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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
- PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 50i -

4 November 1965

. MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

COMMITTEE 8

SUMMARY RECORD
OF TEE
THIRTEENTH IEETING OF COMIITTEE 8
(TECHNTCAL COCPERATION)

Chairman : Mr, L. BARAJAS G. (Mexico)

Vice-Chairmen : &ir. A.H. WALDRAM (Republic of Zambia)
Mr. M-k, GRAN (Afghanistan)

Saturday, 30 October, 1965 at 11.15 a,m.

The Chairman opened the meeting, calling attention to the demands
of the Steering Committee that Committes 8 expedite its work and bring all
matters of substance to a conclusion promptly. Hé suggested that questions
of form might be left to a Drafting Group to vote changes in documents
produced by the Committece and to put them in final form. Such guestions
could alsc be left to the Secretariat.

The Cheirman then presented Document No. 425 as the proposed
agenda for the meeting. The Delegate of Jamaica, with the support of
United Kingdom and Switzerland,proposed that Document No. DT/89 (Report
of Working Group 2) replace Document No. DT/85 (an earlier report of the
Working Group) and be made the first item on the agenda.

" The Delegate of Saudi Arabia vroposed that Document No. DT/84
(Report of Working Group 1) be made the second item of business,

 With these changes, the agenda was agpproved.

Report of Working Group 2 (Document No. DT/89)

The Report was introduced by the Delegate of India, Chairman of
Working Group 2. He mentioned that 18 countries had participated in the
work and had reached a unanimous decision. They had agreed that there were
gaps in the provision of information to new and developing countries and

* proposed the draft resolution in Ammex 3., This celled for four specialisis
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at I.T.U. Headquarters, paid from Union funds, to help engineers from
developing countries to do their work better. The method of organizing the
new work would be left to the Administrative Council.

The Chairman congratuleted and thanked the Delegate of India for
his work in reaching unanimous agreement.

The Delegate of the United States supported the draft resolution.
However, he noted some repetition in the Report, in the last paragraph on
page 2.

The Dclegate of India acknowledged the repetition but felt that
any such difficulties should be cared for in the preparation of the Report
of Committee 8 to the Plenary Meeting, rather than by revision of the
Working Group's Report.

The Delegate of Trinidad and Tobaggo commented on the last line of
paragraph 1, Annex 1, The reference should be to "Higher Telecommunications
Studies",

The Chairman then pointed out that the present Report was a
working document. It was not necessary to consider details and the Committee
should concentratc on Annex 3.

The Delegate of Australia supported Annex 3.

The Delegate of the U.5,5.R. supported the substance of the
resolution (Annex 3) but noted that some drafting points would need con-
sideration.

The Delegate of Guinca expressed a preference for the four experts
to be grouped together, rather than spread among other bodies. He moved a
modification of the resolution to require the plan to be in effect in 1967
instead of 1968.

The Delegate of the U,S5.5.,R. noted that the matter of organization
had been considered at length and an isolated group was felt to be less
efficient, No change should be made. ' '

The Delegate of Canada pointed out that the Working Group had
agreed to eliminate references to a scparate group or section. Therefore,
on page 7, item b), the word "section" should be replaced by "specialists",

The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported the suggestion of
Canada, and the rest of the resolution "as is".

The Chairman asked for the Committee!s wish on the proposal of
Guinea to change 1968 to 1967.
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- The Delegate of the United States pointed out that the proposal
- had not been seconded., The Working Group had agreed that 1967 would be
impractical.

7 The Delegate of Uganda asked for clarification of the reference to
"engineers™ on-'page 7. Would hiring be limited to enginecrs?

» The Delegate of India explained that the limitation to engincers
was deliberate.

The Delegate of Pakistan indicatcd personal support for the pro-
posal of Guinea, but stood ready to accept the majority view. He also had
comments on: 1) page €, paragraph 6, questioning the desirability of
hiring for limited periods; 2) page 7, paragraph 1, suggesting the wording
“»es In 3 above, and with expericnce in the equipment used in the field, ...";
3) the need to make it clear that the desire is to give officials all-round
information so that they may make their own dccisions.

The Chairman requested that the Committee avoid the details and
let the Administrative Council study the matter in detail as instructed in
the resolution.

The Delegate of Saudi Arebia said that the resolution did not
fulfil all the hopes of the originsl document of his countxy but he supported
the resolution in the hope of later cxpsansion of the efforts. But, on page 6,
- paragraph 6, he questioncd the hiring for limited periods.

The Delegate of India explained that the experts were +to be
employed for about % yesrs at 2 time, in order to retain their practical
experience, but the posts would be manned continuously. Guest experts or

lecturers would be for periods not oxceeding one month, He suggested that
the suggestions of Pakistan be met by covering the need for wide practical
experience in' a new "considering” paragraph Te '

- The Delegate of Paristen accepted the explanation and will not
press further, : T T

The Delegate of the United States, referring to an earlier
" proposal of the U.5.8,R., ncted serious differences between the French and
English texts on page 7, parsgraph 1 c). :

The Chairman seaid that the English and French texts would be
brought into line and urged that a decision should not be deferred.

The Delegete of Colombia supported the contents of the resolution
but preférred that the tcrms of contracts and the position of the experts
in the organizestion be spelled out.
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The Chairman asked if this might not be left to the Administrative
Council.,

The Delegate of Syria suggested that mention be made that this
work may be the basis for a future institute. Also, on page 6, in item 3,
line 3, it should say "different specific national problems',

The Delegate of Sudsn supported Saudi Arsbia in wishing for a
large undertaking, and preferred a deadline of 1967. Under "instructs",
number 1, he would say "structural, procedural and finaoncial arrangements®,

The Chairman asked for suggestions on the addition proposed by
Syria. After discussion, on the suggestion of India, the third linc of
item 3, poge 6, vias supplemented to say "different specific nationa
problems", The change was accepted by the Committee, ‘

The Chairman summed up the discussion and insisted that the details
and duration of contracts be left in the hands of the Administrative Council,
and this was accepted.

Further, on page 7, under "resolves'", he proposed that the word
"guidance" be replaced with "advice'., This was accepted. Also, on page T,
in item 1 c) the Scoretariat is to provide a correct translation.

Then the Chairman asked for agreement that the "instructs", item 1,
should be expanded to say "structural, procedural and financial arrangements',
This vas ggreed. The Secretariat is to prepare o revised document to g0
forward,

The Chairman asked for a decision on 1967 or 1968 as the final
date. Aftcr discussion, the Chairman proposed that the vording of "instructs',
3., be left unchanged, thus leaving the Administrative ‘Council. to- take
a decision on the date, The Council would no doubt see to it that the
specialists begaen their work as soon as possible. This wes agreed, Thus ‘
the draft resolution was adopted, as revised.

The Delegatc of India then pointed out that there seemecd to be
agreement on the addition of a new "considering", 7., on the develop~-
ment of the latent abilities of the countries. " The words in the last
sentence of paragraph 4, on page 2 of the Report, might be used. This was
agreed.

The Delegate of Sudan proposed that "instructs", 3¢, b |
revisced to read ".., new arrangements as early as possible and not later
than carly 1968", This wags supported- by the Delegate of Syria and, after

discussion, was agrced.
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Later, the Chairman called attention to the absence of any
provision for financing. It was agreed that "instructs', 3., should
read "to take the necessory decisions, including the necessary provisions
in the budget, with ...".

The meeting adjourned at 1 p,m.

Rapoorteurs Chairman

R. MOHNAT L. BARAJAS G.
H.E. WEPPLER
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COMMITTEE 5

SUMMARY RECOED
OF THE

EIGHTH AND LAST MEETING OF COMMITTEE 5

Chairman : Mr., W.A. WOLVERSON (United Kingdom -
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland)

Vice-Chairmen : Mr. S. HOUDEK (Czechoslovak Socialist Republic)
H.B. Ambassador Vicente Albano PACIS
(Republic of the Philippines)

Wednesday, 3rd November 1965 at 5.15 p.m.

The Agenda for the meeting was gdopted without comment ,

Summary Record of the Seventh Meeting (Document No. 459)

Amendment by the Delegate of Fronce to his intervention, on .
page 5 : amend the last line to read :

"... G.7 grade, and possess1ng the noceSSdry quallflcatlons,

which should in fact be true at all grad=s.

The Summary Record of the Seventh Meeting was approved, subject
to the above amendment. :

Draft Second Report of the Committee (Document No. DT/99)

2,1 The Delegate of the U.S5.3.R., referring to paragraph 1.1, recalled
the discussion on short-term contracts, and asked. that more emphasis should
be placed on the Committee's concern at the number of short-term contractse
He felt that the Report shculd stress that short-term contracts should only
be granted in respect of tasks which were really short term and that such
contracts should not be repeatedly renewed over prolonged periods.

The Chairman said that he would revise paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 with
the Secretariat.
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This was agreed.
224 "~ The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. asked whether paragraph 4 of the

Report was really necessary, as the Committee had decided to take no action
on Document No. 257.

The Delegate of the United States felt that it would be preferable
to leave some reference to this subject in the Report.

The Delegate of the U.3.3.,R. considered that the Summary Record of
the discussion was sufficient, and that paragraph 4 should be deleted.

After further discussion, and on a suggestion by the Chalrman,
this was agreed. :

The Second Report of the Committee was, therefore gpproved for
transmission to the Plenary Meeting, subject to. the above amendments.

Miscellaneous

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. expressed his very warm gratitude for
the efficiency . and smoothness with which the Chairman had conducted the
debates of the Committee. He recalled the enormous quantity of work which
had faced the Personnel Committee in 1959, and the capable way in which
Mr. Wolverson had dealt with it then. He had carried out his work at this
Montreux Conference in the same way and he felt that the Conference was
indebted to him.

(Applause)

Dr, Sarwate, Deputy Secretary-General, Secretary-General elect,
said that, although it was exceptional for the Secretariat to take the floor
at such a time, he wanted to show his appreciation of the able way in which
Mr, Wolverson had guided the destiny of the I.T.U. staff since 1956. He had
been the architect of the change over to the United Nations Common System,
and now, six years later, he had returned to put the seal on his work.

Dr. Sarwate was certein that, in his retirement, Mr. Wolverson could reflect
with pleasure on all he hed done for the staff of the I.T.U.

Dr._Sterky, Delegate of Sweden, speaking on behalf of all the

- Scandinavian countries, expressed his appreciation for the efficient way in

which the Chairman had conducted the debates of the Committee, He recalled
a long and happy personal association with Mr. Wolverson and wished him a
long and happy retirement.

(Applause)
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Dr, Joachim, Chairman of the Staff Association, made the
following statement

"On behalf of the starf, I take the liberty of thanking you,
Mr. Chairman, for the understanding with which you have directed the debates
of your Committee, which very closely affect the staff. We were happy to
see you in the Cheir at many conferences and sessions which established the
method of assimilation to the Common System. ¥We should also like to thank
your two Vice-Chairmen, and all the members of Committee 5 for the decisions
taken in favour of the staff. We have noted with satisfaction the decision
concerning recourse to the I.L.0. Administrative Tribunal.

" The staff has only one regret, namely, that the question of
equitable grading seems far from having found a solution. The Association
hopes that, at its next session, the Administrative Council will be able to
accelerate the work and solve the problem of grading standards, on the basis
of well-established standards, and thet the next Plenipotentiary Conference
will have before it a report showing that this question has been solved."

The Chairman thanked the Committee, his Vice-~Chairmen, the
Secretary, the Rapporteurs, and not least the interpreters for all the work
they had done. He said that in particular he had been much touched by the
tributes paid to him by Mr. Motine, Dr. Sterky, Dr. Sarwate and Dr. Joachim;
all were old friends. He went on to say that his work with the I.T.U.,
particularly on the personnel side, had always given him satisfaction, and
he would always retain the happiest mcmories of his association with the
Unicn. It was a source of pleasure to him that the transition to the Common
System — a considerable task - had gone so smoothly. Finally, he wished
Dr. Sterky who was shortly retiring a long and happy retirement.

(Applause)
The meeting rose at 5.55 p.m.
Rapporteurs : Chairman :
J.M. TURNER WeA. WOLVERSON

M. JABALA GONZALEZ
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PLENARY MEETING

THIRD AND FINAL REPORT
OF COMMITTEE 9

(CONVENTION AND GENERAL REGULATIONS)

1. Cormittee 9 completed its work at its 20th Meeting on Monday,
. lst November and transmitted to Committee 10 the last of the texts before
it, which concerned Articles 2, 4, 6, 7, 16, 17 and 25 of the Convention,
number 306 of Annex 3, Chapters 2 and 4-9 of the General Regulations,
Resolution No. 13 and a new Resolution on the Telegraph and Telephone
Regulations. These texts will be submitted to the Plenary Meeting in
Document No. 494.

2 It may be of interest to note that, during the course of its
twenty meetings (one of which lasted o whole day) Committec 9 examined
more than 400 propositions and delegates made more than 1,000 interventions.

Konstentin COMIG
Chairman
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AGENDA
OF THE
TWELFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 6

(FINANCES OF THE UNION)

’ Friday, 5 November 1965 at 11.15 a.m.

1. Article 15, new draft for numbers 211,
213 and 213A

2. Draft Sixth Report by Committee 6 to the
Plenary Meeting

5.+ Ixpenses of the Union for the period 1966-1971
- Draft Protocol IT (discussion continued)
Expenses to be provided for :

(Documents Nos. DT/39, 77, 84, 87, 88 and 89)

4. Any other business

Document No.

DT /105
DT/106

DT/97

DT /107

' M. BEN ABDELLAH

Chairman
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Sy

PLENARY MEETING

- MINUTES
OF THE
TVENTY-SEVENTH PLENART MEETING

Thursdsy, 4 Novenmber 1965, at 9 a.n..

' s Chairnan : Mr. G.A, WETTSTEIN (Swiss Confederation)

Election of the Deputy Secre"tary—'(}é:heral (fourth and last ballot)
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The following countries were represented:

Afghanistan; Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria; Kingdom of Saudi
“Arabia; Argentine Republic; Australiaj; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic; Union of Burnma; Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Bulgaria; Federal Republic of Cameroon; Canadaj; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China; Republic of Cyprus; Vatican City
State; Republic of Colombia; Democratic Republic of the Congo; Republic
of the Congo (Brazzaville); Republic of Korea; Costa Rica; Republic of
the Ivory Coast; Cuba; Republic of Dahoney; Dennark; Group of
Territories represented by the French Overseas Post and Teleconnunication
Agency; Ecuador; Spain; United States of America; Bthiopia; Finland;
France; Gabon Republic; Ghana; Guatenala; Republic of Guineg; Republic
of Upper Volta; Hungarian People's Republic; Republic of India; Republic
of Indonesia; Iram; Republic of Iraq; Ireland; Tceland; State of Israel;
Italy; Jamaica; Jopnnj Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; Kenyoj; State of Kuwaits
Lebanon; Republic of Liberia; Principality of Liechtenstein; ILuxenmbourg; ~
Malaysia; Malawi; Malagasy Republic; Republic of Mali; Malta; Kingdom
of Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritania; Mexico; Monaco; Mongolian
People's Republic; Nepal; WNicaragua; Republic of the Niger; Nigeria
(Federal Republic of); Worway; New Zealand; Uganda; Pakistan; Paraguay;
Kingdon of the Netherlands; Peru; Republic of the Philippines; People's
Republic of Poland; Portugal; Spanish Provinces of Africa; Portuguese
Oversea Provinces; Syrian Arab Republic; United Arab Republic; Federal
Republic of Germany; Federal Socialist Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic; Somali Republic; Rhodesias; Socialist Republic
of Rounmania; United Kingom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Republic
of Rwenda; Republic of Senegal; Sierra Leone; Singapore; Republic of the
Sudan; Sweden; Swiss Confederation; Republic of the Chad; Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic; Territories of the United States of America; Overseas
Territories for the international relations of which the Government of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelend are responsibla;
Thailand; Togolese Republic; Trinidad and Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey;

Union of Soviet Socislist Republics; Republic of Venezuele; Republic of

Zambia. l

United ¥otions and Specialized isgencies

Universal Postal Union (U.P.U.)

International Telecommmunication Union: Mr. Gerald C. GROSS,
Secretary-General

Secretar& of the Conference: Mr., Clifford STEAD
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The Chairmen announced that the fourth ballot in the election of
the Deputy Secretary-General would take place. In accordance with the
approved procedurc, voting would take place on the two candidates who had
obtained the greutost number of votes in the third ballot, i.e., Mr. Martins
da Silva and !Mr. Mohamed Mili.,

The Secretary of the Confercnce said that in aldition to the proxy
votes which had applied at the previous ballot, a letter had now been
received announcing that the Delegation of the Republic of the Congo (Brazza-
ville) had given a proxy to the Delegaticn of the Malagasy Republic in case
of absence.

At the request of the Chairman,the same telluro as at the previous
ballots, namely, members of the Delegations of Canada, Roumania and Thailand,
took their places and the Secretary called the roll.

After the votes had been counted, the Chairman announced that 116
votes had been registered end one ballot paper was blank. The requisite
majority was thus 58 votes. The result of the fourthmllot was as follows:

Candidates : Humber of votes obtained
Mr. Martins da Silva 34
Mr. Mohamed Mili . 81

The Chairman announced that Mr. Fohamed 4111 wis thus elected
‘Deputy Secretary-General of the Union.

The announcement was greeted by the applause of the Meeting.
Mr. Mili took his place at the Chairman's table amid applause,

The Chairman expressed sincere congratulations to Mr. Mili on his
election. They had already had many occasions of appreciating the latter's
professional qualities and courtesy and he had no doubt that the new Deputy
Secretary-General woulad parfy out his tasks with distinction.

Having outlined ¥r. Mili's career, he said that the latter now had
an important international mission to accomplish in the service of the
specialized agency of the United Nations with the greatest number of
lMembers. It was a great honour for him and his country and entailed
important responsibilities. However, Mr. Mili's ability, his personality
and his kindliness, would greatly help him in that task. He was convinced
that the Conference had made an excellent choice and expressed his best
wishes and warmest congratulations. At a later stage in the Conference,
the new Deputy Secretary-General would be called upon to take his oath of
office.

Mr, Mili, Deputy Secretary-General elect, made the following
statement :
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"After this impressive vote, which has made me a close collaborator
of my great friend, Dr. Sarwate, I am at a loss to find words to express my
feelings of the deepest gratitude to you all. »

" From the outset of this Conference and especially in the last few
days, I have been given most convincing proof of the friendship and sympathy
with which all the delegations present here heve honoured me. It is really
embarrassing for me to be unable to convey to you all in return the feelings
I am experiencing at this solemn moment.

" There can be no doubt that this election represents a very great
honour to my country and to myself, and I wish to thank you for it from the
‘bottom of my heart.

" “ith your permission I should also like wholeheartedly to thank

our eminent Chairmen for the kind things he has just said about me. You have
spoken of me, Mr. Chairman, in most flattering terms which I cannot believe

© I really deserve. '

" There are some events in our lives which make a deecp mark on us.
This morning's election has undoubtedly been such an event for me, and its
result was all the more welcome to me because it was announced by a warme
hearted man, a citizen of an exemplary country, which is a haven of peace
and human brotherhood.

" On the first occasion when I took part in an important conference
of the I,T.U. -~ I believe it was the First Plenary Assembly of the C.C.I.T.T.
at Geneva in 1956 -~ I was impressed by the atmosphere of mutual co-operation
which prevailed among all the delegations.

" That impression was subsequently confirmed, and I realized that the
delegaztions always sought to find an honourable compromise, acceptable to
everyone, for any problems which might arisc, however delicate they might be.
B It is this search for unanimity in solving problems which are
liable to provoke clcavages with ecqually harmful consequences for both sides
- it is this search for unanimity, as I say, that has cenabled our Union
constantly to rejuvenate itself as it grows older.

" This spirit of international co-operation, this atmosphere of
mutual understanding, have won my deccisive allegiance to the I.T.U. and are
for me ample reasons for devoting oneself to its scervice without any
reservations.

" You who know me are awarc of how strongly I uphold the principle
of international co-operation; and it has surely becn reiterated often
enough in this fissombly and elsewhere that the basic characteristic of the
International Telecommunication Union is precisely that of strengthening
co-operation among all the peoples of the world.
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n Accordingly, to place myself at the service of the I.T.U, is for
me the best means of serving an ideal which is very dear to me. I can there-
fore solemnly assure you that I shall devote all my efforts to the service

of this noble cause.

u Moreover,‘it is well known to everyone that Tunisia has made
brotherly cooperation among all peoplés one of the cornerstones of its policy.

" I therefore sincerely believe that, in the dawn of the second
century of the existence of the I.T.U., your choice ropresents a resounding
tribute to Tunisias and to this spirit of cooperation by which it is guided,
" In conclusion, I should like to assure my friend Dr. Sarwate, our
new Secretary-General, of my frank and loyal collaboration. The six years
that he has already devoted to the service of the I.T.U. have made him a
reliable mentor,

" His valuable advice will help me to carry out my new and onerous
tasks in the best possible conditions.

" Finally, it would be remiss of me not to mention my old friends,
soon to be my colleagues in this Coordination Committee of which there has
been so much talk, and I should like to assure them also of my wholec-hearted
collaboration.

n Under the chairmanship of our Secretary-General, we shall undoub-
tedly form a homogeneous and united group, which will work for the best
interests of the Union and of all the countries represented in it, without
dlstlnotlon as to natlonalltd, race or religion.”

The Delegate of Tunisia made the following statement :

"On behalf of the Tunisian Delegation and on behalf of my Govern-
ment, I should like to express my most heartfelt and warm thanks to you for
the honour you have conferred on Mr. Mili, Director-General of Telecommuni-
cations of Tunisia, by appointing him te the post of Deputy Secretary-General
of the Union. This clection is above all elsec a confirmation of Mr. Mili's
‘competence, of his profound knowledge of the problems confronting our organi-
zation and of his ability to contribute to their solution.

" This honour redounds not only on Tunisia, which is proud of it,
but alsc on the Mahgreb teo waich we belong integrally, on the Arab world to
which we are bound by history and a common civilization and on Africa as a
whole, with which we have so meny ties of brotherhood, strengthened by the
same struggle for 1ndependencc and developmenta

" This election, together with that of Dr. Sarwate, represents an
honour and a tribute tc the developing countries, which are striving whole-
heartedly for progress and for peaces
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" . We are all the more aware of the importance of this clection
because it is the first in the annals of internatiocnal life in which an
African has been clected tc such a high executive post in an international
organization.

" We should like to believe that this clection constitutes an appeal
for cooperation among all States, great and small - an appeal which is parti-
cularly appropriaste in tiis International Cooperation Year.

n It will be by Joint effort and by the concentration of all our

good will and our skills that we can make this cooperation a reality. That

is the goal which my Goveornment strove to attaein in offering the scrvices of
one of .its best administrators and technicians to the international community.

n We are convinced that, with the inspired examplc of his predecessors
before him and with the fricndly and valuable collaboration of all the staff
of the Union to support him, Mr. Mili will mske all his expericnce and his
technical and moral qualitics available to the cause of international co-
operation and that he will diract all his activitics towards the end to which
we all aspire, namely "to ensure that technology, and telecommunications in
particular, should be an instrument of understanding, of bringing nations

closer together and of peace"."

The Delegate of Brazil wished to bz the first delegation to con-
gratulate Mr. Mili on his election. The Brazilian Delegation had had the
honour also of submitting a candidatc for the post on bchalf of the Latin
American countries. He wished to voice apprecciation of the honour done to
~is country by those who had supported the Brazilian candidate. Furthermore,
it had been an honour to have such a capable colleague as a rival in the
elections The choice between the two candidates had been very difficult
indeed, guided as they were by the desire to act in the best intcrests of
the Union.

Secretary-General-elect, nor of ais ability 2nd great love of the Intcrna-
tional Telecommunication Union. Nor was it necessary for him to say that the
new Deputy Secretary-General might count on Brazil, as on all tho countries
of Latin America, to give him full support in carrying out his mission. The
countrics of Latin Amcrica were o united, if anonymous, family and were
anxious to cooperate if the new Deputy Secretary-General would provide them
with opportunitics to offer their contributions in the intercesis of all
countries Members of the Union.

It was not nccessary for him to speak of the merits of the Deputy ‘

In conclusicn he. oxpressced gratitude to those who had voted for the
Brazilian candidate and congratulated the Asscmbly on having elected such a
capable person to the post of Deputy Sccrctary-Gencral. Their choice meant
sccurity for all those who had so much to hope for from the I.T.U.

The Delegafes of Turkey, Nigcria and the Lebanon warmly congratulated
Mr. Mili on his brilliant election and expressed best wishes for success in
carrying out the important dutices involved.
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The Dolegates of Mexico and Higer also warmly congratulated
Mr. Mili, saying they had had an opportunity to apprecciate his efforts in
the past both as a Committee Chairman and a delegate, and that his election
was simply the recognition of his merits and a tribute to the work he had
carried out in the past, and his personality.

- The Delegate of Ceylon congratulated Mr. 1ili, and Tunisia. The
fact thet an Asian had reccntly been elected to the highest post in the Union
due' to his eminence as a scholar and his past contributions to the Union, and
now an African had been elccted Deputy Secretary-General for similar rcasons,
showed the understanding existing between the Member countries of the Union.

The Delegate of Ching exprosscd a hearty welcome and warm con-—
gratulations to Mr, Mili on his election. Ho also congratulated the Union
on having chosen such an ablc and qualificd official. Thce Plenipotentiary
Conference would not only have produced a new Convention but also a feeling
of true undcrstanding and communication of thought. Mr. Mili's ability,
experience and devotion to the cause of the I.T.U., together with his state-
ment that he would nct be prejudiced by nationality, racce or religion, were
most praiscworthy. He was surc that he voicced the sentiments of all the
people of Asia when he said how honourcd they wore to have a new Secretary-
General from the old continent of Asia and a Deputy Sccrotary-Gencral from
the new continent of Africa.: The two now clected officials would make an
ideal tean and he knew they would work togethor in the intercsts of the Union
as a whole. In conclusion he congratulated tho asscmbly on the spirit of
understanding that had prevailed throughout the clections.

The Delcgates of the Ivery Coast, Central African Republic, Ghar
Upper Volta, Guinca and Sigrra Leone warmly congratulated Mr. #ili, the ch01ce
of whom was an honour not only for his country but for Africa as a whole and
in particular for the developing countriese.

The Delegate of Algeria also congratulated Mr. Mili most warmly.
The letter was an old friend and he kncw there would be cxccllent collabora-
tion between the new Deputy Sccretary-General and the new Secretary-General.
In conclusion he said how happy the pcoples of the Mahgreb and of iAfrica were
with the Conforence!s choicc that morning.

The Dclegate of the Philippincs, expressing his sincere congratula-
tions, said he would not repeat Mr. Mili's yualities. Hc commended him,
howsver, for not allowing himself to be discouraged by the fact that his
cendidacy had not been successful in the elcction of the Secrctary-General,
and for submitting his name for the electivn of the Deputy Seerctary-General.
He congratulated him on the overwhelming me Jorlty he had obtained that
morning, which showed how many admircrs he had end tho strong support on
which he could count.
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de also congratulated the I.T.U. on its oxcellent choice for the
two top posts in the Union, wich would mean that the momentum acquired over
the last hundred years would continuc unhampcred by any interruptions.

The Delegate of Yugoslavia also cxoresscd his congratulations.
He was convinced that Mr. Mili would successfully occcomplish his tasks in
the spirit of intcrnationel understanding he had clways shown.

The Delegate of Isracl, cxpressing his sincere congratulations,
said his country wholc-hcartedly subscribed to all the idenls Mre Mili had
mentioned with regard to intermational cooperation and non-discrimination as
to racc, religion and colour. He was surc that those princinles would con-
tinue to rule the activitics of the Union in the future and that Mr. Mili
would set the example in that respocte.

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia joined in the warm congratulations
which had been voiced. Mr. Mili had frequently beon his neighbour at the
table of many I.T.U. confercnces, and he know that he would carry out his
tasks to the best of his ability. From the bottom of his heart he wished
him every succcess.

The Delegate of thc Sudan, speaking on bcehalf of the Arab countrics,
extended his warmcst congratulations to Mr. Mili, rcforring to the honour done
to the developing countrics by his election and assuring him of their full
cooperation.

The Delegate of Mongolia associated himsclf with prcceding speakers
in the heartfelt congratulati ns that hed been exprosscd and wished Mr. Mili

a successful carcer in the scrvice of the Union in the interasts of cooperation

between all peoples.

The Delcgate of Iran also joined in warmly congratulating his dear
friend Mr. Mili on his elccticn. He knew that the now Secretary-General
and Deputy Sccretary-General would serve the Union to the satisfaction of
all its Members, particularly the nev and developing countries, who heped to
recelve even more assistonce from the Union in the future.

The Delegate of Italy, spoaking on behalf of the Italian Delegation
and the delcgations of the countrics Members of the Buropean Conference on
Posts and Telecommunicati me, the Sccretariat of which was at present admi-
nistcred by Italy, congratulated Mre Mili on his clection and assured him of
all those countries' support in the futurc.

Dr. Sarwate offcred his wormest congratulations to his new colleague
Mr. Mili. His plcasurc was particularly great because he had known him for
many years as & closc friend. He had first made his acquaintance at the
1959 Plenipotentiary Confercnce and a spontancous fricndship, so characteris-
tic of the peoples from Mr. Mili's part of the vorld, had sprung up between
thoms Since 1959 his associaticn with him had become closcr through their
work on the Administrative Council and the permancnt organs of the Uniong

®

PR

L



Document No. 505-E
Page 9

and his admiration for Mr. Mili's cminent qualitics had grown cver sincce.
In addition to Mr. Mili's technical accomplishments, he possessed eminent
human qualities which had increascd with the years and which he very much
admirecd. There was an excellent understanding between them and he know
that there would be excellent cooperation in the future. He had great
generosity of heart and weuld, he knew, fully justify the confidence placed
in him. In conclusion he said how plcased he was that Mr. Mili was joining
the I.T.U. tcam facing the problems to be dealt with in the yecars to come.

The mecting rosc at 10.30 a.m.

Sceretary of the Conference Scecercetary-Geonoeral Chairmon :

Clifford STEAD Gerald C. GROSS G.A., WETTSTEIN
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The following countries were represented:

Afghanistan;.. Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria; Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia; Argentine Republic; Australia; Afustria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic; Union of Burma; Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Dulgaria; Federal Republic of Cameroon; Canada; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China; Republic of Cyprus; Vatican City
State; Republic of Colombia; Democratic Republic of the Congo; Republic of
Korea; Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory Coast; Cuba; Republic of Dahomeys
Denmark; Group of Territories represented by the French Overseas Post and
Telecommunication Agency; Ecuador; Spain; United States of Americas
Ethiopia; Finland; France; Gabon Republic; Ghanag Greece; Guatemala;
Republic of Guinea; Republic of Upper Volta; Hungarian People's Republic;
Republic of India; Republic of Indonesia; Iran; Republic of Irag; Ireland;
Iceland; State of Israel; Italy; Jamaica; Japan; Hashemite Kingdom of
Jordan; Kenya; State of Xuwait; Lebanon; Republic of Liberia;
Principality of Liechtenstein; Iuxembourg; Malaysias Malawi; Malagasy
Republic; Republic of Hali; Malta; Kingdom of Liorocco; Islamic Republic
of Liauritania; Mexico; Lionaco; IMongolian People's Republic; Nepal;
Hicaragua; Republic of the Niger; WNigeria (Pederal Republic of); Norway;
New Zealand; Uganda; Pakistan; Paraguay; Kingdom of the Netherlands;
Peru; Republic of the Philiopines; People's Republic of Poland; Portugal;
Spanish Provinces of Africa; Portuguese Oversea Provinces; Syrian Arab
Republicy United Arab Republic; Federal Republic of Germany; Federal
Socialist Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republics
Somali Republic; Socialist Pepublic of Roumania; United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Horthern Ireland; Republic of Rwanda; Republic of Senegal;
Sierra Leone; ©Singapore; Republic of the Sudan; Sweden; Swiss Confedera-
tion; Republic of the Chad; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic; Territories
of the United States of America; Overseas Territories for the international
relations of which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland are responsible; Thailand; Togolese Republicy; Trinidad
and Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics;

Oriental Republic of Uruguay; Republic of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia,

United Nations and Svwecialized Agencies

International Civil Aviation Organization (I,C.4,0.)
Universal Postal Union (U,P,U.)

International Telecommunication Union: r. Gerald C, GROSS,
Secretary-General

Secretary of the Conference: Mr, Clifford STm®AD
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The Chairman announced that the election of the five new members
of the International Frequency Registration Board was about to. take place
in accordance with the procedure approved in Document No. 293 at the
Fifteenth Plenary Meeting. He requested tellers from Guatemala, Belgium,
Bielorussia, the lialagasey Republic and the Lebsnon to take their places.

The Secrctary said thot he had been notified of a slight change
with regard to proxy voting; if unable to be present, the Delegation of

Panana had given ivs proxy for the election of the I.F+R.B. to the Delegation
of Paraguay.

Outlining voting procedure, he pointed out fhat any ballot paper
containing more than one cross for any »f the five regions would - -be declared
invalid for thaot roglon but not for the other regions. He then called the
roll., :

The Qhairman announced that 116 votes had been registered and there
had been no invelid papers. The result of the voting was as follows*

Candidate Number of votes obtained
Region 4 Argentina - Mr. Dellanula 94
Costa Rica - Mr. Bonilla 17
Region B Austria - Mr. Sobotka 3
France - Mr. Petit 59
Swyitzerland -~ Mr. Klein 54
Region C UeSsS.R. = Mr. Petrov 100
Region D Cameroon - Mr. Tchouta Moussa - 30
Ethiopia - Mr. Gabriel Tedros 21
Morocco — Mr. Berrada - 3
Nigeria - Mr. Anon 26
Region E China -~ Mr. Wang 23
Japon ~ Mr. Nishizaki 51

Pakistan - Mr. Mirga 40
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The new International Frequency Registration Board would thus be
conposed of:

Mr. DELLAMULA (Lrgentina)
Mr. PETIT (Prance)

Mr. PETROV (U.S.S.R.)
Mr. BERRADA (Morocco)

Mr. NISHIZAKI (Japan)

Specking on behalf of all the delegations present, the Chairman
congrotulated the I.F.R.B. nembers just elected, cxrressing his confidence
thet they would assune their delicate internationsl nandate with complete
objectivity and expressing the good wishes of all the delegations.. .He also
congratulated the Governments of the five new Board members and thanked then
for having accepted, in the interests of the telecommunication community, to
deprive thenselves of the scrvices of such highly qualified officials.

Mr. Petrov, re-elected I.F.R.B. nember, made the following state-
nent:

"Pernit mc to take this opportunity of thanking the delegates of
the Plenipotentiary Confercnce who voted for my candidacy as a menber of the
I.FsR.B. The positive result of the vote redounds to the credit of ny
country, the Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, of which I am a national.
" During the deliberations of the Conference, we followed with close
attention the discussions on the activities of the I.F.R.B., and had pleasure
in associating curselves with the Crnference's positive appraisal of the
work of the Board.

" " There can be no doubt that this has been a collective achievenent,
both of the members of the I.F.R.B. and of the staff, which is sufficiently
highly qualificed and has conscienticusly performed its allotted tasks. At
the sane time, we should like to pay due tribute to the present members of
the I.F.R.B., who have nade a valuable contribution to improving the
utilization of the frequency spectrum. We hope that the fund of knowledge
possessed by the present members of the I.F.R.B. and their vast experience
will be widely used by the new members of the Board.

n . Despite the enormous amount of work already done by the I.F.R.B.
in frequency rcgistration and utilization of the frequency spectrum, this
work has not yet bcen completed. Telccommunications, like everything else
in the world, are always in a state of constant development.

" Existing telecomnunication services, calling for additional
frequency allocations, are constantly exwanding; new services are appearing,
such as communications by artificial earth satellites, space research, radio-
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navigation and nmeteorology with the help of artificial earth satellites,
radio-estronony and so forth, which, according to their special characteris-
tics, require frequencies for their exclusive use. The I.F.R.B., in
collaboration with the C.C.I.R., is faced with a considerable task in

seeking out the best ways of meeting the needs of Administrations in securing
the satisfactory opcration of all branches of telecomiunications.

" Your decision conceraning the equitable geographical distribution of
representation of all the regions of the world in the I.F.R.B. and the
retention of democratization factors in the administration of the Board's
work will make it possible to reach more comnprehensive solutions of these
problems, in the interests of all the countries cf the world.

" May I thank you once again for the confidence you have showm in me
and may I express the hope that the new members of the I.F.R.B., together
with all the staff of the Board, will accomplish the tasks allotted to them."

The Delegate of Japan expressed his Governnent's sincere gratitude
on the election of Ur. Nighizali and the confidence placed in him. He knew
Mr. Nishizaki would do his utmost to contribute to the Becard's activities.

The Delegate of Morocco, referring to the high professicnal
qualities of the unsuccessful candidates from the African Region, voiced
heartfelt appreciation of the confidence placed in him and his country. The
new Deputy Secretary-General elected earlier that morning had referred to
internrtional collaboration. The I.F.R.B. was a continuous and durable e
exanple of international collaboration and, while serving on the Board, he
would do his best in the interests of the Unicn and particularly of his
continent.

The Dclegate of Argentina also cxpressed sincere thanks for the
distinction bestowed upon his country by the re-election of Mr. Dellamula.
He knew the latter would continue in the sane efficient nmanner as in.the
past, if possible naking even greater efforts tc centribute to the Board's
WOTK

Mr. Petit, re-elected I.F.R.B. nember, also expressed gratitude
for the confidence placed in hin once .again and guaranteed that he would con-
tinue as he had for almost.eighteen years to carry-out his task to the best of
his ability, in all objectivity and inmpartiality. He also congratulated his
new colleagues, lir. Berrada and Mr. Nishizaki, whom he would be happy to
welcome on thce Board when they took up their duties.

Mr. Dellamula, re-clected I.F.R.B. menber, said that it was with
much emotion that he took the floor to express his gratitude for the
confidence placed in him once again. He promised to do his utmost in the
future in the interests of the Members of the Unicn as = whole and without
distinction.
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The Deputy Secretary-General voiced sincere congratulations to the
new International Freguency Registration Board just elected. All were nmen
of proven ability, eminent in their particular fiell, some of whom had
already served the I.F.R.B. and others who had served internaticnal tele-
communications from their own countries. It was a grect stroke of fortune
that in one morning they should have elected such a capable tean to shoulder
‘the formidable tasks ahead. He had known all the I.F.R.B. members Just
elected, ineluding Mr. Nishizaki from Japan, for many years and had every
faith in their abilities fto carry out their heavy responsibilities.

Dr, Nicotecra spoke as Dean of the Conference in the absence of
Mr. Garrido Moreno of Spain. Ee congratulated the new Beard just elected and
‘especially those who hnd been re-elected. He also expressed appreciation of
the work of all nembers of the Board who would soon have coapleted their term
of office and, as a Eurcpéan, he wanted teo refer in particular to a European
nenber who had for nearly twenty years spared no efforts in sclving the
difficult problens facing the I.F.R:B., but who had not been a candidate for
re-election. He was referring to Mr. John A. Gracie. They all knew him very
well - he had devoted himself to the I.F.R.B. during the nost difficult
period following its inception. He knew he was interpreting the sentiments
of cveryone present at the Conference in voicing sincerc thanks and warnest
good wishes to all the members of the Board. T

The Delegate of Mexico said thot his delegaticn fully recognized
the merits and efforts of all those who had constituted the I.F.R.B. in the
past. He requested his collecgues to rise and express their appreciation cf
the efferts of the Board nembers to date. :

The neeting stood to apnlaud.

The Deleszate of the United Kingdon said how grateful he was for the
opportunity to thank the Delegate of Italy for his kindly reference to
Mr. Gracie, who was an old colleague of his. What Dr. Nicotera had said
about Mr. Gracie was fully justified, hc knew, and once again he thanked him
for that tribute.

The neeting rose at 12.40 p.n.

Secretary of the Conference Secretary~ceneral o Chairnan

Clifford STEAD v Gerald C. GROSS Gelo WETTSTEIN
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The following countries were representeds

Afghanistan; Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeriaj; Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia;  Argentine Republic; Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Socialist Republics Bolivia; Brazil; People's Republic of Bulgariaj
Federal Republic of Camercon; Canada; Central African Republic; Ceylonj
China; Republic of Cypruss; Vatican City State; Republic of Colombias
Democratic Republic of the Congo; Republic of the Congo (Brazzaville);
Republic of Korea; Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory Coast; Cuba;
Republic of Dahomey; Demmark; Group of Territories represented by the
French Overseas Pest and Telecormmunication Agency; Ecuador; Spains United
States of America; FEthiopia; Finland; TFrance; Greece; Guatemalas
Republic of Guinea; Republic of Upper Volta; Hungarian People'!s Republics
Republic of Indias Republic of Indonesiag Iran; Ireland; Iceland; State
of Israel; Italy; Jamaica; Japan; Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; Kenyas
State of Kuwait; Lebanon; Republic of ILiberia; Principality of
Liechtensteins Iuxembourg; Malaysia; Malewi; Malagasy Republics Republic
of Mali; Malta; Xingdonm of Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritaniaj
Mexico; Monaco; Mongolian People's Republics Nepal; Nicaraguaj; Republic
of the Niger; Nigeria (Federal Republic of); Norway; New Zealand;

Uganda; Pakistan; Pananas Kingdom of the Netherlands; Peruj Republic

of the Philippines; People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; Spanish
Provinces of Africas Portuguese Oversea Provincess; Syrian Arab Republic;
United Arab Republic; Federal Republic of Germony; Federal Socialist
Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republics Socialist
Republic of Roumanie; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelands
Republic of Rwanda; Republic of Senegal; Republic of the Sudanj Sweden ;
Swiss Confederation; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic; Territories of the
United States of America; Overseas Territories for the international
relations of which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland are responsible; Togolese Republic; Trinidad and
Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Republic
of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia.

United Nations and Specialized Agencies ‘

Universal Postal Union (U.P.U.)

International Telecommunication Union: Dr. Manohar B. SARWATE, -
Deputy Secretary-General

Secretary cf the Conference: Mr., Clifford STEAD
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Minutes of the Sixteenth Plenary Meeting (Document No. 403)

Approved.

Texts submitted by the BEditcrial Comnmittee: Series B.9 (Document No. 471);
Series B.10 (Document No.. 481), Series B.1l (Document No. 486) and Series B.12

(Document No. 489)
Series B.9 (Document No. 471)

Page B.9 ~ 06 (number 184-4)

The Delegate of Portugal, supported by the Chairman of Committee 4,
said that conferences were held at both world and regional level; accordingly,
he suggested the addition of the word 'world'" before the words "adminis-
trative conference".

Page B.9 - 06, as amended, was approved.

Resolution on the Dobiting of Administrative ond Operational Costs
resulting from the Union's participation in the Expanded Programne
of Technical Assistance

Page B.9 ~12

On & point raised by the Delegate of China, it was agreed to
delete the word "Expanded" from the title. o

Page B.9 - 12, as ameénded, was approved.

Resolution on Telecommunication and the Peaceful Uses of OQuter Space
Pages B.9 - 13 and B.9 -~ 14

The Chairman of Comnittee 9 explainéd that the text in the blue

document ‘was not identical with that adopted in Committee 9. He proposed

two additions under "recalling": 1) to add "on the one hand" at the
beginning of the first paragraph; and 2) to add a second paragraph to
read: 'on thc other hand, the declaration on the legal principles governing
the activities of States in the exploration and use of outer space set forth
in Resolution No. 1962 (XVIII) calls upon all the Members of the Union to
join their efforts on the basis of the United Resolution mentioned above."

. Consequentially, the words "in the light cf the above-mentioned
United'Nations Resolutions" should be added at the end of the sentence
under "calls upon''.

He asked the Delegates of the United States of America and the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics whether they would agree tc those
additions.

The Delcgate of the U.5.5.R. agreed that, since Resolution No.1721

' EXVI) was mentioned, then it was only logical that Resolution No. 1962

XVIII) which was directly connected with 1.T.U. activities should also be
m?ntloned; equally, it was appropriate to refer to those Resolutions in the
final clause calling for action, thus making it perfectly clear that the aims

of the I.T.U. were in accordance with its status as a United Nations special-
ized agency.
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The Delegntc of the United States of Amcrica associated -his dele~
gation with the views expressed by the U.S.8.R. Delegate, supporting the
additions preposed by the Chairnan of Committee 9. He asked, however, that
the words "of the United Nations General isscmbly"” be added after the second
Resolution cited as was donc after the first Resolution, and that "believing"
in the second line under "rccalling" be deleted.

The oddition of a sccond part to the paragraph under "recalling"
on page B.9 - 13 proposed by tho Chairnan of Comnittee 9, supported by the
Delegntes of the United States and the U.S5.S5.R., was approved, as was the
consecquential addition to the last sentence under "calls upon" on page

B,9 -~ 14,

Resolution on the Purchase of the Building of the Internaticnal
Telecommunication Union

Pages B.9 - 14 and B.9 - 15

In reply to the Dolngatc of Argentina, who wondered whethor, if the
Unlon wished to sell the land, the right of free transfer of surface rights
was included in the M"associated rights" mentidned in 1l.b)under "instructs
the Secretary-Gencral™ (page B.9 - 15), the Deputy Scecrotary-General said
that it was definitely included in the contract so that it did not appear
necessary to specify that in the Resolution.

The Chairmen of Committce 6 confirncd that the fact had been nade
clear in the Report of his Committec but, if the Argentinc Delegate wished
the words "and, in particular, the right of transfer" could be added at the
end of clausc b. after the'words "associated rights".

In reply to thc Delcgate of Bra21l the Doputv Secretary~-General
confirned that the surface right was 1rrovocwblo for the duration of the
contract, namely nincty-ninc years; after that, it cculd be revoked or not
according to circumstances.

The Deolcgate of Brazil declarcd that he was fully satisfied with
that explanation.

Page B.9 - 15 was approved, with the addition proposed by the
Chairman of Cormittec 6.

Page B.9 - 10

The Delecgatc of Mexice supported by the Delegate of Mali, suggested
deletion of thc word "financial' in parsgraph 1 under "accordingly instructs
the Adninistrative Council®™ :n the ground that it was rcdundant since appro-
priate financial measurces were included in paragraph % on the following page.

The Delegate of the United States of fmcrica, supported by the
Delcgate of France, said that the text as it stood gave the logical sequence
of cvents, nancly to study, prescribe and take the appropriate decisions,
including those of a financial nature. No change was thcrefore Nnecessary.

The Delegate of Mexico withdrew his proposed amendment.

S
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4s the Chairman pointed ocut, page B.9 - 10 had already becen approved
as it stood by thce Plenary Mecting.

Series B.9 as a whole was approved, subject to thc above amend-
ments and minor drafting changes.

Serics B.10 (Docuuent No. 481)

Finances of the Union

Page B.10 - 02

On the suggestion of the Delegatc of the United Arab Republic, it

was agreed to inscrt the words "by a Member or hssociate Member" after the

word "denounced" in No. 209 B.

Pages B,10 - 02 and B.10 - 03

The Delcgate of the United States of dmerica, supported by the
Delcgate of Canada, askod for Nos. 211, 213 and 2134 to be refoerred back to
Committee 6 for re-drafting to climinate certain inconsistencies.

The Chairman of Committce 6 agreed to re-examine those paragraphs
and asked for specific proposals to be subnitted.

Resolution on tho Asscssnent of Progress and Results in carrying
out the Technical Cooperation Programmes and the fctivities of
Expoerts on Migssion

Page B.10 - 07 approved subject to a drafting amendment proposed
by the Delegatc of the United Kingdom.

Subject to the above two amcndments and the re-consideration of
Nose 211, 213 and 2134, Scries B.10 was approved.

Serics B.1ll (Document No. 486)
Iipproved .

Series B.l2 (Document Wo. 489)

Approved .

The nmeeting rose at 4.%0 p.n.

Secretary of the Conference Deputy Secretary-General Chairman

Clifford STEAD Manohar B. SARWATE G.A., WEBTTSTEIN
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The following countries were represented :

Afghanistan; Democratic ond Popular Republic of Al.eria; Kingdom of Saudi
‘Arabia, Argentine R:publics Australia; Austria; Belgium; Biclorussian
Soviet Socia:ist Rcpublic; Union of Burma: Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Bulgaria; Federal Hepublic of Cameroon; Canada; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China, Republic of Cyprus; Republic

of Colombia; Democratic Republic of the Congo:; Republic of the Congo
(Brazzaville); Republic of Xorca; Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory Coast;
Cuba; Republic of Dahomey; Denmark; Group of Territories represented by
the French Overseas Post and Tclecommunication Agency; Spain; United

States of America; BEthiopia; Tinland; France; Greece; Guatemala;

Republic of Guinea; Republic of Upper Volta; Hungoarian People's Repuvlic;
Republic of India; Republic of Indoncsia; Iran; Republic of Iraq; Ireland;
Tceland; State of Israel; Italy; Jemaicas Japan; iHashemite Kingdom of .
Jordan; Kenya; State of Kuwait: Principality of Liechtenstein; Luxembourg:
Malaysia; WMalawi; Malegasy Republics Republic of Hali; Malta; Kingdom ‘
of Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritania; Mexicos Monaco; HMHongolian
People's Republic; Nepal; Republic of the Higer; Nigeria (Federal

Republic of); Worway; UWew Zealand; Uganda; Pekistan; Paraguay; Kingdom
of the Netherlands; Peru; Republic of the Philippines; People's Republic

of Poland; “ortugal; Spanish Provinces of Africa; Portuguese Overseca
Provinces; Syrian Arab Republic; United Arab Republic; Federal Republic

of Germany; Foderal Socialist Pepublic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic; Somali Republic; Socialist Republic of Roumania;

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Republic of Rwanda;
Republic of Senegal; Sierra Leonc; Singapore; Republic of the Sudan;
Swedens Swiss Confederation; United Republic of Tanzaniag Republic of

the Chad; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic; Territories of the United

‘States of Americaz; Overseas Territories for the international relations

of which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Forthern
Ireland are responsiblc; Thailand; Togolesc Republic; Trinidad and

Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Oriental
Republic of Uruguay; Republic of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia.

United Nations and Specialized Agcncies

Universal Postal Union (U.P.U.)

International Telecommunication Union : Mr. Gerald C. GROSS,
Secretary~-General

Secretary of the Conference Mr. Clifford STEAD
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The Chairman announced that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
had celebrated its national holiday on~7 and 8-November. He was sure that
2ll delegations would wish to congratulate the U.S.S.R. Delegation and the
people of the Soviet Union on that occasion.

The mecting stood to applaud.

The Delegate of the U.S,S.R. thanked the Chairman for his kind
words on the occasion of his country's naticnal holiday. The Great October
Sociclist Revolution was an outs standing event in his country's history and
was. celebrated throughout the Soviet Union; accordingly, citizens of the
U.S.5.R. who were far from home were particularly touched by congratulations
on that momentous occasion.

Minutes of the Scventeenth Plenary Meeting {(Document No. 410)

The Delegate of Malaysia observed that his country's name had been
omitted from page 2.

The minutes of the SGVcnteenth Plenary Meeting were approved,
subject to that amendment. :

Minutes of the Bighteenth Plenary Mceting (Document No. 415)

The minutes of the Eighteenth Plenary Meeting were goproved.

Minutes of the Nineteenth Plenary Mceting (Document No. 421)
The minutes of the Nincteenth Plenary Meeting were approved.

Committee Reports

a) Eigth and last report of Committee 4 (Document No. 498)

: ) The Delegate of Australia, spesking as Chairman of Committee 4,
pointed out tha

t the report covered the 26th to 28th meetings of the

i

e
th

Committee. Paragraphs 2 and 3 referred to the second report of the C.C.I.

Working Group, which had prepared & draft text of Article 10 bis on the
functions of the Coordinstion Committee; the Working Group's latest
recommendations had been acce pted by the Committee, with some minor
modifications. FParagrapns 5 and 6 rclated to proposals concerning
Articles 9 and 11, 2nd the stoatus guo had been maintained in 2ll cases but

- one. Paragraph 7 dealt with the acceptance of wproposals concernlag
&gTrap

Articlc 12, on the conditions of elootlon of members of the I.¥.R.B.
Finally, the rcmalnlng paragraphs dealt with outstanding mgtters in
connectlon with Articles § and 10.

The meeting took note of the report.
The Chairman said that the Chairman of Committec 4 had been

entrusted with a very difficult task, which he had performed with out-
standing skill, thus coutributing greatly to the success of the Conference.
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The Delcgate of Austraelia, speaking as Chairman of Committee 4,
thanked the Chairman for his kind words. Ke had performed his task to the
best of his ability and, he hoped, to the satisfaction of the Conference.

b) Second and last report of Committee 5 (Document No. 492)

The Lelegate of the United Kingdom, spealding as Chairman of Committee 5,
said that the report dealt with o number of matters concerning the administra-
tion of the personnel of the Union. One of the most importont items wes dealt
with in paragraphs 2 and 3, on salaries and reprecentation allowances of
elected officials. The texts of the relevant resolutions had already been
submitted to the Editorizl Committce.

Thz meeting ook note of the report.

The Chairman thasked the Chrirmen of Committec 5 for the admirable .
way in which he had performed the delicate task of deling with personnel
questions. '

The Delegate of the United Kingdom, speeking as Chairman of
Committee 5, thanked the Chairmen and all delegations for their mark of
appreciation. He had becn glad to offer whatever services he could to the
Plenipotentiary Counfervnce.

c) Sixth roport of Committee 6 (Documunt No. 513)

The Delegate of Morocco, .specking as Chairman of Committee 6, said
that the report dealt with three questions, the extension of the Union
building, powers of the Pleonary Assemblics with regard to financiael needs of
the C.C.Is, and the electronic computer.

With regard to tho extension of the building, the Committee had
decided, after detailled study of all documentztion, especially the report of
the Administrative Council, that adequate premises must be provided for the
staff and for meetings to be held in Geneva. From the financiel point of
view, the Committec had concluded thet it might be preferable not to fix a
limit on the expenditure that might bes required, but that the Administrative
Council should deccide on the best solution, on the basis of a detailed report
by the Secretary--General. The Council should submit the financial implications
of its project to Members and Asscciate Members for approvel,- in accordance
with paragreph 6 of the Additional Protocol II to the Convention,

The Committee had tonken note of the Adninistrative Council's view
that the existing text of number 680 of the Convention tended to limit the
‘Council's power in personnel and financial matters. In the light of a
proposed amendment to number 680 by Committee 9, however, Committee & had
not bcen obliged to take any action on the matter; the amendment required
the Plenary Assemblics of the C.C.Is to approve the cstimates of the financial
needs of the Committees for subnission to the Administrative Council.
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Finally, with regard tc the installation of a new glectronic computer,
the Committec had taken note of the fact that Document No. 279 from the Chairman
of the I.F.R.B. was in effect a reply to Document No. 226 from the Secretary-
Generals; the Committee had thereforc fclt that the question should not have
been raised at the Plenipotenticry Conference, since it was of o purcly
administrative naturc, and therefore proposed that the Plenary Meeting should
refer the question back to the Secretary-General and the Coordination Committec.

The Secretary-General thankcd the Chairmen of Committee 6 and said
that he himself was eminently sctisfied with the way in which the Committee had
dealt with the last item.

d) Third and last report of Committec 9 (Document No. 503%)

The Telegate of Yugoslavia, speaking os Chairmen of Committee 9,
said that the Cormittce's last report wens self-expleanatory and thot all the
texts adopted in the Committes had been considered by the Bditorial Committee;
about 80 per cent of them werc ready for the sccond reading. It wight be of
interest to the meoting to learn that Committee 9 had considered some 400
proposals and had heard over 1000 stetcments.

The meeting took note of the report.

The Chairman expressed his sincere thanks to the Chairman of
Committee 9 for the admirable way in which he had presided over the
deliberations of his important Committee.

The Delegate of Yugoslavia, speaking as Chairman of Committee 9,
thanked the Chairman for his kind words. He had been glad to do his duty
to the Union end to the cause of international telecommunications.

Texts submitted by the Editorial Committce

Series B.1% (Document No. 494)

The Delcecgate of Brazil scid that, when speaking in Comnittee 9
as Chairman of the Working Group on Chapter 5 of the General Regulations,
he had reserved the right to reintroducc the guestion of the proposed
podification of number 306 =t 2 lator date. In particular, he had wished
to verify whether or not the Yorking Group had been cntitled under its terms
of refercnce to analyse number 306 and to submit omendments thereto. It
would be seern from page 05 of Document No. 456 that éonsideration of
mumber %06 had buen "postponed pending the recommendation of a Working Group
under th.: cheirmanship of Mr. Jneas Machado de Assis, Drozil®s; accordingly,
the slight ~mendment to number 306 thot the Working Group hed recomncnded
had been in order. '

aken

ot
I’
I

He did not wish to recopen the leagthy discussion that had
place in Committee 9, but wished it to be recordced that the effect o
retaining number 306 without amendment would be to enable any Vember of the
Union to participate with voting rights in any regional conference and to
influence the decisions of such o conference. On the other hand, number 55
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as modified stated that "The agenda of a regionel administrative confercnce
mey provide only for specific telecommunication guestions of a regional
nature ...", and the first scntence of number 552 as modificd laid down that,
"In the case of 2 regional administrative conference, the procedure described
in Chapter 6 shall be applicable only to the Members and Associate Meuwbers of
the region concerncd"; accordingly, in order to avoid a serious discrepancy,
those sentences should cither bhe wodified to bring them into line with

number 306, or tahe third poragroph of number 306 should be deleted. He did
not, however, prOpOSu such an amendiment, end would be content with a clari-
flcbtlon of the situation in the minutes of the current meeting.

The Dolegote of Yusoslavia, specking as Chairman of Committee 9,
conflrmgu that the Working Group in guestion had been competent to consider
number 306, as well as number 518. The rclationship between numbers 306
and 552 had been discussed at length in Committee 9, and the Working Group's
proposal to amend number 306 had besn voted on; the Committee had, however,
decided to rctain number 306 in its éxisting form, although it hed approved .
other proposals of the Working Group. ‘

The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. observed that, while regional conferences
naturally dealt with questions of concern to the countries of the region, that
did not ncan that they did.not affect the interests of other countries. More-
over, number 14 of the Convention entitled cach Member to have one vote at all
conferences of the Union. It should be borne in mind that the concept of
"region" was not categoricnlly defined, and that the inclusion of countries
in & given region depended on the quéstions under discussion; thus, for
examnple, the Group of Territorivs represented by the French Overseas Post
end Telecommunication Agency had joined the Burcpean Region for the pursose
of elections to -the Administrotive Council.

Finally, nunbcr 306 did not define the rights of countries, but
was concerncd mercly with th: definition of the term Yobserver®., The purpose
of the provision was to wmake it clear that countries which were not
sufficicnily interested in o confercnce to send o delegation might send
obsvrvers instead. In his opinion ther. was no contradiction between
number 306, on the onc hand, and numbers 55 and 552, on the other hand.,

The Delegate of Brazil reiterated that one of his main rcasons for
roising the gquestion had been the doubts he had catertoined concerning the
Working Group's responsibilitics in connection with number %06. Since,
howevcr, thosc doubts had now bocn dispelled, he wished to meke the offects
of the provision that had been rctnined absolutely clear.

The Delegate of Nigeria supported the Brozilian Delegats's views.
It was unfortunate that the Working Group's report, which would have clarified
numbers 14 and 306 of the Convention, had not been accepted. Retention of the
third paragraph of number 306 would undoubtedly lead to 2 discrepancy with
nunber 5525 in practice, Membor countrices did not send observers, for all
representatives of such countrics had the right to vote, and delegates from the
region where the confercnce was boing held could henceforth vote on matters

pertaining exclusively to that rcgion.

The Dclegate of Brazil, supported by the Delcgate of Chile, said
it was particularly imnportant for many developing countries to understand
clearly the decision of the Plenary ileeting thot all Membors of the Union could
participate in all I.T.U. conferences with the right to vote and to influence
their deliberations. Thus, decisions on poiitical 2nd cexclusively regional
questions might be decided by a majority of countrics which did not belong to
the region and had not even convened the conference.
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The Chairman invited the meeting to consider Document No. 494 page
by page. N

Page 01

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the point he wished to
raise in connection with number 56 also affected numbers 64, 69, 72 and 74
which, taken together, related to determining the agenda, place and date of
administrative conferences. As now drafted, the decisions in question had
to be taken by a majority-of the Members of the Union; that was unexception-
able as a principle but had practical drawbacks, for not all Members had a
direct interest in some administrative conferences and therefore failed to
reply to communications, thus making it difficult for the interested Members
to have the conference convened. Similar problens with regard to the Plenary
Assemblies of the C.C.I.s had already been sclved by providing in number 683
that only Members replying tc requests for opinions should be taken into
account in computing the majority. He therefore proposed that the paragraphs
in question should be amended along those lines by the Editorial Committee.

The Delegate of Portugal supported that proposal,

The Delegste of the U.S5,5.R. said he shared in the United Kingdom
Delegate's concern, but censidered that a better way of clarifying the
paragraphs in guestion would be to set a time limit for recelpt of replies,
as provided for in number 12 of the Conventlon.

The Deputy Secretary-General drew attention to number 542, as
modified on page 08 of the document under discussion, which provided a six-
week time limit. If number 12 were. to be followed and a limit of four months
were to be set, number 542 would have to be amended accordingly.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom thought that the views expressed
might be met by adding a phrase along the following lines to paragraphs which
he had mentioned : "Members who had not réplied within the time limit
specified by the Administrative Council shall be deemed to have abstaincd".

The Delegate of the Philippines drew attention to number 56 as
modified, which provided that a majority of Members in the Union in the case
of a world administrative conference, or a majority «f Members belonging to
the region concerned in the case of a regional administrative conference,
should concur on the agenda of the conference. If a time limit was set and
lapsed before a majority had replied, it was not clear whether the Conference
could be held at =11.

The Delsgate of France suggested that the last phrase of the United
Klngdom proposal should read : "shall be deemed not to have wished to
participate in the consu]tqtlons

The Delegate of the United Kingdom accepted that amendment.

The Delegate of the U.3.S.R. suggested that it might be better to
draft @ separate provision with cross—~references to the paragraphs mentioned
by the Unlted Kingdom Delegate.
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The Delegate of Mexico observed that Members might fail to reply
for purely mechanical reasons, such as non-receipt of communications from
the Secretariat. It might be wise to insert the words "and who have
acknowledged receipt .f the relevant announcement" after the phrase "specified
by the Administrative Council".

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said he could not accept the
Mexican suggestion, which would rob his proposal of much of its effect.-

The Delegate of the United States of America observed that the text
as it now stood did not mest the point made by the Philippine Delegate.

The Delegate «f Ireland suggesfed that the participants in the debate
should meet to agree on a mutually satisfactory text.

After a bresk, the Delegate of the United King'dom announced that the.
following new numbor 76 ho? boon ~arecd upon s : ‘

"In the consultations referred to in numbers 56, 64, 69, T2 and T4,
. Members of the Union who have not replied within the time 1limit specified by
the Administrative Council shall be deemed not te have wished to participate
in the consultations and in conseguence shell nct be taken into account in
computing the majority".

A1l thé paragraphs in question should begin with the words "Subject
. to the provisions of number T6..." ' :

The Delegate of Brazil thought it would be appropriate to amend
the phrase after the words "specified by the Aduinistrative Council" to read
"shall be deemed not to be participating in the consultations".

The Delegate of the United Kingdom accepted that amendment.

The Delegate of Morccco asked whether, if very feﬁ'replies were
received - for instance, if five countries voted for holding a conference and
four voted against - the conference would still have to be held, at the

.expense of all the Members of the Union.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that that question was
extremely hypothetical and was unlikely tu arise in practice.

The Secretary of the Conference said that no such trouble had arisen
in the past. It had been thought that some difficulty might arise with regard
to the Maritime Conference, because the majority had not replied, although
answers had been requested by the end of July. The Secretariat had found,
however, that Administrations re¢sponded more actively to telegramns sent to
remind them of earlier letters. He agreed -with the Delegate of the United
Kingdom that the likelihood of such a small najority as that referred to by
the Moroccan Delegate was so remote as to be hardly worth taking into account,

] The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. thought that the Moroccan Delegate's
point could be met by including in the United Kingdom proposal a provision
along the lines of number €21, which stipulated that where the number of
abstentions exceeded one half the number of votes cast, consideration of the
matter under discussicn might be postponed to a later meeting.
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that, if it were considered
necessary to provide for the highly unlikely case cited by the Moroccan
Delegate, he would be prepared to follow the -suggestion made by the Delegate
of the U.S.S.R. Perhaps the Chairman of Coumittee 10 could suggest a text
to embody the principle which the Moroccan Delegate obviously had in mind.

The Delegate of France, speaking as Chairman +f Committee 10, said
it would be difficult to base such a text on number 621, which referred only
to abstentions. Personally, he considered that the Secretariat was perfect-
ly competent to deal with the situation if it aruse, but he would be prepared
to follow the wishes of the meeting in the matfer.

The Delegate of China said he strongly doubted the need for an
additional clause. It would be scen that number 15 of the Convention provided
that each Member could also have one vote in all conmsultations carried cut by
correspondence; thus, consultations were placed on an equal footing with
voting, and the General Regulations on voting procedure were therefore
applicable. . -

The Delegate of Ceylon supported those views.

The Delegate of the Philippines also considered a new clause to be
unnecessary. The Secretariat should be allowed to continue its existing
practice of reinforcing consultations by telegram.

The Delegate of Morocce said he could not vote for the United
Kingdom proposal. g

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the additional sentence
which he had accepted to meet the Moroccan Delegate's point might read as
follows : "If the nuuber of replies does not exceed 50 per cent, of the
countries consulted, then a further consultation should take place".

The Chairman put to the vote the United Kingdom proposal with the
amendments accepted by that delegaticn; it was approved by‘73 votes to 3,
with 20 abstentions.

Page 03

Approved, with the addition of the new nunhcr 76, =5 proprsed by the
Delegate of the United Kingdom.

Pages 08-09

The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed the insertion cf the
words "determined in accordance with number 76" in numbers 543, 548 and 549,
after "majority of the Members".

The Deputy Secretary—~General noted that nunber 76 referred to the
Administrative Council, whereas number 543 was a direct result of numbers 541
and 542 in which there was no mention of the Council. There should be no
confusion as to the fixing of a ftime-~limit or the procedure to be followed by
the Secretariat.
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom explained that the reference to
number 76 was intended only to qualify the computation of a majority of
Members and did not affect any other matters; he suggested that the exact
wording should be decided upon by the Editorial Committee,. to avoid: any
possible ambiguity. .

Page 13 -

The Secretary of the Conference proposed the deletion of the words
"and obligations" from the title of Article 2 as no obligations were in-
cluded under that heading, but it was agreed subsequently, at the suggestion
of the Delegate of Argentina, to retain the title as it stood, to conform
with the text in Series Rl where nuaber 16 did cover obllgetluns as well as
' rlghts uf Membero

Page 15

The Delegate of Nigeria, referring to Article 11, wished to have it
made clear that efficiency was an important consideration in the choice of
elected officials. He proposed tn add the words "taking into account the
provisions of number 152" at the end of number 149.

That amendment was supported by the Delpgates Of the Unlted States
of America and Ethiopia.

The Delegate vf the Jnited Kingdom suggested a slight alteration in
the wording : "taking into account the principles embodied in number 152".

It was so agreed.

Series Bl3 was approved as amended, with small drafting changes and
.subject to the re-examination of certain paragraphs in the light of eventual
modifications.

Series R1 (Document Na. 509)
The Chairman took the docuient page by page.

Page 05

It was agreed, at the suggestion of the Delegate of the United
Kingdom, to replace the word "delegates" by "delegations" in number 33A; it
was also agreed to make a minor drafting change s» that the sentence read :

"The Plenipotentiary Conference, supreme crgen of the Union, shali be composed
of ... ".

Page 16 and Document No. 510

The Delegate of the United States of America explained that the
proposed amendment contained in Document No, 510 was intended to bring the
Convention into line with the General Reguleticns (which were based on the
United Nations Staff Rules) in which there was no restriction on the holding
of shares unless those shares constituted a substantial control.
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Page 11

The Delegate of the U,3.S5.R. thought the existing text was satis~
factory, but pointed out a discrepancy between the French and English
versions; he suggested the deletion of the word "active" from the French
text, as it was extremely difficult t.. make the distinction between an
active and passive financial interest.

The proposal of the United States of America was not supported and
Document No. 510 was therefcre rejected. It was agreed, however, to delete
the word "active" in French.

On a point raised by the Delegate of Ethiopia, with reference to
number 149, the Chairman assured him that any amendments made would be
carried -ver where appropriate to asswuciated paragraphs.

The Chairman of Committee 10, replying to the Delegate of Denmark
who observed that numbers 150 and 151 did not contain the substance of number
174, said that those paragraphs would be re-examined to take account of
number 174 so that the latter could be deleted.

Page 26

The Delegate ovf the U.S.5.R., referring to the modified text of
number 248, thought the wording "International Telecommunication Conventions"
was not sufficiently precise and could be extended to include all tele-
communication conventions. He suggested the addition of the words "of the
I.7.0.",

The Secretary of the Conference pointed out that in fact the Copen-
hagen Convention was still in force, and that the suggested re-wording would
not clarify the matter.

At the suggestion of the Delegate . f Denmark, supported by the
Delegates of the United Kingdom and the Philippines, it was agreed to use the
form of the existing Convention so that number 248 would read : "This
Convention shall abrcgate and replace, in relations between the Contracting
Governments, the International Telecommunication Convention ¢f Geneva, 1959".

Pages R1-02 to 26 were therefore approved, as amended.

The mecting rose at 1 p.m.

Secretary «f the Conference : Secretary-General : Chairman :

Clifford 3TEAD Gerald C. GROSS G.A. WETTSTEIN











































































































































































































































































































































































INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Docunent No. 510-E

5 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

ARTICLE 11 - THE ELECTED OFFICIALS AND STAFF OF THE UNION

Proposed Amendment to Convention Provision 1514

The United Statcs Delegation notes that the text of Convention

Provision 151A, passed by Plenary in tune first reading of page 5 in

Document B.9, prohibits elected officials and members of the staff of the

Union from having any financial interest whatsoever in any &nterprise
concerned with telecommunications, except as part of their duties. However,
Staff Regulation 1.6(d), based on a similar provision in the United Nations
Staff Rules and approved by the Administrative Council, provides that the
mere holding of shares in a company shall not constitute a financial interest
unless such holding constitutes a substantial control.

The United States Delegation believes that the language approved
by the Administrative Council, whilc less restrictive than that in 1514,
is sufficiently restrictive to prevent the conflicts of interest that
Convention Provision 1514 is intended to prevent. The Delegation therefore
pro?oies that 151A be amended to incorporate the sense of Staff Regulation
1.6(d

The amended text, which includes two additional changes of a
purely editorial character, would read as follows :

shall participate in any manner or have any financial interest
whatsoever in any enterprise concerned with telecommunications,
except as part of [Eheig his duties.__ However, thc term
"financial interest" /fis/ shall not /to/ be construed as
applying to the continuation of retirement bencfits accruing
in respect of previous enployment or scrvice Z:7 or to the
holding of shares in an enterprise unless such holding
constitutes a substantial control."

’ "No clected official or any member of the staff of the Union
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

Corrigendum to

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document, Mo, 511-E

9 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original: Fnglish

COMLITTEE 8

Page 7, 2nd paragraph

The Committee finally adopted a proposal which reads as follows:

" that the Plenipotentiary Conference charge the
Secretary-General to study the question of the opportunity to
establish Regional Offices and to present a report on this

o question to the Administrative Councili

" that the Plenipotentiary Conference recommend the

Administrative Council to study the report of the Secretary~
General and to submit its own recommendations to the next
Plenipotentiary Conference,"
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,PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE . Docurent To. 5118

5 November 1965

MONTREUX 1965 Original: Spanish

1.

PLENARY. MEETTNG

'REPORT

BY THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE 8

"Introduction

Committee 8 held 18 meetings. In the f1 st phase, it made a study
in. great detail of those parts of the Report by the Administrative Council,
which concerned the technical cooperation in telecommunications provided by
the United Nations through the Union, as the former's specialized agency in
that field.

The terms of reference of the Committee are set out in Annex 8 to
Document Ne. 61(Rev ) and the subjects to be studied are listed in Document
No. 160, Ammexes I and II, although other subjects: and furthér doocwaents were

examined in the course of its work.

During the second phase, the Committee, with its knowledge of the
background and thanks to the thoroughness with which certain points had been
examined was able to consider the various proposals properly and to take

. decisions in a fairly short period of time, in spite of manifest and

persistent differences of opinion between two sectors of the delegations.

Furthermore, in view of the close relationship betwéen the nature
and scope of most of the proposals, it seemed inappropriatc to decidc on one
of them in particular, since such a decision would have had repercussions on
the others to such an extent that it would probably have been necessary to
revise a large part of thc work already done.

A summery is given below of the most important points-considered by
the Committce, together with a brief account of thé discussions and the action

teken in each casc.

Evaluation of the efficacy of technical assistance

To date the only information available is that provided by the
regional experts; Union Headquarters carries out no inspection in the field
and information from Administrations is very scanty. Recently the Adminis-
trative Council adopted Resclution No. 567 requesting the latter to furnish
such information but it is too early to judge the results.
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Although the Confercnce is not in a position to make a full
evaluation, the Committece considers that it should have adequate material to
guide it in adopting measures to ensure proper evaluation in future. For
' “that pufpose, o questionnaire was sent to the delegations of countries
which had had the benefit of fellowships or the services of cxperts with a
request to supply appropriate information, if possible. From thc summary of
this information and of that in the records of the General Secreteriat the
following facts emecrge:

1) With a singlc exception, the opinion of Administrations regarding
fellowships is favourable, since the fellows, on their return,
take on duties of a higher grade than those they were performing
bvefore and train new staff in their respective countries, whereas
the cxperts sometimes have language difficulties and on leaving
the country, frequently break off their work when it is beginning
to bear fruit. ‘

2) Very often the work of the expert is interrupted for lack of funds,
either because those allotted were too small for the job or because
the Administration concerned widened the scope of the expert's
assignment. ‘

%) Some missions have been described as "mediocre” or 'not very
satisfactory", either because they could not be completed or
because the experts did not manage to become familiar with local
problems.

In the Committee's opinion, every mission should be better planned
and no mission lauched until sufficient resources have been allocated to it.
In return, the expert's duties should be confined to those originally
specified unless they have been changed in good time and the funds inereased
accordingly. '

Also, if it is to have larger credits to meet the cost of prolonging
certain missions or to expedite the execution of others, Union headquarters
should have more funds at its disposal or make better use of United Nations
funds and facilities.

With a view to the obtention of the most useful possible information
from the Administrations, the Committee adopted the resolution entitled
"Evaluation of progress and results in carrying out the technical cooperation
programmes and the activities of experts on mission" in which they were
requested to supply the requisite information on current programmes and the
effects of completed programmes. It instructed the Administrative Council
to define the form in which such information should be submitted and to take
suitable measures to ensure the best development of the work and the
activities of experts on mission. '
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Regional missions

The Committee's study of the summary of bimonthly reports submitted
by regional experts during the last two years led it to the conclusion that it
was necessary for them to be examined as soon as they are received to enable
any consultations to be made with the experts, or instructions sent to them,
as speedily as the efficient performance of their tasks demands.

. The Cormittee also emphasized the need for the Union, when
reporting the adoption of a telecommunication circuit or system, to confirm
that it forms part of plans already adopted by committees or other I.T.U,
bodies.

In every case, Union Headquarters must take the nccessary steps
to see that regional experts or heads of missions do not take action in
this sphere without first consulting it and obtaining its permission.

The Committee considered that, in the absence of supervision on
the spot of the work under way =nd the-activities of the experts, or so long
as the Union does not. conduct such inspection, there was no means of assessing
efficiency in those two respects apart from the information furnished by the
experts and the Adiministrations. It was for that rcason that the resolution
on the evaluation of technical assistance, referred to in section 1 above,
instructed the Administrative Council to take the necessary action to ensure
the rapid and efficient examination of that information.

More effective attention to technical cooperation

It was considered that the establishment and activity of the
Standing Committee on Technical Cooperation had appreciably improved certain

‘aspects of technical cooperation, especially the examination of the two-

monthly rcports by the regional cxperts and mission experts. However, it was
noted that the fact that it met only once a month necessarily involved undue
delays. On the other hand, some delegations pointed out that, since the
members of the Committee were officials of the various permanent organs, and
their primary duties lay with the latter, for which they were responsible, it
meant that they could not devote =1l their attention to another, additional
task. In the view of those declegations, matters concerning technical
assistance for new and developing countries should be expeditcd by officials
speciclized in the various branches concerned. To that end, the Committee
studied a proposal for the replacement of the Standing Committce on Technical
Cooperation by a body of specialists who, apart from dealing with the ficld
matters referred to, would ensure periodical inspection of projects in course
of execution, a task which the Union did not carry out up to the present.

The Committee did not adopt that proposal, but considered it more
suitable to establish a section of four engineers specializcd in network
planning, the preparction of specifications and the evaluations of systems,
who would give practical advice and information to any Members on rcquest.
The engineers concerned would deal with the problems of new or developing
countries,
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Seminars

The section of the Administrative Council's rcport dealing with
seminars was examined and the Committee considered that this kind of activ—
ity should be pursued as actively as possible not only by holding seminars
more frequently at Headquarters but also by promoting their organization
in the various regions. To that end, it adopted the resolution entitled
"Seminars", in which the Secretary-General was instructed to plan the
holding of seminars both at Union Headquarters and in other HMeiber countries,
in close cooperation with those llembers, paying special attention to the
problem of the use of different languages. It also instructed him to see
to the publication and dissemination of the documents of the seminars.,

Those tasks must be performed with special care and it was
for that reason that the resolution in question instructed the Administrative
Council to take the necessary action, including the relevant staffing and
financial measures.

Internatidnal Institute for Advanced Telecommunication Studies

A proposal was studied for the establishment of an Internmational
Institute of Advanced Telecommunication Studies at I.T,U. Headquarters,
where the telecommunication engineers of new or developing countries would be
able to take courses in branches not included in normal curricula.

Some delegations considered that knowledge of that type could
be acquired only through seminars and with the help of the technical organs
of the Union, after a reorganization and strengthening of their respective
specialized secretariats.

The Committee adopted the draft resolution entitled ™Improvement
of I.T.U. facilities for providing information and advice to new or develop-

ing countries" which was prepared by a working group charged with drafting
the necessary recommendations. The essentials of that resolution have
already becn outlined in section 3 above. In order to settle problems

for which the engineers in question were not qualified, other engineers who
were highly qualified in the particular subject might be engaged for periads
not normally exceeding one month.

- Details are given in the resolution "Improvement of I.T.U,
facilities for providing information and advice to new or developing

countries", which instructs the Administrative Council to study the

appropriate structure for the new section of specialists, to prescribe

the terms of recruitment and to make the necessary arrangements - including
those of a financizl nature - to enable the section concerned to start work
as soon 2s possible, and in any case not later than 1968,
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Creation of a Regional Space Communication Centre in.Latin America

The delegations of nine of 'the Latin American countries particip~-

" ating in the -Conference submitted anrbposal for the creation in that

region of a centre devoted to the study of space communication. It was
nade clear in the Committee that the establishment of such a centre was

‘quite feaéible and fell within the scope of the Special Fund. It was merely
‘. Hecessary fto make the appropriate arrangements. For that purpose, the

Secretariat of the Union would give all possible help and advice within its

- power. These considerations were embodied in an Opinion adopted by the

Committee, in which it expressed the hope that it would be possible to
install such centres in the various regions of the world.

Training standards

The- Committee studied this nroblem in great detail and examined
certain recommendations from UNESCO and the Inter—-American Telecommunication
Commission, ' o ‘

The difficulty in establishing generally applicable standards

stems from the fact that the training centres working under Special Fund

schemes are designed to turn out national technicians whereas the need o

for Uniform standards is for the purposes of international telecommunic—

ations,

: The COmmittee considered that the mattér.deserved special atiention
and to that end it adopted the resolution "Training Standards" which

instructs the Secretary-General to collect information on training require-

ments- in new or developing countries, to draw upon the accumulited experience

. of the various countries which had established and maintoined training

centres, and to prepare, in consultation with the Member countries, training
standards for comparable grades of personnel. The resolution invited the
Administrative Council 0. examine the report by the Secretary-General and
to adopt any measures it might consider necessary, including the appropriate

staffing and financing arrangements.

+ I.T.U. Regular Technical Assistance Programme

During the discussion of the proposals éxaminédfby;the Committee,
a large number of delegations drew attention to certain technical assistance
requirements that had not been met and certain deficiencies which they
considered existed in the technical assistance furnished to new or developing
countries, with the funds which the United Nations made avgilable to the
Union .for the execution and management of approved programmes for the benefit
of the respective Administrations, These deficiencies included :

a) The small number of telecommunication fellowships assigned by
administrations compared with actuel neceds. o
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b) The difficulties encountered by administrations in obtaining ad-

: vice by an expert of the Union, due to the financial restrictions
imposed by Aduinistrative Council Decision o, 246 and Resolution
No, 4913

c) Drawbacks due to the unduly long time taken to give practical
effect to the award of fellowships offered by administrations;

d) The impossibility for administrations, faced with urgent and un~
foreseen needs, to obtain the services of an expert in good time,
if they follow the normal procedure;

e) The difficulty and sometimes impossibility (for financial reasons)
of attending the seminars organized by the Union, especially for
countries situated at a great distance from I.T,U., Headquarters;

f) The impossibility, on many occasions, of completing or extending
certain expert missions through lack of funds or slowness in
obtaining United Nations approval of the additional credits,

To £ill those gaps and remedy those deficiencies, some administra-
tions proposed that the Union establish its own regular technical assistance
programme,

The Committee considered that the introduction of a regular pro-
gramme, the cost of which was estimated at half a million dollars, would lead
to a large increase in the contributory unit payable by Member countries; at
the same time, it rejected alternative methods of financing proposed by a
working party which had been set up to study the proposals in guestion, One
of those alternatives was to rely on annual voluntary contributions by
administrations, the scope of the programme being adjusted each year to the
volume of those contributions, so that the Union budget would not be affected
in the slightest,

The Committee finally decided against the principle of establishing
a regular technical assistance programme by 19 votes to 20, with 9 abstentionms,

1.T,U, Regional Offices

Three administrations submitted proposals to the effect that the
Union should resolve to install regional offices where certain functions
could be adequately carried out without any duplication of activities
performed at Headquarters. It was pointed out, furthermore, that they
could help to provide efficient supervision of the work of regional and
mission experts, in addition to the appropriate channelling and coordination
of other aspects of technical cooperation, The proposal was being studied,
with particular reference to the financial implications.

~

)

%
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During the discussion, it was pointed out that the establishment
of regional offices might be one of the best means of supervising and raising
the efficiency of the activities of regional and country experts and that they
would offer a better way of carrying out the objectives specified by the
Administrative Council when it instructed the Secretary~General, in Resolu-
tion No, 427, to appoint I.T.U. resident representatives in certain areas -
which has not so far been done.

The Committee finally declared against the principle of setting
up I.T.U. regional offices, at the same +time rejecting proposals to invite
the Administrative Council to study the matter,

Revision of the resolutions on technical assistance contained in the Geneva
Convention 1959

Basing itself on the report by the Administrative Council, the
Committee analyzed Resolutions Nos, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 and 30 in the
Convention, with the aim of withdrawing those that had already served their
purpose or of changing them in the light of the gaps or deficiencies in
technical assistance,

Level of the organ responsible for technical cooperation

Towards the end of its deliberations, the Committee - armed with
information on the new needs reported by new or developing countries, and
on the gaps and deficiencies in the teclnical assistance provided by the
United Nations through the Union - considered a proposal to convert the
existing Technical Cooperation Department of the General Secretariat into a
Technical Cooperation Directorate responsible to the Administrative Council,
The new Directorate would be on an equal footing and would have responsibi-
lities similar to those of the International Consultative Commitiees and the
I,F.R,B, Its Director would be elected by the Council,

The Committee did not consider such a transformation was desirable
and concluded that the present organization should be retained,

To meet the case, it instructed the Administrative Council, in the
resolution it adopted on "Metheds to improve technical assistance", to ensure
that the Head of the present Depariment is assigned a grade appropriate to the
importance of his task., The official concerned would be appointed by the
Secretary-General, with the approval of the Administrative Council after
examination of all the candidatures submitted by administrations,

L. BARAJAS G,
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Chairman: Mr. Mohamed Ben ABDELLAN (Kingdom of Morocco)

Vice-Chairmen: Ir. J. PRESSLER (Federal Republic of Germany)
Mr. Ahmed Z:IDAN (Kingdom of Saudi Arabia)

Monday, 1 November 1965 at 3 p.m.

The Chairman opened the meeting at 3 p.m.

The Agenda of the meeting, contained in Document Wo. 439, was
adopted without comment. .

Item 1 - Summary Record of the 7th Meeting

The Summary Record of the Tth Meeting (Document No. 427) was
adopted subject to the following amendments proposed by the Delegates
mentioned:

‘ ~ The United States Delegate, concernings

a) Page-3, third paragraph. Delete the entire paragraph and replace
by the following:

"The Delegate of the United States, supported by the Delegate
of Ttaly, stated that preambular paragraph d) stated a principle on which
the Committee had taken no decision and that it was likely to influence
the study to be undertaken. Following an exchange of views as to the
scope of that paragraph and its relation to the second paragraph under
"instructs the Secretary-General', the Committee decided to eliminate
preambular paragraph d) from the draft resolution."

b) Page 6, first two paragraphs. Delete those paragraphs and
replcce by the followings

"The Delegate of the United States noted that the subject of the
draft resolution co-sponsored by Morocco and Thailand was closely related
to that of the resolution adopted at the beginning of the meeting.
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He suggested that the proposal be withdrawn on the understanding

that the opinions expressed on it would be taken into consideration by the

Secretary-General and the Administrative Council when the study recommended
in the earlier resolution was being carried out."

- The Argentine Delegate: concerning page 5, where the following
paragraph should be inserted between the eightl and ninth paragraphss

"The Delegate of Argentina said that his country contributed a
reasonable number of units and- he did not intend to request any reduction
in that number. However, since he respected the freedom of choice of
peoples, he was againsl the proposal, as he considered that it infringed
the sovereignty of the countries Members of the Union.™

~ The Delegate of Portugal: concerning the ninth paragraph and the-
beginning of the tenth paragraph on page 5, which should be replaced by
the followings ~

"The Delegate of Portugal also stressed that Resolution No. 14
of the Geneva Convention had not brought the expected results and that
although the countries requesting ingclusion in a lower class of contribu-~
tion might' chuse some prejudice to the other Members of the Union, it was
likewise true that the '"under-classified" countries likewise caused some
prejudice to the other Members, especially to those which were at present
"over ClaSolfled” like his own country.

" He was prepared to follow, if necessary, a scale which would

assist countries ..." (the rest unchanged).

Item 2 -~ Draft resolution relative to the classification of countries for
their contribution to defravingz Union expenses

The draft resolution in question (Document Wo. DT/79) which was
intended to replace Resolution No. 14 annexed to the Convention was

adopted without discussion. .

Item 3 - Draft Protocol relative to the procedure to be followed by
Members and Associate Members for the choice of their contributory class

Although Article 15 of the new Convention, which was being
prepared, contained a permsnent provision about the procedure to be followed
by Members and Asscciate Members for the choice of their comtributory
class, the Draft Protocol in Document No. DT/78 was necessary since the
new Convention would come into force probably only on 1 January 1967 and
the Members would have to inform the Secretary-General of their class of
contribution six months before that date, in other words, under the existing
Convention.

Hence, it was once again necessary to draw the attention of the
Member countries to their rights and obligations, but'a Protocol of that
type would not be needed in the future.
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The Draft Protocol was zdopted, without reservations, allowance
being made for the decision of the preceding meeting to replace the date

W April 1966" by "1 July 1966".

Item 4 - Draft Fifth Report by Committee 6 to the Plenary Meeting

The Chairman introducedbthevDraft Fifth Report (Document No. DT/96),
recalling the various points concerning Article 15 that had been examined
by the Committee at its three previous meetings, namelys

- The distribution of Union expenses among Members and Associate
Members.” : . :

- Higher and lower classes of contribution.

- The new text of Article 15 of the Convention, taking into account
the propos@ls submitted by the different Members of the Union.

The document was examined page by page.

Page 1 of Annex 1

The Delegate of the United States proposed that, as a result of
the amendments made to Article 7, which had been adopted that very morning
by Committee 9, and in particular, to the deletion from thet Article of the
"Special Conferences's )

-~ the expenses of all conferences and meetings of both regional
end world importance, convened with the agreement of the
Administrative Council, should be borne by all the Members of
the Unions ’ ' :

- numbers 197 to 199 in Article 15 should be accordingly anended.

The status'guo would be maintained, however, as regards regional
conferences held under Article 44 of the Convention, these not being subject
to the new_provision, ’

. He pointed out, as groundsvfor the proposal, that all conferences
and meéetings held by the I.T.U. tried to find solutions to problems of
definite interest to all countries Members of the Union.

The proposal gave rise to en exchange of views, in which the
following took part: the Delegates of the UueS.S.R., Belgium, France,
Switzerland, Argentine, the United States, the Federal Republic of Germany,
and the Chairmen, during which the advantages, drawbacks and consequences
were discussed in turn.
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Opinions were fairly divided. The proposal was put to the vote
by the Chairman and rejected by 6 votes in fevour, 19 ageinst, and 6 ab-
sentions-. Ce

The special conferences mentioned in numbers 199 and 200 of
Article 15 having been decleted from Article 7 by Committee 9, as indicated
above, the Delegate of Canada proposed to introduce amendments of an
editorial character in the text, by substituting the word "regiomnal" for
the word "special" and deleting number 200.

The Delegate of the United States stafed that he had already
prepared a second proposal as regards numbers 197, 199 and 200, if, as was
the case, his first proposal should be rejected.

After contacting the secretaries of Committees 6 and 9, and
comparing the text of the United States proposal with that of the Article ~
concerned, as adopted by Committee 9, the proposal was accepted.

The following changes to Article 15 were therefore approved:
197 D) Plenipotentiary Conferences and world sdministrative conferences.
198 (No change)

199 2. Dxpenses incurred by regional administrative conferences referred
: to in mumber 50 shall be borne in accordance with their unit
clessification by all Members and Associate Members of that
region... (no change thereafter).

200 3. (Delete the whole).

The text of Article 15 as contained in Annex 1 fo Document
No. DT/96 wes finally adopted subject to the above changes, and the bringing
into line in the three languages of the numbers added or amended.

The text of Annex 2 to Document No. DT/96 concerning the oonditions.
for participation of recognized private .operating agencies and scientific
or industrial organizations in the work of the C.C.I.s had already been
approved "at the previous meeting and did not give rise to any particular
comment.

- The draft resolution in Annex 3 concerning revision of the
list of international organizations exenmpt from any contribution to the
expenses of conferences and neetings of the Union wes adopted.
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Itern 5 = Union Building,(extension project)

The Chairman presented Documents Nos, 209(Rev.)»and DT/49,
dealing with the problem of enlarging the Union building, the purchase of
which had been decided in principle.

The Head of the Conference and General Services Division replied
first of all to questions put at the previous meeting by the Delegate of

Sweden and indicated that in the opinion of the architect consulted the

work of installing an air-conditioning system in the remainder of the
existing building could best be undertaken when the planned wing was being
built., The installation of individual air-conditioners could be provided
for, but would involve expense of the order of Sw.frs. 800,000 to 900,000 ;
by the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. concerning the occupation of the offices in

the present building, and provided the information contained in the present
document.

He then gave a picture of existing conditions as regards use of
the premises rented by the Union and the short-term outlook,

He recalled :

- the annual rate of increase of staff, and its consequences,
i.e, the need to provide for an increase in staff in 10 years
from 150 to 250 units, depending upon the rate envisaged,

- the conditions under which the premises in rue Gevray were
occupied,

- the decision to rent two floors of a building for administrative
purposes in the rue Vermont, which would offer a total usable
surface area of 1800 m2, allowing the housing of up to 200 persons,
and thus make it possible to leave the rue Gevray offices and
await the construction of the extension to the existing building,

- the problems raised by storage and stocking of office-supplies,
especially paper, which made it necessary to envisage for a

short period. the use of stores outside Headquarters.

He pointed out that the size of the wing planned was limited by
the size of the allotment available to the Union.

According to established plans, the wing could either s
'~ house 200 persons, or

- provide accommodation for 100 persons, plus a conference room
with %300 seats,

The Administrative Council had selected the second solution.
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It would be profitable to build the wing,.sincelit.would make it
possible

oo

- to regroup the whole of the existing permanent staff{ and provide
accommodation for all the extra staff employed during Conferences,

-~ to have fairly large basements availsble for use as stores and
depots.

It would be possible, where appropriate, either to give up the
lease of the premises in rue Vermont, or to sub-let them.

He explained, in conclusion, that the possible construction of a
second wing should be planned on private property to be acquired by
negotiation, '

The Chairman pointed out that, as regards the extension project ‘
‘for the existing building, the building costs for one or other of the two
solutions proposed by the General Secretariat, wras approximately estimated
to be the same, i.e. 6,500,000 Swiss francs.

On the basis of payment spread over a period of 15 years, at 9%
interest, the Union's yearly contribution would be increased by :

- 675,000 Swiss ffancs, for the first 3 years,
- 460,000 Swiss francs, approximately, for 15 years.

The Delegate of Belgium, following close examination of
Documents Wos. 3145/CA19, and 3347/CA20, thought that the proposals for
enlargement of the building were logical, and drew the Committee's attention
to b) and c¢) of the Recommendations contained on Page 10 of Document No.

3347/CA20.,

The Delegate of France also took the view that enlargement had
become inevitable, but remembering that the present building, which was ‘
occupied in 1962, was already too small, he thought that they must not

again work on too small a scale. The extension envisaged should cover a

fairly long period, ten years at least, and should provide the possibility

of housing 200 officials, together with a conference room for 300.

Mr. David explained that as things were, such a project did not
appear to be practicable, since there was no possibility of acquiring the
neighbouring ground in the immediate future. The Deputy Secretary-General
confirmed that the existing ground only allowed one of the two solutions
proposed by the General Secretariat. The Chalrman of the I.F.R.B., taking
up a remark by Mr. David, said that too muchk hope should not be placed in
the possibility of saving space in the present building as a result of the
reduction in the number of members of the Board, in view of the recognized
need to reinforce the 9pecialized Secretariat of the I.F.R.B.
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The Delegate of the U.S.3.R. stressed the abnormal position in
which the Union found itself as regards the building &nd pointed out that it
was unreasonable to consider putting up a new building every five years.

The proposals advanced by the General Secretariat were obviously insufficient
and it was impossible for the Committee to adopt a decision in the matter.
The Administrative Council should, therefore, be given:

- Dprecise and clear directives to make a closer study of the
problem, ’

- sufficiently wide powers to be able to take any appropriate
decision, in the light of that study, including the drawing up and signing
of contracts, so that there would be no need for the next Plenipotentiary
Conference to examine the problem all over again.

The Delegate of the United States hoped that the Comv:ittee would
be able to take a definite decision on the proposed plans, and made reserva-

tions concerning the UJ«5S.R. ‘proposal, which might involve expenscs which
some HMembers would be unable to mcet.,

The Delegate of Belgium said that it was only common sense to
start on the cxtension immediately and that the future would require new
solutions to be found as soonh as possible. He feared that the U.S.S.R.
proposal might amount to postponing the solution to the next Plenipotentiary
Conference and considered that, whilst deciding on an immediate extension,
the Secrctary-Gencral should be instructed to reserve rossibilities for
subsequent cxtensions. '

The Delogate of Australia supported the Delegate of Belgium.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. explained that the object of his
proposal was not to defer the building of the proposed extension and would
involve no delay in that conncection. The Delegate of the United States was
not opposcd to the adoption of that proposal provided the funds in the
regular budget of the Union were sufficient to cover the expenscs entailed
by the Administrative Council decisions on the matter.

_ As regards the maximuwn sum to be placed at the disposdl of the
Council to carry ot the transaction, the Chairman said that the draft
resolution annexed to Document No. 209 provided a sum of 9,500,000 Swiss
francs. ' ' '

As regards the method of financing the transaction, the Delegate
of the United States proposed the adoption of the formula mentioned undeor
c) on page 2 of Document No. 209, i.e., that a certain sum be earmarked in
the budget of the Union, the recmainder being covered by a loan.

After a discussion, the final decision was left to the discretion
of the Administrative Council, to be taken in the light of the Committec
debates.
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A small group, composed of Delegates of the United States, the
U.S«S.R., and France, the Chairman of the Committee and the Head of the
Finonce Division, was instructed to prepare the draft resolution for
submission to the Plenary Meceting. '

Item 6 - Prerogatives of the Plenary Assemblies concerning the financial
requirements of the C.C,T.s

This item referred to paragraph 3.6 of the Report by the
Administrative Council to the Plenipotentiary Conference, Montreux.

Tn vicw of the opinicdn expressed by the Council on the wording of
number 680 in Chapter 12 of the General Regulations annexed to the Conven-—
tion, Committee 9 replaced the expression "approve a report on the financial
needs" by "approve an estimate of financial needs".

The Director of the C.C.,I.T.T. pointed out that the Administrative~
Council took great carc of its prerogatives and the Plenary Assembly of the
C.CoI.TeT. had no intention of trespassing on them. The Assembly merely

took note of the report drawn up by the Director of the ¢uCoIeTeTs, but did

not express an opinion. Yet it should normally express such an opinion

which would be of considerable utility.

The Director of thc C.C.I.R. confirmed what the Director of the
CCoI.T.T. hod said and felt that number 680 should be read in the context
of numbers 705 and 706 in Chapter 17.

After hearing the two Directors, the Committee accepted the
decision of Committee 9 and took note of the amendments to numbers 680 and
705,

Item 7 - BElectronic computer

Thig item referred to Document No. 226 by the General Secretariat
and to Document No. 279, issued by the Chairman at the request of the

I.7.R.B. , .

The representative of the General Secretarict end the Chairman of
the I.F.R.B. introduced the documents respectively, explaining the back-
ground of the question, its basic nature and the reasons which had led to
the publication of the docuuents for the Plenipotentiary Conferencc.

The Committee did not see why the documents had been submitted to
it and considercd unanimously that it should not deal with the mnatter,
which was for the General Secretariat to settle.
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It decided to note the documents, to refer the matter to the
Secretary-General, the Chairman of the I.F.R.B. and the Coordination
Committee and to announce its decision to the Plenary Meeting and to
Comnittee 4, to which the matter had also been submitted.

The mecting rose at 7.05 p.m.

Rapporteurs: Chairman:
Y. BOZEC M. BEN ABDELLAH
Misg JeMo BLEACH

Ammex @ 1
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STATISTICS ON OCCUPANCY OF HEADQUARTERS BUILDING

There are about 213 offices in the Headquarters building.

90 of these are used by elected officials and special services
(computor, library, I.R.F.B. records, ctc.).

There are 163 standard 3~bay (20 m2) and 2-bay (13 m2) offices.
The %-bay offices are occupied as follows:

48 by one official

42 by two officials

10 by three officials
2 by four officials

(Owing to their shape the rooms cannot be occupied in comfort by
more than two persons.

The 2-bay offices are occupied as follows:

55 by one official
6 by two officials

(These rooms carmot bo occuried in comfort by more than one
person. )
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MONTREUX 1965

PLENARY MERTING

SIXTH REPORT BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
TO THE PLENARY MEETING

At its 9th, 10th and 11th meetings, the Finance Committee examined,

' Anter alia:

- the proposal by the Administrative Coun011 for an extension of
the present I.T.U. bulldlng,

- *the powers of the Plenary Assemblies with regard to the financial
needs of “the C.C.I.s3

— use of the electronic computer at the I.T.U.

1, Extension of the Uhion building

-In its Report to the Plenipotentiary Conference and its
Resolution No. 572, the Administrative Council recommended to the Conference
that steps be talken to extend the Union building by the construction of a
new wing and that the Secretary-General be authorized to continue the
negotiations with a view to the acquisition of certain properties on which
it would be possible to extend the building further in due course.

After a thorough examination of that recommendation, and consider-
ing that it was necessary to provide for adequate accommodation for the
staff at Union Headquarters, as well as rooms for mcetings held there, the
Finance Committee has decided to recommend to the Plenary Meeting that it
authorize the Administrative Council, after having analyzed the study which
the Secretary-General has been instructed to submit to it, to take a
decision as quickly as possible on the most efficient way of meeting
accommodation requirements.

Having studied more especially the financial aspect of this
question, the Committee has come to the conclusion that at the present
stage of the studies, it was preferable not to fix a limit on the expenditure
which might be required to meet the need for conference and office space at
Union headquarters. It decided that the Administrative Council should sub-
mit the financial implications of its project to the Members and Associate
Members of the Union for approval, in accordance with paragraph 6 of

Additional Protocol II to the Convention, in order to obtain the necessary
credits.
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A draft resolution on the extension of the Union building has been
referred to the Editorial Committee.

Powers of the Plenary Assemblies with regard to the financial needs of the
CsC.les

Comnittee 6 took note of the view expressed by the Administrative
Council in its Report to the Conference that the existing text of number 680
of the Convention tended to limit the powers of the Council in personnel and
financial matters and that the Plenipotentiary Conference should contemplate
strengthening the position of the Council with regard to the expenditure of
the C.C.I.s.

The Finance Committee noted that Committee 9 had proposed an
amendment to number 680 of the Convention to the Plenary Meeting, so that it

was not necessary for Committee 6 to take any action.

Electronic computer

The Finance Committee took note of Document No. 226 from the
Secretary-General and Document No. 279 from the Chairman of the I.F.R.B. c¢n
the installation of a new electronic computer from 1 January 1966.

The Committee felt that the question should not have been raised ati
the Plenipotentiary Conference since it was of a purely administrative '
nature. It therefore proposes that the Plenary Mceting refer the question
back to the Secrctary-General and the Coordination Committee.

I, BEN ABDELLAH

Chairman
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PLENARY MEETING

PAKTSTAN

FINAL PROTOCOL

For Pakistan :

. The Government of Pakistan declares that by signature of this
. Convention on its behalf it reserves the right to adhere to all or to
some of the provisions of the Telephone and of the Radio Regulations.

The Government of Pakistan further declares that it reserves
the right of accepting the implications that might arise through the non-
adherence by any other country Member of the Union of the provisions of
this Convention or of its related Regulations.
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Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF LIBERIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

For the Republic of Liberia :

The Delegation of the Republic of Liberia hereby reserves the right
of the Government to take any action it deems necessary to safeguard
its interests should lMembers or Associate Members in any way fail to comply
with the requirements of the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux 1965) or should reservations by other countries jeopardize its
telecommunication services.
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Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

TURKEY

FINAL PROTOCOL

For Turkey :

’ Turkey reserves tho right to take any action it may deem necessary
to protect its interests if reservations made by other countries should lead

to an increase in its contributory share in defraying the expenses of the
Union.
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Original :

French

9.

10.

PLENARY MEETING

AGENDA
OF THE
THIRTIETH PLENARY MEETING

Monday, 8 November 1965, at 9 a.m.

Mimutes of the 17th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 18th Plenary lMeeting
Minmutes of the 19th Plenary Meeting

Committee reports
8th and last report of Committee 4
2rd and last report of Committee 5
6th report of Cormittee 6

3rd and last report of Committee 9
Participation of South Africa in regional conferences
Draft text of Annex 1 to the Convention

Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee

Series Bl3
Series Rl

Mandate of the Director of the C.C.I.T.T.

Proposal by the Delegation of the United States

Other business

G.A. WETTSTEIN

Document No.

410
415

421

498
492
513
503

494
509

480

510

Chairman of the Conference
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PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF /fRGENTINA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Argentine Delegation declares: The International
Telecommunication Convention (liontreux, 1965) provides in number 4 that any
country or group of territories listed in Annex 1 thereto is a Member of the
Union. Annex 1 lists as such the Overseas Territories for the international
relations of which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
' Northern Ireland are responsible.

As is its custom, the Government in question includes in this
group of territories the "Falkland Islands and Dependencies" and the
"British Antarctic Territories®.

The Argentine Delegation wishes to place on record that this
practice in no way affects Argentine sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands,
the South Sandwich Islands, and the South Georgia Islands, occupied by the
United Kingdom as the result of an act of force never accepted by the
Argentine Government, which hereby reaffirms the inalienable rights of the
Argentine Republic and declares that these territories and the land lying
in the Argentine Sector of the Antarctic are not the colony or possession of
any other nation but form an integral part of Argentine territory.

With regard to the name used in the aforementioned document to
designate the Malvinas Islands, the Argentine Delegation wishes to draw
attention to the decision of the United Nations Special Committee set up to
study the application of the Declaration concerning the granting of

independence to colonial countries and peoples; this Committee, in approving

by general agreement the Report of Sub-Committee III on the Malvinas Islands,
dated 1% November 1964, decided by a majority vote that the word "Malvinas"
should appear beside the name "Falkland" in all documents of the Special
Committee, it having been proposed that such a conpromise be adopted for 211
United Nations documents.

This declaration holds good for any other mentiun of the same kind
which may be made in the Convention or in its Annexes.
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PLENARY MFETING

REPUBLIC OF DAHCOMEY

FINAL PROTOCOL

For the Delegation of the Republic of Dashomey:

The Delegation of the Republic of Dahomey reserves for its
Government the right:

' 1. not to accept any financial measure which might lead to an increase
in its contributory share in defraying Union expenses;

2. to take any measure it deems necessary to protect its telecommunica-
tion services if any Momber or Associate Member does not observe the terms
of the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965).
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PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF THE IVOURY COAST
PINAL PROTOCOL

For the Republic of the Ivory Coast :

The Delegation of the Republic of the Ivory Coast declares that
it reserves for its Govermnment the right to accept or refuse to accept the
consequences of any reservations made by other govermments which might lead

to an increase in its contributory share to defraying the expenses of the
Union.
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COMMITTEE 8

SUMMARY RECORD
OF THE
FOURTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 8

(TECHNICAL COOPERATION)

® Chairron: L. BARAJAS G. (Uexico)

Vice-Chairmen: 4,H., WALDRAM (Republic of Zombia)
M. f. GRAN (Afghenistan) -

Saturday, 30 October 1965 at 3 Peris

The Chairmen announced that the Committee would continue with the
business on its agenda (Document Wo. 425) as amended at the previous meeting,

Commlttee 8 had been the first to be honoured by the presence of
Dr, Sarwate at its meeting. He congratulated the newly elected Secretary-
General and thanked him for the assistance he had always given the Committee
from the wealth of his experience,

Item 3. - Report of working Group 1 to the Commi ttee (Document No, DT/84)

‘ The Delegate of Saudi Arabia, Chairman of Working Party 1, intro-
duced Document No, DT/84 and explained that it had not been possible to
reconcile all the views within the Working Group. o resolution had been
unanimously adopted. The draft resolution contained in Ammex 3 to Document
Ko, DT/84 constituted an improvement on the existing situation, but some
delegations would like more to be done, and their opinion was reflected in
the draft resolution contained in Annex 2, Two solutions had been envisaged
to deal with the financial question: either an appeal for voluntary contri-

- butions, or an increase in the amount of -contributory units, Long discussions
had taken place on the guestion, but no unanimous agreement had been reached.

The Chairman noted that no agfeement had been reached and the
Committee had two points of view before it.
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The Committee would have to choose between the two alternatives
proposed in the Working Groupl!s report,

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. pointed out that the draft resolution
in Annex 3 represented the views of the majority of the Working Party, where-
as the draft resolution in Annex 2 had not been examined., He asked that the
Committee begin by examining the text in Amnex 3 which had been submitted by
Horocco before Working Party 1 had been set up and which might be regarded
as the outcome of its deliberations,

The Delegate of Switzerland supported the U.S.S.R. proposal,

The Delegate of Saudi Arabia explained that the draft resolution
in Annex 2 supplemented the one in Annex 3, It was & question of providing
praciical assistance and of making experts rapidly available, so as to ter-
minate the work more guickly, Hore extensive and better aid was required
than was obtained by existing agreements,

The Delegate of MMexico remarked that the draft in Annex 3 made no
further concrete cortribution to the question of a regular I.T.U, programme
of technical assistance, but merely contained further terms and conditions,

It would be better to examine the text that went to the heart of the question,
i,e, the draft in Annex 2, and then go on to Annex 3,

The Delegate of Ethiopia said that when the lioroccan proposal had
been submitted, some delegations thought it inopportune, and that the Working
Group had not sought to amend it in order to fulfil the Working Party's
terms of reference, thinking that it would be submitted to the Committee
itself., The draft in Annex 3 was useful as far as the substance was con-
cerned, but the Committee should first deal with the question of the regular
programme of technical assistance,

» The Chairman stated that they were faced with a problem of procedure.
The Working Party!s terms of reference were clear, nanely to study the
organization of a regular I,T,U. programme of technical assistance, The draft
in Anmnex 2 to Document No, DT/84 fulfilled those terms of reference, 1t was
- for the Committee to decide on the procedure to be followed,

. The Delegate of ialaysia thought that Annex 3 was a by-product and
that Annex 2 should have priority when Document No, DT/84 was examined,

The Delegate of Saudi Arabia recalled that the Delegate of liorocco
had said he would not press his proposal, and if his government had to make
a contribution, it would do so,
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The Delegate of the United States thought that there was a certain
confusion on the part of some delegates, for the VWorking Party's ierms of
reference were to study the "possibility" of establishing a regular I.T.U.
programme of technical assistance, and not merely to prepare a resolution to
organize that programme, The draft resolution in Annex 3 had been discussed
by many delegates, and represented what it was possible to do to meet the
aspirations of the new or developing countries. Annex 2 was revolutionary
in character for the I.T.U., and it was- impossible to foresee to what it might
lead, The various points of view were reconciled in Annex 3 and the proposals
it contained deserved the Committee's support.

The Chairman invited speakers to limit their statements to five
minutes each,

The Delegate of India said he had taken part in preparing the draft
resolution in Annex 2. He could not agree with the Delegate of- the United
States, who had only quoted the last part of the Working Party's terms of
reference. The aim was to establish a regular programme of technical assist-
ance, - The only purpose of Annex 3 was to improve existing possibilities,

The Committee should confine itself to considering Annex 2, v

The Delegate of the United Kingdom considered that Annex 3 was not
to be regarded as a supplement to Annex 2, The Vorking Group's report sug-
gested that there were two ways in which United Wations facilities did not
meet the needs of the new developing countries. The first was that the
established resources were inadequate at present. However, the extent to
which governments allocated United Nations technical cooperation funds to
telecommunications was primarily their own concern and that in any case the
Unitcd Fations were contemplating increasing substantially the target of
funds that would be available on a voluntary basis for technical cooperation.
That being so, it was hardly the time for the I,T,U. to be considering intro-
ducing a regular programme of its ovm on whatever basis it might be established.
As to the second deficiency, which was that United Nations procedure was com-
plicated and slow, he pointed out that Annex 3 addressed itself to a re-
organization of the existing machinery so that it would respond more quickly
to the needs of the new and developing countries and he urged that Annex 3
could therefore be taken as complete and adequate in itself,

The Delegate of Guinea supported the views expressed by the
Delegates of DLthiopia,-ialaysia, Mexico and India, The only draft to be
studied was that in Annex 2, ’

The Delegate of Canada shared the views of the Delegate of the
United Kingdom. He had no power to take decisions which had financial impli-
cations, and considered that the most effective way of providing technical
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assistance was to give priority to the most important points, The United
Nations had evolved a balanced system of technical assistance, and the
-decision as to details was for governments. In setting up its own programme
the I,T.U. would be bringing disharmony into the programmes of the different
countries, He supported the draft resolution in Annex 3,

The Delegate of France compared technical cooperation to a marriage
in which one of the spouses had funds and the other had not., Concessions
should be made on either side., Those who could, should give as much as
possible, and those who received should not be too exacting. There were two
ways of financing a regular I,T.U. programme of fechnical assistance, either
to ask for voluntary contributions or to obtain funds from the Union budget.
If the contributory shares were increased, there would be a tendency for
countries to lower their class of contribution. ‘hen it had been decided to
adopt resolutions on technical assistance in 1959, precautions had been faken .
to avoid any burden on the Union budget, and yet, in spite of that, contri-
butory shares had gone down by more than 90 units, At the present time,
there was already another slump. 4An appeal for voluntary contributions had
been tried without great success in the case of atomic energy, Allocation
of funds was a government matter. If governments responded to the United
Nations appeal on behalf of the &,P,T.A. and the Special Fund, the total
amount available would rise from 150 to 200 million dollars, When govern-
nents made their contribution to the Special Fund, a certain amount could be
earmarked for the I,T.U, and the operation would be painless, There was
hardly any other way of finding resources., The delegates who had proposed
the draft resolution in Amnex 3 were of the same opinion, VWhat was envisaged

in the draft could be put directly into effect.

The Chairman thought that it was possible to set up a regular
technical assistance nrogramme even though the principle might be very
limited in scope and that it would do no harm to try voluntary financing.
The draft resolution in Annex 3 did no more than preserve the status quo;
the measures it envisaged were those to be taken by the Administrative
Council on United Nations Technical Assistance, and it did not provide for .
any additional effort. The draft contained in Annex 2 could serve as a
basis for discussion, since it fitted the Committee's terms of reference.

The Delegate of Ireland thought that the idea in Annex 2 was revo-
lutionary and would require thorough examination. He supported the con-
clusions set out in Amnex 3, which pointed to a practical way of solving the
problem,

The Chairman said he did not intend to rule out discussion of
Ammex 3, He merely wished to find the right procedure,

The Delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic thought the moment had
come to take practical steps to supplenent United Nations technical assist-
ance by a regular I,T.U, programme. One of the main achievements of the
Union was at issue and Annex 2 should be taken as a basis of discussion by
the Commitiee,
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. The Delegate of Jamaica said that there.was..a limit to his country's
resources and he would not support any action that might increase contribu-
tory shares, since any such increase might lead  Jamaica to reduce its contri-
bution tq the i -unit class, It would be impossible to obtain funds from
-contributory shares. Amnex 3 should be adopted in preference to Annex 2,

: The Delegate of Sudan pointed out that Annex 2 was nearer the
Working Party's terms of reference than Annex 3, as could be seen from
Document No. DT/84,

The Delegate of Switzerland understood the desire of the developing
countries to establish a regular I.T.U. technicel ascistance programme., With
regard to Ammex 2 to Document No, Di/84; the Swiss Delegation was obliged to
reserve the attitude of the Swiss Federal Chambers towards the possible
inclusion in the annual budget of the Union of credits for the direct or
.indirect financing of new activities such as those exercised by the Union in
the framework of the United Nations Programme (Expanded Programme of
Technical Assistance and Special Fund), Switzerland's contribution to
technical cooperation was decided by its Parliament and charged to the
General Budget of the Swiss Confederation; on the other hand, the Swiss
share towards defraying the expenses of the Union was borne by the budget of
the Swiss P,T.T. Underiaking,

His delegation was aware how urgently necessary it was to continue
and increase technical cooperation in the field of telecommunications,

The Delegate of Colombia considered that discussion of Annexes 2
and 3 together was leading to confusion, 4Anmnex 2 dealt with a special 1,T.U.
fund to reinforce United Nations' technical assistance, The regular I.T,U.
programme should %take account of the urgent projects which the United Hations
Funds could not cover, The normal programme worked slowly and by the time
- the process of recruiting an expert was completed,. of ten the expert was no
‘longer free to take the post. Technical assistance directed by the Admini-
strative Council could meet urgent needs. It was understandable that the
legal and budgeting systems in some countries prevented them from contribution
to an I.T,U, regular technical assistance programme, Colembials contribution
%o tho United Wetions Tochnical Assistance Progrorme hod been modest, yot
it had given more than it had received, Its Government would doubtless
.agree to give financial support to the creation of a regular I.T.U. technical
assistance programme, Ammex 2 gave reasons for teking such a step and should
be transmitted to the administrative Council which should make recommenda-
tions to governments,

The Chairman thought that a decision had to be taken on the
questlon of procedure, He read out his list of speakers in an attempt to
reach the closure of the debate,
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The Dclegate of Guinea observed that there was now a clear-cut
division between the different points of view, He was convinced that
nothing could be achieved in favour of effective, voluntary technical
assistance, Annex 2 raised the question in a most urgent way. What was at
issue was whether it was right to want a regular I,T.U. technical assistance
programme, but everybody wanted to bring evervthing back to what it had been.
The marriage rcferred to by France must not prove to be a swindle. Those who
were responsible for the backwardness in the less favoursd countries were
well known., 4An I,T.U, regular technical assistance programme was acknowledged
to be of value and that fact should be the starting point. Something con-
crete could be achieved with Annex 2, It was better to give up the idea than
to have resolutions that merely buried it. The developing countries appealed
to the donating countries, reminding them that telecommunications were of
vital importance. They asked that Amnex 2, which posed the basic problem,
should be considered, Discussion should bear on something concrete, on the .
programme itself. Two delegations had spoken of revolutionary progress,
That was what the new countries wanted - a revolution, They wanted to
‘benefit from what had been acquired by the developed countries in order to
.advance towards the future, The Committee should go to the heart of the
problem,

The Delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic moved the closure of the
debate and asked for a vote to be taken by roll call to see which text should
be taken as a basis for discussion.

The Chairman gave the floor to two speakers opp051nr the closure
of the debate, :

. The Delegate of the United States of America would like the floor
to be given to the speakers whose names were down on the Chairman's list.

The Delegate of the U.S.5.R., after hearing the statement of the
* Delegate of Gulnca wished to have an opportunity of giving his country's

views, ) ' .

e The Chairman put the motion for closure of the debate to the vote.
The motion was rejected by 16 votes to 38, with 7 abstentions. He asked the
Committee whether it-agreed to take Annex 2 to Document No, DT/84 as a basis
for discussion and put the question to the vote, By 23 votes to 33, with 10
abstentions, it was decided not to take Annex 2 as a basis for discussion,
Both Annex 2 and Annex 3 could therefore be considered, but the Committee
would begin by considering Ammex 3,

The Delegate of Ethiopia specified that the whole of Document
o, DT/84 would be considered and not only Annex 2,

The Chairman announced that the Committee would discuss Annex 3.
If there were any doubts as to the meaning of the vote, he was prepared to
repeat it.

The Delegate of Sudan voiced his confidence in the Chairman, but
proposed that Annex 2 be discussed first.
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The Chairman repeated what he had said: bearing in mind the terms
of reference of the Commlttee, should 1t taAe Annex 2 as a basis for
discussion?

The Delegate of France said that the position was clear: the
Committee had refused to start with Annex 2 and wanted to begin with Annex 3,

The Chairman restated the question and asked whether the Committee
should first discuss Annex 2, If that was not so, the Committee should begin
with Annex 3, The question was put to the vote and it was decided by 32

votes to 23 and 9 abstentions not to start with Annex 2 and hence to open
the discussion on Annex 3,

After an intermission, the Chairman, in an effort to reconcile the
points of view of the two groups of delegations; proposed that he be allowed
briefly to explore the possibility that, instead of considering Annex 3, the
Committee consider a compromise proposal which he had devised, If the
Committee found it possible to agree on the principle, he would propose the
preparation of a resolution inviting countries to make voluntary contribu-
tions and asking the Council %o study ways and means of implementing such a
programme, That would have no impact on the Union budget and would repre-

sent a considerable tempering of the aspirations of the new or developing
countries, o

Cn a point of order, the Delegate of the U,S.S.R, said that he had
long asked for the floor, had finally been assured he was on the list, and
now the Chairmen proposed to avoid discussion on the two resolutions, giving
preference to an unclear proposal, He asked that the debate be resumed and
the U,S5.5,R. g’ven the floor, '

The Chairman insisted he had a right to make a proposal but did
not intend to preclude debate,

On a point of order, the Delegate of the United Kinzdom reminded
the Chairman that the Committee had decided to continue the debate,
starting with Annex 3, The Chairman had listed the requests for the floor
- and had closed the list, The meeting should now proceed in that way,

The Chairman asked if the Committee wished to give any considera-
tion to the proposal of the Chair,

On a point of order, the Delegate of Guinea suggested that the
floor be given to the originators-of Amnnex 3, following which the Chairman's
proposal should be taken up.,
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"The Delegate of Sudan said that the vote had terminated the
question of -procedure and the closing of the list of speakers, The sub-
stance should be discussed forthwith, 4s to Annex 2, he would propose
deleting 3.a), retaining 3.b) and changlng 4 to 1ndlcate a target of
one-half million dollars, N - S

The Chairman, in view of the prevailing intransigence towards a
compromise solution, withdrew his proposal and announced the immediate
discussion of Annex 3, He asked each speaker not to hold the floor for more
than five minutes,

The Delegate of llexico moved the approval of Amnnex 3 in toto.

The Delegate of Colombia supported the motion of Mexico, but
indicated a wish to amend. Anpex 3

The Delegate of Trirnidad and Tobago spoke on the terms of reference
of Working Group 1. He félt that it had been charged with ekamining the
situation and, if there was a need, to prepare a proposal, Annex % did not
meet the needs stated in Annex 1, so he could not support it,

Tre Delegate of Belegium supported the statement of Switzerland,

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany favoured an
expansion.ef - technical assistance but felt that fragmentation of available
funds would not be desirable, and so supportedennex bR

The Delegate of Mexico again proposed that Annex 5 be accepted,

The Delegate of the U.3.3.R, explained that the Sov1et Union,
better than anyone, understand the needs of developing countries, The
U,S.S5.R., acting alone, has advanced from two devastating wars to a high
level of development, His delegation was not against an I,T,U, regular
programme but. expected a thorough study and full details, rather than the
‘broad treatmmnt in Annexr 2.

: ‘The Delegate of-Alzeria felt that Annex 3 was inadequate and
unrealistic, IHe supported Annex 2,

The Delegate of India felt, as had Mexico, that Annex 3 should be
adopted, with some drafting changes, Then something larger should be
considered, e e

The Delegate of Syria could not accept Amnex 3 or the changes in
Ammex 2 proposed by Sudan, He fook the opportunity to thank those countries
which had sponsored seminars,
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The Delegate of Saudi Arabia felt that, since Annex 5 did not
conflict with Annex 2, he could support Amnex 3 as a supplementary pro-
gramme, Then he would want fo consider Annex 2,

The Delegate of Sudan stated that he supported Trinidad and Tobago
in saying that Annex 3 was not enough,

The Chairman asked if there was general support for the proposal
by Mexico to accept Annex 3 as a whole,

The Delegate of Colombia proposed an amendment to Annex 3, On
page T, he would add:

"3, a) bis to explore all sources of financing which might be made
available to new or developing countries for the development of their
telecommunication plans and to inform the 1nterested countrles of the
existence of these sources.,"

The Delegate of Guinea asked if Annex 2 Would be considered further
if Annex 3% were adopted. -

The Chairman assured him that consideration of Annex 3 would not
exclude consideration of Annex 2. That had been clearly stated before the
voting. o Lo -

The Chairman then asked if Mexico, which had proposed adoption of
Annex 3, would accept the paragraph proposed by Colombia,

The Delegate of Mexico.felt. that any-amendment to his proposal
should be decided by the Committee,

The Delegate of Fthiopia noted similar material in Resolution
No, 24 and suggested that the Committee consider if that is not the proper
place,

The Delegate of India then proposed another change in Annex 3.
On page 8, in paragraph 4. f) he would change "with the approval” to "subject
to the approval®, '

The Chairman asked the Delegate of Colombia if he was prepared to
withhold his proposal until consideration of Resolution No. 24, He then
asked for comments on the proposal of India,

The Delegate of the U.3.S.R. supported the amendment of India,
He also indicated that he would not oppose the proposal of Colombia, if it
were retained, but wondered if the action within Committee 7 might not make
it unnecessary,

The Deputy Secrctary-General felt that Resolution No, 24 covered
the matter and was the proper place for dealing with it. Although Committee 7
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had supported the develoning countries, it had not.made such provisions for
financing,

The Chairman asked if there were any objections to keeping para-
graph 4, f) in its original form, There were none,

The Delegate of & akistan then urged that no action be taken until
- Committee 4 had acted on the subject of an autonomous.Technical Cooperation
Department,

The Chairman urged immediate action.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom asked that Annex 3, as amended
by Colombia, be put to the vote. .

The Delegate. of Chile supported the Unltea Kingdom proposal and
the Chairman announced his intention to call for votes.

The Delegate of Guinea opposed the United Kingdom proposal, asking
that the list of speakers be closed,

The Delegate of the United States supported the United Kingdom and
the Delegate of the U,3,3.R. indicated support,

The Delegate of Algeria proposed a change on page 6 of Annex 3,
The invitation to govermments to arrange visits (item 1) should be deleted.

The Delegate of the United Kin-dom, on a point of order, insisted
that his motion be voted upon,

On another point of order, the Delegate of Guinea supported the
Algerian proposal and aoked that the varioqus. amendments be considered before
the main proposal,

The Chairman proposed that the debate be concluded with the amend-
ments already submitted., He wished to vote first on the resolution but the
Delegate of Guinea reiterated that the amendments should be dealt with :first,

The Chairman then called for votes on the amendment to delete
item 1 (page 6). The result was Yes - 8, No ~ 33, Abstaining - 18, so the
amendnment .failed. o
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Chairman then put the amendment of Colombia to the vote, The
- 36, No - O, Abstaining 19.

amendment was accepted.
Chairman, announcing that there were no further amendments to
Annex 3 as a whole and as amended to the vote., There were

1 opposed and 8 abstentions. Thus Annex 3 was approved,

Delegate of Guinea reserved the'right to reopen the discussion

in a Plenary lieeting and %o explain his position,

After some discussion, it was then agreed to adjourn the meeting,
to reconvene in accordance with the published schedule,

The

mecting rose at 7.40 p.m,

Rapporteurs:

R, MONNAT
H.E, WEPPLER

Chairman:

L. BARAJAS G,
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The Chairman proposed that the Committee first examine items
6 and 7, and then items 1, 2 and 5, of the agenda contained in Document
No. 425. The agenda thus rearranged was adopted.

The Head of the Tebhnical-Cooperatioh Dopartment introduced the

" comments made in Document No. DT/86 on the amendment of Resolution No. 24

of the Geneva Final Acts which stipulated, as in thc past, that any action
by the I.T.U. must not involve it in financial operations and must merely
be to cnable countrics to be informed of the sources of finance to which
they could apply through government channels.

The  Chairman rccalled that some delegations had expressed the
view that the Union should help countries to establish contacts with a
view to obtaining funds. Ce e '

The Delegate of the United Kingdom gave a warning against the
danger of producing too many resolutions, several of which dealt with the

‘same subject. He recalled that Document No. DT/84, adopted unanimously at

Saturday's mceting with an amendment by the Delegate of Colombia, dealt
with sources of finance and covered the matter under discussion.

. The Chairman pointed out that the study of Document No. DI/84
had not been concluded and that the amendment proposed by the Delegate of
Colombia did not specify the role of the 1.T.U.

The Delegatc of Morocco remarked that the Administrative Council
was powerless to put Resolution No. 24 into effect and that it would there-
fore ncedlessly burden the Convention.
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The Chairman said that according to information furnished by the
Secrctariat ot a previous mecting, no rcccursc had been made to the scrvices
offered in the Resolution. That was becausc of the obstacles placed by
Opinion No. 246 and Council Resolution No. 491 which did not authorizc pay-
nent of the cxpenses of experts or of visiting officials of Administrations.

The Delegate of Mexico cxplained that the object of Resolution
No. 24 was to make banks awore of the importance of telccomuunications. The
Resolution proposcd in fnnex 3 to Document Wo. DT/84 did not fulfil that
pU_I‘pOSe .

The Declegatc of Sweden supported the proposal by the United Kingdom
and Morocco to discard Resolution No., 24. -

The Delegatc of Colombia thought that an attempt might be made to
include the idcas appearing under "instructs the Secretary-General" in
Annex 3 to Document No. DT/s4.

The Delcgate of India declarcd in favour of adopting dnnex 1 to
Docunent No. DT/86 as the text for Resolution No. 24.

The Delegate of argentina seconded that proposal.

The Delcgatc of the U.S.S5.R. considered that the instructions
menticned in the Resolution could not be applied in practice. He requested
that the Resolution be deleted for it was wrong to include in the Final Acts
resolutions which would lead to disappointment becausc they were condemned to
remnain a dead letter.

The Chairman recalled that at the 7th meeting it had been stated
that Resolution No. 24 should be made morce effective.

The Delegate of the United States mentioned that he had supported the
amendment by Colombia to fLnnex 3 of Docunment No. DT/84. He felt that the
Adninistrative Council should be given only goneral instructions and should be‘
relied on to tcke the necessary action.

The Delegate of Freonce noted thet all technical cooperation problems
"~ led to the samc conclusions, namcly that therce was much to be donc and that
funds were lacking., It would be better to confine themsclves to fnnex 3 of
Document No. DT/84.,

The Delcgate of Chilc said that it was cssontial thet the I.T.U.
should be able to inform the devcloping countrics of possible sources of
finance and the draft in innex 1 to Docuricnt No. DT/86 proposcd to assign it
that role.

The Delcgatc of Iran thought that Resolution No. 24 should be

retained.

The Delegatce of Morocco urged that Resolution No. 24 be discarded,
bearing in mind the additions made to fnnex 3 of Document No. DT/84. The draft
in Document No, DT/86 contributed nothing new.
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The Chairman pointed out that an attempt had been made in the
draft in Annex 1 to Document No. DT/86 to remove the obstacles mentioned in
Council Kesolution No. 491 and Decision No. 248. When Latin America had
asked for a qualified export, the Union had been unable to send onc for
lack of funds.

The Delcgate of Trinidad and Tobago fclt that with the additions
to Annex 3 to Document No. DT/84, the course to be followed by the Secre-
tariat would be defined clearly cnough. He thcorefore supported the proposal
by Morocco to discard Resolution No. 24. Another solution would be to
retain the existing text. :

The Chairman then summed up the proposals which weres cither
to accept the draft in innex 1 to Document HNo. DT/86 or to keep the existing
"text of Resolution No. 24. ' :

The Delegate of Morocco pointed out that therc was also a proposal
to discard Resolution No. 24 and any draft relating to it.

The Delegete of Colombia drew attention to the fact that he had
pronosed to include operative paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of .mnex 1 to Document
No. DT/86 in fnnex 3 to Document No. DT/84.

The Delcgate of the U.S.S.R. considered that the Committce could
not discuss the propossl by the Declegate of Colombia which involved the
amcndment of a document which had already been approved. If the Delcgate
of Colombia fclt that his proposal was important, he should incorporate it
in a ncw document.

The Chairmen wished to avoid taking a vote, since there were valid
argunients both in favour and against discarding Resolution No. 24.

The Delegate of Mexico asked the delegations which werc against
rotention of the Resoluticn, whether thoy would be able to accept the
proposal by the Delegate of Colombia.

The Dolegatc of Morocco presscd for a vote to be taken forthwith.

The Chairman summed up the debatc, pointing out that the choice lay
between two proposals. Onc was to discard Resolution No. 24 and transfer
paragrephs 1, 2 and 3 of Annex 1 to Document No. DT/86 to the resolution in
Document No. DT/84 that had alrcady been adepted, and the other was to adopt
without change thc text proposed in Annex 1 to Document No. DT/86.

The Delegote of Morocco speaking on a point of order, said that
if there was support, he wanted a votc to be taken.

The Chairman put to the vote the question whether his summing-up
was corrcct and the summing-up was rcjcected by 36 votes to 17, with 9
abstentions.

The Delegate of the U.S.3.R. did not wish to force a vote and he
thought that no record should be kept of the incident.
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The Chairman felt convinced that he had acted corrcctly and had
nothing to hidc. He asked whethor the Committee then wished to discard
Rosolution No. 24 and reject the draft new text contained in fAnnex 1 to
Document No. DI/86. ‘ S

The Delegnte of France said that if Resolution No. 24 wcre rejected,
the text of it and the results of the enquiries would ncvertheless remain in
the tochnical cooperation files for information.

The Delegatc of Colombia asked whether rcejcetion of the Resolution
would mean that the I.T.U. was not cmpowered to help countries which re-
gquested assistance in the preparation of projects requiring financial
backing.

The Chairman thought that intcrprctation was correct, but that,
in any casc, it was thc Committec that would decide.

The Delcgate of Colombia then urged that detallca records.of the.
discussions be kept in the archives and he asked the Delegate of Morocco
whether it rcally had becn his intention to remove from the Convention all
provision for I.T.U. assistance to countrics wishing to draw up projects.

The Chairman th?ught that 21l the delegations were awvare of the
consequences of the measurcs proposed in the Committce. If Resolution
No. 24 werc discarded, hc thought it obvious that the samc ideas cembodied in
the draft resolution contained in Annhex 1 to Document No. DT/86, would have
to be abandoned too.

The Delcgate of Morocco asked the Sccretary-General whether, in
accordance with E.P.T.i. regulations and the decisions taken by the Adminis-
trative Council in pursuance of Resolution No. 491, the I.T.U. could send
experts to countries which wished to perfect their projects in order to
obtain financial support.

The Deputy Sccrotary-General confirmed that such action was possible
in the case of projccts accepted by the United Nations. Whencever technical
assistance was provided by the Special Fund, the countries concerned could
obtain the help of the Technical Coopcration Department.

The Chairman considercd that, if the Committec decided to accept
Annex 1 to Document No. DT/86, that draft would rcplace Resolution No. 24.
If it rejected that text, it would have to decide whether to discard Resolu-
tion No. 24. '

The Dclegate of the United States rcquested that the established
procedure be followed and that a vote be teken in the first place on the
deletion of Resolution No. 24, as it appecarcd in the 1959 Convention, in
accordance with the proposal of the Dolcgate of Morocco.
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The Delegate of Morocco repeated his proposal as follows: "In
view of the fact that the Committee has already adopted the Resolution
contained in Jmnex 3 fo Document NQ..DT/84, subject to an amendment by the
Delegate of Colombia, the Committee considers that there is no further point
in the draft contained in Amnex 1 to Document No. DT/86 and that the draft
Resolution contained in finnex 1 to Document No. DT/86, together with
Resolution No. 24 of the Convention, be discarded".

L The Chairman put the proposal of the Delegate of Morocco to the
vote.

The preposal was adopted by 42 votes to 16, with 5 abstentions.

Resolution'No° 25

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department explained that
the Resolution No. 25 was. a comprehensive one enabling the Secretary-General
to cooperate with the United Nations in technical assistance programmes.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. supported the draft contained in
Imnex 2 to Document No. DT/86. He zlso asked the Chairman whether he would
agree to his request to omit from the record the passage concerning the vote
on the summing-up of the Chair.

The Chairman repiied that if he had made = mistake, he would be
ashamed only if in so doing he had shown a lack of honesty. That not being
so, he had no fear of the judgment that his summing-up of the debate might
merit in other respects. o .

The Delegates of Morocco and the Syrian Lrab Republic supported
the request by the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. concerning the summary record.
The Delegate of Morocco added that, with regard to fAnnex 2 to Document
No. DT/86, he wished to propose that paragraph 4 on page 6 be deleted.

The Delegate of France supported that proposal.

The Chairman noted that there were no objections to the proposal
by Morocco and that, subject to -that emendment, the Committee approved
Lrmex 2 to Document No. DT/86 without objectiomn.

Resolution No..26.

The Cheirman explained that this Resolution was no longer needed.
There being no objection, it was decided to delete Resolution No. 26.

Resolution No. 27

The Chairman pointed out that paragraph 3, under "Resolves", had
been incorporated into the approved rovision of Resolution No. 25. The rest
might be deleted., 1t was no agreed.
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Resolution No. 28

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department explained that
the draft Resolution restated the principles of Resolution No. 28 of 1959,
but brought it up-to-date.

The Chairman invited comments and there were none. The revision
was therefore accepted.

However, the Delegate of Morocco then asked that on page 8,
paragreph 4 be revised to say "exclusively for technicsl cooperation services"
instead of "exclusively for administrative and operational costs".

The Delcgate of Sudan proposed the word "activities" in lieu of
"services" and Morocco agreed.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom asked if the change would be in .
 accordance with United Nations Fund procedures.

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department replied that the
original proposal should be retained because it came directly from the
United Nations procedures. '

The Delegate of India supported retention of the original wording.

The Delegate of the United States then proposed, as a compromise,
Mexclusively for administrative and operational costs associated with
technical cooperation activities'.

The Delegates of China, Sudan and Pekistan supported the proposal.

The Delegate of llorocco interceded to ask if specialists from
another body, such as a C.C.I., might be sent under United Nations funds.

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department replied that only .
administrative costs, not experts to help prepare projects, were acceptable.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. felt that paragraph 5 of [nnex 3 is
ambiguous and should be delcted.

The Chairman then asked that discussion be concentrated on
paragraph 4. '
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The Delegate of Colombia supported the United States proposal and
the Delegate of India indicated no objection, although he felt the extra
words to be unnecessary.

The Chairman then called for a vote on the proposal of Morocco.
It was defeated, 35 to 0, with 23 abstaining.

The Chairman then propesed to vote on the United States proposal
but the Delegate of the United Kingdom asked that the words be left
unchanged to prevent misinterpretation. Since the United States had
proposed the change only as » compromise, it declined to press the point
and the wording was left unchanged.

The Chairman then asked for comments on the U,S.S.R. proposal
to delete paragraph 5. '

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department thought that it
would be quite appropriate to delete that paragraph.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported the Proposal. He
also proposed another change; om pege T he would delete the section under
"noting perticularly”. The section entitled "noting also" would be changed
‘to "noting particularly". : '

In response to a guestion by the Delegate of Pakistan, the Chairman
advised that paragraph 5 came directly from the resolution in the Geneva
Final Lets. | . e : Co ’ '

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department and the Delegate
of India supported the United Kingdom proposal.

The Chairman asked for any objections to the United Kingdom
amendment. There were none and it was adopted.

With this, the new resolution was apErGVed;‘

Resolution No., 29

The Head of the Technical Coeperation Départment drew attention
to the substance of draft Resclution No. 25 which had already been adopted
and embodied the useful ideas contained in Resolution No. 24.

e The Delegate of the United Kingdom felt that number 97 of the
Convention covered the point and a resolution was not required. '

The Delegate of Pokistan suppcerted this and also a similar
provision in Annex 2,
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The Chairman proposed that Resolution No. 29 be discarded and it
was agreed unanimously.

Resolution No. 30

After discussion, the Chairman asked for a vote on the proposed
deletion of Resolution No. 30. The result was - Yes : 235 No s 19;
Abstaining: 22. So the Resolution was discarded.

Document No. DT/76, Opinion

The Chairman introduced the document, since during discussion of
the proposal in Document No. 223 he had proposed the action to be taken and
later the original text of the Opinion. '

The Delegate of the United States asked, as 4 matter of clarifica-~ '
tion, how an Opinion would be treated? If not a part of the Convention,
would it be a separate document or what?

The Chairman, with support from the Delegates of Argentina,
Colombia and Mexico stressed the importance of the original proposal. He
recalled that, while the Committee saw no difficulty in executing the
proposal, the countries that made it did not want the idea to be buried in
the records and accordingly it would figure in the Final Acts as an Opinion.
‘He quoted as an example the Opinion on page 171 of the 1959 Convention.

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany asked for a
drafting change to add "through the Special Fund" 2ot the end of the second
line, '

The Delegate of Argentina agreed to the change and also spoke of
drafting amendments to the Spanish text.

Based on various suggestions for improvements from the Delegates
of Sudan, Syria, France, Colombia and Argentina, the Chairman finally e
requested that the Delegate of Lrgentina meet with the Chalrman of the

Drafting Committee to prepare a revision for the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned ot 1 p.m.

Rapporteurs Chairman

R. MONNAT : . L. BLARAJLS G
H.E. WEPPLER '
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COMMITTEE 6

Note by the Secretariat

EXPENSES OF THE UNION FOR THE PERIOD 1966 TO 1971

Following the discussions at the meeting held by Committee 6 on
5 November, 1965, at 3 p.m., it was considered advisable to reproduce as an
annex a corrected version of Additional Protocol II which embodies the
’ changes made to the draft attached to Document No. DT/97.

The figures for the fiscal limits for the various years will be
added later.

Annex: 1
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ANNEX

11 Geneva

1929

P

ADD

ADD

Former
5 NOC

1. " The Administrative Council is authorized to draw up the annual
budget of the Union in such a way that the annual expenses of

the Administrative Council

the General Secretariat v

‘the International Frequency Registration Board

the secretariats of the International Consultative Committees
the Union's laboratories and technical equipment

[ B |

do- not exceed the following amounts for the years 1966 and onwards until the
next Pienlpotentlary Conference of the Unlon' ’

cescesrecsssrressssess Swiss francs for the year 1966
cecssssasseriesessssss Swiss francs for the year 1967
cesssessscrsassssneses SWiss francs for the year 1968
ctesresstesteccsasssss Swiss francs for the year 1969
sstsssncscrscncsesssss DWiSs francs for the year 1970
cssesecssssssressrenes Swiss francs for the year 1971.

For the years after 1971, the annual budgets shall not exceed the
sum spe01f1ed for the preceding year by more than 3% per annuum.

2. The limits fixed for 1966 and 1967 each include the sum of

500,000 Swiss francs for payments in connection with the termination of the
contracts of eight members of the I.F.R.B. It will not be possible for any
monies left over after thesc payments have been made to be used for other
PUrposes.

2.4 The Administrative Council is authorized to exceéed the limits
established in paragraph 1 above to cover ‘the cost of - preparlng a_draft
constltutlonal charter of the I.T.U.

3. Expenditure on conferences and meetings referred to in numbers 197
and 198 of the Convention may be anthorized by the Administrative Council up
to a maximum sum Of sevisseesssesses Swiss francs for the six-year period

1966 to 1971.
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II Geneva

1959

NOC

NOC

Former
3 NOC

Former
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3.1

3.2

4.

During the years 1966 to 1971, the Administrative Council shall,
subject if necessary to the provisions of sub-paragraph 3.3 below,
attempt to restrict such expenditure within the following amounts:

sesssessssarsrsesreess SWiss francs for the year 1966
ssesessacrsssesssseses SWiss francs for the year 1967
sressassssassceseasees SWiss francs for the year 1968
tess s e et nsnnas eeees Swiss francs for the year 1969

seesssrseseacecsersses OWiss francs for the year 1970

tesseseescersieeesaess SWiss francs for the year 1971

The sum for 1971 shall be reduced by seeeess Swiss francs if
there is no Plenipotentiary Conference in 1971. ' ‘
If a Plenipotentiary Conference is not held in 1971, the
Administrative Council shall authorize for each year after 1971

such sums as they consider appropriate for the parposes of the
conferences and meetings referred to in numbers 197 and 198 of the
Convention.

The Administrative Council may authorize expenditure in excess of
the annual limits specified in sub-paragraph 3.1 above, if the
excess can be compensated by credits:

- accrued from a prev1ous year, or

The Council may also exceed the llmlts established in paragraphs 1

mdemwetotﬂeawmmtoﬂ

4.1 Increases in the 'salary scales, pension contributions or ‘

4.2

5.

allowances including post adjustments established by the United
Nations for application to their staff employed in Geneva; and

fluctuatlons in the’ exchange rate between the Swiss franc and the
U.S. dollar whlch would 1nvolve addltlonal expenses for the Union.

The Administrative Council shall be entrusted with' the task of

ceffecting every possible economy. To this end, it shall be the duty of the

Administrative Council annually to establish the lowest possible authorized
level of expenditure commensurate with the needs of the Unlon, within the
limits established by paragraphs 1, 3 and 4 above.
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6.  If the credits which may be used by the Council by virtue of
paragraphs 1 to 4 above prove insufficient to ensure the efficient operation
of the Union, the Council may only exceed those credits with the approval of
the majority of the Members of the Union after they have been duly consulted.
Whenever Members of the Union are consulted, they shall be presented with a
full statement of the facts justifying the step.

7. Before considering proposals which might have financial effects,
the world administrative conferences and the Plenary Assemblies of the
Consultative Committees shall have an estimate of the supplementary expenses
which might result therefrom.

8. No decision of an Administrative Conference or of a Plenary
Assembly of a Consultative Committee shall be put into effect if it will
result in a direct or indirect increase in the expenses beyond the credits
that the Administrative Council may authorize under the terms of
paragraphs 1 to 4 above or in the circumstances envisaged in paragraph 6.
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PLENARY MEETING

FINAL REPORT OF COMMITTEE 3

(BUDGET CONTROL)

1. Committee 3 held two meetings, on 16 September and 5 November 1965.
2. The bureau of the Committee was composed as follows: v
', Chairman: Mr.. C. SHAKIBNIA (Iran)

Vice-Chairmen: Mr. S. QUIJANO-CABALLERO (Colombia)
Mr, Leif LARSEW (Norway)

Rapporteur: Mr. J.P, VEATCE (United States of fmerica)

Secretary: Mr. R.C. CHATELAIN Head of the Finance
Division of the I.T.TU.

The terms of reference of the Budget Control Committee (Document
No. 61) were:

1) +to examine the Agréement concluded between the Swiss P.T.T.
Administration and the Secretary-General on the steps to be taken
for the organizstion of the Plenipotentiary Conference:

2) to appraise the organization of, and the facilities made availsble
to delegates to the Plenipotentiary Conference;

' 3) to examine the accounts for expenditure on the Plenipotentiary
Conference,

Lt 1ts first meeting on 16 September 1965, the Budget Control
Committee set up a Working Party to make a detailed study of the various items
in the Committee's terms of reference. The Workinhg Party met on 29 September,
13 October and 3 November. It was composed of representatives of the
Delegations of the Federal Republic of Cameroon, China, the United States,
France, the Federal Republic of Nigeria, Norway, the Federal Republic of
Germany, Switzerland (the inviting Administration), and Iran (who acted as
Chairman). The report of the Working Party (Document No. DT/95) was approved
by Committee 3 at its meeting held on 5 November 1965,
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A, Agreéménf between the Swiss P.T.T. Administration and the Secretary-
(sneral on steps to be taken for the organization of the Plenipotentiary
Conference

The Committee made a detailed study of the hAgreement, concluded
in accordance with Administrative Council Resolution No. 83 (amended), between
the Swiss P.T.T. Administration and the Secretary-General on the steps to be
taken for the organization of the Plenipoientiary Conference, Montreux, 1965.
It noted that all the services stipulated in the Agreement had been provided
and were working to the general satisfaction. The Committee wishes to stress
the completeness and efficiency of the organization and to thank the Swiss
P.T.T, undertaking for its generosity. The Committee accordingly recommends
that the fgreement be approved. L draft resolution has been referred to the
Editorial Committec.

B. Budget of the Conference . ‘

The Committee likewise examined:the budget of the Plenipotentiary
Conference approved by the 19th Session of the idministrative Council, 1964,
including the additional credits allocated by the 20th Session of the
Ldministrative Council, 1965 (see Document No. 74). The Committee has no
comments to make on this budget. .

C. Position of the accounts of the Conference

The Working Group had before it three documents showing the
position of the accounts of the Plenipotentiary Conference on 20 September,
10 October and 31 October 1965. Lccording %o the stetement of accounts on
%31 October 1965, (Document No. DT/92), the budget of the Plenipotentiary
Conference might be exceeded by 20,000 Swiss francs. This excess expenditure
is chiefly due, so far as Article I (staff expenses) is concerned, to an
underestimate of the credits required for payment of overtime worked (or to be
worked):by the Conference Secretariat, and, so far as /frticle II (Premises
and'equipment) is concerned, to the cost of office equipment and supplies,
postage, and telegram and telephone charges which have considerably exceeded ‘
the budget estimates. '

The estimates of expenditure drawn up on 31 October 1961 include
a2 margin of agbout Sw. fr. 24,000 to cover the cost of any extra staff that
might be needed. Hence, the Committee considers that it will probably be
possible to the Ldministrative Council to epprove the accounts of the
Montreux Conference at a figure very close to the amount included in the
budget.

D. Cost of printing the Montreux Convention, 1965

Ldministrative Council Resolution No. 83 (amended) states, as
regards publication of the Final /fActs of cunferences or meetings:



-

Document No. 524-F
Page 3

"o, In this connections

20,1 1if a conference or meeting prints, for its own use, documents
of which typographical composition can subsequently be used, in
whole or in part, for the printing of the Final Lcts, it must bear
a percentage of the composition costs and the whole of the printing
costs of the said documents:

M O I R I I T T T

20.3 the percentage of the composition cost mentioned in 20.1
above ... shall be decided by the Plenary Lssembly of the conference
or meeting.,"

It is thus for the Plenary Meeting to decide what share of the costs
of composition of the Montreux Convention should be charged to the budget of
the Plenipotentiary Conference.

The costs of printing the blue, pink and white documents can be
estimated as follows:

l) Type-setting and proof-reading 38,000 Sw. fr,
2) Paper, printing and stepling of blue documents 18,500 Sw. fr.
3) Paper, printing and stapling of pink documents 9,000 Sw. fr.
4) Poper, printing and stapling of white documents 8,000 Sw. fr.

Total 13,500 Sw, fr,

Committee 3 proposes to the Plenary Meeting that it fix the
share in composition costs to be charged to the Conference budget

at 1/4 of the type—settihg and proof-reading costs 9,500 Sw. fr.

plus cost of paper, printing, stapling, for the blue,

pink and white documents 35,500 Sw. fr.
Total 45,000 Sw. fr.

G. SHAKIBNIA
Cheirman
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PLENARY MEETING

APGHANISTAN

FINAL PROTOCOL

Tha Delogotvion of thoe Royal Govermnent of Afghanistan to the

Plenipotentiary Conference of the Internaticnal Telecommunication Union,
' Wontreux 1965, rescrves its Governnment's right not to accopt any financial

necasvre which night lead to an incrcase in its contributory share to defray-
ing thc expenscs of the Unicn, and to take any measurces it nay deem necessary
to protecct its tclecommunication sorvices sheould any Member or Lssociate
Menmber fail to observe the provisions of the Internati nal Telccomrmunication
Convention (Montreux, 1965).
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PLENARY MEETING

SINGAPORE

FINAL PROTOCOL

In signing the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux, 1965) the Delegation of the Government of Singapore reserves
for his Government the right to take such action as it may consider
' necessary to safeguard its interests should any country fail in any way
to comply with the requirements of this Convention or should reservations
by any country jeopardize its telecommunication services or lead to an
increase in its share towards defraying the expenses of the Union.
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PLENARY MEETING

FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

In signing this Convention my Delegation hereby declares that
he Government of the Federal Republic of Nigeria reserves the right to
take any action which it considers necessary to safeguard its interests
should certain Members or Associate Members not share in defraying the
expenses of the Union or should they fail in any other way to comply with
the requirements of the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux, 1965) or its Annexes or the Protocols attached thereto or should
reservations by other countries endanger the telecommunication services of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria.
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PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF ZAWMBIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

the right of its Government to take any action that it deems necessary to
safeguard its interests should Members or Associate liembers in any way fail
to comply with the requirements of the International Telecommunication Con-
vention (Hontreux 1965) or should reservations by other countries jeopardize
its telecommunication services,

: The Delegation of the Republic of Zambia declares that it reserves
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COMMITTEE 8

SULT4ARY Rﬂéozm
OF THE
SIXTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 8
(TECHNICAL COOPERATION)
Chairman : Mr., L. BARAJAS G. (Mexico)

‘ Vice-Chairmen : Mr. A.H., WALDRAL (Republic of Zambia)
Mr. M.A. GRAN (Afghanistan)

Monday, November at 5.1% p.m.
The Chgirman proposed that the items of the agenda be considered
in the following order
1. Draft resolutions contained in Documents Nos. DT/87 (Training
Standards), DI/88 (Seminars) and DT/90 (Assessment of Technical
Assistance).

2. Creation of Regional Offices (Documents MNos. DT/76, DT/87 and DT/121).

3. llexican draft resolution on changes in the methods of providing
technical assistance (Document No. DT/T4(Rev.)).

‘ 4. Draft report by the Chairmen (Document No. 401).

5. Report by Working Group 1 (Regular Programme of Technical
Assistance, Document No. DT/84, Annex 2).

6. Other business.

The Delegate of Argentina said he would prefer fto begin with
item 2 :; Creation of Regional Offices.

There being no objection to that proposal, the agenda as outlined
by the Chairman was adopted, with the change requested by the Delegate of
Argentina,.
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Creation of Regional Offices

The Chairman drew the attention of the Committee to Documents
Nos. DT/86, DT/87 and DT/121,

The Delegate of the United States, supported by the Delegate of
the Federal Republic of Germany and the Delegate of Ireland, asked to be
allowed to study the documents before the Committee began examining them.

The Chairman agreed to change the order of the Agenda accordingly
and asked the Delegation of Argentina whether it had the revised text of
the draft Opinion discussed by the Committee during its morning meeting.

The Delegate of Argentina stated that the Chairman of the
Editorial Committee had submitted a text to him, taking account of all the
proposals of the Committee, but that it was not ready for distribution. ’

The Chairman, therefore, turned to consideration of the draft
resolution on training standards,(Document No, DT/87(Rev.)), prepared in
response to & request made by the Administrative Council in its Report to
the Plenipotentiary Conference.

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department stated that in
preparing the draft resclution account had been taken of previous
discussions.

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of (Germany asked for details
concerning the unit it was proposed to create,

. The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department did not think it
expedient to discuss the level of the unit in question at that stage, and
considered that the details should be left to the Administrative Council.

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany thought that the
draft was lacking in precision and wished a sentence to be added stating ’
more accurately what the Secretary-General should propose.

The Delegate of Psakistan observed that the wording of the text
could be improved. It was intended for work to commence within the limits
of available funds. If new staff were required, it would have to be
recruited under the heading of technical cooperation. He asked whether it
was the Secretariat's intention to cover the cost of the extra staff needed
for the purpose from the 14 % grant made by the United Nations for the
Administrative costs of technical assistance or by some other means.
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The Chairman recalled that those gquestions had already been
thoroughly discussed. It had been stated that the task could not be
undertaken with the existing staff. That beinz so, a special unit would be
necessary and the question was to determine its size, since the requisite
provision would have to be made in the budget of the Union.

The Head of the Technical Cooperaticn Department said that the
answer to the Delcgate of Pakistan's question hed already been given in
previous statements. The 14 % was paid from United Nations technical
assistance funds, and the costs of the unit would not be met from that
source,

The Delegate of Ethiopia stated that it had never been the intention
of the Committce to create a special unit, and the reference to it should
be deleted.

The Chairman suggestcd, to allay misgiviags, that the invitation
to the Administrative Council on page 2 of Document No. DT/87(Rev.) be
amended, and that the text should run : Yinvites the Administrative Council,
after defining the duties of the staff and fixing the number required...".

The Delegate of Bwitzerland recalled that the Commitiee wanted
something flexible, since in some countrics training standards were set by
law and it would be difficult to smend that legislation in order to adopt
common standards. From Document No, 310, it could be seen that regional
experts had been gble to acquire soue experience in the matter. It would be

~worthwhile making an administrative survey with the assistance of. such

experts. Funds should only be asked for if fthere was a real need for them.

The Chairman considered that there was no basic objection to the
proposal, but only comments as to the form, The idea was that the
Administrative Council should decide whether it was necessary to assign
special staff, 1In reply to a question from the Declegate of the Unitéed
Kingdom, he explained that the Administrative Ccuncil's approval would be
given when its duties had been determined, and that implied preliminary
study.

The Delegate of Ireland proposed thet the Committee should merely
say s "instructs the Secretary-General to undertake the following tasks",
and omit the words “to create a unit...'.

The Delegatc of the United Kingdom thought that a clear distinction
should be made betwcen the rdle of the Secretary-General. and that of the
Administrative Council. The Secretary-General should propose and the
Administrative Council should dispcse. He would give the Secretariat a
text drafted on those linecs.

The Delegate of Canada supported the proposal by the Delegate of
the United Kingdom.
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The Delegate of Madagascar drew attention to the fact that if the
draft resolution were adopted the I.7.U. would have to pay the unit that
did the work. IHc wondered whether it was expedient to send recommendations
on training standards to countrics in which they were codified by law.

The Chairman thought that was a point for the Administrative
Council to decide,

The Delegate of Colombia was astonished that so much time was
being spent on a draft resolution which had already been discussed in detail.
The problem of vocational training was of concern to many countries in all
regions of the world. The only way for the I.T.U. to deal with the question
was to facilitate telecommunications development in every country by trying to
to do away with every inequality in that sphere. An attempt must be made to
take account of difference in level. The Committee could discuss the
guestion of adequate training standards, but the debatc had lasted long
enough. ‘

The Chairman asked whether the Delegate of Colombia was in fact
raising a point of order.

The Delegate of Guinca also thought that discussion had gone on
long enough on vhat was a rather over-cautious text. The Committee should
suspend consideration of it pending distribution of the text promised by the
Delegate of the United Kingdom.

" The Delcgate of the United Stetes and the Delegate of Australia
declarcd their support for the United Kingdom proposal.

The Delegate of the U.5,5.R. also agreed to the proposed amendment.
He found the resolution interesting and thought that the gquestion dealt with
deserved thorough study. The Secretary-General should collect all the
necessary informetion and should submit it to the Administrative Council,
so that the Council could teake steps to achicve a unified training programme,

The Chairman pointed out that there wes no differcnce of opinion .
except on the question of form and that all were agreed to leave it to the
Administrative Council to decide what to do. The Committee would wait for
the text to be prepared by the Delegate of the United Kingdom.

Seminars (Document No. DT/BS)

The Chairman recalled the document had been prepared after the
Committce had considered the question with a view {o ensuring coordination
of seminars.

The Delegate of Ireland was opposed to the sentence that ran s
2. to establish a section in the Gencral Sccrotariat™, page 1. The
resolution should specify : "with the minimum staff required to put the
Resolution into c¢ffect', ‘

The Delegate of Pakistan supported that proposal but wished to
delete the expression '"minimum', because all justificd steps should be
taken to implement tho Resolution.
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The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany was surprised to
find the same formila at the end of the document as in Document No. DT/87(Rev.)
which had just been discussed.

The Chairman pointed out that the Administrative Council must be
instructed to take a decision on the matter. For that a suitable text was
required.

.The Delegate of Ethiopia observed that the draft resolution did
not deal with the same problems as the resolution previously considered in
which the Secretary-General was instructed to study possibilities. Everyone
knew what the draft resolution contained in Document No. DT/88 was about.
The Committee would also have to consider the language problem that arose
with seminars. The Secretariat could help overcome the difficulties in that
field.

The Chairman thought the Delegates of Ethiopia and the United
Kingdom were right and suggested a change of form. The resolution could be
worded as follows

"Instructs the Secretary-General s
1. (no change)

2. 2) to organize in close collaboration, etc....
b) no change)
¢c) under this point the measures to be taken should be outlined."
The Delegate of Sudan recalled that Ethiopia had just been

talking about the language problem. It would be necessary to conduct
seminars in more than- one language.

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department considered that
‘those were details which would be covered by the reference to the "progressive
planning of seminars'.

The Delegate of Ethiopia supported the amendment proposed by the
Delegate of the United Kingdom.

The Chairman considered that the expression "progressive planning"
was clear, but that the resolution should perhaps mention the language problem.

The Head of the Technicel Cooperation Department pointed out that
administrations could nct be forced to hold multilingual seminars and that
it was difficult to conceive that an administration could offer a trilingual
seminar, :

The Chairman suggested that under a) should be added " ... according
particular attention to the language problem', '

The Delegate of Canada proposed adding under "recognizing",
"seminars in the working languages of the Union, provide ...'.
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The Delegate of Sweden approved of the idea of seminars, but pointed
out that the burden would be. too great if several lenguages had to be catered
for. He thought that the details should be left to the Secretary-General to
consider.

The Chairman said it might be of interest to the Committee to
learn thet the I.T.U. had some sets of interpretation equipment.

The Delegates of Sweden and Isracl pointed out that during seminars
the participants were taken to various places in the neighbourhood to visit
laboratories, installations, etc.

The Delegate of Sudan had not intended to impose the idea of
miltilingual seminars but merely wished to draw attention to the interest in
that possibility.

The Delegate of Guinea thought that the administrations could be ~
asked to take several languages into account as far as possible.

The Chairman was sorry that it was necessary to spend so much time
on a resolution which did not place any compulsory additional burden on the
Union. He asked the Committee whether it could accept the amendment proposed
by the Delegate of Canada.

The Delegate of Sudan feared thet the Canadian amendment would
give the impression-thot seminars held in languages other than the working
languages of the Union were valueless. He had supported- the Chairman's
proposal to amend paragraph a) so as to mention the language problem.

The Chairman summed up the discussion as follows : Document
o, DT/88 should be amended in accordance with the United Kingdom proposals
the text of No. 2 on page 1 would be replaced by: "2. to arrange s a) for
the progressive planning ..."adding: 'Wwith special attention to the language
problem,"and under c)"to take such follow-up action in connection with
seminars as may be desirable.” It was so agreed. ‘

The Delcgate of Bulgaria asked whether the.part "requests the
Adninistrative Council ...'" on page 2 was to be kept.

The Delegate of Japan could not understand which expenses the
credits referred to were supposed to cover.

The Chairman thought it should be left to the Administrative
Council to decide whether credits were necessary, and whether there was
justification for the establishment of a special sections

The Delegate of the U.S,S5.R. pointed out that the proposal by
the Federal Republic of Germany had been seconded and he reguested the
deletion of the last three lines on page 2, for he could not scece why credits
should be provided if no section existed. '
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The Delegate of the HFederal Republic of Germany proposcd that the
words "if necessary" be inserted in the penultimate line after "to take
action". '

The Chairman announced that the text of the resolution contained
in Document No. DT/88 had been adopted by the Cormittee, subject to the
amendments that had been approved.

Document No. DT/QO. Assessment of Progress and Results in carrying out the
technical ccoperation programmes and the activities of experts on mission.

The Chairman said that the purpose of the draft resclution was to
remedy certain deficiencies in the assessment of technical assistance.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said he would like to nake
several amendments.

The Chairpan invited the Comndittee to consider the draft resolution
paragraph by paragraph, beginning with paragraphs 1) and 2) after "taking
into account'. . .

The Delegate of Sudan suggested a drafting change in the English
text. .

The Delegate of the Unitoed Kingdom proposed that paragraphs 1)
and 2) be amecnded to rcad as follows:

1. the work of the General Sccretariat in administering the technical
assistance projects approved by the United Nations;

2 that the fulfilment of this task would be facilitated and
accelercted if the General Secretariat were to receive more precisc (or
appropriate and sufficient) information on the progress and the results of
the work"

The Delcgate of Suden supportéd the’proposal by the Delegate of
the United Kingdom but would like it to read as follows s 'accurate and
recenty or "adequate and up~to-date information'.

The Delegate of India suggested thot the phrase might read:
"adequate and up-to-date'.

The Chairman then proceeded to the examination of the consideranda.

_ The Delegete of Japan considered that the experis were not defined
clearly in sub-paragraph a)(1l).

The Chairman replied that expressions usced were well known and
clearly defined.

The Delegate of Sudan proposed a corrcction to the French text of b)
of the Consideranda.
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The Chairman noted that consideranda 1) and 2) were adopted,
subject to some slight amendments which would be made by the Editorial
Committee. He then proceeded to the examination of the text appearing under
"requests" on pagec 2.

The Delegate of the United Kingdon proposed the following
correction: "the technical assistance provided through the Union'" instead
of "by the Union".

The Declegate of Sudan proposed a corréction of the French text.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that sub-paragraph a) was
not clear and that the word "form'" was inappropriate.

The Chairman thought that the text would be improved if it were
altered to: "a) in the case uf current programmes, the speed and efficiency ‘
with which they are progressing'.

After a short discussion, the Chairman declared the text appearing
under "requests" on page 2 adopted, with the drafting amendments proposed by
the Delegate of the United Kingdom and by himself. He then invited the
Committee to discuss the text appearing under '"requests the Administrative
Council™.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed that paragraph 1) be
amended to read: "1) that the information .... is in such a form as to be
rapidly examined". Hc proposed also that the words in paragraph 2'@01nt1ng
out such shortcomings as thore may be'" be deleted.

The Delegate of Sudan thought that the udJectlve "immediate! in
paragraph 2) wos too strong.

The Chairman accordingly proposed that it be replaced by "prompt'.

The Delegate of Argentina suggested that the sub-paragraph read as ‘
follows: "the prompt and thorough examination of all inforwmation, the results
being clearly brought out'.

The Delegate of the United States also wished to delete the words
"pointing out such shortcomings as there may be' in sub—paragraph 2).

The Delegate of Sudan supported the proposal by the Delegate of
the United States.

The Delegate of Madagascar considered the werding of the resolution
to be rather unfortunate; he drew attention to some superfluous words in the
French text of paragraph 3.

The Chairman said he would transmit the amendments to the Editorial
Committee. He then invited the Committec to examine the last part of the
text beginning: "instructs the Secretary-General®.
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The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department thought that the
text should not be allowed to imply that the Secretary-General might possibly
fail to apply the decisions of the ACministrative Council.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed that the paragraph
in question bc deleted.

Mhe Chairman thought that the paragraph might well be deleted or
that the reference could perhaps be made to Administrative Council
Resolution Wo. 577. There being no objection, it was agreed to delete the
paragraph.

The Chairman declered concluded the examination of the Resolution
contained in Document No. DT/90, which wes adopted by the Committee with the
various arendments proposed during the discussion.

Draft Opinion concerning the creation of a Specc Communication Centre in
Latin America.

The Chairman sent the draft opiniocn to the interpreters so that it
might be recd simultaneously in the three languages.

The following amendment was proposed to the English text: '"in the
large regions of the world" should be replaced by "in the main regions of
the world".

The Chairman proposed the phrase: '"in the variocus regions of
the world'.

The Delegnte of the U.S.S.R. was surprised that a Plenipotentiary
Conference could not make a more accurate estirate of the tine and that a
phrase such as 'og soon as pessible" should be used.

The Cheirman recalled the information supplied by the Delegate

of Argentina. The centre for space conmunication in Latin Anerica would
be in existence hefore the next Plenipctenuviary Confercnce.

The Delegate of the U.S.3.R. withdrew his ancndnent.

The Delegste of Sudan requested that '"the Union will cooperate"
be changed to "the Union should cooperate'.

In the absence of further comment, the Chairren assumed that the
draft Opinion was zpproved, with the amendments nenticned.

The meeting rose at 8.05 p.ia.

Rapporteurs : Chairman :
R. MONNAT L. BARLJAS G.
H.E., WEPPLER
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_COMMITTEE 6

_SUMMARY RECORD
OF TER
TENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 6
(FINANCES OF THE UNION)

Chairman: Mr. Mohamed BEN ABDELLAH (Kingdom of Morocco)

Vice=Chairmens: Mr. J. PRESSIER (Federal Republic of Germany)

Mr. Lhmed ZAIDAN (Kingdom of Saudi Arabia)

Wednesday, 3 November 1965 at 3 p.m.

The ALgenda (Docunent No. 479) was adopted without comment..

Draft Resolution relative to the extension of the Union building

The Cheirman recallced that the Cormittee had decided at the

previous Weﬂtlné %0 instruct the Administrative Council and the Secretary-
General to continue the study of the extension of the Union building in the
light of the discussicn in the Committee so that the Council é¢éould be in

a position to take the necessary steps and decisions for undertaking:

the construction of the extension which would best ncet the
requlrements and 1nterests of the Union,

negotiations to acquire suitable land with an eye to further
extension later.

For that purpose, a small Group had been 1nstructed to prepare a

draft resolution (Document No. DT/lOO)

The Delegate of the United States, introducing the document,

described the background against which it had been drafted, namely
Administrative Counicil Resolution No. 572, the current needs of the Union
and the main ideas which had emerged from previous discussionse.
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He hoped that the sum of Swdrs. 9,500,000 envisaged for the exten-
sion would also suffice for fitting up and furnishing, at least in part, the
new premises. The Ecad of Conference and General Services thought that the
sua should suffice at least for the equipment of the coaference roon and,
in all likelihood, the furnishing of the offices.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R., who apologized for not having joined
in the drafting of the draft resolution, thought that the text submitted did
not accurately reflect, either in its form or in its substance, the decisions
of the previous meeting. Ho proposed several amendnents with the object of:

- putting greater stress on the fact that action taken by the
Secretary-General was subject to the approval of the
Administrative Council, which should be given the necessary
power of decision, '

~ gilving the Council full discretion to take decisions in full
knowlcdge of the facts.

There followed an exchange of views between the Delcgates of
Belgium, the U.S5,5.R., the United States, Clad, France, Switzerland, China
and the Chairman, during which further arguments were put forward for or
--against the proposed extension, and in particular:

- the working conditions and the present and future needs of the
Union- in the way of offices for the staff and conference halls
were rccalled;

~ it was stressed thot the plans subnitted to the Conference were
not a reasonable estinate of those requirements;

- 7reasons vere given in favour of a fairly rapid decision on the
extension of the building;

- sone fears were expressed that entrusting such a decision to the
Administrative Council would inveolve too rwuch delay;

- on the contrary, it was argued that the Council should have full
discretion to draw conclusions fron the further study to be made
and should have the widest powers to take the necessary decisions;

-- the various possibilities open to the I.T.U. for effecting such
an cxtension were mentioned.

At the end of the discussion, the Comnmittee decided to ask a small
Drafting Group composed of the Delegates of the United States, the U.S.S.R.,
and France and the Head of Conference and General Services to submit a new
draft resolution to the next meeting, taking into account the main opinions
expressed during the discussions.

B
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Iten 2. Expenditure of the Union for the period 1966 to 1971 — Draft
Protocol

The Chairman stated that a draft I rotocol (Document No. DT/97) on
Union expenditure for the period 1966 to 1971 had been prepared to facilitate
the work of the Committee.

He introduced the draft Frotocol, explaining that it was based on
the text of Additional Protocol II to the Geneva Convention, amended and
adapted to cover the period 1966 to 1971. He did not think it necessary to
establish a separate draft additional Protocol for 1966 as had been done for
1960.

The Comnittee members expressed agreement and specified that the
recurrent expenditure in the 1966 budget should be taken as the basis for
fixing the budgetary limits for the period 1966 to 1971, a small annual rate
of increase being applied for each successive year.

The budgets of the Union between 1960 and 1965 had shown spectacular
increascs, but that trend could not be allowed to continue, otherwise the
contributions would become an unbenrable burden for the Members. A rate of
increase of 2 to 2.5 per cent a year seened reasonable.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. proposed the deletion of paragraph 2,
which had been introduced into the Convention by the Buenos fLires Pleni-
potentiary Conferencc; the provisions of that paragraph concerning expendi-
ture above the limits had not been applied during the period 1959 to 1965.

A discussion ensued on the desirability of deleting the paragraph.

Certain delegates considered that the length of the vreriod covered
by the budget estinates justified retention of paragraph 2, which loft a
certain margin and some flexibility to the Administrative Council. Other
declegates pointed out that sub-paragraph 3.3 and parograph 6 acted as safety
valves, leaving the desired freedonm of action to the Council.

A vote was taken on the Soviet proposal, which was adopted by
22 votes to 6 with 4 abstentions. Paragraph 2 was, therefore, delcted.

On a proposal by the Delegate of China, the Committee likewise
decided to delete paragraph 3.2 for which there was no justification.

The Chairman announced that consideration of the Protocol would be
pursued at the next meeting.

The neeting rose at 4.55 pers

Rapporteurs Chairman
Y. BOZEC M. BEN ABDELLAH

J.M. BLEACH
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The Chairman presented the Agonoa (Document No. 491), which was
adopted without conment

Before item 1 was taken.up, the Delegate of Panama announced that
the Government of the Republic of Panama had responded to the appeal made by
the Secretary-General on the recommendation of Committee 6 to countries
which had accounts in arrears, and had 'sent a cheque for $19,483%.80 to the
Secretariat of the Union in settlement of .the contribution by Panama for 1963.
Such action by the Government ¢f Panama represented a considerzble effort
and should be interpreted as evidence of the desire of that Government to

~honour its commitments to the I,T;U;.

The Committee applauded to express its unanimous appreciation of
the decision by Panama.’

The Chairman, noting with satisfaction that the appeal was begin-
ning to yield results, expressed the hope that the gesture by Panama would

be followed by other countries which-still had accounts in arrears.

Item 1. Sumnary Record of the 8th Meeting:

Approved without comment. The text of the new Article 15, which
was to be attached to that suwmmary. record, was finally annexed to the
5th Report of the Committee to the Plenary Meeting.
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ITten 2. Draft Resolution on the extension to the Union building

The Chairman recalled that a small Drafting Group had been set up
at the previous mecting to prepare a draft resolution on the extension of
the Union Headquarters building, taking into account the discussions on the
subject in the Committee.

The draft resolution in guestion was contained in Document
No. DT/103%.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that the Drafting Group had
agreed on the text before the Committee, with the exception of paragraph 2,
regarding which there were various Aiffering opinions. He could not agree
to paragraph 2 as drafted because if a solution was to be found to the
problen of extending Union Headquarters, a restriction should not be placed
on the action of the Administrative Council and, in particular, a limit
should not be set on the financial commitments. The financial implications
of the solution chosen should be subnitted for the approval of the Mcmbers
of the Union and the solution itself should be endorsed by a majority.

The Delegate of the United States considered that some financial
directives should be given to the Administrative Council, since the terms
of the draft resolution left it full freedom of action in other respects.
The limit that had been fixed would serve as a working basis for the Council
and the sum of Sw.frs, 10,000,000 seemed a realistic figure. He was unable
to accept the proposal by the U.S.S.R.

The Delegate ~f the U.S.S.R. pointed out that Resolution No. 38 of
the Geneva Plenipotentiary Conference on the leasing of the present Union
building specified no limit, but that had not prevented the building. from
being built and leased on favourable financial terms.

The Soviet and United States proposals were each supported by
several delegations, as was a conpronise provosal by the French Delegation.
The Chairman then put to the vote the Soviet proposal to delete paragraph 3
from the draft resolution in Document No. DT/103 and to replace paragraph 2
by the following: : »

"2. To prepare the adninistrative and financial arrangements
~required to execute its decision. The financial implications shall be
submitted to the Members and Associate Members of the Union for considera-
tion in accordance with paragraph 7 of Additional Protocol II to the
Convention." :

The Soviet proposal was adopted by 15 votes to 10, with 8 absten—
tions., : :

Tten 5. EBxpenditure of the Union for the period of 1966 to 1971\(Draft
Protocol)

The Cheirman recalled that the Committee had started to consider
the item in quostlon which was contained in Document No. DT/97) at its
previous meeting and that it had already decided to delete paragraph 2 and
the reference to sub-paragraph 3.2 in sub-paragraph 3.3.
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The Head of the Finance Division, in reply to questions by certain
delegates, explained the reasons for the inclusion of sub-paragraph 4.2.
Since the assimilation of I.T.U. salary conditions to those of the United
Nations Common System, the salaries of staff in the professional categories
and above were fixed in U.S. dollars. However, the budget of the Union was
drawn up in Swiss francs, and staff members were paid in Swiss francs.
There, thereforc, existed an exchange rate for the conversion of dollars
into Swiss francs, which was fixed by the United Nations and applied to all
the specialized agencies with offices in Geneva.

On a proposal by the Delegate of Bulgaria, it was decided to insert
the word "world" before the words "administrative conferences" in paragraph 7.
Document No. 97 was approved, subject to the above-mentioned amendments.

The Committee then proceeded to consider the expenses to be
provided for in the Union budgets for the period 1966 to 1971.

The Chairman recalled that some changes had been made and new
provisions adopted concerning the activities and working of the I.T.U. The
time had come to estimate the financial repercussions on the Union budget
of all the changes made by the present Plenipotentiary Conference.

Introducing Documcnts Nos. DT/101 and 104, he proposed that in
fixing the limits on the budgets for the years 1966 to 1971, the Committee
should teke as a basis the figures of the budget approved by the
Administrative Council for 1966 and assess all the financial implications
of the decisions taken during the Conference.

The Comnittee agreed to that procedure.

The nmeeting rose at 7 p.m.

Rapporteurs Chairman

Y. BOZEC M. BEN ABDELLAH
Miss J.M. BLEACH
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The Chairman introduced the Agenda (Document No, 504), which was
adopted without discussion, '

Ttem 1 - Article 15, new draft of numbers 211, 213% and 213 A

This subject was covered by Document No, DT/105, submitted by the
Delegation of the United States, ’

In number 211, the first amendment ~ the addition of the words
"of the International Consultative Committees" made the text clearer and
there were no obijections bv the delegations,

With regard to the second amendment to that number, the Delegate
‘ of the United States pointed out that, since persons belonging to recognized
' private operating agencies or to private companies concerned with tele-
comnunicetions could, in accordance with number 307 of Annex 3 to the
Convention, be included in a delegation in the capacity of delegates, it was
desirable to make it quite clear that such persons. committed the undertakings
to which they belonged to financial participation only when they took part
in the work of the C,C,I.s or conferences as representatives or experts (as
defined in numbers 304 and 305 of Annex 3), but not when they formed an
integral part of a delegation,
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After an exchange of views between the Delegate of the U.S.S.R.
and the Delegate of the United States concerning the meaning and the terms
of the second amendment, and a proposed drafiting amendment by the Director
of the €.0,I.7,T7, (whereby the text would have been split into two parts
and the proposed addition omitted), the Committee decided that number 211
should read as follows:

211 1) Recognized privote operating agencies and scientific
or industrial organizations shall share in defraying the
expenses of the International Consultative Committees,
Furthermore, recognized private operating agencies shall
share in defraying the expenses of conferences in which
they have participated or agreed to participate, in
accordance with Chapter 2, number 520, of the General
Regulations amnexed to the Convention,®

Paragraph 213 was adopted without any change in the form proposed
in Document Wo, DT/105, '

After an exc..ange of views and, taking into account the wording of
number 211 that had just been adopted and the provisions of number 212, the
Committee decided to adopt the following text for number 213A:

"2134 8) The amount of the contribution per unit payable by
. recognized private operating.agencies . towards-the ex-
penses of an administrative conference in which they
participate in accordance with nmumber 520 (General
Regulations annexed to the Convention, Chapter 2) and
by international organizations is fixed by dividing ,.."
(the rest of the text in Document No. DT/105 unchanged).

Item 2 -~ Draft Sixth Report by Committce 6 to the Plenary kleeting

- The draft sixth report (Document No, DT/106) was adopted subject
to the following amendment by the Délegate of the United States to-the first
sentence of the last paragraph on page 1s

"eee 1limit on the expenditure which might be necessary to meet
accommodation requirements at Union Headquarters,"

Ttem 3 ~ Expenses of the Union for the period 1966-1971

A -~ Draft Protocol IT

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany pointed out that
in view of the decision by the Committee to delete item 2 (relative to the
possibility of the Administrative Council's exceeding the credit limits)
from the Draft Protocol amnexed to Document No, DT/97, point 6 of the same
Protocol assumed a certain importance,
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He therefore suggested that the idea of the majority of the Members
of the Union mentioned in that point be made clearer. .

After some discussion, and bearing in mind the experience of the
General Secretariat in regard to replies by liembers of the Union o consul-
tations in the past, the Federal German Delegation withdrew its proposed
amendment and the gtatugs guo was maintained with regard to the Draft Protocol
adcpted at the previous meeting,

B - Bxpenses to be provided for

The Chairman stated that the moment had come to translate into
figures the decisions taken by the Plenipotentiary Conference over 8 weeks
“with a view to determining the limits on expenditure to be included in the

Additional Protocol whose text had been adopted by the Committee at its
preceding meeting,

Document Wo, DT/107 had been prepared to facilitate the Committee's
work in that respect and it was decided to examine that document item by item,

Item 1°

The Chairman explained that the recurring expenditure of the Union
for 1966 had been fixed by the 20th Session of the ‘dministrative Council,
and that the sum in question was to serve as the basis in determining
recurring expenditure up to 1971,

Item 1 wés adopted without comment.,
Item 2

In reply to a guestion by the Delegate of India as to how the sums
in item 2 had been calculated, the Deputy Secretary-General replied that they
had been based on the principle of proportionality and related to a Council
session lasting four weeks,

Item 2 was adopted.
Item 3

Since Council sessions lasting five wecks were contemplated under
thls ‘point as from 1967, a discussion ensued about the normal length to be
laid down for those sessions,

The Delegate of the U,S5.S.R., supported by several other delegates,
thought that a duration of four weeks should be considered normal, five weeks
constituting an exception,
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The Delegate of Canada proposed a duration of:

~ four weeks for 1967, 1968 and 1969,

- five weeks for 1970 and 1971 in view of the additional work in
preparation for the 1971 Plenipotentiary Conference,

It was so decided, and the additional expenditure appearing in item 3 was
revained only for 1970 and 1971,

Item 4

4 a), which concerned the new salary scale for staff in the General
Services category was the outcome of a decision already taken and no comments
wvere made,

4 b) was based on the new s:lary scale for staff in the professional
and higher categories which was being examined by the General Assembly of the
United Nations at its present session and which, according to some reports,
was about to be approved,

The Deputy Secretary-General explained that he had already allowed
. for the new salary scale in determining the limits on staff expenditure since
that scale, which had been recommended by the General Secretariat of the
United Wations and examined by the Consultative Committee on Administrative
wuestions, had been adopted by Committee 5 of the United Nations and would in
all likelihood be approved by the General Assembly, since there was no
example in the past of any different outcome.

The Delegate of the U,S3.85.R. rejected such a procedure and said
that there was no reason to forecast the application of a measure which had
not been officially approved by the General Assembly of the United Nations.
The I.T.U. should wait till it received the official notification.

He added that the Administrative Council would always be able to
act under paragraph 4.1 of the Additional Protocol if tihe new . scale was
finally adopted, He therefore proposed that the sums entered opposite 4 b)
be deleted.

After some discussion on that point, the Soviet proposal, which
vias supported by several delegations, was put to the vote and adopted by
14 votes to 10, with 9 abstentions,

As the result of the adoption of that proposal, the Deputy
Secretary-General pointed out that items 4 b) and 4 c¢) in Document No, DT/107
should be replaced by items 4 a) and 4 b) of Document No, DT/101,

®
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In reply to questions by the Delegates of Indis and the U,S.S.R.,
the Deputy Secretary-General explained that all the permanent staff of +%»
I.T.U. benefitted from an annual salary increment in the same grade and that
had justified the steep increase in the sums opp031te 4 a) in Document
No. DT/101.

The suns included opposite 4 a) and 4 b) in Document No. DT/lOl
were finally approved.

Item 5

The sums specified under this Item were the outcome of a decision
by Comumittee 5 to alter the salaries and representation expenses of elected
officials and no comments were made.

Iten 6
The amount of 122,000 Swiss francs entered under this Item for
1966 gave rise to no comments.

Item 7

The sum shown under this Iten had been calculated on the basis of
the new selary scale. In view of the decision just taken in that respect
by the Committee, it should be replaced by 1,084,000 Swiss francs.

In order to reduce the financial burden for 1966, the Delegate of
the U.S5.S.R. proposed that the sun in question be divided between 1966 and
1967, whereas the Delegate of hustralia suggested that it be debited to the
Reserve hccount of the I.T.U. Budget.

The two delegates concerned discussed the matter, and afterwards
proposed that the amount be fixed at 1,000,000 Swiss francs, one half to be
included under 1966 znd the other half under 1967.

The Delegate onIndia,supported that proposal, but proposed that,
if savings could be made in that item, they should not be used for other
purposes. '

The proposal was put to the vote and ﬁd_gted by 25 votes to O,
with 6 abstentions.

The Chairman pointed out that, as a result, a peragraph would have
to be inserted in the Additional Protocol relating to limits on expenditure.

Iten 7 b) wes approved without comnent,
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The Deputy sSccretary-General, referring to Item 7 c), “Bavings
from the reduction of the nembership of the I.F.R.B. from 11 to 5", said
thot the figures shown in the text should be replaced in each colunn by
Swiss francs 616,000. :

The Delegate of Indic and the Delegote of the U.S.S.R. both
thought that the reduction in membership of the Board should lead con-—
currently to a reduction in the number of subordinate posts, and that
further savings were therefore possible.

The Cheirmen of the I.F.R.B. recalled that the Conference had
recognized the need to recrganize the specialized secretariat of the I.F.R.B.
and had entrusted the task to the Adninistrative Council.

It would be necessary :

- 1o regroup the seven cxisting departnents of its Secretariat, ‘
- to change the staffing of the Secretariat, and
- to nodify the reiation between the Board and its Secretarict.

He thought it would be advisable to create a post for an appointed
official who would serve as the licison channel between the Board and its
Secretariot and to provide for three or four posts of counsellor or senior
counsellor,

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. pointed out that, while some of the

assistants of the six retiring members of the Board held perncnent contracts,
there were others with short-tecrm contracts and they should be released.

He thought that reorganization should be synonynous not with
andditional cxpenditure but with cconomy and a new tradition should be
cstablished in thet respect. The rcorganizotion envisaged as a result of the
reduction in the nembership of the I.F.R.B. must at one and the same time ‘
inprove thc cfficiency of the service and cnable the staff employed in the
Secretariat to be reduced.

The Delegate of Austrelis, while agreeing with the remarks made
by the Chairmen of the I.F.R.B., wes of the same view as the Delegates of
India asnd the U.S.S.R. regarding a rcduction in staff.

, The Head of Finance Division said that the annual remuneration of

six sccretaries esnmounted approxinately to Swiss francs 135,000. The
Comnittee decided to add the scbove figure to the savings already indicated,
thus naking a total of Swiss francs 750,000.
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Iten 8

. Fxpondlture for the cxtra staff required for the ycars 1966-1971,
as listed in Note 1 (lanex 3 to Document Nec. DT/lO?) The extra staff was
listed in four differe nt cwtegorlos.

The Director of thb ¢.C.I.T.T., noting that thc sums shown
opp031te Iten 8 werc based on an average increase in staff expenditure of
2.5/ per year, said that such a rate of increase for the staff of the
specialized Secretoriat of the C.C.I.T.T. wes insufficient to neet its

steadily, increasing work load. The extre staff desired consisted mainly of
engineers, ’

Some cxplanations were requested regerding the four ce tegories
llsted in Note 1, especially with regord to the socond third and fourth
categories of extra staff.

Most of the delegates thought that, in view of what had just been
decided with regard to Iten 7 c), there could be no question of providing
for extra staff as the result of the decision to reorgunlze the specialized
Secretariat of the I.F.R.B.

It was also emphasized that, if the Administrative Council decided
that therce should be an internal auditor of the Union accounts, the creation
of that post should not, so far as possible, lecd to an increase in staff.

The Delezate of the U.S.S.R. also considered that :

~ the increase in staff envisaged in the first heading to meet the
increasc in the Union's work load should not be conceived of as
an all-round increase,

- the staff required to orgsnize a docuncntation service should not
be additional, but drawn from thc existing staff aveilable.

The Delegate of Australia supported the second point nade by . the
previous speaker. Since the rate of increase of I.T.U. staff expenditure
since 1959 had averaged 3% he thought it reasonable to forecast a rate of
2.5% for the next few years.

In reply to a question by the Delegate of India, the Deputy
Secretary-General explained that the staff to perform the new tasks with
which the I.T.U. had been entrusted by the present Conference (mentioned
in Items 16, 17 and 18) should be added to the extra staff specified under
Iten 8, The Delegate of the U,3.S.KE. objccted to that attitude and to that
nanner of presenting the problem in Document No. DT/lOT. He said that :
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either the Connittee hed decided on an average increase of 2.5% in
staff expenditure to cover all the additional work, in which case
Iten 8 should be kept and Itcms 16, 17 cnd 18 deleted;

or it should examine point by point the edditional tasks specified
and decide on the extra staff necessary to perform them, in which
case Items 16, 17 and 18 should be kept, and possibly amplified,
but Item 8 should ‘be deleted. ’

The Delegate of Australia pointed out that the I.T.U. had to solve

two problems

1)

2)

it had to cater for the normal developnient of its activities,
which should be roflected in the staff estsblishment - and for
which a fairly wide estimate wes necessary; and

it had to perform the additiohal tasks dccided upon by the precsent
Conference, in particular, by Committec 8;

he proposcd that the Committee should first exanince the second point, which
related to Itens 16, 17 and 18 of Document.No.“DT/lO7.

It was so deeided.

The mecting rose at 7.15 p.a.

Repporteurs: Cheilrnons

Y. BCZEC M, BEN ABDELLAH

J .M.

BLEACH
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- .The Chairman opened the meetinz at 9,00 a,m,

No formal agenda having been published, it was agreed that the
meeting would proceed as follows: -

Document No,
1. Summary Record of the 9th Meeting 512

2, Draft Protocol relating to the

Expenses of the Union for the 525 (paras.

Period 1966 %o 1971 2 and 24)
. 3 Union Expenditure for the Period
’ 1966-1971 (examination continued) - DT/107

Item 1 - Summary Record of the 9th liceting

The Summary Record of the 9th Meetlnr (Document No, 512) was
adopted without comments,

TItem 2 - Draft Protocol relating to the Expenses bf'the Union for the
Period 1966 - 1971

_ The terms of Document Ho., 523, paragraphs 2 and 2A, which the
Committee had discussed at an earlicr meeting, were adopted without comment,
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Item 3 - Union Expenditure for the Period 1966 - 1971 (examination continued)

Annex 1

The Chairman suggested that, before the Committee continued dis-
cussion of paragraph 8 of Annex 1 to Document No. DT/lO?, it should first

study paragraphs 16, 17 and 18 relating to expenditure on technical
cooperation,

The Deputy Secretary-General gave a brief explanation of the basis
for the figures shown against each of the items in paragraphs 16 to 18,
emphasizing that there had not been time fully to consider the grades of the
officials concerned, and other related matters; the proposals had, however,
been based broadly on the grading of experts doing comparable work under
E;,?,T.A, and 3,F. projects,

Amex 1, paragravh 16 ‘

A lengthy discussion took place during which several delegates,
notably the Lelegates of l.orocco, Switzerland and the U,3.8.R., expressed
the view that the gradings suggested were much too high, It was also con-
sidered by the majority of delegates that four highly skilled enginecers could
adequately cope with the tasls envisaged, with the possible assistance of two
secretaries who could, if necessary, be recruited within the credits estimated
under paragraph 8., It was generally considered that the two P3 officials,
which had been nroposed to assist the experts, were not necessary.

The term of three years for the experts' contracts had been pre-
scribed in Committee 8 discussions in order to ensure that the officials did
not lose touch with the rapid developments in telecommunications and were
replaced at rcasonable intervals by new experts,

The Delegate of France proosed that the four specialist posts
should be graded as follows:

One P5 at step 3 ‘

Three P4s at step 3

There being no ‘objection, this proposal was adopted.

The Devuty Secretary-General expressed the hope that the Administra-
tive Council would not insist on rigid adherence to the decision to fix the
salaries at step 3 as this could lead to difficulties in recruiting the best
people for the jobs.
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The Delegate of Australia said that, in relation to proposals to
obtain the services of additional experts for .short periods of up to one
month, it was his understanding that ilember countries would be willing to
provide these without-¢herging their salaries +to the Union; +the only
expense to the Union woulu therefore be the per diem and travelling costs,

Thls view wag shared by suveral delegatee, anon” them the Delegate
of the United States who suggested that perhaps the Secretary-General could
canvass Memoer countries to assist in this manner,

[1‘5

he Com:-ittee also thought it unnecessary to provide credits for
as many as twvelve one-month missions each year and agreed that this could be

reduced to between 3 and 6 such missions, Hew figures were therefore sug-
gested againsts

- Total credit for the provision Sw.frs, 10,000 instead of
of short-term experts . S Sw.frs, 50,000 for the year
e : 1967 and Sw,firs, 15,000 instead
- of Sw.frs, 100,000 for each of
the years 1968 - 1971

— Travelling costs Swefrs., 15,000 instead of
: B Sw.frs, 30,000 for the year
19€7 and 3w,frs, 30,000 instead
of Sw.frs, 60,000 for the years
1968";‘1971

The Delegate of the U,5.3.R., supported by the Delegates of
Switzerland and .ustralia, proposed that the amounts estimated for travelling
costs should be deleted from this heading and added to the overall travelling
costs for the Union, This was agreed.

Revised totals against paragraph 16 wers then-agreed as followss

Year ' : . Sw, frs,

1967 380,000 -

1968 303,000
1969 - * . 445,000

1970 | 385,000

1971 - 303,000

it being noted that the larger sum provided for 1969 was required to meet
the costs of repatriation at the end of the three-year conuract and the
installation of new experts.
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AnnexAl, paragjaph 17

The Pelegates of Australia, the U.3.5.R., lLiorocco, the United

Kingdom, the United States of America, France, Switzerland, the Deputy
Secretary-General and the Chairman took part in discussions as to whether or

' not the main work to be carried out in relation to ftraining standards could
be done by experienced staff already within the Union. It was finally
decided to fix a ceiling of Sw.frs. 100,000 for each of the years 1967, 1968
and 1969 to provide for the possibility of employing an additional P4 or P5
official and one secretary on fixed-term contracts for three years and to
delete the rest of the figures in paragraph 17.

Annex 1, paragraph 18

During the discussion on this paragraph, in which the Delegates of
the United Kingdom, the U,S.5.R., Australia, Morocco, the United States of
America and France and the Deputy Secretary-General took part, it was

generally considered that the work to be performed at the Union's head-~

gquarters in relation to seminars would not require the designation of more

than one official for this task, It was, however, considered prudent to

include some credits din the ceiling against this item and it was agreed to

- provide Sw.frs. 50,000 for each of the years 1966 - 1971,

JAnnex 1, paragraph 8

Resﬁming the debate on paragraph 8 of Annex 1, the Chairman re-
-minded the Committee that these estimotes had been prepared on the basis of
- ' &n increase of staff at the rate of 250 annually,

The Delegate of the U.5.3.R, expressed . the view that the credits
provided against paragraphs 16, 17 and 13 should be included in the overall
2.9 per anmum increase. - ' '

Several -other delegates thought that the 2% increase under para- ‘
granh 8 was fully justified in relation to the extra work required of the
C.C.I.s and for the reorganization of the I.F.R.B,

The Delegate of the U.5.S.R. made a proposal, seconded by the
Delegate of Bulgaria, to define the additional staffing needs of the C.C.I.s
for the years 1966 - 1971 and include appropriate credits under paragraph 8,
any increase foreseen in the General Secretariat or the I.F.R.B., Secretariat
to be referred by the Administrative Council to Members and Associate
Members in accordance with paragraph 6 of Additional Protocol II.

This proposal was rejected by 10 votes to 15, with 4 abstentions,
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The Delegate of the United States then proposed that the credits
anproved under paragraphs 16, 17 and 18 should be incorporated in paragraph 8,
the overall pe“cenndve increases being adjusted to 5% for 1967, 4% for 1968,
3% for 1969 and 25% for 1970 and 1971, This proposal was supported by the
Delcgates of the U,3,S.R., SW1tzer1and and Italy and was adopted by 19 votec
to. 4, with no abstentions., It was subsequently agreed by 15 votes to nil,
with 5 abstentions that the rigures under paragraph 8 for 1970 and 1971
should be retained with the addition of the sums approved for those years

under paragraphks 16, 17 and 18, Paragraphs 16, 17 and 18 would accordingly
be deleted,

Annex 1, paragrach 9

It was agreed that this item be accepted, and that the Finance

Department would make the appropriete reductions in the estlmate in Annex 2
for expenditure for C.C.I1,T.T, meetings.

Amnex 1, paragrephs 10, 11, 12 a) and 12 b)

These items were adopted without comment,

Annex 1, paragraph 12 c)

_The Delevate of the U.S.5.R. recalled that in previous discussions
it had bebn decided that the prov1s1on of air conditioning would be studied
together with the extension +to the I,T.U, building, It was therefore agreed
that this item should be deleted. ) '

Annex 1, paragraphs 13 and 14

These items were adopted without comment,

Annex 1, péragraph.IS

The Deputy Secretary-General proposed the following figures against
this item: el . A

Yeors 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
Sw,frs. 50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000 250,000

These figures were adonfted,

Annex 1, paragraph 6

The Chairman said he had noﬁ received information that the figure
to be placed against this item under 1966 was Sw.frs, 122,000, This was

adopted,



Document Ilo, . 534~
Page 6 -

Mnnox 2, paragraphs 1, 2 and 3

- The Pirector of the C,C,I.T,T. explained that subsequent to the
decision on Annex 1, bafa ;ranh 9, these fiscures would be reduced by some
Sw.frs, 200,000 per year,  However, for 1965 a figure of Sw,frs, 1 s 500, 000
should be provided in view of the strong pOSblblllty of the convening of the
Plan Committee for Africa during that year,

The Delegatc of the U,S.5,R. expressed alarm at the comsiderable
increase in expenditure ioreseen for C.C.I, meetings, for the period 1966 -
1971 as comparsd with the actual expenditure over 1960 - 1965 which had been
kept each year below Sw.frs, 1 million. He thought that considerable re-
duction could be made if the Convention provisions relating to treatment of
work by correspondence and to the holding of not more than one interim
meeting for each study group between Plenary Assemblies were anplied more %

effectively,

The Directors of the C,C,I.T7.T, and C.C,I.R, referred to the con~-
stant growth of C.C.I, activities which resulted in the holding of more study
sroup and working group meetings in various parts of the world according to
invitations accepted by their respective Plenary Assemblies and also to the
considerable increase in documentation,. There were difficulties in applying
the Convention provisions too rigidly if the work of the C,C.I,s was not to

© be impeded but they undertock to do all in their power to keep costs to the
ﬂoooluue minimum, :

After the Delegates of the United Kin.dom and Aus*"alla had
referred to the increased costs resulting from the proposals of the C,C.I,T.T.
ITIrd Plenary Assembly for greater use to be made of simultaneous interpre-
tation and had expressed support for the estimates as presented, it was
decided to adopt the figures shown in naragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of Annex 2,
subject to the amendments mentioned above.

Anmex 2, paragranhs 4 and 5 ' ‘

These items were adopted without comment,

Ammex 2, paracraph 6

It was decided to adopt these figures on the understanding that
they would cover seminars held by the C.C.I.s as well as by the I,F.R.B,

Annex 2, paragrapghs 7, 8 and 9

The Deputy Secretary-General submitted estimates as follows:

~ 7. IExpenditure on Administrative ‘Sw.frs, 1,500,000
Telegraph and Telephone Conference :
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¥
- 8, Lxpenditure on a “orld Adiini- Sw,frs., 2,000,000
strative Radio Conference
-~ 9. Expenditure on the Plenipo- Sw.frs, 2,500,000

tentiery Conference, 1971

These estimates had been calcul:ted on the basis of 8 weeks duration for
cach Conference, end with the proviso that they will be held in or near
Geneva, In answer to a question by the Chairman, the Deputy Secrctary-
General said the figures could be placed in the ceiling in the years:

Administrative Radio Conference ~ 1968

Administrative Telegraph and 'Telephone - 1969
Conference

: Plenipotentiary Conference - 1971

These figures were adopted,

On the suggestion of the Chairman, it was agreed that the overall
figures resulting from examination of Document No. DT;lO? would be entered
in the appro riate places in the draft Protocol in Document No., 523. For
the information of the ’lenary Meeting an annex would be added to the Final
Report of Committee 6 showing the detailed breakdown of these figures in the
form approved during examination of Amnnexes 1 and 2 +o Document lNo, DT/lO7u

The meeting rose at 2.20 p.m.

Rapporteurs: Chairmans

J.M, BLsACH i{, BEN ABDKLLAH
Y, BOZ&C
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-The Chairman opened the meeting by introducing the Agenda in

Docunent No. 464. Tt was adopted without change.

Approval of Sunmary Reccords

Surmary Record of the Winth Meotine (Docunent No. 374)

The Delegate of Switzerland called attention to the fifth para-
graph on page 5 and asked that the first sentence read as follows :

"The Delcgate of Switzerland consideresd that Document No. 276 was
irrelevent and not sufficiently explicit. He asked ...."

With reference to page 7, the Delegate of Cenada said that the
fourth paragraph should be attributed to the Declegate of India.

With these changes, the docunent was approved.

Sumnary Record of the Tenth Meeting (Docunent No. 428)

The Delegate of the U.S.A. pointed out that the change made at the
bottom of page 1 should be included in the terms of reference on page 2.
Then c) would read "estimate of costs and sources of financing".

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. asked that on page 7, in the third
paragraph, the last sentence be deleted.
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The Summary Record was approved, as revised.

Summary Record of the Eleventh Meeting (Document No. 429)

The ninth paragraph on page 7 was revised, at the rcquest of the
Delegate of the United Kingdom, to read :

"The Delegate of the United Kingdom noted that the I.T.U. had not
apparently been consulted at any stage before the pilot project was approved
by the U.N. Special Fund. This did not seem consistent with the procecdurecs
outlined in Chapter V of the I.T.U. Booklet on technical cooperction which
indicated that the I.T.U. collaborated with Member countries in formulating
Special Fund projects and assisted the Special Fund with technical appraisal
of requests." ‘

Also on page 7, the Delcegate of Switzerland requested that the
fourth paragraph read :

"The Delegate of Switzcrland considered that the Committee was not
competent to-decide on the necessity of the connection with which the pilot
project dealt. The cost of the pilot projuct, as cxpleined by the Delegate
of Morocco, scemed too high; even if it were o gift, the I.T.U. should be
concerned. He suggestéd a detailed working paper." |

With these chonges, Document No. 429 was approved.

Training stendards (Document No. DT/87(Rev.))

The Chairman introduced the document by pointing out that it was
a revision, prepared at his request by the United Kingdown, based on the
earlier discussion of Document ¥o. DT/87.

The Delegate of the Unitcd Kingdom'askudvfhat several minor changes
be entered

a) An omigsion in -the French text (only) required that on page 1, in
the senténce following "instructs", the words "designation or" should
precede "creation®.

b) In tho sentencb following "recognizing", the word ”thvy" should
be replaced with "such circuits" in the English text. : -

c) On page 2; in item e)9 the word "general" should be deleted in
the Enﬂllsh text.

Thv CnAlrwan put the prOpOSLd changes to thu Comnittec and all

. Were accepted
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The Delegate of Switzerland recalled the earlier discussion in
which it had been hoped that such work would not add any expense to the
budget of the Union. He proposed that item b), under "invites" on page 2,
be deleted. Then, itemn a§ would be adjusted to read: "take such admini-
strative and financial decisions ..."

The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported the change.

The Delcgate of Pakistan urged retention of b) on page 2 to
match the "instructions". He also recoumended that on page 1, under
"recognizing®, - th: words- "throughout their entire length" be deleted.

The Delegate of the Federal Kepublic of Gormany supported the
proposal of Switzerland. Further, he would delete "for such a unit" under
"invites" a). '

The Delegate of the Philippines proposed that on page 1, under
recognlzlng”, the word ”adgacunt“ be dropped.. At the Chairman's request
he agreed that "different” should be iiserted.

The Chairman then asked for support for the Phlllpplnv and Swiss
proposals and the one he had himself put forward. It was .so agreed.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. then expressed concern over the
Plenipotentiary Conference bothering with such minor details as specifying
s small unit, feeling that the Secretary-General should be given the work
assignment and allowed to O”guanO accordlng‘y He asked for the views of
the Deputy Secrectary-General. '

The Deputy Secretary-Gencerdl. agreed that it would be desirable for
the instructions to be as general and flexible as possible.” However, he
interpreted Docuument No. DT/87(Rev,) to mean that the ratter was of such great
concern to the FPlenipotentiary Conferencs that it felt obliged to propose
specific treatnent.

The Chairman asked the Delcgate of the U.S.S.R. if he wanted to

. press the point, but the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. felt that it would be easy
to just instruct the Secretary-Genercl to.carry out functions a), b), c)
and'd) and let the Administrativé Council take the necessdry financial and
adrinistrative decisions.

The Delegatc of Switzerland supported the U.5.S.R. and suggested
a small Group mcke the revision.
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The Delegate of the United States proposed that the first sentence
under "instructs" might be modified to read: "to formulate recommendations
for the accomplishment of the following tasks".

The Delegate of Ireland referred to the similar suggestion he had
made at the previous meeting and supported the United States proposal.

The Cheirman then found general agreement with the proposal of the
United States. ‘

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany then suggested
that "invites" a) say "to examine the recommendations of the Secretary-
General and ...",

There was general agreement on this.

The Chairnan then announced that the changes agreed upon, and any
consequential changes, would be made in the final document.

This was azreced.

Creation of Regional Offices (Documents Nos. 76, 87 and 121)

The Chairman introduced the subject by pointing out that all
pertinent documents had been previously introduced and discussed in part in
two earlier meetings, unfortunctely in discontinuous fashion, due to
circumstances. The last document submitted had been No. 121. He called
upon Mexico to initiate the further discussion.

The Delegate of Mexico expressed the opinion that, sooner or later,
I.TeUe will need regional offices as has been the casc in many organizations.
Document No. 121 provides for the creation of regional offices where
warranted.

The Chairman remarked that no opposition had been expressed in the
earlier neeting, so he assumed general acceptance.

The Delcgate of Colombia called attention to the proposal of
Colombia in Docunent No. 87 and stressed the importance of the subject. He
felt that the Union had been unduly slow in meeting the need for regional
offices. He gave a number of examples and explanations based on his
personal experience. :

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the subject required
careful consideration ns it points toward a fundamental change in the
structure of the Union. He had a nunber of specific comments on Docunent
No. 121. 1In some cases the advantages to be gained from regional offices
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were not clear. In other cases, there were implications of the possibility
of many offices at large expense, and some of the functions proposed seemed
to be in areas which should be handled by the individual countries. He felt
that it would be preferable to do s the Administrative Council had done in
the past and undertake agreements with the various regional commissions.

The Delegate of the United States explained, in answer %o the
Choirman's summary, that he had previously been silent in order to hear of
the advantages. He had come to the conclusion that the proposal was not
worthwhile beccause it appeared that regional offices would be of limited
usefulness, would introduce many new problems and would entail extra costs.
He felt that the Committee had already taken a number of actions which would
significantly improve the technical cooperation work.

The Delegate of Pakistan expressed thoughts along the lines given
by the United Kingdom. Although he would want costs to be controlled, he
felt that the services could be provided better from a central headquarters.

The Delcgate of the U.3.5.R. reminded the Committee that the
UeSe5.R. had repeatedly supported the expansion of Union activities for new
and developing countries. However, he concluded that regional offices are
not the best way to improve the Union's activities. It would be better to
concentrate on helping the countries to develop their own specialists and
this should be done by improving the activities of technical experts and
seninars. He proposed that the Secretary-General study the problen,
consulting his experts in the field with the intention of having recommenda-
tions for the fAdministrative Council and the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

The Chairman pointed out that, if the Administrative Council were
to exanine. the guestion, the background should not be forgotten. He pointed
out that, in its Resolution No.427, adopted immediately after the 1959
Plenipotentiary Conference, the Council instructed the Secretary-Generzl,
with the object of making technical assistance more effective and of benefit
to the new and developing countries, to study the possibility of nominating
I.T.U. resident representatives in certain arees, which so far had not been
done .

The Delegate of Colombia felt that the United Kingdom, the United
States and the U.S.S.R. were not considering the vroblem from the standpoint
of the small countries. They need specialists in I.T.U. who are intimately
familiar with their regions. '

The Delegate of Switzerland shared the views of the United Kingdon,
the United States, the U.S.5.R. and Pakistan. He mentioned that he might
have felt different if there had been a clear picture of the success of the
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technical assistence activitices;, he had asked for a balance sheet several
weeks earlier but had not reccived such information.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. questioned the Chairman as to pro-
cedure and asked if the earlier criticism of the U.S.S5.R. had been made in
his capacity as Choirman or as Delegate of Mexico. He further asked the
Cheirman to announce, whenever he spoke, whether he was doing so as Chairnan
or as Delegate of HMexico. ' '

The Chgirnan expressed his surprise at the request by the Delegate
of the U.S5.S.R. He had proposed that the Secretary-General should study the
problern and he had thought it his duty, if he were to put suitable order into
the proposals, to put his experience in the Council at the service of the
Comnittee. He could not see what relationship there might be between a
description of the background and the Mexican proposal and stated that he
had acted strictly as Chairman of the Committee. '

The Delegate of Ireland stressed the importance of the subject and
the need to work out a proposal in very great detail before making a decision.
The UeS.S.R. proposal for study was best.

The Delegate of Mexico concurred with the Delegate of Colombia.
He also agreed with the Delegates of the U.S.S.R. and Switzerland that it
was first necessary to ascertoin what needed to be done. He suggested a
small group to draw up a brief text calling for the Secretary-General to
study the need, with the results to be subnitted to the Adninistrative
Council for consideration and action.

The Delegate of Canada supported the comments of the United
Kingdon, the United States, the U.S.S.R. and Switzerland. He felt a central
institution would be best, providing regional assistance upon request through
experts, as is being done at present.

The Delezate of Jamaica, noting the new proposal by the Delegate
of Mexico, asked if Document No. 121 had been withdrawn.

The Delegate of Mexico said that he had not relinquished the views
expressed in the document, but had proposed a principle by means of which it
might be put in action.

The Chairman noted that several délegates had supported the
proposal of Mexico concerning the setting up of a working party and asked
whether there were any objections.
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The Delegate of Switzerland suggested that, as an amendment to the
proposal of Mcxico, a resolution be prepared by a Working Party and brought
back to the Committee. ‘

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R., referring to Mexico's support of
his proposal, pointed out thot he had not suggested that the Administrative
Council take the final action bui, because of the serious financial
implications, to refer it to the next Plenipotentiary Conference,.

The Delegate of Uganda called attention to the statement of
Mexico that he had proposed a means to implement a principle. He suggested
a vote on the principlc before initisting a Working Party.

The Chairman felt that before taking o decision on such a serious
matter, a draft proposal was needed first but the Delegatc of Nigerig felt
that the time was too short and the decision should be made &t once.

The Delegate of Ireland felt that there was not sufficient
agreement within the Committee to provide any basis for constructive action
in 2 Working Party.

The Chairman reitcrated his prefercnce for a Working Party, with
the results to go directly to the Plenary if necessary, but the Delegate of
lreland indicated his formal opposition to such action.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the Committee should
take a vote on principle hefore going further.

The Delegate of Colombia reserved the right to bring up
Document No., DT/B?’in PlenaTy because it conteins natter of concern to other
Committees.

The Delcgate of the TPederal Republic of Germany supported the
proposal of the United Kingdom to vote as a means ~f speeding the Committee's
wWoTK. ' .

The Delegate of Mexico questioned the usefulness of a vote,
pointing out that his proposal was intended to avoid +the neced for voting.
He pressed for a small Working Party.

The Delegate of the U.S.A. supported the idea of deciding on the
principle at once.
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The Chairman put to a vote the question : “Shall we refer this
matter to a small Working Party ?". The results were : 14 in favour,
%2 in opposition and 24 abstaining. The proposal was rejected.

The Delegate of Mexico then reserved the right to bring the
matter up in a Plenary Meeting.

The Chairman summarized that there were two alternatives
1) make a summation to the Plenary for a decision, or
2) make a decision in Ccmmittee 8.

The Delegate of Ircland asked for an immediate decision and was
supported by the Delcgate of Canada.

The Delcgate of Guatemala proposed that the meeting be suspended
and action deferrcd.

The Chairmen asked the Delecgate of Ireland if he was prepared to
accept the proposal of Guatemala, to evoid a hasty decision.

_ The Delegate of Ireland urged that the Rulecs of Proccdure be
followed. There had been a motion of closure. One speaker had spoken
against it. One morc should be allowved, and then there should be a vote on
closure.

The Delcgate of Saudi Arabia, on a point of order, referred to
number 598 as to suspension of the meeting.

The Chairman asked if there was any objcction to the motion of
order by Saudi Arabia.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom seid that the rules require
consideration of the motion for closure.

The Chairmen sazid that he had no choice but to apply the
Regulations strictly and he would therefore ask whether any delcgations
were against the motion for closure. The Delegates of the U.S8.4, and the
United Kingdom opposed the motion.

The Chairman announced that, in accordance with number 603, there
had been two speakers against closure and a vote would be taken on
suspension of the meeting. There vere 16 in favour of suspension, 42
opposed and 10 abstaining., Thus the motion for suspension was rejected.

The Chairmen then asked if there was any objection to going on
with a vote on the principle.
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The Delegate of Mexico stated he withdrew any motion against which
it would be necessary to take a vote on principle.

The Chairman asked that the delegation making the proposal state
the wording.

The Delegate of Uganda proposed the wording ; "This Conference is
in favour of the establishment of regional offices of the I.T.U.".

The Chairmen, to avoid differences in interpreting the vote,
rephrased it to "Is this Committee in favour of the estsblishment of
regional offices of the I.T.U. ?V.

The Delcgate of Ugende agreed to this wording.

The Delegate of Colombia, on a point .of order, statcd thaot a
decision on principle was not within the competence of the Committoe,
Colombia will not vote nnd rescrves its rights to the Plenary. ¢ then
proposed suspension of the mecting.

The Cheirman said that he would adjourn the meeting, since they
had already gone beyond the time granted to them by thc Chairman of the
Conference and he did not wish to delay the Plenary Meeting thet was to
begin in a few minutes' time,

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m.

Rapporteurs : Chairman :

R. MONNAT L. BARAJAS G.
H.E. WEPPLER



AN

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

'PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Dooument No. 536-E

o 9 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Originals French

COMITTEE 8

SUMIIARY RECORD
OF THE
EIGHTEENTH AND FINAL MEETING OF COMMITTEE 8
(TECHNICAL COOPERATION)

Chairman: L. BARAJAS G, (Tiexico)

' ‘ Vice-Chairmen: A.H. WALDRAM (Republic of Zambia)
M.A. GRAW (Afghenistan)

Tuesday, 2 November 1965 at 6.15 p.m.

The Chairman invited the Comnmittec to resume work wherc it had
stopped one hour before. To dispel uncertainty, he would put once again the.
question of principle as regarded thc setting up of regional offices,

- The Delegate of the U,S.S.R., on a point of order, rccalled that
he had put forward a specific proposal to refer the question to the Secretary-
General for study, to instruct the Secretary-General to report to the
Adninistrative Council and invite the Advinistrative Council to subsit the

results of the study to the next Plenipotentiary Conference for the latter's
decision.

The Chairman said he wished to respect precedure. There had been

a proposal that the Committee take a decision on the question of principle.

' The Soviet proposzl was, admlttedlyy more spucific. Ho aslked the Cormmittec
whnether it wished to votc on the Sovict proposal.

The Belegate of Ircland stated that he was not against the crecation
of regional offices, but thought thu problem should be thoroughly studied by
the Secrctary-Gencral and the Adwinistrative Council. If the question of
pr1n01plb were put, nany d“lu gations would have to abstain. The proposal Ly

¢ Delegate of the U.S.5.R. to rcfer the ratter to the Adininistrative Council
mlﬁht be supported by many delegotions.

The Chedrnen noted that the proposcl of the Delegate of Ireland,
like the Sovict propos@l, vas not to vote on the principle.
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The Delegate of Ugands pointed out a subtle difference between the
Soviet proposal and that of the Delegate of Ireland. The former was
requesting- that they should wait until the next Plenipotentiary Conference
for a decision; the latter presumed that there would be a decision by the
Administrative Council.

The Chairman was pleased to note that nobody was pressing the
proposal on which the Committee had been about to vote at the end of the
previous meeting, little more than an hour before. If no decision in
principle were taken on the establishment of regional offices, the basic
elements would have to be considered. If the Committee wished the question
to be studied by the Administrative Council, there were the following
alternatives : to instruct the Council to take the appropriate decisions to
put the conclusions of the study into effect, or to meke a report to the
next Plenipotentisry Conference, If the Committee did not share that view,
it would have to take a decision in principle of setting up regional offices. ‘

The Delegate of Brazil thought that it would be better if the
Committee first took a decision on the principle. If that decision were
negative, the question could te referred to the Administrative Council for
study.

_ The Delegate of the United States took the view that the Committee
should vote on the Soviet proposal first,

At the request of the Delegate of the Syrian-Arab Republic, the
Delegate of the U.3.S5.R. repeated his proposal, adding that his delegation
was not opposed to the establishment of regional offices, but was not
prepared to accept that they were absolutely necessary.

The Delegate of Chile found the Soviet proposal acceptable but
asked for time to think it over.

The Delegate of Guinea said he had an amendment to put forward,
but thet he would discuss it with the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. during the ‘
five minutes' interval accorded by the Chairman at the request of the
Delegate of Chile.

The Chairman suspended the meeting for five minutes for informal
discussion with a view to reaching a compromise solution.

When the meeting resumed, the Delegate of Guinea explained that
he wished to propose that, if the report of the Secretary-General were
favourable and accepted by the Administrative Council, it would not be
necessary to vait for the next Plenipotentiary Conference to take a
decision. After receiving an explanation, he withdrew his amendment.-

The Delegate of Colombia thanked the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. for
his attempt at conciliation, but was unable tc associate himself with his
proposal. The Committee was not fully competent to study the problem of
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the establishment of regional offices and the procedure proposed by the
Delegate of the U.S5.8.R. had already been tried. Reference to the
Administrative Council would mean that Latin America would lose six years.
He reserved the right to revert to the question in the Plenary Meeting.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. asked the Chairman of the
Administrative Council and the Secretary-General whether they had already
been instructed to study the possibility of setting up regional offices.

The Deputy Secretary-General replied that the question had been
raised in the Administrative Council at its session in 1963, with the
proposal to set up regional offices, one in Bangkok, and two others, in
Africa and in Letin America. The Administrative Council had noted that
there wes nothing in the Convention to authorise it to create such offices.
In view of that decision, the question had not again come before the
Administrative Council.

The Chairman put the U.S,S5.R. proposal to the vote. - It was
adopted by 43 votes 1o O, with 18 abstentions.

The Delegate of Guinea said that his delégétion had not taken part
in the vote. The countries asking for the matter to be referred to the
Administrative Council knew that there was nothing in the Convention that

.could lead to a solution. The Resolution drawn up by the Committee would
be useless,

.The Delegate of Brazil asked for the minutes to record the results
of the vote, the explanations of the Secretary-General in extenso and the
fact that the countries of Latin America had not taken part in the vote.

The Delegate of liorocco explained that his Delegation had not
‘taeken part in the vote. His country approved the idea of having regional
offices to serve developing countries. The regional committees set up
during the last six years were to serve that purpose. Latin America had
refused such a mission, Documerit” No. 310 showed-that the Banglkok and Accra
missions had borne no fruit and had proved terribly expensive, but it was
to be hoped that the studies by the Administrative Council would result
in the setting up of efficient missions.

he Delegate of the Central African Republic made ‘the following
statement s

. "The Central African Delegation abstained from the vote on the
U.5.5.R. proposal for the following reasons :
" My delegation is in favour of setting up regional offices. That
is why it could not vote for the U.S.S.R. nroposal which, it feels, would
delay the setting up of such offices for another six years.
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" Neither could my Delegation vote against the Soviet proposal which

is an improvement on the existing situation, since.the Montreux Convention
"~ will thus contain a resolution requesting the idministrative Council to
study the possibilities of setting up regional offices and the problem will
thereby not be forgotten.

" For these three reasons, Mr. Chairmdn, the Central African
Delegation had to abstain."

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said he had not spoken against the
setting up of regional offices which could serve the cause of the
developing countries but the proposals submitted did not contain sufficiently
convincing arguments, The isdministrative Council hed been unable to decide
the matter as it had no guidsnce. The Soviet proposal was aimed at giving the
Secretary-General precise instructions. The position was totally different ‘

from that of 1963, If the studies showed that regional offices could
suitably be set up, the U.S.S.R. Delegation would heartily support such a
proposal,

The Chairman said that he would take account of the U.S.S5.R.
proposal in the Cumittee's report which he has to subnit to the plenary
meeting. '

Tten 4 of Document No. 464 — Draft Resolution by Mexico on changes in the
methods of providing technical assistance (Document No. DT/74(R@V,))

The Delegate of Saudi Lrebia, supported by the Dulegate of Sudan,
proposed that the discussion of Document iio. DT/74 bo deflirred until after.
SItem 6 of the agends containod in Document Fo. 464: Keport by Vorking
Group 1, (Documint No. DT/84).

The Chairman put that proposal to the vote. It was accepted,
by 21 votes to 17, with 17 abstentions.

Item 6 of Document No. 464 — Report by Working Group - (Document Nos DT/84, ‘
hnnex 2) (discussion continued) .

The Delegate of Sudan proposed that, on page 5, point a) should be
deleted end that, under 4, the "target" should be fixed at half a million
US dollars.

The Delegate of Saudi ..rabis explained that the proposal in
s»nnex 2 to Document No. DT/84 was to mcet the problems raised by technical
assistance in practice. The main difficulty was financial. Some delegates
said that they could not commit themselves because of their governnents and
yet nobody protésted when there was talk of 2 extra million francs to pay
for a conference held outside Switzerland. Help in the realisation of
urgent programmes was, on the other hand, refused. The problem should be
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tackled by stages so as to finish with it. The first thing to do was to
examine Annex 1 to Document No.' DT/84. If it was approved discussion could
go on; otherwise, the resolution in Lnnex 2 could be ignored and the
question would be raised afresh in the plenary meetlng.

The Delegates of Mexico, India, "the Svrian'hravaepublic, Paraguay,
Guatemala, Lrgenting and Nggeria supported the proposal to discuss linnex 1.

The Delegzte of the U,S.3.R. asked whether approval of consideration
of Lnnex 1 involved approvel of a regular I.T.U. technical assistance pro-
gramme, the aims of which were to be defined.

e Chairman said that it was merely a matter of séeing whether
those aims were correct. :

The Delegate of the U.3.5.R. said that, if it were a matter of a
technical assistance programme financed by the United Wa ations, he could
support several points in the list in Annex 1.

Thé Delegate of the United States of America thought that con-
sideration would be different according to whether it was based on what could
be done under the United Wations programme or what the I.T.U. could do.

The Chairman thought that the ains ‘mentioned, if declered sound,
could be a basis for dOClSlOﬂS.»

The Delegatc of Sadan requested the Committee to reread page 1
of Document No. DT/84 and pointed out that Items 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 in Annex 1
were intended to fill the gaps observed in the programmes.

The Delegate of India recalled that, in “orking Group 1, there
had been unanimous agreement on fLinnex 1. Annex 2 was merely a supplement
to annex 3.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed that Yorking Group 1
unaninously acknowledged that techmicel assistance was not yet satisfactory
but he did not agree that Lnnex 1 of Document No. DT/84 had been approved.
He had said, in Working Group 1, that all the p01nts in Annex 1 could come
within United Wetions technlcel‘ﬁss1stunce.

The Chairman and the Chairman of Vorking Group 1 pointed out that
the Committee had raised no objections to Annex 1 when Document No. DT/84
was presented.

The Dcleg te of the Syrian ‘rab Republic considered that the
Union needed the items listed. A4s regards financing, he thought that the
amendment proposed by the Delecgate of Sudan was only a target and that
the programme could be fixed within the limits of" the sum obtained.
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The Dclegate of the United States of .nmerica, like the Delegate
of the United Kingdom, thought that ‘nnex 1 had not been approved unanimously
in Working Group 1.

The Delegate of France soid that dAnnex 1 was a list of what ought
.to.be. done.but drew attention to the fact that even the United Notions had
had to restrict itself and mcke a sclection. The items in annex 1 should
bc put in order of urgency or 1mportsnce and then the Committee could see
what night be done.

The Chairman found the proposal of the Delcgatc of Freance con—
structive. 4 small working party could pcrhaps put the itens in Annex 1
in order of priority and nmention what should be done about the most urgent
reguirenents. The ndninistrative Council would be instructed to review the
totel funds available each year and organize the prograrmcs in accordance.
The countrics which had sponsored. the. draft Resolution in fnncx 2 of
Docunent No, DT/84 werc prup wred to consider & smeller programne.

The Delegate of Turkey, after the explgngtlons given by the
- Delegates of France ond the Syrian .Lrab Republie,- was prepurod to support
the proposal in fAnnex 2 of Document No. DT/84,

The Delegate of thc U.S.S5.R. said that, before thinking about
allocation of funds, it would be advisable to know whethcr the Union would
have any and if the idce of a rcgular I.T.U. technical assistance programmc
was approved.

: The Delegate of Soudi nrabia was pessimistic dbout the results of
a vote on the question of principle. However, he thought that the Committee
should decide whether the Union should have a regular technical assistance
programnce to fill the gap bctwcon what existed and the requiremcents of the
developing countrics.

The Delegate of India supported the proposzl of the Delcgate of
Saudi iLrcbia that a vote be teken on the principle.-

The Delcgate of Nigerig seid that he would support any propoéal
to widen technical assistance and te set up an I.T.U. fund to finance what
could not be done by the United Wations.

The Delegate of Jamaica recalled thet the donating countries had
considered that the resclution in fnnex 3 to Document No. DT/84 was the
maximum that could be done and he would like the beneficiary countries to
ponder the nmatter before osking for approval of the draft Resolution in
Linnex 2.

The Delegate of the Syrian ..rab Republic asked for approval of at
least the principle., If the anondment proposed by the Dolegate of Sudan
were accepted, only voluntary contributions would be involved and there
would thus be no reason to oppose it.
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The Delegate of Jamaica pointed out that contributing countries
wished to make their contributions cnly through the United Nations,

The Delegate of Sudan said that it should be borne in mind that
the requirements of the developing countries were enormous and their
resources inadequate. There was no question of adding a compulsory burden;
anyone who wanted to help, would.

The Delegate of Switzerland rcserved his position on innex 2 if a
vote was taken on Annex 1. He would like to know whether the I.T.U. had
fully utilized the credits made avsilable by the United Nations for
technical assistance.

The Head of the Technical Coopération Department said that the
question should be posed in another way and that it would be better to ask
how many requests for assistance had not been met.

The Delegate of Switzerland then asked how many project requests
had met with a refusal from the United Nations Technical Assistance.

The Hesd of thc Technical Coopceration Department replied that
refusals did not come from the United Nations but that technical zssistance
was provided in many spheres and telecommunication needs were not always met.

The Delegate of the U.S.3.R. said that the Union should do its
best to satisfy the priority needs of developing countries but that it was
obvious that the United Nations could not meet all the necds of telecommuni-
cation. However, action should be taken to use all the funds available and
to meke certain that they would be put to better use. The idninistrative
Council had not found it neccssary to ask the United Nations to increase
its allocations but if the nceds had been vital, a favourable reply would
have beon made to such requests. The [dministrative Council should approach
the United Nations on those lines with the help of the donating countries and
should explain their neecds.

" The Delegate of the United States said that the support given
by his country to technical assistance was well-known. The United States
had teken the initiative for increasing thc Special Fund to 200 million
dollars. It was impossible to dictate to administrations how much of their
technical assistance funds they ‘should use for telecommunications. The
resolution in fnnex 3 to Document No. DT/84 showed the maximum thut could
be done at the prcsent tine.

The Delegate of Mexico thought that it was worth while to make
an experiment on the lines of Lnnex 2. The Conference could authorize the
I.T.U. to begin a pilot reguler technical assistance programme, which would
be financed by a definite allocation in the I.T.U. budgct and fron any
other source of finance,
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The Chairman said that thc Cormittee had two proposals before it:
a Mexican proposal for a pilot experiment leaving the door open to various
means of financing, and a proposal by thc Delegate of Saudi Lrsbia to vote
on the question of principle.

The Delegate of argcntina supported the Mexican proposal.

The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. recalled that he had proposed that
the Conference should give instructions tc the Administrative Council to
increase the funds madc aveilable for telecommunicationsg by the United
Netions to the developing countries.,

The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany could not support
a proposel for a separate 1.T.U. fund becoause of his country's legislation,

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Departnent pointed out ‘
that the United Nations pade funds availeble only to sovereign states and

not to the I.T.U. L request to increase the funds would be pointless, for

nothing would be given to the specialized agencics.

The Delegate of the U.8,.3.R. said that he had been thinking of
funds 2llocated for telecommunications to-the sovereign states.

The Delegete of Saudi frabia asked for a vote to be taken on the
following question: Is the Comnittee in favour of the establishment of a
regular I.T.U. programnme of techniceal assistance?

The question was put to the vote and was rejected, by 19 votes
to 20, with 9 abstcntions. :

The Delegate of Saudi srabis asked for the result of the vote to
be quoted in thc Committee's report.

hdministrative Council's Report and recalled that the I.T.U., in 1960, had
obtained 1.2% of the funds allocated to technical assistance, whereas at the
present time, it was 3%. If it could be increased to 6%, it would be

better than a pilot project.

The Dclegatc of France quoted the table on page 237 of the ‘

The Delegate of the U.S.S5.R. seid that he had abstained so as
not to influence the Committec's deccision on the proposal in question.
However, he thought that something must be done to improve technical
assistance.

The Delegate of the United States had not been able to support
the proposcd form of technical assistance. However, he expressed his
support for the generel principle of technical cooperation and for the
resolution in Annex 3-te Document No. DT/84 approved by the Committee.
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_ The Delcgate of the United Kingdonm and the Delegete of Canada

thought that the previous approval of snnex 3 to Document No. DT/84 had been
a step forward. . If the Unitcd Nations Special Fund was increased,
governnents would also increase thce share alloted to the projects admin-
istered by the I.T.U.

Document No. DT/74 (Rcv.) ~ Draft Resolution on changes in the ncthods of
providing technical assistance

The Chairman introduced Document No. DT/74 (Rev.) which was
designed to fill the geps and rcmedy the deficiencies in the provision of
technical assistance.

The Delegate of the United States, supported by the Delcgate of the
United Kingdon, thought that the decision taken had rendered the docunent

pointless,

The Chairnan thought that the document could be kept with a few
changes. Parasgraphs 1 and 2 after "resolves" could be left aside, subject
to a decision by Committee 4, In paragraph 3, in order not to prejudge ony
decision cf that Committec, the phrase "organ responsible for technical
cooperation” could be used instead of "Technical Cooperation Directorate”.
That title would be reflected in Items 3 and 4 of the instructions to the
Administrative Council. The latter instruction had been substituted for
Itens 4 &nd 5 in the original draft in Document No. %42, in order to onit
the reference to United Nations. participation in financing, in vicw of the
explanations given by the Head of the Technical Cooperation Department.

.The Delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany thought that,
without Items 1 and 2, the document had no morc sense.

The Delegate of Jamaica asked for closure of the debate and a
vote to be taken on whether or not the Conmittee accepted the document.

The Delegate of Mexico said that Document No. DT/74(Rev.) contained
clear instructions for the Secretary-General and a rcquest for information
fron adninistrations.

The Delegete of Argentine was surprised that discussion should
revert to items in Document No. DT/74(Rev.) which had been accepted by the
Cormittec. The present text was only a way of c~despting the latter in
response to certain opposition which was regarded as reasonable.

The Chairmen put to the vote the basic proposal in Document
No. DT/74(Rev.). It was rejected, by 7 votes to 31, with 3 ahstentions.

Other business

None,
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v The Chairnon said that Comnittee 8 had finished its work but
‘that its droft report to the Plenary Meeting had still to be considered,
The draft he had prepared (Document Wo. 401) head figured on the Agends of
the 17+th Meeting but it would obviously haeve to be amended in the light of
the Committee's recent decisions. He hoped to offcr o revised text at
another neeting, the holding of which he would shortly announce.

The Head of the Technical Cooperation Department pointed out that
all the draft resolutions, cxcept hnnex 3 to Docunent No. DT/84, were
alrcady in the hands of the Editorial Committee. There remained only the
Chairman's Repcrt. The Committee could perhaps authorize hin to send in
the fcport personally.

The Delegate of Sudan said that he could rely on the Chairman to

do so.
The Cormittee agreed.

The Cheirnen thenked him. He was sorry if he had nede any
nistakes in dirccting the work, but his Job had not been mede easicr by the
gencral ctnosphere. However, it hed boen o pleesure for hin to work with
the Menbers of the Committee and he cxpressed his gratitude to them, as well
as to the Deputy Secretary-General and the Sceretariat, including the
interpreters.

The Delegate of the United States had realized the difficulties
under which the Committec hed had to work. The Cheirmen had done well in
‘o difficult tosk and the Cormmittee had just cxpressed to hin 2 vote of
thanks by giving hin suthority to drow up his final report,.

The Cheirman thanked the United States Delegate for his kind
words. The nmecting rose at 9.50 p.n.

Rapportcurs: Chairman:

R. MONNLT L. BLRAJLS G.
H.E. WEPPLER :
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Doqument No. H37-E
MONTREUX 1965 iy Soeion

PLENARY SESSIQN

CUBA
FINAL PROTOCOQL

The Delegation of Cuba, in signing this Convention on behalf of
the Government of the Republic of Cuba, formally reserves its position with
regard to acceptance of the Telegraph Regulations, Telephone Regulations,
and Additional Radio Regulations, mentioned in paragraph 193 and thereafter,

. . of Article 14 of the International Telecommunication Convention.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document, Ho. 530-8

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

UNION OF BURMA

FINAT PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Union of Burma, in signing this Convention
reserves for its Government the right to take any action it considers
necessary to safeguard its interests if reservations made by other countries

should lead to an increase in its contributory share in defraying Union
‘ expenses.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 539-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MERTING

SIERRA LEONE

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of Sierra Leone hereby declares that it reserves
the right of the Government of Sierra Leone to take any action which it
deems necessary tc safeguard its interests should Members or Associate
Members of the Union in any way fail to comply with the requirements of
. the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965) or should

reservation by other kiember countries jeopardize its telecommunication
services.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Docunent No. 540~E

Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

INDIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

1. Upon signing the Final Acts of the Internationzal Telecomnmunication
Plenipotentiary Conference, Montreux, 1965, the Republic of India does not
accept any financial implications resulting from any reservation that night
be nade on the budgctary matters of the Union by any delegation participating
in the prescnt Conference.

2. The Delegation of the Republic of India states that the signature by
the Delegation to this Convention is also subject to the reservation that the
Republic of India nay or may not be in & position to accept certain
provisions of the Telegreph and the Telephone Regulations (Geneva, 1958),
raferred to in Article 14 of this Convention,

3. The Delegation of the Republic of India further reserves the right
of its Government to take appropriate steps if necessary to ensure proper
functioning of the Union and its permancnt organs and implementation of the
Regulations, listed in ‘rticle 14 of the Convention, should any country
reserve and/or not accept the provisions of the Convention and of the
Regulations nentioned above.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE oot fo. 51t

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original 3 French

PLENARY MEETING

FEDERAL PECOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF YUGOSLAVIA

fTITAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia
states on behalf of its Government that it considers that:

a) the Representatives of Tai-wan have no right to sign the

. International Telecommunication Convention, Montreux 1965, on behalf of
Chinag
b) the Representatives of South Viet-Nam have no right to sign

the present Convention on behalf of the whole of Viet-Nam;

c) the Representatives of South Korea have no right to sign the
present Convention on behalf of the whole of Korea.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No, 542-F

8 Hovenber 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

CANADA

PINAL PROTOCOL

The signature of Ccnada to the International Telecommunication
‘ Convention, Montreux, 1965, is subjo:st to the reservation thot Canada docs
not agree to be bound by the Tclephone Rogulations but does agree to be
bound by the other Administrative Rogulations except where specific
reservations wre made thercin.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE bocunent . 5458
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

HMATAYSTA
FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Government of Malaysia hereby reserves the
right of the Government to take any action it deems necessary to safeguard
. its interests should Members or Associate Members in any way fail to comply

with the provisions of the Internaticnal Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux 1965).
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 544-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original s English

PLENARY MEETING

JAMATCA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of Jamaica reserves for its Government the right
to take such action as it may consider necessary to safeguard its interests,
should certain Members or Associate Members not share in defraying the

expenses of the Union, or should they fail in any other way to comply with
. the requirements of the International Telecommnication Convention (Montreux
1965) or its Annexes or the Protocols attached thereto, or should reser-
vations by other countries jeopardize the telecommnication services of
Jamaica.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Docngent to. 5158
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : English

PLENARY MELTING

DEN:ARK, FINLAND, ICELAND, NORWAY AND SWEDEN

FINAL PROTCCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries declare on behalf
of their respective Covernments that they accept no consequences of any

reservations which would lead to an increase in the shares they take in
defraying the expenses of the Union.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 546-F

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

ETHIOPIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of Ethiopia hereby reserves the right of its
Government to take any action it deems necessary to safeguard its interests
Should Members or Associate Members in any way fail to comply with the
International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux 1965) or should
reservations by other countries jeopardize its telecommunication services.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document lio. 547-E
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Originagl : French

PLENARY SESSION

BELGIUM
FINLL PROTOCOL

In signing the present Convention, the Delegation of the Kingdom
of Belgium declares, on behalf of its Government, that it cannot accept
any financial consequences that might arise as the result of reservations
designed to raise its contributory share towards defraying the expenses

® of the Union.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document flo. S45-E
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OT THE SUDAN

PINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Republic of the Sudan reserves the right of
its Government to toke any action that it deems necessary to safeguard its
interests should any country fail in any way to comply with the requirements
of the International Tclecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965), or

. should reservations by any country jeopardize its telecommunication services

or lead to an increcase in its share towards defraying the expenscs of the
Union.,
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Docunent lo. 550-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original: English

PLENARY MEETING

MATAWT

FINAL PROTOCOL

. The Delegation of Malawi declares that it reserves the right of
its Government to take any action that it deems necessary to safeguard its
interests should Members or Associate Members in any way fail to conply
with the requirements of the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux 1965) or should reservations by other countries lead to an
increase in its contributory share in defraying the expenses of the Union
or if such reservations should jeopardize the telecommunication services
of Malawi.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Docunent o, 551-3

8 November 1965

MONTREUX 1965 Qriginal ¢ English

®

PLENARY MEETING

UGANDA

FINAL PROTOCOL

m1

The Delegation of Ugonda reserves the right of the Uganda
Government to take any action it deems nccessary to safeguard its interests
in the event of Members or Associate Members fziling in any way to comply
with the provisions of the International Telecommunications Convention
(Montreux, 1965) or the Annexes and Regulations attached thersto or should
reservetions by other countries jeopardize its telecommunication services.
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE . Document Ho. 552-F

8 Wovember 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

SUMARY RECORD
OF THE
SECOND AND FINAL MEETING OF COMMITTEE 3

(BUDGET CONTROL COMMITTER)

Chairmans Mr. G. SHAKIBNIA (Iran)

[ 3 Vice-Chairmens Wr. Leif LARSEN (Norway)
Mr. S. QUIJANO-CABALLERO (Colombia).

Friday, 5 November 1965

Agenda s Document No. 437

The Chairman suggested that Item % of the Agenda be placed
before Item 2. With this change, the Agenda was adopted.

The Summary Record of the First Meeting of the Committee,
Document No. 147, was approved with the suggestion by the Delegate of Indis
that the word "contains'" in the third paragraph be changed to "contained".

Mr, Chatelain introduced Document No., DT/94. In response to
several delegations, he explained that since recent conferences had adopted
. the procedure of setting type and printing the blue, pink and white
documents, it has been the practice to charge one-fourth of the publication
costs of the final acts to the Conference concerned. The details with
respect to this matter are contained in Resolution No. 83 (amended) of the
Financial Regulations.

In response to questions, it was indicated that this matter
would automatically be reviewed by the Administrative Council. The document
was, therefore, approved. :
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The Chairman presented the Report by the Working Party of the
Budget Control Committee. It was noted that as of 31 October, the budget
was only slightly exceeded and that with the budget margin of about
24,000 Swiss francs, the Administrative Council will find it possible to
approve the accounts of the Conference at a figure very close to the amount
budgeted. The Committee agreed that Document No. DT/95 be reworded by the
Chairman and together with the Annexed Draft Resolution be submitted to
the Plenary Assembly as the final report of Committee 3.

There being no other business, the Chairman thanked the delegates,
the General Secretariat and the Vice-Chairmen of the Committee., He was

congratulated in turn for the success of the Committee work.

The meeting adjourned at 10.25 a.m.

Rapporteur: Chairmans
JeP. VEATCH ' G, SHAKIBNIA
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 553-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

Draft Additional Protocol

DATE ON WHICH THE SECRETARY-GENERAL AND
THE DEPUTY SECRETARY-GENERAL SHALL TAKE UP THEIR DUTIES

The Secretary-General and the Deputy Secretary-General elected by
the Plenipotentiary Conference, Montreux, 1965, in the manaer prescribed
‘ thereby, shall take office on 1 January 1966.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document o, 5543
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CAMEROOW

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Federal Republic of Cameroon to the
Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication Union,
Montreux 1965, declares on behalf of its Government that it reserves the
right to take all expedient steps to safeguard its interests should the
‘ reservations nade by other delegations on behalf of their governments, or

non-observation of the Convention tend to compromise the proper operation of
its telecommunication service.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Cameroon also accepts
no consequences of any reservations made by other governments to the present

Conference which would lead to an increase in its share towards defraying
the expenses of the Union.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE venment o, 5558

MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965
Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of Cyprus declares that the Government of the
Republic of Cyprus cannot accept any financial consequences that might
arise as a result of reservations made by other governments taking part
in the Plenipotentiary Conference, Montreux, 1965.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 556-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original s French

PLENARY MEETING

ATUSTRIA, BELGIUM, DENMARK, FINLAND, ICELAND, LIRCHTENSTEIN
(PRITCIPALITY OF), LUSEMBOURG, NORWAY, THE NETHERLANDS
(KINCDOM OF), FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, SWEDEN
AND SWITZERLAFD (CONFEDERATION)

FINAT, PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries formally
declare with regard to Article 14 of the International Telecommunication
Convention (Montreux 1965) that they maintain the reservations indicated
on behalf of their Administrations when the Regulations mentioned in
Article 14 were signed.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MONTREUX 1965 '

Document No. 557-F
8 November 1965
Original : French

C.UBRO™, CEUTRAL AJRIC.Y REPUBLIC, CONGO (DEHOCRATIC
1C), COSGO (BLiZZAVILLE), IVORY COAST, DAHOMSY, &TETO-TA,
GO, GiLuTh, GUINE.L, UPPER VOLTA, KENYA, LIBERIA, MALAVT,

BADAGLSCAR, MALI, MOROCCO, MAURITAWIA, NIGER, HIGERIA,
UGANDA, UNIT.D ARAB REPU3LIC, SOMALI REPUBLIC,
RWAMDA, SENEGAL, SIERRA LEONE, SUDAN,
TANZANIA, CHAD, TOGO, TUNISIA, ZAM3IA.

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Deleg:otions cf the above-mentioncd countrics declare that
their signaturc of the Internztionsal Telecommunication Convention (Montreux,
1965) and subsequent ratification of that document by their respective
Governments do not, in any circumstances, imply rccognition by these States
of the Government of the Republic of South Africa, and do not entail any
obligation towards that Government.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document Mo, 558-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

TOGOLESE REPUBLIC
FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Togolese Republic reserves the right for

its Government to take such steps as 1t may deem expedient should any

‘ country not respect the provisions of the present Convention, or if
reservations made during the Conference or upon signsture by certain
Members or Associate Members should lead to situations embarassing for
its telecommunication services or to an incregse in its contributory share
towards defraying the expenses of the Union, which it considers to be
excessive.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 559-F

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF BULGARIA,
REPUBLIC OF CUBA, HUNG.LRIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC,
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF MONGOLIA,
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF POLAND,
SOCTALIST REPUBLIC OF ROUMANIZL /ND
CZECHOSLOVAK SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

FINLL PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries consider signature
of the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965) on behalf
of China, by the Representatives of Chiang Kai-Shek to be illegal and
unfounded, since the sole legal representatives of China, which have the
right to sign international agreements on behalf of China are the
representatives appointed by the Central Government of the People's Republic
of China.

2t the same time, the Delegations of the above-mentioned countrics
declare that, in view of the present situation on the territory of South
Viet-llam and the Geneva .greements, their Governments connot consider the
Government of Saigon as representing the interests of the people of South
Viet-Ham.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 560-E{Rev. )

b 196
MONTREUX 1965 Oriatoal + Tecnoh

PLENARY MEETING

PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF BULGARTA, THE REPUBLIC OF CUBA, THE HUNGARIAN
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC, PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF MONGCLIA, THE PEQPLE'S
REPUBLIC OF POLAND, THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF ROUMANIA AND
THE CZECHOSLOVAK SOCTIALIST REPUBLIC

‘ FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries declare that
they reserve for their Govermments the right to accept, or not to accept,
the Radio Regulations, in whole or in part.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document Mo, 5E0-E
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF BULGARTA, TE REPUBLIC OF CUBA, THE HUNGARIAN
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC, THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF POLAND, THE SOCIALIST
REPUBLIC OF ROUMANIA AND THE CZECHOSLOVAK SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

FINAT PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries declare that
they reserve. for their Governments the right to accept, or not to accept,
the Radio Regulations, in whole or in part.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document Ho, 561-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original s French

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF CUBA, THE HUNGARIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC, THE PEOPLE'S
REPUBLIC OF MONGOLIA, THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF POLAND

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries reserve for
their Governments the right to take such action as they may consider
’ necessary to safeguard their interests, should reservations made by other
countries lead to an increase in their share in defraying the expenses
of the Union or should certain Members of the Union not take their share
in defraying the expenses of the Union.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE

Document No. 562-E
MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965

Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

DEMOCRATIC AND POPULAR REFPUBLIC OF ALGERIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Democretic and Popular Republic of
Algeria decleres that its Government reserves the right to take such action
as it may consider necessary to protect its interests, should a Member or
Associate Member not observe in any way the provisions of the International
. Telecommunications Convention (Montreux, 1965), or should the reservations
mede by such Member or Lssociate Member compromise its telecommunication

services or lead to an increase in Llgeria's share in defraying the
expenses of the Union.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Dossment fo. 5655

MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965
Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

PORTUGAL

FINAL PROTOCOL

Thg Portuguese Delegation to the I.T.U. Plenipotentiary
Conference, (Montreux, 1965),

considering

‘ a) that Resolution No. .. ) adopted by the Conference deals with
guestions of an exclusively politicszl character, entirely outside the frame-
work of the Union,

b) that the said Resolution was adopted without'any decision by the
Conference, under the terms of No. 611 of the General Regulations annexed to
the Geneva Convention 1959, concerning the gquestion of competence, which
was raised in writing by the Portuguese Delegation (Minutes of the T7th
Plenary leeting, 21 September 1965, Document No. 158),

declares on behalf of its vaernment that, in sgigning the Conven-
tion, it considers Resolution No. ... / to be illegal and, therefore,
non-¢xistent.

) Resolution concerning Territories under Portuguese administration.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 564-F

8 November 1965

MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

N

PLENARY MEETING

HEPAL

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Kingdom of Nepal reserves the right of its
Government to teke any action it may deem necessary to safeguard its
interests should rcservations made by other countries jeopardizc its
telecommunication services.
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 565-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

TnRITORIES OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FINAL PROTGCCOL

The Territorics of the United States of America formally declare
that the Territories of the United States of America do not, by signature
of this Convention on their behnlf, =zccept any obligations in respect of the
Telephone KRegulations or the Additional Radio Regulations referred to in
‘ Article 14 of the International Tclecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965).
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Dogunent Noi92§6—E
November
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

UNITED STATES O AMERICA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The United States of America formally declares that the United
States of America does not, by signature of this Convention on its behalf,
accept any obligations in respect of the Telephone Regulations or the
Additional Radio Regulations referred to in Article 14 of the International
‘ Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965).



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document_No. 567-B

MONTREUX 1965 8 Hovember 1965
Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

UNITED VIHGDOM OF SREAT BRITATH AND NORTHERN TRELAND
FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the United Xingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland declares:

That it does not accept the statement of the Argentine Delegation
' contained in its decluration in so far as this stotement disputes the
sovereignty of Her lisjesty's Government in the United Kingdom over the
Falkland Islands and the Falkland Islands Dependencies and the British
Antarctic Territory and it wishes formally to reserve the rights of
Her Majesty's Government on this question. The Falkland Islands and the
Talkland Islands Dependencies ani the British Antarctic Territory are and
remain an insegral part of the territories together making up the Member
known as:

Overseas Territories for the international rdlations of which
the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Brisain and
Northern Ireiand are responsible

on behalf of which the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
acceded to the Tnternational Telecommnication Convention (Geneva, 1959)

on 9 December, 1961, and which is described in the same manner in Anmex 1
to the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965).

The United Kingdom Delegation also cannot accept the view expressed
‘ by the Argentine Delegation that the term "Malvinas" should be used in
association with the name of the Falkland Islands and Falkland Islands
Dependencies. The decision to add "Malvinas" after this name related solely
to the documents of the United Nafions Special Committee on the situation
with regard to the implementation of the Declarstion on the granting of
independence to colonial countries and peoples aad has not been adopted by
the United NWetions for all United Nations documents. It therefore in no
way affects the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux 1965)
or its Annexes or any other documents published by the International Tele-
communication Union,

Ty, so far nos the stotement of the Argentine Delegntion refers to
sovereignty over the British Antarctic Territory, the United Xingdom
Delezation wishes to bring to the attention of the Argentine Government
Article IV of the Antarctic Treaty to which both the Argentine Government
and the United Kingdcr: Government are parties.



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document Ho. 568-E

8 ovember 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Criginal : English

PLENARY MEETING

COMMONWEALTHL OF AUSTRALIA, WALDA, HEW ZBATAND,
KINGDOY. OF THE NETHERLAIDS, REFUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES,
UNITED KIMGDOw OF GREAT BRITALY 28D NORTHERMW IRELAND, AND

rY TR
A

RINIDAD AND TOUBAGO

FINAL PROTCCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries reserve for

. their Governments the right to take such action as they may consider
necessary to safeguard their interests, should certain kiembers or Associate
Members not share in defraying the expenscs of the Union, or should they
fail in any other way to comply with the requirements of the International
Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965) or its Annexes or the
Protocols attached thereto, or should reservations by other countries
Jeopardize their telecommunication services. '



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION |

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
Document No, 56%-E1

MONTREUX 1965 . 8 November 1965
Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

ISLAMTIC REPUBLIC OF MLURITANTA

FINALL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Mauritania, on
signing the present Convention, reserves for its Government the right
to take such action as may be necessary to protect its telecommunication
' interests should Members or Lssociate Mcmbers fail to observe the provisions
of the nresent Convention; and not to accept any reservation made by other
Governments tending to increase the amount of the contributory share towards
defraying the expenses of the Union.



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
Document No, 570-E

MONTREUX 1965 8 November 1965
Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC O INDONESIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

1. The Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia declares hereby,
that the signature by said Delegation, and the possible subsequent
ratification by its Government of the International Telecommunication

. Convention (Montreux, 1965), are not to be construcd as a rcecognition by
the Republic of Indonesia towards the Government of the "Foderation of
Malaysia®, "China", and of other countrics not recognized by the Republic
of Indonesia,

2. The Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia hereby reserves the
right of its Government to take any action it deems necessary to safegusord
its interests should Members or Associate Members in any way fail to comply
with the requirements of the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux, 1965) or should reservations by other countries Jjeopardize its
telecommunication services.















INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No._572-E(Rev.)

9 November 1965

MONTREUX 1965 Original : Spanish

PLENARY MLETING

A#GENTINA, BOLIVIA, BRAZIL, COLOMBIA, COSTA RICA,
CHILE, ECUADOR, GUATUMALA, HEXICO, NICARAGUA,
PANAMA, PARAGUAY, PERU, VENEZUELA

REGIOITAL OFFICES

The Plenipotentiary Conference, Montreux, 1965,
. considering

the proposals concerning the creation of Regional Offices

presented to the Conference, and the importance attached thereto by many

countries:

instructs the Secretary-General

to study the procedure for creating Regional Offices within his
Organization, in consultation with the Members and Associate Members of the
Union, in the light of specific requests and working programmes presented by
the countries concerned. The results will be submitted for consideration
by the Administrative Council, so that it may take the appropriate steps.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE om0, STon
MONTREUX 1965 ‘ 8 November 1965

Original s Spanish

PLINARY MERTING

LATIN AMERICAN DELEGATIONS PRESENT
REGIONAL OFFICES
DRAFT AMENDMERT TO U.S.5.R. PROPOSAL
COMMITTEE 8, 18TH MEETING
Instructs the Secretary-General to study procedure for creating
regional offices within his Organization in the light of specific requests
and working programmes which may be presented by the countries concerned.

The results shall be submitted for consideration by the Administrative
Council so that it may take the necessary steps.



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE bossnant o, 573-E(Rev.)
MONTREUX 1965 10 November 1965

Original : Russian

PLENARY MEETING

BYIELORUSSZAN SOVIET SOCIALIST RAPUBLIC,
UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
AND UNION OF SOVILT SOCIALIST RESUBLICS

FINAL PROTOCOL

‘ For the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Eepublics

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries hereby declare on
behalf of their Governments :

1. That the decision taken by the Plenipotentiary Conference of the
International Telecommunication Union (Montreux, 1965), to recognize the
credentials of Chiang Kai-Shek's representatives to take part in the Confer-
ence and to sign the Final Acts on behalf of China, is illegitimate in so far
as the sole legal representatives of China in the International Telecouwmuni-
cation Union, as in other international organizations, can only be the
representatives appointed by the Government of the Peonie's Republic of China.

2. The Saigon authorities do not really represent South Vietnam and

cannot therefore speak on its behalf in the International Telecommunication
Union.

Tn consequence, the signature by the representatives of these
‘ powers of the Iinal Acts of the Plenipotentiary Conference, or their
acceptance on behalf of Soutnh Vietnam, is unlawful.

2 In signing the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux, 1965), the Bielorussian 3.S.R., the Ukrainian S.S.R. and the

U.S.8.R. leave open the question of the acceptance of the Radio Regulations
(Geneva, 1959).



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 573-E

8 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : Russian

PLENARY MEETING

BIELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC,
UKRAINTAW SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
AND UNIOW OFF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries hereby declare
on behalf of their Governments :

1. That the decision teken by the Plenipotentiary Conference of the
International Telecommunication Union (Montreux, 1965), to recognize the
credentials of Chiang Kai-Shek's representatives to take part in the Confer-
ence and to sign the Final Acts on behalf of Chine, is illegitimate in so far
as the sole legal representatives of China in the International Telecommunica-—
‘tion Union, as in other.intérnational organizations, ‘can only be the represen-
tatives appointed by the Government of the People's Republic of China,

2. The puppet régime of South Viet-Nam does not and cannot represent
the people of South Viet-Nam and cannot therefore speak on its behalf in
the International Telecommunication Union or in the other international
orgenizations.

In consequence, the éignature of the Final Acts of the Pleni~
potentiary Conference by the so-called representatives of the Republic of
Viet-Nam or its adherence to these Acts, is devoid of any legal foundation.

3 In signing the International Telecommunication Convention
(Montreux, 1965), the Biclorussien S.S.R., the Ukrainian §.S.R. and the
U.S.S.R. leave open the question of the acceptance of the Radio Regulations
(Geneva, 1959).



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Docunent To. 574

MONTREUX 1965 & November 1965
Original : Frenca

PLENARY MEETING

GREECE

FINAL PROTOCOL

. The Greek Delegation declares on behalf of its Government that
it cannot accept any conseguences that may arise as a result of reserva-
tions made by other Governments, which may entail an increase in the share
it takes in defraying the expenses of the Union.

It also rescrves for its Government the right to take such action
as it may consider necessary to protect its interests, should certain
Members or Associate Members of the Union not take their share in defraying
Union expenscs, or in any other way fail to conform the provisions of the
International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux, 1965), its Annexes
or Protocols attached thereto, or if the reservations made by other

countries should compromise the proper operation of its own telecommunica-
tion services.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Documont o, 575-
MONTREUX 1965 S November 1965

Original : I'reich

PLLENARY MBETING

REPUBLICS 0L GUINEA oN¥D HALI

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegations of Guinea and Moli rescrve for their respective
Governments the right to take such action as they may congider necessary to
guarantee that their interests are safeguarded, should Members or Associate
. Members fail in any way to observe the provisions of the International
Telecomnunication Convention (Montreux, 1965), if such reservations may
compromise their tclecommunication services.
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iINTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document o, 576-
MONTREUX 1965 8 Wovember 1965

Original : French

PLENARY IERTING

AGENDA
¥ THE

THIKTY-STICOND PLENARY MIETING

Tuesday, 9 November 13965 at 11 a.m.

. Document No,
1. Minutes of the 20th Plenary Meceting 422
2. Minutes of the 2lst Plenary Mecting 423

3. Reports by Committce :

- Final Report of Committee 3 524
- Report of Committoe 511

4, Texts submitted by the Bditorisl Committec :

Serics B.14 549
Serics B,15 571%)
5. Participation of South Africa in regionsal
conferences 485(Rov. 2)
6. Draft tozt of Annex 1 to the Convention 473

Draft Resolution - Lotin imericun Regionsl
Conference 131

8. Texts submitted for inclusion in the Final Protocol (450, 495-497,
(514-516, 518~520,
(525-528, 537-548,
(550, 551, 554-570,
(573~575

9. Date upon which the Sccretory-General and the Deputy
Secretary-General shall take up office 553

10. Any other business
GolAs WETTSTEIN

Chairman of the Conference

*) For distribution at approx. 4 p.m,
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Document No. 577-%
9 November 1965
Original : English

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MONTREUX 1965

PLENARY MEETING

KENYA

FINAL PROTOCOL

‘ The Delegation of Kenya reserves the right of the Kenya Government
to take any action it deems necessary to safeguard its interests in the
event of Members or Associate Members failing in any way to comply with the
provisions of the International Telecommunications Convention (Montreux,
1965) or the Annexes and Regulations attached thereto or should reservations
by other countries jopardize its telecommunication services.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 576-E
MONTREUX 1965 , 9 November 1965

Original s English

PLENARY MEETING

UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the United Republic of Tanzania reserves the
‘ right of the United Republic of Tanzania Government to take ary action it
deems necessary to safeguard its interests in the event of Members or
Associate Members failing in any way to comply with the provisions of the
International Telecommunications Convention (Montreux, 1965) or the Annexes
and Regulations attached thereto or should reservations by other countries
jeopardize its telecommunication services.
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) .iNTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

_ PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE TR
MONTREUX 1965 Original : French

PLENARY UEETING

HINUTES
OF THE

THIRTY-FIRST PLENARY MEETING
londay, 8 Wovember 1965 at 7 p.m.

‘ Chairman : G.A., WETTSTEIN (Swiss Confederation)

Subjects discussed Document No.

1. Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee

Series Rl (examination continued) 509
2. Mandate of the Director of the C.C.I.T.T. . 480
3. Other business -




“Document Nos 579~F ‘.
»Page 2

The following countries were represented

" Afghanistan:® Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria; Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia: Argentine Republic; Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic; Union of Burma; Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Bulgaria; Federal Republic of Cameroon; Canada; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China; Republic of Cyprus; Republic

of Colombia; Democratic Renublic of the Congo; Republic of the Congo
(Brazzaville); Republic of Korea; Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory

Coast; Cuba; Republic of Dshomey; Denmark; Dominican Republic; Group

of Territories represented by the French Overseas Post and Telecommunication
Agency; Spain; United States of America; Ethiopia; Finland; France;
Greece; Guatemala; Republic-of Guinea; Republic of Upper Voltas

Republic of India; Republic of Indonesia; Iran; Republic of Iraq;

Ireland; Iceland; State of Israel; Italy; Jamaica; Japan; Hashemite
Xingdom of Jordan; Xenya; State of Kuwait; Laos (_Kingdom of); Principali‘
of Liechtenstein; Luxembourg; Malaysia; " Malawi; Malagasy Republic;
Republic of Mali; Malta; Kingdom of Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritaniags
Mexico; Monaco; Mongolian People's Republic; Nepal; Republic of the Niger;
Nigeria (Federal Republic of); Norway; New Zealand; Uganda; Pakistan;
Paraguay; Kingdom of the Netherlands; Peru; Republic of the Philippines;
People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; Spanish Provinces of Africa;
Portuguese Oversea Provinces; Syrian Arab Republic; United Arab kepublic;
Federal Republic of Germany; Federal Socialist Republic of Yugoslavia;
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic; Somali Republic; Socialist Republic

of Roumania; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Republic
of Rwanda; Republic of Senegal; Sierra Leone; Singapore; Republic of the
Sudan; Sweden; Swiss Confederation; Republic of the Chad; Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic; Territories of the United States of America; Overseas
Territories for the international relations of which the Government of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland are responsible;
Thailand; Togolese Republic; Trinidad and Yobago; Tunisia; Turkey;

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Oriental Republic of Uruguay; Republic
of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia. ‘

United Nations and Specialized Agencies

International Civil Aviation Organization (I.C.A.O.)
Universal Postal Union (U.P.U.)

International Telecommunication Union : Mr. Gerald C. GROSS,
Secretary-General

Secretary of the Conference : Mr. Clifford STEAD
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Texts submitted by the Tditorial Committee
Series RI1 (examination continucd) (Document Ho. 509)

The meeting resumed examination of the texts in this sceries at
page R1-27. '

Pages R1-27 to R1-66 were approved without discussion.

Page R1-67, Chapter 19 (MOD) 712 2

The Delegate of the United Kingdom proposed that the words "or of
another international organization” be deleted from the second and third
lines so that the purport of that paragrapn might be in line with number 5 of
Article 10 bis (sece page R1-15).

That proposal lead to an exchange of views during which the
Director of the C.C,I,T,T., said that deletion of the words concerned would
not lead to any serious consequences, since, when the question of represent-
ation of a Consultativ. Committee at a meeting of  another international
organization arose, the Director of that Committee would take no action
without first sceking the opinion of the Coordination Committee, particularly
if that representation involved travel expenses. Such representation was
not necessarily ensured by an offficial of the specialized secretariat of
the Committesz concerned, since it could be entrusted to a delegate taking
part in the work of the Committee, subject to the agreement of his Administra-
tion. o ’ T C

The Delegate of Portugal thought it would suffice to keep either
muzber 712 or 713;  the Delemmtes of the U.S.S.R. and of Cameroon proposed
various amendments to the ftext ot mumber 712.

In reply to thosec comments, the Director of the C.C.T.T,T.
suggested that the best solution might be to leave the text of humber 712 as
it stood and to insecrt alter it & rofcerence to nunber 5 of Article 10 bis.

That suggestion was supportzd by the Delegate of thc United Kingdom,
although the Declegate of the U.:.S.7, proposed & slight restriction to it;
it was finally a.proved by the lLssembly without further comment. -

Page 11-67 was approved, subject to the above addition.

Page 21-72

On a proposal by the Deputy Secretary-General, it was decided to
add to thi last line of the Resolution a reference to the 1967 budget, so
nat the text would read: ™to include the necessary credits in the 1966
and 1967 budgets". )
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Pages R1-73 to R1-84 were approved without discussion.

Page R1-85
Approved, subject to a drafting amendnent to the Spanish text.

Pages R1-86 to R1-96 were gpproved without discussion.

Page R1-97

The Delegate of Colombia pointed out that it was necessary to
align the French and Spanish with the English text, and it was decided that
the Editorial Committee would be responsible for that task.

The text of pages R1-98 to R1-112 were approved without discussion~
Page R1-11%
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. stated that in the English text the

phrase following "calls upon" did not quite correspond to the text approved
in the blue sheets.

It was, therefore, decided that the Editorial Committee would align
the English with the French, the text of which was correct.

The text of pazes R1-114 to R1-119 were approved without dis-

cussione

Page R1-120

The Delegate of Portugal recalled the reservation made by his
delegation concerning the resolution reproduced on that page, and stated
~that he would send the Secretariat a text for insertion in the Final

Protocol. ‘

The Assenbly took note of that statement.

Page R1-121

On a proposal by the Delegate of Portugal, it was decided to sub-
stitute in the text of the Opinion on that page the expression "space
telecormunications™ for "space comaunicetions".

Subject to the above-mentioned changes and a drafting change in
the Spanish version, the text of page R1-121 was approved.

o Following the decision just taken, the Delegate of 1lMexico reverted
to pages R1-112 and R1-11% to point out that the English and French texts

. of these pages were not unifern. He asked that one exrression only be used

throughout the Convention, i.cz. "spoce telecoiiunications®.
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It was so decided.

The Delegate of Dennark pointed out that the Opinion on page 171
of the Geneva Convention did not appear anywhere in the text of the
Convention. He would like to know what had happened to that Opinion.

. ..The Secretary of the Conference replied. that it had been inadver—
tently omitted, and thaot as it was an Opirion which had long appeared in the
Convention, it should be retained.

It was so decided.

The Delezate of the United States pointed out another omission and
asked that the teras "the noble principle thet news should be freely trans-
nitted" appearing in the "Considerandun" of Recormendation No. 3 of the
Geneva Convention (pape 170) should be reproduced in the text of the new
Convention. S

The proposal was supported by the Delegates of SWedenrénd Ching

and then approved by the Assenbly.

Following a remark by the Delezate of Tunisia, who .wished
Recomuendation No. 2 of the Geneva Convention to be retained, a discussion
ensued, in which the Director of the C.C.I.T.T. took part. He pointed out
that the recormendation in guestion had already been widely applied by his
organ and that it was therefore probably not necessary to retain it.

That view was shared by the Director ad interin of the C.C.I.R.

The Delegate of Morocco agreed with the Delégate.of Tﬁnisia and
proposed in addition that Recommendation No. 2 should be brought up to date.

The Delegate of Portupal considered that the text appearing on

- page R1-98 under "recormmends that the International Consultative Cornittees®

covered all aspects of the problen befter than the provisions of
Recomendation No. 2.

The Delegzate of the U.S.S.R. took the view that the- récouﬁendatloh
was now insufficient and that +to retain it would only weaken the text of
nunber 1884 (page R1~18) :

The Delegates of Tunisia and Morocco thereupon withdrew their
proposals. _
Page R1-123

'In reply to a question by the Deiezate of the U.S.S.R., the
Secretary of the Conference stated that the Additionzal Optional Protocol
would be published separately.

The text of the page was then gpproved.
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Page R1-124

- The text of the page was approved, with the reservation that the
phrase "done at lMontreux, ... Novenmber 1965" be added in the Enslish text
and corrected as appropriate in the Spanish text.

Referring to nunber NOC 556 (page R1-47), the Delegate of the
Philippines took the view that for conferences of a certain duration, it
would be useful to have a systen of rotation every three weeks, for example,
in order to allow delegations to avoid being seated in the same place at
all necetings. :

Note was taken of that remark.

Mandate of the Director of the C.C.I.T.T. (Document No. 480)

The Secretary-General stated thnt preparation of the document
subnitted to the Conference was the direct result of the decision adopted by
the IIIrd Plenary Assenmbly of the C.C.I.T.T. (1964) requesting that

" Mr. Rouviére'!s mandate be prolonged until the end of the IVth Plenary

Lsscnbly. The text of the draft resolution annexed could serve as a basis
for discussion. If the Plenipotentiary Conference, however, werec willing
to comply with- the wish of the IIIrd Plenary Asseubly, they night adopt it
purcly and 51wply. .

The Delesate of Mexico proposed that the draft resolution.annexed
to Docurtent No. 480 should be adopted without discussion. He was warnly
supported by the Delegates of the U.S.S.R., Brazil, the United Kingdon,
Chile, Swedén and Colombia, followed by all the delegations present, who

adopted the draft resolution by acclanation.

Thé Director of the C.C.71.T.Te then entered the roonn to warn

-applause. Considering that the sincere welcome accorded hin neant that the

Plenipotentiary Conference intended to keep him at his post until the next
Plenary Assenbly, he stated that he was very touched by the token of
confidence which he had just received.

Other Business

On a proposal by the Delegate of Sweden,.in view of the extremely
linited time available to the Conference, it was decided that the Doyen of
the Conference should be instructed to nake a speech of thanks on Wednesday,
on behalf of all delegations, to the Swiss authorities and to the Chalrnman
of the Conference. Delegates, wishing to express their gratitude by stressing
some particular point, were invited to hand their statement in writing to
the Secretariat of the Conference; they would be considered as if they had
been delivered in the neetjnc itself and included in the minutes of the last
Plenary Meeting.

-4
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The Head of the Delegation of Niger, who was preparing to leave
Montreux, bowing with good grace to the decision which had just been taken,
stated that he would set an example by handing in the statement which he
had intended to make at the meeting to take leave of the Conference and of

(Statement published under Annex).

Switzerland.

The Meeting rose at 5.3%0 p.m.

Chairman s
G.A., WETTSTEIN

Secretary-Genersl

Secretary of the Conference :
Gerald C. GROSS

Clifford STEAD

Annex ¢ 1
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ANNEZX

STATEMENT BY THE HEAD OF THE DELBGATION OF NIGER

"Mr. Chairman, since this is the last Plenary Meeting at which T
shall be present as Head of Delegation, may I make a short statement ?
" Before leaving this splendid country of Switzerland, it is my
duty to express the deep gratitude and heartfelt thanks of the Delegation of
the Republic of Niger for the warm hospitality extended to us everywhere,
" During our sojourn here we have had occasion to appreciate the
finesse, the organizing ability, the kindness and the hospitality of the
Swiss people. My delegation has been very impressed by all these gqualities
and it is with genuine pleasure that I address our most sincere thanks and
heartfelt congratulations to the Swiss Government and P.T.T. Administration.
They may rest assuved that we shall convey to our Government the excellent
impressions obtained during our pleasant stay here.
" Our thanks and congratulations are likewise due to you,
Mr. Chairman for your competence, pleasantness and understanding have bheen
a decisive factor throughout our debates.

n We should also like to thank the Secretariats of the Union and of
the Conference, the Committee Chairmen, our excellent interpreters and our
pleasant hostesses - in fact, all those who have contributed to the success
of the Conference day by day.

" I would add, Sir, that for young countries such as ours, this
Conference has proved to be a veritable school where we have learned a great
deal. We have also been deceply impressed by the spirit of cooperation and
solidarity which exists throughout the world, which warrants the assumption
that the I.T.U. will continue to make progress,

" I should 1like to teke this opportunity of expressing on behalf of
my country, my deep thanks to the retiring Secretary-General, Mr. Gross, for
his invaluable services to the I.T.U. and, consequently, to the whole world.
May he enjoy his years of retirecment !

i May I also wish every success, once again, to Dr. Sarvate, the
new Secrcetary-General, and Mr. Mili, the new Deputy Secretary-General ?
Niger places its full confidence in them and they may rest assured that it
offers them, at all times, its humble but genuine cooperation.
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R I shall conclude by wishing all the delegations present today a
pleasant journey back to their respective countries, with the hope that the
1965 Montreux Plenipotentiary Conference will contribute to international
cooperstion and to peace throughout the world.

" Farewell to all of you."
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The following countries were represented:
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Singapore; Republic of the Sudan; Sweden; - Swiss Confederation; Republic

of the Chad; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic; Territories of the United
States of America; Overseas Territories for the intermational relations of
which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland are responsible; Thailand; Togolese:Republic; Trinidad and Tobago;
Tunisia; Turkey; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Oriental Republic of
Uruguay; Republic of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia. ‘
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Secretary of the Conference: Mr, Clifford STEAD
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Minutes of the Twentieth Plenary Meeting (Document No. 4oo)
Approved.

Minutes of the Twenty-first Plenary Mecting (Document No. 4oz)

Approved.

Reports by Committees (Documents Nos. 524 and 511)

Final Report of Committee % (Document No. 524 )

The Chairman of Committee 3 said that Committee 3 had held two
meetings on 16 September and 5 November 1965, To save the time of the smaller
delegations, it had decided to set up.a Working Party whose Report had been
approved at the second meeting of Committee 3. The results of the Committee's
work were summarized under headings A, B, C and D on pages 2 and 3 of its
final Report. ‘A draft Resolution relating to heading A on the Approval of
the Agreement between the Swiss Administration and .the Secretary—General
concerning the Plenipotentiary Conference (Montreux, 1965) was being submitted
to the Plenary Meeting for approval in Document No. 549 (B.14 — 06) under
item 4 of the Agenda. An over—expenditure of about 20,000 Swiss francs was to
be expected, as shown under heading C, but, since a margin of some 24,COC
Swiss francs had been provided to cover extra expenditure, it would be possible
for the Administrative Council to approve the accounts of the Montreux Confer-—
ence at a figure that was very close to previous estimates. With regard to
heading D, Committee 3 proposed to follow the practice adopted at the 1959
Plenipotentiary Conference ard accordingly reccmmended that a total of 45,000
Swiss francs be charged to the Conference budget. In conclusion, he expressed
sincere thanks to the two Vice—Chairmen and the Rapporteur of the Committee and
to the Secretary-General and his staff for thelr helpful cooperation.

The meeting approved the final report of Committee 3, and expressed
its thanks to the Dclegate of Iran for his important contribution to the work
of the Conference.

Report of Committee 8 (Document No. 511)

The Chairman of Cummittec 8 explained that, in addition to a draft
report (Document No. 401), the Committeec had produced only one report
(Document No. 511) which included the final decisions of the Committee whose
work had proved rather difficult.
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He summarized the contents of the Report taking each heading in
turn, stressing that the Committee had devoted much of its attention to prob-
lems of technical assistance. Despite high¥level pressure from various quarters
which might have led to political repercussions, the Committee had carefully
examined all the matters included in its terms of reference as was clearly
brought out in the Summary Records of its meetings. Its progress had perhaps
been somewhat slow but often it had had to wait for additional information to
avoid taking over-—hasty decisions. The Report gave an objective summary out-—
lining the most important decisions of the Committee and the action taken.

The Committee had particularly studied the shortcomings of Technical
Cooperation, certain aspects of which were not covered by United Nations pro-
grammes, either because they were specifically linked to the work of the Union
or because funds were not available; moreover, the long drawn out United
Nations procedure often prevented Administrations from getting the speedy
assistance they so urgently needed. Sometimes the duration of certain missions
was too short for them to be performed under United Naiions programmes, Con-—
sequently, the Committee advocated that a body of experts be appointed to act
as supervisory agents in the field but, for budgetary reasons, it had not
adopted that proposal, The idea was, however, embodied in the Resolution given
in the last paragraph on page 4. In that connexion, the word "section" in the
fourth line from the bottom should be replaced by "body" to bring it
into line with thc reference to a "body of specialists" on page 3. The Com-—
mittee left it to the Administrative Council to decide on whether that small
group of specialists should be expanded into a section and, if so, how it
should be organized and administered.

The Committee had given the problem of Training Standards careful

. consideration. Long—distance circuits required co—ordination at technical
level in various countries., That could only be done by the adopiion of uniform
standards for training technical staff., To that end the Committee had adopted
a Resolution inviting the Administrative Council to examine the problem and,

if advisable, to set up a group and find the necessary funds.

Regarding 9, I.T.U. Regional Offices, the Chairman of Committee 8
pointed out an error in the second paragraph on page 7. A proposal had been
submitted by the Soviet Union, and approved in Committee 8 although some amend—
ments had been suggested by countries wanting action to be taken before the
next Plenipotentiary Conference. The text would be published as a Corrigendum
to Document No. 511, together with any other request for rectification that
might be made in the plenary m3ting. He added that some delegations intended
to submit a new draft Resolution on the same subject for later consideration.
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The Committee had considered a proposal that the present Technical

;iCooperation Department should be raised to the level of a Directorate with

full powers and direct responsibility to the Administrative Council, but had
not favoured such a step. It did, however, call on the Administrative Council
to examine whether the staff of the Technical Cooperation Department should

be increased and a.higher grade given to its senior officer.

In conclusion, he expressed appreciation of the understanding that
had been shown to him as Chairman of Committee 8.

-The Chairman ﬁfoposed that the Report of Cémmittee 8, be noted since
all the resolutions contained in it, including the proposal of the U.S.S.R.

-Delegation, would be printed in the blue documents. He thanked the Chairman

of Committee 8 for- the able manner in which he had dealt with some very
important matters concerning technical cooperation and for having reconciled
so many different opinions. .

The meeting took note of the Report of Committee 8 (Document

Texts submitted by the Editorial Committée

Series B.14 (Document No. 549) — Approved without comment.

Participation of the Republic of South Africa in Regional Conferences
(Document No. 485(Rev.2)). :

The Chairman said that the document before the meéting (Document
No. 485(Rev.2)) was based on two earlier documents, namely Document No. 485
and Document No. 485 (Rev.). A large number of delegations were the authors

of the draft Resolution now under .consideration in Document No. 485(Rev.2).

The Delegate of Ethiopia_obéefved that the original document

(Document No. 485) submitted by his. Delegation had been very much revised.

The substance of each version was the .same; although each had slightly
different shades of meaning, they in no.way replaced the original document.
le was speaking at present on the latest revision (Document No. 485(Rev.2)),
which concerned the African region only.

The African countries Were.énficipating that conferences or meetings
of a regional character would shortly -take place. They also expected that the

. representatives of South Africa would not take part in the work of those

conferences or meetings. He would not weary the meeting with the arguments
which had led the African countries to demand the exclusion of South Africa
from their regional conferences or meetings. He believed that such a purpose
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was better served by referring to the records of the conferences of the
specialized agencies of the United Nations. The International Telecommunica-
tion Union being one of the specialized agencies of the United Nations, it
could not afford to be uninformed of those facts. He presumed that they were
known to everyone. On several occasions during the Montreux Conference the
Union had been described as a Union of organized technicians, which could not
dwell on consideration of political matters. But the behaviour of delegations
at the Plenipotentiary Conference had not reflected the behaviour of organized
technicians. Sometimes they had been acting like politicians and at other
times like lawyers. If it did not recognize all those facts, the Union would
have no definition and that might give rise to doubting its purposes. As far
as the African countries were concerned, they understood the purpose of the
Union to be a means of achieving international cooperation to serve human
beings, irrespective of their race and colour. In the attempt to achieve that
objective, delegations must act consistently at all levels to ensure that all
Members of the Union were working towards that end. It was needless to
mention that South Africa was in direct opposition to the ideals of the Union,
Consequently it would be very hard to visualise a situation in which South
Africa with its present policy could be called and accepted as a Member of

the I.T.U. All were united on that point at heart but it had not so far been
possible to give it concrete form by taking appropriate action. The- Union
needed unity; it could not afford to divide itself on the issue of South
Africa under cover of legality. It was inevitable that where there was law
there would be politics; the African countries had no desire to entangle the
Conference with such matters. They had scarched for a solution which could be
accepted by all delegations without entering into a long debate on the question
of legality. They would have liked to see the total expulsion of South Africa
from the Union but felt that it would not be possible to do so without dis-—
rupting the work of the Conference, so had studied the actions taken by other
United Nations specialized agencies and organs and had come to the conclusion
that exclusion of South Africa from the work ofAfrican regional meetings was
the minimum condition satisfactory to them and that the procedure followed

by the Economic and Social Council would be the most suitable guide for the
Conference. They had considered that a Resolution adopted by the Montreux
Conference would be the most appropriate way to provide for the exclusion of
South African representatives from regional meetings in Africa,

Document No. 485(Rev.2) contained two important points on which
the Confercnce had to reach decisions: 1) the principle of whether or not
South Africa should take part in the work of regional conferences or meetings,
and 2) the procedural aspect of implementation. In order to smooth the task
of the plenary meeting and to facilitate quick decisions, it would be prefer—
able if the matter of principle were first decided upon, snd the method of
implementation dealt with separately.
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The Chairman, in a desire that the debate which had taken place at
the beginning of the Conference should not be repeated, suggested that speakers
conflne themselves to five minute stateméents.

The Delegate of the Cameroon said that his Delegation. wholeheartedly
supported the draft Resolution submitted by Ethiopia, for the reasons given in
the introductory statement made by the delegate of that country.

After the close of the Plenipotentiary Conference, regional meetings
would be held to study the problems of the various regions . and the steps to be
taken for the better use of scientific and technical developments in the field
of telecommunications. Such.study required frank, sincere cooperation between
neighbouring countries. Such cooperation did not exist between the govern—
ments of:.the Afriecan countries and the Government of South Africa.,

Referring to Resolution No. 974 adopted.by the Economic and Social
Council of the United Nations on 13 July 1963, he said that unfortunately, as
a result of experience gained at regional conferences in the past at which
a representative of the South African Government.had been.present, it had
become desirable that action be taken by the Plenipotentiary Conferences to
exclude that Government from African Regional Conferences in the future. As
set forth in the draft Resolution before the meeting, its purpose was to facil-—
itate the work of the Union Secretariat when such conferences were held by
providing them with clear instructions in the matter; ~the regular holding of
such conferences was most important to the new and developing countries. It
was ridiculous- for a country which trampled on human rights as did South
Africa to be allowed to participate in a conference of a specialized agency
of the United Naticns, whose duty it was.to promote respect for the rights

~ of man.

The Delegate of Nigeria made the following statement ¢

"In supporting the statement made by the honourable Delegate of
Ethiopia, it is my principal duty to rccall the hecated arguments and strong
feelings of the African delegations during the early stages of this Conference,
owing to the presence of the representative of the Republic of South Africa.

" Thanks to the sympathy and understanding shown to our cause by many
delegations from other regions who shared our misgivings, our request for the
exclusion of South Africa from-this Conference was upheld.

" By this wise decision of the Plenipotentiaries, a favourable atmos—
phere was created for over 34 African countries to participate fully in the
work of the Conferencec cn the basis of freedom and equality. Thus was saved
the ugly situation which would have threatensd the Conference had South Africa
been allowed to sit to the utter disgust and annoyance of the African group.
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" Mr. Chairman, during these nine weeks of the Conference, a lot has

been accomplished and in some cases far—rcaching decisions which will be of
immense advantage to developing countries have been taken in the fields of
technical cooperation and regional planning for general telecommunication
network development. : S

" Iansorry, Mr. Chairman, but with all the good intentions of the
Union, there is a growing apprehension that it might not be possible to hold
on African soil the vital meetings which will bring about the implementation
of these proposals since any attempt by South Africa to attend such meetings
will naturally be repulsive and intolerable to all African countries until
she abandons her obnoxious racial poliey. '

" In these circumstances, there is no alternative but for African
countries to take a stand which will ensure the orderly and progressive devel- .
opment of the I.T.U. proposals for their region without any impediment,

" My delegation believes that the approval of the proposals in
Document No, 485(Rev.2) at this Conference will speed up action to convene
the Regional Plan Committee Meeting and LF/MF Broadcasting Conference for
Africa. For this reason, I appeal to you &ll fellow delegates, through the
Chairman, to lend us your support once again to bring about a condition for
the suspension of South Africa from all African regional meetings as long as
she continues t¢ pursue her policy of apartheid. '

" By adopting the proposal put forward by the Group of African
countries we shall be doing no more than what was done in a similar situation
by a principal organ of the United Nations, namely, the Economic ‘and Social
Council, which on 30 July 1963 adopted the following resoluticn against South
Africa at its 1299th Plenary Meeting :

"The Economic and Social Council

1, Decides to reconsider its decision (21) on the reéommendation of
the Economic Commission for Africa in respect of the membership of the
Republic of South Africa.

2. Decides that the Republic of South Africa shall not take rart in
the work of the Economic Commission for Africa until the Council, on the
recommendation of the Economic Commission for Africa, shall find that
conditions for constructive cooperation have been restored by a change
in its racial policy." .
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" ‘In conclusion permit me to say that it behoves our Union as the
oldest specialized agency of the United Nations to recognize the noble action
taken by the Economic and Social Council in the case of the Economic Commission
for Africa, which is working in dose collaboration ‘with our Union on certain
projects and to apply a similar measure in the case before us.

" It would be inconsistent of our Union to adopt the principles set by
the United Nations in solving most of our domestic problems only to refuse,
under the guise of legal technicalities, to apply the same process in resolving
the burning question now confronting us. As & precedence has clearly been
established, the matter should, in the opinion of my delegation, not provoke
lengthy debates or discussion and I do sincerely hope it will receive the
unanimous support of this Conference," )

The Delegate of India said that in view-of the highly undemocratic
and discriminatory policy followed by the Government of South Africa his
Delegation had wholeheartedly supported the exclusion of the South Afriqan
Delegation from the Conference.

Furthermore, India now fully supported the Resolution before the
meeting to the effect that the Government of South Africa should be excluded from
taking part in the work of regional conferences for Africa convened by the
I,T.U. or held under its auspices until such time as the South African Govern—
ment abandoned its policy of racial discrimination.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. was of the view that the draft Resolution
submitted by 33 African countries in Document No. 485(Rev.2) was a consequence
of the decision taken by the Conference on Document No, 110. The draft Resolu—
tion now under consideration was also fully in line with the Resolution adopted
by the Feconomic and Social Council. In submitting it, the African countries
had shown a spirit of cooperation and good will and a certain amount of optimism,
when they expressed the hope that the Government of South Africa would eventually
cease the practice of apartheid. Beafing in mind the purposes of the Union
and its universality, the African countries were not proposing to prevent South
Africa from being a Member of the Union but only from participating in African
regional conferences, until such time as that Government abandoned racial dis-—
crimination, which was fully in line with the U.S.S.R. proposals concerning the
universality of the Union. The U.S.S.R. Delegation, for the same recasons as it
had voted for the exclusion of the Representative of South Africa from the
Plenipotentiary Conference, now supported the draft Resolution before the
meeting, the approval of which would ensure.the smooth and efficient runnlng
of African regional conferences in the future.
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The Delegate of Dahomey supported without reservation the draft
Resolution in Document No. 485(Rev.2) in the hope that all delegations would
do likewise since none was indifferent to human dignity; he hoped the form
of the Resolution would be acceptable to all.

The Delegate of Togo appealed to all delegations to support the
draft Resolution since everyone understood the feelings which had led them to
submit it. The African countries had done their utmost to make the Resolution
acceptable to all, He expressed the hope that the Resolution would be
approved by a massive vote, since the African delegates had faith in the unity
of the Conference. Approval of the Resolution would show mankind as a whole
that the Union was not merely concerned with technical matters but also with
human ones,

The Delegate of Yugoslavia fully supported the draft Resolution. .

On a query raised by the Delegate of Sweden, it was agreed to add
"for Africa®™ to the title of the draft Resolution as it appeared in Document
No. 485(Rev.2). ‘

The Delegate of Canada said that his Delegation was one of those who
would have regretted it if the earlier proposal for a Protocol had been with-—
drawn and a Resolution substituted for it. In either case, however, he wanted
it to be quite clear that the African delegations had all their sympathy for
the moderation they had shown and the way in which they were sincerely attempt—
ing to find a legal solution to their regional difficulties,

o For the reasons he had set forth at the discussions which had taken

place at the beginning of the Conference, the Canadian Delegation was unable to
support the proposal that the Convention could be amended by a Resolution, and
preferred the altermative suggestion which had been put forward by the
Ethiopian Delegation that the drawing up of a Protocol with some amendments
might solve some of the legal difficulties. He therefore formally requested, .
in accordance with No., 611 of the Convention, that a vote on the question of
competence be taken before the Resolution itself was voted uporn..

In conclusion he expressed the hope that, if the draft Resolution
was approved, the Protocol also be put to the vote in order to cure some of
the legal difficulties which the Resolution would create,

The Delegate of the United Arab Republic proposed that paragraph b)
at the foot of the first page of Document No. 485(Rev.2) be replaced by a more
specific text, i.e. the insertion of the text of Resolution No. 974 (XXXVI,
Part IV), adopted by the United Nations ECOSOC on 30 July 1963, He also
proposed that "to make the necessary arrangements" in the last paragraph on
page 2 thereof be replaced by "to take the necessary steps". With those
amendments, he fully supported the draft Resolution,
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Those amendments were approved. .

The Chairman was of the opinion that the vote of competence proposed
- by the Canadian Delegation was unnecessary sinee the Conference had already
decided earlier that it was competent to decide such matters,

The Delegate of Italy, speaking on behalf of the countries members
of the European Conference on Posts and Telecommunications, the Secretariat of
which was currently administered by Italy, requested that the vote on the
draft Resolution, in view of the nature of the Document, be by secret ballot.

That.request was»s@pported\by more than five countries.

The Delegate of Canada, replying to the point raised by the Chairman,
maintained his request.for a vote on the subject of competence in accordance
wihh No. 611 of the Convention: he moved that the Resolution contained in
Document No. 485(Rev.2) was not within the competence of the Plenipotentiary
.Conference._g

The Delegation of the United Kingdom supported the Canadian motion.

: The Delegate of Trinidad and Tobago, referring to the request from
the Delegate of Canada for a vote on the question of competence and his indica-—
tion that some legal difficulties might have been avoided by putting the draft
Resolution in the form of a Protocol, requested guidance from thc Secretariat
or the Canadian Delegatlon as to the effective difference between the two.

What action. would the Secretary—General teke if the Resolutlon were adopted?

The Sccretaryﬂﬂenefal and the Secretary4General~elect said that they
would consider themselves fully bound by such a draft Resolution, if passed by
the Plenlpotentlary Conference the supreme organ of the Union.,

The Delegate of Morocco, after thanking the Delegate of Canada for
his remarks concerning the African Dclegations, confirmed the views which had
been expressed by the Chairman. The Conference had already decided by vote
that it was competent to take a decision on the expulsion of South Africa from
the Plenipotentiary Conference, which went further than exclusion from regional
conferences. It therefore stood to reason that the Conference considered
itself competent to consider the draft Resolution before them and a vote on
the matter appeared to be unnecessary. He reserved the right to speak again
after he had received a reply to' the following question: - If the Resolution was

transformed into a Protocol would it take. the form of an Additional Protocol
or a Final Protocol? = - .
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The Delegate of Canada said that it was an Additional Protocol
that he would have envisaged.

The Delegate of Italy, speaking on behalf of the countries members
of the European Conference on Posts and Telecommunications, the Secretariat
of which was currently administered by Italy, requested that the vote on the
question of competence be by secret ballot. That request was supported by
more than five countries.

The Chairman said that a secret ballot vote would now take place
on the Canadian motion that, according to No. 611 of the Convention, the
Resolution contained in Document No. 485(Rev.2) was not within the competence
- of the Conferencc. Thus, delegations supporting the motion that the Confer—
ence was not competent should vote in favour of the motion. He requested
the Delegations of Venezuela, Luxembourg and Tunisia to provide tellers. .

The Delegation of the Ivory Coast announced that it had been siven
a proxy for the Gabon Republic, in the absence of the latter's delegation,
and the Delegation of Upper Volta said that it had been given a proxy for
Republic of the Niger.

The Secretary of the Conference, after announcing the situation
with regard to proxy votes, proceeded to call the roll.

The Chairman announced the result of the vote: 108 votes had
been cast, five of which were invalid. By 63 votes to 38, with two
abstentions, the Canadian proposal was rejected. The Conference had there—
fore decided that it was competent to vote on Document No. 485(Rev.2).

The Chairman then announced that, five delegations having so
requested, a vote would be taken by roll call on the draft Resolution con-—
tained in Document No. 485(Rev.2). He asked the same tellers as for the .
previous vote, from Venezuela, Luxembourg and Tunisia, to take their places.

In compliance with a request from the Delegate of Dahomey, the
Secretary—General read the text of the draft Resolution as amended.

The Secretary then called the roll.

The Chalrman announced that 107 votes had been cast, of which four
had been invalid.’ By 62 votes to 28, with 13 abstentions, the draft Resolu—
tion contained in Document No. 485(Rev.2) was approved.

The Delegate of Switzerland made the following statement :

"No. 13 of Article 2 of the Convention states that all Members
are entitled to participate in Conferences of the Union.
" The draft Resolution contained in Document No. 485 is therefore
in contradiction to Article 2 of the Geneva Convention, which has been kept
unchanged in the new Convention we have Just adopted.
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" Law is and will remain the surest basis for international collabo-—

ration. Such collaboration has no meaning unless it is based on rational
international order and the respect of law. It is for that reason that in
the interest of efficacious international collaboration, Switzerland always
abides strlctly by the law, and for that reason the Delegation of Switzerland
voted against the draft Resolution.

" The position we adopted should not, however, be interpreted to
mean approval of the policy of apartheld practised in South Africa, which 1is
contrary to the prlnclples on which the institutions of the Swiss Confedera-—
tion are based."

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that his Government was
entirely opposed to the apartheid policy of the Republic of South Africa, but
did not consider that any Resolution adopted by the Plenipotentiary Conference
could validly affect the provisions of the Convention. For those reasons the
United Kingdom Delegation had voted against the Resolution in Document No. 485
(Rev.2) just as it had voted against the earlier Resolution excluding South
Africa from the Plenipotentiary Conference.

The Delegate of the Cameroon, speaking as the Chairman ad interim
of the African Group of countries, expressed gratitude to all delegations
present for their understanding of the African cause. As they all knew it was
a problem of human rights. Some delegates had referred to the political
aspects of the matter when putting forward the non—competence of the Asscmbly
to vote on the subject. However, the Plenipotentiary Conference had in
Sefstember shown its understanding of the African cause and on behalf of his
colleagues he wished to thank all delegations for their decision.

The Delegate of Austria said that the decision just taken was
contrary to the provisions of the Convention and his country would make a
reservation on the subject when ratifying the Montreux Convention,

The Delegate of Ethiopia referred to his opening statement that the
original version of Document No. 485 submitted by his Delegation was still
valid. It had been submitted in view of the doubts some delegations had
expressed on the guestion of legality and to prevent a large number of reserva-—
tions being made at the time of signing the Convention. Unfortunately the
possibility of modifying the Convention to cover the expulsion of South Africa
from the Union had not been raised at an earlier date because it had not been
thought wise to place toc much undesirable precedence on the membership of the
Union as a whole. Tt had been considered preferable to adopt some measure of
a temporary nature until such time as the Government of South Africa abandoned
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its racial policy, it being hoped that in the meantime the Union would
devise a way of making its action known to the Government of South Africa.
For that reason the form of a Resolution had been adopted rather than that
cf an Additional Protocol which would be part of the Convention. However,
if the majority of the delegations felt that it would be preferable to have
it in the form of an Additional Protocol the wording might be changed
accordingly.

The meeting rose at 14,10 hours.

Secretary of the Conference : Secretary—General : Chairman :

Clifford STEAD Gerald. C. GROSS G.A. WETTSTEIN

)
(%)
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DLENARY MELTING

SLVENTH AND LAST REPORT OF COMMITTEE 6
TO THE PLENARY 1 IEETING

The Officers of the Committee were ;

Chairman : Mr.

Hohamed BEW ABDELLAH (Kingdom of Morocco)

Vice-Chairmen : Mr, J. PRESSLER (Federal Republic of Germany )

Mr. Ahmed ZAIDAN (Kingdom of Saudi Arabia)

Rapporteurs : Miss J.lM. BLEACH (United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland)
¥Mr., Y. BOZEC (France)

secretary :

kr. R.C. CHATELAIN, Head of the I.T.U., Finance Division

Committee 6 held 15 meetings, during which it examined all the

items in its terms of reference.

The results of its work have been submitted

to the Plenary lieeting in the first six reports which dealt with :

First Report -

Second Report

Third Report -

Fourth Report

Fifth Report

Sixth Repoxt

Document

Document

Documnent

Document
Document

Document

No.

No.

No.,

No.

Mo.

No.

261

262

339

399(Rev. )
462

013

Contributions in arrears.

Approval of I.T.U. accounts for
the years 1959 to 1964.

Internal and external audit of
Union accounts, and assistance by
the Government of the Swiss
Confederation in the matter of
Union finance.

Purchase of the Union building.
Article 15 of the Convention.
Extension to the Union buiiding.
Poviers of the Flenary Assemblies

with regard to the financial needs
of the C.C.I.s clectronic computer.



Document No. 581-E
Page 2

The present rsport, which is the seventh and last report by
Committee 6 to the Plenary Meebting, describes the work done by the Committee
towards fixing the limit on expenditure for the years 1966 to 1971.

Limit on exvenditure for the years 1966 to 1971

At its 15th, 1l4th and 15th Meetings, Committee 6 drew up an
Additional Protocol to the Convention on the limits on expenditure to be
observed by the Administrztive Council vhen approving the annual budgets cf
the Union.,

L& Draft Protocol drown up by Coumittec 6 hos boen forwerded to
the Editorial Committee.

Annexes 1 and 2 mention all the points considered in fixing the
limits on Union expenditure. The Committee based itself in particular on :

a) the decisions taken by the Plenary Meeting further to the
recommendations made by the various committees;

b) other factors which have financial repercussicns on the budget of
the Union and which the Committee considercd it essential to take
into account.

Committee 6 wishes to draw the attention of all delegations to the
fact that the placing of any Member in a lower class in the scale of
contributions has a direct effect on the contributions paid by the other
Members of the Union. To avoid a difficult situation, the Committee made an
urgent appeal to countries, Members of fthe Union, to consider reclassifying
themselves in the scale of contributions in accordance with any favourable
trends in their national economies. It hoped, furthermorec, that no requests
to be plsced in a lower class, except for reasons of force majeure, would
come to increase the contributory unit and thus discourage those Members
which had always given proof of their understanding and of their spirit of
international cooperation.

M., BEN ABDELLAH

Chairman

Annexes : 2

®

®
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BASIC FACTORS TO BE CONSIDREED IN FIXING THE LIMITS ON RECURRING I.T.U. EXPENDITURE FOR THE PERTOD 19661971

RECURRENT EXPENDITURE

Basis for fixing the limit om
recurring expenditure for the
years 1966 to 1971:

- provisional Union budget for
1966 approved by the 20th
Session of the Administrative

. Couneil, 1965 (Resolutio:
No. 554) (see Annex 7 to the
Repert by the Council to the
Plenipotentiary Conference,
page 171)

Administrative Council

Additional expenditure due

to the decision of the Confercnee
to increase the number of members .
of the Administrative Council from
25 to 29

hdditional expenditurc for
Council sessions lasting five
weeks instead of four (as from

1970)

1966 1967 1368 1969 13870 1971
‘ in Swiss francs
16,305,500 16,305,500 16,305,500 | 16,%05,500 16,305,500 | 16,305,500
32,000 52,000 32,000 52,000 32,000 32,000
75,000 75,000




Annex 1 to Document Wo., 581-E

Page 4

Staff costs

Bxpenscs arising from the United Nations
Common System of salaries, allowanccs,
and pensions :

a) New salary scale for staff in the
general services category, as from
1 July 1965 :

b) Class 4 post adjustmnent for staff
in the professional and higher
categories, as fron 1 Hay 1965

c) Salary increments within the same
grade for I1.T.U. staff between
1967 and 1971

Additional expenditure duc to the
decision of the Conference to change
the salaries and allowance for
represcentation expenses of clected
officials

Expenses arising fron the clection by
the Confercnce of a Secretary-General
and a Deputy Secretary-General
(rupatriation, reroval, installation)

Bxpenditure or savings due to the
decision by the Confercnce {o reduce
the number of I.F.R.B, mcmbers from
11 to 5 as from 1 January 1967

a) Payments in conncction with termi-
nation of the contracts of 8
members

b) Payments in connection with the
taking office of 2 new nmeubers

c) Total savings from the reduction
from 11 to 5 members

&

1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
in Swiss francs
207,750 211,800 216,850 220,200 2247700 228,950
216,800 220, 900 225,200 229,500 233,700 237,900
254,000 508,000 762,000 | 1,016,000 1,270,000
35,000 %9,000 39,000 %9, 000 %9, 000 %9, 000
122,000
500,000 500,000
93,000
~ 750,000 - 750,000 - 750,000 | =750,000 - 750,000

' 4
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10.

11.

12.

Expenditure for the extra staff
required for the years 1967 to 1971
for normal I.T.U. work and for new
tasks assigned to Technical
Cooperation

Inclusion in the Gencral Secretariat
manning table of 12 fixed-term posts
debited, in 1966, to the C.C.I.T.T.
neetings' budget

Variations in the amount to be pro-
vided during the various years for
home leave of I.T.U. staff

Other expenditure

Increase in contributions to the
United Nations joint medical service

Additional expenditure arising from
the decisions of the Conferencg
concerning the I.T.U. building )4

1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
in Swiss francs
700,000 | 1,260,000 1,680,000 | 1,877,000 2,168,000
© 220,000 230,000 240,000 250,000 . 260,000
L 160,000 10,000 - 160,000 10,000 - 160,000
7,200 10,000 1%,000 16,000 19,000
400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000

These sums include ammual payments of 20,000 Swiss francs into a Building Maintenance Fund to be created to cover upkeep

of the main structure
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13.

14.

15.

Additional credits for 1966 for
fitting out of the premises rented
by the I.T.U. in ruc Vermont,
Geneva

Possible placing of the Provident
Fund on a sounder financial basis,
further to the actunarial valuation
of the I.T.U. Staff Superannuation
and Benevolent Funds, 1966, and to
any decisions the Zduministrative
Council may takc at its 1967 Scssion

Financial repcrcussions of the
incrcase in the cost of living on
items other than those relating to
staff expenses

1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
in Swiss francs
70,000
25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000 250,000
17,893,050 18,123,400 18,611,550 19,186,200 | 19,953,900 20,400,350
17,900,000 18,125,000 18,610,000 19,185,000 | 19,955,000 20,400,000
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ANNEX 2
FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED IN FIXING THE LIMITS ON_EXPENDITURE FOR CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS OF THE UNION
FOR THE YEARS 1966 TO 1971
1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
in Swiss francs

1. Expenditure on C.C.I.R. meetings 1,500,000 180,000 1,150,000 2,200,000 220,000 | 1,375,000
2. Additional credits for C.C.I.R. meetings

in 1966 150,000
3. Expenditurc on C.C.I.T.T. meetings 1,500,000 1,400,000 1,800,000 1,300,000 | 1,300,000 1,400,000
4. Ezxpenditure on the Aeronautical E.A.E.C. 1,000,000
5. EBExpenditure on the World Administrative

Maritime Radio Conference 1,200,000
6. Expenditure on Seminars 32,0600 55,000 35,000 25,000 35,000 35,000
7. Expenditure on an Administrative Telegraph

and Telephone Conference 1,500,000
8. Expenditure on an Ordinary Administrative

Radio Conference 2,000,000
9, Expenditure on the Plenipotentiary

Conference, 1971 2,500,000

4,182,600 2,815,000 | 4,985,000 5,035,000 | 1,555,000 5,310,000
4,185,000 2,815,000 | 4,985,000 5,035,000 | 1,555,000 | 5,310,000

Total for the period 1966 to 1971:

23,885,000 Swiss francs
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AGENDA
OF THE
THIRTY-THIRD PLENARY MiATING

Tuesday, 9 November 1965 at 4 p,.m,

Draft text of Annex 1 to the Convention
Seventh and last Report by Comuittee 6

Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee
Series B15

Draft Resolution - Latin American Regional
Conference

Date upon which the Secretary-General and the
Deputy Secretary-General shall take up office

Regional offices

Texts submitted for inclusion in the Final Protocol

Miscellaneous

PLENARY MEETING

Document No.

131

553
572

450, 495-497,
514~516, 518-520,
525-528, 537-548,
550, 551, 554~
570, 573=575,
>TT, 578

G.A, WETTSTEIN
Chairman of the Conference
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Original ¢ Spanish

PLENARY MEETING

PANARA
FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of ithe

Republic of Panama to the Plenipotentiary
Conference of the Internationsl

Telecommunice tion Union, Montreux 1965,

declares that the Government of the Republic of Panama accepts no financial
engagement which may ultimstely result from reservations made by other

govermments taking pert in the present Conference, concerning any aspect
of the finances of the Union,




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Doounent. Nlo._504-F

9 HWovember 1965

MONTREUX 1965 Original : Spanish

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA

FINAL PROTOCOL

1. The Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela declares that it
reserves for its Government the right to accept or not to accept the provi-

sions of para. 193-A of the present Convention, concerning the Administrative
Regulations.

2. The Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela declares that its
Government reserves the right to take such action as it may consider
necessary to protect its interests, should other countries not observe the
provisions of this Convention.

3. The Republic of Venezuela cannot accept any consequences of reser-
vations made to this Convention or its Annexes, which may give rise to a
direct or indirect increase in the share it takes in defraying the expenses
of the International Telecommunication Union.
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Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

CHINA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Republic of Chine to the Plenipotentiary

Conference of the International Telecommunication Union at Montreux, 1965,
: as at Atlantic City, Buenos Aires and Geneva, is the only legitimate

represcntation of China therein, and is recognized as such by the Conference.
Any Declarations or Reservations made in conncction with or attached to the
present Convention by any Members of the Union, incompatible with the
position of the Republic of China as set forth above, are illegal and
therefore null and void, To those Members of the Union, the Republic of
China doecs not, by signature of this Convention, accept any obligation
arising out of the International Telecommunication Convention (Montreux,
1965) or any of the Protocols annexed thereto.
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MONTREUX 1965 Original : Spanish

PLLNARY MeETING

PERU
FPINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of Peru reserves for its Government the right:

1. to take such action as it may consider necessary to protect its
interests; should cther Members or Asscciate Members fail in any way to

‘ implement the provisions of the International Telccommunication Convention
(Montreux 1965) or its Annexes or Additional rrotocols, or should the
reservetions made by them entail any increase in its share in defraying the
expenses of the Union, or jeopardize the telecommunication services of Peru;

2. to accept or not to accept all or any one of the provisions of the
Administrative Regulations mentioned in Article 14 of the Convention.
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MONTREUX 1965 Original : French

PLEVARY MEETING

THE REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA
FINATL, PROYTOCCL

The Delegation of the Republic of Costa Rica reserves its
Government's right to accept or not to accept the consequences of any
reservations made by other governments, should such reservations entail
any increase in its contribution towards defraying the expenses of the
’. Union, or should reservations by these countries jeopardize its telecommuni-
cation services.
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MONTREUX 1965 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF RWANDA
FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Republic of Rwanda reserves for its Government
the right to take such action as it considers necessary to protect its
‘ interests, should lMembers or Associate Members fail to observe in any way
. the provisions of the International Telecommunication Convention (Liontreux,
1965), or the attached Annexes and Regulations, or should the reservations
made by other countries jeopardize the proper operation of its telecommuni-
cation services.
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PLENARY MBETING

REPUBLIC OF KOREA

FINAL PROTOCOL

The Delegation of the Republic of Korea declares that it is, as
at the previous Conferences since the accession of Korea to the Union, the
’ only legitimate representation throughout Korea and recognized as such by
the Conference. Any Declaration or Rescrvation made in connection with or
attached to the present Convention by any Liember of the Union, incompatible
with the position of the Republic of Xorea as set forth above, is illegal
and therefore null and void.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Doguzent, Jio. 592-F
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MONTREUX 1965 Original : Spanish

PLENARY MEETING

ARGEWTINE REPUBLIC, BOLIVIA, BRAZTL, REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA,
COSTA RICA, CHILE, ECUADOR, GUATEMALA, MEXICO, NICARAGUA, PANAMA,
PARAGUAY, PERU, AND REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA

PINAL PROTOCOL

The above Delcgations declare that, in regional conferenccs and
‘ meetings, they do not accept the principle that Members of the Union not
belonging to the region concerned should take part with voting rights.
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MONTREUX 1965 Original : Spanish

PLENGRY MEETING

DRAFT RESOLUTION

The Plenipotentiary Gonference (Montreux, 1965),

considering
1. the possibility that some activities of Union Headquarters may be
more timely and efficient for the benefit of Members' countries very far
, away from Geneva,

2. the necessity of permanently coordinating the activities

a) of the various international organizations connected with the
telecommunication services of the administrations;

b) of the regional experts and those on mission,
in view of

the proposals submitted by some countries for setting up
regional offices of the Union,

taking into account

the fact that, although the countries Members of the given region
will grant facilities for *he installation and functioning of the respective

regional office, the financial implications to the Union cannot for the moment
. be clearly determined,

instructs the Secretary-General

to study the advisability of setting up regional offices and to
report on the matter to the Administrative Council,

requests the Administrative Council

to submit, on the basis of the Secretary-General's report, its
own recommendations to the next Plenipotentiary Conference.
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PLENARY MEETING

AGENDA
OF THE

THIRTY--FOURTH PLENARY MELTING

Wednesday, 10 November 1965 at 09.00 hrs.

. Document No.

1. DMinutes of the 22nd Plenary Meeting 466

2. Iinutes of the 23rd Plenary Meesting AGT

3. IMinutes of the 24th Plenary lMeeting 468

4. Minutes of the 25th Plenary Meeting 482

5. Regional offices 572(Rev.)
593

6. Reports by Committess:

- Seventh and Final Report by Committee 6 581

-3
.

Texts submitted by the Editorial Committees

. Series Bl6 520
Series R2 591
Series R3 594%)
8. Turther texts for inclusion in the Minal Protocol h8

9. Date and place of the next Plenipotentiary Conference -

10. Miscellaneous

*)  Will be distributed at approx. 15 hrs.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 596-E

10 November 1965
MONTREUX 1965 Original : English

PLENARY MEETING

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES

FINAL PROTOCOL

For the Republic of the Philippines:

In view of the reservations made by certain countries which may
affect the telecommunication services of the Republic of the Philippines,
‘ the Delegation of the Republic of the Philippines in signing this
Convention on behalf of its Govermment, formally reserves its right to
accept or reject any or all of the provisions of thc Telegraph and
Telephone Regulations, and Additional Redio Regulations, mentioned and
made a part of the Internstional Telecommunication Convention (Montreux,

1965).
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MONTREUX 1965 Original: English

PIENARY MEETING

STATE OF ISRAEL

FINAL PROTOCOL

For the State of Israel:

The reservations made by the Governnments of the Denocratic and
Popular Republic of Algeria, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Republic of
Irag, the Hashemite Kingdon of Jordan, the State of Kuwait, Lebanon, the
Kingdom of Morocco, the Syrian Arab Republic, the United Arab Republic,
the Republic of the Sudan and by Tunisia, being in flagrant contradiction
to the principles ancd purposes of the International Teleconnunication Union
and therefore void of any legal validity, the Governaent of Israel wishes
to put on record thot it rejects these reservations outright and will
proceed on the asswaption that they can have no validity as to the rights
and duties of any Menber State of the International Telecommunication Union.

In any case, the Government of Israel will avail itself of its
rights to safeguard its interest should the Governrents of the Democratic
and Popular Republic of Algeria, the Kingdon of Saudi Arabia, the Republic
of Iraq, the Hashenite Kingdonm of Jordan, the State of Kuwait, Lebanon,
the Kingdon of Morocco, the Syrian Arab Republic, the United Arab Republic,
the Republic of the Sudan and Tunisia in any way violate any of the
Articles of the International Telecommunication Convention.
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PLENARY MERTING

AGENDA
OF THE
THIRTY-FIFTH PIENARY MEETING

Wednesday, 10 November 1965 at 15.30 hours

Document WNo.

1. Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee

Series B17 598
Series R3 594

2. Miscellaneous

G.A. WETTSTEIN
Chairman of the Conference
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PLENARY MEETING

MINUTES
OF THE
THIRTY-THIRD PLENARY MEETTNG

Tuesday, 9 November 1965, at 4 p.m.

Chairman : Mr. G.A. WETTSTEIN (Swiss Confederation)

Subjects discussed 3 Document No.

l. Participation of the Republlc of South Africa
"in regional conferences 485(Rev.2)

2. Draft text of Annex 1 to the Convention 473

3. Draft Resclution - Latin-American Reglonal

Conference 151
4, Declarations for inclusion in the 450, L4o5-497,
Final Protocol 514-516, 518-520,

505-528, 537-548,
550; 551 F) 554-570 5
573575, 577, 578

0 5. Date on which the Secretary-General and the
Deputy Secretary-General shall take office 555

6. Texts submitted by the Editorial. Committee. - . . L
Series B.15 571

7. Regional offices 572



Document No. 600-E
‘Page 2

The following countries were represented

Afghanistan; Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria; Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia; Argentine Republic; Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Sccialist Republic; Union of Burma; Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Bulgaria; Federal Republic of Cameroon; Canada; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China; BRepublic of Cyprus; Republic of
Colombia; Demccratic Republic of the Ccngo; Republic of Korea; Republic
of the Ivory Ccast; Cuba; Republic of Dahomey; Denmark; Group of
Territories represented by the French Overseas Post and Telecommunication
Agency; Spain; United States of America; Ethiopia; Finland; France;
Greece; Guatemala; Republic of Guinea; Republic of Upper Volta;
Hungarian People's Republic; Republic of India; Republic of Indonesia;
Iran; TIreland; Iceland; State of Israel; Ttaly; Jamaica; Japan;
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; Xenya; State of Kuwait; Kingdom of Laos;
Principality of Liechtenstein; ILuxembourg; Malaysia; Malawi;

Malagasy Republic; Republic of Mali; Malta; Kingdom of Morocco;

Islamic Republic of Mauritania; Mexico:; Monaco; Mongolian Pedple's
Republic; Nepal; Republic of the Niger; Nigeria (Federal Republic of);
Norway; New Zealand; Uganda; Pakistan; Panama; Paraguay; Kingdom of
the Nethérlands; Republic of the Philippines; Pecple's Republic of Poland;
Portugal; Spanish Provinces of Africa; Portuguese Oversea Provinces;
Syrian Arab Republic; United Arab Republic; Federal Republic of Germany;
Federal Socialist Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic; Somali Republic; Sccialist Republic of Roumania; United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Republic of Rwanda; Republic
of Senegal; Sierra Leone; Singapore; Republic of the Sudan; Sweden;
Swiss Confederation; Republic of the Chad; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic;
Territories of the United States of America; Overseas Territories for the
international relations of which the Government of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland are responsible; Thailand; Togolese
Republic; Trinidad and Tobago; Tunisia; Turkey; Union of Soviet
Sccialist Republics; Oriental Republic cf Uruguay; Republic of Venezuela;
Republic of Zambia.

United Nations and Specialized Agencies

Universal Postal Unicn (U.P.U.)

Tnternational Telecommunication Union : Dr. Manohar B. SARWATE,
Deputy Secretary-General

Secretary of the Conference : Mr, Clifford STEAD
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Participation of the Republic of South Africa in regional conferences
(Document No. 485(Rev, 2)) (contd.)

The Delegate of Ethiopia said that in view of the adoption of the
resolution put forward by the African countries and in order not to delay the
work of the Conference, he had decided to withdraw the proposal contained in
Document No. 485,

The Delegate of Cameroon asked whether the said resolution would
come into force at the same time as. the Convention, and if so whalt measures
the Secretariat would take for conferences held before that date.

In reply, the Deputy Secretary—Gener@& said that the Convention énd
its Protocols came into force on the date decided by the Plenipotentiary
Conference, but that resolutions and recommendations normally came into force

immediately tiey were adonted.

Draft text of Annex 1 to the Ccnvention (Document No. A473)

The Delegate of Argentina made the following statement :

"Page 2 of Document N.. 473, the list of countries to appear as
Anmnex 1 to the Cenvention, contains "the Overseas Territories fTor the
international relations of which the Government of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland are responsible”,
" As is 1ts custom, the Govornment in question includes in this
group of territories the "Falkland Islands and Dependencies" and the "British
Antarctic Territories".
" The Argentine Delegation wishes tc place on record that this
practice in no way affects Argentine sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands,
the South Sandwich Islands, and the'South'Georgia Islands, occupied by the
United Kingdom as the result of an act of force never accepted by the
Argentine Government, which hereby reaffirms the inalienable rights of the
Argentine Republic and declares that these territories and the land lying
in the Argentine Sector of the Antarctic are not the colony or possession of
any other nation but form an integral part of Argentine territory.
" With regard to the name used in the gforementioned document to
designate the Malvinas Islands, the Argentine Delegation wishes to draw
attention to the decision of the United Nations Special Committee set up to
study the application of the Declaration concerning the granting of independ-
ence to colonial countries and peoples; this Ccmmittee, in approving by
general agreement the Report of Sub—Committee IIT on the Malvinas Islands,
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dated 13 November 1964, decided by a majority vote that the word "Malvinas'
should appear beside the name "Falkland" in all documents of the Special
Committee, it having been proposed that such a compromise be adopted for ali
United Nations documents." .

He added that a similar statement had been made in connection
with the Final Protocol and it held good for all other I.T.U. documents.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said his delegation was unable
to accept the statement made by the Delegate of Argentina; his views were
contained in Document No. 567 which concerned the Final Protocol.

The Delegate of Panama thought it might be advisable to specify
in the list which territories were included in each of the groups listed in
Annex 1 to the Convention.

The Deputy Secretary-General explained that those detalls were
published annually in the Secretary-General's Report which was distributed
to all Administrations.

Document No. 473 was approved.

Draft Resolution ~ Latin-American Regional Conference (Document No. 131)

The Delegate of Mexico introduced the document, saying that its
purpose was the convening of a regional conference in accordance with a
resolution of the Administrative Council. Such a conference would coordinate
the efforts being made by the various organizations, study problems concerned
with technical assistance and draw up the necessary recommendations and
agreements.

The Delegate of Colombia associated himself with the ideas
expressed in the Mexican Resolution and recalled that he had submitted a
similar paper.

The Delegate of Guatemala was also in favour of the convening of
a regional conference and hoped that radiocommunication problems could be
included on its agenda. He read out part of the circular-letter from the
Chairman of the I.F.R.B., dated 18 August 1965, in which attention was
drawn to those problems.

The Delegate of Jamaica agreed with the Delegate of Guatemala
on the recessity of dealing with radiocommunication matters, and noted that
the question of languages would also have to be taken into account.

-’

.\
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_ The Chairman of the I.F.R.B, expressed the hope that the
Conference would be convened and problems of special interest dealt with,
in particular broadcasting services in the lower frequency bands and in the
tropical zone.

The Delegates of Brazil and Venezuela shared that hope.

The Delegate of the U,S.S.R. peinted cut that the term "Special
Conference" had been deleted from the Convéntior. and therefore suggested
that the word "Special" be removed from the title of the Resolution.
Referring to number 199 of the Geneva Convention, whereby the expenses of
a regional conference were borne by the Members of that region, he asked
what financial arrangements the Council would have to make and why they had
not been menticned in the relevant part of the Resolution.

The Delegate of Mexico, in reply, agreed to the deletion of the
word "Special from the title. As for financial arrangements, the Pleni-
potentiary Conference would hand the matter over to the Administrative
Council which would then fix a minimum expenditure within budgetary limits.

.The Delegate of France queried the status of the proposed
conference; he noted that other Latin-American telecommunication organiza-
tions were involved so it would not be purely an I.T.U. confercnce; he
thought that would create a precedent for other regions.

The Deputy Secretary—-General pointed cut that the conference would
be convened under the provisions of number 67 of the Conventlon and
would therefore be a normal regional conference of the I.T.U.

The Delegate of France replied that the situation was now clear;
it was to be an I.T.U. conference to which outside bodies were invited, and
the cost of such a conference, as mentioned by the Delegate of the U.S.3.R
would be borne by those participating.

.~

The Deputy Secretary-General recalled that the proposal to convene
the conference was the result of discussions in the Administrative Council,
which had made a reccmmendation to that effect at its Twentieth Session.

The draft resolution conteined in Document No. 131 was approved.

Declarations for inclusion in the Final Protocol (Documents Nos. 450,

495-497, 514-516, 518-520, 525-528, 537-548, 550, 551, 554-570, 573-575)

The Chairman noted the reservations contained in the documents
under consideraticn and asked whether the meeting was in favour of including
them in the Final Protocol.
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The Delegate of Morocco, speaking as Chairman of Committee 6,
referred to the reservations made about the consedquences of requests to be
entered into a lower class of contribution., Article 15 of the Convention
made it possible for Members to change their class of contribution until
six months before the entry into force of the Montreux Convention, so the
Treservaticns served no useful purpose.

The Secretary of the Conference, rceplying to a query by the
Delegate of Ceylon, said that nearly all countries, even those with reserva-
tions, had subsequently ratified the Convention, but when doing so drew
attention to the reservations made at the time of signature.

The Delegate of the Netherlands apologized for not having entered
his reservation earlier, but exvlained that the issues leading to that
reservation had arisen only after the time-limit.

The Secretary of the Conference explained that a time-limit had
been fixed so as to allow delegations time to make counter-reservations and
to decide whether they should be included in the Final Acts. He agreed with
the Delegate of Morocco as to the inadvisability of including all the
‘reservations concerned with finances. As many of the reservations dealt
with the same subject, it would perhaps be possible to group them for the
sake of economy; wunless certain delegations withdrew their reservations.

The Delegate of Morocco repeated that he saw no reason for
financial reservations; according to the Convention Members were free to
choose their class of contribution and were then obliged to remain in it,

The Delegate of Colombla recalled that there had been similar
discussions at the previcus Plenipotentiary Conference and on that occasion
the reservations had not been withdrawn althcocugh that course had been
suggested.

The Delegate of Brazil felt that the fixing of a deadline was
illogical since subsequent discussions could cause countries to make
reservations.

The Secretary of the Conference repeated that the object of fixing
the deadline had been to allow time for the reservations to be published,
whereupon delegations could, if they desired, enter counter-reservations.

He had, in fact, issued two reservations, nect counter-reservations, which
had been received after the time-limit.

The Delegate of Brazil said he realised that reservations could be
submitted on matters already dealt with, but it was still possible for
reservations to be entered on subjects not yet discussed, and he wished to
know if any provisions were made for such an eventuality.
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The Delegate of Venezuela agreed with the point just raised. He
considered that reservations in respect cf the Administrative Regulations
(number 193 of the existing Convention) should appear in the Final Protocol,
but he was willing for the text to appear once, with a list of the countries
concerned. His reservation was due to the fact that his Government would
need some time to study all the Regulations before they could be approved.

The Delegate of Mexico suggested that the countries with reserva-
tions about the contributory unit be invited to withdraw them.

The reservations already enteircd were noted, w1th the hooe that
some of them could be grouped together.

Date on which the becretarJ—General and the Deputy Secretary—Gencral shall

take office (Document No. 553)

The Chairman said that Dr. Sarwate, Secretary-General elect and
Mr, Mili, Deputy Secretarv—General elect, had agreed to the suggested date of

1 January 1966.

Document No. 553 was therefore approved.

. Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee —~ Series B.15 (Document No. 571)

Page O1
Approved.
Page 02

The Delegate of the United States of America observed that the
terms "world administrative telegraph and telephone conference" and "world
administrative radio conference" used in paragraph 3.2 were incorrect and
should be amended by Committee 10.

With regarc tc paragraph 3.1, he made the following statement :

"The United States Delegation believes that the limit agreed to by
Committee 6 on expenditure for conferences and meetings for the period
1966-1971 is very liberal, being approximately twice the amcunt established
as the comparable limit for the period 1961-1965, We trust that the Adminis-
trative Council, in approving the estimates for the individual conferences
and meetings to be held in the period 1966-1971, will seek to effect all
possible economies consistent with the satisfactory ccnduct of those
conferences and meetings.
" If there is no objection, we request that this statement be trans-
mitted from the Conference to the Administrative Council for its guidance."

In the absence of any objection, it was so decided.
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. The Delegatc of Chile said that the Spanish text of paragraph 3.2
should be reviscd. ' '

Page 02 was approved as amended.

Page 03

Approved.

Regicnal offices (Dccument No, 572)

The Delegate of Brazil, on behalf of all the Latin—American
countries, hoped that the question of regional offices would be considered
by the Administrative Council and the necessary steps taken without undue
delay. He was sure that the Latin-American countries could submit all the ‘
detailed information needed for the setting-up of such an office and the
Council was fully competent to decide whether it was feasible. If the
Council were in favour of establishing regional offices then action should
be taken soon - areas where telecommunications were still developing needed
assistance immediately and waiting for several years would be useless.

The Delegate of the U.3.3.R. said he did not fully understand the
.document- being considered, which was called an amendment to a U.3.3.R.
proposal. Committeec 8 had approved unanimously the décision to leave it to
the Council to submit a proposal to the next Plenipotentiary Conference and
he saw no reason for discussing it further. -

The Delegate of Colombia said that in the discussions of Committee 8
he had pointed out that the matter was not entirely within the competence of
that Committee; accordingly the Latin-American countries had abstained from
the vote and had reserved the right to bring the subject up in Plenary

meeting. .

The Delepate of Cuba asked for the title tc specify the Latin-
American countries presenting the paper to aveid confusion; his delegation,
although from Latin—-America, had not been among those who submitted the
request.

The Delegate of Brazil, referring to the intervention of the
Dalegate of the U.S.S.R., said that the original proposal in Committee 8
had been made by that delegation, and the Latin-American countries werc very
appreciative., He felt sure that the Soviet delegate would agree that any
matter could be re—-opened in Plenary meeting if it had noct been dealt with
completely in Committee; in the case in pcint, the matter had not been
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finally settled because of the reservatlons made by almost all the Latin-

American delegation. . : . .

He agreed with the point raised by the Delegate of Cuba and said
another version would be issued.

The Chairman suggested that the delegations concerned prepare a

revised text for distribution after the break.

After The break, the Delegate of Mexico said that the Latin-
American delegations concerned had agreed to issue o revised version of
their text*). The names of the countries concerned —. Argentina, Bclivia,
Brazil, Cclombia, Costa Rica, Chile, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Nicaragua,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru and Venezuela - would be listed in the heading, and
the text would take the form of a draft resclution, in which the section
following "instructs the Secretary-General" would be preceded by a
mem%ﬂerpmegaﬂ1mm@ngasfdlmm

"considering
" the proposals concerning the creation of regional offices presented
to the Conference and the importance attached thereto by many countries;"

The reason why Document No. 572 had been submitted in its existing
form was that the sponsors had wished to relate it to the deliberations of
the 17th meeting of Committee 8, in which the subject of regional offices
had been discussed at length and a number of proposals had been put forward.
Certain delegations had been unable to vote for the U.S.S.R. proposal that
had been approved at the 18th and final meeting, in the belief that delay in
deciding to establish regional offices concerned the very future of the Union
if it really wished to become a world-wide organizaticn; they had stated in
the Committee that they were not participating in the vote because they
considered that the matter was so important that the Plenary Meeting itself
should take the final decision on whether the Administrative Council was
indeed competent, as they believed it was, to set up regional offices without
waiting for the next Plenipotentiary.Conference.

*) Subsesquently issued as Document No. 572(Rev.)
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Speaking as Chairman of Committee 8, he read out the text of the
U.S.5.R. proposal which had been approved, as follows

"That the Plenipotentiary Conference charge the Secretary-General
to study the question of the opportunity to establish regional offices and
to present a report on this question to the Administrative Council.

" That the Plenipotentiary Conference rccommend the Administrative
Council to study the report of the Secretary-General and to submit its own
recommendations to the next Plenipotentiary Conference.m

The Delegate of Sweden made the fcllowing statement :

"I have not asked for the floor to discuss the substance of the
matter dealt with in Deccument No. 572, but merely to state the following facts .
" In the first place, the proposal tc createé regional offices was
fully discussed in Committee 8.
" Secondly, Committee 6 has submitted its report and we have just
taken some decisions on financial matters.
" Moreover, I should like to point cut that about an hour ago some
delegates asked questions about the intention and effect of the reservations
which some countries have alrcady made, stating that they accept no conse-
quences leading to an increase of their share in defraying the expenses of
the Union. The introduction of Document No. 572 has given us an excellent
example of why reservaticns of this kind are or may be necessary.
" This leads me to my third point : I want to state that the Swedish
Delegation camnot accept any financial consequences if the draft resolution
in Document No. 572 is accepted and the Administrative Council is empowered '
to decide on the creation of regional offices. In that event we may have
to introduce an additional reservation before the end of this Conference."

The Delegate of the Bielorussian S.S.R. observed that Committee 8
had taken the decision becazuse it really was not clear whether there was any
need for regional offices and, if there was such a need, which region should
be given priority. That complex question affected the very structure of the
Union. Of course, Committee decisions were not always taken unanimously,
but the U.S.S.R. proposal had been approved by the majority. Moreover, the
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Latin-American amendment was in effect a new proposal, which took for granted
that the principle of creating regional offices had been adopted, whereas
that was not the case. It Wwas obvious that the Administrative Council should
study the nprinciple, not only the procedure, of setting up the offices;
accordingly, the decision of Committee 8 should not be reversed.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. assured the Brazilian delegate that
he had not intended to question the right c¢f all delegations to bring any
matter before the Plenary Meeting. -To break the deadlock reached in
Committee &, his delegation had submitted its proposal as a compromisec
solution, which had been accepted by the majority; the proper course now
would be to place the Committee's decision before the Plenary Meceting, to
show exactly what the majority view had been. He therefore proposed that the
Chairman of Committee &8 should have the Committee's decision circulated as a
document, to enable those who could not agree to it to put forward their
arguments and proposed amendments on the basis of a specific text : it was
anomalous to discuss an amendment to a text which was not before the mecting.

The Delegate of Ireland said i1t was precisely because his delegation
attached the utmost importance to the problem that it wanted it to be given
the most careful study and consideraticn. Such a revolutionary and costly
step should be decided only by the Plenipotentiary Conference, on the basis
of the most detailed informotion that could be obtained. Moreover, there
could be no doubt that the question had been fully discussed in Committee &
nor that the decision had been taken by a large majority : 43 delegations
had voted in favour and none against, and there had been 18 abstentions.

The Delegate of Mexico, speaking as Chairman of Committee 8,
confirmed that the results of the vote had been those cited by the Delegate
of Ireland. The Secretariat would circulate the text of the proposal that
had been approved as a corrigendum tc the Committee's last report (Document
No. 511), but perhaps the meeting would be prepared to settle the matter on
the basis of the text he had read out at dictation speed.
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The Delegate of Brazil observed that,
to regard the Latin-American proposal as an amen
follow the course advocated by the U.S.3.R. dele
original proposal and the revised text of the La
distributed in writing.

It was sc agreecd.

The meeting rose at 7 ..

Secretary of the Conference : Deputy Secretary-General

Since some delegations seemed
dment, it might be better to
gate and to wait until the
tin-American proposal were

: Chairman

Clifford STEAD Manohar B. SARWATE G.A. WETTSTEIN
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The following countries were represented:

Afghanistan; Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria; Kingdom of Saudi
Arabias Argentine Republic; Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic; Union of Burma; Bolivia; Brazil; People's
Republic of Bulgaria; Federal Republic of Cameroon; Canada; Central
African Republic; Ceylon; Chile; China; Republic of Cyprus; Republic of
Colombia; Democratic Republic of the Congo; Republic of the Congo
(Brazzaville); Republic of Xorea; Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory Coast;
Cuba; Republic of Dahomey; Denmark; Group of Territories represented by
the French Overseas Post and Telecommunication Agency; Spain; United States
of America; Ethiopia; Finland; France; Greece; Guatemala; Republic of
Guinea; Republic of Upper Volta; Hungarian People's Republic; Republic of
India; Republic of Indonesia; Iran; Republic of Irag; Ireland; Iceland;
State of Israel; Italy; Jamaica; Japan; Hashemite Kingdom of Jordans
Kenya; State of Kuwait; Lebanon; Republic of Liberia; Principality of
Liechtenstein; ILuxembourg; Halaysia; Malawi; Malagasy Republic; Republic
of Mali; Malta; Kingdom of Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritaniag

- llexico; Monaco; Ilongolian People's Republic; Nepal; Nicaragua;:- - Republic
of the Niger; Nigeria (Federal Republic of); Norway; New Zealand; Uganda;
Pakistan; Panama; Paraguay; Kingdom of the Netherlands; Peru; Republic
of the Philippines; People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; Spanish
Provinces of Africa; Portuguese Oversea Provinces; Syrian Arab Republic;
United Arab Republic; TFederal Republic of Germany; Federal Socialist
Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic; Socialist
Republic of Roumania; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland;
Republic of Rwandas; Republic of Senegal; Sierra Leone; Republic of the
Sudan; Sweden; Swiss Confederation; Republic of the Chad; Czechoslovak

' Socialist Republic; Territories of the United States of America; Overseas
Territories for the international relations of which the Government of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and lorthern Ireland are responsible;
Thailand; Togolese Republic; Trinidad and Tobago; Tunisia; Turkeys;

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Oriental Republic of Uruguay; Republic
of Venezuela; Republic of Zambia.

United Nations and Specialized Agencies

Universal Postal Union (U.P,U.)

Intcrnational Telecommunication Union: Ir. Gerald C. GROSS,
- Secretary-General

Secretary of the Conference: Mir., Clifford STEAD
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Minutes of the Twenty-second Plensry Meeting (Document No. 466)

Approved.

Minutes of the Twenty-third Plenary Meeting,(Document No. 467)

_ Approved, subject to replacement of "General" by "FPlenary" and of
"Scandinavia" by "Geneva" in the second line of the last paragraph on Page 7.

Minutes of the Twenty-fourth Plenary Mecting (Docament No._468)

Approved.

Minutes of the Twenty-~fifth Plenary Meeting (Document No. 432)

Approved.

The Secretary—-General stated that according to well-established
tradition, and in conformity with the relevant provisions of the Convention,
the Chairman of the Conference will have to approve the Minutes of all Plenary

meetings after the 25th, since they would not be available until after the
closurc of the Conference. :

It was so agreed.

In reply to a statement by the Chairman of Committee 8, the Secretary-

General said that under Nc. 656 of the Convention, Chairmen of Committees had

the necessary authority to read and approve all summary records outstanding
after closure of the Conference. Any corrections to -summary records which

could not be approved at meetings should be sent to the Secretariat, which

would transmit them to. the Committee Chairmen.

Regional Offices (Documents Nos. 593 and 572(Rev.)) .

The Chairman said that the Conference had before it two documents :
one from Committee 8 (Document No. 593) and the ‘other submitted by a number
of Latin-American countries {Document No. 572(Rev.1)). The latter provided
that after a study of the possible creation of regional offices, the Admini-
strative Council could take the appropriate steps itself at a subsequent
session. The draft resolution in Document No. 593 on the other hand, deferred
any decision on the matter until the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

The Delegate of Colombia recalled that his country had reserved the
right to speak on the matter in the Plenary Meeting. Without wishing to
recpen the discussion, he wished to say that the question of opening regional
cffices had been raised in the Union before, namely, at the last Plenipotentiary
Conference in 1959, and again in Bogoutd in 1953, but it had always been shelved.
Now the Conference was once again instructing the Administrative C:iuncil to
report on the subject to the next Plenipotentiary Conference.
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The question was of vital importance, beth for Latin-American
countries and for the future of the Union, for in the years to come the
evolution of the new or developing countries was bound to follow its course.
That being so, what was the position with regard to application of Article 4
of the Convention? It appeared to be extremely theoretical, since it was
clear that none of the decisions taken by the current Conference had been
sufficiently forceful adequately tu meet the needs of the developing countries.
Such excessive timidity would lead t» a decrease in Union activity in those
parts of the world where its aid was most urgently required.

For that reason the Delegation of Colombia was unable to accept
the draft resolution as set cut in Document No. 59%; it did accept however
in a conciliatory spirit, the cumpromise text ¢ mtained in Document Nu. 572(Rev.).

The Delegate of the United States thought that there was a need for
realism. If regional offices were t. be established —there would probably be .
three of them - they would cost about 1.5 million francs. No provision for such
expenditure had been made in the budget, the ceilings of which had been set for
fortheoming years. Consequently only the next Plenipotentiary Conference
could deal with the matter. :

The Chairman of Committee 8 pcinted out that on the instructions of
the Chairman of the Conference, he had simply made it his business to submit
the U.S5.3.R. proposal as a draft resoluticen, though in actual fact only the
first part had been approved by Committee 8.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. confirmed that statement and proposed
that a draft resolution be adopted, which would contain the considerandun of
Document No. 572(Rev.) and the operative part of Document No. 593.,

The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported that proposal.

The Delegate of Mexico asked the Conference first of all to take a
decision on the draft resolution in Document No. 572(Rev.).

L The Chairman of Committee 6 pointed out that adoption of the
resolution in Document No. 572(Rev.) would automatically entail a change in
- the B.15 series of texts which had already been adopted, including the
Additional Protocol on annual expenditure, the limits for which were already
fixed. :

At the request of the Delegate of Brazil supported by the Delegates
of Argentina and Guatemala a vote by roll call was teken on Document No. 572zRev.).

The result of the voﬁing was as follows :

For: 25 Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; Argentine Republic; Bolivia;
Brazil; TFederal Republic of Cameroon; Central African
Republic; Chile; Republic of Colombiag Republic of the
Congo (Brazzaville); Costa Rica; Republic of the Ivory
Coast; Guetemala; Republic of Guinea; Republic of Upper
Volta; Republic of Indiaj Republic of Iraq; Malaysia;
Republic of Mali; Mexico; Niceragua; Panama; Paraguay;
Peru; Togolese Republic; Republic of Venezuels.
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Against: 45

Abstentions: 38
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Australia; Belgium; Bielorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic; People's Republic of Bulgaria; Canada; Ceylong
Cuba; Denmark; United States of America; PFPinland; France;
Hungarian People's Republic: Ireland; lceland; State of
Israel; Jamaica; Japan; Kingdom of Laos; Republic of
Liberia; Principality of Liechtenstein; Luxembourg;
Monaco; Mongolian People's Republic; Norway; New Zealand;
Uganda; Kingdom of the Netherlands; People's Republic

of Poland; Portugal; Portuguese Oversea Provinces; Syrian
Arab Republic; United Arab Republic; Federal Socialist
Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic;
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland;
Sierra Leone; Sweden; Swiss Confederation; United Republic
of Tanzaniaj; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic; Territories

" of the United States of America; Overseas Territories for

the international relations of which the Government of
the United Kinglom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
are responsible; Trinidad and Tobago; Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics; Republic of Zambiea,

Afghanistan; Algerian Democratic and Popular Republic
Austria; China; Republic of Cyprus; Vatican City State;
Democratic Republic of the Congo; Republic of Korea; Group
of Territories represented by the French Overseas Post

and Telecommunication Agency; Spain; Ethiopia; Gabon
Republic; Republic of Indonesia; Iran; Italy; State of
Kuwait; Lebanon; Malagasy Republic; Malta; Kingdom of
Morocco; Islamic Republic of Mauritania; Nepal; Republic
of the Niger; Federal Republic of Nigeria; Pakistan;
Republic of the Philippines; Spanish Provinces in Africa;
Federal Republic of Germany; Socialist Republic of Roumania:
Republic of Rwanda; Republic of the Senegal; Singapore;
Republic of the Sudan; Republic of the Chad; Thailand;
Tunisia; Turkey; Republic of Viet—Nam.

The proposal contained in Document No. 572 (Rev.) was therefore
rejected by 45 votes to 25, with 38 abstentions.

The Delegate of Yugoslavii made the following statement:

"I consider it necessary to explain why the Delegation of
Yugoslavia voted as it did.

I should first like to stress that the question of setting up

regional offices should not be confused with that of assistance to
developing countries.
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" The position of the Government of Yugoslavia with regard to

assistance to developing countries is clear enough. My country has always
nade, and will continue to make, considerable efforts to provide assistance
to developing countries, since it holds that this is an appropriate way of
removing the inequality between countries and. thus ensuring lasting world
peace.

" The question of setting up regional offices is of much greater

importance for our Union and for all of us present here. Our Union is
based on the principle of universality and it is thanks to that principle
that it has been able to perform its duties successfully for 100 years.

" Since 1947, the principle of equitable geographical distribution
has been introduced to eansure that all continents will be represented in
the organs of the Union.

" This principle is certainly a good one, but I have the impression .
that we have gone a little too far in strengthening the influence of the

various regions of our Union. Some important regional orgesnizations have

been set up and it is already established practice that any important

meeting of an I.T.U. organ must be preceded by regional meetings dealing

with specific problems very often from the standpoint of the interests of

the region concerned. S

" It is quite natural that in such a galaxy of organizations with
their own interests, we may lose sight of the common interests of the Union
and in that way, endanger the spirit and principle of universality. That is
why we consider that any strengthening of the influence of the various
regions results in a weakening of the influence of the Union itself.

" The establishment of regional offices is defined on the plea of the

need to provide technical assistance for the various regions., Hevertheless,

- we do not think that that is the best way of providing technicel assistance.

On the contrary, we greatly fear that considerable suns of noney which

should be used for technical assistance proper might be used for staff

salaries and the other expenses of regional offices. We are convinced that .
Parkinson's Law would apply here, too, with all its force.

" Within the General Secretariat, there already exists a special
department for technical cooperation which will, henceforth, be reinforced.
We also have the C.C.I.R.-C.C.I.T.T, Plan Committees.

" We consider that