centard 51 per cent respectively, whilst those from latin
American ccuntries in the same period ha~ grown by 35 per cent. A comparison
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of the Community's imports in the first eight months of 1963 with the same
period in 1962 showed that imports from EFTA countries and North America had
increased by 13 per cent whilst those from latin America had risen by

6 per cent. In the context of these figures, Mr. Migone recalled the
statement of the representative of the Community to the twentieth session of
the CONTRACTING PARTIES to the effect that whilst the Community had particular
responsibilities to those less-developed countries associated with it, it had
never lost sight of the question of unuer-development as a whole. This
attitude had again been reflected in the statement by the representative of the
Community at the present session. Argentina interpreted the recognition of
the Community's responsibilities towards less-developec. countries as implying
the existence of the will to mitigate any unfavourable impact, developments in
the EEC might have on the trace of developing third countries, particularly
traditional suppliers. He would thus decuce that the Community would
without delay take action to compensate for the ciffereinces revealecd in the
growth of imports from less-developed countries as compared with those from
industrialized countries. In this connexion the new Regulation governing
importation into the Community of beef was perhaps more liberal than that
relating to cereals but, particularly in view of internal prices, it was
likely to favour production in the Community to the detriment of third country
supplies. He noted, however, that contracting parties would have the
opportunity to analyze the new Regulation in Committee II.

Reverting to the general balance between the internal and external
responsibilities of the Community, Mr. Migone expresse: the view that the
latter were not being given sufficient attention. The Community had argued
that internal consolidation hac to precede measures taken in relation to the
trade of under-developed countries not associated with the Community. In his
view it would be per:ectly consistent for the Community to take action on
internal integration and external trade simultaneously, and in fact if such a
contemporaneous approach were not adopted, the economies of non-associated
developing countries could suffer irreparable damage. As regards countries
such as his own, which were food-producing, the Community should take
immediate remedial measures through modifications in their pricing policies
and in the field of import restrictions. These proposals were, however, to be
regarded as being without prejudice 1o other procedures which might be mutually
agreed upon and which were of interest to all the countries concerned.

In conclusion, Mr. Migone stressed that it would shortly be possible in
the United Nations Conference on Trade and the Kennedy Round to verify whether
there existed any real interest in overcoming the world trade problems in a
mamer which would take into account the interests of less-developed countries.
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Mr. CARMODY (Australia) expressed the interest of his delegation in the
statement of the representative of the Community. Australia was interested in
many faczets of the development of the European Economic Community but in the
context of this discussion would restrict its remarks to repeating a request
already made by the representative of Uruguay concerning clarification of a
point on page 4 of L/2179, relating to the possibility of a review for the
protection of animal products. ke asked whether it would be legitimate to
assume that the "review" would lead to a reduction of protection and he said
that such a step would be welcome to Australia.

Mr, GRANT (Ghana) said that he had listened with close attention to the
statement of the Community representative. Ghana could have no objection to
the economic integration of Liurcpean countries but it was a source of regret
that this integration movement in the Community had been extended to embrace
certain countries in Africa.

Referring to the Community's policy in relation to cocoa, Mr. Grant pointed
out that cocoa constituted €0 per cent of Ghana's exports and that 56 per cent
of its total cocoa exports went to the Community. Ghena's cocoa production had
increased from 264,000 tons in 1956/57 to 450,000 tons in 1962/63. At the same
time, Ghana's share of the world production had increased from 29.5 per cent to
over 38 per cent. However, despite the growth in production, earnings from
cocoa exported had since 1959 remained static at about £70 million as the result
of declining prices. The preferences enjoyed by the African States associated
with the Community in the Community's market had stimulated production in these
countries and it could be expected that if these increascs in production were
maintained non-preferential producers would be in jeopardy. His remarks on cocoa
applied with equil force to other tropical products. In conclusion Mr. Grant
expressed pleasurs at the fact that the Community seemed to be aware of the
problems concerning less-developed countries and wished to find sclutions to
these problems.

Mr. NIOPIN (Ivory Coast) pointed out that in his country at lecast the
preferences enjoyed in the Commurity had not given rise to any increased
production and that, on the contrary, his Government was limiting the planting
of coffee and cocoa.

Mr. LACARTE (Uruguay) thanked the representative of the EEC for his full
statement on developments within the Community. Uruguay welcomed the progress
made by the Community in achieving integration on a2 broad front. Uruguay, whose
support of the letter and spirit of the GATT was well known, could contemplate
developments in the Community which went beyond the provisions of the GATT,
should they result in as good as or better access to the EEC market for imports
from countries such as his own. Uruguay was, however, experiencing anxiety
concerning new developments in the Community particularly in the agricultural
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field. Uruguay had therefore to reservc its position in regard to these new
developments which it considered could be detrimentzl to Uruguayan meat exports.
The Kennedy Round and.the outcome of the discussions of the Committee on Legal
and Institutional Framework would reveal the real intention of the Community

in regard to the trade of third countries.

Referring to document L/2179, Mr. Lacarte noted that the Community had
established a "contact group" with Latin American countrics to ensurc the
exchange of information and greater mutual understanding. Uruguay had alveady
utilized the liaison established. In conclusion Mr. Lacarte asked the represen-
tative of the Community for clarification on the statement contained on page 4
of L/2179, concerning animal products, to the effect that the slight decline
in the share of third countries in total imports of member States "might call
for a review of the question of protection”.

Mr. EVANS (United States) said that his delegation had also followed with
considerable interest the statement of the representative of the Community, and
had welcomed measures adopted by the EEC in the interest of more liberal trade.
He had mentioned in this connexionsthe decision in taking a second step towards
the alignment of national tariffs with the common external tariff, to introduce
a 20 per cent suspension of these common duties. The Cocmmunity had agreed to
submit to the CONTRACTING PARTIES its new agricultural regulations and had
undertaken to take into account its external as well as its internal respon-
sibilities in the agricultural sector. The Community had also completely
suspended duties on tea and tropical timber and had suspended duties on certain
other items of interest to lcss-developed countries. Most member States of the
Community had liberalized their trade with Japan and India. On the other hand,
Mr. Evans expressed his surprise that no mention had been made, of the Kennedy
Round, in the statement of the representative of the Community. He hoped that
there was no significance in this omission and that the Community continued to
share the wish of the United States to see a successiul conclusion tec the
negotiations under the Kennedy Round. Whilst it was noted that the Commission's
study of a year's operation of the Common Agricultural Policy indicated that
there had been no overall decrease in third country imports, it had to be
recoghized that it would be premature to judge the effects of the policies
adopted and the measures applied. Further, figurses available showed that the
effects of the Policy had not been uniform either as regards the volume of
imports or the relative shares of imports in growing total consumption. The
United States Government continued to attach great importance to preventing
the oarection of new barriers to trade in agricultural produce through
artificially fostered self-sufficiency, and looked forward to the full
- implementation of the May 1963 Ministerial Decision which had stated that
significant liberalization of world trade, including that in agriculture and
primary products, was essential. The United States was prepared to enter
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negotiations aimed at reconciling national agricultural policies with the
liberalization and expansion of international trade., In conclusion Mr. Evans
expressed the view that the internal economic wvxpansion of the Community was
fully consistent with the development of its relations with third countries
through liberal trade policies and @ :panding trade. 1t was vspecially important
for industrialized countries. utilizing existing institutions for international
economic co-operation, to continue to contribute to an expansion of the world
economy to the benefit of economic development, and the United States was
encouraged by the fact that the Community whilst secking solutions for its
internal problems was not limiting its world réle which, it was to be hoped,
would be increasingly liberal and constructive. The United Stotes hoped

that the Community and the States associated with it would continus to co-
operate in endeavours to lower tariffs an® other barriers to trade.

Mr., HIJZEN (Commission of tn: European Economic Community) thanked those
representatives who had spoken for having given so much attention to his
statement and for having conveyed their views and comments so frankly. It
was a source of some disappeintment to the Community that or the occasions
it had reported to the CONTRACTING PARTIES on progress achieved, representatives
of contracting partics had expressed their fears as to their future trade with
the Community whilst in fact actual trade had continued to increasc. H2 pointed
out that in all probability imports by the Community from third countries were
growing at a rate at lsast as fast as that of any other country or group of
countries. Moreover, the Community had consistently oxpressed its intention
to co-operate in cefforts to overcome world trading problems. These positive
aspects of the Community's policy oftun secmed to be overlooked.

Concerning the Community's trade relations with the Associated African
and Malagasy States, Mr. Hijzen said that he found it difficult to understand
criticisms of these relations in view of the fact that a2 number of other
developing countries had similar arrangements with industrialized countries.
Concerning the assuranc.. requssted by the representative of India that the
interests of the less-developed countries would be taken into account by the
Community in the course of the Kcnnedy Round, Mr. Hijzen stated that he could
give such an assurance and pointcd out that the Community was continuously
giving attention to ways and means of improving its trade links with the less-
developed countries. The represcntative of Indonesia had raised the question
of palm oil and, although he was nct in a position to verify. the data provided,
‘Mr. Hijzen suggested that if there were 9 per cent duty in the common external
tariff for palm oil this would merely refleet the fact that higher duties had
existed in certain member Status prior to 1957. On o point raised by the
representafive of Brazil, Mr. I'i jzen said that the Community had express.d
reservations conccrning the Programme of Action solely because it considercd
that there werc other more suitabla means of attaining the objectives of the
Action Programme. He observed that the representatives of Argentina and
Yugoslavia had expressed apprehension concerning developments in the agricultural
policy of the Community. He sugg.sted that it was still too carly to judge what
effects the recently introduced rzgulations or those not yet introduced would
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have on the trade of third countries. On a further point raised by the
representative of Argentina, he pointed out that the growth of Latin American
eXxports by over a third in four years should in fact be a source of satisfaction.

Mr. Hijzen said that his failure to mention the Kennedy Round in his
statement could b attributed to the fact that it would not have been possible
to mention all aspects of trading relations between the Community and other
countries, It was well known that the Community was co-operating fully in
the preparations for the Kennedy Round. He noted that the representative of
the Ivory Coast had dealt with o point raised by the representative of Ghana
concerning cocoa. On tho specific query raiscd by the representativ.s of
Uruguay and Australia as to the possibility of a review on the question of
protection of animal products (L/2179, page 4), Mr. Hijzen suggested that the
meaning of the statement was clear. The Community would review the present
position and draw relevant conclusions,

Mr. Hijzen continued that cortain representatives had implied that protection
afforded by the EEC wasgrcater in the case of imports from less-developud
countrizs then from developed countriss. In his view this represented an over-
simplification of the pecsition. Hs pointed out that exporting necessitated a
certain amount of endeavour and as Yugoslavia had shown in increasing her
exports of meat, such e¢fforts tended to be rewarded by higher export figures.
In many cases the (ommunity's imports from the less-developed countries had
shown no or little increase despite the existence of zero tariffs. He
suggested, in coneclusion, that if coertain developing countries were to devote
more of thelr cnergics to fostering the growth of exports, statistics would
show a more favourabl: trend.

The CHAIRMAN, in summing up, notud that a number of representatives had
thanked thes represcntative of the Community for his comprehonsive report.
Representatives had referred to internal development in the Community and
their relationship to the Community's imports from third countries. Reference
had been made to liberalization mcasures adopted by the Community. Some
representatives expresscd fears concerning the trade cffects of certain
measures adopted by the Community. Mention had also been madc of the
preferential position unjoyed in the Community's market by Associatced African
and Malagasy States. Hope had been .xXpressed that the Community would take
into account the needs of third countries in enlarging access to its market
for agricultural products. In this connexion, he noted that the Community was
prepared to communicate the new regulations to contracting parties for
examination and this would be carricd out in Committee II. A number of
representatives had referred to the Xennedy Round as a means of reducing or
removing the barricrs maintaincd by the Community affucting their trade.
Riu-ference had also been made to the possibilitics presented by the United
Nations Confersnce on Trade and Development.

The statements of the representatives of the European Economic Community
and of Greeccc and the comments on these reports were noted.
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2. Convention of Association betwecn the Enropcan Economic Community
and the associated African and Malagasy States

The CHAIRMAN said that the Council of the Europcan Economic Community hod
advised that o Convention was signed at Yaounds on 20 July 1903, continuing
the association of African and Malagasy Stav.s with th: Europcan Economic
Community. The text of the Convenition had been transmitted by the membor
States pursuant to thelr undertaking to notify any modification in the plan
and schodule for the implementation of the Rome Treaty.

The Chairman suggestod that sinec the text of the Convention was
distributed only a few days ago and since its provisions were rather
complizated it might be be:st to follow the procedure cdepted on similar
occasions in the past. Undoubtedly contracting parties would wish to examine
the Conven®ion in detail and wouid welzome an opportunity to put forward
questions concerning its provisions and implementation. After the questions
had been answered and when thece had been distributed to cdntracting parties,
a working party might proceed with the examinotion of the Convention in the
light of the relevant provisicns of the GATT. If this procedure were adopted
delegations might not feel compelled o put forward at the present meeting all
the questions they would like to ask or to make the definitive comments of
their governments.

Mr. DE SMET (Belgium) speaking on behalf »f the member States of the
European Economic Community said that the Convention of Association between
the European Economic Community and the African and Malagasy States associated
with the Community was sisned at Yaoundé on 20 July 1963. The Rome Treaty
had already established association links between the Community and the over-
seas countries or territories which had enjoyed special relationships with
some of the member Stataes. The implementation of this system had besn ensured
through a Convention concluded for {ive years. Most of the overseas assoclated
countries and territories had acceded to independence pefore the Convention had
expired and it was as fully scvereign Statas that eighteen independent African
and Malagasy States had negotiated with the Community, the new Convention of
Yaoundé. This Convention defined for a further period of five years the
associntion links between the States in question and the European Economic
Community .

The major objective of the Convention remained the increase of the economic
potential of the associated t*t .s throuzh the development of their infra-
structures and the diversification of their industrializoation cnd cultures.

The Community contributed towards these objectives through a sizeable financial
and technical effort. Furthermor:, the Conventicn of Yaoundé was being
implemented progressively through a lowering of the customs duties and through
the elimination of quantitotive restrictions over the entire field of trade
between the signatory countries. Nevertheless in order to cnable the
associated Stotes to carry cut on orderly dovelopment of their agriculturce



SR.21./8
Page 112

and industrises, and in order to toke into account the imbalance of their budget
and of their balance of payments they were free cccording to the spirit of the
Association Convention to have resort to customs dutiss and quantitative
restrictions subject to certein conditions. The complete entry into force of
the Convention would entail the immediate and total ¢limination of customs
duties of the member 3States on certain primary tropical products originating
from the African and Mxlagasy States. At the same time there would take place
a programme of reductions, suspensions and adjustments of the common customs
tariff in respect to thesc products; some of these measures had already beun
implementcd. These provisions were likely to be of particular interest to
third countries. They had been supplemented by a nunber of clauses which
enabled the associated States to maintain or establish customs unions or free-
trade areas with third countries. What the signatories had had in mind, was
particularly, the development of inter-African relations in pursuing, through
the method described, the strengthening of the wconomies of the African and
Malagasy States. In stimulating the dlversification of their industrialization
the Community was fully convinced that the Yaoundé Convention would make it
possible to ensure the economic, social and cultural development of these
couttries and thereby reinforce their equilibrium and their econcmic dependence.
In this connexion the Community =also believed that the Yaoundé Convention was
in line with the principles and crJjectives of the General Agrcement, particularly
sub-paragraphs 5-9 of Article ¥XXIV. Concluding Mr. De Smet said that the
Community did not object to the procedures outlined by the Chairman, which was
traditional procedure and the Community would be pleased to prcvide contracting
parties with any clarification and explanations they might require in studying
the Convention.

Mr. BRESSON (Upper Volta) speaking on behalf of the African and Malagosy
States associated with the Community, reiterated that the asscciation between
the Community and the African and Malagasy States as the result of the
Convention signed at Yaoundé was not a new one. The Rome Treaty had already
established a similar association between the Community and the overseas
countries and territories at a time when these were dependent upon certain
member States. The first Convention signed for a period of five years had
Just expired. The political process which had led the African and Malagasy
States to independence between 1960 and 1961 had led them to negotiatce in full
sovereignty a new Association Convention with the European Economic Community .
The major objoctive of this Convention was defined thus in Article 1 of the
Convention:

"With a view to promoting an increasz of trade between the associated
States and the member States strengthening their cconomic relations and
the economic independence of the associated States thereby convributing
to the development of international trade...”
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Mr. Bresson said that the assoclated States belicved that the
provisions contained in the Yaoundé Convention were in conformity with the
General Agreement and that they would contribute to the improvement of world
trade. In fact the Conventicon was quite in line with the encouraging trend
which had appcared for some time within the GATT in favour of action aimed at
helping and facilitating the development of less-developed countrics. The
Yaoundé Convention found its proper place of course in the framework of
sub-paragrapiis 5-9 of Article XXIV of the General Agreement.

Mr. ONYIA (Nigeria) said that it was nearly six years since the
CONTRACTING PARTIES had had before them the first Association Agreement between
the six member States of the Community and the asseciated overseas territories
entered into under Part ¥ of the Treaty of Rome. Once again a new Convention
of Association between the six mewber States and eighteen African and Malagasy
States had been submitted to the CONTRACTING PARTIES. This new Convention was
signed at Yaoundé in July 1963. Betwcen the signature of the old Convention
and that of the new one, the countries refecrred to in 1957 as associlated
overseas territorics hacd become independent. He hoped that he was coarrect
in saying that the new Conventicn was not a mere renewal of the nne old but
having been negotiated by the eighteen African and Malagasy States as equal
partners to the Six,the Convention did not fall within the provisions of
Article 136 but of Article 238 of the Treaty of Rome. If his interpretation
was correct the task of the GATT would secm to be narrowed to considering the
compatability of the ncw arrangements with the provisions of Article XXIV:5 »f
the General Agrecment when the Convention was ratified and entercd int» force.
This would be essentially a legal issue and in this regard it was perhaps
pertinent tn recall that during the discussions of the report of the Working
Party on the original Associatinn Convention, it was agreed that the legal
issues should be put aside in favour of firding practical solutions. That
was six years ago and no practical solutions had been put forward or seemed
to be forthcoming in the foreseeable future. Meanwhile the problems which
the conclusion of the original Convention were expected to pose for the non-
associated countries still remained; as did also thnse economic conditions
and considerations that had madc it necessary for the cighteen African and
Malagasy States to seck to maintain their special links with the Community.

It would not be nccessary for him to list these problems since they were
well-knmown to contracting parties and were dealt with in the report of the
Working Party (L/805). The transition from the old to the new Convention of
Agsnciation had in no way disposcd of thesc problems.

Mr, Onyia went on to say that had the CONTRACTING PARTIES tackled the
issues morec vigorously and comc cut with acceptable general sclutions to the
problems facing develaping countries he was sure that there would have been
less urgent need on the part »f the European Economic Community and some or all
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of the associated States to cstablish the type ~f speecial arrangements that
were now before the CONTRACTING PARTIES. It was in this light that his
delegation viewed thelr having thrown opcen the new Convention to all countries
whose economic situation was cnmparable to that of the developing countrics
which had signed the new Convention Agrecment. Faced with the realities of
today the prescnt non-asscciated countries which depended mainly ~n primary
products for their cconomic development were also seeking their »wn solutions
not only tn the threat to their export trade particularly in those areas which
were likely to bear the brunt of the impact of the coming into force >f the
new Association Convention but to urgently required increases in their foreign
exchange earnings. Consequently his delegation did not think that the GATT
should approach these issues purcly on a formal or legalistic basis. An
empirical approach would appear to be indicated so that there would be further
progress towards the solution 2f the problems that both the eighteen African
and Malagasy States and other countries with similar economic structure were
facing. In conclusion the Nigerian delegation wished o record its appreciation
to the European Economic Community and the United Xingdom in bringing about
suspension of the duty on tea and timber and to the European Economic Community
on its intention te recduce duties ~n other commodities with the coming into
force of the new Conventinn.

Mr. NARASIMHAN (India) said that hc assumed that the impact of the
Conventinn on the intcrests of cther enntracting parties as well as its
legality would be dealt with in s~me detail at a later stage. India was
pleasecd that the associated Statcs had been able to seccure for their products
duty-free and quota-frec entry inte the Community. It was nevertheless a
source of regret to India that in return these States had granted preferences
+o members »f the Community. Such prefercnces granted to technically advanced
countries ran countcr +» rcecent trends in thinking on world trade. It was the
hope of his delegation that there would be scope for amnding such provisions
in the intcrests »f other developing countries. His delegation was rcady to
en-operate fully with the procedurcs the Chairman had suggested for dealing
with the present item.

Mr. EVANS (Unitecd States) said that his delegation favoured the establish-
ment of a working party. It wruld wish to participate and had questions which
it would pnse at that time.

Mr. GARCIA OLDINI (Chile) - said that although the text of the Convention
differed on some points from the text which was studied six ycars ago, and
although from a strictly technical point of view, it might be maintained that
the situatisn had changed in the meantime the fact remained that the problem
was essentially the same as it was six years age. At that time the developing
courtries had made a number of objections to this Convention and if discussions
were raopened n this subject the samc countries might probably want to make
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the same criticisms and the same objecti-ns as they had done when the text

of the first Convention was discussed. The problem from the pragmatic stande-
point, was that the present Association Convention as that of six yecars agn»,
gave rise or created a nmumber of protected and privileged markets which were
soet aside for certain less-developed countries, which lead t~ the application
nf discriminatory mzasur:s against nther less-developed countries. This was
the very essence and substance of the problem; and whatever arguments were
put forward, if a proper snlution was n»ot found to this aspect of the problem,
his delegation would maintzin its resition of six vears zgo that the present
Convention was unacceptable as was the previous mne. However, circumstances
had changed and there were new prossibilitics and prospects within the

GATT itself. He hoped that these new possibilities would enable the finding of
instruments for hammering out suitable solutions.

Mr. VALLADAO (Brazil) endorscd the procedures suggested by the Chairman
for dealing with the items under discussion. Like the delegate of Chilec, he
hoped that the GATT would through the revisinn »f its rules, be able tn take
account »f the various problems, including the problem new befare the
CONTRACTING PARTIES. Hewever, until the GATT had undergmnc a completce
revision, the United Nations Conferonce osn Trade and Development was probably
the appropriate forum for dealing with this matter.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Council be instructed to appoint a
working party to cxamine the Convention in the light of the rclevant
provisions of the General Agrecment.

This was agrecd.

The CHATIRMAN said that contracting partics wishing to put forward
questions concorning the provisions and the implementation of the Convention

should submit thesc to the Exccutive Secretary, not later than 30 April 1964.

3. Trade Negotiations, 1964

The CHAIRMAN said that at the mecting of Trade Ministers in May 1963 it
was agrced that comprehcnsive trade negotiations should be undertaken and
that these should begin on 4 May 1964. A Trade Negotiations Committec
composed of represcniatives of all the governments proposing to participate
had been establisicd and preparations for the negotiations were in hand.

The EXECUTIVE SECRETARY in his capacity as Chairman of thec Trade
Negotiations Committee reported on the preparatory work which had been
carried out by the Committec and its various Sub-Committeces. Hec said that
the somewhat laborious mamner in which the preparatory stage of the
negotiations had been proceeding, should not occasion too much surpisc or
concern to contracting parties. It should always be bornc in mind that in
the operation under consideration, the sights were sect very high and that the
objectives to be obtained in these ncgotiations could be of deeisive



SR.21/8
Page 116

importance for the future of international trade and for the economic
relationships between contracting parties. Despite these lengthy and laborious
preparations, he felt that, in the light of developments over the past few
months, contracting parties could now look forward with some degrece of confidence
that the negotiations could in fact be formally initiated on 4 May 1964, the
date which the Ministers had had in mind. It was unlikely that a number of the
problems which had been exercising the Trade Negotiations Committee over the
past few months would be completely resolved by that time. However, he

thought that a positien in the consideration and discuscion of thesc problems
would be reached which would justify proceeding from the pre-negotiating stage
to the stage of the negotiations preper.

The principal pcints of difficulty were well-known to contracting parties
and he would therefore not dwell upon them in detail. As regards the Tariff
Negotiating Plan, therc was now a fairly clear outline of the gencral basis
for tariff negotiaticr.s on industrial products. However, one major element in
the Tariff Negotiating Plan remained i.c. the means for identifying, and the
treatment to bec afforded to, those cases where there was a significant disparity
in the levels of tariffs in the major trading countries and with respect to
which the Ministers had agreed that special treatment would be appropriate where
these differences were meaningful in trade terms. The endeavour to translate
into specific principlcs or rules the concept of "meaningful in trade terms",
and thereafter to wo:l: out rules for the treatment to be afforded to disparities
idantified in accordance with such principlcs and rules, had proved an
unexpectedly difficult problem and the solution was not yet at hand. On the
other hand he felt ceonfident that as a result of the many months of careful
and detailed studry of the technical aspects of this problem, the differences
which had hitherto madc agrecment seem remote and at times improbable, were
narrowed to such a point that therc was every reason to believe that a practical
basis could be found before 4 May for the passage from the present stage to that
of the negotiations proper.

The other major gquestion which had hung over preparations for the negotia-
tions and still hung over them, was the question of finding a basis for negotia-
tions with respeet to agricultural products which would be consistent with the
objectives laid down by Ministers in their mceting last May. The esscntial
difficulty here was the difficulty of rcconciling the gencrally acceptcd objective
of liberalizing the conditions of world trade, with arrangements which certain
countries found it nccessary to adopt for the support of the incomes of their
agricultural producers. The difficulty of rcconciling these two factors in
national agricultural pclicies necessarily crcated major problems in determining
the procedurcs and methods which should govern the  negotiations on agricultural
products, In somc areas this difficulty appearcd to be manageable in the sense that,
for certain products, the major producing and major importing countiies had
agreed that the appronriate basis for negotiation was to scek world-wide arrange-
ments which would go beyond the traditionnl arca of trade negotiations properly
so-called, and indeed in a number of respects would go beyond the scope which had
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hitherto been given to conventional commodity arrangements. What was
contemplated, were negotiations which would deal not c¢nly with thce conditions

of access for these products in international trade but also extend to national
support levels, national production policies, the control of supply and
guarantees of supply and the level of international and national prices. It

was contcmplated that these arrangements would be the subject of negotiations in
respect of the whole range of cereals products, and the Cercals Group which in

a sense was acting as a pilot group for ncgotiations on cereal products, had
begun discussions on a procedurc which would enable the Group to proceed
forthwith from the stage of the consideration of the clements which would enter
into negotiation, into the stage of thc negotiation itself. The Coreals

Group would attempt to define in terms of a draft agreecment the manner in which
the various clements to which hc had referred could be combined in a world-wide
agreement. As that work procccded, naturally cnough the scope of the work of

the Cereals Group would pcrhaps be broadenced to bring in other participants in

the negotiation which, while not having thc major interests and responsibilities of
the participants in thc present Cereals Group, ncvertheless had important national
concerns at stake in these ncgotiations.

There was also the fecling that a similar approach would be appropriate for
meat produerts and that in the near futurc the lMeat Group which had in the past
been trying to define the elements which should enter into 2 negotiation on
meat, should have a further mecting to carry its work beyond the stage of the
defining of elements to the elaboration of a prospective basis for agreecment.
The other large category of products to which this approach was at prcsent
generally thought to be applicable was that of dairy produéts; and for this
purpose a pilot group had been established and had begun work in collecting
data and material. This pilot group would shortly resume discussion on
preliminaries leading towards the formulation of elements which would cnter
into consideration in negotiating a world-widc arrangement on dairy products.

As regards the rost of agricultural trade, there remained still unresolved

the basic difficulty of the method or approach to the negotiation. As was
generally known to contracting partics, thce European Economic Community had
elaborated and prescented to the Trade Negotiations Committee certain suggestions
for a technimue or mathod of negotiation which the Community considered would be
appropriate over the whole range of agricultural products., This attempt by the
Community to apply an overall uniform mcihod of negotiation over the whole range
of agricultural products had given risc to considerable difficulties for other
partiecipants in thc negotiations, and in the next few days the Agricultural
Committec would be considering how far thc clemenis in the Community's approach
to the negotiaticis taken together with the desiderata and ideas of other
participants, would at least e¢nable the cstablishment of practical and pragmatic
rules which could he applied in the various ranges of agricultural produce
other than the broad categories of products to which he had referrcd. Here
again, it would not be realistic to ecxpect that entirely systematic and complete
procedurcs and rulcs would be defined beforce the actual negotiating stage, but
with the nccessary amount of effort and goodwill on both sides, as had been
demonstrated in the discussions so far, a negotiating basis could be found in
time for the whole operation to begin in May as had been contcemplated.
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On the negotiation of non-tariff barriers, the EXECUTIVE SECRETARY said
that the Trade Negotiations Committee had concerted itself as he had described,
on attacking the most important and fundamental problems which stood in the way
of movement from the pre-negotiating to the negotiating stage and had therefore
accorded a somewhat lesser priority to the question of non-tariff barriers.
Fowever, between the present time and the opening date of the negotiations it
was clear that some further consideration would have to be given to these matters.
In dealing with this question the purpose of the discussions would not be to
search for formulae on negotiating rules, but to define the types of problems
requiring negotiation in the non-tariff ficld a2s an essential accompaniment
to the general liberaliuzation of trade which weould result from the tariff
negotiations and from the negotiations with wespect to agriculture.

There was lastly the question of the participation of less-developed
countries in the negotiations. He could understand that a number of representatives
from the developing countries might have felt that in the work carried out so
far, so much attention was being concentrated on the problems which were of )
primary concern to the larger countries, that the basic interest of the developing
countries in the succoessful cutcome of these negotiations had tended to be
overlooked. There was no warrant for this anxiety. As far as he wes concerned,
as Chairman of the Trade Negotiations Committee, he had been constantly conscious
of this very important aspect of the n~gotiations. One of the major objectives
of the trade negntintions would in fact be lost if the negotiations failed to
yield an important and significant contribution to easing the trade problems of
the developing countries. To mark the Committee's recognition of this point,
a2 Sub-Committee on the Participation of the Less-Developed Countries had bieen
established by the Trade Negotiations Committee and this Sub-Committee had
already met. In that meeting the Sub-Committee was concerned that both developed
and less-developed countries should have a full recognition of the major
opportunity which the negotiations presented for solving some of the important
trade problems of the developing countries. In this respect, it was encouraging
to find a genuine desire on the part of the less-developed countries to partici-
pate fully in the discussions. This Sub-Committee had recognized that its
main task, and one which was one of the most important tasks of the Trade
Negotiations Committee and its subsidiaries, was to consider how to ensure in
practice that effect was given to the decision of Ministers that every effort
should be made to reduce barrier: to exports of the less-developed countries.

It might be asked in these circumstances why it was that this Sub-Committee
appeared to have received less attention from the Trade Negotiations Committee.
than the others. He hoped that the answer to this question would afford some
relief to the anxieties of the daveloping countries. The Tariff Negotiations
Committee had felt that the most important consideration was to ensure that the
negotiations as a whole would be formally initiated in good time. Once the
negotiations were formally initiated then it would be possible to devote much
more attention to the participation of the less-developed countries in the
negotiations.
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As ke programme for the negotiations was envisaged, the meeting on 4 Day
would mark the formal initiating of the trade negotiations and this in itesel?
would be an event of some very considerable importance, because it would meen
that at that stage governments would have formally committed themselves to
the negotiallions and therefore forme!ly dedicated themselves to bringing then
to a successful and constructive conclusion. Thereafter, however, there would
necessarily be a certain time lag in which participating governments would te
studying sucii exceptions as he was a2fraid, would undoubtedly, be made to the
general formula for tar:rff redictions in narticular ccuntries. The particirating
governments would olso e studying the conseguences and implications of such
limitations on the «ffoccs of *the formula for tariffi reductions as resulted
from the application of the disparities formula. It JToilowed therefore thac
detailed discussions on specific aspects ¢f th: btariff negotiations would rot
really be engaged for some time af2ry the formel initiating of the nogotiations
on 4 May. It appeared iherefore trot the immediate following period would be
one in which it weuld be particularly propiitious to take up in an active way
the particuler aspects of special conecern to the developing countries and to
subject them tc the same close scrutiny and discussiorn &z had hitheric been
giver: to questions such as agriculture and taprifi disperities. It had keen
his own advice to the Trade Negotiations Committoe that they should concentrate
in the first instancce on the essential task of lcunching the negotiations with
chie full consciousness that important aspects of the negotiations remained
for the time being c¢n one side, but should be actively pursued as soon as th:
move had been made Trom the present stage te the stage of formal negotiation.

.

In conclusion the Excecutive Secrstarv said that there were still importent
and difficult problems ahead but he sew nce issues or differences which, given
the amount of energy. imaginationrand understanding which the subject natter
Justified, would not yield hetween now and & May to an extent sufficient fov
the negotiations to be formally inaugurated on 4 Moy. Secondly, assuming that
this objective could be attained, immediately tnerealter attention should b=
devoted more particularly ~nd in gr at detail to some of the broader, and in
the sense of the whole trading community, veciinps more important aspects of the
negotiations, which nncessary concentration on more narrow issues had hitherto
precluded. He hoped thaet with this understanding, representatives particularly
of the less~developed countries, would Tird that their problems would then
receive in an approyriate ctmosphere the very careful and positive attention
which they so obviously merited.

Mr. VALIADAO (Brozil) thanked the Lxecutivs Secretary for his report.
He regretted that the work which had so far been carried out had not included
consideraticn of ths rules which would povern the negotialions in so far as
the less-developed countries are concerned, since the govermments of such
countries werce being reqguired to commit themselves to enter the negotiations
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without even knowing beforehand the kind of rules which would prevail. This
situation was linked quite closely to the position taken so fer by some of

the countries with whom the less-developed countries would negotiate. For
instance, it was not known whether or not internal taxes would be included in
these negotiations. He had heard statements to the effect that the time wes

not yet right for removal of internzl taxes by the countries which were applying
them. There was also the question of linking the programme on preference to
the opportunities promoted by the Kennedy Round. Again the countries concerned
had stated that they were not in = position to offer any preference whatever.

He would be grateful if he could have from the developed countries concerned
the prospectsfor the less~developed countries and what they considered they
would be in a position to offer to the less-developed countries in the frame-
work of the Kennedy Round of trade negotiations. If some information were given
on this point, the less-developed countries would begin to regard the forthcoming
negotiations with some enthusiasm and confidence. and would be more able to
clarify their position with respect to thc Kennedy Round.

Mr. EVANS (United States) said that the Executive Secretary had covered
most of the points on which he had wished to comment. However, he had been
asked by his Government to stress certein aspects dealing with the preparations
for the Kennedy Round. It was well known that during the past year o great deal
of effort had gone into what might appear to have beea a rather narrow aspect
of the preparatory work for the Kernedy Round. such os the discussions which
had taken place in the Sub-Comaitt .. Joolin: with e claboration
of the Tariff Negotiation Plan over the past nine months. On the question of
teriff disparitics he was happy to say that there seemed to be movement towards
a solution of this issue. By the opening of the Kennedy Round on 4 May he was
very hopeful that there would be an agreed disparity rule. In this connexion,
the delegate of India in the debate on a previous agenda had hoped that the
United States and the European Economic Community would not loose sight of the
interest of the developing countries in their discussions concerning this
negotiating rule. On this point he wished to assure him, that if there had
been no awarencss of the problem of the effect of the disparity rule on third
countries, agreement would probably have been reached 2 long time ago. It had
been lergely because of the desire to be sure that any rule adopted to deal
with the disparity problem would not have adverse effects on the interest of
third countries that it had been so difficuit to reach agreement. His delegation
had had this very much in mind, and would continue to be aware of this question
in adopting a final rule for dealing with disparaties.

Unfortunately, less progress had been ricde up to now in the field of
agricultural trade. It was very clear there would be long and arduous negotiations
before a satisfactory settlement could ke worked out to provide access for
agricultural products, but his Government did not doubt that there could be ~
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mutually acceptable outcome to this important phase of the negotiations. In
the field of non-tariff barriers, work still lay ahead but this did not mean
that there was not a deep concern with regard to this problem. As the
Executive Secretary had indicated this had had to take second place chrono-
logically, but this did not mean that there was no interest in what could be
done in the way of the reduction or elimination of non-tariff barriers.

With respect to the relationship between the negotiations and the export
interests of less-developed couniries, he was convinced that the general
tariff reductions contemplated in the Kennedy Round represented at least in
the foreseeable future, the most important and the most effective means of
stimulating the exports of the less-developed countries that was available
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES. It was well-known that the results of the
Dillon Round were unsatisfactory not only to developed contracting parties, but
also to developing contracting parties in that it did not go far enough in
providing substantial reductions in tariffs. It was because of the disappointment
not only of the developed countries but of the less-developed countries, that
the United States Administration had sought a more sweeping negotiating power
than before. This wider authority had now been obtained and the specific
legislation granting it contained special provisions dealing with exports of
less-developed countries. In spite of these special provisions, however, he
considered that by far the greatest benefit that the less-developed countries
could look forward to from the Kennedy Round was from the seneral provisions
i.e. the authority which enabled the Adminlstration to make broad multilatcral
reductions in trade barriers. A% the outset it might appear to the less-
developed countries that they had less to gain than developed countries because
they exported fewer of the goods on which the tariffs would be reduced in the
Kennedy Round. He believed that this was an optical illusion. In terms of the
total export tradce of less-developed countries, most had at least as much to gain
if not more to gain, than the average developed couniry in terms of their present
experts. Because they were expanding into other fields and because they are
diversifying their production and their cxports. the less-dcveloped countries
would continue if the tradc nesotiations were successiul, iInpr joars to cone, to
obtain new benefits from the Kennedy Round. The less-devcloped countries would
of course not be exXpected to give full reciprocity in ithe irade nejotiations.

The form of the participation of the less-developed countries as had
been pointed out by the Exccutive Secretary was a matter of utmost importance
and one which must be considered soon by the Trade Negotiations Committcce cr its
subsidiary bodies. It was not expected that the Kennedy Round would solve 21l
the problems of the less-developed countries but the CONTRACTING PARTILS would
miss the greatest opportunity they have had to liberalize trade, if they did
not concentrate at this time cn making the Kennedy Round a success.
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Miss LACKEY (United Kingdom) said that the Sxecutive Secretary had given
a picture of a rather cumbersome machine which had been. moving forward rather
cumbersomely and slowly, and to that extent, some countries might have felt
somewhat depressed. It would of course have been possible to move faster
if a number of basic principles were Jjettisoned but whether that would be possible
was wholly another matter. The United Kingdom considered that the negotiatiocns
should be comprehensive and wished the linear cut to be applied with the
fewest possible distinctions and with the bare minimum of exceptions from that
cut. Where barriers to expansion of trade were not of a tariff nature the
United Kingdem did not wish nor could it afford that such barriers should
frustrate the benefits which might accrue from tariff cuts. The United Kingdom
recognized that in some fields thesec were the real obstacles to overcome before
world trade could be opened up to the benefit of all., The United Kingdom was
very conscious of the fact that this was not only the moment when an exciting
door might be opened to the major trading nations of the world, but that the
Ministers saw the Kennedy Round as the opening of world trade for all contracting
parties, both developed and developing countries. Indeed it would have been
odd had they thought that a round of tariff negotiations bearing the name of
the man who initiated the development decade should be otherwise dedicated.
The Ministers of the United Kingdom or cther Ministers were not wholly altruistic
in this matter; prosperous customers were the best customers and for that
reason alone, it would be the United Kingdom delegation's effort and conscious
endeavour to search for all the possible means of cxpanding the prosperity
of all contracting parties.

Mr. HIJZEN (Commission of the European Economic Community) said that the
Community attached the greatest importance to the forthcoming negotiations and
had already declared officially that these negotiations ought to be based on
a reduction of 50 per cent. The Community had accepted this figurc under the
proviso that the general framework of the negotiations should be adequate,
adding at the same time that it would be prepared to participate, and that it
would do its best to collaborate in sceking a system of negotiation which would
meet the criteria st down by the Ministers. He believed that the Community had
already mad. a useful contribution by moking an overall proposal at the last
meeting of thce Committec on Agriculture. As rcgards the question of the
participation of the less-developed countrics, from the very beginning and
even on the occasion of the ministerial mecting, the Community did express
and underline the importance for thesc countries to participat: in the discussions.
The Community did not cxpect reciprocity from these countrics, but hoped that
these countrivs would be in a position to contribute themselves in more ways
than one to the success of these negotiations. He wished to reiterate that the
Community togethcr with its trade partners would do its utmost for the
discussions to achieve results. The Community was not fearful of the lengthy
preparations ncc:ssary for these negotiations, the procedurces had already been
changed several times but the problems themselves had not changed. This meant
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that the Community would perhaps tackle these problems in a different way at
a differvent time. Decspite the difficulties which had been encountered. he
felt that the Community had shown its determination that the negotiations
should reach a satisfactery result.

It was agreed that discussion on this item would be resumed at the next
meeting.

The meeting adjourned et 5.30 p.m.



