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My delegation are concerncd tc note that contracting parties zre nct
prepared to derive from the information beforc us the only cconclusion which can
be derived from that information. It is possiblc that after this item had been
kept on the agenda the applicability or otherwisc of Article XXIV may bocome
clcarer, But on the informaticn which has becn supplied it is quite clear to my
Government that the terms of Article XXIV arc not attracted. If the CONTRACTING
PARTIES, in pursuit of solutions for practical problems, in a spirit of sympathy
and cc-operation, goet into the habit of taking lightly the provisions of the
General Agreement itself, we arc on a dangerous and slippery road. The Dirceter-
General called our attention to the great developments that have taken place, and
to the important r2lc which this institution now plays. Are we today to confirm
what he told us? Or are we to confirm that we do net take cur responsibilitics
scriously?

I do not deny that the Ankara Agrecment is an cxeellent attempt to solve
certain practical problems. In faet, my delegation would like to takce this
opportunity to note some of its intcresting features. The fact that advanced
naticns have exercised sclf-restraint, have acted in conformity with the
principle of non-reciprocity, and have not insisted on counterpart ccncessions,
is weleome. The fact that the Government of Turkey are not raising further
barricrs against the trade of third countrics is another welcome development.
&nd the fact that the preducts of Turkey are going to receive prefercntial
treatment in the Eurcpeen Economic Community and both the Government of Turkey
and the European Economic Community have declarcd their readiness to consult
with third ccuntries, to whom such treatment may couse some difficulties, is
also to be welcomed. ’

The only aspcet which worrics my delegetion is that, whon so many welcome,
features are prescnt in the Ankera Agrcement, we should take a vicew which does
some violenee to our loyalty tu the Agrcement itscelf. Could not these practical
problems be solved by recourse to some other provision o¢f the Agreoment? It
is not that the Agrecment dees not provide for situaticons of this naturc.

I would call the attunticn of contracting partics to the provisions of Article XXV,
My delegation will be willing to juin with other delegaticons to sce to what extent
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the substantive part of the Agrcecement can be covered by the CONTRACTING PARTIES
by rccourse to Artiecle XXV. It is our fecling that practically. the whole of the
substantive pecint of the Agrecment can be covered by such recoursce. It shouid
alsc be ncted that reeourse to Article XXV does not preclude  the Governments of
Turkey and member States of the Eeoncmice Community from arriving at a stage of
development in their relaticns zt-whieh the CONTRACTING PARTIES could consider
applying Article XIV. My delugation:has been "unable to understand, when such
provisions are available, when the CONTRACTING PARTIES are ready and willing to
apply those provisions, and when the CONTRACTING PARTIES arc not raising any
objection tu the ecventual membership by Turkey of the Eurcpean Economic Community
or the applicaticn of Article XXIV, why lesel courses sheould not be fullowed and
why courses, the legality of which are in deubt, are preferred? On this peint,
we would like o know why those asking us to give cur asgrecment to these acticns
being token under Article XMNIV do sc when they themselves are not couplielely sure
that they can be taken under this iArticle., If it is a purcly legal questicn, my
dclegation would like it to be dealt with in a2 legal manner.

To the internaticnal community occasicns when poertics genuinely diffier on
the interpretatisn of o legal document are not rare. Tho procedures which are
employed on such uvceasions for arriving at o correet interpretation or a ccrrect
understanding arce alsc not unknown. It is truc wiat in the CONTRACTING PARTIES
there has been no previous cecasicn te resort to such proccdures and it is not
the contention of my delegation that we shuuld rasort to such procedurcs in this
casc; but if, however, the issue is a legal one, and only a legal one, and if wo
are unable to agree amengst curscelves on the interpretation of Article XXIV,

I would submit that the pruper course for us to follow is to follow the precedents
in regard to such cascs. If, on the othor hand, the issue is a practical one,

I would say that the spirit of the Gener2l Agreement beckons us to address
curselves to the provlem in a practical manncr.

I would suggest that it would not be cnough for us to have had the opportunity
of having cur say. It is an occasicn which requires of cach one of us a scarching
examinaticn of our cwn loyalty to the General Agreement and requires of us 2
reaffirmaticn of that leyalty. It is an occoasicn which roeguires us te give
evidence of our dctermination to pursuc those practical courscs which are open
to us within the General Agreement. If contracting partics come to the conclusion
that the General Agrecment is itself inadegquate to mect the kinds of problems
with which the Community or Turkey arc faced, then I invite them toe join these
contracting partics which are struggling to securc the amendment of the General
Agreement so that it provides for the solution ¢f preblems for which it docs not

sc¢ far provide.



