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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 401-E

23 October 1973
MALAGA -TORREMOLINOS 1973 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

Final Protocol

FOR MONACO

L) The Delegation of Monaco reserves for its Government
the right to take such action as it may consider necessary

to safeguard its interests, should certain Members not share
in defraying the expenses of the Union, or should they fail

to comply with the requirements of the International
Telecommunication Convention (Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973), or
its Annexes or the Protocols attached thereto, or should
reservations by other countries jeopardize the smooth and
efficient operation of its telecommunication services.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No, 402-E

23.0gtober 1973
MALAGA - TORREMOLINOS 1973 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

Final Protocol

FOR AUSTRIA, LUXEMBOURG AND
THE KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLANDS

The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries
reserve for their Governments the right to take any action
which they may consider necessary to safeguard their interests
should certain 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 (Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973), or its Annexes or the
Protocols attached thereto, or should reservations by other
countries be liable to cause an increase in their contributory
shares in defraying Union expenses, or, finally, should
reservations by other countries jeopardize their
telecommunication services.
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 403-E

23 October 1873
MALAGA -TORREMOLINOS 1973 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

Final Protocol

FOR THE SOCIALIST FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF YUGOSLAVIA

The Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of
‘ Yugoslavia reserves for its Government the right

1. to take any action that it deems necessary to safeguard
the interests of its telecommunications should certain Members
fail to comply with the provisions of this Convention, or should

reservations by other countries jeopardize its telecommunication
services;

2. to take any action it may consider necessary to safeguard
its interests should certain Members not share in defraying the
expenses of the Union, or should any reservations by other

countries be liable to cause an increase in its contributory share
in defraying Union expenses.
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document No. 404-E
MALAGA - TORREMOLINOS 1973 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

Final Protocol

FOR THE CONFEDERATION OF SWITZERLAND AND
THE PRINCIPALITY OF LIECHTENSTEIN

. The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries
reserve for their Governments the right to take the necessary
action to safeguard their interests should any reservations
made or other measures adopted have the effect of jeopardizing
their telecommunication services or lead to an increase in
their contributory shares in defraying Union expenses.



INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MALAGA - TORREMOLINOS 1973

Document HNo. 405-E(Rev

D)

25 Qctober 1873
Original.: French

PLENARY

“th AND LAST REPOKT OF COMMITTEE 4
TO THE PLENARY MECTING

1. At its 13th., 1luth

Comm’tiac studicd and finaliz

I Protocols I and IT 4o the new ‘aﬁ
1.1 dditional Protocol T
period 1974 to 1879, The Conmitt
Administrative Council is not to
budgets for the years 1974 to 197
recurrent admninistrative cxpendit
conferences er meetings {(ses att

on the Finance
he dats Additional
vention, dealing

B

R U

with
Union expenditure for the
oo set limits which the
excaed in preparing the
%, in connection witl
ur< and expenditurse on
ached tables).

1.2 the precedure to be followed
by ‘mdbwrh i E of contribution. The
Committe 3t i of clasg of contribution
should be communicatoed +c cretary - -Genceral by 1 July 19743

S R Ve 3t . 5
Merbers failing to disclose tnb¢v cholce by that date will have
. o - .
CQ contribute ordance with the numbsr of contr4butory
units they v the Montreux Convention.

) T a2nd II wers
transmittad +to
‘ 2, The Finance rongidered o Mexiean

proposal {(Document No. neéw or dLVnTOpﬂng
“OUETIILU to attend C,C, 7T Y » Meetings. The Mexican
proposal had heen qpﬁtcﬂid by Co > 6, which had left it
to Committee 4 to study the budge mplications. The
}%ncnpc‘uomm¢ }c proposes that ¢ enary Meeting should
aagept the resolution on "Invitatic no Ld conferences onr
meetings away from Ceneva' as submit by Mexico.

) ) The text of thiz resolution was transmitted to the
Editorial Commictes.

K. RUTSOHI
Chaedirman

Annexes
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Page &
Data for determining the fiscal limit for Union cxpenditure for 197& +o 1079
- - . ‘ - —— W
Tten I 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1974
] . s s Ak
‘ - - T 1 ) ’ P
if.  IConversion of comp“er programmes ! - ~ - 7,900 1. 200,000 |- 200,000 {- 200,000
! :
i7. Bpecial creait for renewing typewr itey stock § 33,000 § 33,000 ? 33,000 33,0007 33,0060 -
) l .
1e. Repercussions .of increase in ceet of living | o
on budget liumF other than gtaff, _ '
| including computer rental 1 40,000 100,000 280,000 F3C,000 MCC,UQ” 50U O0CH
i ind ) T 5 .
19, Group of T.l. engineers
51. Trazngfer to ordinsry budget 50,000 | 53,000 80,000 50, C00 G, 000 0,000
2. Kecpuitment of spnci lists on ! i :
short-teim contracts } 100,000 {260,000 200,000{ 200,000] 2008,000{ 260,000
M 4
3. Mission expenses {50,000 {109,000 100,000 100,000| 196,000 | 100,000
20 ! Training Division { ; 1 i
Transfer to ordinery budget J 400,606 00,600 | BDG,00 #00,0008 100,000 0“’9“-5
Equipment { 20,000 20,000 ' 20,000 20,0001 20,000 20,000
v ' ’
23.  |Training standard {(T.¢.) i
| | -~ prg mem ~
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-Page 7
Data for determining the fiscal limit for Union expenditure for 1974 to 1979
Item 1974 1975 197¢€ 1977 12738 1578
22. | Additional financial rescurces
for I.T.U. technical ' A
cooperation activities - Dro nem -

34,958,000
5,000,000

36,641,000.
36,650,900

b — = . e e = 4

36,586,500
36,600,000

37,614,000
37,600,000

38,804,000
38,800,000

39,981,000
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TABLE 2

CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS BUDGET FOR THE YEARS 1874 TO 1879
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Annex 2 te Document No. Y405-E (Rev.)

Data for determinirg the fiscal 1imit for Urion =<4penditure for 1874 +o 1979
Itenm 1974 1378 18976 . 1897 1378 187¢
i )
L.
1,983,060
2,108,000
and ¥VIith
2,400,000
700,000 2,108,000) 2,400,000
359,700 350,000f  100,000] 350,000 350,000
730,000 - - - - -
,130,000
52,000 - 50,000 - o0, 006G -
200,000 200,000 205,000 200,000 200,000
6,639,00012,870,000}11,000,000{3,400,000{2,870,000{14,800,00
6,600,000{2,500,000411,000,000)3,260,000]3%,000,0060]14,8G60,00




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE

Document No. 405~E

MALAGA - TORREMOLINOS 1973 23 October 1973

Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

4th AND LAST REPORT OF COMMITTEE U4
TO THE PLENARY MEETING

At its 13th, 1l4th and 15th meetings the Finance
Committee studied and finalized the data for Additional
Protocols I and IT to the new Convention, dealing with

1.1 Additional Protocol I : Union expenditure for the
period 1974 to 1979. The Committec set limits which the
Administrative Council is not to exceed in preparing the
budgets for the years 1974 to 1979, in connection with
recurrent administrative expenditure and expenditure on
conferences and meetings (see attached tables).

1.2 Additional Protocol II : the procedure to be followed
by Members in choosing their class of contribution. The
Committee proposes that the choice of class of contribution
should be communicated to the Secretary-General by 1 July 1974;
Members failing to disclose their choice by that date will have
to contribute in accordance with the number of contributory
units they selected under the Montreux Convention.

The texts of Additional Protocols I and II were
transmitted to the Editorial Committee.

The Finance Committee also considered a Mexican
proposal (Document No. 199) on helping new or developing
countries to attend C.C.I. Study Group Mecetings. The Mexican
proposal had been approved by Committece 6, which had left it
to Committee 4 to study the budgetary implications. The
Finance Committee proposes that the Plenary Meeting should
adopt the resolution on "Invitations to hold conferences or
meetings away from Geneva' as submitted by Mexico.

The text of this resolution was transmitted to the
Editorial Committee.

R. RUTSCHI

Chairman

Annexes : 2
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SEAS T

Data fer determining +he fiseal 13

mit for Union expenditure

for 1374 to 1979

Ttem

1974

-4

S75

-~

- accordance with Staff

297

~2

Increasc in representaticn allowances

of elected officials

Step inereases in salary scale in
Regulations and
Rules

Established posts - creation of
permanent posts for dutiz2s of a
permanent nature

ab,
"

Creation of new posts far the four
permanent organs of the Union

(Normal increase in Urion duties, bagsed
on annual 3% increase i staff
expenditure amounting te

25,978,900 Swiss francs)

At present these posts are carried
on the conferences 1ind meetings
budget (see point 5.2 of Annex 2).

:':)

s

'?

15,000

1,130,000

130,000

1,160,000

1,280,000

600,000

1,190,000

1,560,000

o

890,000

1,220,000

2,340,000

1,250,000

3,120,000

1,440,000

1,280,000

3,900,000
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Data for determining the fiscal limit for Union expenditure for 1974 to 1979

Item

187k

- 1975 .

1876

1977

1978 |

1979

27}

In-

Grading stendards and
classification of posts

Union building
‘Annual instalsments on old
building

Unicn building

Amortization of the cost of
building the Tower

Union buildang

1. Mairtenance fund (amount
included in the 1974 budget
1,000 Swiss francs pro mem)

- 2. Cieaning ccsts

‘Union building

1. Extension of the I.F.R.B.
Compactus

2. Technical equipment for
interpretation into Arabic

¢prvice training of Union staff

10,0060

119,000
50,000

30,000

25,000

- 122,000

119,000
50,000

100,000

25,000

30,000

- pPrc mem -

-~ 575,000

- 208,000

119,000
50,000

- 575,000

- 209,000

119,000
70,000

30,000 |

- 575,000

- 209,000

119,000
70,000

30,000

- 575,000

- 209,000

113,000
100,000
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Data for determiuing the fiscal limit for Unicn cxpenditure for 1874 +to 1979 i

: T e S ——

Item P 1974 1875 :L 1378 bo1977 1973 1574 !

) —_— R H - ;;

- . -~ t e T y - . ’
Conversion of comp “er programmes | - - ! 2. 500 1 o At aAn A PP
L ! § ; - 2,30J5~ QUOKOOu‘* 200,300 {- 200, OUC}

Special 11 wing t - ok 000 | 33 - : :
Special credit for renewing typawriter stock | 33,000 33,400 ! 33.000 23,0004 33 000 _ :
, H o Y‘.

| H

neporcugkLons of increzse in ccst of living f : i
on budget itcms other than staff, i :
including computer rental % wG,000 100,000 QO0,0got 230,000 L0, CC0 500 ~np

“ oy ; PAURN SR

: | . ;

Group of T.C. engineer | :
1. Transfer to ordinary budget ; 50,000 | 55,000 50,000 | SOQOOO £G.007 S¢r nooé
SN . ] Lo 3 MM Pu 1,000
2, Reeruitment of specialists on { = ' !
short-term contracts 100000 \ : Y . . ;

s i f*JO’OOJ- 2C,000 20,000 23,000 20, GO0 20,000
3. Mission expenses 50,000 i ; ~F ¢
’ .; . ‘p' } 50,000 {160,000 i lOO’OOOi 100,000 100,006C i20,000 ]
Training Divisicn i ; :
; ]

Transfer to ordinary budget 1400,000 400,000 | 400,000] 4%00,000) 00,0001 406,007}
Equipment | 20,000 20,000 ! 20,000‘ 20,006| 20,000) 29,900
Training standards (T.C.) ‘ ! i
| | - pr% memn - l
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Page’ 7
Data for determining the fisecal limit for Union expenditure for 1874 to 1879
Item 1974 §7 5% 1676 13977 1278 1979 .
— e -
22. A@d1t¢ona* financial resource
for I.T7.U. technical
,cooperatlon activities _ ~ PO memn -
(Document No. .-103(Rev.)) -

34,988,000 36,641,000{36,586,500]37,614,000
35,000,000|36,650,000] 36,600,000 37,600,000

- o - —— o - -t ot . wn am e o

38,804,000 39,381,000
38,800,000} 39,980,000

bt e o s -
= R e S R
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TABLE 2

ETINGS BUDGET

@

FOR THE YEARS 1974 TO 1979

[~ A

nate for determining the fiscal limit for U

nion expendit

ure in the years 1974 to 1979

Item

1974

1975

1
!

197%

1977

1978

19783

Plenicotentiary
Conrerence .

2. Aidministrative
conferences

3.1 World Administrative
Maritime Radio
Conference
(7 weeks)

2.2 wWorld Administrative

. Radio Conference
tc pregpare & plan
for ths Broad-
casting~Satellite
gervice (B weeks)

2.3 World Aéministrative
§ gadioc Conference
for the Mobile
Aeronautical (R)
Sepvice (6 weeks)

World Administrative
Radio Conierence
to revise the
Radio Regulations
(10 weeks)

~N)
oy

2.5 Interpretation into
Chinese

2.6 Interpretation into
Arabic

3 124 000

3 000 000

1 800 000

(included)

350 000

4 500 000

(included)

600 000
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Data in determining the fiscal limit for Union expenditure in the years

1974 to 1979

N

Ttem 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 13879

¢.C.I.R. Meetings
3.1 Final meétings of Study Groups and

XITIth Plenary Assembly 1 682 00¢C
3.2 Sundry meetings 200 ©GO
2.3 Interim meetings of Study Groups 2 500 000
3.4 _Firal meetings of Study Groups and

¥IVth Plenary Assembly 2 100 000
3.5 Sundry meetings ' ' 250 00¢
3. Intefim meetings of Study Groups 2 850 0CO
3.7 Interpretation into Chinese 20 000 350 000 306 €00 20 000 400 000
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~1

- Data for determining the fiscal l1imi: for Union expenditure for 1874 to 1979

Item 1874 RIS 137¢€ 1877 1378 187¢
C.C.T.T.T. Meetings
4.1 Study Group meetings , 1,682,000
4,2 3tudy Group meetrings 2,100,007
4,2 Study Group meetings and VIth ‘
Plenary Assembly 2,460,000 i
4.4 Study Group mestings 7060,006072,100,000f 2,400,000
4.5 Interpretation intc Chinese 350,000 350,000 139,630 355,000 356,004
.1 Ixpenditure in pursuance of
Administrative Council ,
Decisiorn Ne. 356 . 73¢,0CC - : - - _ -
5.2 Transier ci recurrent
zxpenditure within the fiscal ! j
limit (see item 8.1 -1,130,000 ]
: ; N
- - . - c A ~
 I.F.R.B. seminars | 50,000 - S0,0004 - | 50,0380 -
. . . . i ) 5 “
Serninars organized by Members of thel i :
Unicn and by the Union within the i { g
framowork of its technical § i ;
scopsoation activities i 200,000 20, san, coul 200,030 290,000 200,00
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Approval of Summary Record of the 1llth meeting (Document No. 211)

Approved.

Draft Resolution (Document Wo. DT/61(Rev.))

2.1 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T., introducing the Draft Resolution,
said that a small Working Group had revised the draft to extend it to the
C.C.I.R. as well as the C.C.I.T.T. and had taken into account a French
proposal that that opportunity should be taken to recommend the preparation
of a single definition of the term "telegraphy” by the Joint Committee on
Vocabulary and the revision of the definitions of the terms “telegraphy”
and "telephony" to cover new services such as data transmission and
videophony.

2.2 He accepted the Chairman's suggestion that the first part of the
title of the Draft Resolution should be deleted.

2.3 Approved, as amended.

Proposal concerning Wo. 272 (Document No. 227)

3.1 The delegate of Hungary, introducing the document, said that it
incorporated the phrase "the instructions derived therefrom for use in
international telecommunication services™, which had been adopted at the
recent Administrative Telegraph and Telephone Conference. The instructions
in question were for the use of operators in the international service.

3.2 The delegate of Australia thought that it should be made clear
that the instructions in question were only those relating to operational
matters.

3.3 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. supported the Hungarian proposal,
in view of the importsnce of providing operators with simple, uniform
instructions.

3.4 The delegates of the Federal Republic cf Germany and the United

States of America said that it was not clear from the proposed insartion
what instructions were meant and who produced them in the I.T.U. It
seemed that undue importance was being attached to recommendations and
instructions as opposed to the principal reports of the C.C.I.s.
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3.5 The Deputy Secrestary-General read out the relevant passages from
Resolution No. 1 of the Telegraph and Telephone Conference, which provided
that a manual of instructions should be derived from the recommendations

- of the C.C.I.T.T. and that instructions for operational services should

be prepared as soon as possible. The Conference had teken a similar
decision with regard to operational staff in the telephone service and had
recommended administrations to apply the instructions as far as possible.
After some discussion, it had been suggested that the Plenipotentiary
Conference should authorize the Union to prepare instructions derived from
the recommendations. The current version of the instructions for the
international telegraph service would be updated at the next C.C.I.T.T.
Plenary Assembly, just as the Vth Plenary Assembly had endorsed the
instructions for the international telephone service, adjusted to the needs
of operational staff.

3.6 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T. added that there were about
10 sets of instructions for the operational services, prepared by the
competent bodies of the C.C.I.T.T. and revised and supplemented as the
services evolved. Thus, the instructions were derived from the
deliberations of C.C.I.T.T. Study Groups, but were adapted for use by
operational services, rather than high-level technical experts.

3.7 = In reply to the delegate of the United States of America, the
Director of the C.C.I.R. said that the C.C.I.R. had never yet published

any instructions for operators.

3.8 The Chazirmen suggested that the delegate of Hungary should convene
a drafting group on the question, consisting of the delegates of the

Federal Republic of Germany, the U.S.S.R. and the United States of America.
3.9 It was so agreed.

Reports of Working Groups (Documeuts Nos. 226, DI/66, DT/59(Rev.), DT/6L4)

b1 The delegate of Sweden introduced Document No. DI/66, giving

the background of its preparation and psinting out that the main points of
the annexed Draft Resolution were that the proposed finance group would
operate outside the Council's sessions, that its members'® travel and
subsistence expenses would be borne by the Union and that the Secretary-
General would provide the members of the Council with the necessary
documentation in good time before the opening of cach session.. If the
principles of the draft were not accepted, the five Nordic delegations
reserved the right to revert to their original proposal (DNK/L1).
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L.2 The delegates of the Federal Republic of Germany and Japan,
introducing their proposal for an additional paragraph in Chapter 3
(Document No. 226), said that they had been unable to join the sponsors

of the Draft Resolution because they believed that the General Regulations
should provide for a group dealing with financial and possibly with other
matters, so as to enable the Council to concentrate on important policy
questions. If the costs of the group were borne by the Member countries,
no increases in the Union budget would be involved, but if there was strong
objection to that procedure the sponsors could agree that the Union should
bear those expenses. Finelly, the establishment of the group might result
in shortening the Council's sessions.

4.3 The delegates of Saudi Arabia, Poland. France, Spain and India
said that they could not support either of the proposals. Financial and
other responsibility rested with all the members of the Council, not with
& small group. The Council's rules of procedure gave 1t full latitude

to set up any group it wished. The new No. 59, providing that the Council
should exercise effective financial control, was meant to be applied by
the Council itself, with full freedom to choose its own methods. It
would be dengercus to set up new groups which would encumber the structure
of the Union and would undermine the Council's responsibility. All the
functions proposed for the groups could be performed at the Council's own
discretion. The proposals ran counter to the trend towards enhancing the
role of the Council by increasing its membership: new members nmust be
ellowed to learn how the Council exercised its financial control, whereas
the members of small groups would tend to come from the rich, developed
countries situated near I.T.U. Headquarters, since smaller countries could
not afford to pay for their delegates' expenses.

h.hoo The delegates of the United Kingdom, New Zealand and the United
States of America said they agreed that the Council's responsibility
should be preserved intact, that it should be free to decide whether or
not to set up a finance group and that its rules of procedure already
enabled it to do so. Nevertheless, the Draft Resolution covered all those
points and, in addition, provided the Council with the necessary machinery
for discharging its new obligations under No. 59. Of course, the
establishment of an inter-sessional group paying for itself could undermine
the Council's authority but if the expenses of the group were borne by

the Union that danger would not arise; moreover, that course would tend to
keep the group sessions short, with a view to econony. The fact that the
new No. 59 had been approved showed that some Members doubted whether the
Council was in fact able to exercise effective financial control. The
wording of the Draft Resolution was in no way categorical or mandatory,

but merely suggested a way in which the Council might wish to discharge its
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. new responsibility. Finally, it was suggested that under No. 241 the
Council could not convene & group whose expenses would be borne by the
Union, but that that point would be covered by the Draft Resolution.

h 5 The delegate of Saudi Arabia, speaking tc the latter argvment ,
aid that Council itself decided on the length of its sessions and
thereiore could extend the period to accommodate the meetings of a group.

4.6 The delegate of Brazil sald that he was in favour of the German
-and -Japanese proposal, provided the expenses of the group were borne by
the Union.

L.7 The Chairman invited the Committee to vote on the motion that
there should be nc provision in the General Regulations and no Resolution
on the question of auxiliary groups of the Administrative Council.

4.8 The motion was carried by 39 votes to 17, with 3 abstentions.
4, 9 'The Chairmen pointed out that that decision affected Nos. 233

241l and 262 of Chspter 3, as well as No. 246, on which a Working Group
was to report shortly.

4.10 No. 233 was approved.
Lh.11 The Chairman, supported by the delegates of Saudi Arabia and

Sweden, suggested that socme phrase along the lines of "or on other occasions
authorized by the Council on activities of concern to it" might be added
to No. 241, to give it greater flexibility.

k.12 The delegates of the U.S.S.R. and the United States of America
sald they could not agree to any such wording, which might have far-
. reaching impliceations. :

L.13 . The delegates of Saudi Arabis and Sweden withdrew their support
for the suggestion.

b1k . No. 241 was approved.
4.15 No. 262 was approved, subject to the deletlcn of the reference

to Associate Members.

The-meeting‘was suspended at 1240 hours and resumed at 1530 hours.
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L.16 The Chairman drew attention to the text prepared by the Working
Group in respect of the proposed revision of provisions relating to
succession in case of vacancies in the office of Secretary~General and/or
Deputy Secretary-General (DT/59(Rev.)).

h.17 The delegate of Brazil considered that the final sentence of
No. 64 as proposed by the Working Group, was not clear as it stood, &t
least in Spanish.

4.18 The Chairman suggested the addition of the words "to either post",
4.19 The delegate of France thought it would be preferable to delete

that final sentence since no -existing provision precluded the eligibility
for election of the Deputy Secrctary~General. The inclusion of such a
sentence might also imply the necessity of making further specifically
affirmative statements regarding eligibility elsewhere in the Charter.

4.20 the Chairman of the Working Group had no objection to the
deletion of that sentence, providing it was placed on record theat the
deletion of that sentence in no way affected the eligibility of the
Deputy Secretary-General for election.

L,21 The delegates of Nigeria and New Zealand supported the retention
of the proposed Ho. 64 as it stood.

4,22 It was so agreed.

L.23 The delegates of Senegal and Brazil called attention to the need
for making the French and Spanish texts of the proposed No. 64 reflect
more closely the original English wording.

L.24 The delegate of Canada was somewhat concerned with the reference
in the proposed No. 64b to & period not to exceed 90 deys during which

the Director of one of the International Consultative Committees would
discharge the duties of Secretary-General, and wondered whether it would
not be useful to provide for the conveniang of an extraordinary Session of
the Administrative Council in 30 days so as to ellow adequate time for

& new Secretary-General to be able to take up his duties.

4.25 Folloving a query by the delegate of Nigeria as to the reason
for specifying, in both proposed Nos. 64a and 64b, a period of 180 days,
the delegate of the United States of America explained that, while it was
generally recognized as imperative for the office of Secretary—-General
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to be filled ag expeditiously as possible, the Working Group had seen some

merit in the Indian view that quite a substantial period of time should be

allowed for filling the post of Deputy Secretary-General sc as to enable

- the selection tc be made from as wide a range of candidates es possible;
the period of 180 days had been arbitrarily arrived at as representing

e substantial period.

L.26 The delegate of Senegal thought that the provisions called for
further clarification regarding the time factors involved and so as to
ensure there was no vacuun, taking into account all the various
hypothetical situations.

4,27 The delegate of Nigeria, supported by the delegete of Cyprus,
believed that proposed Nos. 6Lha and 64b called for more precise drafting,
particularly with regard to convening an extraordinzry session of the
Administrative Council, in order to meet all contingencies.

4.28 The Chairman of the Drafting Group drew attention to proposed
No. 257 of the General Regulstiocns, which covered the situation. It was
to be assumed that the Chairman of the Administretive Council would be
fully aware of the exigencies of the situation. If the proposed text
was insufficiently clear, the Working Group was at the disposal of the
Committee. Possibly the desire for brevity had conflicted with the
achievement of maximum clarity. However, it did seem to him that the
proposed provisions covered every eventuality and that the timing
stipulated was appropriate.

4.29 Following some further discussion, the Chairman suggested that
the Committee should proceed to decide by means of a vote whether it
accepted the proposed provisions in Document No. DT/59(Rev.) as it stood
or whether they should be referred back to the Working Group, which could
second delegates who had participated in the discussion to assist it,

for further consideration.

4.30 It was so agreed.
4,31 The proposed revised provisions in Document DI/59(Rev.) were

approved, 37 delegations having voted in favour, 21 delegations having
voted to refer the proposals back to the Working Group and L4 abstaining.

4.32 The delegate of Nigeria said that, while he of course accepted
the majority decision taken, he wished it to be placed on record that
his delegation considered that the timing of the appointment of a Deputy
Secretary-General had not been sufficiently clearly defined in

proposed No. 6ha.
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4.33 The Deputy Secretary-General hoped that the new provisions would
in ' no way affect any administrative arrangements which the Secretary-
General and the Deputy Secretary-General might be required to make in the
unlikely event of their both having to be absent from Headquarters
simultaneously.

L.34 The delegate of the United States of America formally stated
that it had been the clear understanding of the Working Group thet the
provisions they had proposed related only to vacancies in office and
on no account affected a situation when the two incumbents had to make
working arrangements for their absence. |

L.35 The Chairman of the Working Group drew attention to a
consequential change necessery in respect of No. 236 in view of the new
provisions adopted. He suggested that No. 236 should be amplified by the
addition at the end of the following words : "or at the call of the
Chairman under the conditions provided for in 257."

b.36 The delegate of Australia supported that amendment.
L.37 No. 236, as amended, was approved.
4.38 . The Chairman of the Working Group said that it would be necessary

to amend No. 258 to conform with the new No. 257 just approved and he had
& suggested form of wording, which he would submit to the Committee in
writing.

4,39 The Chairman said that No. 258 would accordingly be held over
for a final decision once that amendment had been submitted.

Document No. DT/6L

L.4o The United States delegate, speeking as Chairman of the Working
Group which had considered the emendments to No. 263, No. 268 and No. 270
introduced the new drafting proposed for those numbers (Document DT/6L)
on which he hoped there would be general ocgreement.

hoh1 Document DT/6W was approved, subject to minor drafting changes
to the French and English texts proposed by the delegates of France and
the United Kingdom.
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5. Chapter 6 - Internationsl Consultative Cormittees, Nos. 304-309

No. 304 (CAN/24)

5.1 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal in
respect of No. 30k.

5.2 No. 304 was approved.
No. 305 (CAN/Zh, MEX/T0)

5.3 - The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal in
respect of No. 305.

5.4 The Chairmean noted that no support had been expressed for the
Mexican proposal.

5.5 . The delegate of Mexico accordingly withdrew his delegation's
proposal in respect of No. 305.

5.6 No. 305 was approved.
No. 306 (CAN/2hk)

_ 5.7 The delegeﬁe of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal in
respect of No. 306.

5.8 No. 306 was approved.
No. 307 (cAm/2L4, MEX/TO)

5.9 The Chairman noted that no support had been expressed for the
two amendments submitted.

5.10 No. 307 was approved.

No. 308 (caN/2k, DNK/L1)

5.11 The delegate of Denmark said that the five Nordic countries would
withdraw their proposal (DNK/41l) in favour of the amendment proposed by

Canada. WNeither would they press the remainder of their proposal which
dealt purely with redrafting.




‘Document No, 4O6-E

Page 10
5.12 The delegate of Israel Supportéd the Canadian proposal.
5.13 The Director of the C.C.I.R. expressed the opinion that the

existing provisions were satisfactory as they stood, particularly in view
of the relatively small participation in many of the Study Groups which
would mean that approval would have to be given by virtually the entire
membership. ;

5.14 The delegates of Belgium and Austria supported the naintenance
of existing No. 308. :

5.15 The delegate of Denmark said that, in view of the lack of
general support for the Canadian proposal, he would reintroduce his own.

5.16 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation’s proposal in
favour of the proposal of the Nordic countries.

5.17 The delegate of France said that he was strongly in favour of
maintaining the present situation, which had given rise to no difficulties
in the past. '

5.18 The delegate of New Zeazland agreed with that view.

5.19 The delegate of Israel said that he was in Tavour of an increase
in the number of Members required to approve a question since it was right
that all Members should have the opportunity of expressing their opinions
and that that should not only be the prerogative of a small number sble
actively to participate.

5.20 The delegate of Australia was also in favour of increasing the
number required for approval to thirty Members.

5.21 The Chairman requested the Committee to express, by voting, its
wishes in respect of the alternatives before it.

5.22 The original text of No. 308 was approved by 30 votes, the _
Nordic amendment to increase the number required to thirty Members receiving
17 votes, and 5 Members of the Committee abstaining.

- 5.23 The Chairman noted that, in accordance with a previous decision,
the words "Associate Members™ should be deleted from the provision.
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No. 309
5.24 The 8penish delepabe withdrew his delegation's amendment
(£/43/70) to No. 309. .
5.25 No. 309 was approved without change.
Chapter 7 - Coordination Committee, Hos. 310-315
No. 310
6.1 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's amendment to
No. 310 (can/2k).
6.2 The Chairmen said that there remeined prorosals by the delegations

of Mexico (MEX/T70/23) and the German Democratic Republic' of the deletiocn of
No. 310, '

£.3 It was gggggg_to delete No. 310.
No. 311
6.4 The U.S.S.R. delegate introduced his amendment (URS/15/19)

pointing out that the present drafting of No. 311 gave the impression that
the primary task of the Coordination Committee was technical cooperation.
Importent as that was, an even more basic function of the Committee wes to
edvise the Secretary-General on complex administrative questions concerning
the Union as a whole, particularly the recruitment of staff in the
professional category and the most effective use of Union staff.

6.5 The delegates of Czechoslovakie and the Hungarian People's
Republic supported the U.S.S.R. amendment.

6.6 The United States delegate sezid that the word “consider” was
vague in English and required clarification. He did not believe it was a
function of the Coordination Committee to act as a. personnel agency; staff
recruitment was a matter for the elected officials.

6.7 The Deputy Secretary-Cere€ral said he had already, at a previous
meeting, referred to the Staff Rules and Regulations established by the
Administrative Council and explained the existing recruitment procedure.
However, the U.S.S.R. proposal visualized that the Coordination Cormittee
should act as a Promotions Board for staff in the professional category.
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6.8 On the proposal of the Chairman, it was agreed to establish a
drafting group consisting of the delegatcs of Lebanon, Hungarian People's
Republic and United States of America under the chairmenship of the
U.5.5.R. to produce a new text for No. 311 or an addition to it.

No, 312

6.9 The Mexican and Canadien delegates withdrew their proposed
anmendments to No. 312.

6.10 No. 312 was approved without change.

The meeting rose at 1750 hours.

Secretary : ’ Chairmen :

M. BARDOUX EVAN SAWKINS
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The Chairman, on behalf of Committee T, congratulated the
delegate of Nigeria on his election as Chairman of the Administrative
Council and the deiegate of Lebanon on his election as Vice-Chairman., The
Committee agreed with acclamation.

He announced, in connection with the discussion on No. 27T at a
previous neeting, that the Sccretariat had discussed the point with the
Swiss delegate and the latter had withdrawn his amendment.

Chapter 7 —~ Coordination Committee, Nos. 314 = 315 (Document Kos. T, 10,
21, 22, 24, 29, Lk)

No. 31h4

1.1 The delegate of the United States of America, with the support

of the Australian delegate, introduced his amendment (USA/22/11) explaining,
in reply to a question by the delegate of the Federal Republic of

Germany, that if Administrative Council members were dissatisfied with
action taken by the Secretary-General they could call a meeting with the
consent of the Chalrman and two other members to take the necessary
corrective action,

1.2 The delegates of France, Czecheoslovakia, Federal Republic of
Germany and Hungarian People's Republic in turn introduced their proposals,
the latter withdrawing his amendment following explanations by the

Deputy Secretary-General rcgarding the volume of work of the Coordination
Committee and the large proportion carried out by informal contacts,
sub-group meetings and correspondence.

1.3 It was agreed that the above-mentioned delegates wculd neet
informally to produce a consolidated text of the proposed amendments.

No. 315

1.4 The delegate of Kuwalt sald the amendment in KWT/37/31 had been
withdrawn.

1.5 Following explanations given by the Deputy Secrctary-General

regarding the need for a certain flexitility to ensure that the Coordination
Committee met only when it had business to deal with, and vhich were
endorsed by the delegstes of the United Kingdom and Saudi Arabia, the
delegates of the United States of America and Australia withdrew their

amendments.
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1.6 On the suggestion of the delegate of Canada, supported_by the
delegates of France and Spein, it was agreed to say : "The Committee
shall meet when convened by its-Chairman and normally at least once a

month”,

1.7 The Chairman remindcd the Committee that the gquestion of
circulation of the minutes of Coordination Committee meetings had been

~discussed at length in conngetion with Article 12 and it had been decided

that they should not be distributed generally, although a vonfldent;al
aide-mémoire would continue to be circulated to Members.

1.8 . The United Kingdom delegate recalled his alternative proposal
for submission of an annual repor+ on Coordlnatlon Committeée activities
to the Administrative Council.

1.9 The delcgates of France, Canada and Spain supported the proposal
while those of Australia, Nigeria, New Zealand and Saudi Arabia were
against it.

1.10 The Chairman put the United Kingdom proposal to‘the:Voté.
1.11 The proposal was rejected by 34 votes to 10, with 13 abstentions.
1.12 No. 315 was therefore approved with the introduction of the

Word “normally".

Chapter 16 — Conditions for pazrticipation, Nos. 373 to 380 (Document
Nos. 20, 24, 66) '

No. 373 and 37L

2.1 The delegate of Canada introduced her amendment (CAN/24), which
was supported by the delegete of the United Kingdom and opposed by the

delegates of the United States of America and Nigeria. As certain drafting

difficulties became epparent, it was. agreed to defer discussion until

‘ the delegate of Canada was able to prcduce an alternative text.

No. 376 (C0G/20)

2.2 . - After a brief discussion, the delegate of the Congo agrood to
the addition of the words "and regional telecommunication organizations
mentioned in Article 32" after "International organizations®,

2.3 No. 376, as amended, was approved.
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No. 379 (IND/66)

2.4 The delegate of India introduced the above propcsal, which was
supported by the delegates of Australia, Israel, the Philippines and the

Ivory Coast.

2. 5" .The delegétes of France, the Netherlands, the Federal Republic

of Germany, Belgium, Poland and Demmark preferred to retaln No. 375
unchanged.

2.6 After further discussion in which the delegates of the United
States of America, Lebanon and the Director of the C.C.I.T.T. took part,

- the delegate of Lebanon was asked to convene a working group consisting

of the delegates of Canada, France, India, the Philippines and the
United States of America to consider the Indian proposal.

2.7 It was so agreed.

Chapter 17 - Duties of the Plenary Assembly - Nos. 381 to 387
(Document Nos. 9, 21, 2k, 64, 66, 160)

3.1 The delegate of the United Kingdom introduced his delegation's
amendments to Nos. 381, 382, 386 and 387 (G/9).

3.2 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany introduced a
proposal in connection with No. 382(D/21).

3.3 The Deputy Secretary-General and the Director of the C.C.I.T.T.

furnished explanations of the variations in financial estimates referred
to by the delegate of the United Kingdom, in particular the decisions
taken by the Administrative Council on the timing and duration of C.C.I.
meetings, and the degree of common services available.

3.k The delegates of the U.S.S.R., the Ivory Coast and Italy objected

to the United Kingdom propcsal to set up small edvisory groups and felt
the existing procedure need not be changed.

3.5 The delegate of Argentina said he could support those parts of
the proposals which related to the organization of pricrities and the
establishment of time limits for the study cf questions.
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3.6 Observing that there was no support for the United Kingdom
proposal to set up steering groups, the Chasirman suggested that a working
group be convened by the delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany, and
consisting of the delegates of the United States of America, the

United Kingdom, Australia, India, Pakistan, France and Italy, to cxamine
Chapter 17 as a whele, together with Nos. 411 and 412 of Chapter 22

which dealt with related subjects.

- The meeting was suspended at 1240 hrs and resumed at 1530 hrs.

Chapter 18 - Neetnugs of the Plenary nsscrblv - Nos. 388 to 301
(Document Nos. 9, 24, 6L, 66)

No. 388 (G/9, IND/6L)

L1 The Chairmsn pointed out that the delegations presenting the
proposals had agreecd, subseguent to the dec151on on No. 303, to replace
the words "normally meet every three years” by the word 'mceth

4,2 Wo. 388, as amended, was approved.

Nos. 389 and 390

4.3 Approved.
No. 391 (CAN/24, IND/66)

»h L The Chairman recalled that the Working Group which had prepared

the revised tpxts 268 A and 270 had now presented the congequuntlal change
foreseen as a result of adeption of the texts concerned and consideration
of the specific proposals for 391.

h.s The Director of the C.C.I,T.T., speaking alsoc on behalf of the
Director of the C.C.I.R., said that so far a2s he knew the present

procedures had not given rise to difficulties. The specialized secreteriat,

with the full cooperation of the other Consultative Committee and the:
I.F.R.B., had been able to service meetings without needlnv addltlonal
staff, with the exception of interpretation and translstion services.

4.6 No. 391, as amended by the working group, was approved.
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Chapter 20 - Study Groups - Nos. 395 to 397 (Document Nos, 21, 2k, 29,
418) '

No. 395 (D/21)

5.1 The delegates of Austria and India supported the proposal made
by the Federal Republic of Germany.

5.2 The delegate of the United States of America had no objection

to that proposal but suggested it might be more logical to say "maintained

or dissolved" rather than "dissolved or maintained".

5.3 ‘The Chairman requested the Secretariat to ensure the best
wording to convey the intent of that provision.

5.k No., 395, as amended, was aporoved.
No. 397 (CAN/2k4, F/29, POL/L8)

5.5 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal in
favour of the two others submitted.

5.6 The delegate of Poland introduced his proposal.

5.7 The delegate cf France reflected that the French proposal
reflected the current procedure but withdrew it in favour of the Polish
proposal.

5.8 The Polish proposal was supported by the delegates of Nigeria,
Saudi Arabia, United States of America, Israel and Philivppines.

5.9 The delegate of Australia said that while he was not in favour
of the principle he would not stand in the way of the proposal's
acceptance if it was favoured by a number of delegations.

5.10 Following further discussion between the delegates of Nigeria,
United States of Americs, Denmark, Brazil, India and the Director of the
C.C.I.T.T., it was agreed to ask the delegates of the United States of
America, Poland and Denmark to revise proposal POL/L8 in the light of the
observations made.
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5.11 The delegate of the United States of America having read out

a revised text, the delegates of Canada and Lebanon pointed out that
certain elements seemed to have been left out. The Chairman requested
those delegates who had drawn up the text to incorporate a final version
in the Committee's report for the Editorial Committee, which could be
considered by Committee T subsequently.

5.12 It was so decided,

Chapter 21 ~ Conduct of Business of Study Groups ~ Nos. 398 - 402

- (Document Nos. 15, 24, 66)

No., 399

6.1 The Chairman indicated that the Committee had before it
praoposals for new paragraphs 3994 and 399B.

6.2 The delegate of the U. S.o. . introduced proposals URS/15/20 and
URS/15/21. Do :
6.3 The proposals were suprorted by the de1egates of Arﬁentlna,-

Belgium and the Hu@garlan People's Republic,

6.4 The Directors of‘the'C.C.I.R. and the C.C.I.T.T. expressed
misgivings about the restrictions which would result on the establishment
of Working Parties. Furthermore, the proposal by the United States of
America to amend 399B to specify that Working Parties should always _
meet immediately before or after their corresponding Study Groups would
increase pressure of work.

6.5 The delegates of the United Kingdom and Australis were in
favour of the proposal for 3994 which formalized existing procedure but
could not suppert 399B.

6.6 The delegate of France suggested that proposed 399B be amended

to refer only to Joint Working Parties.

6.7 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said he was prepared to insert the
words "where possible” before the word "concurrently” to allow some
flexibility, but stressed that in the interests of economy Working Parties
should be convened in connection with a corresponding Study Group meeting
so far as possible.
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6.8 After further discussion between the Chairman, and the delegates

of Denmark, the United Kingdom, the United States of America and the

U.S.S.R., it was agreed that the wording of 399B would be changed along
the lines suggested by the French delegate and that the last sentence
would be deleted.

No. L0l
6.9 The Chairman referred to the proposals from Canada and India.
6.10 It was agreed that No., 4Ol would be amended to delete the first

clause (according to the Indian proposal) and that the words "after
consultation with the Secretary-General' would be included after "Committee"
in the second line (according to the Canadian proposal).

No. 402

6.11 The delegate of Canada introduced a proposal which was supported
by the delegate of India; the delegates of Belgium, Denmark, France and
the U.S.8.R. were in favour of retaining the text as it was.

6.12 The delegate of Australia referred to a decision taken regarding
the Secretary-General's responsibilities for distribution of documents.

It was clear from the discussion that the reports of the C.C.I.s would be
forwarded to Administrations by the Secretary-General. That understanding
could be incorporated in the record of the meeting and no formal

amendment would be required to paragraph 402.

6.13 It was agreed that No. 402 would remain unchanged.

Chapter 22 - Duties of the Director, Specialized Secretariat, No. 403
(Document Nos. 21, 2L, 66)

No. L03

T.1 The Canadian proposal in Document No. 24 concerning collaboration
with the Secretary-Ceneral by the Directors of the C.C.I.s was opposed by
the delegates of the United States of America, France, Denmark and Poland
and was therefore withdrawn. o

T.2 No. 403 was therefore adopted without amendment.
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Reports by drafting zrouns

8.1 The delegate of Lebanon, who had convened a group to prepare
draft provisions related to proposals URS/15/17, URS/15/18,
DNK/FNL/ISL/NOR/S Nos. 13, 14 and 15, presented the text of the groun's
proposals for Nos. 246, 284, 284A and 284B (DT/T72).

8.2 The Chairman pointed out that the Committee had already adopted
an emendment to No. 246 which should be incorporated in the text of DT/T2.
8.3 Subject to that amendment, the texts in DT/72 were apnroved.

8.4 The delegate of the United States of America introduced

Document DT/Th.

8.5 No. 258, as drafted in DT/T4, was approved.

8.6 The delegate of the Hungerian People's Republic stated that the

working group he had chaired had agreed unanimously on a new text for
Wo. 272 which alsc had the approval of the delegates of Australia and
Jameice as well as of the Deputy Secretary~General and the Director of
the C.C.I.T.T. The text would read : "publish the principal reports of
the permenent orgeans of the Union, the recommendations and the operating
instructions derived from such recommendations for use in the international
telecommunicaticn services".

8.7 The delegate of India suggested insertion of the words "and
approved by the Plenary Assemblies" after "such recommendations" for the
sake of clarity.

8.8 The delepgate of Austraelia said he preferred the new version of
No. 272 without that amendment.

8.9 The text proposed by the working group for No. 272 was apprcved.
8.10 The delegate of the United States of America said that the

working group which had met to consider No. 314 had agreed unanimously to
recommend to the Committee that it aprrove the text proposed in USA/22/11
as emended by the deletion of the words “on a timely basis" after "such
matters' and by the inclusion of the word "promptly".
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8.11 The text proposed by the working group for No. 314 was anproved.
The meeting rose at 1900 hrs.

The Secretary : The Chairman :

M. BARDOUX EVAN SAWKINS
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First and second series of texts of General. Regulations (Documents Nos. 245,

253)

Document No. 245

1.1 In reply to the delegate of France, the Deputy Secretary-General
said that a reference to the filling of the vacant posts of members of the
I.F.R.B. would be inserted in the appropriate place in Chapter 3 if the
Committee approved the Working Croup's text of No. 294 (Document No. DT/80).

1.2 Document No. 245 was approved, subject to minor drafting changes.

Document No. 253

1.3 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. reminded the Committee that he had
asked for some clarification concerning 267 A, namely, whether the Board
would have to apply to the General Secretariat for the advice it often
needed to interpret C.C.I.R. Recommendations.

1.4 The delegate of the United States of America said that, in his
delegation's understanding, the provision did not relate to legal advice
with regard to the techniezl functions of the C.C.I.s and the I.F.R.B., but
was merely intended to give the Secretary-Generel the same responsibility
with respect to legal advi¢e in administrative and managerial mattersjas he
already had in respect of financial questions. If the clause could be so
read as to cover advice concerned with technical matters, the whole gquestion
should be reopened for discussicn.

1.5 The Deputy Secretary-General added that, although the Secretary-
General was not empowered to interpret the Convention for Members, he
regarded the provision in the same light as the United States delegate. 1In
any case, the advice concerned was not binding and there was no question of
any decision being imposed in that regard.

1.6 After a brief discussion, it was decided not to alter the text of

No. 267 A, which should be interpreted in the light of the two foregoing
statements.

1.7 Document No. 253 was approved.

Chapter 22 - Duties of the Director, Specialized Secretariat, Nos. 403 to 413

‘No. hokh (cAN/2Lk, IND/66)

2.1 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal in
favour of that of India.
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2.2 - No. Lok, as amended, was approved.
No. 405 (D/21, IND/66)
2.3 The delegate of the Fedéral Republic of Germany introduced his

delegation's proposal, which was intended to emphasize the technical side of
the work of the specialized secretariats., '

2.4 _ The delegate of India said that his delegation proposed the
deletion of No. 405 because its subject matter was covered by No., 306.

2.5 The delegate of Saudi Arabia supported the Indian proposal.

2.6 The delegates of France, Belgium and the United States of America

considered that the existing text should be retained. It was unnecessary to
go into details of the tasks involved, but No. 405 went further than No. 306
by stating that the secretariat worked under the direction of the Director.

2.7 The delegates of the Federal Republic of Germany and India
withdrew their proposals. :

2.8 No. k05 was agprovéd.

2.9 The delegate of Canada withdrew her delegation's proposal to

delete No. 406 and proposed that the text should be amended to read : "The
technicel installations set up by the Union shall be under the direct
supervision of the Director concerned, but shall be administered in .
accordance with the administretive and financial directives of the
Administrative Council and of the Secretary-General™. That text was
intended to clarify the division of responsibility between the Directors of
the C.C.I.s and the Secretary-General,

2.10 The delegaté of India said he maintained his delegation's proposal
for the deletion of the paragraph, since its content was covered by No. 268

~as amended in the Committee.

2.11 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T., referring to the Canadian
proposal, said it would be inadvisable to omit reference to the C.C.I.T.T.
Laboratory, which had been well known since its establishment in 1925,

2.12  The delegete of Belgium supported that view.
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2.13 The delegates of Senegal, the United States of America and
Australia considered that the paragraph should be retained in its existing
form. Provisions relating to the specialized secretariats should be kept in
Chapter 22; the Canadian proposal introduced a substantive change by .
eliminating the reference to the staffs of the specialized secretariats; .
and the existing text left no doubt concerning the relationship between the

functions of the Secretary-General and of the Directors in the matter.

2.14 The Deputy Secretary-General suggested that the Indian delegate's
point might be met by adding the words "in accordance with No. 268" at the
end of the paragraph.

2.15 No. L06, as amended, was approved.
No. 40T (CAN/2L, IND/66, NIG/68) .
2.16 The Chairman observed that the points at issue had been discussed

exhaustively in connection with No. 265, which had not been changed.

2.17 The delegate of Canada said that, in the light of earlier decisions,
his delegation had decided to amend its proposal so that the opening words
would read : "The Director shall make recommendations to the Secretary-
General on the selection...” The purpose was to strengthen the wording in
order to emphasize the Director's duties.

2.18 After a discussion during which the relative merits of the words
"choose" and "select" were debated and the advisability of conformity with
No. 265 was stressed, it was decided to approve No. LOT without any change.

No. 408 (IND/66)

2.19 The delegate of India said that his delegation's proposal was .
consequential to No. 270 A.

2.20 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T. pointed out that the preparation of |
Plenary Assembly and Study Group meetings involved technical tasks for which '
the Directors alone were responsible. It was self-evident that the material o
arrangements were seen to by the General Secretariat.

2.21 The delegate of France thought there might be a case for clarifying
the respective duties of the Directors and of the Secretary-General in all
the relevant provisions.
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2.22 The Deputy Secretary-General said that No. 408 was adequate for
that purpose in the light of earlier relevant decisions.
2.23 The delegates of the U.S.S.R,, Spain, the United States of America

and Saudi Arabia considered that No. 408 should not be changed.

2.24 No. k08 was approved.

No. k1o (G/9)

2.25 The delegate of the United Kingdom withdrew his delegation's
proposal.
2.26 No. 410 was approved.

No. 413 (MEX/70)

2.27 The delegate of Mexico withdrew his delegation's proposal.
2.28 No. k13 was approved.

Reports of Working Groups

Chapter 5 (Dccument No. DT/80)

3.1 The delegate of Australia, introducing the Working Group's report,
said that the only change of principle agreed upon was the provision in

Fo. 294 that a country no longer autometically had the right to provide a
replacement for a member of the I.F.R.B. vaceting his post.

3.2 Document No. DT/80 was spproved.
Chapter 17 (Document No. DT/86)

3.3 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany introduced the
report of the Working Group, which had reached its decisions unanimously.

3.k The Chairman suggested that No. 386 should be rearranged to read as
follows : "(f) approve, as appropriate, for submission to the Administrative
Council the estimate of the financial needs of the Committee up to the next
Plenary Assembly submitted by the Director in accordance with No. h11".

3.5 It was so agreed.
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3.6 After a brief discussion following a request for clarification
from the delegate of Malaysia concerning the words "two Plenary periods" in
lNo. 382, it was decided to leave it to the Secretary to find suitable
wording. ‘

3.7 Document No. DI/86, as amended, was approved.

The meeting rose at 1110 hours.

The Secretary : The Chairman :

M. BARDOUX EVAN SAWKINS
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Articles 5and 6 of the Draft Convention

1.1 The Chairman drew the Committee's attention to the point
raised by the Peruvian delegate at the 17th Plenary Meeting to the
effect that Article 5 of the Draft Conventien, which the Committe
had approved unchanged, was inconsistent with Article 6, No. 36,
The best way to correct that inconsistency might be to delete from
No. 36 the words "all the organs of".

l.2. The Peruvian delegate said that while the Chairman's suggestion
would remove the inconsisterecy #n question it did not retain the
distinction drawn in Article 5 between the permanent organs of the Union
and those listed in Nos.?27, 28 and 29, He would prefer to amend the
beginning of Article 5 to read: "The Union shall comprise the following
organs:", There would then be no need to change No. 36.

1.>5. After some discussion in which the French delegate said

thrat the French and Spanish versions of the proposed wording would be
in line with that adopted by Committee § for No. 36, it was gpproved,
and the Chairman said he would submit it to the next Plenary Meeting,

Third series of textis of General Regulations.(Document No. 263)

2.1 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B, drew attention to a minor
drafting change in the French text of No, 293,

2.2 The U,S.S5,R. delegate, supported by the delegate of Canada,
said that the first sentence of No. 294 should be amended to read:
"..,» an elected member of the Board shall resign, abandon his duties

or die ,..".

2.3 It was so agreed.
2.4 The delegate of Israel said that he had been unable to attend

the meetings of the working group which had drafted Document DT/80.

He noted that while much of the substance of Nos. 86 and 87 was

repeated in No. 302, that of No, 88 was not. His delegationts amendment
(ISR/30/4) had been designed to ensure that No. 88 applied to members

nf the 1.F,R.B, as well as to other elected officials, and he sought

an assurance from the Committee that that was the case,
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2.5 The delegate of Australia said that point had been fully
discussed in the working group which had produced the text for Chapter 5
and the group's opinion had been that No. 88 did apply to I.F.R.B.
members because they were elected officials,

2.6 The Deputy Secretary-General said as he understood it the
Israeli delegate's concern could relate to persons who might be

designated as interim replacements for members of the Board, It should

be recorded in the minutes that No. 88 would apply to such persons filling
the task until a new election although they were not strictly speaking
elected officials.

2.7 The Chairman said it would be placed on record that No. 88 did
apply to members of the I.F,R.B., recording also, on the suggestion of the-
United Kingdom delegate, a reference to Note No. 14, paragraph 1, of the
Charter Study Group.

2,8 On the proposal of the U,.S.S.R. delegate, it was agreed to
change the order of Nos. 311, 312 and %1%, so that No. 313 would

come first, then 312 and finally 311, and on the proposal of the
Spanish delegate it was agreed to delete the words "in particular"

in No. 313.

2.9 In connection with No. 315, the U.S.S.R. delegate pointed out
that No. 85 said that the Coordination Committee should be presided over
by the Secretary-General and suggested, in order to tie in the General
Regulations more closely with the Convention, that No. 315 should read:

"The Committee shall meet, normally, at least once a month, under the
chairmanship of the Secretary-General." After the Deputy Secretary-General
and the delegates of the United States of America and Italy had explained
that the main aspect of No. 315 was the convening rather than the presiding
over of Coordination Committee meetings, and that that function could be
fulfilled if necessary by the Deputy Secretary-General in the absence of
the Secretary-General, the U.S.S.R. delegate withdrew his proposal.

2.10 The Canadian delepate suggested that No. 374 should be aligned
to that of No. 379 and read in the fifth line: "... the Director of that
Consultative Committee."; the word "concerned" should be deleted from the
eighth line.

2,11 t was so agreed,
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2.12 The Director of the C.C.I.R. pointed out, in connection with

No., 374 et seq. that the present trend towards multi-national recognized
private operating agencies and scientific or industrial organizations

was posing for him problems which would continue to grow in magnitude,

As matters stood, a recognized private operating agency or industrial
organization might participate in the work of C,C.I.,R. Study Groups 1if

it was approved by the administration of the country in which its head
office was situated., Difficulties could, however, arise in deciding
whether to accept technical contributions to the Study Groups' work
submitted by a branch of a multi-national agency or organization operating
In a country other than that of the administration which had approved it,
and in cases where the contribution might not necessarily be approved by
the administration concerned. The Deputy Secretary-General indicated

that the Convention distinguished between conditions for participation .
of the various organizations and contributions to the work. Contributions
could be received from only recognised participants. It would be
reasonable to ensure that they came from the office of the enterprise

in the country which had supported the admission of the Organisation
concerned, The Director of the C.C.I.T.T..indicated that.thewe .had heen no
such problems in the C,C.I.T.T.

2.13 After further discussion, it was agreed that the Director of
the C.C.I.R. had raised an important point which required fuller study
by all administrations pending the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

2.14 The United States delegate said his administration would no
doubt submit proposals on the matter to the next Plenipotentiary
Conference, In the meantime, it reserved the right to impose the
conditions it saw fit on contributions to the work of the C.C.I.s made
by the recognized private operating agencies and insustrial concerns
approved by it.

2,15 The director of the C,C.I.R. drew attention to possible
divergenciesof interpretation which might arise in connection with
Nos. 319, 403, 408 and 270.

2,16 The French delegate, endorsed by the delegates of the Federal
Republic of Germany and the Netherlands, proposed that No. 391 should
read: ",.. the necessary administrative and financial arrangements...".
That would allow for fulfilment of the provisions of No. 270, without
detracting from the responsibility of the C.C.I. Directors for organizing
the necessary technical work as indicated in Nos. 403 and 408,
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2.17 There were some exchanges concerning the intention of the
proposed amendment with the Deputy Secretary-General indicating that

there had been points of concern in the Administrative Council from time
to time but clarification would be facilitated if it were recorded as
covering also location, staffing, duration and schedules in relation to
resources and reflections of the spirit of decisions of the Administrative
Council. The Canadian delegate supported these comments and requested
that they be recorded in the minutes,

2.18 It was so ggreed and the French amendment was then adopted.
2.19 - The United States delegate, speaking as Chairman of the Working

Group which had drafted No., 391, said that they had tried to draw a
distinction between "arrangements" and "preparations". Since No. 391
had now been amended, he proposed that No, 408 should read: "... He
shall, subject to the provisions of No. 291, make all necessary

preparations..,".

2.20 It was so agreed,
2.21 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany proposed an

amendment to No. 395 but withdrew it in the light of the explanation by
the Chairman that No. 395 had been reworded to take account of a comment
by the United States delegate.

2,22 The delegate of Canada pointed out that "Constitution" should
be replaced by "Convention" in No. 387. She recalled that No. 376 and

No, 377 had been amended to include "regional telecommunication
organizations", and proposed that "regional telecommunication organizations
should also be included in No, 395 and No. 402,

2.23 It was so agreed.
2,24 The Australian delegate drew attention to the need to change

"Constitution" to "Convention" in No. 413,

2.25 The third series of texts of the General Regulations (Document
No. 263), as thus amended, was approved.
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Approval of Summary Records (Documents Nos. 241, 249, 268 and 269)

2.1 - The Summary Records of the Twelfth (Document No. 241), A
Thirteenth (Document No. 249), Fourteenth (Document No. 268) and N
Fifteenth (Document No. 209) meetings of the Committee.were approved L]

subject to an amendment submitted by the United States delegate to
Document No. 269, paragraphs 2.2 and 2.i.

Approval of Committee's Final Report (Document No. 231)

Ll Approved.
4.2 The customary courtesies having been exchanged, the Chairman
declared closed the twenty-first and last meeting of Committee 7. .

The meeting rose at 1205 hours.

Secretary Chairman

M. BARDOUX EVAN SAWKINS
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Additional resources for toechnical cooperation activities
(Document Nos. 7, 82, 89 and 103(Rev,)) (continued)

1.1 In response to a question by the Chairman on the voting

procedure which the Committee wished to follow in deciding the issue before
it, the U.S.S8.R. delezate said that, while the need for establishing a fund

to cater for the urgent requirements of developing countries was well
recognized, the Committee should first vote on the principle cof establishing
such a fund without the use of any regular budgetary resources and should then
decide on the sources from which the fund could be supplied,

1.2 The Mexican delegate, recalling his propcsal that use should be
made jointly of U.N.D.P., voluntary and regular budgetary funds, drew
attention to the Argentine proposal (Document No. 224),

1.3 Any vote taken on principle should be confined to the issue of
whether or not a special fund should be established : the decision on the
sources from which it should or should not be supplied could be taken
subsequently. ‘

1.4 The fund referred to should not be merely an emergency fund but
should also cater for cases in which it was desirable to use the services of
experts in non-emergency situations. He therefore suggested that the fund
should be known as "emergency or contingency fund®.

1.5 The delegate of Ireland, speaking on a point of order, moved the
closure of the debate and suggested that the Chairman should put the matter
to the vote in the manner he considered most appropriate,

1.6 It was so agreed.
1.7 In reply to a question by the delegate of the Netherlands, the

Chairman said that the proposed fund would be used first and foremost to
meet urgent requests from developing countries. Its use would be at the
discretion of the Administrative Council and the Secretary-General, who could
meet the contingencies mentioned by the Mexican delegate as they considered
appropriate,

1.8 The Chairman put to the vote the proposal on the principle of
establishing a special fund.

1.9 The proposal was adopted by 45 votes to 9, with 11 abstentions,
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1.10 The delegates of the U.S.S.R., Malawi and France explained that

they had abstained in the vote because they were opposed to any increase
in contributions to the regular budget for the purpose and it had not first
been mace clear that regular budgetary funds would not be used.

1.11 The delegates of the United Kingdom, Ireland, Canada and Ttaly
sald that they had been obliged to vote against the proposal for the same
reason.

1.12 The Mexican delegate said that the principle of estabiishing the
fund remained the same whatever sources of supply were used,

1.13 In reply to a point raised by the delegate of Sri TLanka, the
Chairman said that the vote taken on principle had established that the
Committee considéred the creation of & special fund, financed from

all possible sources, to be necessary. He proposed next to take a
vote on the question of opposition to the use of any regular budgetary
funds,

1,14 The U.S,S.R. representative said that either the record should
state that the draft resolution submitted by the delegates of Nepal and Sri
Lanka (Document No. 89) had been adopted unanimously, or the draft
resolution should be put to the vote.

1.15 The Argentine delegate suggested that the Soviet Union proposal
to the effect that the fund should be established without the use of any
regular budgetary resources should be put to the vote first.

1.16 The United Kingdom delegate said that, since it was not clear what
was referred to by the phrase "all possible sources”, he would prefer a
straight vote on whether any funds from the regular budget should be used.

1.17 The Chalrman called for a vote on the proposal to furnish part of
the resources of the fund from the regular budget.

1.18 The proposal was rejected'by 40 votes to 19, with 9 abstentions.
1.19 The Chairman said that he would next put to the vote the proposal

to supply the fund from all possible sources of voluntary contributions in
cash or in kind,
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1,20 In reply to a question by the Japanese delegate, the Chairman

said that, in using the term "all possible sources”, he had in mind voluntary
contributions from Member administrations, private undertakings or

charitable organizations or individuals.

1.21 The Japanese delegate sald that in that case he would be unable
to support the proposal, since voluntary contributions from private

undertakings might violate the principle of neutrality of the international
organizations.

1.22 The Argentine delegzate pointed out that the Convention allowed for
contributions to the Union's budget from certain recognized private
undertakings.,

1.23 The Chairman suggested that the reference should be to "...
recognized private cperating agencies and industrial and scientific
undertakings which contribute to the work of the C.C.I.s."

1.24 The U,S.S.R. delegate said that he could agree with that proposal
provided that it did not preclude contributions from suitable new
contributors. He suggested that their acceptance should be placed at the
discretion of the Administrative Council.

1.25 The Japanese delegate said that contributions from private
bodies or individuals should be channeled through the administrations
concerned,

1.26 The delegate of Sri Lanka said that it was regrettable that the
Japanese delegate had raised the point at issue at the present late stage,
when a vote on principle had been taken.

1.27 The Chairman said that the Japanese delegate was perfectly in
order in raising the point after the vote on principle had been taken;
that was the appropriate time for considering specific ways and means of
financing, The provision might be drafted on the following lines :

"to create a special technical cooperation fund with voluntary
contributions from Member States, recognized private operating
agencies and industrial and scientific undertakings, contributions
from the latter being made to the Union through the administration
concerned, "
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1.28 The proposal was adopted by 55 votes to 5, with 29 abstentions.
1,20 The delegate of the Netherlands said that he had mistakenly voted

in favour of the proposal. It was impossible for scientific organizations
in his country to contribute through the administration and he was
accordingly unable to support the proposal.

1.30 The Chairman said that that eXplanation would appear in the
surmary record. On a suggestion by the delegate of Argentina, he agreed
that there should be no difficulty in interpreting the proposal to mean that
the relevant administration should simply be informed of such contributions.

1,21 He suggested that a Working Group, under the chairmanship of the
delegate of Sri Lanka and the delegates of Japan, Lesotho, Mauritius, Nepal
and Thailand, should be established to produce a revised draft resolution
on the lines of the one submitted by the delegations of Nepal and Sri Lanka
(Document No..89), taking the Committee's decisions into consideration.

1.3 It was so agreed.

Improvenent of I,T,U, facilities for providing technical assistance to the

new or developing countries (Document No. DI/65)

2,1 - The delegate of Ethiopia, introcucing the draft resolution submitted
by the Working Group (Document No, DT/65) said that, while the Group had

noted with satisfaction the extensive assistance rendered to new and -
developing countries by the four permanent organs of the Union in the forms
referred to in the second preambular paragraph, it had felt the provisions in
the operative part to be necessary in view of the considerations referred to
in the other preambular paragraphs. The services of the outside specialists
envisaged would be used to deal with certain matters beyond the competence of
the regular specialists or to assist in dealing with heavy workloads resulting
from requests from Administrations, The main okjective of the draft
resclution, which was generally in line with Resolutions 28 and 29 of the
Montreux Conference, was to provide the qualificd services necessary to deal
with the expanding volume of technical cooperation activities. The Working
Group, which considered that existing Union facilities were insufficient

fully to meet the needs of the developing countries for information and advice
in retwork planning, preparation of specifications and development of

systems, commended the draft resolution for the Committee's adoption.

2.2 The Secretary-General said that steps had been taken to apply
Resolutions 28 and 29 of the Montreux Conference, In accordance with
Resolution 28, four engineers had been recruited, three of them paid for
from the regular budget and the other from technical cooperation funds,
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Experience had shown that the services of tliree of them - one specialized
in switching techniques,; one in radio transmission links and cables and

one in space telecommunication - would have been sufficient. The services
cf the first had been most in demand and those of the second had also been
widely used. A certain number of calls had also been made for assistance
in setting up earth stavions or in considering the advisability or otherwise
of doing so.

2.5 Two types of difficulty had been encountered, First, experience
had shown that, to be effective, the services of the engineers had to be
provided on the spot rather than from headquarters at Geneva, which meant
that travel expenses had to be met. He welcomed the provision in operative
paragraph 4 of the draft resolution in that respect,

2.4 Secondly, urgent requests were often received requiring the
services of a specialist for less than six months and thus not coming
within programmes financed by U,N.D.P. Operative paragraph % well covered
that point except that it might be useful not to restrict such services to
two months but to provide for periods of a few months, not exceeding six.

2.5 Instead of expanding the group of engineers in the Technical
Cooperation Department to six, it would be preferable to retain the three
present englnesrs and make financial provision for meeting specific requests
for short-term specialists in various fields as the need arose, particularly
since the services of highly qualified experts could more easily be made
avallable for short than for long periods,

2.6 The Chajrman invited the Committee to consider the draf+t

resolution paragraph by paragrarh.

2,7' The first three preambular sections were approved,
2.8 The delegate of the U.S.S.R., referring to the fourth preambular

section headed "noting', said that the wording was somewhat inflexible,
giving the impression that the Union's activities were inefficient,

2.9 The delegates of Mexico and the United Kingdom considered that the
wording of the fourth preambular section should be modified,

2.10 The Chajrman suggested that the paragraph in question should be
deleted,

2,11 It was so decided.
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2,12 The delegate of the Unwted btates of America, referring to
paragraph 1 under the heading ' reso ves » considered that the wording lacked
precision since it would be admost lmpoeelble to determine whether there was
a satisfactory corrdspendence beuween the importance and volume of the tasks
to be undertaken and the staff available.

2.13 The delegate of New Zealand agreed with the prev1ous speaker
and proposed that the paragraph should be deleted

2q14 The delegate of Iraq sald that the draft resoluticn ought to
indicate that the expansion of the Union's technical: cooperation activities
should be matched by a corresponding increase in staff,

2.15 The delegate of Mexico said that he could agree to the deletion of
the paragraph, on cendition that a new paragraph was added at the beginning
of the ogerative section headed "instructs the Secretary-~General™ to the
effect that the functions and emoluments of the staff should correspond to
the tasks to be undertaken,

2.16 The Chalrman suggested that paragrauh 1 should be deleted, subject
to modlflcatlon of the section referred to by the Mexican delegate when that
- section was considered by the Committee.

2.17 It was so agreed.
2 18 The'dele?a te of Japan, referrJng to paragraph 2-under the heading

"resolves", said that he was not convinced that there was a need to increase
the number of engineers to six. It might transpire that some of the services
rendered at present by the engineers could better be provided by the pilot
regional offices whose establishment had been approved by the Committee at
a previous meeting. That matter could best be settled by the oecretary-
General and the Admlnlsura+1ve Council, '

2,19 The delegate of the Congo expressed the. view that the puragraph
under consideration contained too many details,

2.20 The derega+e of Ethiopia, speaking as Chairman of the Working

Group responsible for draftlﬁg the text, said that the Working Group had.
discussed the questlon of the number of engineers at some length and had’

come to the conclusion that constantly increasing requirements would make it
necessary to increase rather than desrease that number. An enumeration of
some of the tasks to be undertaken by the engineers had been included in the
text to meet the wishes of several delegations.
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2.21 The Chairman suggested, as a compromise solution, that the
paragraph should be amended to read : "that a Group of Engineers established
in the Technical Cooperation Department shall render short-term assistance
to the new and develeping countries, either by correspondence or by visits
to the countries, and assist the offices responsible for preparation and
execution of projects by technical advice and engineering evaluation,"

2,22 The delegate of Yugoslavia supported the Chairman's suggestion,
and asked whether the Working Group had examined the financial implications
of the paragraph under discussion.

2,23 The delegate of Ethiopia, speaking as Chairman of the Working Group,
said that the Working Group had not considered the financial aspect of the
problem in detail,

2,24 The delegate of Mexico insisted that the figure of six should be
retained, unless clear evidence could be prcduced that that figure was
inappropriate., In his view, the decision on the number of engineers should
not be left to the Administrative Council. The paragraph as a whole was
extremely useful and he proposed that all the ideas in it should be retained,
subject to their redrafting in two or three separate paragraphs in order to
highlight each of them individually.,

2,25 The delepate of the U.S.S,R. drew attention to the statement by
the Secretary-General that three engineers would be sufficient and that
more funds should be set aside to meet urgent requests from the developing
countries by sending outside specialists to requesting countries for short
periods, He considered that the Committee should take due account of the
Secretary-General's analysis of the situation, and that the question of
the exact -number of engineers regquired could most appropriately be settled
by the Secretary-General and the Administrative Council,

2.26 The delegate of Irveland agreed with the remarks made by the
Secretary-General in his statement and supported the compromise solution
suggested by the Chairman, He drew attention to the fact that under its
rules of procedure the Administrative Council could not take a decision on
any proposal without having first taken cognizance of the financial
implications. '

2,27 The delegate of the United Kinsdom supported the Chairman's
suggestion,
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2.28 The delegate of Iraq supported the Mexican proposal,
2,29 The Mexican proposzl was rejected by 10 votes to 41, with
13 abztentions,
2.30 The wording proposed by the Chairman for paragraph 2 was approved,

The meeting rose at 1235 hrs,

The Secretary The Chairman :

H. RUUD M. BEN ASDELIAH
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Improvement of I.T.U. facilities for providing technical
assistance to the new or developing countries (continued)
(Document No. DT/65)

Paragraph 3

1.1 o The delegate of the Lebanon said thaL he was unable
to see the relevance of the draft resolution to {U.N.D.P. since
all short-term specialists were pald for out of Union funds.

1.2 In answer to a question by the delegate of Mexico,
the delegate of Ethiopia, Chairman of the Working .Group, said
that origlnally the worklng group had considered Spec1fy1ng a
duration of one month in the parenthesis, but after: Dbeing
informed by certain delegations of the kind of assistance that
was needed in some countries it had decided“on a duration of
two months. It had not attempted to quantlfy the financial
implications of such short-term recruitment for the Unlon.

1.3 The'delegate of France proposed that paragraph 3 be
redrafted to recad : *that when deemed necessary, in addition
to the services of the engineers mentioned in paragraph 1,
outside spec1a113ts may be recruited on an ad hoc - basis for
short-term missions, in any event not exceeding six .months™.

1.4 That wording was approved.

Paragraph u

1.5 In reply to a question by the delegate of the United
States of America, the Secretary of the Committee explained -
that the salary and emoluments of three of the engineers was
covered out of the ordinary budget and that of the fourth '
engineer plus administrative support and travel was paid out" ‘of
the allocation for the execution of U.N.D.P. projects.
Expenditure on additional specialists had been covered out of
reimbursements made to I.T.U.

1.6 U.N.D.P. reimbursements were becoming smaller in
comparison with the increasing volume of activity in the Union.
The Governing Council of the U.N.D.P. had asked that its funds
be used for projects in the field and that administrative
expenditure be reduced as far as possible. 1In future it would
not be possible to use U.N.D.P. reimbursements for expenditure
not directly related to the preparation and execution of
U.N.D.P. projects.
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1.7 The Chairman considered that paragraph 4 could be
dropped since its substance was fully covered by the penultimate
paragraph of the draft resolution.

1.8 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. agreed with the Chairman.

1.9 The Administrative Council should be instructed to
explore all sources of ‘financial assistance for short-term
specialists. U.N.I.D.0. was obtaining funds for analogous
requirements of some one-and-a-half to two million dollars a
year from U.N.D.P.

1.10 The delegate of Mexico said that the deletion of
paragraph 4 would render the draft resolution meaningless.. The
maximum support must be sought from U.N.D.P.

1.11 The delegates of Ireland, the United States of
/America and the Congo agreed that paragraph 4 should be
deleted.

1.12 The delegate of Malawi said that paragraph 4 could be
deleted but the penultimate paragraph would then have to be
amplified so as to ensure that every effort were made to obtain
funds from U.N.D.P.

1.13 The delegate of Ethiopia expressed concern about the
effect of deleting paragraph ¥ bezause of the financial
difficulties that had arisen over the implementation of
Resolution No. 29 of the Montreux Conference.

1.14 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. emphasized that in view
of what had been obtained by U.N.I.D.O. for meeting the cost of
short-term specialists the I.T.U. ought to be able to obtain
funds from U.N.D.P. for similar projects. Short-term
specialists might be urgently needed in developing countries
and the sums involved should not be unduly iarge. The
Administrative Council and the Secretary-General should inform
the Governing Council of U.N.D.P. of the kind of requirements
that could arise in order to justify requests for funds.

1.15 The delegate of Mauritius opposed the deletion of
paragraph 4 which contained the core of the resolution.

1.16 The delegate of Upper Volta said that paragraph 4
might be retained and the penultimate paragraph dropped since
decisions of the Plenipotentiary Conference carried more weight
than those of the Administrative Council or the
Secretary-General.
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1.17 The proposal to delete paragraph 4 was adopted by
30 votes to 20, with 3 abstentions.

1.18 The Chairman invited comments on paragraph &) under
the heading "instructs the Secretary-General®.

1.19 After a discussion in which the delegates of the
Congo, Mexico, Ethiopld, France, the U.S.S.R., Nigeria and
the Chairman participated, the delegates of France and Mex1co

proposed that the paragraph should be replaced by the follow1ng
text

a) to make a staff study (level of quallflcatlons9 number
and grading) based on actual post descriptions, taking into
consideration also the need to set emoluments at such a level

as to attract qualified staff and to report on this subject to
the Administrative Council.

This report could be accompanled by a comparison with

the existing situation in executing agencies similar to the
Union."

- 1.20 That text was approved.
1.21 The Chalrman invited comments on paragraphs b) and c)
under the heading "instructs the Secretary-General®™. In his

view, those two paragraphs might usefully be merged into one,
omitting some of the details contained in the present text.

1.22 After a discussion in which the delegates of Sri Lanka,
Lebanon and France participated, the delegate of france proposed

that paragraphs b) and ¢) should be replaced by the following
paragraph

"b) to submit a separate report to the Administrative
Council specifying

- the specialities requlred for the engineers comprised
in the Group mentloned in paragraph 1 above;"

- his assessment on the volume and quality of the
' technlcal assistance rendered and any difficulties

in meetlng requests of the new and developing
countries;”.

1.23 That text was aggroved.
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1.24 . . The Chairman invited comments on the section headed
"requests the Administrative Council®, : '
1.25 The delegate of Sri Léhkapproposed that "requests"

in the heading should be replaced by. "instructs" in order to
bring the English text into line with the Frénch.

1.26 It was so agreed.

1.27 After a short discussion on the first paragraph of
the section, the Chairman suggested that it should be replaced
by the following Text : "to takey, on the basis of the
Secretary-Geheral's report regarding paragrapn a) above, any
necessary measures;” '

1.28 It was so agreed.
1.29 After a discussion on the second paragraph in which

the delegates of Upper Volta, Ethiopia, Ireland and Malawi
participated, the delegate of Japan proposed that the word
"budget™ in the first line should be replaced by "budgets”.

1.30 That proposal was adopted.

o 1.31 On a suggestion by the delegate of the United Kingdom

concerning the third paragraph, the delegate of France proposed
that the word "all" should be insertey after "quality of" in
the second line, and that “he part of the paragraph following
the word "activities” should be deleted. ' S

1.32 That prcposal was acopted,
1.33 The draft resolution, as amended, was approved.

Special measures Ffor the least advanced developing countries
(Document No. 240)

2.1 The delegate of Lesotho introduced the draft
resolution annexed to Documept@NQ;'Zuo.

2.2 The delegate of Afghanistan made the following
statement

"Mr. Chairman,

My delegation fully supports the draft resclution
annexed to Document No. 240. The twenty-five countries listed
by the United Nations as the least developed countries among the
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members of its family do deserve great attention for the
upgradlng of their economic standard. Telecommunication being
the basic infrastructure in the economic development of
countries therefore needs particular attention. Though my
delegation deeply appre01ates the services rendered by the
Technical Cooperation Department of the Union to my country as
a developing one, we feel that for countries with very little
financial resources the Union should, through its Technical
Cooperation Department look further into the urgent needs of
the telecommunication services of the developlng countries and
take the necessary measures accordingly.’

2.3 The delegates of Venezuela, Peru, the People's
Democratic Republic of Yemen, Chad, Tanzanila and Swa21land
supported the draft resolution. :

2.4 The Chairman thought that the words "the Union's
budget" in the third paragraph of the first operatlve part
might usefully be replaced by '"the Union's special fund for
technlcal cooperatlon" ‘

2.5 - The delegate of Botswana supported the draft
resolution. He proposed that the words "if requested" should
be inserted after "review" in the first paragraph of the first
operative part, and that the word "demonstratlng” should be
-replaced by ' contlnulng to demonstrate" in the first paragraph
“of the second operatlve part.

2.6 The delegate of Argentina supported the draft
resolution. He endorsed the Chairman's suggestion concerning
the third paragraph of the first operative part, and also
proposed the deletion of the second paragraph of the second
operative part.

2.7 The delegate of Ireland proposed that the second
and third paragraphs of the first operative part should be
merged into a 31ngle paragraph, by replacing the words "to
effectlvely assist™ by "and to assist™. ’

2.8 The delegate of Lesotho, speaking on behalf of his
delegation only, said that the amendment proposed by the Irish
delegate and the second of the amendments proposed by the
delegate of Botswana were acceptable. However, he could not
agree to the first amendment proposed by the delegate of
Botswana. With regard to the Chairman's suggestion, the-
difficulty might be overcome by using the word "budgzets" instead
of Ybudget" in the third line of the paragraph in question.
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2.9 The delegates of Upper Volta, Nigeria, Somalia,

Libya and Liberia supported the draft resolution and shared the
views expressed by the delegate of Lesotho on the amendments
proposed.

2.10 The delegate of Botswana withdrew his proposal to
insert the words "if requested" after "review" in the flrst
paragraph of the first operative part.

2,11 After a discussion on the phrase "available funds
from the U.N.D.P., the Union's budget and other sources" in
the third paragraph of the first operative part, the delegate
of Lesotho proposed that that phrase should be replaced by
available funds from the Union's budgets and other sources"

2.12 The delegate of Australia, supported by the delegate
of Ireland, expressed the view that the regular budget of the
Union should not be used for financing the activities with
which the draft resolution was concerned.

2.13 The proposal by the delegate of Lesotho was adopted
by 46 votes to 19, with 3 abstentions.

2,14 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. considered that the
second paragraph of the second operative part should be brought
into line with the wording ]ust adopted for the third
paragraph of the first operative part.

2,15 It was agreed to replace the words "the Union's own
budget® in that paragraph by "the Union's budgets and other
sources".

2.16 The Chairman, summing up, said that the Irish proposal
to merge the second and third paragraphs of the first operative
part had been accepted by the delegate of Lesotho. The Committee
had also adopted the amendment proposed by the delegate’ of
Lesotho to the third paragraph of the first operat”ve part. In
the second operative part, the delegate of Botswana's proposal
concerning the first paragraph had been accepted, and the
Committee had also agreed to amend the second paragraph.

2.17 The draft resolution, thus amended, was approved.

The meeting rose at 1305 hours.

The Secretary : The Chairman
H. RUUD _ M. BENABDELLAH
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Request for reconsideration of the lst Report of
Committee 4 (Document No. DT/56)

1.1 The delegate of the United States asked whether
Document No. DT/56 would be reconsidered by the Committee
before being submitted to the Plenary Meeting.

1.2 The Chairman said that the Report of the Committee
as amended and approved would be issued within 24% hours. It
would of course be possible to reconsider it before it was
submitted to the Plenary Meeting.

1.3 It was so decided.

Draft 2nd Report of Committee 4 to the Plenary Meeting
(Document No. DT/57)

2.1 The delegate of the Khmer Republic made the statement
annexed hereto.

2.2 Pages 1 to 4

2.2.1 At the request of the delegate of Mexico and
after discussion in which the delegates of the
Federal Republic of Germany and Brazil took part, it
was decided to amend paragraph 1.4 as follows '
in line 2 insert "for suspending the right to vote"
after "of this kind", and begin the last sentence
of paragraph 1.4 with the words : "They considered
that, in view of the way the situation had developed
during the present Conference, the matter ...".

2.2.2 In response to a request by the delegate of
the United States, it was agreed to modify the end
of paragraph 1.6 as follows : "it being understood

that this new provision would not apply to arrears
covered by Resolution No. ...".

(Ref. Annex 5 to the 1lst Report of Committee 4.)
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2.2.3 In reply to a gquestion by the delegate of the
United Kingdom on how paragraph 2.7 on page 3 should
be completed, the Chairman said that the text
inserted would depend on the decision about to be

" taken by the Committee on the proposals for creating
a new class of contribution.

2.3 Page 5

Annex 1

93 - approved without comment.

94 . - approved after discussion.

2,4 Page 6
95 - approved without comment in substance.
After a discussion the delegate of Mexico said

that he would abide by the decisions to be taken
by Committees 7 and 8 on proposal MEX/638/9-95 (212)

and would not insist on the proposal being studied
by Committee 4.

96 - The same remark applied to proposal MEX/69/9-96 (213).

2.5 Page 7
97 - The same remark applied to proposal MEX/69/9-97 (218).

The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany
said that i1t would be preferable to amend the end
of the proposal by changing the concluding words
"...of these Regulations™ to *...of the Convention".

98 - In the light of the arguments put forward during
the discussion, the delegate of the U.S.S.R.
withdrew proposal USR/15/10-98 (50). '

2.6 Page 8

The delegate of Mexico said that he would not open
a discussion on proposal MEX/69/9-98 (210), which could more
appropriately be discussed by Committees 7 and 8.
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98A -

88 -

2.7

The delegate of the Federal Republic of Genmany
withdrew proposal D/21/12-38A-5A. ]

The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany
also withdrew proposal D/21/13-99 (219) - 6.

Page 9

The Chairman said that if the category of Associate

Member was eliminated, proposal MEX/69/9-99 (219) would be
taken into account.

99A -

99B -

It was agreed with the sponsors of

proposal DNK/FNL/ISL/NOR/S/B-99A (220, 221) that

the proposal would be considered within the framework
of the general study of the Convention. :

There had already been a decision on
proposal D/21/14-99A-6A (arrears in payment due to

- the Union).

2.8

100 -

Page 10

The delegate of Indonesia withdrew paragraph a) of
proposal INS/88/9; he said he wished to maintain
paragraph b), particularly since there were various
draft Resolutions on the same lines.

It was so decided.

Page 11
Annex 2 - Chapter 27

After the Chairman had recalled the arguments for and

against proposal F/29/25-536 (214) and the Administrative

Council's

proposal, the Committee decided in favour of

maintaining the present text, subject to the statements made
subsequently at the Plenary Meeting.

542 to
546

Page 12

Proposal DNK/FNL/ISL/NOR/S/20- 540,.541 (220, 221) -2.
Inoperative because of the dec131on just taken not
to amend the existing text.

The numbers in the margin were quoted for information
only.
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02,11 Page 13
547 to
549 In view of the previous decisions the numbers were

not taken into consideration.

550 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany
withdrew proposal D/21/15-550 (230).

2,12 Page 14
551 to
553 The numbers in the margin were quoted for information
only.

553A The Committee decided not to submit
proposal HNG/7/20-553A-6A to the Plenary Meeting;
despite its logic it was merely a codification of
the practice followed at the I.T.U.

2.13 Consideration of Document No. DT/57 was thus
completed.

Report of the Administrative Council to the Plenipotentiary
Conference ~ Building (A.C. Report, paragraph 2.5.7 and
Document No. 79)

3.1 The Secretary-General reviewed the problem of what:
was to be done about the present gap between the underground
garage built by F.I.P.0.I. and the Union building. The
authorities of the Union had consulted F.I.P.0.I. - which made
building loans to international organizations - to discover
whether it would be prepared to increase the loan advanced for
the I.T.U. Tower so that the gap could be filled in by the
extension of two basement floors, one for office space and the
other for storage space. F.I.P.0.I. had replied in the
affirmative and had granted a loan of 2,500,000 Swiss francs

for enlarging the new Headquarters building. The correspondence
between the Secretary-General and F.I.P.0.I. was reproduced

in the Annexes to Document No. 79. The sum referred to was
therefore available to the Union and it was up to the
Plenipotentiary Conference to decide if it wanted to use it to
extend the basement floors of the Tower. The Geneva

authorities would be pleased if the proposed new phase of the
work were implemented so as to speed up the completion of the
plan for the Place des Nations and to utilize the stairway built
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by F.I.P.0.I. next to the I.T.U. building to link up with the
path planned between the underground garage and the International
Conference Centre. Estimates for the work had been made two
years previously, since when building costs had risen 3
continuously. The proposed new phase would provide 4 ,400m

of office space and 4,400m° of storage space. In view of the
likely staff increases in the I.T.U., it would be wise to
provide for a number of new offices. The total cost of the
work would be 3,600,000 Swiss francs, 2,500,000 of which had
already been advanced by F.I,P.0.I. on a long term basis and
at very low interest. ’

3.2 The Chairman said that the City of Geneva would be
glad if the gap between the underground garage and the I.T.U.
building were filled in.

3.3 The Secretary-General said that the building of two
basement floors would be a rational solution which would make

a number of spare offices available to the Union and enable the
computer and other machinery to be transferred into storage
premises. The credit of 2,500,000 Swiss francs should be

used relatively soon, otherwise the Swiss Parliament would
allocate the money elsewhere,

3.4 The delegate of the Dominican Republic thanked the
Secretary-General for his survey of the problem and said that
he favoured using the credit quickly. As building costs in
Switzerland were increasing steadily and considerably, it :
would be inadvisable not to use the F.I.P.0.I. loan immediately.

3.5 In reponse to a remark by the delegate of Yugoslavia
about the high cost and dubious necessity of providing the

two basement floors, the Secretary-General said that the new
premises would consist of 1,100mZ of office space and 1,100m2
of storage space, that building costs had increased greatly

in Switzerland in recent years and that they would continue

to do so in the future.

3.6 The delegate of the United States agreed with the
delegate of Yugoslavia and considered that Document No. 79 did
not give sufficient details about the cost of phase III of the
work and its financial implications for Members of the I.T.U.
There had been a very large cost overrun on the original
estimates for the new building and the expenditure at present

being proposed was excessive in terms of the likely benefit to
the Union.
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3.7 The Secretary-General said that he had with him a
preliminary design for the building work proposed for the gap
and he could give the Committee all the necessary particulars

in the form of a limited distribution document. In his view

the Plenipotentiary Conference should confine itself to the
question of principle and leave it to the Administrative Council
to study the details of implementing phase III and to: decide

to start work when it had considered the architect's plan.

3.8 Questions were asked by the delegates of Poland,

the Netherlands, Malawi, the Federal Republic of Germany, the
United Kingdom, Uganda and Canada in connection wWith the.

- proposed extension of the basements of the new Union building.

3.9 The Secretdry-General gave the following,repiiés
a) the 3.5% loan granted by F.I.P.0.I. was repayable
over a maximum period of 25 years;

b) in addition to the 575m2 of office space mentioned
'in sub-paragraph 2 of paragraph 11 on page 2/u44 of
the Report of the Administrative Council to the

. Plenipotentiary Conference, the project for the
‘second bagement floor would give the Union something
like 500m? of storage space;

c) work carried out on the basis of the 2,500,000 Swiss
francs lent by F.I.P.0.I. would offer an acceptable.
temporary solution and no further stage was at present
under consideration. :

He had taken note of the other questions raised,;swhich

would be answered in the document to be prepared by :the
Secretariat for the next meeting of the Committee.

3.10 The delegate of Lebanon said it was important to _
respect the town planning scheme mentioned in sub-paragraph 1,
paragraph 11, page 2/44 of the Report of the Administrative
Council and to keep to the original plans for extending the
new I.T.U., building.

3.11 The Chairman said it was essential to ensure that the
work proposed for the two basement floors would give maximum
office space. It would then be for the Administrative Council
to decide how best to make use of the allocation of

2,500,000 Swiss francs, while making reservations for the future
to the extent possible. In no case should the limit of
2,500,000 Swiss francs be exceeded.
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3.12 The Secretary-General said that he would contact the
architect in Geneva to find out exactly what work could be done
within the limits of the allocation; clearly, however, quick
action would be needed if the effects of further rises in Swiss
building costs were to be avoided and if work was to be started
some time near the end of 1974,

3.13 In response to a comment by the delegate of Mexico,
who considered that the building project for the gap between
the underground garage and the Union building seemed to be more
a matter of complying with a wish of the local authorities than
meeting an urgent requirement of the I.T.U., the Chairman,

- speaking in his capacity as delegate of Switzerland, said that
he had contacts with the Swiss bodies concerned and that it

was definitely the I.T.U. which had approached F.I.P.0.I. for

a loan of 2,500,000 Swiss francs +o extend its headquarters
premises.

3.1 The delegate of Mexico said that he was not convinced
that the Union really needed to have two basement floors for
office and storage use. The area at present available in the
0ld building and in the Tower would be sufficient for a fairly
long time and in any case until the next Plenipotentiary
Conference. There seemed no urgent need “or the work of

which the Secretary-General had spoken. Also, a careful study
of the matter would have to be made before any decision was
taken, since credit overshoots of the same extent as occurred
when new headquarters building was constructed must be avoided.

3.15 The delegate of Lebanon recalled that, in its initial
plans, it had been the Union's intention to keep to the town
planning scheme prepared by the Canton of Geneva, but it was
also true that F.I.P.O.I. hoped to be able %o ccunt on the
cooperation of the I.T.U. to fulfil those Plans.

3.16 The Secretary-General agreed. . The Union's original
plans had been much more ambitious, but due to a lack of funds
the new building had been constructed in its present form,
leaving the gap which now had to be filled in. The Union had
asked F.I.P.0.I. for a loan of 2,500,000 Swiss francs, and the
use or non-use of that sum was a matter for a decision by the
Plenipotentiary Conference. F.I.P.0.I. would like the Union
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to take building action to fill in the present gap between the
new Headquarters building and the underground garage, but the
I.T.U. had not entered into any formal commitments in the matter.

The meeting rose at 6.55 p.m.

Secretary : Chairman

R. PRELAZ R. RUTSCHI

Annex : 1
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ANNEZX

Khmer Republic

STATEMENT ON THE 1lst REPORT OF COMMITTEE Uu

TO THE PLENARY MEETING
(Torremolincs, 15 October 1973)

Because of events which are no doubt beyond their
control, some Members of the International Telecommunication
Union have been unable to meet their financial commitments to
it. My delegation, however sympathetic it may be to the
reasons given, cannot agree to the interest due from these
Members being a charge, however small, on my country's budget.

When it acceded to the I.T.U., the Khmer Republic
selected the l-unit class of contribution under No. 213 of
Article 16 of the Montreux Convention (1965). Subsequent
events in the Khmer Republic have seriously upset the balance
of its budget and would have been reason enough for it to ask
either for the cancellation of arrears or for a reduction in
class of contribution. However, our country considers that it
i1s its duty to keep all commitments entered into earlier, at
whatever cost.

My delegation therefore states that my Government
finds it absolutely impossible to exceed its previous
commitments and to bear the debts of other countries, although,
indeed, it is not against other countries doing so if they can.

My delegation draws the attention of the Conference
to the fact that if it endeavours to solve the problem of
arrears by increasing the contributory unit, the I.T.U. runs the
risk of achieving contrary effects; countries like ours which
are already in financial difficulties will be unable to pay
their contributions, the arrears of which will therefore
accumulate to an excessive extent.
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FOR THE STATE OF ISRAEL

The State of Israel reserves its position with
‘ respect to "Resolution KK" in the light of the following facts

1. The Resolution was based on unsupported accusations,
by countries conducting open warfare and unrestricted
hostilities against the State of Israel - without a single
shred of proof being placed before the meeting;

2. The draft Resolution was considered on Saturday,

20 October - on the background of inflamatory speeches, wild
accusations, and implied threats - all this on the Sabbath

day, when the accusers were well aware that the only
representative of Israel would be absent, for religious
observances. Israel was thus made to appear that it was
admitting the baseless charges, because it did not take the
floor to deny them. In fact, Israel is advised that this was
remarked upon in the debate and referred to in Document No. 341
by Malaysia;

3. The religious reasons, which accounted for the

‘ absence of the representative of Israel, had been fully
explained to the Chairman on the preceding day; the Chairman
solemnly promised, that if anything of concern to Israel were
to come up on Saturday, he would do all that was in his power
to delay consideration - in order to enable the delegation of
Israel to exercise its right to express itself (vide No. 670
of the Convention, Montreux 1865, which reads as follows

. "It shall be the duty of the Chairmza <o protect the
right of each delegation to express its opinion freely and
fully on the point of issue".
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4, When this course had not been followed, the delegation
of Israel followed orderly procedure, and on the occasion of

the first reading of the draft Resolution - in the Plenary
Meeting of 22.10.73 - set forth in its statement the relevant
facts, and formally requested the rejection of the draft Resolution
- pursuant to paragraph 692 of the Convention. The Chairman
refused to proceed to a vote in the course of the reading of the
draft, and ruled the delegate of Israel out of order - contrary
to the provisions of the Convention and to common practice.
Furthermore, the assembled delegations have thus been deprived
of the opportunity to vote on the matter, after hearing from
both sides.

5. In its statement presented in the Plenary Meeting of
22.,10.73, and which was fully reproduced in the Summary Record
of that meeting, Israel put forward, inter alia, the following

a) On the same day as the allegation of sabotage Beirut sub- .

marine,cables was made, the Israel spokesman officially
denied any responsibility whatsoever for this occurrence.

b) The cable itself is owned, in large part, by European
as well as United States interests, whose sympathy and
understanding Israel seeks. Why should Israel wish to
endanger these sympathies, and damage the property of
friendly nations?

c) Why, also, if Israel wished to cafry out such an action,
would she undertake it so close to shore, where
detection would be easy and repair relatively simple?

d) 1In this case as in the past, acts of sabotage of
internal origin have taken place. 0il pipelines have
been damaged before, embassies of Arab States have been
invaded, high officials of Arab States have been
assassinated, planes have been hijacked and hostages .
have been takxen. In all these instances, it was one
group within the Arab States acting against another.
Here, too, the facts lend themselves to such conclusions.
Dissident Arab groups do operate in Lebanon. On those
very days such a group, in Beirut, took as hostages
some 50 innocent local inhabitants, and played around
with their lives. These groups have the minimum skills
necessary to handle explosives and to perform this
kind of sabotage, and the means to reach the points
where the damage allegedly took place. In one stroke
they can take revenge for wrongs, real or imagined, and
in the current climate place the blame on Israel.
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e) It was understood that when Lebanon first reported
the cable break, and asked ITALCABLE for assistance
in restoration of service via alternate routes, they
themselves referred to the cable break as an act of
sabotage. Only later, did it occur to them, that this
incident could be utilized for propaganda purposes.

In view of the foregoing, the State of Israel
considers the so-called Resolution KK, as unlawfully and
improperly to this Convention, as well as having no meaning
or effect whatever.

The State of Israel is confident that all fai»-minded
Members of the Union share its views, and will treat tne
so-called Resolution accordingly.
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FOR DENMARK, FINLAND, ICELAND, NORWAY AND SWEDEN

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 Members of the Union not share in defraying the expenses

of the Union, or should any Members fail in any other way to comply

with the requirements of the International Telecommunication

Convention (Malaga-Torremolinos, 1373) or its Annexes or tie

Protocols attached thereto, or should reservations by other

countries jeopardize their telecommunication services.
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STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM THE UNITED NATIONS

The annexed statement made by the Observer of the
United Nations at the 22nd Plenary Meeting is published at the
request of several delegations. It will also appear in the
Summary Record of the meeting.

M. MILI

Secretary-General

Annex : 1
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ANNEX

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER OF THE
UNITED NATIONS AT THE 22nd PLENARY MEETING

As a consequence of the decision to abolish the
category of Associate Member, Committee 8 decided to delete
Article 47 specifying that the United Nations shall have the
right to accede to the Convention on behalf of a territory
which is placed under its administration and which would
thereby become an Associate Member.

This deletion of Article 47 was made on the
understanding that the United Nations would be given an
opportunity to state its views on the matter before the Plenary
Meeting. These views are set out in Document No. 26k4.

The United Nations takes the view that the deletion
of this Article is not desirable. Although the number of trust
territories has been greatly reduced since the adoption of the
Charter of the United Nations in 1945, a few such territories
still exist. Any alteration of the Trusteeship system requires
a revision of the Charter, a procedure which is not within the
competence of this Conference. Furthermore, by a decision of
the General Assembly or of the Security Council, the United
Nations may be entrusted with the responsibility for certain
territories as happened in the case of West Irian, a few years
ago. There may be other cases in future.

Moreover, the deletion from the list of Members of the
territories represented by the United States raises certain
problems since this group of territories includes some trust
territories.,

For all these reasons I must appeal to the Conference
to preserve the rights of the United Nations in this field.
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FOR ITALY

Italy reserves the right not to share in defraying
'. any additional costs that the I.T.U. may incur in future

Plenipotentiary and Administrative conferences through the use
of a sixth language of interpretation in accordance with
Resolution ... of this Conference.
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FOR ITALY

The delegation of Italy reserves for its Government
the right to take such action as it may deem necessary to
. safeguard its interests, should certain Members not share in
defraying the expenses of the Union, or should they fail in
any other way to comply with the provisions of this Convention,
or its annexes or the protocols attached thereto, or sihould
reservations by other countries be likely to increase its share
in defraying the expenses of the Union or jeopardize its
telecommunications services. The delegation also reserves the
right for its Government, in the event of the Union's ordinary
budget being charged with expenses for technical cooperation
purposes, to take appropriate consequential action.
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FOR UNITED KINGDOM

The Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland notes the statement of the
Delegation of Chile with regard to Antarctic Territories.
Insofar as this may be intended to refer to the British
Antarctic Territory, Her Majesty's Government in the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland have no doubt
as to their sovereignty over the British Antarctic Territory.
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FOR UNITED KINGDOM

The Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland declares that it does not accept the
statement of the Argentine Delegation contained in its
declaration insofar as this statement disputes the sovereignty
of Her Majesty'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 Falkland Islands Dependencies and the
British Antarctic Territory are and remain an integral part of
the territories for the international relations of which the

Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland are responsible.

The United Kingdom Delegation also cannot accept the
view expressed by the Argentine Delegation that the
denomination "Falkland Islands Dependencies” is erroneous nor,
insofar as that view refers to the denomination '"Falkland
Islands™, that that denomination is erroneous. The United
Kingdom Delegation, moreover, 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
the Falkland Islands Dependencies. The decision of the United
Nations Special Committee to add "(Malvinas)" after this name
related solely to the documents of the United Nations Special
Committee on the situation with regard to the implementation of
the Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial
countries and peoples and has not been adopted by the United
Nations for all United Nations documents. It therefore in no
way affects the International Telecommunications Convention
(Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973) or its Annexes or any other
documents published by the International Telecommunication Union.
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With regard to Resolution 2065 (XX) of the United
Nations the United Kingdom Delegatlon does not accept the
reasons given by the Argentine Delegation for that Resolution.

The United Kingdom Delegation notes the reference by
the Argentine Delegation to Article IV of the Antarctic Treaty
signed in Washlngton on 1 December 1959 but wishes to state
that this Article in no way supports or bears out the dominion
or sovereignty of any partlcular power over any antarctic
terrltory ¢ Her Majesty s Government are in no doubt as to the
United Kingdom's sovereignty over the British Antarctic
Territory.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION OF GUINEA-BISSA
AS MEMBER OF THE INTERIATICUATL WHIOCOMM IIZALA TN UNION

The Plenipotentiary Conference of the International
3 Telecommunication Union (Malaga-Torremolincs, 1973),

considering

the request received from the Chairman, Council of
Commissars of Guinea-Bissau for admission of his country as a
Member of the International Telecommunicaticn Union in
accordance with Articles 1 and 19 of the International
Telecommunication Convention (Montreusx), and the associated
exchanges of telegrams annexed to Document No. 387;

noting

that further correspondence referred therein has not
been received before the termination of the presant Conference;

noting also

‘l' that a number of Members of the Union are not Present
.

) in the Plenipotenticry Conference;

noting further

the widespread support for the consideration of the
request for admission as early as practicable taking account
especially of the observations made by many delega*ions in the
present Conference;
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instructs the Secretary-General,

1. on the basis of the correspondence already received

by the Union, to carry out the consultation as rapidly as
possible in regard to the request for admission of Guinea-Bissau
in accordance with Articles 1 and 19 of the Montreux

Convention,

2. to send to the Members Document No., 387 and the
records of the discussions of the 26th Plenary Session for
their consideration in deciding upon the request for
admission of Guinea-Bissau.
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FOR THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA

The Delegation of Panama states that it does not
accept any declaration made by any country in the International
Telecommunication Convention (Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973) or in
any other document which affects its sovereign rights over the
Panama Canal zone.




INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
MALAGA - TORREMOLINOS 1973 25 October 1373

Document No. u422-E

Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

Final Protocol

FOR THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF ROUMANIA

In signing the International Telecommunicaticn
Convention (Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973), the Roumanian Delegation
declares that the maintenance of certaln territories in a state
of dependence, as referred to in the provisions of Additional
Protocol F, is not in conformity with the documents adopted
by the United Nations on the granting of independence to
colonial countries and peoples including the Declaratlon
relating to the principles of international law concernlng
friendly relations and cooperatlon between States in
accordance with the United Nations Charter, which was unanimously
adopted by United Nations General Assembly Resolution 2625 (XXV)
of 24 October 1970 and which solemnly proclaims the obligation
of States to promote the implementation of the principle of the
equality of rights of peoples and their right to self-
determination, with a view to putting a speedy end to
colonialism.
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CHAIRMAN OF THE CONFERENCE

The Chairman of the Conference deplores the terms
employed in the statement made by Israel at the Plenipotentiary
. Conference, Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973, and included in its

' Final Protocol, commenting on the application of the Rules of
Procedure of Conferences embodied in the General Regulations
annexed to the Montreux Convention, 1965,

Number 670 of the Montreux Convention states in fact
that "it shall be the duty of the Chairman to protect the right
of each delegation to express its opinion freely and fully on
the point at issue®. This provision clearly relates to
delegations which are “present™" at the discussion, which does
not apply in this case to the delegation of Israel which, on
religious grounds worthy of the highest respect, did not attend
the Plenary Meeting held on Saturday, 20 October despite the
reasons which it had on the evening before to presume that the
draft Resolution contained in Document No. 326 submitted by the
delegation of Lebanon would be debated at that meeting.. It should
be added in this connection that at his meeting with Mr. Sakked
on Friday, 19 October, the Chairman had been unable to offer any
guarantee concerning a postponement of the debate on the draft
‘ resolution in question and had merely said that he would hold

consultations, which proved unsuccessful, aimed at having the
debate deferred until Monday, 22 October.

At the Plenary Meeting of Monday, 22 October, the
delegate of Israel, in the first reading of Resolution KK
submitted by the Editorial Committee and contained in
Document No. 351, asked for a fresh vote on the content of this

draft resolution, basing its request on 692 of the Montreux
Convention,
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The Chairman's interpretation was that the Plenary
Meeting had before it the text of the resolution, before final
consideration under 763 of the Convention, but that it was not
dealing with the substance of the matter, which had already been
settled at the meeting held on Saturday, 20 October after a
roll-call vote in which there were 64 votes in favour and
3 against with 46 abstentions.

The Chairman based his ruling on 697 of the Convention.
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FOR LEBANON

The Delegation of Lebanon deplores the publication of the
tendentious Document No, 413 submitted by the so-called "State of Israel”

. relating to the adoption of Resolution KK by the Plenipotentiary Conference

(Malaga~Torremolinos, 1973). This document, which was deliberately submitted

after adoption of the Conference documents as a whole at the last Plenary

Meeting held on Friday, 25 October 1973, is a tissue of lies and arrogant

remerks with respect to the Union., As the document was not examined by

the Conference and was not mentioned on any agenda, the Conference is

deemed to have no cognizance of it.
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Chairman s Mr, R, RUISCHI (Switzerland)
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Subjects discussed 3

1, 'Suinmary record of the 4th meeting of
Committee 4

2. Summary record of the 5th meeting of
Committee 4

3. TFirst report of Committee L4 to the
‘ ’ Plenary Meeting

Document No,

192

201

221

4, Report of the Administrative Counéil to the AC Report, par, 2.5,7

Plenipotentiary Conference _

~ Building

9
DT/71
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Summary record of the 4th meeting of Committas 4 (Document No, 192)

1,1 The delegate of Mexico proposed an amendment to the summary record
{see Corrigendum to Document No, 192),

1.2 Subjest to that amendment, the summary record of the 4th meeting
of Committee U4 .was approved,

summary record of the 5th meeting of Committee 4 (Document Mo, 201)

2.1 The delegates of Chile, BoliviggAMexico, and Cuba proposed
amendments to the summary record (see Corrigendum to Document No, 201),

2.2 Subject to these amendments, the summary record of the 5th meeting
of Committee 4 was approved.

Iirst report of Committee 4 to the Plenary Meeting (Document No, 221)

3,1 The delegate of the United States said he had understood that the
Committee had agreed to waive payment of the three million Swiss francs of
interest on arrears due from the nine debtor countries of the Union.

The report was however contradictory on that point, The first sub-paragraph
on page 3 stated : "that the solutions worked out should not affect Members
which pay their contributions regularly", Paragraph 5.2 on the same page
contained a statemen: which Seemed to be at variance with those words,
Paragraph 5 of the draft Resolution on page 12 Implied that all Members of
the Union would have to participate over a five~year period in amortizing a
sum the payment of which had been waived by the Union and which would
therefore have to be regarded as a loss,

3.2 In order to dispel the uncertainty, the Committee should be
provided with precise facts to decide whether it was really necessary to
cover all or part of the loss in question, S8ince the Committee did not have
the necessary facts at its disposal, 1t would be preferable to instruct the
Administrative Council +o seek a solution to the cash resources problem
arising from the "loss" caused by the non~-recovery of arrears.

33 The delegate of Argentina also consldered that the full light had
not yet been shed on the Union's actual need for cash resources, The
Administrative Council should therefore be instructed to study the
sitwation and %o take a final decision by fixing the amounts required to
bring the I.T,U,'s cash resources up to the necessary level,
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3.4 The Chairman, summing up the statements which had ‘just been made,
found that they were in favour of deleting peragraph 5 and amending '
paragraph 2 of the operative part of the draft Resolution contained in
Document No, 221, :

3.5 The delegate of the U,S,S,R, said that he did not share the views
of the previous speakers, Everybody was aware that the I.T,U, was a non-
profit~-making association, All the rescurces described in its budget were
estimates of expenditure and the Reserve Account was made up of sums which
had not yet been spent, ITf the Union decided to exempt certain countries
from paying the sums owed, it meant that the entire membership, inecluding
the debtor countries, were required to share in the repayment of the amounts
outstanding and, in the particular case at issue, of the interest on the
arrears to which the exemption applied, '

3.6 That- question had absolutely no bearing on the problem of the cash
resources required by the Union for the proper administration of its affairs,
Since the Union's accounts had been approved, it was cléar and logical that
all the amounts outstanding would have to be recovered in one way or another,
until the last centime, Tt was inconceivable that the Administrative Council
could adopt a decision which clashed with that principle,

3.7 Finally, he said that he was Tirmly opposed to an& amendment of
the substance of paragraph 5 of the operative part of the draft Resolution,

3.8 Since the delegate of the United States of America did not insist
on the amendments which he would have liked to make to the text, it was
agreed not to modify the text, despite the intervention of the delegate of
the Khmer Republic, supported by the delegates of the Republic of Viet~Nam
and Indonesia, who stated that he still failed to understand why countries
which, despite their financial difficulties, made efforts beyond their
means in order to meet their commitments, should be compslled to pay the
debts of other countries, namely the accumulated interest on arrears,

3.9 The delegate of Rwanda reserved the right to revert to the question
at the plenary meeving, in view of the financial situation of his country,

3,10 In conclusion, the gggggggg pointed out that the posting to account
of the interest on arrears under the head of Union assets had over the
years resulted in a corresponding reduction in the contributory shares of

the Member countries throughout that period,
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Report of the Administrative Council to the Plenipotentiary Conference

~ Building (Report of AC, paragraph 2,5.7, Documents Nos, 79 and DI/71)

41 The Secretary~ieneral introduced Document No. DT/71 which
contalned replies to a number of questions raised at the 1lth meeting of
the Committee concerning the construction of the new building and the
possible expansion of the basements and other improvements,

4,2 The Chairman explained why the construction of stage IIT would
cost almost as much as the old bullding, for which the Union had paid

5 million Swiss francs., That had been possible at the time because the
Swiss Confederation had borne 2,5 million Swiss francs of the cost in
addition to providing the land free of charge, The new building, the
Canton and City of Geneva had also provided the land free of charge together
with a loan of 20 million Swiss francs, which the Administrative Council
had decided to pay back over 25 years, The 20 millions had unfortunately
not been enougn., ¥.I,P,0.I. had been approached and had granted two loans
of 500,000 Swiss francs each. In addition, the Swiss Confederation had
granted the I.7.U, aspecial terms for the repayment of the loans,

4,3 To complete the construction in stage III, an amount of
2,5 million Swiss francs would be necessary, which F,I,P,0.I, had agreed
to make avilable, The Geneva Authorities hoped that, in the course of

stage III, the I.T.H§. would f£ill in the pit which had been dug during the
building of the tower,

Lok The interest of 3% to be paid on the loans granted by the Swiss
Confederation itsclf or, on its recommendation, by the requisite institutions
was very low,

4,5 The delegate of Morocco put forward various arguments and reasons
which he considered adequate for requesting the Swiss Confederation and the
Geneva authorities not to insist, at least in the immediate future, on the
filling of the pit next to the I.T.U, tower.

4.6 The delegate of Mexico said that he would like to be provided
with various documents in order to study the situation with regard to the
construction of the I.T,U, building, with particular reference to stage III
and its financing., That information would doubtless enable the Committee
to reach a deecision with a full knowledge of the facts and to determine
whether there was any urgency.
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L7 The Secretary-~General provided some explanatory material on the
structure and purposes of F,I.P.0.I. whose loans invariably required the
approval of the Federal Chambers (Swiss Parliament), The interest rate
of X% granted to the I,T.U, had been made possible by a federal subsidy to
cover the difference between that rate and the normal bank rate of 5%%.

4.8 The work requested by the Federal and Geneva authorities should

be carried out, since it was covered by long-standing town planning
arrangements,

4,9 The cost increases for the work done or remaining to be done was

not attributable mainly to changes in the plans but to the substantial

price rises which had taken place in the building sector, However, ccmparizon
with other buildings erccted in Geneva for various international orzanizations
showed that the increases for the I.T,U. building were the lowest.

4,10 So far as stage III was concerned, the Secretary~General stated
that the architect's plans made due allowance for those parts of the
building which had already been finished and it was clearly understood that .

the new parts would be fitted together in a very functional way with those
which already existed.

4,11 With regard to the 2.5 million loan which F,I.P,0,I. was prepared .
to grant to I,T,U, for the completion of stage T1I, a decision had to be
made whether it should be used in the near future, since in the event of a
negative decision, the Swiss Confederation would have to be informed so that
it could use the funds for other purposes.,

L,12 The delegate of the U.S.S.R, hoped that the effectiveness of what
had already been done would be investigated before anything else was
undertaken, He considered that it would have been preferable to rent the
building rather than undertake a construction project. In his opinion, the
sums spent by the I,T.U, on the purchase of buildings would have probably
covered the rent of an equivalent floor area for a period of 90 years,

4,13 ' He was perfectly aware that it might sometimes be an‘advantage to
own the premises; however, he was regretfully forced to conclude that the

I.T,U.'s real estate ventire did not constitute an effective use of its
resources,
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b1k It was clear that, so far as the town planning requirements were
concerned, they had to be observed, However, everybody knew that the
establishment of such plans was usually a falrly lengthy affair and the
Geneva authorities might possibly agree, for example, to the construction
of a temporary gongway to enable the public to walk, as was planned, from
the underground garage to the Conference Centre, This solution would result
in an immediate outley of perhaps 5,000 francs instead of 3,600,000 franecs,
which it was proposed to spend. Moreover, experience showed that the final
costs were always higher than the original estimates. Therefore, despite
the credit facilities and the very low interest rate offered, it would be
wise to postpone until some later stage the expenditure which it was
suggested should be made irmediately, and to wait until it was absolutely
essential to complete stage III. '

4. 15 The delegate of Morocco, pointing to future problems, wondered
whether the long~term development of the I,T.U, would not require it at some
stage to leave its present premises to go elsewhere, Furthermore,

FI.,P,0,I, might also contemplate extending its own underground garage in

the very place where the 1.T.U, might be able toinstall the offices which itdoes
not need, namely in the pit which has to be filled in,

4,16 The Secretary-General said that he joined everybody else in hoping
that the I,T.U, would continue to develop., But the Department of Public
Works, which had already been consulted on the possibility of a future
extension, had officially confirmed that 1t would be possible to erect a
second tower next to the existing buildings. There was therefore no question
of the I,T,U,'s being compelled to leave the existing premises at any
subsequent stage.

4,17 Replying to the delegate of Uganda, the Secretary-General said
that he was not aware of other sources of financing on more favourable terms,
or even terms as favourable as those offered by the Swiss Confederation

through the intermediary of F,I.P,0.I., namely repayment over 25 years at an
interest rate of 3%%.

4,18 The delegate of the United States of America pointed out that the
Building Working Party had never reached agreemer: on the need to launch a
new extension phase immediately, Furthermore, referring to the first
paragraph on page 12 of Document No, 79, he said that the cheapest means of
filling in the excavation should be sought provided that the I,T.U. had
formally committed itself to do so vis-d~vis the- Swiss authorities.
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4,19 The delegote of the United Kingdom said that he supported the
views of the delegates who had considered that the expenditure proposed for
a new extension of the I,T.U. buildings was: unwarranted, since there was

no urgency. The suggestion concerning the construction of a gangway
represented a compromise solution which was as symbolic- as it was useful,

4,20  The Secretary-General emphasized that, in its repéft, the
Administrative Council had made it clear that it did not consider it
advisable to suggest to the Members of the Unilon that the funds offered
should be used and that it preferred to follow the instructions which it
would receive from the Plenipotentiary Conference, It was therefore
essentially a matter for the Finance Committee to decide.

4,21 The Chairman said that nobody had been in favour of completing
stage III of the headquarters construction progromme, Various delegations
had stated that it was not the right time to complete the project, which
was in fact not urgent, and that the Union's financial difficulties
dictated the most stringent economy.

4,22 The Committee therefore rejected the construction project
envisaged under stage III of the extension of I,T.U. headquarters as

described particularly in Documents Nos. 79 and DT/71 and in the report of
the Administrative Council,

4,23 With regard to the best means of satisfying the Swiss authorities
concerning a passage (construction of a gangway or other means of access),
the Comittee instructed the Secretary-General to prepare a draft resolution
clearly stating, first, that thé Plenipotentiary Conference did not wish to
carry out stage III and, second, that it instructed the Administrative
Council to seek, in consultation with the Secretary-General, an adequate
solution concerning the passage in gquestion.

L. on The delegate of Mexico considered that the Committee did not have
sufficient facts at its disposal to judge of the immediate or future
advisability of stage III, That was a very important point, The
Administrative Couneil, in which the Members' representation was limited,
should therefore not be instructed to take a specific and final decision
on a subject concerning which a mumber of the facts were not yet available,

4 .25 Concerning the loan of 2,5 million francs, the Chairman said that,
at the time when the Secretary-General had approached F,I,P.0.I. for an
increase in the initial loan of 20 millions granted to the I,T.U., he had
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vtaken the precaution of drawing attention to the possibility of carrying
out stage ITI and requesting whether ¥,I,P.0.I, would be prepared to grant
a fresh loan of 2.5 million Swiss francs to cover it,

4,26 The delegate of Mexico said that the pit which the Swiss
authorities wished the Union to fill in at its own cost stemmed doubtless
from highly original architectural concepts t had nevertheless been
imposed on the I,T.U, for town planning consicderations; 1t might therefore
be wondered whether the I,T,U. should commit itself Bz further expenditure
and carry out work which was none of its business.

- ——

L. o7 After summing up thé debate, the Chairman added that, in its

report to the Plenary Meeting, the Conmittee would draw attention to its

view that it was, for the time being, not advisable to proceed with

stage ITI, particuvlarly since i% did not have at its disposal all the .
necessary facts on which to reach a final decision.

The meeting rose at 1810 hours.

The Secretary : The Chairman :

R. PRELAZ R, RUTSCHI

-
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Approval of the Summary Record of the 6th meeting of Committee 4

(Document No, 225)
1.1 Approved.

Draft 3rd Report of Committee 4 to the Plenary Meeting N ;
(Document No, DI/85)

2.1 Following a comment by the delegate of the United States and at
the proposal of the Chairman, it was decided to add the text of paragraph 4
to the end of paragraph 3 and to remumber the last paragraph accordingly,

2.2 Subject to that amendment, the draft 3rd Report of Committee 4 to
the Plenary Meeting was approved,

Additional Protocols relating to the finances of the Union
(Document No, DI/84)

3.1 The Chairman said that the missing figures in Document No, DT/B4
would be added as soon as they became available, He added that the
Protocols submitted to the Committee were the same as those appearing in the
Montreux Convention,

Annex 1 : Additional Protocol I

3.2 The delegate of the United States, supported by the delegate of

the U.S.S.R., said that the percentage of 3% could already be added in the

last paragraph on page 2; the figure was already glven in paragraph 2 of
point 12 on page 7.

3.3 ' The Secretary-General said that the % shown on page 7 represented
an evaluation of the normal increase of the work of the Union which had
repercussions on the staffing of the organization whereas the percentage to
be inserted on page 2 corresponded to the limit on expenditure for the years
after 1979, A figure of 3% was given in Additional Protocol I to the
Montreux Convention but that figure had proved to be too low and had been
the source of considerable difficulties for the Administrative Council,

For that reason he thought it would be useful to adopt a slightly higher

percentage but it would be up to the Administrative Council to fix the exact
limits of the budget.

3,4 The delegate of France said that the Committee did not have all
the necessary data to be able to take a decision on that point and it was

agreed that the percentage would be fixed subsequently when the other

missing figures in Document No, DI/84 were incorporated,
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3.5 At the invitation of the delegate of the Argentine, it was decided
to use the expression "do not exceed" in sub-paragraph 2,1 on page 3 in line
with the terminology used in paragraph 1 on page 2, After the word "below"
1n the third line of paragraph 2.1, the text’ should therefore read :

"ensure that such expenditure does not exceed the following amounts".
The fime wording was left to the Editorial Committee.

3,6 In reply to a suggestion made by the delegate of the U,S.S,R., to
delete sub-paragraph 2.2, the Secréhary=Generil said that the provision was
‘meant to ensure flexibility,'for example to make it possible for a conference
originally scheduled for 1976 to be held in 1977 by transferring credlts
from one year to another,

3.7 - The Head of the Finance Department said that the term "credits"
used in sub-paragraph 2.2 could give rise to misunderstanding : the word
referred not to sums entered in a budget with the authorization of the
Administrative Council but to limits on expenditure, In his view it was
indispensible to be able to transfér the sums ih question from one year to
another,

3.8 In reply to a request for clarification by the delegate of Niger .
on the subject of the words "foreseen in a future year" in sub-paragraph 2.2,
the Secretary~General said that, if the date of a conference or a C.C,I.
meeting scheduled to be held in a particular year had to be brought forward
for certain reasons, there had to be some mechanism for transferring the
credits allotted for the original date to an earlier year, The purpose of
sub-paragrah 2,2 was to give the Administrative Council freedom of action
to enable it to solve the problems as they arose and to cope with all
'51tuatlons.

3.9 ~The delegate of Lebanch said that, in accordance with a. proposal
submitted by the Scandinavian countries, the Plenipotentiary Conference had
recognized that the Administrative Council should cérefully'con51der the .
reports of the Coordination Committee on the planning of future meetlngo
and conferences. He assured the delegate of Niger that the Council always
made sure that the 1limit on expenditure for the year in which a parthular
meeting was to be held was not exceeded and that the credlts allotted for a
particular meeting were in fact used for that purpose,.

3,10 The delegate of'the'U S.5,R. said that he was opposed to the idea
of transferring credits allotted for the meetings of C.C.I, Study Groups
which had not been used up, It was abnormal that sums saved in this way

should be used to increase the limit on expenditure laid down for meetings
to be held at another date.
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3,11 The Secretary~-General said that, if the suggestion of the delegate
of the U.S.S.R. to delete sub-paragraph 2.2 were adopted, the work of the
C.C,I.s would be seriously affected, It was not always possible to stick to
plans drawn up for the holding of meetings and it was very important that
unused credits could be used to increase the limit on expenditure laid down
for meetings due to be held in subsequent years. The text of the sub-
paragraph in question reflected the practice hitherto followed by the I.T,U,

3,12 The delegate of Lebanon said that the wording of sub-paragraph 2.2
was similar to the present wording in the Convention and he asked the
delegate of the U.S.S,R, not to insist on the amendment he was proposing,

3,13 The delegate of the U,S,S.R, agreed but he pointed out that in
1970 for example the limit on expenditure provided for in the Convention had
been 1,555,000 Swiss franes, However thanks to savings achieved earlier,
that sum had been raised in the budget for the year in question to '
1,800,000 Swiss francs, which was an abnormal practice,

3.14 In order to make the text more explicit, the Head of the Finance
Department suggested that in the fourth line of sub~paragraph 2,2 the word
"eredits" should be replaced by the words "sums included within the limit
of expenditure : :

=~ accrued from a previous year, ...".

3,15 The Committee approved the proposed amendment,
3.16 In reply to a comment by the delegate of Yugoslavia on the subject

of sub-paragraph 3,2, the Head of the Finance Department said that the
additional expenses mentioned only concerned the salaries of officials in
the professional category and above which were calculated in U,S, dollars-
and to which post~adjustments had had to be applied in order to take into
account fluctuations in the exchange rate between the Swiss franc and the
United States dollar,

3,17 Following a remark by the delegate of the U.S.S.,R, the
Secretary~General said that the text of sub~paragraph 4,2 of Additional
Protocol I to the Montreux Convention had not been reproduced in the
Additional Protocol I appearing in Document No, DT/8B4 because certain
detaills concerning conferences were not yet known, Later however a text

similar to that appearingbin~sub—paragraph_4\2~would—be.insertedninmtheﬂnew
Additional Protocol T. '
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3,18 The delegate of the United States drew attention to a figure which
needed to be altergd in the English text at the end of paragraph 7, page 4
of Document No, DI/84,

3,19 - Subject to the above comments and amendments, the text of
Additional Protocol I was approved.

Annex 2 : Additional Protocol II

3,20 In reply to a request made by the delegate of the U,S.S.R. that

the Secretary-General should ask all Members of the Union to notify him by

1 July 1974 of the class of contribution they had selected, the
Secretary-General said that in January 1974, he would send a letter to
countries that had not yet announced their class of contribution, particularly
those countries not represented at the present Conference, asking them to
inform him of their intentions by 1 July 1974,

3.21 The delegates of the United States and Lebanon supported the request
made by the delegate of the U,S.S,R. and said that the Secretary~General
should keep a close watch on the situation as regards classes of contribution
selected by the Members and that he should keep Members informed of the
position,

3.22 In reply to a remark by the delegate of Bielorussia relating to the
deletion of the denomination "Associate Member", the Chairman said that the
text would be corrected after a decision had been taken on the subject by

the Plenary Meeting.

3.23 Following comments by the delegates of Brazil and Yugoslavia in
comnection with an inaccuracy at the end of paragraph 2 of the English
version of Annex 2 and the fact that the Convention referred to at the end
of the paragraph was the Montreux Convention, it was decided that the
necessary amendments would be introduced in the text,

3,24 Subject to the above comments and amendments, the text of
Additional Protocol II was approved,

3,25 The Secretary-General pointed out that the data given in Annex 3

no longer corresponded to the decisions taken by the Committees and the
Plenary Meeting and it was agreed that the figures would be brought up to
date and the Annex in question considered at a later meeting of the Committee.

The meeting rose at 1045 hrm.

The Secretary : The Chairman :

R. PRELAZ R. RUTSCHI
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Summary record of the Tth meeting of Committee 4 (Document No. 236)

1.1 . The delegate of Mexico asked for a correction to be made to his
statement contained in paragraph 3.29.

1.2 The delegate of the United Kingdom requested the amendment of
the last sentence in paragraph 3.17.

1.3 Subject to the foregoing amendments, the summary record of the
Tth meeting of Committee 4 was approved.

Summary record of the 8th meeting of Committee 4 (Document No. 237)

2.1 The delegate of Mexico expressed his displeasure at the fact

that instead of reporting the very thorough and detailed statement which he
had made when introducing his delegation's proposal, the record merely
contained a reference to Document No. 71 in which that proposal was
reproduced. He would therefore have to hand the Secretariat a written
summary of his intervention for publication as a Corrigendum to

Document No. 237T.

2.2 It was so decided.
2.3 The delegate of France reguested the amendment of paragraph 1,10,
2.k The summary record of the 8th meeting, thus amended, was approved.

Action to facilitate the participation of new or deveioping'countries in the
meetings of C.C.I. Study Groups (Documents Nos. 199 and 2L6)

3.1 The delegate of Mexico said that the adoption of his country's
proposal, which had been favourably received by Committee 6 and referred to
Committee 4, would have no financial implications for the Union.'

3.2 The Chairman, speaking as the revresentative of Switzerland,
supported the Mexican propcsal, which elicited no objections in the.
Committee. o

3.3 It was therefore decided to approve the draft resclution (modifying
Resolution Noc. 19, Montreux, 1965) as contained in the Annex to
Document No. 199 and transmit it to the plenary meeting.
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Limit of exvenditure for the nerlod 1974 to 1979 (Documents Nos. DT/8k

und DT/88) (continuation of discussion)

h 1 The Chairman said that in the examination of Additional Protocol I

_gt the previous meéting, various speakers had proposed that the annual

increase in the budget should be fixed at 3% for the years after 1979,
fol‘ow1ng the Montreux practice. The Secretary- General, however, had voiced
some reservatlons, vointing out that such a low rate of increase might
handicap the Administrative Council in allocating. the credits that were
essential 1f the Union was to do its work Droperly.

k.2 ' The Secretary-General said that towards the end of the period
between the Montreux and Torremolinos Conferences, namely in 1973 and 197k,
the Council had had gome difficulty in establishing a budget for the

. nwinimum requirements for those years owing to the insufficiency of tbe

rate of increese in the budget fixed in 1965. To avoid a recurrence of such
situation before the next PTLnlpotentlary Conference, it would be wise to

raise the permitted rate of increase to 5% for the years after 1679, That in

no way meant that the Council would necessarily budget up to thsat lnmlt

it would merely provide a safety margin in order to render the budget limits

less rigid.

4.3 The dmlegate of the U.S5.8.R. traced the historical background to
the Union's requirements and the practlces folloved in fixing the budgets.
In the elght years past since 1965, the Admlnlstr&tlve Council had not
experienced excessive difficulty in m°1nta1n1ng Union expenditure within the
limits set by the P1 enipotentiary Conference so far as the Unlon s normal
activities concerned, despite the increase in the number of Members, the
increasing volume .of C.C.I. activities and the rapid development of spacé
telecommunications. The effort to achieve economies should therefore be-
continued even more tenaciously in the difficult c1rcumstances in whlch the
I.T.U. now found 1ts01f end which made it necessary to keep the annual rate
of increase in the- budget at 3%. :

H'h " The delegate of Mexﬂco said that, although the Adm1n1s+rat1ve
Council had managed to keevp Unicn expenditure within the limits set by the
Plenlpotentlarv Conference, it had often been done to the detriment of -
certain Union activities. The Torremollnos Conference 1tself was,: moreover,
adootlng a number of measures vhich were bound to lead to a larger increase
in the budget that could not be covered by referendum or by additional
credits, but only by a safety margin enabling the Administrative Council

to make budgetary provision to meet the needs and requests of Member
countries- in whatever field.
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4,5 The delegation of Mexico therefore considered that the annuzl
permissible increase in the budget should be rzised to 33 or LY.

4.6 Finally, the Committee decided to maintain the rate of
annual budgetary increase permitted for the years after 1979 at 3%.

b7 Following a brief general discussion, the Head of the Finance
Department replied to questions put by various delegates, pointed out
that Document No. DT/88 was an updated version of DT/8L4 and explained the
reasons for the differences between the two documents, particularly with
regard to the data applied to fix the limit of Unicn expenditure (Annex 3
to Document No. DT/8L4 and Annex to Document No. DI/88).

4.8 The paragraph by paragraph examination of the aforementioned
Annexes gave rise to various questions and comments.

4.9 Concerning paragraph 9 of DT/84 and paragraph 6 of DT/88, the
delegate of Morcoeco said that the wording should be amended to show that

it referred to an increase and not the total amount of salaries, allcowances
and representation sllowances.

L,10 . It was decided to amend the wording accordingly.
h.11 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that point 10 of DT/8k
and point 7 of DT/88 should be amended to read : "consequences of periodic

step increases" rather than "periodic salary increases". The delegate of
Cameroon made the same comment. '

4,12 It was decided to leave the amendment of that item to the Head
of the Finance Department.

4,13 Following the explanations given by the Head of the Finance
Department concerning "rises resulting from step increases', the delegates
of Morocco and the United States of America expressed their surprise at
the quasi-logarithmic increase in the figures from year to year. The
Head of the Finance Department provided further explanation as a

mathematical justification of that progression, which appeared surprising
at first glance.

b1k Tt was decided to alter the figures in order to take better
account of the compensatory effect of recruitment of new staff at the
bottom of a grade to replace retired officials at the top of that grade.
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k.15 Concerning point 11 of DT/8k4 and point 8 of DT/88, the delegate
of the U.S.S5.R. expressed his surprise at the fact that, although
conversions of post should not theoretically give rise to any fresh
expenditure, they ultimately appear among the factors applied to fix the
limit of an expenditure, to an amcunt of 1,620,000 francs.

4.16 The Head of the Finance Department explained how the various
elements offset one another as accounting items in the budget. The
delegates of the U.S.S.R. and Yugoslavia said that they remained
unconvinced by the explanations provided.

b1 The Head of the Finance Department explained further that the
item did in fact relate to a transfer in the ordinary budget arising from
Administrative Council Decision No. 356 which was mentioned again in
voint 5 of Annex 2 to Document No. DT/88. With regard to the differential
increase of 890,000 Swiss francs, it appeared in the credits for
conferences and C.C.I. meetings, to which part of it must be posted.

4.18 . The delegate of the U.S.S.R. asked for a document to be supplied
describing the manner in which items were apvortioned among various
‘budgets and the procedure which it was proposed to follow in the future,
80 that they could see how the various amounts fitted into the

expenditure limit.

h.19 It was decided that the Secretariat would supply the document
requested. :
4.20 The delegate of the United States of America, supported by the

delegate of Yuposlavia, said that points 8.1 and 8.2 should be entirely
deleted. The Conference could not give a completely free hand to the
Administrative Council without having received the necessary explanations.

bh.21 The Chairman agreed to that view and asked for the Administrative
Council to be provided with a repcrt on the manner in which the costs

were apportiocned from year to year in the light of the decisions of the
Council itself and the Plenipotentiary Conference.

h.22 In reply to the delegate of Yugoslavia, the Secretary-General
pointed out that pert of the staff was used permanently for wvarious
diversified and temporary tasks and that the table which would be drawn
up for the information of the Conference would contain precise details
on the manrer in which that staff had previously been paid and the
procedure vhich would be followed in the futurc as a result of the

post conversions envisaged.
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4,03 Following a discussion on points 12.1 and 12.2 (DT/84) 9.1 and
9.2 (DT/88), then 14 and 15 (DT/84) and 10 and 11 (DT/88), it was
decided thet a Working Party presided over by the representative of the
GEEEEE_Kingdom would carry out a detailed study of all the questions
relating to staff costs (creation and conversicns of posts) and of the
changes to be made in the tables considered.

4,24 The Working Party would include the representatives of the
United States of America and the U.S.S.R. and possibly other delegates
concerned about those matters.

k.25 On point 1L (DT/8L)/10 (DT/88) concerning the in-service
training of Union staff, the Heed of the Finance Department provided
some explanations on the type of in-service training covered by the
amounts quoted in the document, which included not only language courses
but also further training courses and others,

4,26 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T. said that, being the only
representative of his organization at the Plenipotentiary Conference, he
had unfortunately been unable to attend previous meetings of Committee L.

L.27 On the subject of in-service training, he wished, however, to
point out how useful it would be if certain C.C.I. engineers in the
service of the I.T.U, for some years were enabled to take part in various
further training seminars on new techniques. That would be extremely
profitable for the activities of the C.C.I.s, and would cost very little.
However, there was no provision for assigning funds for such purposes,
which in some cases would require the temporary absence of the staff
nembers concernad from ILT.U, headquarters in Geneva.

The meeting rose at 1130 hrs.

The Secretary ; The Chairman :
R. PRELAZ R. RUTSCHI
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Relations with the United Nations, the specialized agencies and other
international organizations (Report, Section 2.5.3) (Document No. DT/82)

1.1 The draft resolution on the Joint Inspection Unit
(Decument No. DT/82) was adopted.

1.2 After a discussion in which the delegates of the U.S.S.:R.,
Argentina, the United Kingdom, the United States of America, Malawi, France
and Australia took part, the Chairmen said that two alternatives were open
to the Committee : to draw up either a draft resolution referring in general
terms to the need for implementing relevant United Nations resolutions, or
one providing specifically for aid to refugees.

1.3 The U.S.S.R. delegate said that United Nations resolutions covered,
inter alia, the question of implementing the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, cooperation with the
Organisation of African Unity and the participation as observers of
representatives of national liberation movements in meetings of the United
Nations and specialized agencies. Reference should be made to those
provisions in any draft resolution on the item.

1.4 After a further discussion, in which the delegates of Australia,
Guinea, Treland, Malawi, Italy, the United Kingdom, Senegal, the United
States of America, Argentina and France took part, the Chairman read out
the text of a draft resolution referring in general to all relevant
United Netions resolutions and in particular to cooperation with the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees with regard to vocational
training of refugees.

1.5 The general reference should cover the points raised by the
U.85.5.R. delegate. Any necessary amendments to the text could be made in
Plenary.

1.6 The U.S.S.R. delegate, supported by the delegates of Guinea and
Senegal said that the draft resolution failed fully to meet the points he
had raised; he would accept it only on the understanding that those points
were reflected in the summary record.

1.7 The draft resolution was adopted on that understanding.
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Special Fund for Technical Cooperation (Document No. DT/81)

2. l. " 'The Japancse delegate said that the words "...the administration

of the donor. country is informed" et the end of prearbular paragraph . ()
should be replaced by the words "...the contribution should be approved by
the admlnlstratlon of the donor country",

2.2 . It was so avreed.

‘w2 3 . The U.S.S.R. dolegate supported by the delegateq of Sri Lanks,

and the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, suggested that the words
"in any national currency’ should be inserted after the words "eash
contributions”, under the heading "resolves"™.

2.4 The Argentine delega+e, supported by the delegate of Paraguay,
said that both that provision and the one in preambular paragraph (f)
were restrictive. The reference should be to “cash or any form of
contribution®,

2.5 After a discussion in which the delegates of France, Argentina -

and the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic took part, the Chairman
observed that some countries were uncble to make cash. contributions other

than in their national currenc1eo, while others were unable to give
contributions in kind, = The parase "in cash or any other form of contribution"
would cater for all eventualities. He therefore suggested that that formula
should be used. - o

2.6 It was so aggeed.
2.7 The delegate of Ireland. suggested that the heading "urges Menber

countries” should be replaced by the words "invites Member countries” and
that the paragraph under that heading should read :

.. .t0 put at the dispoéal of the I.T.U. the resources
necessary to enable appropriate action to be taken, when
required™.

2.3 The Chairman suggested that the paragraph should read :

".;.to put at the disposal of the I.T.U. the reésources. . - -
necessary to serve the interests of the developing countries®,

2.9 It was so agreed,
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2.10 The delegate of Argentina, supported by the delegate of Paraguay,
sald that under the heading "instructs the Secretary-General" the word
"resources" would be preferasble to the word "fund” since for Spanish

readers the word "fund" could refer only to cash resources and the provision
was intended to cover such contributions as the services of experts.

2.11 After a discussion in which the delegates of France and Niger
took part, the Chairman said that the drafting group would take that point
into considerstion in prepering the final version of the Spanish text.

The word "fund" would be retained in the other languages.

2.12 - The Jepanese delegate suggested that the second part of
paragraph (b), under the heading "instructs the Secretary-General” should
be amended to read :

"...ond submit for approval an annual report of its activities

to the Administrative CouncilV.

2.13 It was so agreed.
2.1h The draft resolution, as amended, was adopted.

Draft Final Report of the Cheirman of Committee 6 (Document Mo. DT/89)

3.1 The Chairmsn said that the word "eleven" before the words “draft
resolutions” in paragraph 2 should be replaced by the word "twelve™.

3.2 The draft report, 2s amended, was adopted.

Summary Records of the 8th and 9th meetings (Documents Nos. 261 and 262)

h.1 Appreved, subject to the inclusion at the request of the
U.S.S.R. delegate of reservations made by various delegstions on the subject
of regional offices. : :

Other business

5.1 After the customary exchange of courtesies, the Chairman declara:d
the Committee's session closed.

The meeting rose at 1120 hrs

The Secretary : The Chairman :
H. RUUD M. BENABDELJ.AH
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Texts 2

Article 16

No. 101 (Document No. 37/19, 190) (continued)

1.1 The Chairman said that, since the previous meeting, he had
consulted the sponsors of the proposal by Kuwait and had been requested to
foward to a Plenary Meeting their revised proposal for the use of Arabic
as a language of interpretation at Plenipotentiary Conferences and World
Administrative Conferences, together with a report on the financial
implications by the Secretariat. He took it that the Committee accepted
that procedure.

1.2 It was so agreed,
1.3 The Deputy Secretary—General said that the Secretariat would be

in a position to provide an estimate of the cost of Arabic interpretation
at forthcoming conferences for which budgets had already been established.

1.4 The Chairman invited the Commitice to conéider Document No. 190
which contained a proposal for the introduction of German as an official
language of the I.T.U,

1.5 The delegate of the United States of America recalled his
suggestion that the>question of introducing new official languages be

most thoroughly studied by the Administrative Council so that the next
Plenipotentiory Conference would be in a position to teke a fully informed
decision on the matter. He would be willing to help draft a suitable

‘resolution on that subject.

1.6 The delegates of the Netherlands, Canada, Belgium, Poland,
Indonesia and Somalia supported that svggestion.

1.7 The_gglegate of the Federal Republic of Germany said he had
hoped for a favourable decision on his proposal at the present Pleni—
potentiary Conference but was prepared to accept the United States
proposal.
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1.8 The delegate of the U.S.8.R. saild that in.his view the proposal
to adopt German as an official language was premature and should not

be considered by the Administrative Council. However, if the Council
were merely to study the gerieral question of intreducing new official
lenguages, he could accept the United States proposzal.

1.9 The Chairmen suggested that the Committee adopt the United Stotes
proposal and that interested delegates should contact the delegate of the
United States to assist in drafting an eppropriate resolution.

1.10 It was so agreed.

Article 27 (Document No. 6L/2%)

Nos. 125-127

1.11 The delegate of India introduced his proposal which consisted ir.

adding to No. 127 the provisions on the stoppage of telecommunications from
No. 112,

~1.12 The Cheirman noted that there was no Ssupport for the Indian
propc al.
1.1% Lrticle 27 (Nos. 125-127) was approved as it stood.

Article %2 (Document No. 25/2 and %)

No. 132

1.14 The delegate of the Netherlaonds seld that his first smendment
consisted in adding the phrase ‘or their telecommunication administrations"
after the word "Members" at the beginning of No. 132 and the words "or the
General Regulations" 2t the end. His second amendment consisted in &
Sentence which would authorize reciprocal representation and exchange of
information between the Union and regionzl organizations. The purpose of
that amendment was to cover the case of C.E.P.T., for example, which

was obliged to invite the Secretary—General and Directors of the C.C.I.s

to its meetings in their personal capacity because the Convention contained
no provisiaen allowing such invitations to be made.officially.
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1.15 The Chairmen said that in his view the term "Members" covered
"telecommnication administrations®, just as the term “Convention"
included the General Regulations. The first emendment therefore seemed
unnecessary.

1.16 The delegate of Belgium said thot, as the administrations in some
countries had a special status distinguishing them from the Ministry of
which they formed part, he supported the flrst amendment. He aldo

endorsed the second amendment.

1.17 The delegate of the U,S3.3.R. pointed out that in some regions
meetings were organized at the administration level which could play

an important part in strengthening the work of I.T.U. He therefore
supported the first emendment. The second amendment, however, concerned
a subject that had already been discussed in Committee 7, which had
adopted a text covering the same point,

1.18 The delegate of Australia said he found it difficult to accept
the idea that cn administration, which might be a privete operating
egency, should be allowed, under the terms of the Convention, to convene
conferences under the auspices of the I.T.U,

1.19 The delegote of the U.S.S.R., supported by the delegate of tho
Netherlands, shld thet he understood the term "telecommunication
administrotion” to be thot defined in No. 401 of the Montreux Convention,
i.e. 2 governmental deportment or service.

1.20 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that the term
"administration automotically cttracted the definition given in No. 568.
Since it was clear from No. 132 that administrations were olready entitled
to toke the action proposed by the delegate of the Netherlands, the
amendment seemed unnecessary. Furthermore, he agrecd with the

Chairman that there was no need to refer to the General Regulations.

1.21 With regard to the point raised by the delegate of Australic,
he suggcsted that the scope of No. 132 be made quite clear by adding
the words "outside the orgenization of the I.T.U." to the énd of the
first sentence.

l.22 The delegate of Yugoslavia supported the Netherlands proposal
since administrations in many European countries were developing a
separate legal personality.
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1.25 The delegate of Belgium pointed out that the distinction
between governments and administrations was mirrored in the signatures
appended to the Convention, which were in many cases those of a
government representative and a representative of a telecommunications
administration. In his own country the telecommunications administreation
had a high degree of autonomy and was empowered to convene meetings.

He therefore thought the distinction Shouldvbe introduced into Ne. 132,

1.24 The delegate of Brazil, supported by the delegete of Scmelia,
pointed out that very serious legal consequences might result from
embedying in No. 132 a distinction between Members and their
administrations.

1.25 The Netherlonds delegate observing that the distinction between
Members and Administrations had alrecady been made in the Montreux o
Convention, said that he would withdraw his proposals and submit o
statement expleining the reasons for them for inclusion in the Summary
Record. That would give delegations time to study the proposals

for consideration at the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

1.6 Article 32 was approved without change.

Article %2 A (Document No. 20)

1.27 The delegate of the Congo introduced his proposal for the
inclusion of an additional Article concerning restricted unions

(Document No. 20). Seversl restricted unions in verious parts of the world
had been already set up and under the terms of their Constitutions

were required to cooperate with I.T.U. His proposal would strengthen

the latter and make it more effective. The words “or their
administrations in peragraph 1 should be deleted.

1.28 The Chairman noted that two delegations supported the proposal.
1.20 ‘The delegate of Brozil, referring to peragroph 2 of the

Congolese proposal, said thot it was not for I.T.U. to decide whether
or not restricted unions sent observers to its conferences.

1.30 The delegate of Cuba soid that the possibility provided for in
the Congolese proposal had already been covered in Article 45 of the
Montreux Convention. The proposal should be amplified by an additional
requirement reading : "The Constitutions of restricted unions, their
‘agrecements and activities shall be consistent with the activities

and objectives of the I.T.U."
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1.31 The Cheirman observed that the substance of poragraph 1 of the
proposal appeared to be covered in Articles %1 and 32 of the Study Group's
draft with the exception of the provisicn that & restricted union could
only be set up on the decision of at least three Member countries.

1.32 With the exception of Plenipotentiary Conferences, organizations
could apply for invitations to send observers to conferences and

meetings. The Administrative Council decided which organizations could
attend without contributing to the cost of the conference.

1.33 The delegate of Bragil szid that the existing procedure for
the admission of observers had been found satisfactory.

1.34 The delegate of Fronce said that the cxisting provisions of the
General Regulations were perfectly adequate and there was no need to
complicate the new Convention with an additional Article.

1.35 The delegate of the United Kingdom said thet Articles 31 and 32
alreedy covered the substance of paragraph 1 of the Congclese proposal
and the provisions in the Montreux General Reguletions alrcady provided
the opportunity for the attendance of observers. Lccordingly, it would
be preferable to meintain the present text.

1.36 The delegate of Yugoslavia pointed out that restricted unions

did exist and I.T.U. would have to decide the extent to which it wished

to cooperate with them. Cereful thought should be given to the proposal
before rejecting it.

1.37 The delegate of Upper Volta supported the Congolese proposal
being mindful of the useful cooperction oeing extended by restricted
unions to which rcference had been made by the Secretary—Generzl at the
beginning of the Conference.

1.38 The delegate of the Congo said that Articles 31 and 32 did not
fully cover his proposcl. For example, some restricted unions had

asked whether they could send observers to the present Plenipotentiary

but had been informed that that was impossible under the terms of the
Montreux Convention. He considered that they should be allowed to
participate at their reguest in the same way as they were allowed to
participats in conferences of U.P.U,, a provision on the subject having been
inserted in the new U.P.U. Constitution adopted at its Seventh Congress.

1,39 The Cholrman suggested thet Article 32 might be left as it
stocd and paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Congolese proposal could be
discussed in connection with the Generel Regulations concerning
Invitotions and zdmission to conferences.
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1.40 It was so eggreed.
1.41 The delegote of Yugoslavie resserved his position concerning
the decision on the Congolese propoesal.
Article 3% (Document Nos. 29, 49, 57, 69)
1.42 The Cheirman suggested that the delegations of France, Israel,

end the German Democratic Republic, which hzd all submitted propcscls of a
similer nature, be requested +to produce a consolidated text for
exaemination by the Committec.
1.43 It was so agreed.

’ Article 34 (Document No. 29)

1.44 The delegate of Fronce said thot the reasons for her delegation's
proposal to delete Article 34 were set out in Document No. 29, pege 4,

1.45 The delegatc of the United States of fmerica said thet
originelly Article 34 hed been inscrted as a result of the Titanic
disaster in order to ensurc that messoges of distress were transmitted.
It was not a dead-letter as suggested by the French delegation and he . . .
opposed its deletion.

1.46 The delegate of the U.S.S8.R. said that Soviet Union experts,
when exomining Article 34, hed concluded that it was obsolete and should.
be dropped. Intercommunicstion was alreacdy adequately covered in the
Redio Begulations.

1.47 The delezote of the United Kirgdom said thet his delegation
. still egreed with the conclusion recched at the Montreux Conference

aefter considersble discussion that firticle 34 should be maintained.

It dealt with the established principle that ailrcraft and ships should be

eble to communicate with each other and that nothing should be done

to interfeore with such communicaticns.,

1.48 The delegate of Brazil said thot there were no persuasive
reasons for deleting Article 34 the content of which was not covered
by the provisions concerning emergency and distress services.
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1.49 The delegate of France said that her delegation would not
insist on its proposel if some delegations were anxious to retain
Article 34 but at least it should be draefted in more intelligible
terms.

1.50 The Chairmen said thet frticle 34 could be transmitted to
Committee 9 for a review of the wording but not the substence.

1.51 The delegete of France considerced that such a task would be
outside Committee 9's terms of reference.

1.52 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that the wording and content
of Article 34 should be examined by technical experts and he therefore
proposed thet it be referred to the 1974 World Administrative Radio
Conference for Meritime Mobile Telecommunication. Its recommendetion
on the matter could be examined &t the next Plenipotentisry Conference
before teking o decision on whether or not to retain Lrticle Bl

1.5% The delegate of the United States of lmerica, supporting the
U.S.8.R. proposal, added that the Secretary—General of I.C.A.0. and
I.M.C.0. should be asked to submit their views concerning the text of
Article 34 to the 1974 Moritime Conference.

1.54 The delegate of Brazil, supporting the U.S.S.R. proposal, said
he presumed that for the time being Article 34 would remain in the
Convention.

1.55 The delegate of Canada agreed with the French delegation that the
purpose of Article 34 was not clear. For example, the phrease "shall not
prevent ... with other systems" could be.misunderstood. The

provisions of the Radio Regulations covered intercommunication between
various systems. He did not favour the U.S.S.R. propcsal and considered
thet it would be preferable for a smell group to try and produce a clearer
text for the Article at the present Conference.

1.56 The delegate of the United Kingdom suggested that the existing
text be reteined for a further five years; in the meantime the
Secretary-General would meke inguiries of I.M.C.O., I.C.L.O., etc. and
provide the next Plenipotentiary Conference with sufficient information
for a decision to be reached. ’

1.57 It was so egreed.
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Article 35
1.58 The Vice-Chairman intrgduced the Mexicean proeposal (MEX/69/15).

Ls the proposal wes nct supported, it wes agreed to keep the text as it
stood. S

Article 26

1.59 Text tc remein unchenged, there being nc propcsals for
emendment.

Article %9 and Article 4

1.60 At the suggestion of the Chairmen, it wes agreed to defer
discussion on the two Articles until the representative of the United
Netions was present.

1.61 The celegate of the United States of Americs said he would
submit e proposal in connecticn with Article 40.

Article 41
Ne. 148

1.62 The delegate of Italy and the delegate of hArgentina withdrew
proposal I/47/7 and KRG/72/%% respectively in view of the Geoisions
teken in Plenery mecting.

No. 149

1.63 The delegate of France introduced proposal F/29/1% which was
unsupported and it was therefore agreed to retzin the original text.

frticle 42

1.64 The Vice-Chairmon cf the Chorter Study Group pointed cut that Note
20 had been included when it was cssumed thet the text would constitute
Constitution; in the present circumstances he did not feel the puint

need be pursued.

It was agreed that Article 42 should be reteined as it stood.
/ Sce, however, paragraph 1,102 b) below, /
Lrticle 43 L4

1.65 The delegate of the Netherlands introduced = proposal HOL/25/Y
concerning reservations, but withdrew it following explanotions by the
delegates of Frence and the U.S.S.R.
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Article 44
No. 154

1.66 The delegate of Australia introduced proposal AUS/44/4 and the
resulting change of title in proposal AUS/44/%; he described the three—
stage procedure of drawing up and initislling the Final fcts, signing

on behalf of Governments (which he proposed be allowed during a certain
period after the end of the Conference) and finally ratification; he
also referred to the three levels on which delegations could be
accredited. He thought the fustralian proposal wos sufficiently
flexible to cover the arrengements made by 21l Members.

1.67 The Australian proposal wes supported by the delegate of
Austriea.
1.68 The delegates of the U.S.S.R. and the United States of America

preferred to keep the text in its existing form.

1.69 The delegate of Fronce supported the Australian proposal, with
the suggestion that a period of six months be ellowed for signing after
adoption of the Final Acts at Torremolinos. The delegete also proposed—- .
that the words "or approved" be added after "ratified".

1.70 The delegate of Canade egreed that the fAustralien proposal was in
conformity with internaticnel law practices but thought it had been
formulated with o Constitution in mind. He failed to see the difference
between signature of the Finel Acts and signature of the Convention.

1.71 The delegate ¢f Lustralia, teking up a point raised by the
delegate of Bragzil, s2id that he was concerned that delegations
empowered only tc sign the Final Acts could not sign & document which
committed their Government. To him, signature of the Finel Acts was
simply a process saying that the fcts were a correct record of the
action taken. The ten—day period he had referred to was an added
convenience for people not able to sign on the closing day. It was true
that at the time of making the proposal, a Constitution had been in mind
but he thought the process remained the sszme even in the case of a
~Convention.

l.72 He could certainly accept retention of the text as it stood,
if the Committee so wished, but he was unable to withdraw the proposal.

1.73 The Secretary of the Committee said that signature of the Final
Acts had always been regarded as confirmation that the text was in fact
what the Conference had agreed. He saw many practical difficulties, in
particular with regard to the Protocol ¢n reservations, in leaving the
Acts open for signature once the Conference hed ended.
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1.74 The delegete of Italy favoured retention of the original text and
could not agree wlth the French suggestion to change the wording to

"ratify or approve™. The procedure of retificaticn was en internal concern
for cach country,

1.75 The delegate of the U.S.S.R, said the Convention was in accord

with the Vienna Convention. A& speciel Article provided for reservations

and counter-reservations and obviously had to be available at the time

of signature of the finel instrument. He was against an¥ procedure which
might complicate adopticn of the instrument.

1.76 The delcgate c¢f the United States of fmerica, referring to the
three-stage procedure menticned by the delegate of iustrolia, said that in
fact the document being eleborated wes ot the secend stage os it sprung
from an act already in being and delegaticns werc present to sign an
behalf of their Governments. He would be reluctant to see thc procedure
chenged unless it were to solve Specific difficulties.

1.77 The delegate of Brazil recalled that he had been Chairman of the
Credentiels Committee at the Montreux Conference and he had tried at that
time to improve the situation but it had been judged prefersble to
postpone the matter. Obviously such deferment could gc on indefinitely
but he felt it was time to set up a group of experts to sort out the
problem and clarify the confusion which arose from the fact that

Nos. 363 ~ 365 provided for three different categories of credentials.

1.78 The Cenadian proposal (CAN/24) fell through lack of support.

1.79 The delegate of Spein withdrew proposal E/2%/50 in the light of
decisions taoken in Plenary meeting.

1.80 The Chairmen said that the best course secmed to be to meintain the
original text (the French amendment not being supported), recognize the
difficulties brought out by the delegates of Australia and Brazil and
instruct the Administrative Council to study the matter of how the future
instrument of the Union would be put into effect.

1.81 It was so agreed.

Articles 44 ong 45

1.82 The Chairmen, supported by the delegates of the U.S.S.R.,

it e s e

- Indonesia and France, suggested that the Commiiteo should consider Articles 44

and 45 together. Althcugh the Study Group had proposed some amendments,

1t might be advisable for the Committee to adopt in place of those articles
the original Articles 18 and 19 of the Montreux Convention, leaving it to
Plenery to adept e text more suitcble fer a Constitution.
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1.83 The delegate of the Federel Republic of Germany, while agreeing
in principle with the Chairman's suggestion, recalled his delegation's
rroposal thot reference should be made in No. 156 not only to rights but
also to obligations.

1.84 The delegate of Canoda supported that proposal. While also
smmm%ﬂ@inpﬁndpm'meCmummn%}wqmmd,hesﬂdtmwhewmudbe
interested to know whether it was intended to examine the minor drafting
amendments proposed by the Study Group to the articles in gquestion or
retain the Montreux text strictly as it stood.

1.85 The United States delegete said thet, if it was intended to refer
explicitly to the acceptance of all obligations under the Convention, it
would be essential to adopt the Australian propesal with regard to the
period allowed for signature.

1.86 The delegate of Belgium said that his delegation could accept
the Chairman's suggestion with the amendment proposed by the Federal
Republic of Germany. '

1.87 The French delegate said thet he would be prepared to accept the
texts of Articles 18 and 19 of the Montreux Convention &s they stood,
but, if any amendment wes to be made as proposed by the Federal Republic

of Germany, he would wish a full discussion to be held on Articles 45 and
46,

1.88 In view of the difficulties to which such a course might give
rise, the delegatc of the Federal Republic of Germony agreed to
withdraw his proposczl.

1.89 The Chairman's proposal to replace Articles 44 and 45 by hArticles
18 and 19 of the Montreux Convention was adopted.

1.60 The United Kingdem delegate asked whether it was intended to
return No. 155 (No. 204 of the Montreux text) to the present fLirticle 241
(Regulations), from which it had been taken by the Study Group.

1.91 The United States delegate formally proposed that that should be
done.
1.92 The delegate of Austria pointed out that the removal of No. 155

would elso affect No. 161 on accession.

1.93 The delegate of Mexico said that, in view of the terms of
paragraph 3 of Document No. DT/}}(RQV.L which had been adopted in
Plenary,Nos. 155 and 161 should remain where they stood.
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1.94 The United States delegate said that the decision in Plenary had
allowed for some flexibility with regard to the positioning of paragraphs.

1.95 The Italian delegate agreed that it would be in order to move
No. 155 to Article 41 and suggested that it should become No. 149(a).

1.96 The U.S.S.R. delegate seaid that, in view of the Committce's
de0151on to retain Articles 18 and 19 of the Montreux Convention, those
articles should be taken as they stood.

1.97 The French delegate pointed out that No. 155 differed from
No. 204 of the Montreux Constitution in that the former was in bold type.

1.98 The Brazilian delegate said that the Study Group had included
No. 155 in Article 44 because it had thought such inclusion generally
acceptable. If that was not the case, it should be removed.

1.99 The United States delegete, supportec by the delegates of the
United Kingdom and Italy, pointed out that the substonce of No, 204

of the Montreux Convention had been divided between Articles 44 ana 45 -

of the present draft sa as to apply equally to those countries which

signed and those which acceded. If the two perts were now reconstituted in
the form of the original text of No. 20% of the Montrcoux text as o new

No. l49(a), the Committee would have retained both the letter and the
spirit of the Study Group's proposel.

1.100 The Brazilian delegate accepted that explanation.

1.101 The Mexican delegate said that the position with regard to
ratification and accession would be better understood by retaining zll the
provisions of Articles 44 and 45 in the place they at present occupied.

He would not press that point however.

1.102 It was agreed :

2) to replace the texts of Articles Ul and 45 by the texts of
Articles 18 and 18 of the Montreux Convention, with suitable
drafting changes;

b) to restore the text of No, 204 of the Montreux Convention to
Article 41 as No. 149(a).

Article 46

Nos. 163 and 165 (Document No. ARG/72/34)

1.103 The delegate of Argentina, introducing his delegation's proposzal,
said that Nos. 163 and 165 were bound up with problems already discussed
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inconnection with the preamblec and Article 1. In view of the result of
. . 5 . N . . 1t \ .

the voting in Plenary on the use of the word “territories , Article 46

should be deleted.

1.104 The delegate of Guinea, supporting the Lirgentine delegation's
proposal, sald thet his delegation failed to understand why & term which

the Conference in Plenary had decided to delete was still used in
Article 46.

1.105 The United Kingdom delegate recalled that when the question of
the use of the word "territories™ had been discussed under Article 1 he

had wished to have a decision teken on & question of principle but no
opportunity had been given to consider that question, the Committee '
having simply decided to amend firticle 1. The question of the implications
of the use of the word "territories™ for the rest of the draft Charter

had therefore not yet been settled. Objection to the use of the word
"territories" seemed to be ne ground for deleting the entlre article.

It would ne more appropriate to consider a suitaple red¢rafting. In order
not to hold up the Committee's work by a long discussion on the subject at
the preserit stege, he proposed thet the question should be deferred

until the following week.

1.106 The delegate of Guinea agreed that the matter should be
deferred. It would be more approvriate for it to be dealt with in
Plenary then in Committee.

1.107 The Lrgentine delegate soid thot the question was one of

bPrinciple rather theon of draftin ., When the use of the word

"territories" had first been under discussion, his delegation had

pointed out that any such reference should be deleted throughout the ‘
Conventicn.

1.108 The United States representative recalled that during the
earlier discussion a number of Celegations had made reservations on
whether the question was one of concept or of wording; it had never
been indiceted that the entire concept of territories should be deleted
from 211 I.T.U. documents.

v His delegation was convinced thot a determined effort on the
part of all interested Cclegaticns during the forthcoming few days
would save the Committec considerable time and might lead to a
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generelly acceptable solution. He supported the suggestion of the
delegates of the United Kingdom and Guinea that discussion should
meanwhile be deferred.

1.109 Thc Algerian delegate, supported by the delegates of Niger and
the U.S.S. R., said that, in view of the decision teken earlier, the only.

logical course open to the Commlttee was to delete the article now under
discussion,

~1.110 The delegate of Mali said that he was surprised that the
Chairmen had been willing to reopen discussion on = matter which had.
already been settled,

1.111 The Chhlrmon suggested that the gelepﬁtes of Algeria . and Gulnec
should meet 1nformully with the United Kingdom and United States
delegates with a view to working cut an accepteble solution. '

1.112 The delegates of Algeria and Guinea said that, in view of their
opposition to the reopening of discussion on a matter already settled,
they could not perticipate in such = meeting. : R

1.113% The United Kingdom delegate said that the view thet colonialism
should not be, or should not appear to be, entrenched in the Convention
was well uncderstood. All delegotes had agreed that the- principle of
universality should be embodied in Article 1. Many references had been
made tc the importance of safeguerding the interests of the Union and its
members., The United Kingdom delegation had no.desire to retain particuler
words where it was possible otherwise tc arrive at a proper practicel

and legal solution, teking into account the principles to which he had

- referred. Articles 46 and 49 contained some important meterizl and his
delegation would be reluctant to see cn entire urtlcle.deletéd without
full consideration of the prectical and legal issues-involvéd simply
becouse its present drafting gave rise to objection.

1.11%4 The United Stcotes delegate drew attention to -the summery record
of the Committee's third meeting (Document No. 139), which reflected
clearly and feithfully what had taken place in the discussion and voting
on firticle 1. The voting had been on a spec1fic amendment and no vote
had been teken on the question of principle. Article 46 should not be
deleted withaut full consideration being given to the consequences of
such deletion. It would be difficult for his delegation to explain its
position in that respect briefly, and others would no doubt be in a
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similar position. It would therefore be in the hest interest of the
Committee to defer consideration of the matter until more time was
aveilaeble for discussion.

1.115 The delegate of frgentine drew attention to Document No. DT/32,
which clearly stipulated thet the reference tc territories or groups of
territories should be deleted from Lrticle l. It was difficult to
imagine to what territories Article 46 could apply or how they differed
from those referred to in firticle 1. It should be made clear what

those territories were. '

1.116 The United States delegate said that, in its decision on
Lrticle 1, the Committee had ruled that the words "territorics" or
"eroups- of territories" should not appear in an article explicitly
identifying those eligible for membership of the Union. As its title
showed, Article 46 related to an entirely different group of territories. -
from those referred to in Article 1. The dependencies in question
existed and could not be wished out of existence. They were involved in
communications both within.the territory and internationelly. The issue
2t steke in the proposed deletion of Article 46 was whether any '
Government responsible for the fereign relations of a dependency,
territory or area should be denied the right to extend the terms of the
Convention to it. His Government and the Union itself would have some
difficulty in that regard if the article were deleted.

1.117 The delegote of Algeria said thet the issue was, in fect,
directly connected with the decisicn tzken on Article 1 and discussion
on it should not have been recopened.

1.118 The delegate of firgentina said that the sole concept of the word
"territories™ which his delegation could accept was that of trust
territories of the United Nations covered by Article 75 of the Charter

of the United Nations znd referred to in Article 47 of the draft Charter
under discussion. There_were legal end territorial problems bound up with
such matters as the constituticns of verious countries responsible for the
foreign relations of others which the Committee was not in 2 position

to discuss. The draft Convention involved problems of decolonization

and the sowreignty of countries. While it had no desire tc be
unnecessarily rigid, his delegetion had to uphold such fundemental
principles.

The meeting rose at 1900 hrs.

The Secretaries The Chairman :

A, DAVID G/BRIEL-TEDROS
R. MACHERET '
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Summary Record of the 8th Meeting (Document No. 203)
1.1 The Surmary Record of the 8th Meeting was approved, subject to

paragraph 2.15 being redrafted at the request of the Swiss delegate.

Texts : Chapter IV, Article 39 (Documents Nos. DT/1 and No. 3;
Proposals 24, L7, 88)
Nos. 145 snd 146

2.1 The Observer for the United Nations, regretting that he had been
unable to arrive on an earlier date, said that he had been kept fully
informed of the progress of discussions. He was attending as Observer for
both the United Nations and for W.H.O.

2.2 He had not yet received a reply from United Nations Headquerters
to the communication concerning Article 1, Fo. 0.

2.3 ~ The delegate of the United Kingdom, Vice-~Chairman of the
Study Group, considered that & provision on the lines of Article 39 should
be retained,

2.k The delegate of the United States of Ameriea proposed that

No. 145 be amplified by the addition at the end of the paragraph of the
words "attached as annex -"., It would be convenient to include the text
of the Agreement between the United Wations and I.T.U. in the document
containing the new Convention and General Regulations as had been done in
the case of the 1959 Geneva Convention.

2.5 The Secretary, referring to No. 146, drew attention to the text
of Article XVI of the UN/ITU Agreement. It would be noted that the
arrangements for implementing the Article had been partly dealt with in

a resolution of the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference and were partly
dealt with in Article 39.

2.6 The delegate of the U.S.3.R. supported the United Sfates
proposal.

2.7 The United States proposal was approved.

2.8 No. 145, as amended, was approved.

2.9 . The delegate of Cenada said that mow that it had been decided o

adopt a convention and not a constitution his delegation had no strong
views about the deletion of No. 1L46.
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2.10 The delegate of Indonesia said that the veasons for his
delegations' proposal to delete No. 146 were explained in Document No. 88.

2.11 The delegates of Brazil and Argentina considered that No. 1L6
should be retained so as to safeguard the autonomy of I.7.U.

2.12 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. also considered that No. 146, the
content of which had been discusscd at great length at the Montreux
Conference, should be maintained.

2.13 . No. 1k6 was approved as it stood.
Article 40 (Document No. 72)

No. 1h7

2.14 The delegate of Argentina said that the purpose of the Argentine
amendment (Document No, 72) was to clarify the text of No. 147 and render
it more precise. ‘

2.15 The delegate of Brazil supported the amendment.

2.16 The delegates of Ireland and Nigeria said that they were in
favour of the text as it stood. Moreover, the term “collaboration"
proposed in proposal ARG/T72/32 was too wide and could be misinterpreted.

2.17 The delegate of the United States of America said that the text
as it stood was prefersble being more flexible. The Argentine amendment
might impose an extra burden on the Administrative Council to seek formal
collaboration from international organizations.

2.18 The Chairman believed that the intention of the Argentine
amendment was fully covered in the text as it stood; perhaps a
linguistic problem was involved which could be referred to Committee 9.

2.19 It was so agreed.

Articles 46 and L9

2.20 The Chairman suggested that it would be ecasier to discuss
Articles 46 =nd 49 once the revised list of countries included in Annex 1
had been circulated. He therefore suggested that the discussion on those
articles be postponed until that document was availgble.
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2.21 It was so eagreed.
Article L8
Nos. 167 and 168
2.22 The deiegate of Canada withdrew the Canadian amendments

(Document Wo. 2L) to Article 48 which were no longer applicable now that
a convention was to be adopted and not a constitution.

2.23 Article L8 wes approved as it stood.

Articles 50 and 51

2.2L The Chairman observed that in view of the decision to adopt a
convention presumably draft Articles 50 and 51 would fall.

2.25 The delegate of the United Kingdom, Vice-Chairman of the

cudy Group, agreed but considered that draft Articles 50 and 51 ought
10 be made available for use by the next Plenipotentiary Conference, if
required. Perhaps mention should be made of that fact in the Committee's
draft report to the Plenary.

2.26 The delegate of the United States of America agreed with the
previous speaker. The Study Group's texts for draft Articles 50 and 51
should be brought to the attention of the Administrative Council at the
appropriate time so that the Study Group's work should not be lost.

2.27 The content of Nos. 204 and 205 of the Montreux Convention
should be incorporated in Article L1,

2.28 The delegates of Brazil and Argentina did not consider that
Articles 50 and 51 could be left out altogether because it was essential
to provide for the amendment of the new Convention. The substance of
Nos. 204 and 205 of the Montreux Convention must be retained.

2.29 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that there was much force

in the United Kingdom delegate's suggestion. The Administrative Council
would have to consider which decisions required a two-thirds majority
eand which required a, simple majority. It would also have to review
proposals concerning‘the amendment of a permanent instrument and the
relevent proposals must be received well ahead of time so as to give
administrations ample opportunity for detailed study. It was not
appropriate in the present Convention to include an article on en
amending procedure.
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2.30 The delegate of Japan said that any proposal for the amendment
of an instrument must be submitted well ahead of time so as to give
Member countries the chance of examining it carefully before a
Plenipotentiary Conference. A time~limit of perhaps twe or three months
before the Conference was needed,

2.31 The Chairman suggested that the Committee recommend that the
text of draft Articles 50 and 51 be referred to the Administrative Council
so that they could be taken into consideration during the preparation

of its report to the next Plenipotentiary Couneil. Article 41 should be
revised so as to incorporate Nos. 204 and 205 of the Montreux Convention.

2.32 Tt was so azgreed.

Article 4OA (Corr. to Document No. 25)

2.33 The delegate of the Netherlands said that his proposal was
designed to provide a six-months time-limit for the submission of
amendments. to the Convention and the General Regulatiocns so as to give
ample time for their discussion within Member countries. Some had been
received only a week or so before departure for Torremolinos which had
made thorcugh consideration impossible. Such a time-limit would enable
the Secretary-General to circulate the proposals.

2.34 The Chairman suggested that the point raised by the Jzpanese
delegate and the Netherlands proposal should be held over until the
General Regulations were taken up.

2.35 It was so agreed,
Article 52
Jo. 179

2.36 The delegate of the United Kingzdom, Vice-Chairmen of the
Study Group, said that there was some merit in retaining Article 52
because of the confusion that could arise as to whether the Montreux
Convention as well as the General Regulations were abrogated by the new
Convention but it was not essential and a provision on the lines of
Article 25 of the Montreux Convention could suffice.
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2.37 The delegete of the United States considered that the Study
Group's text had the advantege of clarity as it was not always apparent
whether the term "Convention" zlso comprised the General Regulations.

2.38 The Chairman suggested that the article on abrogation should be
modelled on Article 25 of the Montreux Conventien, :

2.39 It was so agreed.
Article 53

No. 18C (Note 22 of the Report of the Study Group; Documents Nos. 7, 15, 57)
2.40 - The delegate of the U.5.5.R. introduced his proposal

(Document No, 15/11) wvhich, in the interests of achieving the goal of
universality, called upon the General Secretariat and the other permanent

organs of the Union to maintein relations and direct contacts with
non-contracting States in the major telecommunications sectors.

2.h1 The delegate of the German Demoecratic Republic introduced his
preposal (Document No. 57/6), which instructed the General Secretariat and
the permanent organs of the Union to meintain relations end direct contacts
with non-contracting States in order to further international cooperation
in telecommunications.

2. k2 The Chairmen drew attentica to the Hungarian propcsal

(Document No. 7/16) which also called upon the Union to establish
relations with non-contracting States., Since all those proposals involved
the addition of a new paragraph, he took it that the Committee wished to
approve No. 180 in its présent forn.

2.3 No. 180 was approved.,
2.4k The delegate of the United States of America pointed out that

the Hungarian proposal called for the establishment of relations with
non-contracting States without specifying which States would be concerned
or how relations were to be established. Was the General Secretariat to
bz responsible or would 2 formal agreement be negotiated through the
Administrative Council? ' How was a non-centracting State to be defined
or indeed a State? Such & provision would require very detailed
definitions in the General Regulations. ' '
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2.45 The proposals by the delegates of the U.S.S.R. and the CGerman
Democratic Republic called for cooperation with non-contracting States

in a number of important fields. In his view, such a provision was
unbalanced, since it granted very broad rights to non-contracting States
without imposing on them any of the obligstions of membership. He doubted
whether it was appropriate to confer those rights on non-contracting
States through a constitutional provision.

2.46 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that his proposal was intended
to protect the interests of Members rather than to offer advantages to
countries that were not Members. Contacts already existed between the

Union and non-contracting States and a considerable body of experience

had been accumulated, including a series of resolutions by the Administrative
Council. The Convention, however, did not deal adequately with the matter
and should offer guidance to the General Secretariat and the Administrative
Council. They could then be left to make detailed arrangements on the

basis of past experience,

2.47 The delegate of the United States of America thought it was
preferable to leave the matter in the hands of the Administrative Council
and adopt Article 53 in its present form. The proposed amendment might
have the adverse effect of dissuading non-contracting States from
becoming Members.

2.48 The delegate of the United Kingdom, speaking as Vice-Chairman
of the Study Group, recalled that a marked divergence of opinion hed
arisen within the Study Group, which would have to be settled by the
Conference itself. Speaking as a delegate of the United Kingdom, he
agreed with the previous speaker that the proposal before the Committee
put the General Secretariat and the Administrative Council in the awkward
situation of being bound by the Convention to establish direct contacts
with non-contracting States, thereby conferring certain privileges upon’
themnm.

2.49 . The delegates of Poland, Mexico, Cuba and the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic supported the addition of a general provision along
the lines suggested by the delegate of the U.S.S.R.

2.50 The delegate of Cenada considered that the Soviet Union

proposal raised a difficult legal issue since it amounted to an obligation
on Members of the Union to enter into relations with non-contra.cting
States. He recalled that informal arrangements already existed for

cooperation with countries that were not Members and supported the
present wording.
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2.51 The delegate of Brezil considered that Article 53 should deal
solely with the right of each Member .and recognized private operating
agency to establish relations with pGn—contractlnv tates. Otherwise,
rights would be conferred on countries that were not Members without
any corresponding obligations.

2.52 The delegate of the Byelorussian S.S3.R. said that, in his view,
there were no grounds for concern lest countries leave or fai to join
the Union as a result of adopting the U.S.S.R. proposal. The history

of I.T.U. showed that no Member had ever left and many newly-indepandent
countries had recently become Members. The U.S. S5.R. proposal merely
laid down clearly the duties of the General Secretariat and the
Administrative Council with regard to non-contracting States, thus meking
the text more complete.

2.53 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that, to allay the fears of
certaln aelegaues, he would amend his proposal bv inserting the words
"when this is of direct interest to Members of the Union®,.

2.54 The delegate of the United States of America pointed out that
it would be extremely difficult for the General Secretariat to determine
what was in the direct interest of Members and opposed the amended proposal

2.55 ‘The Cheirman put the amended U.3.S.R. proposal to the vote.
2.56 The proposel was rejected by 32 votes to 16, with 12 abstentions.
Article 54

Nos. 181 and 182 (Note 23 of the Report of the Study Group;
Dccuments Nos. 15 and 25)

2.57 The delegate of the U.S.S.R, inbrodacing his proposal
(Document No. 15/12), pointed out that since 1947 the procedure for the
settlement of disputes had never been applied. Moreover, recourse to
arvitration had to be a voluntary process. He therefore proposed that
No. 182 be amended to refer only to the Optional Additional Protocol,
deleting Chapter 29 of the General Regulations.

2.58 The Chairman noted that the U.S.S.R. proposal was supported.
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2.59 The delegate of Switzerland pointed out that Chapter 29 of the
General Regulations and the Optional Additional Protocol were
complementary and, if the U.S.S.R. proposal were accepted, the text of
the former would have to be included in the latter.

The meeting was suspended at 12,40 hrs and resumed at 15,30 hrs.

2.60. The delegate of the Netherlands introduced his proposel
(Documents Nos. 25/8, 9 and 10) which relsted to numbers 181, 182 and 560.
The amendnent to No. 181 consisted in the addition of the bhrase
"interpretation or" before the word "application” , 1n order to bring the
text into line with the usual language of international conventions. The
other amendments were designed to introduce a time~limit into the
arbitration procedures by inserting an appropriate phrase into No. 182 and
deleting the reference to the Optional Protocol, and adding a sentence
from the Optional Protocol to No., 550.

2,61 The delegate of Switzerland supported that proposal,

2.62 The delcgate of the United States of Ame“1ca said he was prepared
to accept the amendment to No. 181 but had doubts sbout the other proposals.
The addition of a time-limit to No. 182 might give rise to practical
difficulties since it was difficult to determine at exactly what point

a disagreement between two Members became a dispute, The amendment to

No. 560 had the effect of making arbitration compulsory. His dele egation
was in favour of a system of voluntary arbitration, while leaving open

the possibility of a compulsory procedure, and therefore opposed the
amendment,

2.63 The delegate of Canada agreed with the previous speaker.

2.64 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. considered that the most practical
solution would be to retain a general statement on the settlement of
disputes in the bedy of the Convention and to transfer Chapter 29 of the
General Regulations to the Optional Protocol. It had to be remembered
that in all probability only a limited number of Members would sign the
Optionel Protocol, which prrovided for voluntary arbitration between
parties who so wished.

2.65 The delegate of Brazil thought that the arbitration procedure
should appear in the General Regulations, not. in. the Optional Protocol.

~



Document No. L30-E
Page 11

2.66 The delepates of Cuba and Algeria oppesed the concept of
compulscry arbitration and considered that tqe procedure shoula be
voluntary.

2.67 The Chairman suggested that consideration of Article 5k be
deferred so that he might consult the U.S.S.R. delegate. '

2.68 It was so agreed.

Article 55

los. 183 and 184 (Note 2k of the Report of the Study Group;

Document No. 12)

2.69 The delegate of the United Kingdom, speaking as Vice~Chairman

of the Study Group, said that the Study Group had considered it advisable
to place a general article on deflnltrons in the Convention and the
definitions themselves in the General Regulations. There had been some
discussion as to whether the definitions in the General Regulations should
be confined to terms used in the Convention and the General Regulsations,
cr those used throughout the Union. The Study Greocup had felt that
guidance cn that point should be sought from the Conference. HNote 24 of
the Report was essentially informative. -

2.70 The delegate of Spain said that, in the light of the Conference
decision to retain a Convention, he wished to withdraw his proposal and
suggested that the present arrangement be maintained until the next
Plenipotentiary Conference, i.e. that the definitions be kept as an
Annex to the Convention.

2.TL The delegates of Australia and France supported that proposal,

2.72 The delegate of the United States of America also supported the
proposal and recalled that the C.C.I.T.T. and C.C.I.R. Joint Study Group

was working on telecommunications definitions in conjunction with I.S.O.

and I.E.C.

2.73 The Cheirman said he understood that the Committee wished to
maintein the arrangement with regard to definitions of the Montreux
Convention until the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

2.7Th It was so agreed.
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Article 56

No. 185, New Article, Final Formula (Notes 2, 25 and 26 of the Report
of the Study Group, Document No. T2)

2.75 The delegate of the United Kingdom, spesking as Vice-Chairman
of the Study Group, recalled that the Study Group had examined the final
formulae of other United Naztions bodies and had noted certain differences.
It had not considered, however, that there was any basic fault in the
I.T.U. formuls,

2.76 The delegate of Argentina proposed the deletion of the words

"territories or groups of territories” from No. 185 and agreed to a

proposal by the delegate of the United States of Americe to replace ‘
"countries" by "Members". It was suggested by the delegate of the United

Kingdom that a decision on the Argentinian proposal be deferred until

efter consideration of Articles 46 and 49, but that suggestion was

opposed by the delegate of Guinea. The Argentinian proposal, as amended,

was approved.

2.77 The delegate of Peru suggested that the Convention should
specify hovw many ratifications were necessary before it entered into
force, tut agreed that the terms of the Montreux Convention should be
maintained until the next Plenipotentiary Conference,

2.78 The delegat= of the United States of Americs proposed the date
of 1 January 1975 for No. 185, the inclusion of raragraph 3 of NHote 25 as
a nev article after No. 185, and the amendment of the title of Article 56

to reed : "Effective Dete and Registration of the Convention™.
2.79 These proposals were approved. I
2.80 The Chairman recalled that in the Final Formula the words

"shell be authentic" in the English text should be replaced by “shall
prevail™ and took it that the Committee was ready to approve the text.

2.81 It was so agreed.

General Regulations

Draft Annex 1 (Document DT/69)
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2.82 The Chairmen explained that tradltlonany the existing Members
of the Union were listed in an Annex to the Convention. drawm up by a
Plenipotentiary Conférence and that it was customary for Members joining
the Union between such Conferences to be included in that list by the

subsequent Conference.

2.83 The de]ega+e of Papua New Guinea thought, notw1thstand1n~ the
earlier decision to draw up & Protocol protecting the Asscciate I Membership
status of Papua New Guinea which had been taken consequent to the decision
to aholish Associdte Membership status, that it would be better to include
Papua New Guinea in the list of Members at Annex 1l; his reasons were that
Papua New Guinea would not only have contrcl of both her internal and
external telecommunications by the time the Torremolinos Instrument
entered intc force, but would in all llkellhood 2lso have rece1ved her
1ndependence.

'2.8h' ~ The delegate of Australla gave unqualified support to that
proposal which he thought seemed to bBe the best way of dealing with the
issue of Papua's membership. Under that procedure, which seemed more
favourable to her, Papua would become & full Member of the Union on
deposit of an instrument of ratification thus achieving a higher status
than that of Associate Member which she now enJoyed

2.85 . The delegate of the U.S.S.R., recalled that his country had
voted in favour of Papu='s admission to the Union as an Assceiate Member
on the understanding that she would soon achieve independence =nd would
then, under the terms of Article 1, become & full Member, explained that
in his view, the decision already taken bv the Committee to draw up a
special Protocol protecting the Associate Membership rights of Papua New
Guinea should be maintained. The procedure now proposed would be contrary
to that decision and inappropriate s1nce the list of Members in Annex 1
contains only full Members.

2.86 ~ The delegate of Papua New Guinea explained that he was concerned
that her rights would be adequately protected; he was prepared to accept
that that could be done by means of the proposed Protocol and reserved

the right to comment on its proposed content.

2.87 The delegate of Cuba then questioned the relationship between
the list of Members contained in Document DT/69 and the decision taken
earlier to delete the word "territory" and the phrase "group of
territories" from the draft instrument.
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2.88 The Chairmon indicated that the list reproduced in
Document DT/69 was a list of current Members of the Union; Annex 1 to

the Montreux Convention would remain valid until the Montreux Convention
was superseded by the Torremolinos Instrument, to which would be annexed

a similar list of Members prepared in accordance with their wishes.

2.89 The delegate of Guinea said that the list ought to be consonant
with decisions previously taken and that accordingly references in it to
territories and groups of territories represented by third parties ought
not to appear. He therefore proposed formally that the Groups of
Territories represented by France, Portugal, Spain, the United Kingdom
and the United States of America be deleted from the list.

2.90 The delegates of Algeria, Congo, Cuba, Dahomey, Equatorial Guinea,
Ivory Coast, Mali, Panama, Senegal, Somalia, Tanzania, the Tongolese
Republic, Upper Volta =nd Zaire strongly supported that view. In addition,
the delegate of Zaire, supported by the delegate of Tanzania, proposed
that the document be returned to Committee 9, which should be asked to
present a list containing only independent Members; additionally he
preposed that Rhodesia, whose status vis-a-vis the Union was unXnowvn and
which was not recognized by the United Nations, should also be deleted
from the 1list of Members - as had the signatures of her representatives

at the Montreux Conference in 1965 been deleted from the Final Acts of
that Conference,

2.01 The delegate of Moroceo could not suppcrt the proposal from
Zaire because the list contained in Document DT/69 did not reproduce that
contained in Annex 1 to the Montreux Convention; there were some
differences.

2.92 The delegate of the United States of Americs pointed out that

the territories of the U.S.A., none of which to his knowledge were seeking
independence, constituted a Member of the Union in their own right; they
contributed financially to the Union and participated fully in the werk and
conferences of the Union. He vigorously protested that any government
should underteke to deny a Member, duly accredit for many years, the right
to continue its Membership. Neither the Committee nor the existing

Members had the power of such denial and he asked for an explanation of

the basis upon which any delegation sought to deny the right of membership.

2.93 The delegate of Guinea replied that the basis for his original
suggestion was a decision taken earlier by the Committee to delete the
words "territory" and "groups of territories" from the text of the draft
instrument,
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2.94 - The delegate of France made the following statement

"Mr. Chairman,

The French Delegation wishes once more to call attention to the
views of its Government, which it already had occasion to express during
the consideration of Article 1 of the draft Convention.

Under the provisions of the Montreux Convention, stiil in force,
"the Group of Territories represented by the French Overseas Post and
Telecommurnications Agency" is a rightful Member of the Union.

Neither the Montreux Convention nor the draft Convention under
consideration by this Committee contains any exclusion clause.

Tﬁerefore, any decision adopted by the Conference whiéh‘ﬁould
have the effect of excluding a Member of the Union is and will remain’
illegal end hence is and will remain null and void. o

L The French Delegation is therefore obliged formally and}enﬁirely
to reserve its Government's position regarding such a decision, as it did
during the discussion of Article 1 of the draft Convention. '

. Should: the Conference decide, in any way whatsoever, to equ&de
& Member of the Union, the French Delegation would be compelled to request
fresh instructions from its Government. Tt cannot at present provide any
indication on the implications which any decision taken by its Government
on this matter might have for its participation in the Conference or in °
any other activities of the Union."

2.95 The delegate of the Ivory Coast moved closure of the debate;
the delegates of the United Kingdom and the United Stetes of America
opposed that proposal and consequently a vote was taken.

2.96 There were 38 in favour, 29 against and 15 abstentions.
2,97 The debate was therefore closed.
2.98 There followed a procedural discussion, in which the Chairman

and the delegates cf Argentina, Brazil, Gabon, Guinea, Ivory Coast and
Upper Volta participated, as to whether Document DT/69 should be returned
to Committee 9 for amendment, whether a report should be submitted to

the Plenary or whether the Committee should continue with the next item.
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he Chairmen and the delegates of Argentina, Dahomey and Ivory Coast
thought that it might be better to consider Articles 46 and L9 before
dealing finally with Document DT/69 since that document would be affected
by the decisions taken in connection with those two articlesy; the
delegate of Dahomey proposed moving on to that item of the agenda.

.

-

2.99 The delegate of Treland drew attention to No.~692 of the

Montreux Convention, which provided for a vote to be taken on each

proposal after discussion, and which he considered to be the relevant .
rule of procedure.

2.100 The delegate of the United Kingdom asked that if a vote were
to be taken, it be conducted by secret ballot.

2.101 The delegate of Upper Voltsa thought that a vote would be out
of place; he supported the earlier proposal to discuss Articles 46 and 4o
and, supported by the delegate of Zaire, proposed submission of

Document DT/69 to Committee 9 for amendment.

2,102 The delegate of the United States of America wished to record
formally that in his view the earlier decision to delete the words
"territory" and "group of territories" did not apply to the whole text

of the Conventicn and, supported by the delegates of France and the
United Kingdon, expressly reserved the right to debate Articles L6 and 49
which were considered to be separate issues from Amnnex 1. He supported
the delegates of Argentina and Upper Voltz who had proposed discussion of
Articles 46 and 49 as the Committec's next step and asked that they be
placed on the agenda for the next meeting.

The meeting rose at 1905 nhrs.

The Secretaries : ' The Chalrman :

A. DAVID GABRIEL-TEDROS
R. MACHERET

—
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Point of order by the delegate of Guinea

v

2y IO
an

1.1 The delegate of Guinea,
draft Annex 1 (Document No. DT/59)

sing a point of order, asked why

nd Articles h6 and 1O had been included
on the agenda of the Committee's 15th meeting. It seemed to indicate that
the whele discussion at the end of the previous meeting had scerved no
purpose at all,

1.2 The Chairman explained that it had been decided by vote at the
previous meeting not to continue dluhaecing draft Annex 1 but a number of
delegates had signified their desire to speck on Articles 46 and 49.

He suggested thet draft Annex 1 be deleted from the sgenda.

1.3 It was so agreed.
1.k The delepate of Guinea disagreedwith that procedure because it

was impossible to discuss Articles 46 and 49 separately from draft Annex 1
with vhich they were closely linked.

Sumnary Record of the 9tvh meeting (Document No. 210)

2.1 The Sumacry Record of the 9th mecting was approvead.
o £5 I “

Texts : Articles 46 and L9

3.1 The delegate of the United States of America saild that Articles L6
and 49 differed in substance from Article 1 which &Lﬁit with eligibility

for membership. In view of earlier J“O_sions tak 1 by the Committen,

Article 46 provided the last opportunity of extend ing the benefits of
participation in the Union to certsin entities for vhose foreipgn relstions
liembers of the Unicn were responsible. It was astonisking that delegations
so emphatic about the right of emergent nations, and the need for universality
should, on political grounds, seek to exo¢uac potentially emergent states
from taking part in the Union’s activities. Those territories whose security
and economic interests were being rrotected by other states might become
independent or alternatively might not choose to do so.

3.2 The exclusion of such entities would create scrious problems for
Members wishing to extend the epplication of the Convention to them and would
adversely affect the Union's work, its finances and the inte ernztional schedule
of frequencies. Nor had anyone yet explained what would be the legal position
of territories that had formerly enjoyed the benefits of the Convention.

3.3 He was strongly opposed to the deletion of Articles 46 and 49 which
was both unnecessary and highly undesirabie.



Document No. 431-E
Page U

3.4 The delegate of Saudi Arabia made the following statement

"Saudi Arabia has always been against colonialism in all its sorts
and forms. However, we have to admit that we cannot abolish the evil of
colonizlism from the world just by deleting the words of groups of territories
from our convention.

Those territories are facts, they do exist and are contributing
considerably to our Union, and as we heard from Members representing them,
they are composed c¢f small spots scattered here and there throughout the
world which do not wish or cannot afford to be Members in the I.T.U. each
one on its own. Perhaps Members of this Committee will consider thoroughly
the question of burdening their financial resources by increasing the cost

of their contributory units in exchange for deleting the words of groups of
territories from the two articles in the Convention, if the Members
representing those territories will not be in & position to ratify the
Torremolinos Convention.

For all these reasons, I feel myself disinclined to support the
deletion of Articles 46 and 49 due to the risk of having some Members
depart from our Union.

Anyhow, since the guestion of the Portuguese Provinces is a delicate
one to all of us and we have already issued a Resolution against the
participation of Portugal in conferences and meetings of the I.T.U. for
thelr misadministration of these provinces, and to relieve the doubts
of some Members here, I believe that we can deal with these provinces
separately from other groups of territories and particularly in the
Credentials Committee when we examine who is representing them in thc light
of the above-mentioned Plenipotentiary Resolution.®

3.5 The delegate of Poumania said that the continued existence of
dependent territories was in conflict with the United Nations resolution
containing the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples and the resolution concerning self-determination so
that he supported the dsletion of Article L46.

3.6 The delegate of France endorsed the United States delegate's
statement. Under international law, countries assuming responsibility for
others could act on their behalf. '
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3.7 His delegation would have to obtain instructions from its
Government on the important issue before the Committee and could thus not
indicate at the present juncture what would be its final position. The
decision taken might affect his country‘s future participation in the Union.

3.8 The delegate of Guinea observed thet some Progress had been

achieved in thaet the delegates of nevly independent states were able freely

to express their views. He could not believe that any country would
voluntarily refuse to opt for independence and freedom. The deletion of
Article L6 would be entirely consistent with the actions of the

United Fations and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The arguments
expounded by some delegations failed to take account of historical developments,
As 1t would be difficult to reach a consensus in the Committee, the issue

would have'tp be referred to the Plenary. :

3.9 The delegate of Somalia agreed with the previous speaker,

If Articles 46 and L9 were to be retsined they must be modified in order to
conform with the deeision taken concerning membership of the Union and so
as to cover the position of territories which at present were not fres,

As at present vorded Article L6 could be read as endorsing colonialism.
Threats about the effects of deleting Article 46 would not avail to deter
those delegations that were determined to eradicate colonialism.

3.10 The delegate of Switzerland said that the decision taken at the
previous meeting concerning draft Annex 1 did not necessarily entail the
exclusion of certain entities from the Union but the Comnittee must give
serious thought to the possibility of some countrics choosing to adhere to
the Montreux Convention rather than to the new instrument if certain entities
were precluded from accession to the latter. That consequence might also
follow from the adoption of the resolutions on South Africa and Portugal.

1t would be wiser to retain Articles L6 and 49.

3.11 The delegate of the United Kingdom agreed with the delegate of
the United States.  He was opposed to the deletion of Articles L and 49.
The United Kingdom Government might face sericus difficulties when it came
to ratifying the Convention if it were seriously defective in certain
important provisions.

3.12 The delegate of Canada said thet the possibility mentioned by the
Swiss delegate was a real one. Provisions of the Xind contained in
Article 46 appeared in many modern multilateral treaties.
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3.13 The delegate of Australia made the following statement :

"The views of the Australian Gﬂf“rnment on colonialism and racism,
both of which it strongly condems, have been fully documented and demonstrated
by its voting at the United Nations General Assembly. At this Plenipotentiary
Conference, Australia wishes again to express its strong sympathy with the
motivations of these delegations who have so elogquently and genuinely
expressed their abherrence of the colonial ﬁollcy of the Governments of
Portugal and South Africa. Ve fully support the proposition that Portugal
should be denied the right to represent the African territories at present
under its dominaticn. In the same way we reeffirm our view that South Africa
should not represent the territcery of Namibia. But Mr. Cheirman, the
question at issue goes much further than the matter of colonialism. If we
pursue the course of eliminating Articles 16 and L9 or drastically amending ‘
them, it means that we cut off many people from represent@tlon and
porticipation in the Unicn

We would urge with the greatest goodwill that delegat1ons should
endeavour to separate the issues of colonialism from the practical effects
of the proposed action in terms of the weakening of technical cooperation
and the likely budgetary effccts

That is, Mr. Chairman, we should if at all possible find some
formula which does not have the effect of excluding some countries presently
represented here,"

3.1k4 The Chairmen, regretting that no amendments had been suggested
to Articles 46 and h9 that rnight render them acceptable, said thet there
vas no other course but to vote on the pr roposal that they be deleted.

3.15 At the request of the delegzate of the United States of Ameriea P
a vote was taken by secret ballot. The delegates of Algeria, Bangladesh .
and Greece acted as tellers at the request of the Chairman.

The result of the vote was as follows

Number  of votes cast : . 101
For : 50
Against : 4o

Abstentions : 9
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3.16 Articles 46 and 49 were deleted.
General Regulations
Preamble
b1 The Chairman, supported by the Vice-Chairman of the Charter

Study Group, pointed out that, since the Conference had decided to retain
& Convention, the preamble to the Ceneral Regulations vroposed by the
Study Group should be deleted and replaced by the formula used in the
Montreux Convention. '

L.2 It was so decided.
Chapter 8

Nos. 316, 317 ond 318

4.3 © Nos. 316, 31T =nd 318 were approved as they stood.
o. 319 (Document No. 20)

LW - The delegote of the Congo introduced his proposal (Proposal COG/20/4)
which called upon the Secretary-General to invite representatives of restricted
unions to Plenipotentiary Conferences, in accordance with Article 32 of

the Convention,

4.5 The delegates of Nigeria and Upper Volfa supported thst proposal.

4.6 The delegate of the United States of America asked for clarificaticn
of the term "restricted unions” in relation to Article 32. In his view, it
would be more consistent with the approved text to refer 4o the appropriate
regional unions. '

b7 The delegate of the United Kingdom ask=d what advantages were
expected to acerue from the adoption of the proposal, If the bodies in
question were regional organizations composed of govermmental representatives,
then they were already represented at'Plenipotentiary Conferences through

their individual members. Perhaps some confusion had arisen with the

U.P.U. Congress, which combined the functions of the Plenipotentiary Conference
and the Administrative Conferences, and at vwhich, therefore, Regional Postal
Unions were represented on account of the technical problems dealt with at

a Congress. In his view, the Congolese proposal was unnecessary and he

would oppose it.
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4.8 The delegate of the Congo said that the purpose-of his amendment
was to enable repressntatives of regional telecommunicstion unions tc
attend Plenipotentiary Conferences;

h.o The delegate of Higeria supported that proposal and further
suggested that invitations be extended to regional intcrnational
organizations, provided that the Plenipotentiary Conference hed on its
egenda items of interest to then.

k.10 The Chairman noted that there was no support for that proposal.

L,11 After a discussion in which the delegates of the Congo, the

United Kingdom, the United States of America, Brazil, Upper Volta, and

the Secretery took part, it was agreed thet the smendment should read

as fellows : "... and to any of the regional telecommunication organizations ‘
mentioned in Article 32 of the Convention when requested by it".

h.12 The amendment was adopted by 38 votes tc 13, with 13 abstentions.

No. 319, as thus amended, was approved.

4,13 The delegate of the United States of America, speeking in

explanation of his vote, said he had abstained because he did not wish
to vote against a proposal which had the support of the majority.

No. 320 (Document No. 49)

L,k The delegate of Israel introduced his proposal (ISR/4L9/12) to
include among the observers representatives of international crganizations

involved in the operation of global satellite communications systems, such
as INTELSAT.

4.15 The delegate of Australie supported that proposal which he thought ‘
should also apply to INTERSPUTNIK.

k.16 The delegates of the U.5.S.R., the United States of America,
France, China and Iraq opposed the Israeli proposal.

L.17 ...~ - The delegate of Israel withdrew_his proposal,

4,18 No. 320 was approved as it stood.
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Nos. 321 and 321 bis (Document Ko. 219)

4. 19 The delegate of Israel introduced his propossl (ISR/219/19) to
add a new paregraph after No. 321 bringing the procedure for replies into
line with the procedures set forth in No. 318.

4,20 The delegate of the United States of Americs supported that
proposal.
L.21 Nos. 321 ond 321 bis were approved.

Nos. 322, 323 and 32k

L.22 Nos. 322, 323 and 324 were approved as they stood.

No. 324 bis

4.23 . The Chairman suggested that a new clause be inserted after
No. 324 covering observers from regional -telecommunication organizations
as defined in No. 319.

k.24 It was so agreed.
No. 325
425 No. 325 was approved as it stood.

Chapter 9

Nos. 326-337

v
.

L.26 The Chairman pointed out that the only modification required in
the present text was an additional clause following No. 333 on the lines
of No. 324 bis,

L.o7 Chapter @, as thus amended, was ap roved.

The meeting was suspended at 1240 hrs and resumed at 1540 hrs.

Chapter 10

4,28 Nos. 338 to 347 were zpproved as they stood.

-
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Chapter 11 (Document No. 70/24)

No. 348

k.29 The Vice-Chairman, speaking as the delegate from Mexico,
introduced proposal HEX/70/2k; he said thet if the principle contained in
the proposal werc acceptable, a simple form of words to amend No. 348
would suffice. His country considered thet developments in space
telecommunications necessitated provision being made in the Union's
Instrument guaranteeing protection of the interests of regions adjacent

to one holding & Regional Administrative Conference. He recalled that

the matter had been given some consideration by the Administrative Council.

4.30 The proposal was unsupported; Chapter 11 was therefore adopted
without amendment.

.31 Before the Committee continued with the next item on the agenda,,
the 3clegate of the U.S.S.R. took the opportunity to draw to the Committee's
attention a discussion which had taken Place at an earlier meeting about

the relationship between internaticnal space telecommunications organizations
like INTELSAT and INTELSPUTHIK and the I.T.U. He considered that these
organizations should be given an opportunity of participating in the work

of the Union and in particular that of the C.C.I.R. and the I.F.R.B.

k.32 The delegate of the United States of America drew attention to
the provisions of Chapter 16 and to No. 376 in particular, and to the fact
that the Committee had set up a working group to deal with the question of
collaboration between organizations concerned with space telecommunications
and the I.T.U. He did not have authority to speak on behalf of INTELSAT
which was an autonomous body and felt that any such organizations desirous
of collaborating in the work of the I.T.U. should be given the opportunity
to express that wish,

L.33 It was decided to give further consideration to the matter when
the draft Resclution was before the Committes.

Chapter 13

L.34 Nos. 350 to 352 were aprroved as they stoocd.
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Chapter 14 (Documents Nos. 70/25, 2.4, 29/22, 25/6 and 19/15)

Ho. 353

k.35 . There was considerable discussion of the three proposals from
Holland (25/6), Japan (19/15) and Mexico (70/25) which were designed to
change and make mandatory the time limits for submission of proposals to
Plenipotentiary Conferences, in which the delegates of Brazil, Holland,
Japan, the United Kingdom and the United States of America took part.
Delegates considered that it was impracticable to make mandatory a time
limit for the submission of proposals because the ability of governments

to present proposals by a given time was largely dependent upon prevailing
circumstances and because the right to submit proposals to a conference could
not be denied tc any Member. However, delegates expressed dismay over the
large number of proposals which had been received late, prior to and during-
the Torremolinos Conference, since there had been little or no time to
consult capitals about those proposals. They considered that the answer to
the problem lay with Administrations and urged that in future, wherever

possible, the terms of No. 353, which was adopted without amendment, should
be adhered to. ' '

4,36 Nos. 354 and 355 were adopted as they stood.
No. 356
k.37 The Committee had before it two proposals concerning the wording

of No. 3563 the first from France was designed to extend the existing _
provisions to specify that individuals, i.e. the Secretary—-General, the
Directors of the C.C.I.s and Members of the I.F.R.B., should not be entitled
to submit proposals to conferences and the second, from Mexico, was designed
to express positively what was said in & negative sense by the last sentence.
After discussion of both proposals in which the delegates of Brazil, France,
United Xingdom, the United Stotes of America and the Vice-Choirmon speaking
as the delegate of Mexico took part, the propesal of France was adopted by
vote; 43 in favour, O against with 12 absténtions.

4.38 The delegate of Canade introduced his proposal which was
supported by the delegote of France which concerned the wording of No. 356
in connection with "proposals™; the proposal made the wording clearecr,
particulerly in the French text.
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4.39 The delegate of the United Kingdom, whilst appreciating the
intention of the proposal of Canada, thought that the word “proposals" was
suitable in this connection because the proposed wording might place some
restriction on vhat, for example, the C.C.I.s could dc; the form in which
they submitted proposals could vary and the recommendations and opinions
vhich they produced would not be eligible for consideration as proposals
under the proposed amendment. He therefore considered that the existing
wording should be retained.

4. 4o The delegate of Canada withdrew his proposal in the light of
those explanations,

4.h1 Nos. 357, 358 and 359 were adopted as they stood.
Chapter 15 (Document No. 24)
No. 360

4. 42 The Vice-Chairman of the Charter Study Group explained that
during the deliberations the Group had introduced a drafting change into
No. 360 to take account of the change of name of the "European Office of
the United Nations” to "The United Nations Office at Geneva®™. The purpose
of Note 31 in the Group's report was simply to draw the attention of the
Conference to the change.

L.43 At the Chairman's invitation, the representative of the United
Nations confirmed that the new title was correct and No. 360 was accordingly
adopted without amendment.

No. 361

b by . The representative of the United Nations said that he had not
received any instructions from the United Nations in New York in connection
with the action already taken by the Committee toc delete Article UT from
the basic Instrument; subject to any instructions he might later recelve,
he had nc objection to the deletion of No. 361.

L. 45 It was decided that No. 361 would be deleted.
4. 46 In connection with provisions 363, 364 and 365 the delegates of

Australia and Brazil pointed out that in discussion of Article Lb it had
been agreed to refer to the Administrative Council for study the question cf
whether the conditions provided for in those paragraphs needed clarification;

the Council was to have been asked to report to the next Plenipotentiary
Conference.
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b4t After discussion in which the delsgates of Austrelia, Brazil,
Czechoslovakia, the United States of Amorica and the U.S.S.R. took pert,

and from which the congensus emerged that although there had heen no
difficulty experienced with the interpretation of the rules governing
production of credentials, they were open to some possible misinterpretation,
it was agreed thot the questicn should be passed to the Council Ffor study.

L.L8 The delegates of Austraiis and Brazil agreed to prepare a suitable
document for transmission to the Council which would be asked to report to
the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

Chanpter 19

No. 392

4.4 The Vice-Chairman of the Charter Study Group explained that the
additional reference to Chapter 26 of the Regulations was necessary as
Article 17 of the Montreux Convention had been split by the Study Greup
between the draft Constitution and the Charter,

4.50 The text proposed by the Charter Study Group, amended by the
replacement of the word “Constitution® on the second line by ''Convention,
was adopted.

No. 293 (Document No. 70)

L.351 Following the withdrawal of iMexican proposal 70/26, the text of
No. 393 was adopted as it stood.

No. 394

L,52 In view of the ncte on page 111 of the Report of the Charter
Study Group recommending that the pesiticn relating to rroxy votes be
clarified the Chalrman propcsed that, with the agreement of the Nordic
countries and Poland (who had submitted proposals on similar lines), the
text of the French proposal F/29/23 be added as a subparagraph Ko. 394 bis.

L.53 It was so agreed.
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Chapter 23

Nos. 414-416 (Document Nos. 2k, T0)

4,54 In view of the withdrawal by the delegates of Canada and Mexico
respectively of proposals MEX/70/28 and CAN/2L, the texts of Nos. 41h-L16
were a¢opted as they stood.

Chapter 2k

Fos. 417-420

4,55 Fos. U17-420 were adopted as they stood.

Chapter 25

Nos. 421-L48L

L.s6 Nos. 421-U8L were adopted as they stood.

No. 485 |

L.57 Since there was at present no provision for a two-thirds majority

vote either for admission of Members to the Union or on a decision relating
to any other matter, it was decided to delete No. 485 from the draft
General Regulations.,

Nos. L486-521

L .58 Nos. 486-521 were adopted as they stood.
No. 522
4.59 As it has been agreed earlier by the Conference that the term

"Final Acts” covered all documents to be signed at the end of a conference,
it was agreed to adopt the text of No. 526 proposed by the Charter Study
Group.

Nos. 523-525

4.60 Nos. 523-525 were adopted as they stood.
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No. 526 (Dccument No. 28)

4,61 The %ext of No. 526 proposed by the Chsrter Study Group was
adcpted as it stood,
4,62 Following the comment by the dclegate of the United States of
America that as the additionsl provision rroposed by the U.S.S.R.

8

(URS/28/30 ADD 526A) concerned financial ratters it was more properly a
matter for consideration by Committee L, the Chairman proposed that he

discuss the point with the Chairman of Committee U and the delegate of the
U.S5.5.R. and return to the motter at the following meeting of Committee 8.

4,63 It was so agreed.

The meeting rose =t 1800 hrs.

The Secretaries : The Chairnan

A. DAVID GABRIEL-TEDROS
R. MACHERET
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Texts : General Rezuletions
Chapter 25 (Document No. 28)
1.1 The Chairmen of Committee 4 said thet Committee 4 had discussed

the Soviet Union proposal (Document To. 28) concerning No. 526A and had
concluded that it would be unnecessary to add such s provision in the new
Convention because it embodied a practice which had already been followed
for a number of years.

1.2 - The delegate of the U.S.S.R. agreed that the Soviet Union proposal
need not be adopted. .

1.3 Nos, 527 - 529 were approved,

Chapter 28

1.k © Nos. 554 and 555 were approved.

Article 54 and Chapter 29 _of the General Regulations (Documents Nos. 25
Asgd., 28) :

1.5 The delegate of Kuwait supported the U.S.S.R. proposal‘concerning”
Chapter 29 (Document No. 15). » '

1.6 The delegate of the United Kingdom considered that it would be
useful to retain the provisions of Chapter 29 in case none of the three
nmethods for the settlement of disputes set out in Article 54, No. 181 of the
Conventicn, were used. The provisions of the Optionel Additional Protocol
had only been accepted by scme 45 countries which haé agreed to the compulsory
submissicn of disputes to arbitration.

1.7 The Secrctary of the Committee said that the wording of No. 182
was not absolutely clear and might be interpreted as meaning thet if none of
the procedures listed in No. 181 were followed, arbitration became mandetory

but in fact that was not the case as was evident from Article 1 of the
Optional Additioral Protocol.

1.8 The cdelegate of Peru said that compulsory arbitration might be
unacceptable as it was to his delegation and accordingly a proviso should be
added to No. 182 to the effect that both parties to a dispute must agree to

arbitration. 4 time limit for acquiescence or refusal to go to arbitration
could be imposed.
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1.9 The delegete of Switzerland observed that it was clear from the
provision contained in No. 560 that arbitration was optional.

1.10 The Optional Additional Protocol should be maintained for those

countries willing to bind themselves in advance to submit disputes to
arbitration.

1.11 The Soviet Union proposal concerning Chapter 29 was rejected by
15 votes to 9, with 29 abstentions.

1.12 The Chairmen said that in accordance with No. 723 of the rules of

procedure the Soviet Union proposal would have to be taken up again at a
later meeting.

1.1 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that in order to simplify the
Cormittee's work he would withdrew his proposal.

1.14 The Netherlands amendment (Document No. 25 Add.) to No. 181 was
approved.

1.15 The delegate of the Netherlands said that he wished to propcse a
revised versicn of his amendment to No. 182 instead of that contained in
Document No. 25 Add. It would read "If none of these methods of settlement
is adopted within a period of (6) months as from the date on which one of
the parties to a dispute had invited the other party to apply the present
Article, any party to the dispute may submit it to arbitration in accordance
with the procedure defined in the General Regulations".

1.16 The delegate of Peru said thet the fundamental issue was whether
or not arbitration should be compulsory. The Netherlands amendment seemed
to imply that it was obligatory,

1.17 The delegate of the United States of America did not consider that
the Netherlands amendment was an improvement and it would be difficult to
determine the point at which the six-months time limit would begin,

1.18 The cdelegate of Brazil said that the text of Article 54 should be
maintained as it stood. As it dealt with 2 general principle the inelusion
of a time linmit would be inappropriate.

1.19 The Netherlands amendment to Ho. 182 was rejected by 35 votes to 6,
with 14 abstentions.

1,20 Article 5 was approved as it stood.
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1l.21 The delegate of the Netherlands withdrew his amendment
(Document No. 25 Add.) to No._560 in Chapter 29 of the Genersl Regulations.

l.22 Chapter 29 was approved as it stood.
1.23 The delegate of Switzerland said that the Optional Additional

Protocol had been drawn up et the Montreux Conference on the initiative of
the Swiss delegation. It should be brought up to date and included among
the Final Acts for signature at the present Plenipotentiary Conference so as

to enable those Members who so wished to accept mandatory arbitration for
the settlement of disputes.

1.24 The Chairman said that the General Secretariat would be requested
to prepare an updated text of the Optional Additional Protocol.

Chapter 31

1.25 The delegate of the United Kingdom, Vice-Chairman of the Charter
Study Group, said that now that the Conference had decided to adopt a
Convention it would be preferable to include the list of countries which
became Members of the Union in an annex to the Convention as had been done
ir the Montreux Convention. Committee 9 could be asked to effect the
requisite drafting change in Article 1.

1.26 It was so agreed.
l.27 The delegate of Finland withdrew the amendments proposed by

Denwark, Finland, Icelend, Norwey and Sweden in Document No. 41/20-23
concerning the heading of Chapter 31 and Annex 1.

Chapter 32
1.28 The delegate of the United Kingdom, Vice~Chairman of the Charter

Study Group, explained that the Study Group had decided to refer in general
terns to the Administrative Regulations in Article 41 and to list them in
Chapter 32 as hadﬂbeen done in No. 203 of the Montreux Convention.

1.29 The delegate of the United States of America said that No. 592
should be revised so as to conform exactly to No. 203 in the Montreux
Convention. The Study Group's text made no provision for the right to make
reservations concerning the Administrative Regulations. '

1.30 The delegates of the U.S.S.R. and Italy agreed with the previous
speaker.




Docunient No, L32-F

Page 6

1.31 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that the discussion cn
Article 41 had indicated that reservations could be mede in respect of the
General Regulations.

1.32 The Chairmen suggested that the Study Group's text for No. 592 be
maintained with the deletion of the words "which regulate the use of
telecommunications and shall be binding on all Members and Asscciate Members"
in order to meet the point raised by the United States cdelegate.

1.33 It was so agreed.
Chepter 33
1.34 The delegate of the United Kingdom, speaking as Vice-Chairman of

the Charter Study Group, pointed out that in view of the decision by the
Conference to retain a Convention the final provisions could be deleted.

1.35 t was so agreed.

! e

Chapter 26

1.36 The Chairman said that as no emendments had been submitted to

Chapter 26, he took it that the Comittee wished to approve the text as it
stood. '

1.37 It was so agreed.
Convention
Article 33

No. 133 (Document No. 222)

2.1 The Chsirman recalled that a working group composed of the delegates
of France, Israel, the German Democratic Republic and Mexico had been set up

to prepare a joint proposal for Article 33. He invited the Committee to
consider Document No, 222.

2.2 The delegate of the United States of America said that in the
light of the decisions taken by Cormittee 8 on Article 4, and by Committee 7
on Article 10, together with the draft resolution at present being prepared

on the same subject, the proposal contained in Document No. 222 was
redundant.
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2.3 The delegates of Poland and the U.S.S.R. supported the proposél in
Document No. 222. '

2.4 The delegates of Japan and Indonesia agreed with the comments of
the United States delegate.

2.5 The delegate of the United States of America, supported by the

Gelegete of Canada, proposed that, before examining Document No. 222, the
Committee decide whether it wished to include a provision of that kind in
the Convention.

2.6 . By 2T votes to 9, with 20 abstenticns, the Committee decided to
consider Document No. 222. N :

2.7 The delegate of the United States of America pointed out that the
working group proposal for No. 133 differed considerably from the original
text in that it amounted to a multileteral agreement among States to limit
the number of frequencies and the spectrum space used. At the same time, it
gave no indication as to where the limit would be set, what body would
determine it, or whether it could be changed. He found such & proposal
unacceptable and strongly urged that the original wording be retained.

2.8 The delegate of Mexico said that the new text of No. 133 was based
on his own proposal in Document No. 69/1k, which was intended to strengthen
the provision. The terin "it is desirable" used in the original text seemed
to him unsuitable for an instrument such as the Convention. The United
States delegate secemed to have cbjections to the word "1imit" but it should
be noted that the same word was used in the original version.

2.9 The delegate of Algeria supported the Mexican proposal.

2.1 The delegate of the United States of America pointed out that the
original text of No. 133 merely stated that Members recognized that it was
desirable to limit the number of frequencies and the spectrum space used,
which seemed to him to be perfectly proper. The new text, on the other

hand, established a formal agreement to limit the number of frequencies and
-spectrum space without indicating the means or procedure to be followed. His
‘own delegation had serious difficulties with thet proposal.

2.11 - The delegate of Canada, with the agreement of the delegates of
Mexico, the United States and the U.5.5.R., proposed that the word "agree"
be replaced by "shall endeavour".

2.12 The text of No. 133 contained in Document No. 222, as amended, was
approved, '
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2.13 The delegate of the United States of America, referring to No. 133A
in Document Nc. 222, said that the language did not tally with the revised
texts of Nos. TO and Tl approved by Committee 7. 1In particuler, he believed
that conflict wight arise over the interpretation of the phrase “equitable
access". In his view, the whole question had been adequately covered by the

Gecisions taken at the 1971 Space Conference and he therefore proposed the
deletion of the word "equitable",

2.14 The delegates of Japan, Indonesia and France supported the United
States proposal.

2.15 The delegates of Alzeria, the German Democratic Republic and the
U.5.5.R. supported the text proposed by the working group.

2.16 The United States proposal to delete the word "equitable™ was
rejected by 33 votes tc 9, with 21 abstentions.

2.17 No. 1334 in Document No. 22 was approved.

The meeting was suspended at 1240 hours and resumed at 1540 hours.

Report of the Administrative Council to the Conference

Sections 2.5.8.2, 2.5.9, 2.5.10, 2.5.11 and 2.5.13
3.1 Noted.

Annex 12 - Resolution No. 23

3.2 The representative of the United Nations and the World Health
Organization said that the contradiction between the definition of government
telegrams and telephone calls contained in Annex 2 to the Convention and the
provisions of Article IV, Section 11, of the Convention on the Privileges

and Immunities of the Specialized Agencies was a longstanding problem. There
was still no possibility of following the recommendations of the Montreux
Convention as less than one-third of the signatory states of the Convention
cn Privileges and Inmunities had shown a desire to convene a conference for
the purpose of amending the latter Convention. The Secretary-General of the
United Nations hoped that some way could be found to resolve the conflict.
Revision of the I.T.U.'s position on the inclusion of the specialized
agencies in the Gefinition of government telegrams and telephone calls was

of very considerable impcrtance, not So much because .of the economies that -
would result as from the point of view of speeding up communications in the
case of emergency operations for international assistance.
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3.3 The delegate of the United Kingdeon supported by the delegates of

the United States of America and Singapore, felt that the Resolution should

be maintained and the state of impasse should continue to be accepted as’
there had been no change in the tasic situation. One reason against giving
special privileges tc the specialized agencies was that much teleccmmunication
traffic was handled by private operating agencies and it was unfair to ask
Private parties to subsidize the specialized agencies. Purthermore, the
handling of urgent communications in the case of natursl disasters was

already adequately provided for in the Convention, and telecommunication
traffic concerned with the safety of life was elready accorded priority over
all other traffic. The needs of the specialized agencies were adequately

met by Resolutions Nos. 25 and 26.

3.4 Tt was decided that Resolution No. 23 should te maintained, with
the proviso that it be brought up to date. '

Annex 12 - Resclutions Nos. 25, 26 and 43

3.5 t was decided that Resclutions Nos.'25, 26 and 43 should be
brought up to cdate and continued.

Draft Resolution on Official and Working Languages of the Union
(Document No. DT/79)

.1 Due to the fact that the document had only just been distributed,.
the delegate of Kuwait, supported by the'delegates of the People's
Democratic Republic of Yemen, Lebanon, the Yemen Arsb Republic and Morocco,
felt it cught to be discussed at & later time, preferably after the Plenary
had come to a deecision on Document No. 37 (Corr.) on the use of Arabic.

4,2 The delegate of Nigeria, supporting the delegate of Kuwait, wished
it recorded that Nigeria was very concerned with the question of Arabic since
Arabic was an official language of Nigeria.

4.3 The delegetes of the U.S.S.R., Brazil and Moroceo considered fhat
the document was not a true reflection of the discussion which had taken
Place at the previcus meeting of the Committee but expressed the views of
one delegate only. The delegate of Brazil drew particular attention to the
last paragraph on the first page of Document Ho. DT/79 as a topic not heving
been dealt with while others that had been discussed were not included. The
delegate of the U.S.S.R., supported by the delegate of the Federal Republic

of Germeny, proposed that & working party should examine the dract proposal
first and produce a text representative of the views of all delegates for
consideration by the Comnittee. The delegate of Morocco, supported by the
delegetes of Kuwait, Algeria and China, felt that the working party should

not begin its deliberations until the decisions of the Plenary on the
question of Arabic interpretation was known.
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L.ob After drawing attenticn to a number of editorial corrections to the
text of the draft Resolution, the delegate of the United States of Americs
said that he had tried to make the document as comprehensive as possible but
that due to pressure of time it hed been difficult to get the views of as
many delegates as he would have liked before drafting it. In his own
statement during the previous discussion on the subject he had specifically
referred to the point mentioned by the delegate of Brazil although he
conceded that there had not been any general discussion of it. The draft
Resolution was not intended to anticipate or replace any specific propcsal on
languages (such as contained in Documents Nos. 37 (Corr.) and 190) that was
before the Cocnference but was rather an attempt to prepare the way for a

full review by the Administrative Council of the situation of languages in
the Union. However, in view of the serious reserves expressed with repgard
to the draft Resolution and the fears expressed that it would prejudge
decision of proposals before the Plenary, he withdrew Document No. DT/T79 and
proposed, with the support of the delewate of Ireland, that the general
matter of languages be discussed in the Plenary after a decision had been
made on the Kuwait proposal (Document No. 37 (Corr.)).

k.5 It was ggreed that a request be made to the Chairman of the
Conference for inclusion of Documents Nos. 37 (Corr.) and 190 and discussion
of the matter of the official and working languages of the Union on the
agenda of the Plenary as soon as possible.

Proposed emendment to Article 30 of the draft Convention

5.1 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that in view of the
definitions adopted by the C.C.I.T.T., and to conform to the usage in the
Telephone and Telegraph Regulations prepared by the 1973 Telephone and
Telegraph Conference, it would be more correct to replace the word "™tariffs"
on the first line of No. 130 Ly "accounting rates®.

5.2 The delegate of Peru said that in view of the fact that No. 130
referred to a theoretical exchange rate used to fix the amount to be paild
for certain types of services, he felt it was erroneous to apply the concept
of rates to it and opposed the amencdnent.

5.3 As unanimity had not been achieved on the point, it was decided
that the United Kingdon delegate be asked to refer to the matter again when
the text in question was being discussed in Plenery. ’



Docurent No, 432-E

Page 11
Credentials
6.1 The Chairmen reported thet the delegates of Brezil and Austrelia

had agreed to record their request that the matter of credentials be raised
in the Administrative Council and thet the Council, bearing in nind the
discussion that had taken place at the Plenipotentiary Conference, should
try to devise better terms for credentiels.

Deletion of Article L7 - Statement by the representative of the United
Nations

7.1 The representative of the United Nations said that United Nations
Headquarters did nct consider the delection of Article L7 of the draft
Convention desirable. The prcblen was a complex one and involved not only
trust territories but also other territories for which the United Nations
had certain responsitilities under international law. He was awaiting more
detailed instructions on the United Nations positicn from New York and would
be grateful if discussion on the matter could be postponed to the Plenary.

T.2 It was agreed that the action to be taken cn Article 47 be referred
to the Plenary.

The meeting rose at 1710 hours.

The Secretaries : The Chairman :

A. DAVID GABRIEL TEDROS
R. MACHERET
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Summary Records of the 10th and 11th meetings (Documents No, 250 and 251)

1.1 The Summary Record of the 10th meeting (Document No. 250)
was approved subjeet to an amendment to paragraph 1.60 submitted by the
Deputy Secretary-General,

1.2 The Summary Record of the 1lth meeting (Document No, 251) was
approved subject to a minor amendment to paragraph 2,39 submitted by
the delegate of the United States of America.

Report by the Working Paytx EE§§§§L. e

referred to in Document No, DT /50 (Docuﬁéht“ﬁé:(b%776>

2.1 The delegate of Spain, who had convened the Working Party,
recalled the circumstances that had led to its establishment. He also

proposed a minor amendment to the Spanish text of paragiraph 2 of the
draft resolution in Document No, DT/76. -

2.2 The delegate of Italy, Chairman of the Working Party, introduced
the draft resolution in Document No, DT/76.

2.3 The delegate of the United States of America, supported by the

delegates of Australia, Canada and the U.S.S.R., proposed that the draft
resolution should be approved, .

2.4 The draft resolution was approved subject to the amendment
proposed to the Spanish text by the delegate of Spain and on the

understanding that it would replace Resolution No, 24 -of the Montreux
Convention,

2.5 The delegate of China stated that his delegation had not
taken part in the decision to approve the draft resolution.

Draft Second and ILast Report of Committee 8 to the Plenary Meeting
(Document No. DT/87)

3.1 The Chairman invited the Committee to consider Document No. DT/87
page by page,

Page 1

3.2 It was agreed to insert "(6 lasting a full day)" after

"17 meetings" in paragraph 1.
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3e3 On the proposal of the delegate of Japan, supported by the
delegate of the United States of America, it was aggreed to amend the

first two lines of paragraph 3(2) to read: "To request the Administrative
Council to take account of Articles 50 and 51", and to replace the word
"Council's" in the third line of that paragraph by "its".

3.4 . On-the proposal of the delegate of Australia, it was agreed
to insert "and the related aspects of Article 44" after "(Nos. 363-365)"
in paragraph 3(3).

3.5 ,  Page 1, as amended, was approved.
Page 2 |

3.6 | It was agreed to delete page 2.
Page 3

Article 4

3.7 The Chairman drew the Committee's attention to two drafting
points which he intended to bring to the attention of the Plenary Meeting
when it discussed Document No., 228.

3.8 On the proposal of the delegate of the United States of
America,: it was agreed to add the following phrase at the end of the
second paragraph: "and an updated resolution was adopted by the
Committee", '

3.9 Page 3, as amended, was approved.

Page 4

Article 32

3.10 It was agreed that the words "without change" should be

replaced by "changing "agreements" to "arrangements"".

Articles 34-39

3.11 It was agreed to change the figure "39" in the heading to "38",

3,12 Page 4, as amended, was approved.
approved
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3.13 It was égrqu to insert the heading "Article 39" between the

first and second paragraphs, and to add the following sentence as a new
sub—paragraph after the second paragraph: "It was agreed to amend
this article by adding at the end: "attached at Annex,.."".

Article 41

3.14 Following remarks by the delegates of the United Kingdom and
the United States of America, the Chairman said that in the light of the
discussion that had taken place the previous day in the Plenary Meeting,
it seemed preferable not to alter the wording or the place in the
instruments of the signature articles.

3.15 Page 5, as amended, was approved,
Dage 6

Article K4

3.16 Following a remark by the delegate of Switzerland, the
delegate of the United States of America proposed the addition of the
following sentence at the end of the paragraph: "The Committee agreed
that the Secretariat should prepare an updated version of the optional

additional protocol to be opened for signature with the Torremolinos
Convention."

2.17 It was so decided,
Article 55
3,18 The delegate of France drew the Committee's attention to

the draft resolution concerning definitions submitted by Committee 7
(Document No. DT/61 (Rev.)).

3.19 On the proposal of the delegate of the United States of

America, 1t was agreed to replace the word "to" in the second line by
"be a chapter of'.
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3.20 Replying to a question by the delegate of Brazil, the

Secretary said the Secretariat had assumed that the system to be
followed in respect of signature of the instrument would be exactly
the same as in the case of the Montreux Convention.

3.211 The delegdate of Nicaragua raised the problem of the status and
place in the instrument of the General Regulations. :

3.22 The Chairman said that only Committee 9 and the Plenary Meeting
were competent to deal with that question.

3,23 Page 6, as amended, was approved.

The meeting was suspended at 1300 hrs and resumed at 1530 hrs.

Page

Preamble

3.24 It was agfeed to délete "and to make the General Regulations
an Annex to the Convention", ‘ o ‘

3.é5 ' Page 7, as amended, was approved.

Page 8

3,26 On the proposal of the delegate of Australia, it was agreed
to insert "and the related aspects of Article 44" after "Nos. 363-365",
3.27 Page 8, as amended, was approved.

Lage 9

Part IV, Chapter 31

3.28 On the proposal of the delegate of the U.3.8:R., it was agreed

to delete "or any succeeding Convention or Constitution” from the
second paragrapn.

3.29 On the proposal of the Chairman, it was agreed to add‘a new

heading "Chapter 32" followed by the text: "Adopted with deletion of
all words after "Administrative Regulations"" after the section headed
"Part IV, Chapter 31",
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Feport of the Administrative Council to the Conference

3.0 On the proposal of the delegate of the United Kingdom, it was
agreed to insert "and updated" after "repeated',

3.31 Page.9, as amended, was approved.

3,32 The Second and Last Report of Committee 8 (Document No. DT/87),

as amended, was adopted.

Exchange of courtesies

4,1 The delegate of Switzerlend, supported by the delegates
of the U,S.S.R, and the United States of America, proposed a vote
of thanks to the Chairman for the masterly way in which he had
conducted the Committee's discussions.

4.2 The proposal was adopted by acclamation,
4.3 The Chairman thanked all members of the Committee for their

participation in an important meeting in the history of the Union, He
also extended his thanks to all those who had been associated in
any way with the Committee's work.

The meeting rose at 1550 hrs.

The Secretaries : The Chairman :

A. DAVID GABRIEL-TEDROS
R. MACHERET
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Summary Record of the 2nd Meeting (Document No. 159)

1.1 Approved.

Summary Record of the 3rd Meeting (Dccument No. 256)

2.1 Approved.,

Draft Final Report of the Budget Control Committee to the Plenary

(Document No. DT/83)

5.1 The Chairman recalled that the interim report of the Committee
was still on the agenda of the Plenary and was vet to be considersd by it:
he sought comments on the draft final report reproduced in

Document Ho. DT/83.

3.2 The delegate from the United States of America, approving the
content of the document, was pleased to note that the costs of the
Confercnce to both the Union and to the Spanish Administraticn scemed
to be below the figure which had originally been estimated. He expressed
the hope that there would be further savings made if the estimated
expenditure shown in column 8 on page 3 of the annex in relation to
Items 7102 and 7104 covering salarics and related expenditure, and
Insurance respectively, were not realised.

5.3 The Head of the Finance Department thought that it was
unlikely that all the estimated expenditure for salaries and overtime
would be used and so a saving would probably occur under that item
however, no saving could be made in ccnnection with expenditure on
insurance since the figures snown represented the amounts actually
paid in premiums. In connection with item 7101, he explained that

the costs to the Spanish Administration relating tc the payment of
per diem allowances to staff had been reduced by approximately

49,000 Swiss francs because a similar amount would in all probability have
becen paid to staff had the Cenfercnce been held in Geneva instead of
in Torremolinos. He also exaplained that an amount of 130,000 Swiss
francs had been transferred from Subhead I to Subhead II and reminded
the Committee that under Article 15 of the Financial Regulations, the
Committee's approval of such a transfer was required.

3.4 The delegate of the United States of America formally mcved
that the Committee's approval to the transfer be given. He also suggested,
in view of the fact that the costs of insurance which were shown in
column 8 as estimated expenditure, actually represented premiums paid
and so constituted committed expenditure, that these costs could more
appropriately be shown in colum 7 under committed expenditure.
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3.5 It was so agrecd and the Committee formelly approved the

transfer of 130,000 Swiss francs from Subhead I to Subhead II.

3.6 There followed a discussion in which the Chairman,
Vice-Chairman, Head of the Finance Department and the delesates of

the United States of America and Canada took part as a result of which
it was decided not to attempt to remove from the agenda of the Plenary,
consideration of the interim report, but to point cut to the Plenary
before discussion of that document (215) that it need not spend a great
deal of time considering that document as the final epert, wnhich gave
latest position regarding Conference finances, and was very much more
favourable, was available and would be submitted to the Plenary
separately.

3.7 It was agreed that the draft final report in Document No. DT/83
would be submitted to the Plenary with the following alterations -

which had been proposed in interventions by the delegates of Canada,

Spain and the United States of America:

i)  the word "Draft" would be deleted from the title:

ii)  the words "estimated to be" would be inserted after the words
"margin is" in the penultimate line of the second paragraph
on the covering page; and

iii)  the word “estimated" would replace the word "calculated”" in
the penultimate line of the last paragraph on the covering page.

3.8 The Chairman, in closing the debate, said that he would Iinform
the Plenary meeting of the Committee's thanks and gratitude to the
Spanish Administration for its assistance in creating savings within

the Conference budget, in particular in ccnnection with printing costs,
and of its satisfaction with the General Secretariat for its good
menagement of the Conference finances. The delegate of Spain thanked the
Chairman for his words of thanks tc the Spanish Administration and echoed
his gratitude to the I.T.U. Secretariat.

The meeting rose at 1300 hrs

The Secretary : The Chairman :

R. PRELAZ M. K. BASU
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Fiscal limits for expenditure in the. years 1974 to 1979
(Documents Nos, DI/84, DI/88, DL/9l, DI/S2, DT/9% and 378)

1, v The Chairman invited the Cormittee to consider Document No, DT/88
which superseded Document No. DT/8k,

ANNEX 1
2, The Chief of Finance Department recalled the items (lines) which

had already been approved and mentioned a number of amendments to be made
in Table 1,

D Items 1 to 5 -~ approved,
4, Ttem 6
b New wording : "Increase in salaries and representation

allowances of elected officials", Points 1 and 2 were deleted.

5. Item 7
5.1 New wording : "Step increments within the salary scale in

accordance with the Staff Regulations and Rules'.

5.2 The amended figures were contained in Document No, DI/92, In
point 2 of that document, the years "1974%, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979"
should read "1975, 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979", the last column being

deleted,

5.3 Following the investigations carried out at the request of the
Finance Committee and taking into account the increases entailed by step

increments for the years 1971 to 1974, it was proposed to provide for the
following credits in the period up to 1979 :

500;:000 francs for 1975,

600, 000 francs for 1976,

890,000 franecs for 1977,
1,170,000 franes for 1978 and
1,440,000 franes for 1979.

5.4 The delegate of the United Kingdom did not understand why the
replacement of retiring staff (who would normally be at the top of their
grade on leaving the Union) by new staff recruited at the lowest step in
their grade had no compensatory effect on the estimates, Theoretically, a
certain balance should be arrived at which would stem the arithmetical
progression of additional credits from one year to the next.
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5.5 = The Chief of Finance Department said that the flgurcs given were
merely estimates based on the trend observed in previous years, It was not
possible to(calculate thelr progression exactly.v

5.6 The Chief of Personnél Department added that the Union staff was
comparatlvely young so that the turnover was fairly low, not much more than
about 20 persons a year. Another,” more important,- factor was the freczing:
of salaries in the United Nations Common System, particularly in the
profeSS1onal category and above, as-a result of which saleries in the
international organlzatlons were lagging ever further behind those paid in’
the national civil services and by private enterprise, Whereas 5 yecars’ ago
it was still possible inh mearly every case to recruit officials. at

the lowest step in the grade, the salaries offered in 1973 in the
professional category were no longer compctltlve with those obtainable on
the labour market. To acquire the competent personnel it needed,

therefore, the Union was obliged to engage offlclals at steps above the
lowest in the scale(

5.7 The delegate of the United Kingdom concluded that the situation °
described was a temporary one¢ and that in the long term the increases in
credits would be levelled out by the weighting factor which was bound to

brlng about a balance between 1ncom1ng personnel and those retlrlng from
the Uhlon. ) : '

5.8 * The Chairman suggested that the Committeée approve the figures
proposed in Document No, DI'/92 relating to expenditure entailed by
within-grade step increments on the understanding that the entire question’
would be examined by the Administrative Council with a view to discovering
how the rate of increase in allocations for that item could be slowed down.

5 9 It was so decided and, subJect to the- above—mentloned amendments,

item dtem 7 was approved,

6, Items 8, 9 and 10 .

6.1 The delegate of the United Kingdom;'Chairman of the Wofking Gfoup
set up to consider certain aspects of Annex 1 to Document No, DT/88,
submitted the report in Document No. 378, He explained the reasons for the

conclusions arrived at and for the decisions to be taken ‘on the items in
question, '
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6.2 The Chairman thanked the members of the Working Group and of
the Secretariat who had examined the questions dealt with in the report.

6.3 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that he did not fully agree
with the Working Group's conclusions concerning about L0 posts covered
by item 8.1 (see Report by the Administrative Council, page 2/14, and
Document No. DT/93, pages 2 and 3). He recalled that the Administrative
Council had not approved the creation of those posts but had simply noted
that they existed. It had decided merely to bring them to the attention
of the Plenipotentiary Conference and to abide by the latter's decisions
on the matter. Each post, moreover, required individual consideration
and decision by the Administrative Council.

6.4 Some of the posts listed in Document No. DT/93 had been created
pursuant to Administrative Council Decision No. 356 which provided that
they should be charged to the conferences budget since they were required
for the translation of documents into Spanish. There was therefore no
doubt that they must be transferred to the Union's ordinary budget
provided that the corresponding amount was deleted from the conferences
budget,

6.5 The retention of a number of posts listed in Document No. DT/93,
on the other hand, was no longer justified. It must also be seen

whether there was any justification for transferring to the ordinary budget
certain new posts charged to the supplementary publications budget.

6.6 He asked that the amount of 730,000 + 400,000 = 1,130,000 francs
(with the necessary increases) shown on page 3 of Document No. DT/93 under
the heading "Conferences and meetings" should be included in item 8.1 and
deleted from the conferences budget shown in Annex 2 to Document No. DT/88.

On the other hand, the amounts of 110,000 + 260,000 + 120,000 = 490,000 francs
should be retained in the publications budget as they stood.

6.7 The delegate of the United States of America agreed with the
Soviet Union delegate and confirmed that the Administrative Council had
never approved the amounts shown in item 8.1.

6.8 The Chairmasn sald that, in the light of what had been said,

the wording of item 8.1 could be amended to read : "Posts as in the

list submitted for information in the Report by the Administrative Council
to the Plenipotentiary Conference, page 2/1L4".
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:.6.9 - The Deputy Secretary-General recalled that, at its last Session,
the Administrative Council had voted in favour of creating the posts in

question as from 1 January 1974 provided the necessary funds were available
to meet the expenditure involved,

6.10 In view of the discussion which had just teken place, the
figures for item 8.1 should be as follows :

1,130,000 francs for 197k,
1,160,000 francs for 1975,
1,190,000 francs for 1976,
1,220,000 franes for 1977,
1,250,000 francs for 1978,
1,280,000 francs for 1979.

6.11 -  With regard to the heading "Publications" on page 3 of

Document No. DT/93, it was important to realize that the decisions made

by the Plenipotentiary Conference implied that the latter accepted the
-need-to charge permanent posts to the publications budget (370,000 francs).

6.12 As for staff members which had been concerned with the extension
to the I.T.U. building, it was only natural that they should be re-absorbed
in the normal activities of the Unionj their salaries (120,000 francs)
should be covered by the 3% safety margin. :

6.13 The fact remained that the éreation of any permanent post had
always to be approved by the Administrative Ccuncil.

6.14 The delegate of the United Kingdom, addressing himself to

the delegate of the U.S.S.R., pointed out that although the Administrative
Council had not approved the amounts earmarked to cover the posts listed
on page 2/1L4 of its Report, it had nevertheless agreed in principle to
the creation or conversion of the posts.

6.15 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B, observed that the 3% margin was
becoming dangerously overpledged, since originally it was intended to

. cover unforeseen expenditure that might result from decisions of the
administrative radio conferences and the C.C.I. Plenary Assemblies planned
for the next few years. It was now being proposed that the 3% margin
should cover item 9.1 (increased by 500,000 francs for 1975!), item 8.1
and possibly item 8.,2. That being so, what assurance could the I.F.R.B.
have that the funds required to carry out any new tesks that might be
entrusted to it would be available?
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'6.16 The Director of the C.C.I.T.T. asked that, if part of the amount
of 400,000 francs entered in the budget for conferences and meetings were
transferred to the general budget, the C.C.I.T.T. end the C.C.I.R. should
be assured that the total resources already granted to them for carrying
out their work and holding the meetings convened for 19T4 would not be
affected in any way. : '

6.17 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. agreed that there was justification
for transferring expenditure on staff members working permanently for

the C.C.I.s from the conferences budget to the ordinary budget, but it

was out of the question that the expenditure on staff not recruited on a
permanent basis should be charged to the ordinary budget.

6.18 Moreover, with regard to the recapitulation in the Annex to
Document No. DT/93 (page 5), it should be clearly stated that the credit
of 730,000 francs relating to Section 8.3 was intended exclusively to
cover expenditure incurred in application of Decision No. 356.

" 6.19 The Deputy Secretary-General wished to reassure the Chairman

of the I.F.R.B. and the Director of the C.C.I.T.T. : any adjustments for
1974 decided by the Plenipotentiary Conference would in no way affect
implementation of the programmes of aetivity already adopted for that year.

6.20 It should be clearly understood that the intention of the
Plenipotentiary Conference was to take a number of permanent posts and
transfer them to the ordinary budget without affecting in any way the
prerogatives and decisions of the Administrative Counecil or the proper
functioning of the permanent organs.

6.21_ The Chief of Finance Department emphasized that in the meetings
budget of the C.C.I.s a distinction was drawn between staff assigned to
meetings and staff in the common services. If posts were created in the

common services it was credits for common service staff that were "reduced";

no reduction in the credits for staff provided for meetings was envisaged.

6.22 In view of the discussion on item 8, it was decided to move the
asterisk up so that it followed the words "duties of a permenent nature".
The footnote should read : "At present these posts are carried on the
conferences and meetings budget (see 5.2 in Annex 2)".
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6.23 The following figures should be entered in the columms

1,130,000 for 1974,
1,160,000 for 1975,
1,190,000 for 1976,
1,220,000 for 1977,
1,250,000 for 1978,
1,280,000 for 1979.

6.2k Points 1 and 2 should be deleted.

6.25 With regard to item 9, point 1 should be deleted and point 2
shown immediately afterwards in brackets. The following figures should

be entered in the columns (the first line being deleted) : 130,000 for 19Tk
end 1,280,000 for 1975; the other four figures on the line should remain
unchanged,

6.26 Item 10 should remain unchanged.

6.27 Ttems 8 and 9, as amended, and item 10 were approved.

T. Ttems 12 snd 13 were approved.

8. Item 1k concerning the maintenénce and cleaning costs of the

building was approved, following a brief discussion in which the
delegates of Poland and of the U.S.S.R. and the Deputy Secretary-Ceneral
took part.

9. Item 15
9.1 In reply to the delegates of Canada and of the United States

of America, the Deputy Secretary-General and the Chairman of the I.F.R.B.
gave some explanation concerning the enlargement of the I.F,R.B. Compactus,
which was a costly but indispensable installation in that it enabled the
Board to keep in the minimum amount of space the assignment nctices it
received from administrations (4000 to 5000 notices per month) as well eas
the files relating to each frequency and its use., The Compactus cupboards
could accommodate a large amount of documentation to which access could
easily be had at any time for consultation and amendment whenever necessary.
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9.2 The Chief of Finance Department said that item 15 should
consist of point 1 "I.F.R.B. Compactus" and point 2 "Technical equipment
for interpretation from and into Arabic"™., The amount to be provided

in 1974 for changing the equipment in the lerge conference room in the
I.T.U. tower was 30,000 Swiss francs.

9.% Thus amended, Item 15 was approved.

10. Ttems 16, 17 and 18 were approved.

11. Item 19

11.1 The Chicf of Pinance Department corrected a typographical error

in the English text of point 2 : the figure "50,000" should read "200,000".

11.2 Replying to a question by the delegate of the United States.of
America concerning point 1, the Deputy Secretary-General explained

that as from 1 January 1974 the salaries of the two secretaries of the
engineers in the Technical Cooperation Department could no longer be
charged to the Department's budget.

11.% With regard to point 2 "Recruitment of specialists on short-—
term contracts", Resolution GG (Document No. 329) which had been

approved in Plenary Meeting, instructed "the Administrative Council

to include in the annual budget of the Union the credits necessary for

the proper functioning of the group of engineers and a global amount

to cover the estimated cost of the services of the short-—term specialists."

11.4 The mission expenses referred to in point 3 of item 19
represented a global amount to cover the cost of specialists and experts
and of missions that might last for several months and demand a

great deal of travel.

11.5 In reply to the delegate of the U.S.S.R., the Secretary—General
said that the amount of 200,000 francs corresponded to 30 months of

mission, an assessment based on the regquests usually submitted by
administrations.

11.6 With the typographical correction mentioned above, item 19
was approved without further amendment,
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12, Item 20
12,1 At the request of the delegate of the United States of America,

who expressed surprise at the large amount $o be transferred under the
heading "Training Division", the Secretary—General said that the sum
applied to the whole of the Division, namely, the engineers and their
secreteries. The Chief of Finance Department explained that the staffing
of the Division approved Lty the Council comprised one P.4 official,

two P.3s, two P.2s and three General Service staff members whose total
salaries, amounting to 400,000 Swiss francs, should be borne by the
ordinary budget of the Union.

12.2 Following these comments, item 2Q was approVed.

12.3 Item 2; was approved.
T12.4 Item 22 was deleted.

12.5"‘  Ttem 23 was approved.

12;6. o Ttem 24 was approved.

12.7 Annex 1 to Document No. DI/88, thus amended, was apéroved;
12.8 The Chief of Finance Department, howéver, pointed out that a

paragraph 1 bis could be inserted in the Addltlonal Protocol w1th the
following text :

"The Administrative Council is authorized to exceed the
limits laid down in paragraph 1 zbove to cover the expenditure .
arising from the replacement of members of-the I.F.R.B."

In this way the amounts of )60 000 francs and 200,000 francs
outs1de the llmlt" could not be used for other purposes.

.13, ’ :Cre&its "sutside the 1limit"

135.1 . The delegate of the United States of America was opposed to
the entry of the amounts outside the 1limit on page 6 of Document No. DT/88
for the "Possible réplacement of members of the I.F.R.B. by the W.A,R.C.-MMT".

13.2 The Chief of Finance Department pointed out that it would be
difficult to mention no amount at all for-that-item in the Addltlonal
Protoeoi-if -the-text, taken from Document No. 386, was malntalned\slnce
the margin for removal and repatriation expenses of five elected offlcxals
could not be met in a single financial year from the ordinary budget

of the Union.
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ANNEX 2
14, Table 2
14.1 The Chief of Finance Department said that point 2.6

"Tnterpretation into Arabic' should be added at the foot of page 7. The
pertinent estimates were 350,000 francs for 1976 and 600,000 francs
for 1979.

14,2 The Chairman of the I.F.H.B. pointed out that the Conference
referred to in point 2.4 should now be entitled : "World Administrative
Conference to revise the Radio Regulations".

14.3 The Deputy Secretary—General explained how the estimetes for
future conferences were reached and referred in particular to the
report by the Working Group on the Planning Conference for the 12 GHz
band scheduled for April 1977 at the latest and the Pleanning Conference
for civil aviation requirements (ICAO) envisaged for 1976 if possible.
The Working Group had considered that it would perhaps be desirable
for the conferences to be held at the same time to permit substential
savings to be made both for the Union and its Members. He emphasized
that the estimates based on past data would require further revision.
In the English text only, the figure "%,500,000" should be inserted in
the 1979 column opposite item 1 "Plenipotentisry Conference".

114.4 The Chairman considered that, in setting the fiscal limits,
the Plenipotentiary Conference could rely upon the Administrative Council
to meke all possible savings.

14.5 The Chief of Finance Department read out a text, for insertion
in the Additional Protocol, to the effect that if one of the conferences
mentioned on page 7 was not held, the corresponding credits could not

be used for -other purposes.

14,6 - The amount of 220,000 frencs provided for interpretation

from and into Chinese in 1974 in 2.5 should be deleted as the new.
Convention would not come into force until 1975. The same observation
applied to the amounts of 300,000 francs in 3.7 on page 8 and 320,000 francs
in 4.5 on page 9.

14,7 On page 9, 5.2, the figure "-730,000"+should read ".1,130,000".
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14.8 In reply to the delegate of the U.S.S.R., the Chief of Finance

Department said that the reductions in credits would be spread over the

various items after a fresh calculation had been made, the results of
which would be submitted to the Administrative Council &t its next session.

14,9 The delegate of the United States of America, supported by

the delegates ofthe Lebanon and of the U.S.S.R., asked that the amount

of 200,000 francs in item 7 for seminars organized by Members of the
Union and by the Union itself should be reduced to 100,000 francs in 1974,
However, following a statement by the delegste of Tanzania, who was
supported by the delegate of Kuwait, it was decided to maintain the
estimate of 200,000 francs for the ceiling in 1974,

15. Table 2 in Annex 2 to Document No. DT/88 was approved, subject to
the amendments adopted and the changes to be made in the totals which
would be submitted later to the Chairmen of the Finance Committee.

16. Document No. DI/88 was thus approved.

Draft 4th report of Committee 4 to the Plensry Meeting

(Document No, DT/90)

The draft 4th report of Committee 4 was approved without comment.

Expressicns of thanks

3.1 The delegate of the Lebanon, speaking on behalf of all members
of the Finance Committee, thanked the Cheirmen most sincerely for the
efficient manner in which he had conducted the work of Committee 4
throughout the Plenipotentiary Conference.

e The Chairman thanked the Vice-Chairman and the Secretary of
the Committee , the intepreters and all those who hed contributed to the
successful conduct of the Committee's business.

The meeting rose at 1720 hours.

The Secretary : The Chairman :

R. PRELAZ R. RUTSCHI
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Organization of work .

1.1 The Chairman submitted to the Conference a recommendation by
the Steering Committee that, in order to speed up the progress of work,
the number of speakers for and against any proposal to amend the texts
approved by the various Committees should be limited to three nn each

side.

1.2 The delegate nf Guinea considered that the Crnference should be
permitted to hold a full debate rn all the items before it.

1.3 The delegate of Ireland pointed out that the Convention contained
no prcvision authrrizing the procedure suggested by the Steering Committee.
He was perscnally in favour nf short statements, but felt that the

adoption of the proposed prncedure wnuld place the Chairman in a very
difficult situation. 1In his view, it would be mrre appropriate to rely

on the conperation of delegates than tn attempt tn lay dewn a strict rule.

1.4 The Chairman said that he had put forward the Steering Cemmittee's
suggestion in the light of No. 708 nf the Convention. The aim was not to
prevent a debate from taking place but to limit the number nf speakers.
Naturally, the same result could be achieved through self discipline on the
part of delegates,

1.5 The delegates of Brazill, Morocco, Peru, Argentina and Chile
agreed with the remarks of the delegate of Ireland.

1.6 The Chairman appealed to all delegates to exercise restraint with
regard to both the length and number of their interventions.

Texts submitted for first reading by Committee O

3rd Series (Document No. 171)

Resolution J

2,1 The delegate of Peru said that the text of operative paragraph 2
of Resnlution J would create a Convention consisting nf twn parts, the

-first grouping texts of a permanent character and the second texts of an

nperative nr prncedural nature., The consolidation, under the title nf the
Convention of Malaga — Torremolinns, o~f texts that had been separate in the
Montreux Convention would pnse problems for his own Administration and He

54
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therefore wished to propose that operative paragraph 2 be amended to read :
-"The Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication
"Union adonts : (a) a Convention grouping texts of a permanent character;

(b) Ceneral Regulations containing texts concerning the methods whereby
the various organs of the Union shall function."

2,2 The delegate of Brazil recalled that the subject had already
been debated at great length and that the Chairman of the Working Group
which had produced Resolution J had agreed that the second part was in
fact the General Regulations. He supported the Peruvian amendment.

2.3 The delegate of the U.3.S.R. advised caution with regard to the
Peruvian amendment and proposed that the following phrase be added to
paragraph 3 of the instructicns to the Administrative Council : "having
sent them to Members 2 years in advance of the opening date of that
Conference".

2.4 The delegate of Venezuela supported the amendment propnsed by the
delegate of Peru. It was of great importance to his country to separate

the two parts of the text into a Cmvention which could not be amended
except by decision of the Plenipotentiary Conference and General Regulations
which could be amended without seeking parliamentary approval. If the
Resolution remained in its present form his Administration would be placed
in a difficult situatimn,

2,5 The delegates of rgentéggg Nlcagzgua and B011V1a .also supported

the Peruvian amendment,

2.6 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany recalled that
the Resnlutien had already been approved by the Crnference, which had
agreed to retain a Conventinn consisting of two parts,

2.7 The delegate of Morocco proposed that the Conference proceed to a
vote on the matter,

2.8 The delegates nf Belgium and France supported the two previnus
speakers.,
2.9 The delegate of Zaire regretted that the debate had been reopened

and requested the delegates of Peru and the U.S.S.R. to withdraw their
amendments,

2.10 The delegate of Brazil asked whether the Resolution had already

been approved by the Conference, and if so, whether further amendments were
receivable.,
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2,11 The Chairman recalled that the Conference had apprcved the
substance of Resolution J and was at present engaged mn a first reading of
the text submitted by Committee 9. At the request of the delegate of Peru,
he put the Peruvian proposal to the vote.

2,12 The Peruvian proposal was rejected by 69 votes to 28, with
22 abstentions,

2.13 The Chairman asked the U.S.S.R. delegate whether, in order to
avoid amending the resolution, he would be satisfied by having it recorded
in the Minutes that it was the desire of the Conference that the
recommendations of the Administrative Council should be communicated to
Members 2 years in advance of the next Plenipotentiary Conference.

2.14 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. agreed to that procedure.
2.15 Resolution J was approved.
2.16 The delegate of Cuba asked for clarification of Rule 23 of the

General Regulations.

2.17 The Secretary-General read out No, 763 which clearly statsed that
texts of the Convention, the Regulations and other Final Acts became final
only after they had been approved at the second reading,

Articles 2, 3, 19, 20, 21

2.18 Articles 2, 3, 19, 20 and 21 were approved.
Article 23
2.19 The delegate of Peru pointed out that the title of Article 23

referred to telecommunication installations and channels, whereas the text
reversed the order by referring to channels and installations.

2.20 The Chairman said the observation would be transmitted to
Committee 9.

2.21 Article 23 was approved,

Articles 24, 26, 29

2,22 Articles 24, 26 and 29 were approved.
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Article 30
-2 23 The delegate of-the Unifed Kingdom said that in the light of

decisions taken by C.C.I.T.T. he had proposed the repJacem ent of the

- word "tariffs" by "accounting rates" but would withdraw his amendient since

it appeared to create difficulties in the Spanlsh text.
2,24 Article 30 was approved.

4th series (Document Nu. 172)

2.25 Replying to a query from the delegate of Peru, the Chairman of
Committee 9O explained that the exact point in the Convention at which
Chapter 10 would be inserted would be governed by the provisions of the
second and third operative paragraphs of Resolution J, Basic Instrument
of the Union, which the Plenary Meeting had just approved at a first

‘reading and that it would, accordingly, necessarily be comprised in the

second part of the Convention.

' 2.26 Chapter 10 was approved,

. Chagter.iﬁ

2.27 Approved.
Chapter 25

‘ Rules 1-12

2.28 Approved,

Rule 13
2.29 The delegate of Argentina, noting that the provision under 6,

Motion for postponement of debate, did not end with the words "after which
the motion shall be put to the vote" which appeared as the final clause of 5s
Motion for suspension or adjournment of a meeting, proposed the addition

of those words under 6 in the interests of uniformity.

2.30 The delegate of Treland expfessed the view that that pqint was
adequately covered under Rule 11, 2, which stated that each proposal or

_amendment. duly supported should be submitted to.a vote after discussion.
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2.71 The delegate of Peru supported the Argentinian proposal.
2,32 The amendment proposed by the delegate of Argentina to Rule 13, 6

was approved.

2.33 The delegate of Treland wished to record his dissent from that
decision., The Plenary Meeting would not be able to complete all the
important work before it if too much time were spent on minor amendments
of that type which could be passed on to the Editorial Committee for its
attention.

2,34 The delegate of Peru suggested that it would be desirable for
the same wording to be added at the end of 7, Motion for closure of debate,
and for the words "before a vote is taken on the proposal® to be deleted
therefrom.

2.35 The Chairman thought it would be preferable for the drafting
of Rule 13, 7 to remain as it stood,

2.%6 The delegate of Australia, speaking generally, believed that it
would be impossible for a group as large as the Plenary Meeting to reach

a perfect text, and he suggested that the Plenary Meeting should content

itself with arriving at a reasonable form of wording and thus be able to

move on to its other business,

Rules 14-26

2.57 Rules 14-26 were approved, on the understanding that Rule 17
was pending.

Articles 37 and 38

2.38 Approved.
5th series (Document No, 218)

Resolution K

2.39 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany proposed the
inclusion in the second operative paragraph of the section beginning
"decides" of the words "a separate part of" preceding the words "the budget
of the Union" as well as of the words "part of the" preceding the word
"budget" at the end of that paragraph. That would appear to reflect more
accurately the decision taken by Committee 6.
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2,40 The delegates of the United Kingdom and the United States of
.Amerlca supported that- proposal

2.4 Resolutlon K as amended by the delegatlon of the Federal Republic
of Germany, was approved.

Resolutions L, and M

2.42 Approved.

Resolution N

2.43 The delegate of Ethiopia suggested that, in the preamble; the

reference should be to "the Plenipotentiary Conference" rather than to
"a plenipotentiary conference".

2.44 The Chairman of Committee 2 expressed the hope that the

Plenary Meeting would have a further opportunity to comment on Resolution N
in connection with item 3 on the agenda, although he had no obJectlon to its
approval on a first reading at the present juncture.

2.45 It was so agreed.
2.46 Resolution N, as amended by the delegation of Ethiopia was
approved,

6th series (Document No, 228)

Articles 5 and &

2.47 The Chairman of Committee 7 noted that difficulties had arisen in
respect of the translation of the word "organs" into the Spanish and French
languages. Furthermore, the point of reporting by the Administrative Council
possibly required additional clarification, He requested, therefore, that
Articles 5 and 6 should be held over for the moment with a view to arriving
at a more satisfactory drafting,

2.48 It was so agreed.
Article 7
2.49 The delegate of Peru suggested that, in view of the approval of

Resolution J, as a result of which the texts concerning the methods whereby
various organs of the Union should function would be grouped in the second
part of the Convention, the words "é_and General Regulatlons_/" should be
deleted from Article 7, 2.
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2.50 The Chairman of Committee 8 said that, while he had no objection
to that particular deletion, he would not wish it to be seen in the light
of a general decision of principle.

2.51 The Chairman indicated that that was also his understanding of -
the situation.

2,52 The delegate of the United States of America wondered whether
the words "(including the General Reguiations)" would meet the point made
by the delegate of Peru. The delegate of Peru said he could accept "and
of the relevant administrative Regulations".

2.55 A lengthy discussion ensued on whether the procedural provisions
would continue to be called General Regulatlons or be known as Part II .
of the Convention.

2,54 The delegates of Italy, Brazil, Mexico and Lebanon said that
legally speaking, the second part of a Convention could not be called
Regulations; perhaps the term Regulations could be followed by "(Part II
of the Convention)" throughout. In fact, two separate documents would
avoid many practical and legal difficulties.

2.55 The delegate of Venezuela pointed out that if the Regulations
were known as part of the Convention they could not be amended separately,
which was precisely the point being made.

2.56 The delegate of India thought the best solution might be to
say "including the General Regulations contained in its second part".

2.57 The Chairman of Committee 9 said that whichever solution were
adopted it was obvious that the Editorial Committee would have to be given .
directives, as the point would occur in numerous texts.,

2.58 The Chairman of Committee 8 ncted that if the regulations were
to form part of the Convention itself the signatures would have to appear
after the regulations, He wondered if the concept really needed to be
changed.

.
2.59 The delegates of Zaire, Singapore and France saw no reason to ¥
mention the General Regulations as it was well known that the Convention
was made up of two parts. : : .
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2,60 The delegate of Ecuador, seconded by the delegates of the
United Kingdom and Nigeria pointed out that the difficulties being
encountered. arose from adoption of Resolution J earlier in the meeting.

2.61 ~ The delegate of Morocco, on a point of order, proposed closure
of the debate; the proposal was opposediby the delegate of Senegal.

2. 62 The Chairman put the motion to the vote and it was rejected by
59 votes to 36, with 24 abstentions.

2.63 The delegate of New Zealand wondered why there would be any
difficulty in continuing with the practice of using the phraseology
"Convention and General Regulations annexed thereto. -

2.64 The delegates of Malaysia and Pakistan pointed out that Annex 4

‘also would be transferred to the body of the Convention and preferred to

delete mention of "General Regulations",

2.65 The Chairman of Committee 8 was.relnctant to revise Resolution J,
already adopted; perhaps the situation could be met by inserting a
footnote by the Ed1tor1al Committee.

2.66 The delegate of the United Kingdom proposed amendments to

‘Resolution J which would not change the substance or amount to a revision

but make the terminology used quite clear. With minor draftlng
modifications by the delegates of Italy and France, the United Klngdom
text read :

"2, that this Convention of Malaga-Torremolinos shall comprise
two. parts :

a) the first, known as the basic provisions, grouping'texts
of a permanent character; .

b) the second, known as “the General Regurations, grouplng the
texts concerning the methods whereby the various organs of
the Union shall function;" ‘

' 2,67 The Secretary—General, speaking at the request of the. Chairman

of Committee 7, thought the proposed amendments would meet the. requlrements
without alterlng the substance of the resolution.
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2,68 There was further discussion on the exact compass of the term

"Convention" as used in the provisions of the basic instrument of the ’
Union in which the delegates of Italy, Morocco, the United Kingdom,

India, Nigeria, Upper Volta and Peru tock part, -

2,69 The delegate of the U,3.S.R., supported by the delegate of
Australia moved closure of the debate on a point of order and requested
that the amendment be put to the vote.

2.70 The delegates of Barbados and Brazil opposed closure of the

debate.

2.71 The motirn was put to the vote and passed by a large majority, and

the amendment to Resolution J was approved by acclamation. .

2.72 The delegate nf Morocco, supported by the delegate of Nigeria,
asked whether the Final and Additional Protocols and the Resolutions,
Recommendatinrns and Opinions were not also part of the Convention and
should not receive some mention in Resolution J.

2.73 The Secretary-General said that by analogy with the Montreux
Convention, the Final Acts of the Conference would comprise the basic

provisions, General Regulations, Final Protocol, Additional Protocols,
Resolutions, Recommendations and Opinions, combined in a single volume

entitled the International Telecommunication Cenvention (Malaga—
Torremolinos, 1973).

_ From the legal point of view, however, the various elements would
not have the same scope,

First of all there was the basic instrument of the Union which ’
was the International Telecommunication Convention consisting of two parts :

the basic provisions and the General Regulations. From the legal viewpoint

the two parts would have the same binding force on Govermments.

Then there were the Additional Protocols which fixed the budget
celling or formed the basis for action. They were signed separately by the
plenipotentiaries and were therefore binding on Members of the Union. H‘

The Resolutions, Recommendations and Opinions were not signed
by the plenipotentiaries and gave directives on action to be taken either N
by the organs of the Union or by Members of the Union without constituting
a real obligation for the latter. Although they came into force as soon
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as they were adopted, their legal ‘Scope was not at all comparable to that
of the basic instrument.

Finally, the Final Protocol grouped the statements made by
various delegations and could not be regarded as an integral part of the
basic instrument. In appending their signatures to the Final Protocol
the plenipotentiaries merely took note of the statements contalned therein.,

The combination of all the texts Just mentioned represented the
“"Rinal. Acts of the Plenlpotentlary Conference”.

2.74 The delegate of Belgium pointed out that although in the
Montreux Convention the signatures to the Convention preceded the General
Regulations, the latter, as one of the annexes to the Convention, were in
fact covered by those signatures. The Final and Additional Protocols as
- stated in their texts were signed separately from the basic instrument,
He drew attention to the preamble to the Final Protocol at Montreux

(page 127 of the Final Acts).

2.75 ' In the light of the decision to amend Resolution J qu% the sake
of clarity, it was agreed to delete the words "and General Regulations"
from the last line of No., 48,

2.76 Article 7, as amended above, was approved.
Article 8
2,77 With regard to No, 54, the delegate of Argentina said that the

word "representative" was inappropriate as it was elsewhere used in the
draft Crnvention to designate persons attending conferences on behalf of
recognized private operating agencies. It would be more correct to use
"delegate".

2.78 The Chairman of Committee 9 said that the same problem had been
encountered at Montreux and proposed that the wor rding agreed for the
Montreux Convention would prnvide an acceptable solution. He also felt
that the word "advisers" mn the last line of the same provision could be
improved on,

2.79 It was agreed that Committee O should attend to the redrafting
of No, 54 in the light of the discussion.
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2.80 With regard to No. 60, the delegate of Guinea, supported by the

delegate of Algeria, said that in accordance with a decision taken in >
Committee 7 the words "new or" on the third line should be deleted and that

that deletion should apply wherever the term "new or developing countries" ir\

occurred in the text of the draft Convention.

2.81 The Chairman of Committee 6 said that the matter had been discussed
in Committee 6, which had been informed by its Secretary that the phrase

"new or developing countries" was the standard terminology in use in

U.N.D.P.

2.82 The delegate of Zaire, supported by the delegate of Guinea,

said that, as the I.T.U. was a specialized agency and not an internal organ

of the United Nations as was the U.N.D.P., it could use what terminology it .
wished,

2.83 The delegate of Argentina reminded the meeting that the
Algiers Charter as well as many organizations, including the United Nations
General Assembly, used the term "developing countries™ on its own.

2.84 The amendment prnposed by the delegate of Guinea was adopted
on the understanding that Committee 9 would ensure that the same terminology
was applied throughout the draft Convention.

2.85 Article 8, as amended above, was approved.

The meeting rose at 2030 hrs.

The Secretary-General : The Chairmen : .
M. MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN

A
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Place of the next Plenipotentisry Conference (Document No. 296)

1.1 The Chairman read out to the meeting a letter from the Deputy

Head of the delegation of Kenya (Document No. 296), extending an invitation
from the Government of Kenya to hold the next Plenipotentiary Conference in
Nairobi. He expressed the thanks of all the delegations at the Conference
to the Government of Kenya for its very generous offer and said that the
invitation would be considered by the Conference with the greatest attention.

Time limit for depositing statements to be included in the Final Protocol

2.1 The Chairman proposed that the time limit for depositing statements
to be included in the Final Protocol should be 1800 hrs on 19 October so

that such statements could be distributed on 20 October. He proposed that
the deadline for submitting any counter-statements be set at 1800 hrs,

23 October.

2.2 It was so agreed.
2.3 The delegates of the United Kingdom, Argentina, the United States

of America, the Federal Republic of Germany, India, France, Spain, Belgium,
Guinea, Switzerland, Botswana, Yugoslavia, Bolivia and Rwanda reserved the

right to make reservations up to the time of signature of the Final Acts of
the Conference.

2.4 The delegates of Italy, Venezuela, Ireland and Canada reserved
the right to make reservations both up tc the time of signature of the
Final Acts of the Conference and up to the time of ratification by their
governments of the Convention of Malaga-Torremolinos.

2.5 The delegate of Bielorussim, supported by the delegate of Saudi
Arabia, pointed out that under Rule 17 (Nos. 7Ll and T45) of Chapter 9 of
the General Regulations of the Montreux Convention, which was still
operative at the present Conference, all delegations had the right to make
reservations up to signature of the Final Acts. There was therefore no need
for them to make specific declarations to that effect.

Texts submitted by Committee 9 for the first reading

Resolution N (5th series) (Document No. 218)

3.1 The Chairmen of Committee 3 said that Resolution N, which had
been kept pending from the previous Plenary Meeting, had been discussed at
the last meeting of Committee 3 and fully approved there.
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3.2 Resolution N was approved.
6th series (continued) (Document No. 228)
Article 5
3.3 _ The Chairman of Committee 7 reported that, on a point raised by
the delegate of Peru at a previous meeting of Committee 7, that Committece
had approved the following amended wording for No. 27 : "the Union shall
comprise the following organs'.
3.4 With that amendment, Article 5 was epproved.
Article 6
3.5 The Chairman of Committee T said that in view of the amendment

Jjust made to Article 5, there was no further need to amend Article 6.
3.6 Article 6 was spproved as it stood.
Article 9

3.7 Approved, with the exception of No. 64 which was not available
at the time.

Article 10

No. 68

3.8 After the delegate of Argentina had pointed out that according to
a decision of the previous Plenary, the word "representative" on the third

line should be replaced by "delegate", it was agreed that Committee 9 would
deal with that amendment.

No. 69 ADD

3.9 The delegate of India proposed that the word "conditions" on the

- second line be replaced by "manner”.

3.10 It was agreed that Committee 9 would deal with that amendment.
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No. 70

3.11 The delegate of Algeria9 supported by the delegates of the

U.5.5.R.; the German Democratic Republic, Bulgaria, the People s Democratic

Republic of Yemen, Zeire and Lebanon, proposed that the words "most

e;fectlvc and economical' on the fifth and sixth lines be replaced by
"equitable, effective and economical®.

3.12 The delegate of France, supported by the delegates of Australia,
Belgium and Brazil, objected to the introduction of the term "equitable”,
It was outside the terms of reference of the I.F.R. B., as set out in the
Radio Regulations, to consider factors other than eccnomy and efficiency
when making recommendations. The Board could not act as a judge of equity
in the use of the geostationary satellite orbit as that was a matter to be
settled by individual agreement between Members of the Union.

3.13 The delegate of Australia, supported by the delegate of Ethiopia
said that provision for equitable access to the geostationary satellite
orbit had been made in Article 33 and the delegate of Algeria might find
that wording satisfactory for his purpose without the need to amend No. TO.

3.1k On a point of crder, the delegate of the Federal Republic of
Germany, supported by the delegaue of Algeria, moved closure of the debate
and requested that the Algerian amendment be put to the vote.

3.15 The motion was carried without opposition.

3.16 A vote was held on the Algerian amendment, which was approved by
65 votes for, 43 against and 12 abstentions.

3.17 The delegate of Chlna said that with regard to the provisions in
Article 10 concerning the recording of frequency assignments and that of
positions assigned to geostationary satellites, the Chinese delegation had
already stated its position at the 15th meeting of Committee 7. The Chinese
delegation wished to reiterate that it would make = further study of those
provisions and reserved the right tc meke comments on that matter in future.

3.18 Article 10, as amended above, was approved.

Article 11

No. T3
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3.19 After the delegate of Senegal had proposed an editorial amendment
to the French text only, it was agreed that Committee 9 would deal with
that amendment. '

No. 75

3.20 After the delegate of Guinea had pointed out that in accordance
with a decision made at the previous meeting the words "new or" should be
deleted from the reference to developing countries, it was sgreed that the
matter would be dealt with by Committee 9.

Nos. 80 and 82

3.21 After a lengthy discussion as to whether the words "General
Regulations" in square brackets in the text should remain, be deleted or

be replaced by the word ""Convertion®, it was decided that since (in

conformity with the clarifying emendment made to Resolution J, paragraphs -

2 (a) and (b) at the previous Plenary meeting) the words "General Regulations'
referred to a specific part of the text of the Convention, it was in order

to retain the term in those provisions.

3.22 Article 11, as amended above, was approved.
érticle 12

3.23 Approved

Articles 13, 34, 35, 36, 42, 43, bk and U5

3.24 Approved.

Article b

3.25 - The Chairmen of Committee & said that in the English text of

Nos. 21 and 22 A the term "in particular" should be aligned with the French
and that the word "responsibilities” at the end of No. 22 A -should be -changed
to "possibilities”, in accordance with the French and Spanish versions.

3.26 Approved, subject to those changes.

Article 1k

3.27 Approved.

Article 16
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3.28 The Chairman pointed out that the Plenary meeting had two
proposals before it in connection with the Article, the Corrigendum to
Document MNo. 37 proposing Arabic language interpretation at certain
conferences and Document No. 190 proposing that German should become an
official language of the Union.

3.29 The Chairman cf Committee 8 said that the Committee had begun
to discuss the former proposal and had asked the General Secretariat to
issue a statement of estimated expenditure in that regerd, which now
eppeared in Document No. 283(Rev.). The Committee had further decided to
transmit consideration of the proposal to the Plenary Mecting.

3.30 The delegate of Kuwait, introcducing the proposal, said that the
original proposal submitted to Committee &, to make Arabic an official
language, had been withdravn in the face of objections that it would impose
an unduly great financial burdan on the Union. The amended version proposed
that Arabic interpretation should be provided only at plenipotentiary and
administrative conferences, to enable the Arabic-speaking delegations to
participate more effectively in those meetings. Arabic was the offiecial
language of some 20 Members of the Union and was spoken by about 500 million
people all over the world. It was a versatile language, which could be

used for scientific and literary purposes snd which had been adopted as an
official language in the I.L.0., UNESCO and the U.P.U. It was to be hoped
that the compromise proposal would be accepted, so that the Arabic-speaking
delegations could play a more active part in the highest pclicy-making
conferences of the I1I.T.U.

3.31 The Deputy Secretary-General, introducing the statement of
estimated expenditure (Document No. 283(Rev.)), pointed out that the words
"edministretive conferences" in the Kuwait proposal covered both world and
regional couferences and that the cost of the latter was borne by the
countries of the region concerned and any other participants. The two
administrative conferences referred to in the Table on page 1 would, of
course, be organized under the Montreux Convention, and the figures given
for them had been included as indicetions only.

3.32 The delegates of Libya, Saudi Arabia, Bgypt, China, Nigeria,
Senegal, Lebanon, Afghanistan, Cube and Bangladesh supported the Kuwait
proposal.

3.33 The delegate of Guinea also supported the proposal, adding that
his delegation was generally in favour of introducing new languages into the
Union's deliberations. The financial implications should not be ignored,
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but should not serve as insuperable obstacles for the adoption of new
languages. ‘The fact that Arabic was widely spoken in Black Africa was

an additional reason for his delegation's support of the propcsal; but
the time might not be too far away when such African languages as Swahili
and Bambarz would be accepted in international orgenizations, so that
African delegates could express their thoughts more freely. .

3.34 - The delegate of Equatorial Guinéa, supported by the gglegaﬁe of
Argentina, moved the closure of the debate.

3.35 | The delegate of Ireland opposed the motion.

3.36 The motion was.carried by an overwhelming majority.

3.37 The Chairman invited the Meeting to vote on the Kuwait prdposal.
3.38 The proposal was approved by 63 votes to 3, with 41 abstentions.
3.39 The delegﬁte of Irag made the following statement :

"Mr. Chairman,

In the name of the delegation of the Republic of Irag and other
Arab delegations, I would like to thank all the distinguished delegates
who supported this proposal and voted for it, showing such good w1ll and
I would also like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, very much".

3.40 The delegate of the Netherlands pointed out that many Members

of the Union, large and small, were prevented by language difficulties from
expressing thtir ideas as freely and effectively as they would like to do.
Although his delegation sympathized with the desire of all countries to use
their own languages in international debates, it considered that the whole
question of the languages of the Union was much broader and more complex
than the mere adoption of further languages on the grounds that they were
widely used ~the problem must therefore be studied in depth with an eye to
the future. It should be borne in mind, moreover, that the adoption of new
languages placed delegations whose native langua es were not used but whose
Administrations contributed towards meeting increased costs at the additional
disadvantage of having to listen to more interpretation.

3.41 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany, introducing his
delegation's proposal that German should become an official language of the
I.T.U., pointed out that German-speaking people, of whom there were over
100 million in 4 different countries, had made and could continue to make




Document No. 438-E
Page 8

a considerable contribution to the work of the Union. Indeed, the first
Convention of the Union had been signed by Germany, Austria and Switzerland.
Further arguments in favour of the proposal were adduced in Document No. 190.

3.42 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that, although his
delegation sympathized with the underlying motives of the German proposal,
it considered that the addition of a new official language was a
fundamentally important step, having considerable financial implications,
and therefore supported the proposal of the Netherlands delegeste. The
broader aspects of the question were being considered in other specialized
agencies and in the United Nations itself, inter alia, in connection with
the manner in which the additional costs involved were to be defrayed.
Accordingly, the time had come for = study of the whole problem in the
Union, and his delegation would be prepered to join that of the Netherlands
in preparing an appropriate draft resclution for submission to the Plenary
Meeting.

3.43 The delegates of the United States of America, Belgium, Japan,
the Philippines, India, Brazil, Indonesia and Saudi Arabia supported the
Netherlands proposal.

3.4k The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany suggested thet the
final decision on his delegation's proposal should be postponed until a
draft resolution was submitted to the Plenary Meeting.

3.45 It was so agreed.
3.46 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany proposed that

the words "permanent orgens” in No. 108 should be replaced by "International
Consultative Committees®, since those were the only organs whose meetings
required interpretation, with the exception of the limited services needed
by the I.F.R.B.

3.47 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. said that the adoption of that
proposal might have the effect of depriving the Board of the necessary
language services. Perhaps the best way of dealing with the problem would
be to reintroduce the words "whenever necessary” before "at meetings of

its permanent organs", a provision which_had given the necessary flexibility
to No. 342 of the Montreux Convention.

3.48 The delegate of the United States of America endorsed that view,
which his delegation had strongly supported in Committee 8.
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3.49 The Deputy Secretary-General pointed out that the decision to
delete the words "whenever necessary" had been arrived at, after long
debates, because it had been the intention of Committee 8 to deal with
meetings of Members cof the Union, which were indeed C.C.I. meetings, where
the permanent organs were concerned. Linguistic services for the I.F.R.B.
were adequately covered in No. 666 of the Radio Regulations. On the

other hand, the existing text might create difficulties in the General
Secretariat by implying that simultaneous interpretation would have to be
provided for internal staff mectings. -

3.50 The delegate of Peru, supported by the delegates of Argentina
and Panama, proposed that No. 108 should be left as it stood, with the

addition of the words "and Arabic" after "five official languages" and

the replacement of the word "five" by "six" in the last line.

3.51 The delegate of Spain, supported by the delegates of Brazil and
Guinesa, proposed that No. 108 should remain unchanged.

3.52 The Cheirmen, summlng up the discussion, pointed out that the
Peruvian proposal did not take into account the fact that the Kuwait

proposal that had just been approved provided for Arabic 1nterpretation

only for plenipotentiary and administrative conferences. The reintroduction
of the words "whenevér necessary” seemed to be undesirable in the light of

the decision of Committee 8 and of the Deputy Secretary-General's explanations.
He therefore suggested that the Meeting should approve the proposal of the
Federal Republic of Germany.

3.53 It was so decided.
3.54 Article 16, as smended, was approved.
3.55 The Chairmen of the I.F.R.B. said he hoped it was understood that

the emended text of No. 108 in no way preJudlced the Secretary-General's
right to provide the I.F.R.B. with the linguistic services referred to in
No. 666 of the Radio Regulations. :

Articles 17, 18, 22, 25, 27, 28, 31, 32 and the Final Protocol

3.56 Articles 17, 18, 22, 25, 27, 28, 31, 32 and the Final Protocol
were approved.

7th series (Document No. 229)

Resolution U
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3.57 The Chairmen pointed out that in acccrdance with a previous
decision the words "mew or™ should be deleted from the title- and text of
the Resolution.

3.58 Resoclution U, thus corrected, was approved.

Resolution V

3.59 The Chairman of Committee 6 said that the last two lines of
operative paragraph 3 of Resolution V should be deleted, maeking the

peragraph read as follows : 3. to report to the next Plenipotentieary
Conference". The vote in Committee 6 had been taken by secret ballot.

3.60 The delegates of the Federal Republic of Germany, Ireland, Ttaly,

Cuba, Australia, Switzerlend, the United Kingdom, France, Canada, the
United States of America, Austria and Botswana said that in the absence of
any thorough study of the financial, administrative and technical
implications of the establishment of regional offices for technical
cocperation, they felt obliged to reserve their Governments' position with
regard to the financial consequences of the adeption of Resolution V.

3.61 The delegate of Nigeria said that Resolution V bore no relation
to Resolution No. 40 of the Montreux Conference, contained no definition of
its own terms, and gave no indicatior as to whether or not the Secretary-
General considered regional offices to be nccessary.

3.62 The Secretary-General pointed out that he was at the service of
the Plenipotentiary Conference and would appreciate precise directives from
it as to the action he should take.

3.63 The Chaiymen put to the vote a proposal by the delegate of Svain,
which was cpposed by the delegates of Paragnay and Algeria, to close the
dcbate. The proposal was approved by 5L votes to 42, with 14 abstentions.

3.64 At the proposzl) of the delegate of Argentina, a vote was taken by
secret ballot on Resolution V, the delegetes of Argentina, Romanisa and the
ivory Coast acting as tellers. at the request of the Chairman.

AL
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3.65 The result of the vote was as follows :
For : Ls
Against : 68
Abstentions : L
3.66 Resolution V was therefore rejected.
The mecting rose at 2100 hrs.
The Secretary-General : The Chairman :

M., MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN
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with emphasis our sympathy on the occasion of the act of sabotage on the
cables in question.

Lveryone knows ........
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Texts submitted by Committee 9 for the first reading

7th series (continued) (Document Fo. 229)

Resolution V - Regicnal Offices for Technieal Cooperation {continued)

1.1 The delegate of Upper Volta, explaining his vote at the previous
meeting, said that the Conference's decision on Regional Offices for
Technical Cooperation had caused considerable bitterness among the
developing ccuntries, whose administrations had seen regional offices as
capable of providing a valid and satisfactory solution to technical
cooperation problems.

1.2 The Mexican delegaste wished it to be placed on record that his
delegation had not had an opportunity to speak in the debate on the draft
resolution. He endorsed the view expressed by the Algerian delegate at
the previous meeting that it had not been a true debate bhecause only
speakers opposing the re<~lution had been given the opportunity to speak
before the motion for cleesure had been adopted.

1.3 The Chairmen sthted that the floor had been given without any
distinction whatsoever to “the speskers who had requested it before closure
of the debate was moved.

1.4 He would answer the Ethiopian delegate's question as to the fate
of Montreux Resolution No. L0 at a later stage.

Articles 39 and 40

1.5 Approved.
Article 41
1.6 The delegate of Ethiopia, speaking as Chairman of Committee 8,

W

proposed deletion of the words "Gereral and” in paragraph 2 A.

1.7 The delegate of Argentina, supported by the delegate of Zaire,
pointed out that paragraph 1 was not in accordance with Resoliution J.

1.8 It was zgreed that the whole of Article L1 should be referred to
a small group consisting of the delegates of Ethiopia, Arg=sntina and Zaire,
so that they could produce an amended text of Article 4l for discussion in
Plenary.
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Article 48
1.9 ~ Approved.
Articles 52 and 53
1.10 The delegate of Argentina proposed that Article 52 should say

"Contracting States” and not "Contracting Governments" because Governments
were subject to change. If the word Government were retained in Article 52,
it would endanger the legal continuity of the Convention, since a new
Government, withcut having denounced it, might consider itself as not bound
by the Convention. :

1.11 The delegate of Yugoslavia, supported by the French delegate,
said that he preferred the existing text. If "Government" were changed to
"Stete", it would have implications for the procedure of ratification of
the Convention, which would become a much lengthier process.

1.12 - The United States delegate said that the text should remain
unchanged.  If existing relations were between Governments and not States

it was because the Territories signatories of the Convention were not
States. ’

1.13 The Brazilian delegate suggested the possibility of replacing
"Governments" by "Members" in Article 52, and "States" by "Countries" or
"Parties" in Article 53, and that suggestion received support from the,
‘deleg@tes of Italy, Peru, Argenting, Algerla and - France,

1.14 The delegate of Ethiopia, speaking as Chalrman of COmmlttee 8,

said that that point had been discussed at 1ength in Comnittee 8 and it ‘
had been concluded that since it was not pOSSLQleMto,arrlve at a completely
satisfactory solution which would be valid for all Articles of the ..
Convention, it was better to retain the language of the-Montreux Convention,
which had rot given rise to insuperable difficulties in the past, He
further pointed out that the Preamble to the Conventlon as approved sald
Governments.

1.15 That view was endorsed by the delegates of Frepce, Ireland,
Singapore, New Zealand Canads and Australia.
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1.15 The Chairmen proposed, in view of the implications of changing
Articles 52 and 53, that the text should be approved unchanged, and those
delegates who had reservations should submit them in writing.

1.16 Tt was so agreed.

Article 55

1.17 Approved.

Article 56

1.18 The delegate of Ethiopia, spesking as Chairman of Committee 8,

pointed out that the date of 1 January 1975 for entry into force of the
Convention was subject to discussion and epproval in Plenary.

1.19 After discussion three views emerged :

1) that in view of possibly complicated ratification procedures,

1 January 1975 was too soon and the date should be changed to

1 January 1976. That view was supported by the delegates of Ttaly, France,
Nicaragua, Federal Republic of Germany, Liberia and Austria;

2) that the date of 1 January 1975 ellowed approximately the same
length of time as had been available for ratification of the Montreux
Convention, that because of rapid changes in telecommunications the
Convention would already be becoming obsclete if not ratified until 1976,
and that Article 18, No. 250 contained provisions covering the situation
of those countries which could not ratify the Convention by 1 January 1975.
That view was supported by the delegates of Argentina, Australie, the
United States of America, Algeria, U.S.S.R., Malaysia, Zaire, German
Democratic Republic and Tanzania;

3) a compromise date of 1 July 1975 was proposed by the Cuban
delegate.
1.20 After closure of the debate had been moved by the delegate of the

U.S.S.R., the Chairman asked whether the Conference could accept the
compromise date of 1 July 1975, and it was so agreed.

1.21 Article 56, as thus amended, was approved.
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1.22 The delegate of Malaysia asked for clarification regarding
possible accounting dllflcultles for contributions whlch mlght be caused
by the adoption .of that date.

1.23 The Tth series of texts (Document No. 229) was approved at first
reading.

Draft resolution submitted by the delegation of Lebanon (Document No. 326)

2.1 The delegate of Lebancn made the following statement :
"Mr. Chairman,

My country, Lebanon, has just been the object of a deliberate
act of destruction of its most vital means of telecommunication.

It is my sad duty, Mr. Chairman, to read you the telex message
I have just received from my superior, Mr, Toni Frangie, Minister of the
Lebanese P.T.T., whose reliability and honesty are known to all delegates
here. I quote :

"Attention: Mr, Maurice Ghazal

Subject : Damage to cables

The investigation to determine the sites of damage gave the

following results :

1. The Beirut-Alexandria cable is damsged in two places 25 metres
apart, 800 metres from the coast and at a depth of 23 metres.

2. The Beirut-Marseilles cable is damaged in three places, the
first two 2 metres apart and the last two 30 metres apart 600-~700 metres
from the coast and at a depth of 15 metres.

The operation was carried out in two successive stages

In the first stage, the explosives were laid and connected to a
flcating fuse which was 1it during the second stage.

It should be noted that the attack took place in Lebanese
territorial waters.

Signed : Toni Frangie
Minister of the P.T.T."
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This act of destruction and systematic barbarism is contrary
to the -spirit of the Ccmvention, which for all countries represented here
is the inviclable instrument of the Union.

Mr. Chairman, we have been here in Torremolinos for five, almost
six weeks.

We all left our homes, our families, our children, in short,
everything that is dearest to us, to meet here in order to finalize this
legal instrument, the International Telecommunication Convention, which
we have solemnly adopted and respected in the past. All this to what
end, Mr. Chairman! '

So that a Member of the Union, called Israel, may betray the
undertakings and noble principles embodied in our Convention by dameging
the Beirut-Maerseilles and Beirut-Alexandria cables and, moreover, by the
use of explosives by specialists in the matter.

The Lebanon, Mr. Chairmen, a small country of 2 million people
vhich has traditionally been regarded by all as a link between peoples,
races and religions is not a belligerent in the situation which exists
at present in the Middle East.

The Lebanon has never been a bellicose couatry.

The Lebanon has always been a peaceful state and a peaceful
nation advocating peace and cooperation among the peoples of the world.

Our sorrow and our indignation are so much the greater.

We do not understand, Mr. Chairman!

This honourable assembly cannot understand, Mr. Chairman.

How can such a thing happen?

Can one imagine the disastrous consequences for our country, for

the friendly countries and partners with which we have relations, the
political consequenceg, the economic consequences the human consequences?
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Mr. Chairmen, this honourable assembly, made up of eminent
engineers and distinguished personalities, cen, I am sure, understand the
harm done to my country and its pertners-and the damage caused by this act
of destruction which is without precedent in the history of international
telecommunications.,

Such an act, Mr. Chairmen, must be judged and severely condemned
by this assembly :

My delegation therefore is obliged to submit to you the draft
Resolution in Document No, 326 and hopes that it will be supported,
unreservedly, by all delegations.

Thank you, Mr, Chairmen."

In the interventions which followed, delegates were unanimous
in expressing.their sympathy to Lebanon for the prejudice caused to its
telecommnication facilities.

2.2 - The delegate of Italy expressed the deepest sympathy of his
delegation and of the whole assembly to the delegation of Lebanon in face
of the serious act of sabotage that had been committed, which was
undoubtedly contrary to the provisions.qf the Montreux Convention. Lebanon
as a freedom-loving, civilized and non-racist country merited the esteem
and sympathy of all. However, since the work of the Conference had already
been delayed by several debates of a political nature, he appealed to the
Lebanese delegate, in a spirit of cooperation and self-sacrifice, to agree
to delete the last paragraph of his draft Resolution. If that were done,
he believed that the Conference could then adopt the draft Resolution
unanimously by acclamation and express its sympathy towards the Lebanese
people by paying them one minute's silent tribute.

2.3  The delegate of Lebanon thanked the Italian delegate for the
sympathy he had expressed and said that he would leave it to the Chairman
and to the Conference as a whole to decide what action should be taken on
the Ttalian delegate's proposal,

2.k The delégate of Saudi Arabis made the following statement :

"The delegation of Saudi Arabia fully and wholeheartedly supports
the resolution proposed by our brothers of Lebanon in Document No. 326.
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We believe that the adoption of this Resolution is the least this
Conference could do to express its bitter feeling towards those who besides
violating all human rights are violating the basic principles of our
Convention taking jungle laws of force as guide in all their actions. So
instead of fostering the creation, development and improvement of
telecommunication networks as stated in Provision 23 of our Convention,
this Member so called Israel does all his best and by all the modern and
destructive means made available to it to damage such an international
telecommunications network as the one mentioned in Document No. 326 linking
directly three continents of the world.

The resolution before us is the least that this Conference would
justly and unanimously approve without the amendment proposed by the
previous spesker."

2.5 The delegate of Egypt strongly supported the Lebanese draft
Resolution. The sabotaged submarine cable was not merely the property of
Lebanon; it was a means of international telecommunication linking the
Middle East with the continents of Africa, Europe and America, The cable,
moreover, was one of the most up-to-date types and had been in service for
only about a year.

2.6 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement

"Mr. Chairman,

We have listened to the statement by Lebanon, which cannot leave
any Member of the Union indifferent.

The Israeli military clique is using lethal weapons against
peaceful inhasbitants and civilian targets and is even carrying out attacks
on territories, shipping and telecommunication facilities of governments
which are not participating in the war.

The Israeli ruling circles are increasing their aggression
against Arab governments and they are flouting the resolutions of the
United Nations Security Council and General Assembly on the Middle East.

All of us present here are telecommunications workers and we

- well know, by painful experience, that the first thing an aggressor always
does is to destroy telecommunication facilities. Destruction of
internaticnal telecommunication lines is yet another symptom of & further
expansion of aggression.
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‘It is impossible to put up with the new crimes of the Israeli
aggressors, at whose will countless innocent people are again perishing in
the Middle East and the material values created by the labour of the

'peéple, including international telecommunication lines, are being
desFroyed The aggression cannot remain unpunished and the aggléssor must
bear the strict responsibility for his activities.

The Soviet delegation strongly condemns the barbaric bombardments
and shellings of civilian targets and of the peaceful population by the
Israeli armed forces and demands a severe condemnation of Israeli
aggreéEion and a strict. observance by Israel of the rules of international
law, ijcluding those relating to international telecommunication lines.

We see in the activities of the Israeli aggressors a direct
breach of the International Telecommunication Convention and we
wholehea{tedly support the denunciatory measures proposed in the draft
Resolution, which we consider however to be too mild."

2.7 @he delegate of Morocco said that when he had first read the
draft Resolutlon he had been amazed and almost disappointed at the moderate
terms in which it was couched. On reflection, however, he understood that
peaceloving Lebanon had expressed itself so moderately with the aim of

~ avoiding the creation of serious trouble in the Conference.

2.8 Faced by the international scourge of Zionism, all delegations
must take steps to combat it. The Jews, who had been so badly treated by
the Nazis, were now behaving towards their neighbours in a much worse

manner than the Nazis had ever behaved towards them, and were carrying out

a series of criminal acts of aggression in the Middle East. That nation,
which must be condemned, was acting in complete contradiction of Article L,
Nos. 17, 18 and 2k of the Convention which referred to international
cooperation to promote peaceful communication between peoples and ensure the
safety of life. He urged the Conference to adopt the draft Resolution by
acclamation.

2.9 The delegate of China made the following statement
"Mr. Chairmah,

The Chinese delegation expresses its indignation at the innumerable
crimes committed by Israeli Zionism. Over a long period of time, Israeli
Zionism has forcibly occupied vast expanses of Arab territories and driven
from their homeland the Palestinian and other Arab peoples who have lived
there for generation after generation, thus subjecting them to grave
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national disaster. The Israeli Zionist authorities are exercising fascist
rule in the occupied areas, cruelly persecuting the Palestinian and other
Arab peoples and flagrantly and crudely encroaching upon the sovereignty

and territorial integrity of other countries. On October 6, Israel once
again brazenly launched an armed aggression on Egypt and Syria. Furthermore,
it damaged the submarine cables off the coast of Lebanon a few days ago.

It has thus committed new crimes against the Arab peoples. The reason why
the Israeli aggressors have been so daring and unbridled is that they

have the support and connivance of the superpowers.

The Chinese Government and people deeply sympathize with the
Palestinian and other Arab peoples who are subjected to aggression and
bullying, and firmly support their just struggle to resist aggression,
recover the lost territories and restore the right to national existence.
The Chinese delegstion strongly condemns the Israeli Zionists for the
numerous crimes they have committed against the Palestinian and other
Arab peoples. We hold that the International Telecormmunication Union
should uphold justice and adopt due measures of. sanction against the
Israeli Zionist authorities, including the suspension of the membership
of and even the exclusion of Israel.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman."

2.10 The delegate of the United States of America, while expressing
his delegation's sincerest sympathy to the Lebanese Government and people
in their predicament, said that he did not believe it was within the
competence of the Conference to consider the draft Resolution. The
Conference was not a legal body capable of condemning a sovereign state;
such matters could only be dealt with in the United Nations itself,

2.11 The delegate of Equatorial Guinea demanded that the Conference
should condemn the acts of barbarity and injustice being perpetrated by
Israel and should slsc condemn the country which was supplying mercenaries
to aid Israel. His delegation strongly and wholeheartedly supported the
draft Resolution.

2.12 The delegate of Algeria said that everyone must sympathize with
Lebanon, the victim of a despicable and reprehensible criminel act which
constituted an arrogant measure of defiance towards the whole international
comminity and to the Conference in particular. Although I.T.U. was a
specialized agency and the question had many political aspects, it could
not remain silent in the face of such flagrant aggression. He fully
supported the draft Resolution.
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2.13 The delegate of Cuba strongly supported the Lebanese draft
Resolution. The serious acts of aggression committed by Israel against
the Arab countries were constantly increasing in magnitude and Israel wes
being supported both politically and militarily by the United States of
America., How long could that state of affairs be allowed to continue?

He urged the Conference to take immediate steps to condemn the tarbarous
action in question.

2.1k The delegate of Somalia associated himself with those who had
supported the draft Resolution and condemned the act of aggression intended
not only for Lebanon itself, which was not party to the hostilities in ‘the
Middle East, but against the international network and thus all
participents in the Conference. The continuous aggression engineered by
the so-called State of Israel, planted in the heart cf Arab lands, to
rersecute the Palestinian people and occupy Arab territory by forece could
not be tolerated and had to be condemned with all the means in the
Conference's power. Israel had continued to ignore all international laws
and regulations, defined all appeals and refused all understandings. He
considered that the expulsion of the so-called State of Israel was called
for in order to protect telecommunication interests.

2.15 The delegate of Yugoslavia said his delegation condemned the
State of Israel for the destruction of the cable linking three continents
which was a barbarous act.going far beyond a simple breash of the
Telecommunication Convention and he therefore fully supported the draft
Resolution,

2.16 The delegate of Zaire said his delegation was dissatisfied with
the draft Resolution in the sense that it was cver-moderate and did not
reflect adequately the gravity of the situation. He requested its
adoption as a mark of the Conference's disapproval cf the aggressor state.

2.17 The delegete of Czechoslovakia condemned the criminal aggression
perpetrated by Israel despite all United Nations resolutions. It was a
violation of the International Telecommnicetion Convention which could not
be ignored. He fully supported the draft Resolution, considering that it
was, if anything, too moderate in tone.

2,18 The delegate of Kuwait said that occupation of Arab lands - the
consequence of United Nations resolutions being ignored - was condoned by
the civilized world; the whole series of tragic events was caused by the
expansionism of the so-called State of Israel. During the discussion on
the expulsion of South Africa and Portugal, his delegation had pointed out
the similarity of those two Members with a third Member occupying the
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territories of three other Member States of the Union. That Member was
not only trying to annex more territories but attacking the peace-loving
people of Lebanon. The Conference could not accept the presence of a
Member already condemned in numerous United Nations resolutions. He
therefore proposed formelly that the so-called State of Israel be expelled
from the Plenipctentiary Conference and all forthcoming meetings of the
I.T.U.

2.19 The delegates of Bulgaria, Byelorussia, the Hungarian People's
Republic, Ukraine, the Pecple's Republic of Poland and the German Democratic
Republic condemned such acts of aggression directedagainst the international
community and in contravention of the Convention and supported the draft
Resolution. '

2.20 The delegates of Guinea, Togo, Dahomey, Upper Volta and
Senegal all agreed that such an act of aggression could not be condoned
and that the draft Resolution represented the minimum measure of
condemnation; they strongly supported the draft Resclution.

2.21 The delegate of Barbados was not satisfied that either the telex
message or anything else in the document indicated clearly the authors

of the destructive act in question and he had no intention of coming to

a firm conclusion on the evidence submitted; for that reason he could not
condemn the State of Israel on those grounds. He also noted that the
Conferencs was neither a court of law nor a political forum.

2,22 The delegate of Iraq made the following statement :

"Mr, Chairman, distinguished delegates,

To our delegation the question of the structure and policies of
the so-called State of Israel is very simple : this is a state based on
war and expansion. It could only exist by war and expansion because it
was created by powers who wanted to divide and rule the Arab nation.

Some pecple may, naively or with malice, ask why the Aradb
countries cannot accept and live in peace with the State of Israel. But
these people would also ask the African countries why they do not accept
and live 1in peace with South Africe and Rhodesia. In fact we wonder why
the whole world did not accept and live in peace with Nazi Germany.
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South Africa represses and diseriminates against the blackvpeople.
But Israel does better than that : it expels the original population and
expands to meke secure boundaries against those who want to return to their
land.

South Africa considers the black man as less than human. Likewise
Israel considers the Arabs, within its present boundaries rand without, all
Arabs, as hordes of savages. It continues to direct abuse and mockery at
humans whose aspirations are to be respected no less than the aspirations
of other humans.

It is no wonder—that the-best of relations exist between Israel
and South Africa.

The Arab people aspire to use theilr resources and manpower for
the development of their countries end for making their mark in the
advance of mankind in all fields of development, including the field of
telecommunications. This fortress called Israel is forcing Arab countries
to divert their resources and manpower for their own defence.

T think the time has gone when people are trodden on end keep
quiet. I would like, however, to pay respect to the werds of the
distinguished delegate from Cuba who reminded us that it is not in this
assembly, important as it certainly is, that battles are won, but on the
front itself. 'In our case, his words have turned into a prophesy.

I would also like to quote the Egyptian Foreign Minister who,
when his. country was accused at the United Nations of aggression, replied
very simply that all they did was raise the Egyptian flag over Egyptian
territory.

The act that Israel has committed, to cut the telecommunication
links between Eastern and Western Arab countries and between them and
Europe, during the convening of this Conference, is a singularly
deplorable act. For this act, for its pollcy of war and expansion, and
for its racialist policy ageinst the Arab peonle, our delegation is of
the view that Israel deserves nothing less than the exclusion of this
Member from this and all other conferences end meetings of the Union. We
second the formal propcsal of Kuwailt to amend the Lebanese draft Resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman'.
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2.23 The delegate of Argentina deplored the act of destruction carried
out by one nation against another. He hoped the matter would be submitted
to the Security Council of the United Nations so that a peace formula could
be found. The delegate of Canada sald that the regrettable act was
committed within the context of a conflict to which only pacific means
could put an end. Canada had often stated its position which was that

‘the only valid basis for peaceful regulation of the conflict was in the
renewal of the mission of Ambassador Jarring. The question raised by the
delegate of Lebanon was a matter for the United Nations.

2.2h The delegates of Turkey, Greece, Tanzania, Lesotho, Panama and
Cyprus agreed that the destruction of the cable link was an action which
merited unreserved condemnation.

2.25 That view was also shared by the delegate of Mauritius.

2.26 The delegate of Malawi said his delegation fully supported the
condemnation of any interference with telecommunications as such action
contravened the I.T.U. Convention. However, his delegation had not been
provided with sufficient information on the incident nor had had
sufficient time to study all aspects of the matter and consult the
Government. His delegation would therefore not be able to support the
naming of a specific country in Document No. 326.

2.27 The delegate of Afghanistan said his delegation supported the
draft Resolution wholeheasrtedly and strongly condemned the policies of
the so-called State of Israel which continued to exercise aggression
against the Arab nations; the recent act of sabotage against the
submarine cable linking Lebanon to the American and African continents
was clearly a violation of the International Telecommunication Convention,

2.28 The delegate of Ethiopia said it was obvious that such acts of
aggression should be condemned; he understood certain countries'
hesitation in thinking that the facts available were insufficient but in
the absence of a document of denial, he felt the information in the
Resolution should be accepted.

2.29 The delegate of Nigeris said the importent question was not one
of legality but whether the aims of the Union had been violated. It was
evident that in the case in point there was very wide support for the
draft Resolution. '
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2.30 © The delepate of Switzerland condemned the attack made on the
Lebanese submarine cable and was prepared to support any resolution
intended to protect telecommunication facilities, which constituted en
instrument for peace, harmony end friendship between peoples. However,
his delegation would not be able to support the draft Resolution in jts
present form as it had insufficient information to establish with
certainty the identity of the authors.

2.31 The delegate of the Netherlands made the following statement
"Mr. Chairman,
I have considerable hesitation in asking for the floor,

Everyone knows thet the Netherlands is a peaceful country which
abhors any act of brute force and destruction.

However, we cannot agree to the text of the Resolution in
Document No. 326

Some delegates have proposed the immediate exclusion of Israel,
others that the Resolution should be adopted unanimously, while still
others have expressed doubts on legal grounds. - All delegates are agreed
in condemning acts of sabotage.

In order to ensure unanimity, the Netherlands would therefore
propose that the Resolution be amended as follows :

on page 1, delete."noting" and the paragraph below;

on page 2, after "condemns" read "strongly and unreservedly
such a poliey of destruction'". Delete the rest of the sentence, Delete
also "resolves" and the following paragraph, since it is not clear what
procedure would be followed if any repetition occurred after the
Plenipotentiary Conference, Malaga-Torremolinos.”

2.7%2 The delegate of the United Kingdom said his delegation also
had serious difficulties with the Resolution as drafted since it had
always maintained that the Union was not a political forum.. For that
reason, the delegation reserved its position with regard to adoptlon of
the. Resolutlon. : :
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2.33 The delegate of France maede the following statement

"Mr. Chairmen,

The French delegation has listened to the honourable delegate
from the Lebanon with genuine and deep emotion, not only because our two
ccuntries are linked by century-old friendship, which was never belied by
deeds, but also because one of the damaged cables has its termination in
France.

The damage caused 1s extremely harmful to my country, but what
is equally important is that this act, as Mr. Ghazal has pointed out, is
contrary to the principle of international cooperation.

You will therefore understand, Mr. Chairman, that the French
 delegation shares the feelings of the delegation from the Lebanon.

" However, in view of the description of the act in guestion, the French
delegation wonders whether the matter does not fall rather within the
competence of the Security Council of the United Nations : as the draft
Resolution states, the sabotage was carried out in Lebanese territorial
waters,

The French delegation, Mr. Chairman, is extremely disturbed and
deeply saddened by the situation in the Middle East.

Before ending this brief statement, I should like through you,
Mr. Chairman, to address myself to the honourable head of the Lebanese
delegation, my friend Mr., Ghazal, and to say that what is most important
is that the connections should be re-esteblished - France is quite aware of
that. It is equally important that everything should be done to see that
such things do not happen again.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman."
2.34 The delegate of India said that such aggressive action went

against the spirit of international cooperation. He welcomed the
constructive suggestion made by the previous speaker.

2.35 The delegate of Morocco noted that the only arguments heard
against the Resolution were those of insufficient proof and that the I.T.U.
was not a suitable forum for such a matter. He wished to point out that
the latest act of sabotage followed a series of similar acts committed

by the same individuals (including the attack on Beirut airport and the
destruction of a Libyan commercial airliner) none of which had been denied.
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The Conference had no right to disbelieve the telex sent by a member of
a Sovereign Government. The same delegations who now argued that s
political questlon was out.of order had themselves brought up political
matters at the time when the signature of Rhodesia was deleted. The
I.C.A.0. had condemried formally the act committed by Israel at Beirut
alrport. He hoped that the draft Resolution could be approved by
"acclamation.

2.36 The delegate of Malaysia acknowledged the document's credlblllty
since there had been no denial. His delegation sympathized with the .Araedb
people in their efforts to regain their territories. There had been no
progress in the bringing about of a Just settlement and the so-called

State of Israel had remained indifferent to world opinion and to various
diplomatic efforts. The Conference had to mark its disapproval by adopting
the Resolution, :

2, 37 The delegate of Austria said the best statement of condemnatlon
‘would be a unanimous one, and that could only be achieved on a compromise
bPSlS., He wondered whether the delegate of Lebanon was prepared to accept
deletion of the final paragraph, as had been suggested by various speakers.

. 2.38 ' The delegate of Liberia made the follow1ng statement

"The delegation of the Republic of L1ber1a, like most other
delegatlons sympathizes with the unfortunate situation whereby Two
submarine cables linking Lebanon with three continents were put.out of
action.

The delegation further notes that the purposes and intent of the
Union is to promote the development of technical facilities with a view
to improving the efficiency of telecommunication services, and in this
light it is incumbent upon this Assembly to take such action as may be
deemed necessary if the action of any of its Members is out of line with
the purposes of the Union, :

The delegation of Liberia supports the draft Resolutlon in
No. 326 in principle but is of the opinion that there has been insufficient
evidence submitted to this Plenary as to the perpetrators of this. act of
sabotage. Furthermore, it is not clear as to how the "Resolves" part of
the draft Resolution might be 1mplemented

Thank you, Mr. Chairmaﬂ{"
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2.39 The delegate of Cameroon, on a point of order, asked that
the debate be closed and a vote taken.

2.k4o The delegate of Lebanon, seconded by the delegates of Kuwait,
Cuba and Niger, requested a roll-call vote,

2.4 The Chairman put to the vote the draft Resolution in
Document No. 326.

2.42 The result of the voting was as follows :
Voted in favour, the delegations of :

Afghanistan, Algeria, Saudi Arabia, Argentina, Bangladesh,
Byelorussia, Bulgaria, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, China,
Cyprus, Congo, Ivory Coast, Cuba, Dahomey, Egyvt, United Arab Emlrates,
Spain, Ethiopia, Gabon, Guinea, Equatorial Guinea, Upper Volta, Hungarian
People's Republic, India, Indonesia, Iraqg, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya,
Malaysia, Malagasy Republic, Morocco, Mauritania, Mongolia, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Uganda, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Poland, German Democratic Republic,
Ukraine, Roumania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Tanzania,
Chad, Czechoslovakia, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, U.S.S.R.,
Yemen Arab Republic, People's Democratic Republic of Yemen, Yugoslavia,

Zaire (6L4)
Voted against, the delegations of :

Barbados, the United States of America, Netherlands, the
Territories of the United States of America (L)

Abstained, the delegations of :

Federal Republic of Germeny, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Burmas,
Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Vatican, Korea, Costa Rica, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, E1 Salvador, French Overseas Territories, Finland, France, Ghana,
Greece, Iran, Ireland, Iceland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia,
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malawi, Mauritius, Mexico, Monaco, Nicaragua,
Norway, New Zealand, Paraguay, Philippines, United Kingdom, Slngapore,
Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, Uruguay, Viet-Nam (45)

2.43 The draft Resolution was therefore adopted.
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2,544 The delegate of Lebanon made the following statement :

"Mr, Chairman,
I could not leave without thanking the delegates who have
demonstrated their confidence in us. And I should like to add that for

the Lebanese delegation, those who abstained were also in favour."

The meeting rose at 1305 hrs,

The Secretary-General : The Chairmen :

M, MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN
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Explanations of vote on the resolution in Document No. 236

1.1 The following statements were submitted in explanation of the
vote taken on the resolution in Document No. 326 :

1.2 Botswana

"Although we were on the list to speak before the vote, due to
termination of the debate this was not possible.

Mr. Chairman we must explain that although we are very sympathetic
to the distinguished delezate of Lebanon and to the people of Lebanon, we
did not have sufficient information or time at our disposal and it was
therefore necessary for us to sbstain".

1.3 Denmark :

"Our abstention has no connection with the substance of the
question which we consider to fall outside the competence of our Conference”.

1.4 Federal Republic of Germany :

"The delegaticn of the Federal Republic of Germany expresses its
full sympathy with the delegation of Lebanon in its condemnation of the
destruction of the submarine cables Beirut - Marseille and Beirut -
Alexendria. This the more so as the Federal Republic of Germany has
indefeasible rights of user in the cable Beirut - Marseille.

However, the Federal Revublic abstained in the vote due to the
fact that it could not agree to the "resclves" part of the draft resolution
for juridical reasons. The Montreux Convention now in force contains no
provision for sanctions against a Member nor does it provide for excluding
a Menber.

Morecover, the Federal Republic of Germany is of the opinion that
this act is to be seen within the fremework of the Middle East conflict
and accordingly has to be dealt with by the United Nations".

1.5 Malawl :

"The delegation of the Republic of Malawi abstained during the
vote on Document No. 326 for reasons outlined in our statement!.
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1.6 Norway :

"Without passing any judgement on the substance of the resolution
in Document No. 326, the Norwegian delegation abstained in the vote.

It is our opinion that the International Telecommunication Union
as a United Nations specialized agency of a technical nature, is not the
proper forum for political decisions™. '

1.7 Spain :

"Our delegation voted in favour of Resolution 326 submitted by
the delegation of Lebanon. This vote is not inconsistent with Spain's
traditional position, which is that political matters should not be deslt
with in the I.T.U.; in the view of our delegation, the Lebanese resolution
‘directly concerns telecommunication problems".

1.8 Sweden :

"Since the text of the draft resolution was discussed shortly "
after it had been distributed it was not possible to consult our country’s
appropriate authorities for foreign affairs. However, in this connection
we wish to declare that we are of the opinion that the matter treated in
the draft resolution should not be dealt with at this Conference.

The abstention of the Swedish delegation on the vote regarding
the draft resolution does not imply the taking of any position on the
substance of the resolution”.

1.9 Uruguay :

"The delegation of Urugusy profoundly deplores the severe damage
caused to the means of communication of the Lebanese Republic and on
learning of what happened from Document No. 3256, which has just reached our
work desk today, it wishes to express its genuine sorrcw.

I would add that Uruguay, being a peace-loving country, has always
favoured the peaceful settlement of disputes and earnestly-hopes that in this
dramatic conflict some arrangement may be found which will ensure progress
and tranquillity for the peoples involved in it". :
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.10 Barbados

The delegate of Barbados s2id he had voted against the proposal
because he was not satisfied that the authors of the attack had been
learly defined.

1.11 Belzium :

The delegate of Belgium seid he had abstained, despite the
sympathy he felt, because he felt there were insufficient elements enabling
responsibility for the acts to be clearly determined.

1.12 United Kingdon

The delegate of the United Kingdem said he had always maintained
that the Union was not a political forum and therefore found it necessary
to abstain because of the form of the Resolution.

1.13 Mauritius :

The Mouritian delegate said he was compelled to abstain when voting
the resolution mentioned in Decument No. 326, as he was not convinced that
sufficient proof was provided to enable the "resolves™ part to be included
in the text of Dccument No. 326.

Consideration of Article 56 (Document No. 229)

2.1 The delegute of Malaysia repeated the request he had made during
the 18th Plenary Meeting for clarification about the acccunting difficulties
that might arise as a consequence of the Conference's decision that the
Torremolinos Convention should enter into force on 1 July 1975, namely,

in the middle of the financial year.

2.2 The Deputy Sccretary-Generzl explained the financial and accounting
situation that would obtain as a result of that decision, especially the
problems of entry into force on a date other than the first of January cof

a particular year.

2.3 After a short discussion in which the delegates of Argentina,
Ireland and Cuba took part, the Chairman proposed that the Meeting should
annul the decision taken at the 18th Plenary Meeting on the date of entry
into force and should decide that the Torremclinos Convention would enter
into force on 1 January 1975.

2.4 It was so decided.
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First report of Committee L4 and related draft resolutions

(Documents Nos. 221, 230 and 267)

'3.1 +  .The Chairman invited the Chairman of Committes 4 to introduce

the first report of Committee 4 (Document Ko. 221).

3.2 The Chairman of Committee 4 introduced section 1 of the report

-and drew attention to Resolution O in Document No. 230.

3.3 Resolution O was approved.

3.k The Chairman of Committee 4 introduced section 2 of the report

and drew attention to Resolution P in Document No. 220.

3.5 Resolution P was approved.
3.6 The Chairman of Committee L4 introduced section 3 of the report

and drew attention to Resolution §Q in Document No. 230.

3.7 Resolution Q wés approved.
3.8 The Chairman of Committee 4 intrcduced section 4 of the report

and drew attention to Resolution R in Nocument No. 230.

2.9 - Resolution R was approved.

3.10 The delegate of Nicaragua expressed his country's gratitude to

Committee 4 for recommending unanimously that his Government's request
should be granted, and to the Conference for approving Resolution R.

3.11 The. Chairman of Committee U introduced section 5 of the report
and drev attention to Resolution S in Document No. 267. The question of
settlement of accounts in arrears had given rise to a lengthy discussion
in Committee 4, and Resolution S was an attempt to reach a compromise
solution. If it transpired that the resolution could not be approved in
its entirety, each of the four proposals it contained might perhaps be
put to the vote separately, in order to ensure that they were not all
rejected out of hand.

3.12 The Chairman invited comments on Resolution S.
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3.13 The delegate of Rwanda made phe fqllowing statement :

"Please forgive my delegation for speaking again in this Plenary
Meeting on a subject which has been discussed at length in recent meetings
of Committee k.

"Before reverting to the question which has been causing our
delegation and all the other Members some concern, our delegation feels
it necessary to give you a brief explanation of the economic and demographic
situation of our ccuntry, which is known to all under the name of the
Republic of Rwanda.

As all are aware, Rwanda is in Central Africa and 1s completely
landlocked, being surrounded by Uganda on the north, by Tanzania in the
east, by Burundi in the south and by Zaire in the west. .

What our delegation would like to impress on this Assembly is
that Rwanda is a small country and is one of the poorest among the 25 poor
countries according to United Nations statistics.

» Its population is at present 4 million, living in an area of
26,338 km2, which gives a population density of 114 inhabitants per sq.km.
Like so many other countries, Rwanda still lacks sufficient foreign
investment for industrialization. Three quarters of its area (which is not
enough for our needs) are cultivable and the remainder consists of land
denuded by erosion.

It is said that little drops of water wear away a stone, and it
is precisely on this principle that it is the duty of each member of our
population to work, like everyone else, to remedy their present situation
so that they will have enough to eat and clothes to wear.

To enable it to communicate with other nations by telecommunications, .
our country has contracted debts which are being repaid.

In short, to revert to the question of the accounts in arrears of
the nine countries listed in draft Resolution S (Document No. 267), the
delegation of Rwanda wishes to state that it would be prejudicial to its
country's interests if these arrears were to become a charge on the entire
Membership of the Union.
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. The first Report of Committee 4 (Document No. 221) proposes,
on page 3, paragraph 5.2 and 5.5, that the total interest of 3,07k,398.63
Swiss francs due from the nine debter countries should be transferred from
" the debtor account to a speclal interest on arrears account and should be
paid by all the Members of the Union in the manner set forth in draft
Resolution S. All the delegates discussed this point at length and the
conclusion reached did not satisfy our delegation.

This measure seems to be unfair to countries which have
contributed regularly to defraying the Union's expenditure. It is not
right that a country which discharges its obligations to the Union, often
at the cost of considerable sacrifice, should then be rewarded by having

.to pay the debts of other Member countries.

Everyone should be responsible for his own actions, and no one
should have to bear the responsibility for the actions of others.

In our view, the debts due t¢ interest on arrears should be
transferred to a special interest on arrears account, which would itself
be free of interest and the debts should be settled by the debtors themselves.
The sums of 6,302,918.23 and 259,703.70 Swiss francs representing unpaid
contributions and charges for publications should likewise be transferred
to the special account to which No. 222 of the Montreux Convention would
not be applied. '

In case this Assembly should take en irrevocable decision to
meke the Members of the Union as a whole respon51ble for paying the
3,07k,398.63 Swiss francs, the delegation of Rwande, in view of the
circumstances it has mentioned which are such a heavy burden on its national
economy, wishes to express in advance the wish to be exenpted from the
application of Resolution S (Settlement of Accounts in Arrear).

A decisicn contrary to our wish would further complicate our
country'’s s1tuat10n since, 1t must be remembered, one cannot speng beyond
one's means"

3.14 The delegate of the Netherlands, referring to the list of
countries in paragraph 4 under "resolves", said that the name "Yemen" should
be corrected in order to make it quite clear which of the two countries of
that name was concerned.

3.15 The Chairman said that the country referred to was the Yemen
Arab Republic and that the necessary correction would be made.
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3.16 The delegate of the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen said
he would be grateful if such errors could be avoided in future documents.

3.17 The delegate of the United States of America considered that the
amount due in respect of interest on arrears should be wiped off the Union's
books. Consequently, he proposed that under the heading "resolves', the
words after "account"™ in paragraph 2 and the whole of paragraph 5 should

be deleted.

3.18 The delegate of Botswana said that his country was one of the

25 least developed countries, and that his Government was unwilling to
increase its financial contributions to the Union to help cover other
countries' shortfalls. He therefore reserved his delegation's position on
Resolution S.

3.19 The delegate of Guatemala shared the view of the United States
delegate. TFurthermore, it was not clear to what use the special account
mentioned in paragraph 2 under "resolves" would be vut.

3.20 The delegate of Argentina also agreed with the remerks by the
United States delegate. It was preferable to exonerate the countries
concerned from peyment of interest on arrears than to ask all Members to
pay. The situation might be alleviated if Resolution T (Document No. 230)
was modified in an appropriate way and put into effect immediately, before
the entry into force of the To¥remolinos Convention.

3.21 The Secretary-General said that the provisions contained in
Resolution T would enable situations such as the present one to be

avoided in the future. However, the issue at stake was that of how to
remedy a situation which had its origin in the past. The amounts owing in
both unpaid contributions and interest on arrears had been entered into the
Union's accounts as income, 2s if they had actually existed, and had been
teken into account when calculating the contributory unit. The sum in
question was approximately 10 million Swiss francs, composed of arrears of
over 6 million and interest on arrears of about 3 million. That sum could
not simply be wiped off the books, because the money had actually been
spent and there was therefore a real deficit, not merely an accounting
deficit, in the Union's budget. If the Union was to function on a sound
financial basis as from 1 January 19Tk, there was no alternative but to apply
all the provisions contained in Resolution S.
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3.22 The delegate of Lesotho said that his country's economic
situation was such that his Gowernment-—ould not agree to assume part
payment of the sum owing in interest on arrears snd therefore reserved the

Tight to take any action it deemed appropriate should the resolution

be adopted.

3.23 The delegate of Bolivia made the following statement :

"First may I thenk you on behalf of my country for the
understanding attitude and interest which was displayed in the Finance
Committee's discussions on the various problems which have led to arrears
in the payment of the contributions due to the Union.

This understandlng attitude is reflected in the Report before the
Plenary meeting, which is in favour of waiving interest, though not the debt.
The basic reason for this result is the realization by the international
community that restrictions cannot be rlaced on a country's participation
because it happens to be in difficult econcmic c1rcumstances, particularly
when communications are involved, which are a vital factor in maintaining
the peaceful co-existence and international urderstanding to which we all
aspire.

I should like to take this opportunity of emphasizing that
neither Bolivia, which I have the honour to represent at these meetings,
nor so far as I am aware, any of the other countries at present faced with
eccnomic and financial problems, have come to this meeting to ask the

nations of greater or lesser capacity to take over responsibility for
overdue commitments.

What we have done, rather, is to explain situations which we
consider to be temporary and due to world economic conditions end which are
not unknown to any of my colleagues.

We understand that the solution propesed by the United States
would not affect the Union's finances, and we therefore feel confident
that the Plenary Assembly will vote for a complete waiver of the arrears of
interest. Resolutions like this have in the past been adopted by other
international bodies without impairing their proper operation or reflecting
discredit on the members in material difficulties.

Finally, may I thank, on behalf of my country, the delegations
which, with so much generosity and such comprehension of the problems I
have explained, have supported us and have thereby made pcssible the crestion
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of a climate of understanding and a realistic searca for solutions waich
will no doubt be adojted at the end of this important meeting’.

3.24 The delegate of Australia had serious misgivings about the
proposals in Resolution S. The sums in question should not have been
spent as if they had actually existed. The most appropriate solution
would be for savings to be made in expenditure over the coming years until
the missing sum had been recovered. He therefore supported the proposel
by the United States delegate.

3.25 The delegate of Indonesia said that although his Government was
prepared to pay its new ennual contribution, it did not subscribe to the
principle that the interest on arrears should be paid by all Members.

3.26 The delegate of Senegal reserved his delegation's position in '
respect of the consequences of the adoption of Resolution S.

3.27 The delegate of Sierra Leone expressed strong reservations in
respect of Resolution S.

3.28 The delegate of Argentina said that he could support the United
States amendment provided that the phrase in paragraph 2 whose deletion
had been proposed by the Unlted States delegate was replaced by a phrase
along the following lines : "and that the Administrative Couneil shall
study the ways and means of absorbing this debt".

3.29 The delegete of Morocco, supported by the delegate of the United
States of America, said that the issue at stake had already been discussed
at great length. The time had come to take a decision on the resolution
and the amendments proposed to it.

3.30 The delegate of Malawi said that the United States amendment P
could not be considered in isolation from the other parts of the resolution. ,
It might be useful to set up & small drafting group to rectify the

enomalies in the text that would result from adoption of that amendment.

3.31 The delegate of Italy shared the views expressed by the Moroccan
delegate. He supported the United States amendment end said that his
delegation would be obliged to file a reservation concerning the resolution
if that amendment was rejected.
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3.32 The delegate of Ireland said that the United States proposal

was in fact a proposal to turn a blind eye to the Union's indebtedness.

The sum. corresponding to the interest on arrears had actually been spent
and, in his view, there was no point in acting as if that was not the cese.
Irrespective of whether or not the United States amendment was adopted,
his delegation reserved its position in respect of discharging part of

the debt incurred by other countries.

3.33 ~ Replying to d-question by the Chairman, the Chairman of

Committee 4 said that Resolution S was the somewhat unsatisfactory result

of a very lengthy discussion in Committee 4, It was therefore highly
improbeble that a drafting group would be able to produce a revised text
that was more satisfactory unless it was given a clear indication of the
Plenary Meeting's reaction to the four proposals contained in the resolution.

3.34 - The delegate of the United States of America, supported by the
delegate of Argentina, proposed the following amendments to Resolution S :

in operative paragraph 2 replace the phrase beginning "and paid by all ...."
by the words "and that the Administrative Council should exemine how this
account is-to be disposed of"; delete operative paragraph 5.

3.35 The Chairman put the United States amendment to the vote.
3. 36 - The United States amendment was approved by 95 votes to 2, with

3 abstentions.

3.37 The delegates of Ghana, the Ivory Coast, Niger and Ireland

‘reserved their Governments' position with regard to any increase in their

contributions arising out of the application of paragraph 4 of Resolution S.

3.38 The delegate of Nigeria considered that the resolution should
contain directives on how the deficit was to be dealt with. =

3.39 The delegate of the U.S5.5.R. said he had abstained in the voting
on the Unlted States amendment and would also abstain on the resolution as
a Whole, since it made no contribution to solv1ng the problem.

3.40 The Chairman put Resolution S, as amended, to the vote. .

3.4 Resolution S, as amended, was. aQBroved by 54 votes to 8 with
49 sbstentions.
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3.42 The delegate of Barbados made the following statement

"The delegation of Barbados hereby reserves its position cn the
above resolution. :

The Government of Barbados became a Member of the International
Telecorrunication Union in 1967 and was not therefore in any position to
participate in the control of the revenue and expenditure for years prior
to 1967. In addition Barbaclos is a developing country with very limited
rescurces and is not in a financial positicn, and does not intend, to
essume responsibility for the payment of any part of the arrears due by
other Members of the Union'.

3.43 The delegate of Botswana made the following statement

"Further to our previous stated reservations concerning accounts
in arrears, we wish to ensure that our reservatiocn also extends to include
peragraph 4.2 of Resolution S, Document No. 2677.

3,44 The delegate of the Central African Republic made the following
statement :

. "Our delegation, having abstained from voting on Resolution S,
does not feel prepared to observe the provisions of that resolution, should
the Administrative Council, after studying the matter, charge the interest
to the other Members of the Union.

Our delegatiocn expresses its thanks to Committee 4 for the spirit
of understanding shown to the nine debtor countries and proposes that the
arrears of interest should simply be written off".

3.45 The delegate of Malawi made the following statement :

"The Delegaticn of the Republic of Malawi, realizing that its
country is one ‘of the 25 least developed countries, but nevertheless has
always paid its contribution to the Union, wishes to reserve the right of
its Government on the question-of.the.interest sccrued by the-said 9_members
(para. 2, page 2, Resolution S, Document No. 267).

The right of our Government is also reserved regarding addition
to the Contributory Unit resulting from paragraph 4 of Resolution S in
Document No. 267".

.\
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-3.46 The delegate of the’ Malunasy Republic made the following

stutenent

"The delegation of the Malagasy Republic expresses the strictest
reservations concerning the adoption of Resoclution S, should such adoption
lead to an increase in its contributory share for 1973 and 19T74".

347 The delegate of New Zezland made the following statement
“New Zealand reserves the right not to accept the obligetion to
neke any additional contribution to Union funds arising from the application

of paragraph 4 of Resolution S¥.

3.48 The delegate of Poland made the following statement

"The Polish Delegation abstained from voting on draft Resolution S.
because it considers -that the Members of the Union should themselves
discharge their financial commitments to the Union, which they contracted
of their own free will, and that the other Members cannot be expected to
cover the debts of Members in arrears by means of an increase in the amount
of the contributory unit”.

3.49 The delegate of Roumanla made the follorlng statement

“Considering that Resolution S cannot solve the financial problens
of the I.T.U. although it leads to an increase in the contributory share
for 1974, the Roumanian delegation declares that it cannot accept any

increase in its contributory share due to application of this resolution”.

3.50 The delegate of Swaziland made the folloﬁing statement

"Due to the adoption of Resolution S contained in Document No. 267
(Settlement of Accounts in Arrear), by the Plenipotentiary Conference
(Malaga~Torremolinos 1973), the delegation of the Kingdom of Swaziland
hereby reserves the right of its Government to refuse to honour any

- additional contributory shares tc the Union, which may arise as a result of

an implementation of the above-mentioned resolution'.

3.51 The delegate of the People's Democratic Republic’of‘Yemen made
the following statement

"The Deiegation of the People's Demecratic.Republic of Yemen
declares that it reserves its Government's right to accept, or not to . .-
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accept, the consequences of the adoption of Resolution S, "Settlement of
Accounts in Arrear™, Document No. 26T, page 2, especially if such an
adoption would lead to an increase in its contributory share in defraying
the expenses of the Union®.

3.52 The delegate of Togo made the following statement :

"We dispute the allegation that interest on unpaid contributions
has no effect on the final amounts of accounts in arrears, for when the
Union is in financial difficulties due to non-payment of contributions, it
contracts loans on which it has to pay interest which should normally be
partly or entirely covered by the interest on contributions in arrears, if
we are to have proper management of our budget. '

Togo has already established its budgets for 1973 and 1974 and
we cannot run the risk of committing our finencial services here and now
to making the extra payments which might be requested of us.

For these reasons the delegation of Togo reserves its position
on the proposal, more particularly on the draft resolution of the Finance
Committee concerning the unpaid interest account.

All that our delegation can say is that the Togo services
concerned vwill do all in their power to safeguard the balance of Union
finances®.

3.53 The delegate of Morocco said he had abstained on Resolution S
because 1t failed to suggest how the Administrative Council should solve

the problem. Draft Resolution on the Finances of the Union (Document No. 221,
page 1h).

3.54 The Chairman of Cormittee 4 read out paragraphs 5.7 and 5.8 of
the Committee's first report and introduced the draft resolution on the
finances of the Union.

3.55 The draft resolution (Document No. 221, page 14) was approved.

Second report of Committee 4 and related draft resolutions
(Document NWos. 223, 224 + Corr., 252)

b.1 The Chairman of Committee 4, introducing the Committee's second
report, drew attention to paragraph 1.6 which contained a new provision to
be introduced into Article 15 of the Convention.
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4.2 The delegate of Cuba said he was opposed to the application of
sanctions in a technical body such as the Union. However, if such a system
were introduced, it should be modified along the lines of the Indian proposel
contained in Document No. 181.

4.3 The delegate of Guatemala supported the Cuban proposal.

L4 The delegates of Urugusy and Brazil opposed the introduction of
sanctions in the I.T.U.

4.5 . The delegate of Gabon said that, consequént upon the adoption of
Resolution S, it was essential to take measures to prevent Members from
continuing to accumulate arrears.

4.6 After listening to explanations by the delegate of the Federal
Republic of Germany, the Chairman of Cormittee 4 and the Secretary-General,
the delegate of India said it would appear that a Member making a 49% part
. payment of its contribution would escape sanctions for U4 years.

.7 The delegate of Nigeria subkested that the final phrase of the new
provision be amended to read : "... if the aggregate amount of its arrears
equals or exceeds the total amount of the contribution due ...".

4.8 The delegate of Cuba said he would w1thdraw his proposal.

h.9 The Chairman of Committee 9 pointed out that the Editorial
Committee had already examined the draft text and had produced an edited
version in paragraph 6A on page 5 of Document No. 252. “He requested the
Conference to examine the new version rather than the original text.

4,10 The delegate of Mexico pointed out that the proviso in paragraph 1.6
of the second report of Committee 4, namely : "it being understood that this
new provision would not apply to the arrears covered by Resolution S of

this Conference", must accompany the text.

4,11 At the suggestion of the Secretary-General, it was agreed to add
the phrase to the text of Resolution S. ' :

4,12 The delegate of the Netherlands suggested that the new text in
Document No. 252 be amended to read : "A Member which is in arrears in its
payments to the Union shall have no right tc vote-as defined 1n 14 and 15
as long as the amount of its arrears ...".
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4.13 The Chairman said the suggestion would be conveyed to Committee 9.
L.14 The delegate of Zaire drew attention to the corresponding provision

in the UNESCO Constitution which allowed for the suspension of sanctions
when failure to fulfil obligations was judged to be beyond the control of
the defaulting Member. :

4.15 The Chairman put the proposed new provision on page 5 of
Document No. 252 to the vote.

4.16 ~ The provision was approved by 79 votes to 11, with 17 abstentions.

bh.17 The Chairman of Committee 4 introduced the part of the Committee's

second report relating to the financing of Union expenditure. He drew ;
.attention to the conclusions reached by the Administrative Council which .
were summaerized in paragraph 2.2. Committee 4 had not agreed to the first
conclusion, preferring the present arrangement, but had agreed to the three
following conclusions. It therefore proposed to the Conference the maintenance

of the present system for financing Union expenditure.

4.18 . The delegate of Mexico introduced Document No. 224, the purpose

of which was to introduce a rational and just method for calculating the
contributory shares of Members, based on the United Nations scale. As the
figures in Annex 1 eloguently demonstrated, the countries with relatively
weak economies were paying considerably more than they should and those with
strong economies less than they should.

4,19 The delegate of Irag analysed the statistics in Annex 1 to show

that the relatively poor ccuntries of Africa, Asia and Letin America were

paying considerably more towards the administrative expenses of I.T.U.

than was justifiable on the basis of the United Nations scale. He further

drew attention to Annex 2 which contained General Assembly resolutions ‘
urging the specialized agencies to bring their scale of contributions into

line with the United Nations system.

k.20 The delegate of Argentina expressed his support for the proposal
in Document No. 224, It should be noted that it made provision for dealing
with income from the recognized private operating agencies, which would

be placed in a special fund for technical cooperation.

4.21 The delegates of Zaire, Somalia and Afghanistan also supported the
proposal in Document No. 22k,
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4,22 The delegates of the Netherlands and Australia said that, while
sympathizing with the aims of the sponsors of Document No. 22k, they
considered thet the present system was satisfactory.

4,23 The delgate of Peru drew attention to the plight of Bolivia, the
Dominican Republic and E1 Salvador under the present system. In view of
the adoption of sanctions by the Conference, it would be unjust to continue
with the system of free chcoice. A further point he wished to make was that
the developing countries were obliged by technical specifications to buy
equipnent that was manufactured solely in the developed countries.

4.2k The delegate of the United States of America strongly urged the
maintenance ¢f the present system, as recommended by the Administrative
Council and Committee 4. He firmly opposed the intrcduction of any new
system of compulsory measures that would force Members to alter their class
of contribution against their will. He further opposed any acticn that
would sizeably increase the United States contribution. Buch a measure
-was totally unacceptable to his Government, which had instructed him to
inform the Conference, before a vote was taken, that if the proposal
contained in Document No. 224 was adopted, the United States might be
compelled to enter a reservation declaring its non-acceptance of that
decision. 1In that case there was a strong likelihood that his Government
would not ratify the Convention.

4.25 _ The delegate of the U.S.S.R. recalled that the Administrative
Council had unanimously decided to recommend that the existing system be
reteined. Committee 4 had studied that recommendation and voted in favour
of it. The U.S.S.R. delegation therefore strongly opposed the proposal

in Document No. 224 and was ageinst taking a vote on it. Should it be
adopted, he might be unable to sign the Final Acts of the Conference.

4.26 The delegates of Italy and the Federal Republic of Germany’
expressed their opposition to the proposal contained in Document No. 22k
and reserved their position with regerd to the signature of the Convention
should the present system of financing Union expenditure be changed.

L.o7 The delegate of Poland made the following statement

"Our delegation is strongly opposed to putting the problem of
changing the principles of financing the I.T.U. to the vote at this
Conference. We consider that a prcoblem which is so important for the
working cf the Union cannot be settled hastily and should not be the
subject of proposals submitted only a few days before being discussed and
at the end of cur Conference. Proposals of this nature should be submitted
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in proper time according to the provisions of Chapter 4 of the General
Regulations so that each delegation may study them in detail in
consultation with the appropriate authorities cf thelr respective countries.

I address my remarks in particular to the representatives of
the 27 countries co-sponscors of the draft resolution, which were members
of the Administrative Council and which tcok part in its deliberaticns and
decision on this matter.

Our delegation would point out that, to judge from the statements
and reservations alrecdy mede by a number of delegaticns, the adoption of
this resolution might jeopardize the very existence of cur Union. We also
wish to state that the adoption of this resolution might make it impossible
for the Polish delegation to sign the Torremolinos Convention®.

4,28 The delegate of Japan made the following statement :

"The delegation of Japan is strongly opposed to the concept of
Document No. 224 and adheres to the present financial system of the Union,
i.e., the free choice of the contribution. The delegation would reserve
all its further rights concerning this subject'.

Statement by the delegate of Ethiopia

5.1 The delegate of Ethiopia asked the Chairman to convey to the
Spanish Government the sympathies of the Conference in connection with
the natural disaster that had befallen the provinces of Murcia, Granada
and Almeria.

5.2 The Chairman thanked the delgate of Ethiopia on behalf of his
Government and said he would be pleased to transmit the message.

The meeting rose at 2005 hrs

The Secretary-General : The Chairman :

M. MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN
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Stetement by the observer of the Universal Postal Union

1.1 The obsexrver of the Universal Postal Union reminded the
Conference that the U.P.U. and the I.T.U. had worked side by side for over
100 years in complementary branches of communications.

1.2 The question of preparing a Constitutional Charter which the
current Conference had considered had confronted the U.P.U. at its Ottawa
Congress in 1957, when it had decided, as the I.T.U. had done, to have the
matter studied in greater detail. That study had resulted in the adoption of
a Constitution and General Regulations at the Vienna Congress in 1964, The
U.P.U.'s experience in that regard was at the disposal of the I.T.U. bodies
which would be considering the question between Conferences; the U.P.U. had
reciprocally drawn upon various I.T.U. administrative and financial
provisions in drafting its Constitution. It had also carefully studied

the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, but had retained its
specific procedures with regard to reservations. A feature common to the
two Unions was the fact that their budgets were drawn up in Swiss francs,
which had made it easier for them than for other specialized agencies

to deal with recent monetary difficulties.

1.3 The two organizations also cooperated closely in technical
assistance matters and had set up very useful joint training centres in
several parts of the world. He could assure the Conference that the U.P.U.
would continue that colleboration in the future and expressed the hope that
its new decisions would open even greater opportunities in that regard.

Statement by the delegate of Tsrael

2.1 The delegate of Israel said that his delegation had learned with
sorrow of the natural disaster that had struck the host country, causing
the death of over 100 people and leaving over 10,000 homeless. In
proferring its condolences to Spain and to the bereaved families, his
delegation wished to suggest that the excursions fixed for Wednesday,

24 October, should be cancelled, that the manpower thus freed should be
offered to give all possible assistance and that voluntary contributions
should be raised for the benefit of the stricken.

2.2 The Chairman expressed his wholehearted gratitude to the delegate
of Israel for his statement.

-
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Third report of Committee 4 (Document No. 260) .

3.1 The Chairmen of Committee 4 said that the Committee had carefully
examined all aspects of the third construction phase of the Union building
and had decided unanimously that the Conference should state in a
Resolution that it could not undertake the third phase for the moment.

That was the content of Draft Resolution DD in the 12th series of texts
(Document No. 280, page 19). '

3.2 Draft Resolution DD was approved.

Texts submitted by Committee 9 for first reading (Document Nos. 230, 252, 254,
26k, 267; 280, 328, 329, 338, 224 + Corr.) :

b1 The Chairman invited the Meeting to consider the texts submitted
by the Editorial Committee for first reading and expressed the hope that the
non-controversial parts of those texts would be approved rapidly.

L,2 The "delegate of Morocco, referring to Article.15 as set out in the
9th series of texts (Document No. 252), said that, although his delegation
had been one of the sponsors. of the proposal to adjust I.T.U. contributions
to the United Nations scale (Document No. 224), it now wished to advance a
compromise proposal, in view of the surprising and disappointing attitude
adopted by certain important delegations, which had threatened not to ratify

" the Convention if the proposal was adopted. In thet connection, Nos. 251

and 253 of the Montreux Convention should be borne in mind; anevertheless, to
avold an unpleasant situation, the Moroccan delegation now proposed that
the problem should be referred back to the Administrative Council, with
more precise directives than those which had resulted in its failure to .
produce any specific proposal for the current Conference. For example, the
Council might be instructed to study the possibility of adjustment to the
United Nations system or perhaps to base contributions on the international
telephone traffic figures in the latest World Plan, and to submit the
results of its studies to all Members in good time before the next
Plenipotentisry Conference.

k.3 The delegate of Cuba seid that his delegation, too, wished to
submit a compromise proposal, to the effect that the system of free choice
of class of contribution should be maintained, that the ceiling of
contributions should be raised to 40, 50 or even 60 units.and that the
Administrative Council should submit the results of its study to Members
two years before the next Conference.
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LY The delegate of India agreed that the ceiling of classes of
contribution should be raised, but considered that the current Conference
should go further, by adopting an Opinion requesting the wealthy developed
comntries to choose a higher class of contribution in order to improve

the Union's financial situation.

4.5 The delegate of the Byelorussian S.85.R. said that his delegation

did not regard the United Nations system of assessing contributions as
entirely satisfactory, since it failed to take into account various aspects

of life in individual Member countries. In the case of the Byelorussian S.S.R.
for instance, the economic effects of the climatic conditions and the enormous
amounts spent on post-war rehabilitation were not reflected in the United
Nations contribution system, and his delegation would find it difficult to
sign the Convention if that system was applied in the I.T.U.

4.6 The Chairman suggested that a Working Party should be set up to
consider the compromise proposals that had been introduced.

b7 The delegate of Argentina said he was surprised that the proposal
in Document No. 224, which had been submitted by over 20 countries, was to
be passed over in favour of compromise proposals with which many delegations
could not agree. The proposal should be thoroughly debated before it was
decided whether or not to set up a Working Party.

4.8 The Chairman read out a list of five speakers and declared the list
closed.
4.9 The delegate of Argentina made the following statement :

"Mr. Chairman,

As you will all remember, we started yesterday the debate on the
proposal contained in Document No. 224 concerning the application of the United
Nations scale by the I.T.U.

I wish first of all to express the satisfaction felt by the co-
sponsors of this proposal at the fact that no delegation cast any doubt on
the fairness of the United Nations scale, which is already applied by =all
the specialized agencies of the United Nations except the Universal Postal
Union and the Internaticnal Telecommunication Union.

I merely heard complaints concerning questions of procedure and
presentation and the finencial implications which its application would
invelve for some administrations.
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" Since everybody accepted the justice of the principle on which the
United Nations scale is based, I should like to go into the questions of
procedure which were raised in greater detail.

The most important points. are that, as the Administrative Council
‘and Committee 4 of this Conference have expressed themselves in favour of
maintaining the ex1st1ng system, it would not be appro“rlate for the
Plenary Meeting to review the matter. Gentlemen, it is not the first time
that such a situation has arisen, and that the Plenary Meeting has decided
to go back on a measure adopted by the Committees. There is a recent
precedent for this : allow me to remind you that Committee 6 proposed the
establishment of regional offices and that the Plenary decided against the
decision, while the delegations which considered such a measure to be
desirable entered the appropriate reservations. Others stated that the
matter was being considered under pressure and submitted at the last minute.
Gentlemen, the problem had already been discussed by the Administrative
Council and by Committee k.

In other words, 1t is not a new topic that we are raising for
discussion. For those who are not on the Administrative Council and have
not worked on Committee 4, I would recall that, through the ag3ncy of the
General Assembly Resolution attached to Document No. 224 as Annex 2, the
United Nations recommended the application of the United Nations' scale,
and so it seemed logical that those recommendations should be discussed
in the appropriate place - i.e., at the present Plenipotentiary Conference,
I can understand that for financial reasons many delegations have been
instructed to oppose this plan strongly, end it is only reasonable for anyone
to defeénd his own interests, if necessary, vigorously, since it is his
legitimate right to do so. The sponsors of Document No. 224 are 1n no way
trying to jeopardize the interests of other Members of the I.T.U.

It is clear that Members also have the right to keep an eye on
the budgetary implications of such questions and in the present case, all
except 18 Member countries, are handicapped by a system which compels them
to contribute to the I.T.U. to an extent beyond their economlc capabilities

- as recognlzed by the Unlted Na tlons.

I feel sure that, depending upon the decisions taken, there will
be either 18 or 122 reservations on the system of contribution, for whatever
the outcome there sre bound to be some Menmbers who will feel that they are
affected financially. We view this point with equenimity, Mr. Chairman,
The United Nations' scale is operative in all the United Nations specialized
agencies except the U.P.U. and the I.T.U.
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I therefore find it impossible to believe that the reservations
which have been made are intended tc hamper the work of this Conference
or the operation of the I.T.U.

As a rule, every country acts comnsistently in the various
organizations, and so 1t may readily be assumed that the same reservations
as have been expresscd here by some of the delegates have been made
previously in the specialized agencies in which the United Nations' scale
is applied; however, so far as I am aware the reservations have not had
the slightest effect on the operation and efficiency of the specialized
agencies. ‘

To sum up, I would ask you to bear the following points in mind :

1. This question is one with which 21l the Plenipotentiaries are
very familiar.

2. The purpcse is to align the Union's financial policy.

3. The financial policy recommended in the Resolution has already
been adopted by all the specialized agencies except the U.P.U,
and the I.T.U.

L4, Any reservations likely 4o be made will not affect the efficiency
*  and proper operation of the Union.

5. The countries sponsoring Document No. 224 have a legitimate right
to defend their interests. '

6. Given the economic and finencial conditions of the countries
affected, they will be able to cope with the financisl repercussions
without any great difficulty if the United Nations' scale is
accepted.

T. Given the economic and financial situation of the countries at
present adversely affected by the free choice system, continuance
of the system will give rise to difficulties for these countries.

I therefore earnestly request this Assembly to accept the financial
policy recommended by the United Nations, which will ensble each individual
country to contribute to defraying the expenses of the Union in a manner
commensurate with its economic and financial capability."

4.10 The delegate of Lebanon pcinted out that his delegation had
expressed views similar to those of the Moroccan delegate at the 8th meeting
of Committee 4 (Document No. 237, point 1.9). In carrying out its study,

the Administrative Council might consider how the technical cooperation funds
supplied by U.N.D.P. would affect contributory shares. He supported the
idea of establishing a Working Party and moved the closure of the debate.
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h.11 The delegates of Argentina and Mexico opposed the motion. All
the speakers on the Chairman's list should be heard.
h.12 The Chairmen observed that under No. 7OT of the Convention, a

delegation could move the closure of the debate at any time.

4.13 The motion for closure of the debate was carried by 63 votes to
30, with 9 abstentions. '

kiib  The Chairmen suggested that the Working Party should be
established.

4.15 It was so agreed.,

4.16 After a long procedural discussion, during which some.delegates

expressed the view that the Working Party should take Document No. 224

and Article 15 into account during its discussions, others urged that votes
should be taken on that document and on Article 15, and yet others said

they thought that the Working Party should confine its terms of reference

to the compromise proposels submitted, it was decided by 76 votes to 11,

with 16 abstentions, that the Working Party's terms of reference should be
to prepare a draft resolution instructing the Administrative Cowncil to
continue its study of the question, bearing in mind the various possibilities
menticned during the debate, including the proposal in Document No. 22U,

4,17 The Chairman of Committee U observed that the Additional Protocol
on financial ceilings could not be completed until all the relevant
documents had been dealt with and suggested that a final meeting of
Committee 4 should be held for that purpose.

4,18 - It was so agreed.

8th Series of texts (Document No. 230)

Resolution T

4.19 In answer to & question from the delegate of Malawi, the
Secretary-General explained that as payments into the Reserve Account
consisted solely of any savings made by the Union during the financial year
together with any interest accruing from the investment of contributions,
the Reserve Account had no effect on the contributory unit.

4,20 Resolution T was approved.



Document No. hU1-E
Page 8

Resolution W

4,21 Subject to the deletion of the words "new or" in the second line
of paragraph (c) under "noting", Resolution W was approved.

9th Series of Texts (Document No. 252)

Resolution Y

4,02 Subject to editorial corrections indicated by the Chairman of
Committee 6 and the delegate of the United Kingdom, Resolution Y was

approved.

Article 15

4.23 In accordance with the discussion which had taken place earlier
in the meeting, it was decided to keep Article 15 pending until the repecrt
of the Working Party on Contributory Shares was available.

Chapter 27
h.24 The delegate of Mexico proposed thet consideration of Chapter 27

be postponed until a decision had been taken on Article 15 as the substance
of the two texts was related.

h.25 It was so agreed.
Article 9
4.26 Subject to editorial corrections indicated by the Chairmen of

Committee 6 and the delegate of Nigeria, Article 9 was approved.

10th Series of Texts (Document No. 254)

General Regulations, Part IT : Chapters 8, ¢, 11, 12, 14, 15, 19, 23 and 2k

.27 Approved.

Resolution X

4.28 Approved.
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11th Series of Texts (Document No. 267)
Chapter IIT : Articles 33 and 54 "
.29 Approved.
Part IV : Rules 15, 21 and 23
4.30 Angroved{
Pert V : Chapter 26
4.31 Arproved.
Chapter 29
4.32 The delegate of Peru said that the wording of the first tﬁo

paragraphs of Chapter 29 might lead the reader to suppose that recourse to
arbitration was compulsory. Since many countries did not consider:
arbitration an effective solution to disputes between States, he proposed
that the text be amended to make it quite clear that arbitration was an
optional and voluntary procedure.

4.33 The delegate of Cuba, supported by the delegate of the United States

of America, said that the voluntary nature of the arbitration procedure

was quite clear from the full text of the Convention. The principle of
voluntary recourse to arbitration was laid down in provisions contained in
the main body of the Convention (in Article 28 of the Montreux Convention,

~ now Article 54 of the draft Malaga-Torremolinos Convention), while the text
of Annex 3 to the Montreux Convention, now Chapter 29 of the draft
Malaga~Torremolinos Convention, merely detailed the rules to be followed
once such a course of action had been decided. Since the system before the
Conference for approval had been in use in the Union for many years and had
proved perfectly satisfactory, he was cpposed to any change in it.

4,34 _ The Deputy Secretary-General mentioned that at Montreux separate
provision had been made outside the Convention, in the Optional Additional
Protocol, for countries who had wished to bind themselves to compulsory
arbitration in case of dispute. ’

4.35 The delegates of the U.S.S.R., Yugoslavia, Italy, Indonesia,

Roumenia, Trinidad and Tobago and Poland wished it recorded that their

interpretation of the provisions of the Convention was that arbitration
was an entirely optional and voluntary procedure.
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L.36 The delegate of Wigeria felt that the paragraphs relating to the
drawing of lots needed clarification.

L.37 The delegate of Brazil said that replacing the word "notice" in
the fourth line of the first paragraph of Chapter 29 by "invitation" might
be a satisfactory solution to those who wished it clearly indicated that
the procedure was optional.

4,38 The Chairman of Committee 8, supported by the delegate cf Ireland,
said there had been lengthy discussion in Committee 8 on the subject and it
had clearly emerged there that arbitration was considered as optional.

The wording of the texts before the Plenary had served the Union quite
satisfactorily for many years. He therefore appealed to the Plenary not

to amend the wording as that might lead to legal difficulties of
interpretation later.

4.39 The Deputy Secretary-General said that the difficulty might be
that there was no explicit reference in Chapter 29 to the main provisions
of the Convention in which it was implicit that arbitration was voluntary.
The action envisaged in Chapter 29 could only proceed effectively if there
were agreement between the parties. He suggested that a solution might

be to follow the practice used in the Montreux Convention and place in
brackets under the heading "Chapter 29" the words "(see Article 54)7.

L. Lo With the addition proposed by the Deputy Secretary-General,
Chapter 29 was approved as it stood.

Chapter 30

L4l The Chairman of Committee 8 reported that, following the practice
used in the Montreux Convention, it hed been agreed in that Committee to
meke the list of definitions an Annex to the draft Malaga-Torremolinos
Convention.

L. 4o In reply to the delegate of Nigeria, who felt that the definitions
ought to be in the main body of the Convention, as they epplied to the terms
used therein, the Deputy Secretsry-General explained that the provisions

of Article 55 of the draft Convention (formerly Article 52 of the Montreux
Convention) made the definitions contained in the Annex an integral part

of the Convention.

L. 43 On the understanding that the text would become an Annex to the
Convention, and with the exception of No. 587 which was still pending,
Chapter 30 was approved.
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bob Approved.
Part VII : Chapters 32 and 33
b5 Approved.
Optional Additional Protocol C
4. 46 In reply to a query from the delegate of the U.S.S.R., the

Deputy Secretary-General and the Chairman of Committee 8 confirmed that
Optional Additional Protocol C would be signed. It could be published
separately from the Malaga-Torremolinos Convention, as occurred at Montreux.

4.4t On that understanding, Optional Additional Protocol C was
approved.

Resolutions AA, 7, BR and CC

448 Approved.

12th Series of Texts (Document No. 280)

Part T : Chapters 1, 2 and 3

k. L9 Approved,
Chepter 4

4,50 Subject to an editorial correction to the English text only.
indicated by the Chairman of Committee 7, Chapter 4 was approved.

Chapters 6 and 28

L.51 Approved.

Additional Protocol E

L.s2 Following a proposal by the delegate of Argentina, it was decided
to keep Additional Protocol E pending until a decision had been reached on
Article 15. '

13th Series of Texts (Document No. 328)

Chapter 25 : Rule 17

4,53 Approved.,
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Chapters 5, 7, 16 and 17

4,5k Aprroved.

1hth Series of Texts (Document No. 329)

Chapters 18, 20, 21 and 22

L.55 Approved.

Resolution EE

4,56 The delegate of China made the following statement :

"Mr. Chairman,

The Chinese Delegation will not take part in the adoption of
Draft Resolution EE, entitled "Collaboration with International Organizations
Interested in Space Radio-communication". The Chinese Delegation deems it
necessary to state as follows

1. Ever since 1 October 1949, the day when the People's Republic of
China was founded, the Chiang Kai-shek clique has had no right whatsoever
to represent China. The Chiang Kai-shek clique has, by usurping the name of
China, acceded to some treaties, agreements and conventions concerning the
peaceful use of outer space, including the 1967 Treaty on Principles
Governing the activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space,
Including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies. All the signatures affixed
by the Chiang Kai-shek clique on these treaties, agreements and conventions
are illegal and null and void. The Chinese Government does not undertake
any obligations to them. The Chinese Goveranment will decide as to whether
it will accede to these treaties, agreements and conventions or not, after
it has made a study of them.

2. At present, there are still elements of the Chiang Kai-shek
cligue participating in some of the international organizations by usurping
the name of China. This is illegal. These elements of the Chiang Kai-shek
clique should be expelled from these orgenizations.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman."

.57 The Conference took note of that statement and approved
Resclution EE.



Document No. L4hl1-E
Page 13

Resolution FF

4,58 Due to pressure of time, it was decided that discussion of
Resolution FF, to which an amendment had been proposed by the delegate of
Sweden, should be postponed to the following Plenary meeting.

Resolution GG

4,59 Subject to an editorial correction indicated by the delegate of
the Federal Republic of Germany, Resolution GG was approved.

15th Series of Texts (Document No. 328)

Resolution Nos. HH, IT and JJ

4,60 Approved.
The meeting rose at 1410 hrs,
The Secretary-General The Chairman

M. MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN



§

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE Document, o b2z
MALAGA -TORREMOLINOS 1973 Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

MINUTES
OF THE

TWENTY-SECOND PLENARY MEETING

Monday, 22 October 1973, at 0900 hrs

Chairman : Mr., L, HERRERA ESTEBAN (Spain)

Subjects discussed.: Document No.
1. Document No. 224 on contributory shares 224
2. Third and final report of Committee T 231
3. First and second reports of Committee 8 161, 233, 264
QQCHIV6¢
U.LT.

Genevs



Document No. 442-E
Page 2

Document No. 224 on contributory shares

1.1 The delegate of Iraq, supported by the delegates of Peru and of
Paraguay, asked that Document No. 22Lh should be considered at the same
time as Document No. 362.

1.2 It was so agreed.

Third and finel report of Committee 7 (Document Nc. 231)

2.1 The Chairman of Committee 7 briefly introduced Document No. 231.
He recalled that it had been preceded by two other reports

(Documents Nos. 98 and 100) and that the Committee's deliberations had
culminated in two draft resolutions, one on the election of the members
of the International Frequency Registration Board and the other on the
definition of the terms "telegraphy" and "telephony'.

2.2 As there were no comments, Document No. 231 was approved.

First and second reports of Committee 8 (Documents Kos. 161, 233, 26k4)

3.1 The Chairman of Cormittee 8 called attention in particular to
the following points in the reports of Committee 8 :

a) elimination of the Category of Associate Member and preparation
of a special protocol to protect the rights of the only
existing Associate Member until it acquired the status of full
Member

b) removal of Article 47 from the draft Constitutional Charter;

¢) deletion from the Convention of the expression '‘group of
territories”;

d) replacement of "two-thirds™ by “a majority™ in No. 7 of the draft
Constitutional Charter.

The Chairman thanked everyone for his cooperation and expressed special
gratitude to the Secretariat for the effective assistance it had given
him,

3.2 With regard to paragraph (1) on page 2 of Document No., 161,

the delegate of Spain said that the word "country™ was rather ambiguous
and not quite satisfactory from either the legal or the political point

of view. The word "State" was much more appropriate and it was

important to make a very clear distinction between that concept and the
concept of "country". However, to facilitate the work of the Conference
his delegation was preparcd to accept the word “country" in the body of
the Convention provided the term "State" were used in the Preamble and in
Article 1. Should the Conference decide otherwise, the Spanish delegation
would be obliged to formulate a reservation on the question.
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3.3 The delegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that the word
"country” had been used in the I.T.U. Convention for a very long time

without giving rise to any difficulty. It would be prudent, therefore,
to keep it.

3.4 The delegates of the Argentine Republic and of the Ivory Coast
did not agree with the previous spesker and were 1n favour of the Spanish
proposal.

3.5 The delegate of France felt that consideration should be given
without delay to the question concerning groups of territories which
had been the subject of lengthy and heated debate. In view of the
impression which he had gained in his personal contacts with other
delegations, he proposed that the term "group of territories represented
by the French Overseas Post and Telecommunication Agency” should be
replaced in Annex 1 to the Convention by "group of administrations whose
internaticnal representation is assumed by the French Ministry of Posts
and Telecommunications™. The choice of such a term would avoid offence
to certain delagations and would constitute an acceptable compromise
pending a final solution of the problem at the following Pleninotentiary
Conference, since time solved many difficulties and confidence should be
placed in the future. He then invited the meeting to vote on his

- proposal by secret ballot. :

3.6 The delegate of Italy approved the foregoing statement and
requested that a vote should be held by secret ballct.

3.7 The Chairman, supported by the delegates of Bclivia and Spaih,
said that the problem of the words "country” and "State” should first
of all be solved. : ' \ :

3.8 The delepate of the United Kingdom, supported by the delegate

of the United States of America, said that the first point to settle was

that relating to territories and groups of territories, since the ensuing

~discussion would cover the problem as a whole and might affect the choice
nade between “country” and "State'. :

3.9 The delegate of Argentina said that the French proposal should

nct be considered until after the break, since it had been made unexpectedly
and the delegations should be enabled to discuss it among themselves

before expressing a view in the Plenary Meeting.

3.10 The Chairman requested the delegations present to make known
their views by a show of handsj fifty delegations vcted in favour of
adjourning consideration of the French proposal.

3.11 In a sririt of cooperation, the degelate of France declared
his readiness to agree to a short suspension of the meeting.
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3.12 Before the suspension, the delegate of the United Kingdom
wished to make some ccrments on the matter of territories and groups of
territories. The various discussions which had been raised by the issue
had frequently caused a degree of confusion. It was a fundamental issue,
since it bore on the situation of territories and groups of territories
which were at present Members of the I.T.U., His delegation was firmly
opposed to any action calculated to deprive a Member of its rights and
drew the meeting's attention to the repercussions which might result from
such a step. Since the I.T.U. was to adopt an interim Convention, the
Administrative Council might be invited to make a thurough study of the
matter and to submit to the following Plenipotentiary Conference a
detailed report on the effect which the exclusion of territories and
groups of territories might have on the I.T.U. He also proposed to amend
slightly the term "Overseas territories for the international relations
of which the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland are responsible', at present contained in Annex 1 to the
Convention to reintroduce Articles 46 and 47 in the draft Charter with a
wording which excluded the expressions "territories, group of territories"
or "United Nations Trust Territories'.

3.13 The delegate of Canada said that, in his view, the proposals
just made by the delegates of France and the United Kingdom were
perfectly compatible and mutually complementary. He was quite prepared
to agree to them, and he also supported the request for a vote by
secret ballot. Furthermore, the draft amendment to the first Article,
which he had co-sponsored and which was contained in Document No. 18l,
might be supplanted by the proposals:now advanced by the delegates of
France and the United Kingdom.

3.1k The delegate of the United States of America said that the
decision adopted by Committee 8 to eliminate the territories and groups
of territories from Membership of the Union was very far-reaching and
that all the implications had not been maturely considered. The
territories of the United Stated of America had always played a
constructive part in the Organization and it would be unwarranted to
exclude them from Membership of the I.T.U., particularly considering
the contribution they had made to the achievemnent of the Union's
objectives. He subscribed to the opinions expressed by the delegates

of France and the United Kingdom and proposed that the term used to
describe the territories of the United States of America in Annex 1

to the Convention should be amended. Moreover, in view of the statements
made by the two aforementioned delegations, he was quite prepared to
abandon the amendment proposed in Documnent No. 184, and considered that
the deletion of Article 47 should be considered with the greatest
attention. '

3.15 The Chairman requested the delegates of Canada, the United

States of America, France and the United Kingdom, who were the sponsors
of the above-mentioned document, to submit after the recess a new text
containing, if possible, the various proposals made during the meeting.
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3.16 After a recess, the delegate of the United Kingdom read out
in English the propcsal prepared jointly by the delegations of the
United States of America, France and the United Kingdom with a view
to employing new terms in place of the expressions "territories" and
"Groups of territories” contained in the list of Members in Annex 1 to
the Montreux Convention.

3.17 The United Nations observer said that as & result of the
suppression of the category of Associate Member, Committee 8 had

decided to delete Article 47 of the draft Convention which stipulates
that the United Nations shall have the right to accede to the Convention
on behalf of any territory placed under its administration which would
become in effect an Associate Member. Such a deletion had been made on
the understanding that the United Nations organization would have the
opportunity to make its views known in Flenary meeting, which wes the
reason for Document No. 26k, ‘

3.18 Although the number of trust territories had decreased
considerably since the adoption of the Charter in 1945, some still
remained and consequently any change in the trust system would require
a revision of Chapter 12 of the United Nations Charter; which could not
be done by the Plenipotentiary Conference.

3.19 Also, the United Nations might, by decision of the Gener=zl
Assembly or the Security Council, become responsible for certain
territories. West Irian was a case in point and thére might be
others in the near future.

3.20 Morcover, the delction of territorial membership created .
problems because certain trust territories were included.

3.21 For all those reasons, he appealed to the Conference's wisdom.
to ensure that the rights of the United Nations were maintained; if
necessary the organization cculd accept certain drafting amendments
to Article b47. ' : '

3.22 The delegates of Senegal, Equatorial Guinea and Ivory Coast
reserved the right to take the floor at a later stage of the discussion.

3.23 " The delegate of Zeire made the following statement :

"Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It seems tc me that you have followed a procedure which
obliges us to protest. We decided by a large majority to adopt the
Spenish proposal to vote for or against the word "country" or "State".
Now thet you have given preference to the four countries defending
colonialism, we must come back to a very important issue. You will,

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, allow the delegation of Zaire to make a brief
comment. What is happening here is most embarrassing. All the
delegations here know which countries are interested in the suppression
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of both the term and the concept of "territories” or "groups of
territories”. This morning two of the countries refusing this deletion
are leading the debate in spite of the cards raised by countries who
are positively interested in the suppression of this concept. To us
this protedure is unfortunate but as we are defending a noble cause,
both®from the légal 'and "political standpoint, we do not think we shall
be overcome by such manoeuvres.

Mr. Chairman, the position of the delegation of Zaire is very
clear. It has been explained more than once and is recorded in the
minutes of this Conference. The Republic of Zaire has no interest in
chempioning colonialization but it is forced to suffer the damage this
phenomenon has caused. That is speaking from the political point of
view, and 1t reminds us of Portugal and other countries which are
still colonising the countries of Africa.

The problem which concerns us here is not political only,
it is a legel one. We have noticed with surprise, since we do not
have much experience in I,T.U. affairs, that this organization is
deviating from the normal behaviour of international organizations
today and particularly the specialized agencies of the United Nations.
We have here, since the word "colony" is not generally accepted,
political entities which do not have the status of "States" and which
are recognized in the Montreux Convention as having the same rights
and obligations, i.,e. the quality of Member of the Union, as independent
States. Legally this situation is no longer acceptable. We are not in
the era of the League of Nations. The United Nations itself has not
provided for the admission of a political entity not a State to
Membership of the United Nations. We have heard, to our regret, someone
in this meeting who claims to represent the United Nations, speak on
behalf of colonialization and support a particularly regrettable position
in the name of the United Netions. Such a stand may well prove costly
because our countries will be obliged to ask the Secretary-General of
the United Nations what right it had to send an observer to deny
sovereign States the right to do whut they wish when prevaring a new
International Telecommunication Convention. We can imagine the United
Nations becoming a country one day and having colonies which it would
govern like the other imperialist countries. But until further notice
we are all part of the United Nations and it is not for an international
official, whatever his title, to come here to teach us a lesson on the
modification of the Charter. It is not international officials who
will modify the United Nations Charter but Member States. It is a
great pity to hear a United Nations representative spesk it this way
when all developing ccuntries count on the United Nations %o settle
decolonialization problems.
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Mr. Chairman, we have been credited with intentions which B
we did not have by people who forget that it is dangerous to interpret
the thoughts of someone who is present and able to explain clearly
and make himself understood. We 4id not say that all territories or
groups of territories which have the status of Member cf the Union
are colonies. The countries which sre responsible for the external
relations of these territories or groups of territories can call them
what they wish, consider them how they wish, maintain whatever kind
of relationship with them they like, that is all a matter of internal
policy. My delegation takes the liberty of repeating this. Whet we
do refuse is to pass over the concept of the legal equality of States
within an internationel organization or to reduce our countries, our
States, to the level of territories or groups of territories whose
policical position is not sufficiently recognized by the countries
responsible for them for us to accept dealing on an equal footing
vith politicel entities which are pclitically underdeveloped.

We need only look at most of the conventions drawn up by the
international organizations to see what status is usually ettributed
to these political entities and we then see that the I.T.U. practice
is abnormal. We have been given explanations which were used in 1947
to admit these colonies or other territories as Members of the
International Telecommunication Union. To our mind, these explanations
of 1947 are no longer valid. This is proved by the fact that no
delegation here has had the courage to inform us about them; we have
learnt about them in the corridors. But these are weak arguments .
concerning the settlement of accounts between big powers and does not
interest us. We say that legally our position is well-founded because
we do not want our States tc be on the same footing as territories
whose external relations are still directed by other Members of the Union,
For us, that is a duplication, and for the countries concerned a useful
one because they have two votes. It is good for the Union because
finencial contributions are paid on behalf of those territories.

But this is not enough to sanction colonialization, otherwise you
could be asked to take the Republic of Zaire, meke it an overseas
territory and the country which will direct its external relations ‘
will pay very large contributions to the Uanion. If you then want to
begin a new coloniel policy all over again you can ask us to consider
a2ll your colonies as Members of the Union and ask our States to leave
it, since it is no longer a forum for independent States. We are not
afraid, politically or legally, to defend our cause since it is a
nobtle one. We are defending the rights of man and the fundamental
liberties, the right of each people to self-determination and for us
the problem is not ideoclogical, it is a problem we feel strongly about
and & scourge on our backs. We ask countries with colonies to keep
them if they do not want to free them politically. As this delegation
has already said, countries which have colonies or territories are in
a poor situaticn, legally speaking. Let them keep those colonies

as a matter of internal affairs, but let them not preach their depravity.
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No country has the right to say to us today that it has colonies and
wants not only to keep them but to impose them on us as political
entities with the same rights and obligations as States.

Sevings are being proposed since financial problems are

your great worry. Stop paying contributions to the Union on behalf
of these territories. . If you went to make a generous gesture, increase
your own contributions to the Union. We cannot accept that an
international organizaticn, called a Union and set up to facilitate
comnmunications and understanding between peoples,., sanctions a policy
of colonialization, simply because there are big financial powvers
which provide contributions. This is what this delegation calls
unlawful benefits. And as there are no legal grounds for taking
advantage of this depravity, the I.7.U. has no right to defend these
positions. We want our purpose to be understcod. We think that this

ay of looking at the situation also reflects the desires of most
developing countries represented here and even of certain developed
countries. It must be recognized that even the underdeveloped countries
can, at a certain moment, become aware of an abnormal situation and
draw attention to it. '

Mr. Chairman, this is the positicn of the delegation of
Zaire at this stage. It reserves the right to intervene on every
point of detail and considers it regrettable that the meeting was
interrupted., We were told that the break would allow delegations to
negotiate a compromise solution. The delegaticn of Zaire was sorry
to see that the countries which negotiated were those interested in
the retention of territories or groups of territories in the Convention
and that unfortunately they forgot to deal with the countries opposed
to it. . The countries in favour deliberated on their side on a text
to be submitted to the others. The countries who want these groups
cf territories to be deleted, not only from the Convention but s&lso
from Annex 1 so that they are no longer Members of the I.T.U. on the
same basis as States did not negotiate. The African Group did not
see the representative of the United States of America, the United
Kingdom, France or any other country. Let them not try to persuade
us that a compromise was found.

Mr. Chairman, the delegation of Zaire regrets having to
speak in French because it is not an African language. But it is
certain that in speaking Fremch, it can make itself understood by
other delegations without being interpreted, thus we could at least
have had contact with other French speakers. But no-one talked to
us about this and we think it is easy enough to ignore the wording
proposed, which is a mere replacement. TFor us, it is not a question
of words - whether in English, Chinese, French or Arabic - what we
want 1s to know what is being designated; replacing the terms
"territories" or "groups of territories" by "administration" or

‘e
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"group" or "region" does not change anything. We want it to be
understood that they are not States and on these grounds should be
deleted from the list of "Members” in Annex 1.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman."

3.24 The Chairman said that it was not his intention to prevent
anyone from taking the floor to express his views and he apologized
if he had given that impression at any time.

3.25 The delegate of Italy said that now thet all opinions had
been heard, he requested clcsure of the debate and a vote on the
United Kingdom, United States of America and France joint proposal.

3.26 The delegate of Argentina said that he had asked for the
floor before the previous speesker and submitted a point of order
which should have priority. He protested strongly against the fact
that international officials had precedence over representatives of
Members of the Union and sought to influence the course of the
debate, despite Resolution 1514 of the United Nations General Assembly
concerning the efforts made to decolonialize the trust territories.
He asked that the United Nations Special Committee be informed of -
the complete statements made at the I.T.U. Plenipctentiary Conference
by the observers of the United Nations sc that the whole question
facing the Unlon could be evaluated. He said that he was very
surprised that a request for closure of the debate had been made at
the present stage of the discussion.

3.27 The Chairman asked the delegate of Italy whether the speakers
on the list could be heard.

3.28 The delegate of Italy refused because in his view it served
no purpose to hear lengthy speeches which could add nothing to what
had already been said on both sides. He therefore maintained his
request for closure of the debate.

3.29 Ko support being forthcoming, the Chairman said he would
close the list of speakers which now stood at twelve,

3.30 The delegate of Somalia reserved the right to speak at a
later stage, most of the points he had wished to raise having been
covered by the delegate of Zaire.

3.31 The delegate of Panama made the following statement :

"The delegation of Pasnama 1s opposed to acceptance of any
compromise on the subject of "territories" or the dispguising of such
concepts under other names such as "group of administrations", "regions”
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"entities" ete. All those terms savour of colonialism or
neocolonialism which is the cancer undermining the liberty of freedom—
seeking countries. Panama, which has been and is still a victim of
this terrible disease, is strongly opposed to any compromise and
considers that the words "territories" or "groups of territories”
should be eliminated completely and any other words with the same
meaning, and that they be given the right to vote as if they were
sovereign states.™

3.32 The delegate of the People's Republic of the Congo
associated himself with the statement made by the delegate of Zaire
and asked for the United Nations observer tc sign the text of the
note contained in Document No. 26L4. The delegate of the Republic of
Rwanda supported that request.

3.33 The request was noted.
3.34 The delegate of the Republic of Equatorial Guinea said he

was surprised to see that colonial interests were being manifested
at the Conference which seemed to be controlled by those seeking to
defend a cause which was.in flagrant contradiction to the spirit
animating the Union. He agreed with the opinions expressed by the
delegates of Argentina and Zaire and also with the request just
formulated by the delegate of the Congo.

3.35 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Nigeria supported
both the Argentine request for publication in extenso of the statement
made by the United Nations observer and the Congoclese request. He
also thought that plenipotentiaries at the Conference should be able
to obtain in printed form all the statements made on the fundamental
question under discussion.

3.36 The delegate of the Republic of Guinea noted the
tenaciousness and perseverance with which the delegates of France,
the United Kingdom and the United States of America insisted on

their concept of "territories". The legitimate intransigeance of
countries which refused to accept it could only be strengthened by
the debate. As there was little to add to the statement made by

the delegate of Zalre, he illustrated by a few examples the situation
of his own country and its desire tc help brother nations suffering
from oppression and to set up a non-racisl system on the lines of
the Plenipotentiary Conference where people of all races fraternised.

The efforts made to split up and Balkanize Africa were now
recoiling against their authors. Thanks to their understanding and
cohesion, the Africans, with the support of many progressive countries
weighed heavily in decision-meking. The past had to be forgotten if
men were to live in harmony and that was only possible if the African
countries could freely defend their interests.
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In conclusion he requested that 2ll references to
"territories" or "groups of territories" in any form whatsoever be
removed from the Convention.

3.37 The delegate of Argentine made the following statement

"Mr. Chairman,

Discussions have been going on since the very beginning of
this Conference about the question of the "groups of territories"
referred to in the Preamble and Article 1 of the Montreux Convention.
The very fact that these discussions have gone on so long shows how
important the subject is. The Argentine proposal to eliminate such
terms from the Convention - a perfectly legitimate one in view of
the colonialist connotation of the phrase - met with opposition based
on a whole range of arguments - pseudo legel, political, financial,
technical and geographical. Most of the time “he arguments advanced
were ambiguous and imprecise. Discussion of the question was postponed
on a number of occasions not for any organizational reascn connected
with the Conference but for strategic reasons, to gain time and to
vhittle away the substance cf the protlem. In the opinion of the
Argentine delegation, these endeavours were nothing more than rhetoric,
legalistic Byzantinism and attempts to create a favourable climate with
a view to winning cver thosec who were still undecided.

The discussions went on for more than a month. Finally
however a decision was taken. During the meetings of Committee 8 the
whole subject of groups of territories was buried under an avalanche
of votes, in an election which was a democratic act, as it should be,
at which the majority supported our point of view. After this it
will not be necessary for me to take my shoe off and hammer the table
to drive home our arguments. We have arguments that may be less
aromatic but which are more juridical, more just, more political,
more humane and we have spared no efforts in putting them before
this assembly. To insist on them any further would be to insult the
intelligence of the Chairman and the delegates. I don't want you
to say like Cicero "How much longer Catilina?..." Nor do we wish to
take to the barricades with our speeches. We are tired of reasoning;
we are tired of feeling the pressures of imperialism on the living
flesh of our country. We are tired of the domination of our land
by foreigners and the control of our economy by the potentates of
international finance.

t is for this reason that we fight against imperialism of
whatever shade. Our concephbion of justice is hased on a nevw vision
of man, on a vision of true and unfettered freedom, on a vision of
brotherly love, on a vision of man who is levelled only before death
and before God.

_ It is by virtue of this concepticn, Mr. Chairman, that we
have added our voice to those who plead for the independence of other
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peoples and we consider that we have made a contribution to this ideal
by supporting Resolutions 101 and 102 on Portugal and South Africa
and by requesting the deletion of Articles 46 and 49 from the
Torremolinos Conventicn,

I have already had occasion to state that we are no strangers
to the phenomena of colonialism. Our fight against 1t has been going
on for over 160 years and we have still not succeeded in rooting out
its traces from our country.

Since 1830 a fragment of our territory has been under
the domination of a foreign power. It was in 1830 that the
United Kingdom cccupiled the Malvinas Islands which it continues to
rule over. The occupation of this territory was carried out by an
act of force which flouted the rules of international law, political
relations between peoples, the trend of history, human rights,
geogranhical realities. This act of occupation has never been
recognized by Argentina and it never will be. Soocner or later the
United Kingdom of Great Britain will have to return the Malvinas
Islands to its legitimate ovmers. We base our struggle con law and
on the principle that what is obtained by force cannot generate law,

How can anyone expect us, Mr. Chalrman, 4o accept that an
international instrument should include principles, coacepts or
provisions which are at variance with cur national interests and
with our whole concept of life?

Mr. Chairman, let us again leave it to the opinion of the
Conference, the delegates of which already know that the Rubicon has
been crossed.

On a previous occasion, Mr. Chairman, I heard you say that
Spain, this beautiful country of my distant ancestors, could lose many
things but that it could never lose its youth or gaiety. Let me take
up this expression, Mr. Chairman, and amplify it somewhat. We shall
not lose our youth or our gaiety either. Nor shall we lose hope.

Many thanks, Mr. Chairman."

3.38 The delegate of Algeria supported wholeheartedly the
statements made by the delegates of Zaire and Argentina.

3.39 The delegate of the United Kingdom recalled that his country's
position with regard to the Falkland Islands was stated in Final
Protocol (L) of the Montreux Convention, 1965.

Speaking on the substance of the guestion, he said that the
prime concern was to determine whether the Plenipotentiary Conference
wished to deprive of their rights territcries which were Members of
the Union. "
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3.40 " The delegate of Togo was in full agreement with the statement

of the delegate of Zaire. The I.T.U. was an organization for peace and

- progress and eny encouragement given to the resurgence of colonielism
was a step backwards., ' '

As for the procedure, he observed that a text in which mention

was made cf & decision to suppress the term "group of territories

had been voted upon ani adopted by Committee 8. The discussion showed
that if the text were put to the vote it would be approved by a
majerity. He therefore failed to understand why the Conference
rermitted the submission of new proposels aimed at amending the
Convention in another direction. If there were to be a vote, it

should be on the decision and the text originating in Committee 8.

3.41 The Chairman and the delegates of France and the United
Kinzdom read out in the different language versions the joint
United Kingdom, United States of America and France troposal.

3.h2 The delepate of Gabon asked whether the new proposal was a
substitute for that in Document No. 184; he also wanted to know

what would happen if the new proposal was reJecteu and asked for

it to be reproduced and distributed. '

3.43 " The delegate of Upper Volta asked what regions were referred
to and supworted the Tuéolcse proposal.

3,44 In reply to the delesate of Argentine, the Chairman said
that acceptance of the joint proposal would imply a simple

substituticn of terms end consequently the maintenance of the
"double vote" S

3.45 The delegate of Togo repeated his request for a vote on
the approval or rejection of the Committee 8 decision, namely the
deletion of the terms "territories" and "groups of territories"
from the list of Members annexed to the Convention. Propcsals for
amendment or re—arrangement which had been presented later and had
not ‘yet heen examined should not be taken into account.

3.46 That view was supported by the delegete of Argentina, who
considered that the Conference should first of zall take a decision on
the substance.

347 The delegate of Irag raised a point of order under No. 738
of the Convention. He considered that the proposal which was the
furthest from the original draft of the Convention, submitted to the
Confercnce and the current Plenary meeting, was the one fronm
Committee 8 requesting the deletion of "territories™ and "groups of
territories” from the List in Annex 1 to the Conventionj; the vote

on the Committee 8 decision therefore had priority.
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3.48 In the course of a lengthy debate on the procedure, the

proposal by the delegate of Togo endorsed by the delegate of Irag was
supported by the delegates of Rwanda, Morocco, Algeria, Zaire, Ivory Coast,
Argentina, Guinea and Senegal. The delegate of France, on the other hand,
requested a vote by secret ballot on the joint United Kingdom, United
States of America and France proposal and that request was supported

by the delegates of Itelv, Canada, the United States of America and the
Netherlands.

3.9 The delegace of Morocco said it seemed to him that the joint
proposal was unsatisfactory since it made no mention of the Spanish
territories and the Portuguese provinces.

3.50 The delegate of Spain said that the Spanish delegation had
refrained from speaking throughout the debate which demonstrated clearly
the position adopted om the question, He said that Spain would abstain
in the vote, in other words his delegation would abide by the
Conference's decision.

3.51 The delegate of France having requested a vote on the new
joint proposal, on a point of order, a number of speakers manifested
their dissatisfaction at the procedure and following interventions

by the Jelegates of Zaire and Morocco it was finally decided, on a
point of order raised by the delegate of Argentina and after an
intervention by the Cheirman of Cormittee 8, to vote on the substance,
i.e. the decision by Committee 8 that no mention whatever be made of
the five Members listed in the Montreux Convention, 1965, as
"territories”, "groups of territories" etc. If the decision were
rejected, then the Members in question would be reintroduced, possibly
under another denomination.

3.52 The delegates of the United Kingdom, and New Zealand
protested against that procedure which was, however, acclaimed by
several delegations.

3.53 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that if the Conference
was to take a decision cn the terms "territories" or "groups of
territories” it was because they were inappropriate. If, however,

it was to be a decision on & proposal aimed at deleting from Annex 1

a number of Members designated under those terms, then the United
Kingdom, United States of America and France proposal should be
regarded as an amendment and therefore be put to the vote first.
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3.54 - The Chairman closed the debate and said that the Conference
would decide in favour of or ageinst the deletion of any mention of
the terms in question, i.e. it would approve or reject the ccnclusion
of Committee B as it appeared in paragraph 5 on page 3 of

Document No. 161,

3.55 The delegate of the Tvory Coast asked for the vote to be by
secret ballot and the reguest was supported by several delegations.

3.56 The Chairmen designated the delegates of Conge, Brazil
and Jtaly to act as tellers.

3.57 The conclusion of Committee 8 was approved by 61 votes to

51, with 12 abstentions, and consequently there would be nc meation
whatever in any part of the Convention or its annexcs of the Members
heretofore known as "territories”, "groups of territories’, "provinces"
in the Montreux Convention, 1965.

3.58 The delepate of the United Kingdom said that in the opinion
of his delegation the procedure that had been followed in resolving
the question had not been in accordance with Nos. 727, 728 and 737
of the General Regulations annexed to the Montreux Convention.

3.59 That opinion was endorsed by the delegates of the United
Stetes of America and France, the latter again requesting & vote on the
joint proposal.

3.60 The delegate of Guinea thanked all those who had contributed
to the result just achieved. He then made the following statement

"The revresentative of the Republic of Guinea is pleased
to inform you that he has just received a telegram from his Government
asking him to submit the candidaturs of the State of Cuinea-—Bissau for
Membership of the Union, in accordance with Document Ho. 295
dated 16 October 1973 addressed to the Secretery-General by
Mr. Francisco Mendss, President of the Council of Stote of
Guinea-Bissau. My delegation therefore requests you, Mr, Chairman,
to add this item to the agenda for this afternoon’s meeting.

The meeting rose at 1400 hours.

The Secretary-General : The Chairman :

M. MILI L. HEERERA ESTEBAN
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First report of Committee 8 (Documents No. 161, 351} (continued)

1.1 The Chairman invited *he Conference to proceed to a secret
ballot on the proposal jJointly submitted at the previous meeting by the
delegates of France, the United Iimgdom and the United States of America,
He requested those delegates who had acted as tellers for the preceding
ballot to continue in their functicns,

1.2 The delegates of Argentina, Congo, Morocco, Sierra Leone,
Upper Volta, Senegal, Togo, Zaire and Lebanon contested that procedure.
In their view the decision taken uy the Conference at its twenty-second
meeting to delete the expression "ierritories or groups of territories"
from the Convention precluded a vo'e on the joint proposal. In that

respect they drew attention to No. 736 of the Montreux Convention.

1.3 The delegates of France, the United Kingdom and the Ynited States
of America maintained that the joint proposal should have been voted on
before the question of principle, in accordance with No. T37 of the
Montreux Convention. Moreover, as a proposal duly submitted and discussed,
it should be voted on 1in accordance with No. 692, Finally, they pointed
out that it had been clearly understood at the morning meeting that a vote
would be taken on 1t, at the present meeting, by secret ballot.

1.4 The Chairman of Committee 8 and the delegates of Canada and

-Ireland thought that a vote should be taken on the joint proposal.

1.5 In accordance with & suggestion by the delegates of Iraq and
Guinea, contested by the delegate of France, the Chairman invited the
Conference to decide on whether or not it wished to proceed to a vote by
secret ballot on the proposal jointly submitted by France, the

United Kingdom and the United States.

1.6 ' The proposal was rejected by 63 votes to 43, with 15 abstentions,

1.7 The delegate of the United States of America, supported by the

delegates of the United Kingdom and France, protested against the procedure
followed by the Conference, which had resulted in denying the right of
membership to the territories represented by them. In their view, the
Conference had acted in violation of Nos. 737, 692 and 727 of the

Montreux Convention.

1.8 The delcgates of Zaire and Argentina expressed their gratitude
to all those delegates who had supported their cause.
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1.9 The Secretary-General said he-would like to indicate the action
taken by him since the Montreux Conference with regard to Rhodesia., In
the first place he recalled the statement made by the delegate of the
United Kingdom on 12 Nocvember 1965 declaring that his Government remained
responsible for the international relaticns of Rhodesia. He then read out
"Administrative Council Resolution No, 599 on the situation concerning
Rhodesia, The Secretary-General and the Administrative Council had always
seen to it that the instructions contained therein were adhered to
rigorously. Following the usual practice however, Rhodesia was considered
. to be still a Member of the Union under the terms of the last Conventlon
to which it was bound. : :

1,10 The delegates of Zaire, Morocco, Senegal, Guinea and Algeria
proposed the deletion of Rhodesia from the list of countries in Annex 1.

1,11 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that the action of the
Union with regard to Rhodesia had been in line with the decisions taken by
the United Nations and that, as far as the United Kingdom was concerned,

" thére was no need to proceed further.

1.12 It was decided to delete Rhodesia from Annex 1,
1.13 The delegate of Australia asked for the deletion of the words

"Commonwealth of" after the name of his country in Annex 1.

1.14 At the suggestion of the Chairman of Comm®ttee 8, the Chairman
proposed that the meeting should consider the 16tl. series of texts submitted
by the Editorial Committee (Document No, 351) at first reading, in
conjunction with the 1lst Report of Committee 8 (Document No., 161).

1.15 - It was so agreed.
1.16 The Chairman invited the meeting to consider the possibility of

replacing the word "country" by the word "State" in the preamble and
Article 1 as proposed by the delegate of Spain and supported by other
delegates.,

1.17 The delegates of Argentina and Peru supported the Spanish proposal
saying that in view of the Conference's decision to delete the term

"groups of territories™ from the Convention there was no longer any reason
to retain the word "country".
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1.18 The delegates of the United States of America and the
United Kingdom strongly opposed piecemeal amendment of the Convention
without full study of its implications, since such a procedure might
lead to difficulties in ratification,

1.19 After a further discussion, in which solutions such as the use
of the word "country" in the English text, "pays" in the French text and
"Estado" in the Spanish text, or the retention of the word "country" in
the Preamble; with a definition in the list of definitions explaining that
it was equivalent to "State" were proposed and rejected, the delegate of
Ireland, supported by the delegate of Italy, moved closure of the debate.

1.20 : The Chairman put.to the vote the Spanish proposal to replace the
word "country" by the word "State" in the Preamble and Article 1.

1.21 The Spanish proposal was rejected by 54 votes to 38 with
17 abstentions.

1.22 The Chairman of Committee 9 explained that since it had been
decided to have a Convention and not a Constitution the square brackets in
the title could be removed and the title could read "International
Telecommunication Convention".

1.23 It was so agreed,
1.24 With the title as amended, the Preamble, as in Document No, 351,

was approved at first reading.

1.25 The delegate of Senegal proposed that Article 1, l.a) should read :
"the Members listed in Amnex ...., who sign and ratify, or accede to, the
Conventicn;",

1.26 It was so agreed.
1.27 The delegate of Gabon, supported by the delegate of the Ivory

Coast, proposed that the word "countries" should be substituted for the
word "Members" in Article 1, l.a).

1.28 It was so agreed,
1.29 The delegate of the Malagasy Republic pointed out that as a

consequence the names of countries listed in Amnex 1 would have to be
amended.
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1.30 The delegate of Canada made the frllowing statement,_in
comnection with Article 1, l.c):

"Mr. Chairman,

Our Plenary Assembly has before it today the Report of Committee 8
‘and in particular a recommendation to admit new Members to the Union by
a simple majority. The delegation of Canada abstained from speaking during
the discussions in Committee but we feel today that we cannot remain silent
on so important a question. :

I must say straightaway that my delegation is very'strongly
opposed to the introduction of a simple majority as an adequate criterion
for the admission of new Members to our Union,

If the Conference were to take such a decision we do not think
that anything would be gained; on the contrary, we are sure that it would
involve sericus legal, practical and psychological disadvantages.

With regard to the legal and practical aspects, it is clear that,
except for two cases where the integrity of human life or even life itself
in our biosphere were at stake (I refer here to the World Health
Organization and to the International Atomic Energy Agency), international
bodies such as ours have never trusted the idea of a simple majority as a
test of the legitimacy of the claims of a candidate for admission. The
legal and practical reasons behind this tradition are readily understood and
have their roots in history.. The birth of a State and its emergence as a
bona fide member of the international community are generally the result
of a complicated process ending in the creation of a web of de facdto
relationships which in turn finally command recognition by a majority of
other States. The specialized agencies of the United Nations have never
sanctioned the principle of admission of new members by a simple majority
(except for the obvious exceptions to which I have previously referred) and
we too fail_to see any specific reason why the I.T.U. should rely on. the
principle of a simple majority for admission of a new Member.

The exclusion of a Member from our Union has so far been impossible
and must remain so. Consequently, the admission criteria must continue to
be stringent yet just and fair. The two-thirds majority rule fully meets
these criteria., Even though some States may have felt that the threshold
of the I.T.U. was not as easy to cross as they would have liked, we can-
nevertheless congratulate ourselves on the fact that as a result of
applying this very rule of a two-thirds majority, the I.T.U. now numbers
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some 140 Members. In that respect, and still with the two-thirds rule,
our Union offers an excellent example of the application of the principle
of universality. : '

There are also important psychological considerations behind such
a legal and practical tradition, for what sort of welcome would the Union
give a new Member if it were possible for nearly half of us to be opposed
to its admission? Which of us would be happy to take our seat here unless
we knew that from the outset we could count on the cordiality of at least
two-thirds of our colleagues? Our Secretary-General proposed right from
the beginning of our Conference that it be placed under the sign of
friendship, and many have since then stressed the spirit of cooperation and
mutual aid which should mark our words in particular and the activities of
the Unirn in general. What meaning could we attach to these words if we
had to give legal sanction in the Convention to the possibility of a new
Member joining our ranks to find only a lukewarm welcome and even hostility
awaiting it from nearly half of the Union membership? For the reasons which
I have tried btriefly to explain here the measure envisaged does not seem to
us to be in line with the course of history or with the Union's best
interests. May I therefore ack this Plenary meeting of the Conference,
through you Mr. Chairman, to confirm the maintenance of the two~thirds rule

for the admission of new Members cf the I,T.U. To this end I have the honour
to ask for a secret ballot.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.,"
1,31 The delegates of Ireland, Pakistan, the United States of America,

Balgivm and the United Kingdom endorsed the Canadian delegate's statement
and supported the proposal for a vote by secret ballot.

1.32 The delegate of Morccen proposed the adoption of the Canadian
proposal by acclamation, since no one had sprken against it,

1.733 The delegates of the U.S,S.R., Poland and Roumania objected to
that procedure. A )

1.34 A vote was taken by secrst ballot on the Canadian proposal, the
delegates of the People's Republic of the Congo, Brazil and Italy acting
as tellers at the request of the Chairman,

1,35 The result of the vote was as follows :
For , : 71
Against 43

Abstentions s 5

(A
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1.36 The Canadian proposal was thus adopted.
1.37 ©  Article 1, as thus amended, was approved.
1,38 The delegates of Roumania and the Gefman Democratic Bépublic

reserved their right to submit a written statement in connection with
Article 1, l.c) (see Annex 1), :

1.39 The Chairman of Committes 8.pointed out that as a consequence of
the Plenary's decisinn regarding the two-~thirds majority requirement for
the admission of new members, No._485 of the Draft Constitutional Charter,
which had been deleted by Cemmittee 8, would have to be re-introduced,

and might be submitted to Committee 9, as having received its first
reading, - '

Texts submitted by Committee 9‘forﬂfirst reading

2.1 - -16th series (Document No, 351)

Recommendation B

~ Approved.
é.2 | 6pinion Né;'i :
| | Approved,
2.3 Resolution KK

The delegate of Israel made the following statement :
"Mr. Chairman, :
Distinguished delegates,

The delegation of Israel, like many other delegations, came here
leaving behind tasks and duties - urgent and pressing - in order to
contribute its humble part in the all-embracing effort of the I.7.U.;
an effort to give yet annther push forward to the development of
telecommmications; to promote the ‘development of recent and future ,
techniques. Regretfully; some delegatinsns have taken another course, and
tried instead to exploit this professional forum as yet another platform for
their fallacious propaganda against my country,
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Mr. Chairman,

My delegation is shocked “that—this_august body, composed of
engineers and other experts in the field of commmications, could fall _
victim to this kind of propaganda and reach conclusions without the

presentation of any evidence at all - and in the absence of the only
representative of Israel,. _

I should add in passing :

The religious reasons, which account for my foreseeable absence
on Saturday, have been fully explained to the Chairmen on Friday last.
The Chairman promised me solemnly that if anything of concern to Israel
came up, he would do all that was in his power to delay consideration until
after Saturday. Some of you will know, I am sure, that for an observant
Jew — and I try my best to be one - Saturday is not merely a holiday, or-an
off day. My religion dictates strict commands and prohibitions, which
cannot be overruled unless there exists an imminent danger to life.

We are dismayed and filled with sorrow that a mere accusation has
been accepted as irrefutable evidence, and that a sovereign state should
be condemned before a single shred of proof was placed before this forum.
In fact, my Government has, since the news of the interruption of the
cables, denied any part, direct or indirect, in this action. I have before
me a Telex, signed by the Director General of my Administration which,
Mr., Chairman, with your permission I will read in full :

'22 OCT 1973

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFATIRS INFORMS ME THAT ON THE SAME DAY

AS THE ALLECATION OF SABOTAGE BEIRUT-SUBMARINE CABLES WAS
MADE, THE ISRAEL SPOKESMAN DENTED- ANY RESPONSIBILITY
WHATSOEVER FOR THIS. OCCURRENCE )

S. SOROKER
GENTEL JERUSALEM'

Mr. Chairman,

It is now for the fourth time in the last 25 years that the
remnants of my people, the people of Israel, have been obliged to fight for.
our liberty, to fight for our lives, to fight for our very existence.
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On October 6th, Egypt and Syria 1aunched a sudden attack
againstvlsrael, across the cease~fire lines. This treacherous aggression
was Jaunched on the Day of Atonement, wheni—*by~reasons”of,the speclal
sanctity of the noliest day invthé*JeWishfcalendarge,the,everyday routine
‘of life in the_country.givesﬂwayAto spiritual reflection, fasting,ahdf
prayer, throughout the nation. 'To the basehess.involved,in.@he,choicé of
-this_particular day, Egypt and Syria have added the cynical falsehood,
~rwhich alleged that Israel - on the Day of Atonement,-with~all that this day
means for Jews — began the fighting. The incrnceivable falsehood of this
allegation was fully exposed by the military facts, and by the réports

received from the United Nations observers.

ERNE 4_ThelEgyptign and Syrian attacks — which have been joinedISince by
several\othér Arab states - are manifestation of the implacable policy of
falsehood, blind hatred, hostility and warfare pursued against»lsrae;.

B : We.have]defended ourselves with the means at our'dispOSalfand
nave taken such actions as we felt essential to our survival .as a nation
-and a people. However, we have never denied or refused responsibility for
any action we felt impelled to take. -

e “.‘In this case of the cables' disrupture we must state emphatically
that we deny any connection with it. In fact, logilc and_thegphysical
evidence themselves disprove such a charge. e

The cable itself ijs owned, in large part, by Furopean as well as
United States interests, whose sympathy and understanding we seek. Why
o7 these sympathies and damage the property of

" ‘friendly nations?

Why, 8l50; if we wished to carry out suchvangéctiop,,woﬁid we
underteke it sO close to shore, where detection would be easy and repair
relatively simple? e ' : T

In this case -as in the past, acts of ssabotage of internal origin
have taken place. 0il pipelines have been damaged before, embassies of
Arab states have been invaded, high officials of Arab states have been
assassinated, planes have been hijacked, hostages have been taken, In all
these instances, it was one group within the Arab states gcting"against
another. Here, too, 1 suggest the facts lend themselves to such conclusions.
Dissident Arab groups do oﬁerate in Lebanon. Why, only several days ago
. _such a group, infBeirut;'téOR as hostages some 50 innocent local .. |
, inhabitants,'and played around with their lives. These -groups have the
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minimum skills necessary to handle explosives and to perform this kind

of sabotage, and the means to reach the points where the damage allegedly
took place. In one stroke they can take revenge for wrongs, real or
imagined, and in the current climate place the blame on Israel,

_ We understand that when Lebanon first reported the cable break,
and asked ITALCABLE for assistance in restoration of service via alternate
routes, they themselves referred to the cable break as an act of sabotage.

Only later did it occur to them that this incident could be utilized for
propaganda purposes.

Typically enough also in the case of the present draft resolution
the Arab group chose purposely Saturday to stab Israel from behind, whilst
undefended. The multitude of the Arab countries and their, shall I say,
'friends' from behind the Iron Curtain, play the act ~f the poor robber.

It 1s well known where people are oppressed — even their own people; it is
well known to those to whom the life of human beings has no value at all,
where freedom is oppressed and basic human rights and dignity are denied.

As for my country, Mr. Chairman, we are an open, free and
democratic society. Hundreds of thousands of visiting statesmen,
journalists and tourists come to our country and see it for themselves.

Honourable Delegates,

~ My country is surrounded by bitter enemy countries, heavily armed
with the most sophisticated Soviet~made weapons.. These countries strive for
many years, by all means, to rob the porr man's lamb - tn totally destroy
the State of Israel -~ and to throw us into the sea!

Will you condemn a small state, battling for survival, on the
basis of blunt accusations? Just for the sayings of unrestricted enemies?
without any evidence? against any sense of Jjustice?

v 1 address myself to my colleagues who represent small, new and
developing nations. Many of you, too, have large, rich and powerful
opponents, '

Much of your safety - as ours -~ lies in the rule of law; in a
world where proof is demanded before conclusicns are reached; where nations
act out of a sense of justice and not merely in response to the pressures of
wealth, armaments or oil. Will you act here on irresponsible charges,
inflammatcry speeches, wild accusations, implied threats, or will you .demand
hard evidence, cold facts and indisputable proof?
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I appeal to all of you; I appeal to Africa - which has been
explolted for years by the Arab slavery trade; I appeal to- As1a; I appeal
to Europe; - I appeal to the Americas; I appeal to friends; I appeal to
the conscience of the unfriendly. For the sake of our Union; for the
sake of justice; do not let this shameful draft resolution stain our Union,

For, my dear friends, just as justice is 1nd1v151ble so is
injustice. You never know where it will strike next. Furthermore, where
evil perolsts abstentlon alone has no power to avoid it.

I formally request that the draft resolution be rejected and that
it shall be put to a secret vote in the course of this reading.

With the abiding faith that my people have always had, that
Justice will triumph in the world, I repeat my unequivocal denial of the
charges and now I leave the result of the vote in your hands, Honourable
delegates - to your sense of equity and fair play,

Thank you Mr. Chairman."

2.4 The Chairman said that the Resoclution had already been voted on and
approved at the 19th Plenary, on Saturday. Re~discussion of its substance

was impossible now that the meeting was concerned with the first reading
of texts. '

2.5 The delegate of Israel said that the first reading had been
provided by the.regulations precisely for the purpose formally requested
by his delegation. The draft Resolution had been hastily considered, in
the foreseen absence of the only representative of Israel. New facts .
had been put forward in his statement and he insisted that a secret vote
be taken in the course of the first readlng of the text

2.6 The delegate of the United States of America repeated the views

he had expressed at the 19th Plenary, namely that the reference to Israel in
the draft Resolution was inappropriate as no adequate proof of the .charge
existed, In the light of the Israeli statement, he therefore supported

the call for a secret ballot,

2.7 . The delegate of the Netherlands said that the present satement
by the delegate of Israel justified a further vote in view of the fact that
at the debate in the 19th Plenary on Resolution KK one of the arguments for
retaining the sentence under noulng" had been that no denial of the act
concerned had come from Israel.
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2.8 The delegate of Barbados, supporting the delegates of the

United States of America and the Netherlands, said that he was not satisfied
that sufficient evidence existed either to Justify the charge made against
Israel or to ignore her denial of it. As there was reasonable doubt as to
the authorship of the act in questicn, delegates motivated by a sense of
Justice ought to vote against the Resolution.

2.9 The Chairman considered that the debate on the substance of the
Resolution could not be reopened as the issue had been fully discussed at
the 19th Plenary and the results of the vote taken at that time had been
perfectly clear. All that could be done would be to take note of the
reservations expressed,

2.10 It was so agreed.
2.11 e delegate of Israel then made the following statement .

"Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

For the reasons put forward in my previous statement, I hereby
declare that this draft Resolution has no legal or moral basis, It has
been dealt with out of order, and it runs inherently against the most
elementary practices of justice; as such it is void of any standing or
validity whatsoever.

In much the same way it could easily be decided here that it is
noon now in Spain, or that the sun is cyeling around our earth and not
Vice-versa. Today we happened to be the victim of this evil, tomorrow it
may strike anyone else - nay! the Union itself, as such.

In coneclusion, Mr. Chairman, I shall say what has been uttered
by David, King of Israel, in olden days :

'If it had not been the Lord who was on our side, now may
Israel say; '

If it had not been the Lord who was on our side, when men-. _
rose up against us; '

Then they had swallowed us up quick, when their wrath was
kindled against us;

Then the waters had overwhelmed us, the stream had gone

over our soul;

Then the proud waters had gone over our soul;
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Blessed be the Lord, who-hath not given us a prey to

their teeth; . o o N

Our soul is escaped as'a bird out of the snare of the
fowlers; the snare is broken, and we are escaped; -

Our help is in the name of the Lord,'who made Heaven

and earth,"

Thank you Mr, Chairman,'

2,12 Resolution KK was then approved as it stood and note was taken
of the reservations expressed.

2.13 = The Chairman of Committee 9 pointed out that Resolution KK lacked

a title and suggested that the words "Destruction of cables in the
Eastern Mediterranean" might serve the purpose.

It was so decided.
2,14 10th series (Document No. 254, page 2)
Adopted.

First and second reports of Committee 8 (continued) (Document No. 233)

3.1 Introducing the second and last report of Committee 8, the..
Chairman of Committee 8 said that most of the substance of the report had
already been dealt with in the first reading of texts., The items for
action were points (1), (2) and (3) of paragraph 3, page 1., The proposal
in (1) arose from the inability of Committee 8 to agree on the action to
be taken on Article 34, which had had such a long history in the I.T.U.
The proposal in (2) had been made because Committee 8 felt that sight
should not be lost of the Articles mentioned as they would be useful for
the next Plenipotentiary Conference when deciding between a Constitution
and a Convention. The proposal in (3) was intended to ensure that the
next Plenipotentiary Conference would benefit from clearer directives on
credentials than those provided in the Montreux Convention. Due to
pressure of time, Committee 8 had not been able to undertake that task
itself at the present Conference.

With regard to paragraph 3 (1), the Chairman of the I.F.R.B.
felt that the Board was in a position to give the Secretary-General
useful information on Article 34 and requested that the I.F,R.B. too be
consulted on that point.
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3.2 Document Noi 233 was approved.
3.3 The Chairman, on behalf of the Conference, warmly thanked the

Chairman of Committee 8 and those who had participated in that Committee's
deliberations for the brilliant work they had accomplished.

The meeting rose at 2100 hrs,

The Secretary~General : ' The Chairman :

M. MILT L. HERRERA ESTEBAN

Amnex : 1
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ANNEX

For the Socialist Republic of Roumania

The Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Roumania declares
on behalf of its Government that it does not consider the provisions of
Article 1, paragraph ¢) of the International Telecommunication Convention
(Malaga-Torremolinos, 1973) to be in accordance with the principle that
international multilateral treaties the purpose and objective of which
concern the international community as a whole must be open to universal
participation.
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Texts submitted by Committee 9 for second reading

- 2nd series (Documents Nos. 342 and 357)

- 3rd series (Document No. 352)

1.1 The Chairman invited comments on the second series of the
texts submitted by the Editorial Committee to the Plenary Meeting
for second reading (Document No. 342).

1.2 The Chairman of Committee 9, referring to the heading
"Resolution J" on page 2 of the document under consideration, drew
attention to an omission that affected the French text only.

1.3 The delegates of the United States and Argentina drew
attention to the proposal to add a new paragraph, No 153 bis,
contained in Document No. 357.

1.k The delegate of Brazil had no objection to the substance

of the proposal in Document No. 357, but considered that the phrase
"in the case of an inconsistency" which appeared twice in the proposed
text, should be replaced by a more appropriate form of wording.

1.5 After a short discussion, the Chairman suggested thet the

“'substence of the proposal in Document No. 357 should be approved and

that Committee.9 should be requested to meke appropriate drafting
changes.

1.6 It was so agreed.
1.7 The second series of texts submitted by the Editorial

Committee to the Plenary Meeting for second reading (Document No. 342),
as amended, was approved.

1.8 The Chairmen invited comments on the third series of
texts submitted by the Editorial Committee to the Plenary Meeting
for second reading (Document No. 352).

1.9 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B., referring to page 12 of
Document No. 280 (Document No. 352, page 6), made the following
statement

"At the 20th meeting of Committee 7 I raised the question
of the scope of the new provision intrcduced in the General Regulations
under No. 26TA and according to which the Secretary-Generasl provides
legal advice to the organs of the Union. The delegate of the
United States of America and the Deputy Secretary-General made
statements to the effect that the new provision did not modify the
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responsibilities of the International Fregquency Registration Board
as stipulated in the Convention and.the Radio Regulations. I should
like this to be included in the minutes to facilitate possible
references."

1.10 Document No. 352 was approved.

First. and second reports of Committee 3 (Dccuments Nos. 215 and 297)

2.1 The Chairman of Committee 3 introduced the first and second
reports of Committee 3 (Documents Nos. 215 and 297). Thanks to the
excellent arrangements made by the Spanish Government and the
generosity and efficiency of the Spanish Administration, the actual
cost of the Conference had been lower than the estimates. Good
management by the General Secretariat had also enabled savings to be
made in the I.T.U. budget. Should there be any last-minute chenges
in the estimates contained in the annex to Document No, 297,
Committee 3 would report to the Plenary Meeting on 25 October 1973.

2.2 He proposed a vote of thanks to the Spanish Government.
2.3 The proposal was adopted by acclamation.
2.4 The Chairman thanked the Chairman of Committee 3 for his

kind words and the meeting for its expressicn of thanks.
2.5 The first and second reports of Committee 3 were approved.

Second report of Committee 5 (Documents Nos. 205 and 327(Rev.))

3.1 The Chairman of Cormittee 5 introduced the second report
of Committee 5 and the annexed draft resolution {(Document No. 205).
In view of the small number of delegations present at the last
meeting of Committee 5, it had not been possible to take any
decision on the question of salaries of elected officials by vote.
He therefore suggested that the amendment proposed in Document

No. 327(Rev.) to the draft resolution annexed to the Committee's
report should be considered before the draft resclution itself.

3.2 The Chairman invited comments on the proposal contained
in Document No. 327(Rev.).

3.3 The delegate of the United States of America said that the
draft resolution annexed to Committee 5's report was a very carefully
worked out compromise. The arrangement proposed therein was
favourable for I.T.U,'s elected officials. His delegation would
oppose any measure the effect of which would be to destroy that
delicate compromise.
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3.4 The delegate of India, as a co-sponsor of the proposal in

Document No. 327(Rev.), said that I.T.U. was no longer a small

organization and that its increased status should be reflected in +
the salaries of its elected officials.

3.5 The delegate of Lebanon considered that the status quo “#
with regard to elected officials' salaries no longer corresponded

to reality, since the Union's activities, budget and staff had

expanded substantially since the last Plenipotentiary Conference.

The proposal in Document No. 327(Rev.) was therefore perfectly

Justified and ought to be adopted unanimously.

3.6 The delegates of Australia, the United Kingdom, the

Federal Republic of Germany 2nd Upver Volta supported the stand

taken by the United States delegation. .
3.7 The delegates of Saudi Arabia and Paname associated

themselves with the views expressed by the delegates of Indis and
Lebanon.

3.8 The delegate of Ireland expressed the view that the
present salaries of the elected officials could not be considered
as inadequate. However, in a spirit of compromise, he would be
Prepared to accept the proposal contained in the draft resolution
annexed to Committee 5's report. '

3.9 The delegate of Nigeria supported the proposal in
Document No. 327(Rev.).

3.10 The delegate of Poland said he was categorically opposed

to the increases nronmosed in Decument No. 327(Rev.). The Union's

financial situation was not good, and the decisions already taken

by the Conference had substantial financial implications. .
Consequently, he sunported the compromise solution proposed by

Committee 5.

3.11 The delegate of Italy thought that an acceptable

compromise solution might consist in setting the percentage figures

halfway between those contained in Committee 5's proposal and those

proposed in Document No. 327(Rev.). 4

3.12 The delegate of Senegal said that it was very difficult
for his delegation to support the proposal contained in Document
No. 327(Rev.), in the light of the Conference's rejection of the
draft resolutions relating to the establishment of regional offices
and direct technical essistance to the least developed countries.
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The financial situation of the Union was not such that it could

. afford to increase unproductive expenditure to the detriment of

the more important demands made on it. If the salaries of the
Union's elected officials were aligned to those of United Nations
officials, it would be only logical to align Members' financial
contributions to the United Nations scale of contributions.

3.13 The delegate of Argentina said that his delepation did

- not share the view that salaries should be inereased and had. not

been convinced by the arguments put forward in support of that view,

3.14 The delegate of Austria said that his delepation had
agreed to co-sponsor the proposal in Document No. 327(Rev.) only on
condition that its adoption would not result in increased expenditure
for the Union. His delegation's understanding of that proposal was
that the post adgustment would be reduced by a corresponding sum in
order to av01d any repercussions on the Union's budget.

3.15 A vote was taken by secret ballot on the proposal in
Document No. 327(Rev.), the delegates of Burma, Burundi and
Switzerland acting as tellers at the request of the Chairman.

3.16 . The result of the vote was as follows
For : 39
Against + 78
Abstentions -: L
3.17 The prorosal in Document No. 327(Rev.) was therefore .
rejected.
3.18 The second report of Committee 5 and the annexed draft

resolution (Document No. 205) were approved.

Commentary on the Convention (Document No. 298)

4.1 The delegates of Australia and Ethiopia said that they

had submitted their proposal for an. annotated version of the Convention
in the light of their exmerience as Chairmen of Committees 7 and 8§,
respectively. Much time and effort could have been saved if
participants had been better informed about the historical background
of various provisions and the reasons for certain changes, and the
proceedings of future Plenipotentiary Conferences could be greatly
shortened by reducing the time spent on amending the basic instrument
and the General Regulations. That approach had been used successfully
in the U.P.U.
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h.2 The observers of the Universal Pcstal Union said that, since
the Buenos Aires Congress of l9h0 the U.P.U. had published an Annotated
Code which was reviewed after each Congress and was scmetimes used
for the insertion of proposals. The nublication had been of great
assistance in the transformation of the U.P.U. Convention into a
Constitution and had rendered excellent service to all those dealing
with international postal law.

4.3 " The delegate of Janan supported the draft resolution, but
thought that a sentence should be added at the end to the effect that,
in order to improve the Malaga-Torremolinos Convention, the texts
should include a simplified summary of concrete and constructive
suggestions, especially conecerning the form of the Convention as a
whole or parts of the Convention.

L.L The delegate of Belgium said that although the proposal was
useful and acceptable, the financial implications should be borne in
mind. Perhaps the work could be done by a Working Group of volunteers
from Administrations, rather than by the General Secretariat with
outside help. Furthermére, the help of the members of the I.F.R.B.
and the Directors of the CCIs should be enlisted.

h.5 The delegate of India agreed the latter suggestion and
stressed that the work must be done by exnerienced people.

L.6 The delegates of the United States of America, Morocco,
Somalia and Argentina supported the principle of an annotated
Convention, which must be prepared by experts, but considered that
the work could be done in the I.T.U.,, within the limits of the budget.
Paragraph 2 under "instructs the Secretary-General™ should therefore
be deleted.

h.7 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany agreed with
the preceding speakers, but suggested that the work could be financed
through the publishers of the volume.

4.8 The delegates of fhe Bvelorussian S.5.R. and France stressed
that the work should be done by the General Secretarlat in collaboration
with the I.F.R.B. and the CCIs.

k.9 The delegates of Nigeria and the United Kingdom pointed out
that even if the work was entrusted to the General Secretariat, the
whole exercise was bound to entail some expenditure. Deletion of the
paragraph on the engagement of outside staff provided no solution :
the main point was to ensure that production costs were not met out
of Members' contributions and that any expenditure would be covered
by sales of the volume.
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k.10 The Deputy Secretary-General endorsed those views. The
existing resources.of the General Secretariat, including the services
of the Legal Advisor, were being used to the maximum degree, and if
the Belgian delegate's suggestion was followed with contributions by

.menbers of Administrations there would be interpretation and other

meeting expenses paid. Perhaps the best solution would be to leave
it to the Administrative Council to meke the netessary arrangements,
probably under the Publications Budget, in the light of available
resources and decislons on the financial ceilings.

h.11 The delegate of Rwanda stressed the value of the annotatéd
Convention to newly-independent countries, which had no ready
access to any constitutive documents prior to the 1955 Convention.

4.12 The delepate of Ethiopia pointed out that what was
involved was fulltime research work for two to three years, malnly
at I.T.U. Headquarters, where the source material was located. It
therefore seemed practically impossible to entrust the work entirely
to the existing staff. Spread over that period, the sum of
120,000 Swiss francs associated with the Publications Budget did not
seem to be excessive, in view of the demand that the volume would
be likely to command and of the very much larger sums, in the order
of millions of Swiss francs, that could ultlmately be saved by
shortening Plenipotentiary Conferences.

4,13 The delegate of Poland said that a decision on the
annotated Convention seemed to be premature. In any case, the
adoption of a Constitution at the current Conference would have
rendered that decision unnecessary, but since a Constitution was
still being contemplated, it would surely be better to postpone the
matter until the next Plenipotentiary Conference, when the final
form of the Union's basic instrument would probably be decided.

b1k The delegate of Peru said he thought that the analogy
between the experience of the U.P.U., and the I.T.U. had been
stretched rather too far. It was of course important for postal
administrations to know the sources of various decisions, but
I.T.U. Conventions bore to a far greater extent on ralations
between States. The criteria adepted by the authors of the
annotated edition of the Convention would be in question : perhaps
political consideration would play a part where compromise clauses
were concerned. His delegation therefore could not supnort the

~proposal, especially if it-enteiled an additional burden on the

Union budget.

(5>t
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4,15 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. and the Directors of the CCIs
said that they would be prepared to collaborate in the work, in a
form to be studied, esnecially in the Cocrdination Committee.

4,16 The delegate of Barbados, supported by the delerates of
the United States of America and Australia, suggested that the first
operative paragraph of the draft resolution should remzin unchanged,
except for a reference to the collaboration of the members of the
I.F.R.B., and the Directors of the CCIs, and that in subsequent
paragraphs the Secretary-General shculd be instructed to invite
Members of the Union to make available the services of experts on a
voluntary basis, to make appropriate arrangements for the
accomplishment of the task after approval by the Administrative
Council and to submit progress reports to the Council and texts for
its approval. Finally, the Council should be requested to approve
the administrative arrangements, ensuring that no costs were charged
to the ordinary Union budget and to review progress and approve texts
for publication.

h.17 That suggestion was approved, subject to drafting in the
form of a resolution.

The meeting rose at 1300 hours

The Secretary-Geheral : The Chairman :

M. MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN

4,

~ o
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Third, fourth and fifth reports of Cormittee 6
(Documents Nos. 232, 247, 295)
1.1 The Chairman of Committee € introduced the reports, pointing

out that the Recommendation in the fourth report to apply the United Nations
system of salaries and allowances was the result of the contention by. gome
delegates that unattractive conditions were preventing the Union from
recruiting the best-qualified experts. 1In connection with the fifth -
report, a Mexican proposal that meetings and conferences should be held
outside Geneva whenever possible, to facilitate the fuller particivation

of the developing countries, had been referred to Committee L4,

1.2 The reports were approved.

A -G,

Draft Additional Protocol relating to Pavua~New Guines

(Document No. 368)

2.1 The Chairman of Committee 8 introduced the document.
2.2 The delegate of Peru suggested that the terms of No. 15 of the

Montreux Convention should be inserted in paragreph 2 of the Draft Protocol,
since otherwise there would be no provision covering the situation when
the Montreux Convention wes superseded by that of Malaga~Torremolinos.

2.3 Document No. 383 was approved, subject to thet amendment

Texts submitted by Committee 9 for first reading (Documents Nos., 252, 280,

329, 386)

9th Ssries (Document No., 252)

3.1 The Cheirman said that Article 15 in that document should be
considered tog ther with the report by the Working Group "Contributory
Shares" (Document No. 362) and the proposal in Document No. 22k,

3.2 The delegate of Morocco, Chairmen of the Working Group, said that
the Groub had unanimously approved a draft resolution (Document No. 362)

for submission to the Plenary Meeting, subject to some transitional measures
that the delegations of Mexico and Peru wished to propose during the neeting.

3.3 The delegate of Peru said that the propcsals which his delegation
and that of Mexico wished to submit were not in fact transitiomal. In any
case, those delegations regarded the Working Group's draft as a measure for
the future and believed that the meeting should discuss the proposal in
Document No. 224 and take a decision on it.
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3.4 The delegate of Argentina said that the Working CGroup's draft
was purely formal. His delegation hoped that the meeting would adopt the
rational solution provosed in Document No, 224,

3.5 The delegate of Mexico said he had thought that the Working Grous

esteblisked to reach a compromise solution would have considered sericusly
aLl the figures set out in Annex 1 to Document No. 224, Yet that seemsd
not to have been the case : the Group had failed to take into account the
acute situation of countries with weak economies which were lisble to be
submerged by debts due to excessively high contributory unit cherges. The
argument that countries would choose the class of contributicn most
suitable to their econcmies was groundless, in view of the limited choice
open to the poor countries,

3.6 Certainly, the current situation differed from that cbtaining in
19653 although the Administrative Council had not carried out the
instructicns of the Montrzux Conference and had failed to produce any
reccmmendations, efforts had been made during the present Conference to
give facts and flgureo in support of the proposzl for a more rational
contributory system.

3.7 Whereas there was certainly room for an exhaustive study of =1l
the possibilities by the Administrative Council, that shcould not exclude =
decision on the immediate sclution of the problems of the pocrest countries,
at least cn a provisionzl basis. The Mexican del egation therefore proposed
that the range of contributory units should be extended to include 1/8 unit
and 1/4 unit classes.

3.8 The delegate of Irasa said that the proper basis for sharing was
obvicusly a well-defined method of percent :ge distribution. The United
Nations system was logicelly based on national 1 income, whereas the I.7.U.
system was arbitrary, with the result that smaller and poorer countries paid
more than they should.. The Working Group's draft resolution merely delayed
a decision which those countries badly needed, since the system of free
choice militated against their interests.

3.9 The delegate of Peru said that manyv delezations expected the
Conference to correct certain injustices in the I.T.U. ﬂontrlbuthry syste
Leaving the choice of ciass to the good will of individual countries pl ced
many unknown perameters in the belance. Moreover, the 1:60 range was not
broad enough to reflect various criteria and potentialities. Peru reserved
the right to choose a class of contribution corresponding to the United
Naticns scale before ratifying the Melaga~Torremolinos Conventicn.

3.10 The delegate of Switzerland, speaking aiso as Chairman of
Committee 4 and as a member of the outgoing Administrative Council, said
that the purely financial aspect of the question should be placed in its
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true perspective. One half of a contributory unit for 1974 would represent
some 35,000 Swiss francs, roughly the cost of the travel and subsistence
allowance of one or two delegates to the present Conference; moreover, that
half unit represented a contribution of about one-thousandth of the total
expenditure of the Union. Many decisions with financial implications had
been adcpted by the Conference at the behest of members who did not intend
to bear more than a fraction of the cost.

3.11 Unlike the Mexican delegate, he did not believe that the
Administrative Council had failed to examine all aspects of the question.

On the contrary, the Council had taken into account the procedures of all
the specialized agencies, and had found that only four of them applied the
United Nations system without adjustments. WMoreover, the Council, whose
composition reflected that of the Union, had adopted the advice of an ¥
outside expert on the subject. It could not be said that the Council had
taken an unconsidered decision on the matter, or that the decision of
Committee L on Article 15 was in any way invalid.

3.12 The Swiss P.T.T. was currently contributing 10 units; although
that amount weuld be approximately halved if the United Nations system were

adopted, his delegation supported the Working Group's draft resolution.

3.13 The delegate of Morceco, supported by the delegate of the Federal

Republic of Germany, moved the closure of the dehate.
3.14 The delegates of Argentina and El Salvador opposed the motion.
3.15 - The motion for closure of the debate was carried by 76-votes to 22

with 10 abstentions.

3.16 The Chairman said that, since the Working Group's draft resolution
was compatible with Article 15 as drafted by Committee 4, Document No. 22k
should be voted on first, as the propcsal farthest removed from the basic
proposal.

3.17 The delegates of Switzerland, New Zealand and Japan endorsed that
procedure, ' : .
3.18 In reply to the delegates cof the Federal Republic of Germany,

Poland and the U.S5.5.R., the delegate of Argentina explained that under

the proposal in Document No. 224 the contributions of the private operating
agencies and the scientific. or industrial organizations would continue to
be decided by the Administrative Council, but would be paid into the newly-
established Technical Cooperation Fund, instead of the regular Union Budget.
The same would apply to any voluntary contribution made in excess of the
30-unit ceiling. '
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3.19 A vote was taken by secret ballot on the proposal in Document
No. 224, the delegates of Barbados, the Federal Republic of Germany and
Kuwait acting as tellers at the request of the Chairman.

3.20 The result of the vote was as follows
For : 48
Against : 67
Abstentions : 3
3.21 The proposal in Document No. 224 was therefore rejected.
3.22 After a brief discussion, the draft resolution in Document No. 362

was approved with the title "Contributory shares for the expenses of the
Union".

3.23 The Chairman invited the Meeting to approve Article 15 as it
appeared in the Oth series of texts (Document No. 252).

3.24 The delegate of the United Kingdom said that, since the C.C.I.s
were among the permanent organs mentioned in No. 93, the reference to Plenary
Assemblies and meetings of the C.C.I.s in No, 9LA was redundant. That

number might perhaps be deleted and the words "including Plenary Assemblies
and meetings of the International Consultative Committees” added at the

end of No. 93.

3.25 The Deputy Secretary-General said he agreed that No. 9MA was
redundant. In view of the revision of Article 5, which now defined the
perman®nt organs. perfectly clearly, it would be wisec to delete No. 944 and
to add ncthing to Neo. 93, in order tc avoid legal arguments concerning
general and specific references in the Convention.

3.26 It was sc agreed.

3.27 The delegate of Mexicc, supported by the delegates of Peru,
Bolivia, El Salvador, Guatemala and Uruguay, prcposed that, cn a provisional
basis, the scale of contributions in No. 95 should be broadened to ineclude
1/8 and 1/k unit classes pending a decision by the next Plenipotentiary
Conference.

3.28 The delegate of India proposed that the scale should be made more
flexible by allowing for the choice of any whole number between 2 and 30.

3.29 The delegates of Ethiopia, the U.S.S.R. and the United States of
America objected to the introduction of proposels after the debate on the
whole issue had been closed and the Working Group's compromise resolution
had been approved.
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3.30 The Chairman said that, after voting on Document No. 224 and
approving the Working Group's draft resolution, the Meeting logically had
to consider Article 15 as it appeared in the 9th Series of texts.

3.31 The delegate of Peru pointed out that a United Kingdom amendment
to the Article had already been approved. Adoption of the Mexican and
Indian amendments would remedy the present anomalous situation in which

the poorest countries could not choose a class of contribution which really
reflectéd the weakness of their cconomies.

3.32 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany moved the closure
of the debate,

3.33 The delegates of Paraguay and Guatemala opposed the motion,

3.34 The motion was carried by 91 votes to 9, with 7 abstentions.

3.35 The Chairman invited the Meeting to vote on the Mexican proposal.
3.36 The delegates of Canada, Fthiopia, Australia, Denmark and ﬁhe

United States of America objected to that procedure. In view of the approval
cf the compromise resclution the proposal, which would have the effect

of broadening the scale from 1 : 60 to 1 : 240, should have been ruled out

of order.

3.37 The ggairmén pointed out that the resolution was not incompatible
with Article 15, since the Administrastive Council could proceed with the
study entrusted to it irrespective of the scale adopted.

3.38 The delegate of Peru asked for a vote by secret ballct on the
Mexican proposal.

3.39 It was so agreed and the proposal-was-rejected by 70 votes to 38,
with 7 abstentions.

3.40 Subject to the amendments made previously, the text of Article 15
(pages 4 end 5 of Document No. 252) was approved.

Chapter 27 (pages 6 to 8)

3.4 In reply to a comment by the delegate of India, regarding the
usefulness of defining in the Convention the expression "financial year"
vhich appeared in Chapter 27, the Secretary-General said that the terms
used in the I.T.U. for many years had never given rise to difficulty.

3.42 Chapter 27 was aprroved unchanged.

12th Series (Document No. 280, page 18)

3.543 Approved.
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14th series (Document No. 329, pages 8 and 9)

3.LY The delegate of Sweden said that his government's policy
concerning assistance to the least developed countries had always been

to contribute to the United Nations Development Programme, and suggested
amending paragraph 3 on page 8 by replacing the words "budgets of the Union"
in the fourth line by "U.N.D.P.". The same correction should be made to
paragraph 2 on page 9 (second line).

3.k5 The Secretary-General said that U.N.D.P. reserved special funds
for the least develcped countries of which at least a part would be
allocated to telecommunications; the Union hoped to receive credits which
it could use for the countries concerned.

3.46 The suggestion made by the delegate of Sweden was approved by
the delegates of Lesotho, Norway, the United States of America, Nigeria
the United Kingdom and Japan.

3.47 The Secretary~-General, referring to his previous intervention,
proposed '

i) to end paragraph 3 on page 8 as follows

- "by taking an active part in the work carried out through
U.N.D.P.";

ii) to delete paragraph 2 on page 9.

3.48 The delegate of Morocco, who had chaired Committee 6 (Technical
Cooperation) said that the Committee had retained in draft Resolution FF
the expression "Union budgets" because it grouped the ordinary budget of
the I.T.U., the technical cooperation budget provided by U.N.D.P., the
Special Funéd and other sources. 1In view of the discussion he proposed that
the end of paragraph 3 on page 8 be amended to read :

"using the Union's technical cooperation Special Fund and other
solirces' s

A corresponding chenge would have to be made to paragraph 2 on page 9
which would end :

"from the technical cooperation Special Fund and other sources'.

Those amendments would have the effect of allocating Special Fund resources
to the least developed countries.

3.49 The delegate of Switzerland made the following statement :
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"As far as Resolution FF is concerned, the delegation of
Switzerland supports the Swedish proposal. If the Resolution were to be
approved in its present form the Swiss delegation would reserve the
position of the government on the allocation of funds from the Union's
budget for the special measures covered by the Resolution.

In the opinion of the Swiss Government, it is for the U.N.D.P.
to provide the necessary resources for multilateral technical cooperation

and to coordinate their use.”

3.50. The delegate of Finland made the following statemenmt :

"The Finnish delegation is very much in favour of the views
expressed here by the delesation of Sweden. In view of our budgeting
systen in Finland, it might cause some difficulty in our Parliament if
this document were accerted as it stands now. For this reason, '
Mr. Chairman, I would like to second the proposazl made by the distinguished
delegate of Sweden to amend paragraph 3 of the draft Resolution FF on
page 8 of Document No. 329, If the text were accepted as it stands now, I
would have to make a rescrvation regarding the decision under Rule 17,

Chapter 9 of the General Regulations of the Montreux Conference, 1965."

3.51 The delegate of Ukraine considered thet mention should be made

in paragreph 3 on poge 8 of the U.N.D.P. budget which constituted the
basis of technical assistance credits.

3.52 " The delegate of Belgium alsc supported the point of view
expressed by the Swedish delegate but was nevertheless prepared to
accept the modification proposed by the Secretary-CGeneral.

3.53 The delegate of Sweden said he would prefer to change slightly
his proposed amendment to paregraph 2 on page 9 so that it read :

"fyrom available U.N.D.P. funds and other sources".
3
3.54 The delegzate of Lesotho pointed out that a word was missing in
the English version in paragraph 3.on page 9 and it was ggreed to make
the necessary correction. ‘

3.55 The Deputy Secretary~General explained that in accordance with
the new U.N.D.P. programuing funds could anly be used for certain
specific projects (country or regional programmes, special programmes
for the least developed countries, etc.) and for administrative work.

3.56 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany endorsed the
views expressed by the delegate of Sweden and said that his government
would have the greatest difficulty in accepting draft Resolution FF in
its present form.
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3.57 The delegate of Denmark was also in favour of the Swedish
proposal; if it were not accepted he would be obliged to meke a similar
reserve to that of the Finnish delegate.

3.58 The delegate of Dahomey thought that the draft Resolution could
be approved without changes.

3.59 The delegates of the United Kingdom and France said they could
agree with the suggestion made by the Secretary-General to delete
paragraph 2 on page 9.

3.60 The delegate of Ireland, whose opinion was shared by the
Chairman, thought that there was no disagreement on the question itself
but rather on the wording of draft Resolution IF.

3.61 The delegate of Upper Volta considered that the title of the
draft Resolution was inconsistent with the measures advocated during the
discussion. He failed to see the benefit of such a text as the intention
was in fact to affirm that no special arrangement could be made within
the I.T.U.

3.62 The delegates of India and Somalia and the Deputy Secretary-—
General were in favour of the amendment proposed by the delegate of Morocco.

3.63 In reply to a question by the delegate of India on the "other
sources" mentioned in the draft Resolution, the Deputy Secretary-General
explained that it could include assistance in kind, ete.

3.64 At the invitation of the Chairman, the meeting decided to adopt
the amendment proposed by the Moroccan delegate.

17th Series (Document No. 385)
Annex C

3.65 Corrections to Annex C were indicated by the delegates of
Afghanistan, Bolivia, Panama, Parasguay and Somalia.

3.66 Annex C, as so amended, was epproved.

Number 587 (Annex B)

3.67 The delegate of the United Kingdom drew attention to an editorial
correction required to the English text only.

3.68 The Chairman of Committee 9 proposed an editorial ccrrection to
all three language versions.
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3.69 Number 587, as so amended, was approved.
Additional Protccol D
3.70 Intrcducing Additional Protocol D, the Chairman of Committee k

read out the budget ceiling figures which had becn approved at the final
meeting of the Committee and were still missing from the text before the
Plenary. The figures were published in the fourth and last report of
Committee 4, to be issued very shortly.

3.71 Additional Protocol D, with the inserticn of those figures, was
approved.,

Report by the Working Group "Radioccommunications" (Document No. 234)

.1 The Chairman of the Working Group introduced Document Ko. 234
and drew attention to an editorial correction to be made to the text of
Annex 3.

L.2 The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. indicated an editorial ccrrection to
the French text only of Annex 3.

4.3 Subject to those amendments, the report was approved and the
three Annexes adopted.

Second Report of Commititee 2 {Document No. 265)

5.1 The Vice-Chairman of Ccmmittee 2, whe had conducted the work of
the Committee in the absence of its Cheirman, introduced the report. The
credentials of all but twe delegations had been found in order.

5.2 The delegate of Saudl Arabia informed the Conference that he had
received a message from the Jordanian Ambassador to the effect that proper
credentials for the Jordaniasn delegaticn were expected to arrive in

Torremolinos on the following morning.

5.3 The Conference took note ¢f the Saudi Aratrian statement and
approved Document No. 265,

5.k The Chairman thanked the Vice-Chairman of Cormittee 2 and all

s e o

those who had taken part in the work of that Committee for their valuable
coutribution,

6. Draft Opinion "More favourable treatment" (Document No. 166)

6.1 The delegate of Mexico introduced Document o, 166 which had been
drawn up in a spirit of cordiality with a view to ensuring that allowance
was made in telecommunication agreements between stronger and weaker
countries for the latters' lack of bargaining power. There were a few
editorial corrections to be made to the text and he proposed that they be
left to Committee 9 to haandle.
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6.2 Subiect to those amendments, Docuuent Wo. 166 weas approved.
J s

Draft Resolution “"Doéumentation Cenvre” (Document Ho. 255)

7.1 Approved. "
Draft Resolution "Joint Inspection Unit" (Document No. 299) o
8.1 Approved.

Draft Resolution "Official and working languages” {Document No. 3L45)

9.1 The delegaite of the Wetherlands recalled that the Arabic-speaking

states had agreed to the draft Resclution solely on condition that the

position of Arabic in the I.T.U. twould not bz affected by it. At the

same time, nowever, ne felt that as two specific langueges (Arabic and .
German) hed been discussed at the Plenipotentiary Conference, toth should

be referred to in the draft Resoluticn,

9.2 The delezate of the U.3.8.R., supported by the delegete of
Ireland, conSidered on the other hand that the reference to German (point 2
on page 2) should be deleted as the draft Resoluticn ought to apply to all
languages equally without distinction.

3.3 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Cermany objected to that
propesal cn the grounds that Document No. 190 had not been fully discussed
at the Plenipotentiary Conference due to pressure of time. If that
deletion was approved he would feel obliged to call for discussion of
Document No. 190 at the present mecting.

Q.4 In the light of the discussion, the draft Resolution was approved

as it stood.

Draft Resolution "World Telecomrunicaticn Day” (Document No. 339) .
10.1 The proposel by the delegate of the United States of America to

replace the word " ny” on the second line under "instructs the Secretary-
$9.5. 1 it

General®” by "the" was edopted.

10.2 There was some discussion on the intervals that should elapse
between successive World Telecommunication Deys.

10.3 The delegates of Zaire, Nigeria and the Ivory Coast fully .
supported annual celebration of World Telecommunication Day and pointed

out that the Day was very valuable to the administrations of developing

countries, where telecommunication networks were not extensive, 2s it

afforded an opportunity to publicise the benefits of telecommunications

and highlight the progress made by their countries in the telecommunication

field so &s to ensure favourable reception for further projects from the

public and the government.
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10.4 . The delegates of the United States of Awmerics, India, the
Federgl Republic of Germany. Australia and Irelond, while not denying the
great value of World Telecormmunication Da y to many countries, felt that’
countries should be free to celebrate that Day or not as they wished and
at vhatever intervals they wished. The delegate of the United States of
America considered that the impact of the Day on public opinion might

be greater if it was not an srnual event and proposed that the text of the
first line under "invites” include the words "or at longer intervals at
their discretion”.

10.5 . The Secretary-General pointed out that the use of the word

"invites” in the draft Resolution impiied that no obligation to celebrate
World Telecommunication Day wes invelved and also that countries were free
to base the celebratiocn on any telecomrunication topic they wished.

10.6 ' On that understanding, the draft Resolution was_approved.

Draft Opinion "Telecommunication exhibitions” (Document Ho. 340)

11.1 The delegate of Saudi Arabia, supported by the delegates of
Wigeria, irdia and the Ivory Coast, said that such exhibitions were of the
utmost velue to ueveloplng countries as officials from thei
edministrations, when attending o conference, had an upportuqlty to ge

up-to-date informeticn on the latest advences in telecommumication tbku iques
and see the most recent equipment on display under one roof. That saved
them a great deal of time and travelling and obviated the need to visit
manufacturers individually when acquiring equipment, He hoped that

the draft Resolution would be adopted by acclamation, particularly as

neither expease to the Union nor commercial interests were involved.

il1.2 The‘delegatﬁ of the United Kingdom, suvported by the delegates of
the United States of America and Australia, said that while there was no
doubt that TELECCM~T1 had teen a success from the point of view of those
attending 1t, that was not an argument in favceur of the draft Opinion.

It was inaccurate to say that exhibitions could be orgenized under the
auspices of the I.T.U. at no expense and with nc commercial interests.

The fact was that such exhibitions sttracted commercizl manufacturers, vho
only came for the benefits they expected to gain. There was no reason why
the Szcretary-General should not see that those interested in orbwnlm“r
exhibitions did so at the same time as an I.7.U. Confercnce Lowever, 1t
was no part of the I.T.U.'s function to assist cquipment ﬂanufwbturer" to
sell their goods and I.T.U. personnzl should not be diverted for the purpose
of servicing such exhibitions even if there were no financial implicctions.
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11.3 The delegate of Nigeria, supported by the Celegate of Saudi

no harm in munufacturers trying to sell their goods there as long as it
was made quite clear that the Union itself was to have no commercial
interest in the exhibition.

11.4 The delegate of Argentina made the following statement :

"My delegation ccnsiders that this draft Opinion is presented
in an unfortunate form because it incorporates a project of a commercial
nature into the Convention whici has caused us so much work. I abtended
the Space Conference and I remember a volumlnous Germen publication
connected with the telecommunications exhibition.

From the viewpoint of my delezsticn, tc mention and recognize
the benefit to develcping countries seems & surprising formule since
the large countries or large manufacturers to be more precise are the
only beneficisries. In any developed or developing country new techniques
are in the hands of technicians and it is known that more realistic and
more direct ilees can be acquired frem techrical publications; it is not
nccessary to see the equipment in operation. It is the desizgn which 1s
imvortant.

To combine the concept of benefit to developing countries with the
second part of the Opinion which has no compercial implications seems
nonsensical, Mr. Chairmen, as no differentistion can be made between an
exhibition and the products which the producer is paying to exhibit and
saying that such en exhibition has no commercial interest is illogical.

I vwill give a practical example, If the Spanish Administration,
or the Spanish Government, had wanted to take advantage of the
instellations here, this Torremolinos Conference #Culd have been merely en
exhibition of advenced technology, of the capacity of Spanish firms, which
would perhaps have been acceptable for the Government and the Spanish
Laministration. It is a tribute to the Administration that it did not
use this conference to demonstrate Spanish technique. Officials of the
Spanish delepation said specifically thet the Government wished in no way
to combine the Conference with such a demonstration which could have
been regarded as an opportunity for Spanish commerce.
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It surprises mwe that when we are looking for a solution to a
problem we speak of the advantages to developing countries; it surprises
me that it should be stated that an exhibition of this kind has no
comnercial interests, As I understand it, the I.T.U. would bear no.
financial responsibility but it would have a very difficult task - a moral
responsibility if I may sy so — @& single publication (and there
were many which mentioned that the Administrative Conference was
substantially involved in the commercial show to which I referred),; a
single sentence or expression of opinion, by casting aspersion on a basic
objective of the Union, would do more harm then the little good obtained
from the small tincture of technical knowledge that the delegates, who
have a thousand other opportunities of finding technical solutions, might
acquire.

We do not think we should or can incorporate in the Torremolinos
Convention a guestion which directly or indircetly draws the I.T.U, into
the commercial orbit. :

My delegation requests that its statament appear in full in the
minutes especially its congratulations to the Spanish Govermment and
Administration for not having given way tc the temptation to provide
demonstrations of modsrn techniques and for using the conference for
commercial purposes of any kind.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman,"
11.5 The delegate of Japan opposed the concept of telecommunication

exhibitions because he was afraid of the commercislism which might be
involved and also becazuse he was doubtful about their cost/benefit aspect.

11.6 The delegnte of Ethiopia, spesking as a firm supporter of the
principle of telecormunication exhibitions, aaid thet the last line of
the draft Opinion could perhaps be modified tc make it acceptable to all
delegations.

11.7 On a point of order, the delegate of Cuba moved closure of the
debate and proposed that a vote be taken on the draft Opinion.

11.8 = The motion was carried without opposition.
11.9 The draft Opinion was then put to the vote and adopted by 36 votes

to 31, with 30 abstentions.

11.10 The delegate of Ethiopia felt it should be recorded for the
guidance of the Secretary~General and the Administrative Council when
acting on the Opinion that it would not be expected that exhibitions would
be held at every telecommunication conference but that, to ensure the
maximum benefit, those conferences should be selected at which the greatest
nunbers of delegates were likely to be present.
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Proposed Additional Protocol "Posgibiility for the United Nations to
appiy the Convention" (Document No., 393)

12.1 hpproved.

Collection for the flocd victims in the Grensda/Murcia area

13,1 The delegate of Ttaly said that he had handed in to the Chairmen
ain envelope with the amcunt collecied from delegates, I.T.U, staff, the
Spanish Secretarist and the hostesses for the victims in Granada and Murcia,
He hoped that the 32,000 pesetas thus collected would be texen as a mark

of the sympathy fclt towards the populstion cof the damaged arcas.

13.2 The Chzirman thanked all those who had contributed for their

solidarity with the flocd victims. He expressad his country's gratitude

for the gift and the intcrest shown in the inhabitants of the provinces .
affected by the catastrephe.

The meeting roge at 2330 hrs.

The Secretary-General : The Chelrman :
M. MILI _ L. HERRERA ESTERAN
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MALAGA -TORREMOLINOS 1973 30 April 1974
Original : French

PLENARY MEETING

MINUTES
OF THE
TWENTY-SIXTH PLENARY MEETING

Replace paragraph 4.7 on page 14 by the following :

"The delegate of Belgium considered that before taking a stand on
the draft Resolution, the question of whether the Montreux Convention
authorized the granting of observer status to movements like liberation
organizations had to be settled. On the basis of No. 407 of Annex 2 to the
Convention it seemed that the reply would have to be negative, as the status
of observer only applied to clearly-determined beneficiaries (United Nations,
international organizations, governments of Members of Associate Members of
the Union)."
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Chairman : Mr. L. HERRERA ESTEBAN (Spain)

Subjects discussed ’ Document No.

1. Texts submitted by Committee 9 for { _
second reading ' 360

2. Draft Resolution "Annotated Convention" 329

3. Memorandum by the Secretary—General

(Guinea-Bissau) and Draft Resolution 387, 420
4, Draft Resolution "Admission of
Liberation Crganizations™ 385
5. TFourth Report of Committee 4 405
6. Statements for the Final Protocol 173, 198, 239, 242,
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335—537: 345: 344:
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363-369, 376, 377
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398, 400-L404, 413,
414, 416419, 4o1-4ok
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10,
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12,
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Draft Resolution "Juridical Status"
Minutes of the 10th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 11th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 12th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 13th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 14th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 15th Plenary Meeting
Minutes of the 16th Plenary Meeting
Plenipotentiary Conference Venue

Oath of office by the Secretary—-General
and Deputy Secretary—General

World. Population Year - Statement by Iran

Document No,

DI/22
176
177
178
206
208’
209
238
296
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1. Texts submitted by Committee 9 for second reading (Document No. 360)

1.1 A minor amendment tqithé Spanish text only of Annex C (page 16)
was indicated by the delegate of Paraguay. '

1.2 A reservation expressed by the delegate of Cuba with respect to
Recommendation C, page 49, on the grounds that it was political rather
than technical. in nature, was noted.

1.5 Document No. 360, as amended, was approved,

2, Draft Resolution "Annotated Convention"" (Document No. 399)

2.1 After the delegates of Ireland and the United States of America
had said that they felt that the task mentioned in the wording of the second
paragraph under "considering" could be carried out within the existing
resources of the I.T.U,, it was decided to delete that paragraph in its
entirety.

2.2 Document No, 399, as amended, was aggfoved.

S« Memorandum by the Secretary—General (Guinea-Bissau) (Document No, 387)

3.1 Introducing Document No, 337, the Chairman said thet a meeting of
the Vice—Chairmen of the Conference called on 16 October to consider the
"initial telegram from Guinea-Bissau had unanimously decided that written
confirmation of the request for accession was essential. The Secretary—
General, as instructed, had sent a cable requesting such a document. In
reply, two further cables had been received which were examined by another
meeting of the Vice—Chairmen of the Conference on 22 October. The majority
view there had again been that it was preferable to have such a reguest
in writing., The Secretary—General had reported that up to the time of the
meeting the United Nations had not confirmed to him that it had any relations
with Guinea-Bissau. However, reports in the press had indicated that the
entry of Guinea—Bissau into the United Nations had been placed on the agenda
of the General Assembly. In view of the situation, the meeting had
unanimously decided to publish the exchange of telegrams as a Conference
document so that the Plenary could decide whether the Secretary—General
should start consulting Members with regard to the admission of Guinea~Bissau
or whether he should wait until a letter had been received.
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3.2 The delegate of Guinea said that as from the declaration of
independence of the new State his Government had supported the candidature
of Guinea—Bissau for Membership of the Union. Guinea unconditionallly
supported the application for Membership of the Union and hoped that after
the Conference had considered Document No. 387 it would accord the young
State admission in the interests of humanity, peace and justice.

2.3 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that the birth of the new .State
of Guinea-Bissau was of great importance in the context of the struggle

of the peoples of former colonies for independence and his Government
wished the people of Guinea-Bissau every success. It was the duty of all
countries to give their active support in such a just cause and the
acceptance of Guinea-Bissau's request for admission to the I.T.U. would
express such support in the world arena. There should be no difficulty
about such admission for, according to a resolution adopted by the
Conference, Portugal had been denied the right to represent territories

in Africa, while the right of the peoples of those territories to represent
themselves had been maintained. Guinea—-Bissau, therefore, which had been
recognized by over 62 States, had no need to go through the procedure for
admission as a new Member but merely required to be recognized by the
Conference as maintaining its Membership as a successor State to the former
Portuguese Oversea Provinces, which had been a Member of the Union. He
proposed that the Conference approve by acclamation the maintenance of
Guinea—Bissau's Membership of the Union and agree that the appropriate
adjustment be made to the list of Members in the Torremolinos Convention.

3.4, - The delegates of Senegal, Algeria, Central African Republic,
Ukraine, Cuba, Libya, the German Democratic Republic, Equatorial Guinea,
Niger, Poland, Tanzania, Kuwait, Bangladesh, Hungary, Liberia, Ethiopia,
Congo and Chad applauded the victory of Guinea-Bissau after its 17-year
struggle for freedom and fully and unconditionally supported that State's
request for admission to Membership of the I.T.U.

3.5 The delegate of China made the following statement :

"Mr. Chairman,

On 24 September, the founding of the Republic of Guinea (Bissau)
was formally proclaimed. This is an important victory for the people of
Guinea (Bissau) in their struggle against imperialism and colonialism
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and marks a naw milestone in their struggle for national liberation.
The Chinese delegation exténds its warm congratulations to-the people
of Guinea (Blasau) and firmly supports the rightful request made by the
Republic of Guinea (Bissau) that it be admitted to the Internatlonal
Telecommunication Unlon..

Thank you Mr. Chairman,"

3.6 - The delegate of the United States of America made the followlng
statement : '

. "The U.S.S.R. has_suggésied that the Government of.Guinea Bissau
is merely the successor Government to the Member listed in Anwex 1 to the
Montreux Convention as the Portuguese Oversea Provinces.

This is a very unusual interpretation Wthh does not appear to
be supported by the facts or law. »

It is our understanding that the Portuguese Oversea Provinces
included as a Member of I.T.U. the Territory of Guinea—Bissau as well as
other territories in Africa. '

Since the Government of Guinea-Bissau does not appear. to claim
to represent these other areas in Afprica, it cannot be viewed as the
successor government to the Member listed in the Montreux Convention as .

the Portuguese Oversea Provinces,

Accordingly, Guinea—Bissau can only be admitted to I.T.U., as
a new Member in accordance with Article.l, provision 6, of the Montreux .
Convention.

* However - much sympathy one must have for the efforts of people .
to 1iberate themselves, it does not seem to the United States Government
that Gulnea-Blssau yet quallfles for membershlp in the I.T7.U. <

“The establishment of certain facts appears necessary in this
connection, These include effective control over a clearly—defined -
territory and population and an organized government which can effectively
conduct the foreign affairs and fulfil international obligations.

These facts do not seem to be sufficiently clear in the case
of -Guinea-Bissau to make it eligible for the status of "sovereign country"
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as stipulated in Article 1, paragraph 2 c¢) of the Montreux Convention.
In any case, those procedures must be observed as well as Article 19.

Therefore we cannot now approve the application for membership
of Guinea-Bissau., My Government nevertheless will continue to follow the
situation closely."

3.7 The delegate of Belgium said that for purely legal considerations,
and without entering into any political or other aspects of the issue, he
supported the views of the United States delegate.

%.8 The delegates of Sudan, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Upper Volta,
Bulgaria and Somalia upheld the thesis of the U.S.S.R. and wholeheartedly and
without reservation supported the maintenance of the Membership of
Guinea—Bissau.

3.9 The delegate of India made the following statement :

"Mr. Chairman,

The Indian delegation congratulates the new sovereign State of
Guinea—Bissau. We are sure all scientists and technologists assembled
here today will warmly welcome the new State to the brotherhood of
telecommunications. In the chain of world telecommunications there should
not exist a missing link or even a weak link if the chain is to be strong
and serve the purposes of the Union,

We are sure our brotherhood of telecommunlcatlons w111 benefit
greatly from the association of Guinea-Bissau."

3,10 The delegate of Bielorussia sald that as the Plenipotentiary
Conference was the supreme body of the Union it had the right to take a
decision on the question itself at the present time. Much had been said
earlier in the Conference on the principle of universality and he felt
that completely artificial difficulties should not be put in the way of
Guinea~Bissau's accession. Over sixty—two States had recognized
Guinea-Bissau as a sovereign state and I.T,U, therefore had a duty to
accept the newly-liberated state among its Members.
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3,11 . Supporting the Bielorussian delegate's views, the delegate of
~ Morogco pointed out that the Conference had taken several decisions to
~ enforce its universality and to exclude from its meetings all states
violating human rights or failing to practice international cooperation.,
In the same spirit it should admit those which had thrown off the yoke of
such countries.

3.12 The delegate of the United Kingdom reminded the Conference that
the question'before the meeting was not the fact of admission itself but
whether consultations to admit Guinea~Bissau to Membership of the Union
should start on the basis of Document No, 387 or whether consultation should
await the arrival of the'signed official letter. He proposed that
consultation should open when the Secretary—General was in possession of

all documents relative to the application. The United Kingdom would then
record 1ts vote in the usual way in the course of consultatlon.

3.13 The delegate of Spain said that he had stressed throughout the
Conference that members of the Union should be sovereign States, To be
considered as sovereign, a State had to exercise true control of its own.
‘territory and the fact that all cables from Guinea-Bissau had had to be
transmitted through Conalkry raised serious doubts on its ability to do so.
Guinea-Bissau was in the process of becoming but had not yet become a
sovereign State. He drew attention to the fact that although sixty-—two
States had recognized Guinea—Bissau, that represented less than half the
Membership of the Union and thus fell short of the two—th1st maJorlty
required for admission of a State to the Union.

3,18 ‘The delegate of Australia said that Australla 5 views that only
Africans had the right to represent African areas had already been made
known. Nevertheless, if a vote was taken in the present case Australia
would reluctantly have to abstain on the grounds that the documéntation
required by the Secretary—General to initiate consultation was incomplete
-and in view of the fact that the new State had not yet established 1ts
credentials with the United Nations in conformity with normal
international procedure. In spite of its warm feelings for Gulnea—Blssau,
Australia therefore favoured postponing a decision until the normal
requirements had been met when it would be in a position to support the
application.,

315 " The delegate of Canada said that despite Canada's support for
universality and for brotherhood between peoples, he could not, for the
reasons given by lhe Unlted States delegate, agree with the U.S.S.R. proposal
and therefore supported the United Kingdom proposal.
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3.16 The delegate of Nigeria, supported by the delegate of Cameroon
said that Nigeria fully endorsed the admlssion of Guinea-Bissau to the Union
at the present Conference. Guinea—-Bissau was de facto an independent State
that had had an effective government and effective control of large areas

of its territory for many years. It had so far been denied Membership of

the Union and the Conference thus had before it the opportunity to right that
wrong. The procedure for written consultation applied at other times than
Plenipotentiary Conferences when Members of the Union were not all gathered
together as at present. As one of the territories under the cnllective
heading of Portuguese Oversea Provinces, Guinea—Bissau had indeed been a
Member of the Union and he supported the U.S.S.R. delegate's thesis that it had
the right to retain Membership as a successor State. Guinea~Bissau had
applied for Membership of the United Nations and as no information had yet
been received that it had been considered ineligible for such Membership

it followed that Guinea-Bissau was considered an independent State.

3.17 The delegate of Italy said that although he appreciated the ¥s8.S.R.
thesis he felt that the United States' arguments were very strong and agreed
with the doubts expressed by the delegate of Spain as to the present
sovereignty of Guinea—Bissau. The fact that the First National People s
Assembly was held in the Province of Boe rather than in the capital
suggested that Guinea-Bissau did not have full control of its territory.

If the matter came to a vote Italy would have to abstain., He therefore
supported the United Kingdom proposal. However, he proposed that the
Conference might consider the adoption of a Resolution instructing the
Secretary—General to take the necessary steps in conformity with the
Convention with regard to permitting the admission of Guinea—Bissau to
Membership of the Union as soon as pessible.

3.18 The delegate of Barbados saild that while he fully endorsed
Guinea~Bissau's application in view of Barbados' invarying support for the
governments of oppressed peoples who had cbtained their freedom, he was
still awaiting instructions from his Government and would be unable to cast
a vote nn the matter until they had arrived.

5.19 The delegate of France supported the views of the United Kingdom
and Canada and did not feel that a decision on the fundamental issue of the
accession of Guinea—Bissau ought to be taken immediately as such a

procedure would be at variance with the provisions of the Montreux Convention.
He could not accept the U.S.S.R. thesis.
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3.20 The delegate of the United Kingdom was also unable to accept the
U.S.S.R. interpretation. ’ B
3.21 The delegate of New Zealand observed that no lack of sympathy for

Guinea-Bissau appeared in any of the statements made but there were
differences in approach. On admission to the United Nations, Guinea-Bissau
would be able to jein the I.T,U., as a matter of right, but no provision

in the Convention enabled a Membership application to be considered at the
moment. If a vote were taken New Zealand would be obliged to oppose the
proposal on the foregoing grounds.

3.22 The delegate of the Federal Republic of Germany Said that his
country kept an open mind on the accéB%ance of new countries, Guinea-Bissau
itself had submitted its request for accession with reference to Articles 1
and 19 of the Montreux Convention. That Convention specifically provided for
written consultation before accession to allow time to collect any
information that might still be lacking. There would not be time for that if
the decision was taken by the Conference and no opportunity was offered for
Members unaware of the request to state their views. He therefore had
serious doubis on accepting the procedure envisaged. ‘ :

3.23 The delegate of Zaire, speaking as a neighbouring country of

an African territory whose population for the last ten years had been
subjected to Portuguese oppression, said that Zaire was grateful to all
countries which had given moral and material assistance to enable
Guinea~Bissau at last to achieve its independence. The independence of
Guinea—Bissau was supported by most African countries. In reply to
criticisms of its sovereignty, he pointed out that Guinea—-Bissau had been
obliged to aend telegrams through Conakry as it had achieved independence
in very difficult circumstances and it was not to be expected that there
would be telecommunieation facilities for the purpose in Guinea-Bissau.
That was why the esppeal had been made to the I.T.U., to make direct contact
with a former colonial population that had been cut off from the world by its
exploiters. Although a part of Guinea-Bissau was still in Portuguese hands
that did not negate the independence of the new State as that occupation
was founded on force and condemned by the international community.
Guinea—Bissau's existence was a fact. It had a2 known population regulated
by an effective politicial authority and doubts cast on the sovereignty

of Guinea-Bissau only came from those friendly to the cause of Portugal.

He fully supported the U.S.S.R. proposal.
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3.24 The delegate of Mongolia expressed his sympathy for the Government
of the Republic of Guinea-Bissau the status of which as a sovereign State
had already been recognized by more than sixty Member countries of the
I.T.U. Tt would be just to grant the application for admission submitted
by that young republic which, as other speakers had said, already formed
part of the Union under the authority of Portugal, from which the
Plenipotentiary Conference had withdrawn the right to represent certain
overseas territories. The Conference possessed sufficient information on
Guinea~Bissau to admit it to the Union. He proposed that, if necessary, a
vote be taken on the question.

3.25 The delegate of Roumania said that his country had always viewed

with favour the struggle of the people of Guinea-Bissau. All peace-loving

countries had the right to be represented in the Union. He therefore

supported wholeheartedly the application for admission before the Conference .
and shared the views expressed by the delegate of the U.S.S.R. &8s to how

the problem should be solved.

3.26 The delegate of Ireland recalled that, in its statements before
international fora, and in particular the United Nations, his Government
had never spared its criticisms of the colonial policy pursued by Portugal
in Africa. The present Conference, however, did not possess sufflclent
information to take a decision on the candidature of the

Republic of Guinea-Bissau., That country was about to submit an application
for membership of the United Nations. Following which, the provisions of
the Convention could be applied with a view to admitting Guinea~Bissau as a
Member of the I.T.U.

3.27 The delegate of Malaysia said that it was his Govermment's policy

to support the right of peoples to self-determination; he was in favour of

any application for admission from a new State, provided that the relevant

provisions of the Convention were observed. '

3.28 The delegates of Tunisia, Egypt, Pakistan, Iragq and
Equatorial Guinea also asked the Conference to give a positive reply to the
application submitted to it.

3.29 The Secretary-General, replying to a question by the delegate of
Nigeria, said that when Union Members ratified the Convention, those which
were responsible for the international relations of certain territories
could give the names of those territories but had never been under an
obligation to do so. Although it had searched the records as far back as
the Atlantic City Conference (194T) and even the Madrid Conference (1932),
the General Secretariat had not succeeded in finding any list of the
territories comprising the Portuguese Oversea Provinces which had been
communicated to the I.T.U. at the time of ratification.
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3.30 The delegate of Singapore said that he supported the

United Kingdom suggestion that consultations concerning the admission of
Guinea-Bissau should be postponed till a later dataz so that the question
could be properly studied in the light of the provisions of the Convention.

3.31 The Chairman, summing up the debate, said that fifty-six speakers
had taken the floor in the course of a lengthy discussion. However, some
twenty Members of the Union were not represented at the Torremolinos
Conference and some delegations had no instructions or insufficient

- instructions to enable them to make a decision on the important question

under discussion. He thought the proposal by the delegate of Italy was a
reasonable one, namely, that the Conference adopt a recommendation
instructing the Secretary-General to take, as soon as possible, the measures
prescribed in the Convention to deal with the application for Membership
submitted by Guinea-Bissau. -

3.32 The delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that regrettable as it was that
certain Members of the I.T.U, were not represented at the Conference,

such a factor could not be taken into consideration. The Plenipotentiary
Conference was the supreme orgsn of the Union and could therefore take a
decision on the candidature of Guinea-Bissau. Although no official 1list:
existed of the territories comprising the Portuguese Oversea Provinces,
everybody knew that Guinea-Bissau was one of them. He had already proposed
that the rights of the Government of that country be restored and that the
new State be included in the list of Members of the I.T.U.

3.33 The delegate of CGuinea also affirmed that the Plenipotentiary
Conference had the necessary powers to admit a new Member to the Union;
he hoped that the application submitted would be accepted by acclamation.

3.34 The delegate of the Ukraine said thet the various delegations had
clearly stated their positions and a vote could therefore be taken on
Guinea~Bissau's application for membership.

3.35 The delegate of Fquatorial Guinea said that it was the same
delegations which had opposed the exclusion of Portugal which were now
raising legal points to refuse admission to a country whose sovereignty was
widely recognized. Certain delegations were speaking in accordance
with-the directives-of their "masters. . _.
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3.36 The delegate of Spain protested against the previous speaker's
allegations. The Conference consisted of the representatives of sovereign
countries who were expressing their views with complete freedom and applying
the rules »f law set forth in the Convention. The U.S.S.R.'s proposal v
constituted a violation of those rules, gave an arbitrary interpretation of
the provisions of No. 11 of the Convention and was in contradiction with

the text of No. 6, which stipulated that an application for Membership of
the Union should seccure the approval of two-thirds of the Members. '

3.37 The delegate of Poland said that everybody knew that Guinea-Bissau
was one of the Portuguese Oversea Provinces and requested that the U.S.S.R.
proposal be put. to the vote. '

3.38 The delegate of Ireland said that a number of telegrams had been
received from the Council of State Commissars of Guinea-Bissau; it would be
particularly relevant to consider the telegram in Annex 3 to Document No. 387.

3.39 The delegate of Bielorussia said that there was no need for the
country in question to have been admitted to the United Nations before
becoming a Member of the I.T.U. The Convention contained a number of
provisions which gave the Plenipotentiary Conference every right to grant
the request of Guinea-Bissau. The U.S.S.R. proposal was fully in accordance
with the texts at present in force in the Union and there was nothing to
prevent the restoration of the new State's right to join the I.T.U.

3.40 After a suspension of the meeting during which the Chairmen and
Vice-Chairmen discussed the question and exchanged their impressions, the
Chairman read out the draft resolution which had been drawn up for the
Conference's approval.

3.h1 The delegates of Guinea and of the U.S.S.R. commented on certain
expressions employed in the text.

3.h2 The delegate of France said that, since the draft resolution had
not been issued as a document, he could accept it only subject to any

reservations he might have to make later concerning the French version of
the text. '

3.43 The delegate of Guinea said that he had declared himself
unreservedly in favour of the admission of Guinea-Bissau to Membership of
the Union and not of instructing the Secretary—-General to carry out
consultations with Union Members.
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344 The delegate of China made the following statement
"Mr. Chairman,

In view of the fact that during the course of debate at the
26th Plenary meeting mention was made of the 1list of so-called "territories”
represented by certain countries in the 1965 Montreux Convention, the
Chinese Delegation deems it necessary to reiterate the consistent position
of the Chinese Government on this matter as follows

It is known to all that China's territories Hongkong and Macao
were occupied by imperialist countries by inequitable treaties which they
imposed on China. These are questions left over by history but they can
by no means alter the fact that Hongkong and Macao are part of China's
territory.” , oo

3.45 At the suggestion of the Chairman, the draft resolution wes
reproduced by the Secretariat as Document No. 420.

3.&6 It was agreed to amend the beginning of the sub-paragraph under
"mnoting further” to read :
9

“..the widespread support for the request for admission...

3.47 The draft resolution in Document Nc. 420 was adopted as amended.

Draft Resolution “Admission of Liberation Organizations” (Document No. 385)

b1 The delegate of Guinea, presenting Document No. 385, said. that
it was self-explanatory and was largely modelled on the provisions
concerning liberation organizations already adopted by other international
institutions. He asked the Conference to study the draft resolution
éarefully‘and give 1t favourable consideration.

L, 2 The delegate of New Zealand said that the word "Member" used in
the draft might cause certain difficulties; .e proposed therefore that it
should be deleted and that the text below the word "decides'" should be
amended to read :

¥..that the liveration organizaticns recognized by the United
Nations may attend at any time meetings of the International
Telecommunication Unicn as observers..".

4.3 The delegates of Australia and Canada supported that proposal;
the lattor,. however, observed that the word "Member” should also .be deleted

" in the--paragraph below the words "having regard to'.



Document No. LL6~E

Page 14

L.y The Chairman and the delegate of the United States of America
said that the word "Member" should also be deleted from the title of the
draft resolution.

4.5 The delegate of Guinea, having accepted the amendment proposed
by the delegate of New Zealand, the delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that he
had no obJjection to the new wording.

4,6 The delegate of the United States of America said that he had
certain reservations with regard to the legal aspect of the question,
because .the Convention contained no provision permitting movements such as
liberation orgenizations to fcllow the work of I.T.U. meetings as observers.
Moreover, he did not feel that technical organizations like the I.T.U.

could benefit greatly from the participation of such movements though they
perhaps had a role to pley in the United Nations.

4.7 The delegate of Belgium said that, in his view, the Convention
did not provide for the granting of observer status to movements like
liberation organizztions; he drew attention to No. 407 of Annex 2 to the
Convention in support of his assertion.

4.8 There being no further comments, it was agreed that, on the basis
of the amendments suggested and accepted by the Conference, the delegate
of Guinea would prepare a revised version of Document No. 385S.

Fourth Report of Committee 4 (Document No. 405)

5.1 The Chairman of Committee 4 introduced Document No. 405 and
indicated a minor typographical correction to the text of Annex 1.

5.2 Document No. 405 was approved.
5.3 The Chairman expressed the Conference's thanks to the Chairman

of Committee 4 and all those who had taken part in that Committee's
deliberations and congratulated them on their excellent work.
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Statements for the Final Protocol (Documents los. 173,.198, 239, 2Lk,

2L8, 257-259, 271-279, 281, 282, 286-29L4, 300-304, 305(Rev <), 306~ 325,
330-333, 334(Rev.), 335-337, 343, 34k, 346-350, 353- 355, 263~369, 376, 37T,
379, 381(Rev.)-38%4, 389, 391, 392, J,h =398, LOO-4ok, 413, L1k, hi16-Lig,
L21-4ok)

6.1 Noted.,

Draft Resolution “Juridical Status" (Document No. DT/22)

T.1 Approved,
Minutes of the 10th Plenary (Document No. 176)
Ly
8.1 Approved, subject toc two small changes in paragraph 2.10 and a 4
minor correction to paragraph 2.18,
Minutes of the 11th Plenary (Document No. 177)
9.1 Approved.’ |
Minutes of the 12th Plenary (Document No. 178)
10,1 ’ Approved.
Minutes of the 13th Plenary (Document No. 206)
11.1 Approved.
Minutes of the 14th Plenary (Document No. 208)
12.1 Approved. | w»

Minutes of the 15th Plenary (Document Ho., 205)

13.1 The Vice-Chairman of the Charter Study Group indicated that a
number of minor changes would have to be made to the French text of
baragraph: 1.2 to align it with the Engl;sh version.

13.2 - Document No. 209, as so amended, was approved.

finutes of the 16th Plenary (Document Ho. 238)

k.1 Approved.
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14,2 - In reply to a question from the delegate of Cuba, the Chairman
saeid that the remaining minutes still to be approved (17th to 27th Plenaries)
would be provisionally approved by the Chairman of the Conference before
circulation to Members for their comments and amendments, if any. Final
gpproval would take place once all such comments had been received.

Plenipotentiary Conference venue (Document No. 296)

15.1 The delegate of Kenya sald that it was an honour for his country
and for its sister countries in the East African Community formally to
present the Kenyan Government's offer to act as host to the next
Plenipotentiary Conference. He described the advantages and amenities
offered by the Kenyatta Conference Centre and drew attention to the
favourable climate enjoyed by Naeirobi. It would be useful to hold the
next Plenipotentiary Conference in a developing country as it would give
delegates a chance to appreciate on the spot the problems posed by
telecommunications in such countries. If Nairobi were selected for the next
Plenipotentiary Conference, it would be an honour not only for Kenya but
for all Africa and all developing countries. He thanked the Chairman for
having the invitation reproduced as a Conference document so as to submit
it to the Plenary for consideration.

15.2 The delegate of the United Kingdom, supported by the delegates of
Nigeria, Ethiopia, India, Algeria and Cameroon , welcomed Kenya's offer to
hold the next Plenipotentiary Conference at Nairobi and proposed that the
Conference accept the invitation in principle, extend its warmest thanks

to the delegation of Kenya and invite the Secretary-General and the
Administrative Council to take appropriate action with regard to the
negotiations that normally preceded final decision in such matters.

15.3 That proposal was adopted by acclamation.

Oath of office by the Secretary-General and Deputy Secretary-General
16.1 Mr. Mili solemnly took oath of office as follows

"I, Mohamed Mili, solemnly undertake to exercise in all loyalty,
discretion and conscience, the functions entrusted to me as Secretary-General
of the International Telecommunication Union; to discharge those functions
and to regulate my conduct with the interest of the Union only in view,
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without seeking or accepting instructions or essistance from any Government
or cther authority external to the Union with regard to the accomplishment
of my duties.™

16.2 Mr. Richerd Butler solemnly took oath of office :

"I, Richard Butler, solemnly swesr to exercise in all loyalty,
discretion and conscience, the functions entrusted to me as Deputy
Secretary-General of the International Telecommunication Union; to discharge
those functions and to regulate my conduct with the interest of the Union
only in view, withcut seeking or accepting instructions or assistance from
any Government or other authority external to the Union with regard to the
accomplishment of my duties.”

World Population Year - statement by _the delegate of Ira

17.1 The delegate of Iran drew the Conference's attention to a letter
on the subject of World Population Year which had been sent to the
Secretary-General by the Iranian Administration on 9 July 1973 and
circulated to Members as General Secretariat Cireulsr No. 427, To date
that letter had been answered by only 12 countries. In view of the
pressure of time and the importance of the subject, he appealed to all
administrations to reply to the letter as soon as was convenient.

The meeting rose at 1500 hrs,

The Secretary-General : The Chairman :

M, MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN
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Signature of the Final Acts of the Conference

1.1 The Chairman of the Editorial Committee explained that the Final
Acts consisted of the printed text distributed to delegations at the

opening of the meeting, plus the texts contained in Document Nos. 360, 385,
399 and L20. He said the Editorial Committee had had insufficient time to
re-number the texts and all the paragraph numberings were to be ignored.

The General Secretariat had been requested to make the necessary corrections.

1.2 Several delegates having pointed out misprints, the Secretary-
General assured them that all the changes required would be incorporated
into the definitive version. He also reassured delegates that all the

Pinal Protocols would be 1ncludpd.

1.3 At the invitation of the Chairman, the Sccretary-General
explained the procedure for signature of the Final Acts and the Optional
Protocol.

1.4 The Secretary—-General then called the roll and the following
delegetions signed the Final Acts and the Optional Protocol respectively.

Final Acts

The Republic of Afghanistan, Algerian Democratic and Popular Republic,
Federal Republic of Germany, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Argentine Republic,
Australia, Austria, Pcople's Republic of Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Bielorussian oov1et Socialist Republic, Union of Burma, Bolivia, Republic of
Botswana, Federative Republic of Brazil, People's Republic of Rulgaria,
Republic of Burundi, United Republic of Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republiic, Chile, People’s Republic of China, Republic of Cyprus, Vatican
City State, People’s Republic of the Congo, Republic of Korea, Costa Ricaﬁ
Republic of the Ivory Coast, Cuba, Republic of Dahomey, Denmark, "
Dominican Republie, Arab Republic of Egypt, Republic of El Salvador,

United Arab Emirates, Ecuador, Spain, United States of America, Ethiopia,
Finland, France, Gabon Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Republlc of Guinea,
Republic of Equatorial Guinea, Republic of Upper Volta, Hungarian Pecople's
Republic, Republic of India, Republic of Indonesia, Iran, Republic of Iraq,
Ireland, Iceland, State of Isruel Italy, Jamaica, Japan Kenya, Khmer
Republic, State of Kuwait, Kingdom of Laos, Kingdom of Lesotho, Lebanon,
Republic of Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Principality of Liechtenstein,
Luxembourg, Malaysia, Malawi, Malagasy Republic, Republic of Mali, Klngdom
of Morocco, Mauritius, Islamic Republic of Mauritania, Mexico, Monaco,
Mongolian People's Republic, Nepal, Nicaragua, Republlc of the Niger,
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Federal Republic of Nigeria, Norway, New Zealand, Sultanate of Omen, Uganda,
Pakistan, Republic of Panama, Papua-New Guinea, Republic of Paraguay, Kingdom
of the Netherlands, Peru, Republic of the Philippines, People's Republic of
Poland, German Demcecratic Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socislist Republic,
Socialist Republic of Roumania, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Republic of Rwands, Republic of the Senegal, Sierra Leone, Republic
of Singapore, Somali Demccratic Republic, Demoecratic Republic of the Sudan,
Republic of Sri Lanka (Ceylon), Sweden, Confederation of Switzerland, United
Republic of Tanzania, Republic of the Chad, Czechoslovak Socialist Republic,
Thailand, Togolese Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Oriental Republic of Uruguay., Republic of
Venezuela, Republic of Viet-Nam, Yemen Arab Republic, People's Democratic
Republic of Yemen, Sccialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Republic of
Zaire, Republic of Zambia.

Optional Protocol

The Republic of Afghanistan, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Union of Burma,
Federative Republic of Brazil, Republic of Burundi, United Republic of
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Republic of Cyprus, People's
Republic of the Congo, Republic of Korea, Costa Rica, Republic of the Ivory
Coast, Republic of Dahomey, Dominican Republic, Arzb Republic of Egypt,
Republic of El Salvador, United Arab Emirates, Finland, Gabon Republic,
Greece, Republic of Upper Volta, Republic of Indonesia, Japan, Khmer
Republic, Kingdom of Laos, Lebanon, Republic of Liberia, Principality of
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malagasy Republic, Republic of Mali,
Kingdom of Morocco, Mauritius, Islamic Republic of Mauritania, Nepal,
Nicaragua, New Zealand, Papua-New Guinea, Kingdom of the Netherlands, Peru,
Republic of the Philippines, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Republic of the Senegal, Sierra Leone, Republic of Sri Lanka (Ceylon),
Confederation of Switzerland, Republic of the Chad, Thailand, Togolese
Republic, Tunisia, Yemen Arab Republic, People's Democratic Republic of
Yemen, Republic of Zaire.

1.5 The Secretary-General snnounced that 125 countries had signed the
Final Acts of the Plenipotentiary Conference and 57 had signed the Optional
Protocol,

The meeting rose at 1840 hours.

The Secretary-General : The Chairman :

M MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN
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Address by the Chairman of the Conference representing Region B

"Mr. Minister,
Plenipotentiaries,
Authorities of Malaga,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is my privilege, for my last address as Chalirman of the
Plenipotentiary Conference of the I.T.U. at Malaga-Torremolinos, to head
the list of speakers at this closing session which you, Mr. Minister, have
honoured with your presence in a dual cepacity — as Minister of Information
and Tourism, responsible inter alis for Spanish Radio and Television with
its direct concern in the work of our Conference, and as acting Minister of
Foreign Affairs while that Minister accompanies our Prince on his State
visit to France.

I speak, too, Mr. Minister, on behalf of the delegations of Western
Eurcpe, that is for Region B, one of the five regions under which the
countries of our Union are grouped. In the same way, representatives of the
other regions will take the floor after me.

As a West European and spokesman for my colleagues, I should like
to formilate a wish and express a hope., The wish is that as close and as
frequent contacts as possible should be maintained between our respective
Administrations on the pattern of CEPT, vhich, in its short but fruitful
existence, has given such positive results. In this spirit of mutual
cooperation, exchanging views frequently and coordinating positions on
the basis of those points that unite us (always more numerous than the
points on which we are divided) lies the hope I referred to above that
this overture to all the other Members of this great family, the I.T.U. -
which has given so much to all of us ~ will continue to expand, without
detriment to our own unity, through world-wide exchange and cooperation
to which we can contribute to the best of our ability and from which we
can receive what we need.

My duty as representative of my European colleagues would be
incomplete, were I, in misplaced diffidence as a Spaniard, to omit to thank
the Spanish Government for the facilities they provided for the smooth
running of the Conference.

I should like, Mr. Minister and dear colleagues, in my final words
as Chairman to refer to the work of our Conference now drawing to a close.
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Distinguished delegates,

It secems only yeésterday that I addressed my first words to you from
this rostrum following my investiture as Chairmen of the 10th’ Plenlpotentlary
Conference of the I.T.U.

Yet six weeks have gone by, in the course of which we have spent
many hours together; mainly in this room, in an atmosphere of cordiality,
comradeship and mutual respect. In this working climate we have achieved
unanimous agreements and also resolved dloagreements democratically by vote.
There is no need, however, to remind you of what you will all well remember,
namely that during our 26 Plenary meetings there was a great deal of
agreement and very little recourse to voting. I am quite sure that this
was thanks to the good will of many of you, frequently abandoning your own
positions to make way for a formula acceptable to the majority and rallying
 to the compromise proposals put forward by the Chairman.

The Malaga-Torremolinos Conference will soon be history. As it
quits the’ present for the past, we stand on the threshold of parting, a
parting that is both sweet and bitter, for the nostalgia and regret that
tinges all leave-taking will be amply compensated for you by the pleasure
of returning home to your dear ones.

It is also the moment for me to express, on behalf of all delegates

and others taklng part in the Conference our s1ncere and deep gratitude
to : '

1. the Vice-Chairmen of the Conference, for their never—falllng
advice and encouragement to mé up to the last, both in publlc and in prlvate,
and which I value at its true worth

2. the Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of the nine Committees, constituting
Committee 1, Senate of our great Assembly, for their 1nvaluaole asclstmnce
to me in the accompllshment of my task C o

3. all the delegations and each 1ndividual Plenipotentiary taking
part in the work of the Plenaries and the Committees. A fine judgement of
the moment to speak, the moment to listen -and the moment to be silent was
a hallmark of many participants at the Conferencej

L, the Secretary-General, the Deputy Secretary-General, the Chaitmsn
and Members of the I.F.R.B. and the Directors of the C.C.I.s. Much has
been learned from each and every one of them and the Conference has
unequivocally reaffirmed its confidepce in Mr. Mili and Mr. Butler, which
they well merited. I should like here also to express our thanks to all
the staff of the I.T.U. Secretariat and the Spanish Secretariat.
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Our thanks go also to :

5. all those in the interpretation services, who had the exacting
and highly responsible task of helping us to understand one another in our
work. I feel that they have fulfilled their duties brillantly;

6. the Malaga authorities and the people of Malaga for their
indescribably generous and overwhelming hospitality;

T. the information media, and more particularly to those who,
directly or indirectly contributed to the success of a difficult and complex
task of organization.

Lastly, I must in all sincerity present my excuses :

I beg pardon for any mistakes I have made and for any of my acts
that have erred by excess or by default.

T ask forgiveness from all those whom any of my words or acts may
have unwittingly offended and from those who considered that I let speakers
run on too long or, on the contrary, that I cut them short, although I
must confess that if I erred it was in preference for the former.

As one of the ten citizens of the world who in the course of the
last 108 years have had the privilege of chairing a Plenipotentiary
Conference, I can assure you that from both the professional and private
standpoints I regard this event as one of the most important in my life.

In conclusion, recalling an enecdote recounted by a Bolivian
friend about that simple and good man, Pope John XXIII who, when taking
leave of & large assembly of married couples gathered at the Vatican, used
that best of farewells "Give your children a kiss from the Pope", I take
the liberty of copying this example and ask you, my friends of the I.T.U.,
on returning to your countries and homes after your six weeks' absence, to
say to all those dear to you, your family, children, wives and friends, 'we
bring you a warm and sincere kiss of greeting from Spain". ’

Thank you very much."
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2. Address by the representgtive-of Region A

The delegate of thexFeaefative Republic of Brazil made the
following statement

"Your Excellency, Mr. Minister,
Officers,

Mr., Chairman,

Fellow delegates,

Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is an honour for me to represent the Americas region on this
solemn occasion and I hope my sincerity and modest words will prove worthy
of the mission entrusted to me.

The famous Colombian poet and psychologist Porfirio Barba Jacob
’ said in his "Cancidn de la vide profunda” :

"Hay dias en que somos ten plécidos, tan plécidos

que hasta las proprias penas nos hacen sonreir.

Y hay dias en que somos tan ligubres, ten 1{gubres

¥ acaso ni Dios mismo nos pueda consolar."
Thus the poet evoked psychologically joy and sadness.

Perhaps at this instant we are both joyful and sad. Joyful,
because - united by sentiment_and our ideal - we are carrying out an
anonymous task ignoring personal interests - a work that is simple in its
form but immensely great in its content. Here we are subscribing to the
philosophy of our Union and putting it into the hands of those we have

‘ elected. Here we are striving, through the medium of telecommuni. cation,
to meke the world smaller so that men can reach out and say : "Brother,
I am your neighbour, my house is your house." Sad, at the same_ilme, because
there always comes a moment for.-farewells and~separatlon. However, ‘the..
hope remains that this parting will prove an "au revoir" since. our work
continues and our hopes persist and new meetings, new struggles and new
conguests will take place. : -

We are not speaklng of ourselveo alone but also of those who made
our work pcssible, the praiseworthy staff of the I.T.U. and the Spanish
Secretariat. All, without distinction of duty or speciality, form an
important part of our great family.
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And now, if you will permit me, I shall leave my heart to speak
of this land of the gods since it fell in love with Spain and composed
some verses called "Espafla de mis amores™ :

"Espafia de mis amores,

De cantos, luces y flores,
iQué bonite que td eres!
Las estrellas de tu cielo
Viven mirando con celo

Los ojos de tus mujeres.

Por las ‘campifias sonrientes,
Por los montes florecientes
Y playas multicolores
Encontré en mis camifios
Muchos besos y carinos,
Espafia de mis amores.

Cuando regrese a mi tierra

Una pagina se cierra

Y un recuerdo me acompefia,
- -~ -

My corazdn repartido,

Mitad llevaré conmigo

Mitad se queda en Espafia.

Thank you."

Address by the representative of Region C

The delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics made the
follow1ng statement :

"Your Excellency, Mr. Herrera,
Honourable Delegates,

Now that the Plenipotentiary Conference is drawing to a close, it
is the natural desire of each of the participants to analyze the circumstances
in which it has taken place and the results which it has achieved and, in
the light of this analysis, to consider the Union's future activities.
A full study of all that has taken place at the Conference and the decisions
which it has adopted would, of course, require much more time. Therefore,
the comments which I am about to make are general in character and cover
only a few of the subjects.
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The first conclusion we must draw is that, on the whole, the
Conference has been-held in a businesslike atmosphere, in which the delegates
have endeavoured to achieve generally acceptable and constructive solutions
which would create better conditions. for the Union's activities and would be
conducive to greater efficiency. - This conclusion is by no means contradicted
by the fact that the debates have, on occasion, been attended by some acerbity
end that some of the decisions were adopted with very small majorities.

Secondly, the Plenipotentiary Conference has taken a number of
decisions which will undoubtedly help to improve the Union's situation. I am
referring here, for example, to the resolutions adopted on South Africa and
- Portugal and on the representation of liberation movements, I am forced to
point out, however, that the Conference unfortunately proved inconsistent on
these matters, having refrained from the immediate granting of the requests
received from Guinea-Bissau.

Thirdly, the broad discussion which has taken place in the Cormittees
and the Plenary Meetings on the establishment of the new fundamental acts
not only provided an occasion for a full ventilation of the problem, but also
clearly convinced everybody, in my opinion, of the fact that additional efforts
must be made to ensure that a final decision on the adoption of the Union's
charter is adopted at the next Plenipotentiary Conference. - In the slightly
more than 100 years' existence of the Union, a number of basic and unalterable
principles have taken shape, on which the Union's activities are based, as an
international, intergovernmental organization; furthermore, the fundamental
principles have emerged which are embodied as basic features of the statutes
of all the specialized agencies of the United Nations. It would seem that the
adoption of a Union charter setting out such fundamental principles. for its
activities would, in future, preclude the repetition of wearisome and-
protracted discussion of a kind which has taken place at the present Conference
and would eneble future Plenipotentiary Conferences to give more attention to
practical questions concerned with increasing the Union's efficiency. ' There
is no doubt that the Administrative Council will have to treat this matter
with urgency in order, after meking an all-round examination of the
recommendations and discussions of the Conference, to'draw up and distribute
to the Member countries in good time a draft of the basic acts which would
find broad support.

Since T'am unable to dwell at any length on .a number of other:
questions which have come up at. the Conference, I should like.in conclusion,
Mr. Herrera, to express my gratitude to you for thé mesnner in which you have
conducted the work of the Conference, to the Secretary-Genéral, Mr. Mili, his
Deputy, Mr. Butler and to the I.T.U. Secretariat for the assistence which they
have constantly and willingly given you and the delegations. Finally, I should
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like to express once more our gratitude to the Spanish Administration for
the admirable organization of the Conference and the way in which it has
looked after the delegates in their leisure time, together with our sincere

.and cordial thanks to the Spanish people for their hospitality and the

warmth with which we have been received during this six-week stay in
Andalusia.

Thank you for your attention."

Address by the representative of Region D

The delegste of the Federal Republic of Nigeris made the following
statement :

"Mr. Chairman,
Distinguished delegates,

We have now come to the end of our deliberations after holding
twenty-seven Plenary meetings, not to mention all other Committee meetings
and meetings of various Working Parties during the last six weeks.

Looking back on our achievements, we can now congratulate
ourselves on the success of this Conference.

Mr, Chairman, let me say that you were the right choice for
the position you held at this Conference. We could not have made a better
choice. We owe all our successes and achievements to your wisdom, able
leadership, patience, tolerance, firmness and above all your absolute
impartiality. ' ‘ '

We are sure that all our colleagues here present would join us
in thanking you. ‘ ;

In spite of differences, disagreements and sometimes cpposing
points of view during our deliberations, there was neither bitterness nor
rancour. '

Permit us, Mr. Chairman, through you to thank ‘the Spanish
Govermnment and people for hosting this Conference and for making our stay
in Torremolinos so comfortable and enjoyeble. We were smothered with
hospitality during our stay here and we were also given the opportunity
to see scme of the arts and culture of Spain.
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In the same vein, we would like, through you, to extend our .
gratitude to the Spanish P.T.T. for the excellent and flawless arrangements
which were made for this Conference. We also want to thank the
Secretary-General and his staff, also the Spanish Government agencies and
other private bodies who have contributed 1mmenoely towards the success
of the Conference.

Touching briefly on our achievements, we have at last decided
on the composition of the Union, especially those we can accept as Members
‘of the Union. We have agreed on the future method of election of members
of the International Frequency Registration Board.. We have excluded
‘South Africa and Portugal from all future meetings of our Union because;
in our opinion, those two régimes have failed to abide by the purposes
for which this Union was formed. The number of members on the
- Administrative Council was increased from 29-to 36. We are happy about
this decision because it will provide the opportunity for nine more
" Members of the Union to take part in administering the affairs of the
Union between Plenipctentiary Conferences.-

Our-only regret concerning the deliberations of this Conference
was the question of the admission of Guinea-Bissau as a Member of our Union.
. Although it 'was not possible to resolve this matter with the urgency we-
"expected we would expect the Secretary—General to take 1mmed1ate actlon
on the Resolutlon we edopted ' : :

" We would like to 'say a few words on the: financial positioen of
the Union, vhich is not a good one. We would like to appeal to all
Members of the Unicn to make all efforts to meet their finamcial obligations.
It is only in this way that the Administrative Council will be able to
manage in an efficient manner the affairs of the Union.

We are sure the expectation of a large number of delegations at
this Conference was that we should prepare a draft Constitution, the basic
provisions of which will no longer be subjected to continucus amendments.
Our achievement, nowever, was the producticn of & new Convention. We hope
that before too long, and perhaps by the next Plenipotentiary. Conference,
we shall achleve the aims 1n1t1ated by Resolutlon No. 35 adopted in
Montreux in 1965 :

Flnally,*Mr. Chairman, the Plenipotentiary Conference:of our -Union
always affords us the opportunity of meeting friends, 0ld and new.

' Now that the Conference has ‘come to an erd, we wish all our
v colleagaes God speed and & safe return to their respectlve homes. o

Thank you, Mr.vChalrman.
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Address by the representative of Region E

The delegate of Japan made the following statement :

"Your Excellencies,

Mr, Chairman,
Distinguished delegates,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

As a member of Region E and on behalf of the Japanese Government
and the delegation, it is a great honour for me to convey to you and the
Spanish Government my most profound gratitude on this momentous nccasion,

Ever since we arrived here in the middle of September, we have
found ourselves surrounded by the warm hospitality of the Spanish Government
and the people which provided the best possible atmosphere for us to
participate in the work of the Plenipotentiasry Conference. I am confident
that it was wholly owing to your own and the Government's untiring efforts
that we find ourselves at this closing ceremony filled with friendship
and mutual understanding. I express once again, therefore, our heartfelt
thanks to you for the outstanding competence with which you have led us
throughout the Conference. Our thanks go also to all those who did not
spare their best efforts in supporting you, namely the members of the Spanish
Secretariat, the Secretariat of the Union, the able interpreters and,
last but not least, all the distinguished delegates who in the most
difficult circumstances never forgot the spirit of international cooperation.

Mr. Chairman,

I cannot but help recall a Spaniard who, one day back in the
16th century, watched with his own eyes the harbour of Nagasaki, the
international port of the Land of the Rising Sun. His name was
Francisco Javier. He came over the waves and through the winds for several
thousand miles, having two purposes — to introduce the European culture
and Christianity to the islands of the Far East. This was the first
encounter between Japan and Europe. One of Javier's aims, the propagation
of Christienity, was not fully successful. However, his other purpose,
the introduction of Western culture brought about remarkable fruits.

No one can deny today the success of the modernization of Japan and it is
with confidence and pride that I speak of such a success.

When we look back to these historical facts, I think you will
understand, Mr. Chairman, why we Japanese have special familiar feelings
towards Spain. The Japanese language today includes many words of Spanish
origin. The word "tempura" for instance, the famous Japanese cuisine,
derives from the Iberian peninsular.
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Mr. Chairmen,-

What was most impressive to me during this Conference was the
active contributions made by the delegates of all Member countries,
including new Members taking part in the Conference for the first time.
Listening to the earnest and sometimes energetic debates by these &ble -
delegates, I have the impression that I.T.U. has a bright future.

Finally, Mr, Chairman, this Plenipotentiary Conference is now
closing with success and I am firmly convinced it will prove to be a

precious milestone in the history of the development of telecommunications
throughcut the world.

Muchas gracias, Sefior."

- Address by the Spanish Minister of Information and Tourism

- H.F. Don Fernando de Lifidn y Zofid made the following statement :

"I have the great honour of delivering tlie closing address to
this Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication Union.
Its deliberations and decisions will be a landmark in the history of the
organization, the doyen of international organizations, whose past and .
present are a clear example of the productiveness of international
cooperation necessary in establishing close links and solidarity. The fact
that we live on one planet, and that we are faced with the same problems,
calls for the development of our relations and joint efforts to carry out
the fundamental duty of every human being which is to make our surroundings
more habitable,  contribute to the general well-being, improve our stendard
of living, practise mutual respect and understanding and build a better
society compatlble w1th human dlgnlty.

In a world Whlch in the course of thls century has been subjected
to so many tensions, the executorship of the I.T.U. is particularly exemplary.
Based on recognition of the sovereign rights of all countries and on the
need for cooperation between nations through effective telecommunications,
it has demonstrated the need for coordlnated joint efforts in the face of

- common problems and objectives. -

As & Spaniard and as Minister of Information and Tourism, I am
genuinely pleased and happy at the success of this Conference in Torremolinos,
a name which, like Madrid 1n 1932, will henceforth be linked with world
telecommnications.
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At the last Conference in Montreux, Mr. Gress - the then
Secretary-General of the I.T.U. - referred to the significance of the
choice of lontreux - peacefully situated between the mountains and the
lake, near to international Geneva and the Swiss Federal capital. The
same 1s true on this occasion with the selection of Torremolinos as host
to the Conference, The selection of Torremclinos, which is already
world-famous for its tourist attractions, symbolizes - and it gives me
special pleasure to say so - the integration of the world of
telecommunications and tourism.

This close link is evident in many fields.

Telecommunications have made it possible to reduce distances
of space and time tetween peoples. Thanks to television via satellite,
we can witness events at the moment they take place. This constitutes
a revolution as regards news and also involves a whole process of cultural
revolution.

The reduction of distances is especially noticeable in the case
of tourism. Innovations in forms of transport have made large—scale
movement over long distances a daily occurrence. If, as the great
Spanish writer Cervantes said, "travel makes people discreet", we can now
say that "discretion" - meaning good sense, good judgment, prudence - is
a requirement of our time. In short, tourism and telecommunications bring
about awareness of world selidarity and comprehension of the variety of
cultures and character in different societies.,

As proof of this Spain has welcomed you, delegates from many
countries, with open arms and with its traditional hospitality, as each
year it welcomes over thirty million visitors from five continents.

The Conference has considered specific problems in the field of
telecommunications. I am pleased to be able to point in this connection
to the marked concern shown for intensification of technical cooperation
with a view to enabling all people to benefit from the scientific knowledge
and technical experience of the more developed countries. '

I am happy that this is so and I commend you for the success of
this meeting and its decisions.

I should like to congratulate the various Members who have had
the honour of being elected to the new Administrative Council, in which we
are very pleased to note the inclusion of Spain. I should also like to
congratulate the Secretary-General, Mr. Mili, and the Deputy Secretary-General,
Mr. Butler; the manner in which both were re—-elec¢ted eloquently demonstrated
the confidence which they merit and is an acknowledgement of their brilliant
management over the past years.
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I should also like, with your permission, to express our
gratltude to the Chairman ‘of the Conference, my friend Leon Herrera,
who has chaired these lengthy sessions with his usual competence. -

The problems with which the complex world of telecommunications
now has to contend are particularly influenced by the process of
"speeding-up of history". The heightened pace of social change is the
key phenomenon of our time. It is our lot to live in & world in which
change has itself become a way of life. This fact, on which it is no
longer necessary to dwell, constitutes a major challenge to contemporary
man and is, I feel, the basic point of departure for the development of
coordinated and effective action for the great well-being of mankind.

Such action should be in the form of a coherent response in the
context of a system of values to the challenges of our time and should be
feasible, productive and effective. The pace of change and the complexity
of the situations which arise greatly increase the-difficulty of arriving
at appropriate decisions.

Dynamic equilibrium can be preserved by sensible considered
responses and use of our creative imagination. As has been shown, we
should not resort to blind acceptance or blind resistance but rather to
a coherent strategy to selectively mould, divert, accelerate or retard
change.

It has become amply evident that it is not possible to start
from scratch either in predicting the future or in man's efforts to arrange
it. Creative policy should be based on the fundamental principles of
our cultural heritage. Mankind in moulding its future, inherits the past
through the efforts and inventions of our ancestors over the centuries.
It is, therefore, important to use judgment in preserving that which is
permanent in a changing world.

Our society should take as its basis the nobility and dignity of
the human individual; this should be the focal point of all our anxieties
and concerns, Consideration for human dignity 1s the cornerstone of the
system of values on which our social and technological planning must be
founded.

Mutual respect based on the peculiarities and rights of each
humen being and each people and the awareness of soliderity should be
fostered by the strengthening of the relations among the various merbers
of the community and the different nationms.
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The concern expressed here for the future should not become
an evasion of the present. Our future security depends on consolidation
of the present. : '

- Thank you.
On behalf of His Exéellency, the Head of State, I solemnly

declare closed the Plenipotentiary Conference of the International
Telecommunication Union in Malaga-Torremolinos.”

The meeting rose at 2010 hrs

The'Secrétary-General : The Cheirman :
M. MILI L. HERRERA ESTEBAN

a— — a
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171 C.9 B.3 PL

172 C.9 B.h PL

173 Afghanistan Final protocol PL

174 Greece Use of the 12 GHz band for PL
satellite broadcasting

175 France and Proposals for the work of C.T

Australia the Conference

176 + Corr. PL Minutes of the 10th PL
Plenary Meeting

177 PL Minutes of the 1lth PL
Plenary Meeting

178 PL Minutes of the 12th PL
Plenary Meeting

179 Philippines Proposal PL

180 Japan Withdrawal of proposals c.4, 7,8

181 India Proposals C.h
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! No. Origin Title j Destination
!
182 U.S.A. Proposals c.8
183 Paraguay . Withdrawal of proposals PL
184 Canada, U.S.A., Amendment to Article 1 ' PL
France and
United Kingdom
185 | C.7 Summary Record of the 9th C.7
, meeting of Committee 7
186 C.7 Summary Record of the 10th C.7
1 meeting of Committee 7
187 c.2 Summary Record of the 2nd c.2
! meeting of Committee 2
)
f
|
188 + Corr. C.6 Summary Record of the Sth Cc.6
meeting of Committee 6
© 189 tC.6 Summary Record of the 6th C.6
' meeting of Committee 6
190 , Federal Rep. Proposal c.8
: of Germany
191 C.9 Report of the Lditorial PL
Committee
192 + Corr. C.h Summary Record of the lLth C.4
meeting of Committee b4
193 Cc.8 Summary Record of the 7th c.8
' | meeting of Committee 8§
i
194 $.G. ! Proxy for Costa Rica PL
195 .6 Draft Resolution - Recruit- PL
ment of Experts for Techni-
cal Cooperation Projects
i
i
i
1
i
i
i
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No.

Origin

Title

Destination

196

197

198

199

200

201 + Corr.

202 + Corr.

203 + Corr.

20k

205

c.6

Swaziland

Mexico

Malawi,
Botswana

C.h

c.8

Cameroon

C.5

Draft Resolution -
Participation of the Union
in the United Nations
Development Programme

Draft Resolution - Inter-
country projects financed
by the U.N.D.P. in the
field of telecommunica-
tions

Final protocol

Draft Proposal - Helping
new and developing
countries to attend
C.C.I.'s Study Group
meetings

Propesal to include the
following subject in draft
Resolution "Application of
Telecommunication Science
and Technology in the
interest of developing
countries"

Summary record of the fifth
meeting of Committee L

Summary record of the third
and final meeting of

Committee 5

Summary record of the eighth
meeting of Committee 8

Statement

Second report of Committee 5

PL

PL

PL

2
\

PL
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206 | PL Minutes of the thirteenth PL
i Plenary Meeting
t

207 C.7 FPirst series of articles of Cc.9
the Convention approved by
Committee 7

208 PL Minutes of the fourteenth PL
Plenary Meeting

209 + Corr. PL Minutes of the fifteenth PL
Plenary Meeting

210 c.8 Summary record of the ninth c.8
meeting of Committee 8

211 C.T Summary record of the C.T
eleventh meeting of
Committee T

212(Rev.) Israel Proposals C.7T

213 + Corr. C.6 Summary record of the C.6
seventh meeting of
Committee 6

{
214 + Corr.1l C.9 R.1 s PL
and 2 i

215 C.3 Report of Committee 3 PL

216 C.T Second series of articles C.T and 9
of the Convention approved
by Committee T

217 C.9 Summary record of the first C.9
meeting of Committee 9

218 C.9 B.5 PL

219 Israel Proposal c.8

220 Philippines Proposal C.7
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No. Origin Title Destination
221 c.4 First report of PL
Committee U4
222 c.8 Report of Working Group c.8
on the revision of
Article 33
223 c.4 Second report of Committee U PL
to the Plenary Meeting
224 + Corr. Afghanistan, Contributory shares PL
Algeria, Argen-—
tina, Burma,
Bolivia,
Cameroon, Congo,
(Brazzaville),
Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Dominican
Republie, Ecuador,
Guatemala, Upper
Volta, Iraq,
Kuwait,
Madagascar,
Morocco,
Mauritius, Mexico,
Nicaragua, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru,
Venezuela,
Yemen (A.R.)
Yemen (Aden),
United Arab
Emirates
225 c.h Summary record of the sixth Cc.h
meeting of Committee 4
226 Federal Re- Finance Committee of the C.T
public of Ger- Administrative Council
many and Japan
227 Hungarian People's| Proposal C.T
Republic
228 + Corr. Cc.9 B.6 PL
229 C.9 B.7 PL
230 C.9 B.8 PL
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231 1 C.7 Third and final report PL
i of Committee 7T
232 L C.6 Third report of Committee 6 PL
233 c.8 Second and last report of PL
| Committee 8
|
234 ! "Radiocom-— Report of the Working Party PL
E munications"” on questions relating to
i WG radiocommunications
|
235 LC.9 | Draft resolution - Definition  C.9
! i of the terms "Telegraphy" and
i | "Pelephony"
236 + Corr. L.k Summary record of the seventh C.h
i meeting of Committee L
@
237 + Corr. P C.b Summary record of the eighth c.L
l meeting of Committee 4 ;
4
238 ‘ PL Minutes of the sixteenth PL
Plenary Meeting
: i
239 ; Greece Final protocol f PL
2ko Lesotho, Proposal i C.6
Nepal and i
1 Somalia
241 c.7 Sﬁmmary,record of the c.7
twelfth meeting of
{ Committee T
2ho Pakistan } Final protocol PL
oLz, c.2 ' Second report by the Working c.2
Group of Committee 2
2LL Indonesia Final protocol PL
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!
245 C.7 First series of chapters C.7 and 9;
of the General Regulations 2
approved by Committee T z
. . i
246 Mexico Measures designed to c.4
facilitate the participation
of new or developing
countries in the meetings of
the C.C.I.'s study groups
y 2Lt C.6 Fourth report of Committee 6 PL
i
{
; 248 Cyprus Final protocol PL
249 + Corr. C.7 Summary record of the C.7
thirteenth meeting of
Committee 7
250 + Corr. c.8 Summary record of the tenth c.8
meeting of Committee 8
251 + Corr. c.8 . Summary record of the c.8
©  eleventh meeting of
Committee 8
t
|
| 252 .9 B.O PL
253 C.7 Second series of chapters of C.7T and 9
the General Regulations
approved by Committee 7T
|
254 C.9 ' B.10 PL
|
i
255 WG set up { Draft resolution - PL
by PL Telecommunications
Documentation Centre at
I.T.U. leadquarters
256 Cc.3 Summary record of the third C.3
meeting of Committee 3
257 Laos Final protocol PL
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258 Chile Final protocol PL
259 Jamaica Final protocol PL
260 C.h Third report of Committee 4 PL
to the Plenary Meeting j
261 + Corr. C.6 Summary record of the eighth C.6
meeting of Committee 6
262 + Corr. C.6 | Summary record of the ninth c.6
* meeting of Committee 6
263 C.7 Third series of chapters C.7 and 9
of the General Regulations
! approved by Committee T
l
264 (Rev.) United | Note concerning the deletion PL
Nations | of Article 47 from the
draft Convention
265 c.2 | Final report of Committee 2 PL
266 c.2 [ Summary record of the third c.2
E meeting of Committee 2
i
267 C.9 B.11 PL
268 C.7 Summary record of the C.7
fourteenth meeting of
Committee T
269 + Corr. C.T7 Summary record of the C.T
fifteenth meeting of
Committee T
270 c.8 Summary record of the twelfth c.8
meeting of Committee 8
271 Lesotho Final protocol PL
272 Liberia Final protocol PL
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273 Malawil Final protocol PL
27L Rwanda Final protocol PL
275 Singapore Final protocol PL
276 Byelorussia, Final protocol PL
Bulgaria,
Hungarian
People's Rep.,
German Dem. Rep.,
Cuba, Mongolia,
People's Rep. of
Poland, Ukraine,
Czechoslovakia
and U.S.S.R.
277 Barbados Final protocol PL
278 Bangladesh Final protocol PL
279 Malaysia Final protocol PL
280 c.9 B.12 PL
281 United Kingdom Final protocol PL
282 Turkey Final protocol PL
283(Rev.) c.8 Arabic language interpre- PL
tation at Conferences
284 S.G. Proxy for the Khmer PL
Republic
285 + Corr. c.6 Summary record of the tenth c.6
meeting of Committee 6
286 Yugoslavia Final protocol PL
287 Roumania Final protocol PL
288 Roumania Final protocol PL
289 Malaysia Final protocol PL
290 Thailand Final protocol PL
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291 Madagascar Final protocol PL
292 Guatemala Final protocol PL
293 Trinidad and Final protocol PL
Tobago
294 Mauritania Final protocol PL
295 c.6 Final report of the Chairman PL
of Committee 6
296 S.G. Plenipotentiary PL
Conference venue
297 C.3 Final report of the PL
i Budget Control Committee
298 Australia and Proposal PL
Ethiopia
299 C.6 Draft resolution - PL
!Joint Inspection Unit
300 Somalia :Final protocol PL
301 Austria, Belgium . Final protocol PL
Denmark ,Finland,
Iceland, Liechten-
stein, Norway,
Hetherlands, Fed.
Rep. of Germany,
Sweden and
Switzerland
302 Nicaragua Final protocol PL
303 Cameroon -Final protocol PL
304 Kenya | Final protocol PL
305(Rev. ) Uganda 1 Final protocol PL
306 Tanzania Final protocol PL
307 Ttaly Final protocol PL
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308 Algeria, Saudi Final protocol PL

Arabia, Egypt,

United Arab

Emirates, Iraq,

Kuwait ,Lebanon,

Libya, Morocco,

Mauritania, Oman,

Pakistan,Somalia,

Sudan ,Tunisia,

Yemen (A.R.),

Yemen (Aden)
309 United States Final protocol PL
310 Afghanistan Final protocol PL
311 Nigeria Final protocol PL
312 Mauritius Final protocol PL
313 Denmark, Fin- Final Protocol PL

land, Iceland,

Norway and

Sweden
314 Yemen (Aden) Final protocol PL
315 India Final protocol PL
316 Sierra Leone Final protocol PL
317 Congo Final Protocol PL

(Brazzaville)
318 Botswana Final protocol PL
319 Ghana Final protocol PL
320 Byelorussia, Bul-| Final protocol PL

garia, Hungarian
People's Rep.,
German Democra-
tic Rep., Cuba,
Mongolia,
People's Rep.
of Poland,
Ukraine,
Roumania,
Czechoslovakia
and U.S5.S.R.
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321 Cuba, German Final protocol PL
Dem. Rep.,
Bulgaria,
Hungarian
People's Rep.,
Mongolia,
People's Rep.
of Poland and
Czechoslovakia
322 Cuba Final protocol PL
323 Ivory Coast Final protocol PL
324 Australia Final protocol PL
325 New Zealand Final protocol PL
326 Lebanon Draft Resolution PL
327(Rev.) 43 delegations Salaries of elected PL
officials
328 C.9 B.13 PL
329 C.9 B.1k PL
330 Niger Final Protocol PL
331 Congo Final protocol PL
(Brazzaville)
332 Sri Lanka Final protocol PL
(Ceylon)
333 Khmer Republic Final protocol PL
334 China Final protocol PL
335 Burma Final protocol PL
336 Viet-Nam Final protocol PL
337 Central Final protocol PL
African Rep.
338 C.9 B.15 PL
339 25 delegations Draft Resolution - World PL

Telecommunication Day




Annex to Document No. LL4o-E

Page 29
No. Origin Title Destination
340 24 delegations Draft Opinion - Tele- PL
communications exhibition
3h1 Malaysia Statement on resolution PL
by Lebanon
342 C.9 R.2 PL
343 Equatorial Final protocol PL
Guinea
3k Burundi Final protocol PL
345 Netherlands, Draft Resolution - Official PL
United King- languages and working
dom languages of the Union
346 Chad Final protocol PL
347 Iraq Final protocol PL
348 Togo Final protocol PL
349 Dahomey Final protocol PL
350 Congo Final protocol PL
(Brazzaville)
351 c.9 B.16 PL
352 C.9 R.3 PL
353 Papua-New Final protocol PL
Guinea
35k El Salvador Final protocol PL
355 Israel Final protocol PL
356 c.h Summary Record of the c.k
ninth meeting of Committee 4
357 Argentin®&, Proposal PL

U.S.A., Zaire
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358 India Proposal PL
359 C.T Summary Record of the Cc.T
17th meeting of Committee T
360 + Add. C.9 Final Acts PL
361 ‘S.G. Proxy for Nicaragua PL
362 WG set up by PL Draft Resolution PL
363 Korea Final Protocol PL
364 Belgium Final protocol PL
365 Libya Final protocol PL :
366 Gabon Final protocol PL ;
i
367 Upper Volta Final protocol PL
i
368 Mali Final protocol PL |
I
|
369 Nepal Final protocol PL '
370 c.h Summary Record of the C.h4
tenth meeting of Committee U4
371 c.6 Summary Record of the Cc.6
eleventh meeting of
Committee 6
372 C.6 Summary Record of the twelfth Cc.6
meeting of Committee 6
373 + Corr. C.6 Summary Record of the c.6
thirteenth meeting of
Committee 6
374 + Corr. c.6 Summary Record of the c.6
fourteenth meeting of
Committee 6




Annex to Document

No. 4u4g-E

Page 31
No. Origin Title Destination
375 C.T Summary Record of the C.7
sixteenth meeting of
Committee 7
376 United Arab Final protocol PL
Emirates
377 Uruguay Final protocol PL
378 C.h Report of Working Group C.h
to consider certain aspects
of Annex 1 to Document
No. DT/88 - Fiscal limits
for Union expenditure for
the years 1974-79
379 Bolivia Final protocol PL
380 S.G. Proxy for Yemen (Aden) PL
381(Rev.) Senegal Final protocol PL
382 Argentina Final protocol PL
383 Argentina Final protocol PL
384 Guinea Final protocol PL
385 Guinea Draft Resolution - PL
Admission to the I.T.U. :
as Members with observer
status of liberation i
organizations recognized
by the United Nations !
386 C.9 B.17 PL
387 S.G. Memorandum by the Secretary- PL
General - Submission of an
exchange of telegrams with
H.E. Mr. Francisco Mendes,
Chairman of the Council of
Commissars, Guinea-Bissau
f
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388 Papua-New Proposed Additional Proto- PL
Guinea col to protect the rights
of Papua-New Guinea as an
associate Member of the
Union
389 Spain Final protocol PL
390 El Salvador Proxy PL
391(Rev.) Argentine Final protocol PL
Republic
392 Algeria Final protocol PL
393 United Proposed Additional Protocol PL
Nations to provide the possibility
for the United Nations to
apply the Convention
394 Peru Final protocol PL
395 Iran Final protocol PL
396 Byelorussia, Final protocol PL
Bulgaria, Cuba,
Hungarian
People's Rep.,
Mongolia,
People's Rep.
of Poland,
Ukraine,German
Dem. Rep.,
Roumania,
Czechoslovakia,
U.S.S.R.
Y397 Philippines Pinal protocol PL
I 398 Federal Repub- Final protocol PL
lic of Germany
399 PL Resolution - Preparation PL
of an annotated edition of
the Convention and General
Regulations
400 France Final protocol PL
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Lo1 Monaco Final protocol PL

Lo2 Austria, Luxem- Final protocol PL

’ bourg, Nether-

lands
403 Yugoslavia Final protocol PL
Lok Switzerland Final protocol PL
Liechtenstein

LOS(Rev.) c.k Lth and last Report of PL
Committee 4 to the Plenary
Meeting

Lo6 C.T Summary Record of the 18th C.T
Meeting of Conmittee 7

LoT C.T Summary Record of the 19th C.7
Meeting of Committee T

408 C.T Summary Record of the 20th C.T
Meeting of Committee T

409 Cc.7 Summary Record of the 2lst Cc.7
and last Meeting of
Committee T

410 Cc.6 Summary Record of the 15th C.6
Meeting of Committee 6

411 C.6 Summary Record of the 16th C.6
Meeting of Committee 6

e C.h Summary Record of the 1lth C.L
Meeting of Committee L

413 Israel Final protocol PL

L1k Denmark, Fin- Final Protocol PL

land, Iceland,
Norway, Sweden
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L1s United Nations Statement by the Observer PL
from the United Nations
L16 Italy Final protocol PL
|
417 Italy Final protocol PL
418 f United Kingdom Final protocol PL
419 _ United Kingdom Final protocol PL
420 - Draft Resolution - Request PL
! for admission of Guinea-
' Bissau as Member of the
: International Telecommunica-—|
{ tion Union
i |
21 ! Panama Final protocol PL
oo , Roumania Final protocol PL
ho3 i Chairman Final protocol PL
Lol Lebanon Final protocol PL
425 C.h4 Summary Record of the 12th c.h
Meeting of Committee L
h26 C.k Summary Record of the 13th c.b
Meeting of Committee L
ek C.h Summary Record of the 1lbhth C.h
Meeting of Committee L
L28 c.6 Summary Record of the 17th C.6
and last Meeting of
Committee 6
Loy c.8 Summary Record of the 13th c.8
Meeting of Committee 8
430 C.H Summary Record of the 1lhth c.8

Meeting of Committee 8
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431 cC. Summary Record of the 15th c.8
Meeting of Committee 8
32 C. Summary Record of the 16th c.8
Meeting of Committee 8
433 (Not used)
L3l C. Summary Record of the 17th c.8
and last Meeting of
Committee 8
435 cC. Summary Record of the Lth c.3
. and last Meeting of
| Committee 3
i
|
436 C. : Summary Record of the 15th Cc.u
Meeting of Committee k4
437 PL Minutes of the 17th PL
Plenary Meeting
438 PL Minutes of the 18th PL
Plenary Meeting
439 PL Minutes of the 19th PL
Plenary Meeting
L%0 PL Minutes of the 20th PL
Plenary Meeting
Ll PL Minutes of the 2lst PL
Plenary Meeting
L2 PL Minutes of the 22nd "PL
Plenary Meeting
443 PL Minutes of the 23rd PL
Plenary Meeting
LLL PL Minutes of the 2u4th PL
Plenary Meeting
Lhs5 PL Minutes of the 25th PL

Plenary Meeting
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Lu46 PL Minutes of the 26th PL
Plenary Meeting

LhT PL Minutes of the 2Tth PL
Plenary Meeting

LL8 PL Minutes of the 28th PL
Plenary Meeting

L49 Secretariat List of Documents -




