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~ International
Telecommunication Union - Document No. 501-~E
21 December 1952

PRENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE o f
Buenos Aires, 1952 | P.V. 17 (Part Two)

PLENARY ASSEMBLY

Minutes of the Seventeenth Meeting.

(Part Two)

Wednesday; 17 December at 10 a.m.

Chairmans Mr. M. A. Andrada (Argentine Republic)

Subjects discusseds

1. Eleventh and last report by the Chairman of Committee 5
(Document No. 458) (discussion concluded); :

2. First reading of texts submitted by the Bditorial
Committee (Blue sheets — 10th series, Document No. 479);

3. Article 3, paragraph 1 b) of fhe Conventions Proposal
No. 666 submitted by France (Document No. 14)3

4. Article on the United Nations Laissez—Passer in the
agreement between the United Nations and the International
Telecommunication Union (Document No. 463)3;

5 Fifst reading of texts submitted by the BEditorial
' Committee (Blue Sheets — 7th series, Document No. 467).
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Delegations present:

" People's Republic of Albaniaj Argentine Republic; Common—
wealth of Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bielorussian Soviet Socialist

"Republic; Brazil; People's Republic of Bulgariaj Kingdom of Cambodiaj

Canada; Ceylon; China; Republic of Koreaj Cubaj; Denmark; Dominican
Republic; Egypts United States of America; Ethiopia; France; Greece;
Haiti; Hungarian People's Republic; India; Irag; Ireland; Iceland;
Israel; Italy; Japan; Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; Laosj Lebanonj

~ Mexico; Monaco; Nicaragua; Norway; New Zealand; Paraguays; Netherlands,

Surinam, Netherlands Antilles, New Guineaj Peru; Philippines; People's
Republic of Poland; Portugals Federal German Republic; Federal People's
Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republics Roumanian
People's Republic; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

. Ireland; Sweden; Switzerland; Syriaj; Czechoslovakias Oversea

Territories of the French Republic and territories administered as
such; Portuguese Oversea Territories; Thailand; Turkey; Union of South
Africa and Territory of South-West Africa; Union of Soviet Socialist
Republicss Oriental Republic of Uruguays Venezuela; Viet-Nam; Yemen.

British East Africa (Associate Member).

ELEVENTH AND LAST REPORT BY THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE 5 (Document
No. 458) (Discussion concluded)

Section 4 (Page 3) and Annex 2 (Pages 7 and 8)

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics saids

 "As regards Annex 2 (the Draft Protocol), it should be noted
that the fiscal limits on I.T.U. expenditure for 1954 to 1958 (para-

- graph 1 of this same Draft Protocol) are entirely unacceptable, since
" they amount to some 6,000,000 Swiss francs - a figure fifty per cent

higher than the former fiscal limit on I.T.U. expenditure.

"We emphatically object to the establishment of such an
extraordinarily inflated budget. Such a budget appears in Annex 2,
since Committee 5, in preparing it, did not do its duty, and did
nothing to save I.T.U. money.

N
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"We likewise protest against paragraph 2, aliowing the fiscal
limit to-be raised. In naragraph 2 it is laid down that additionel
sums may be spenf over gnd above the limit. That, since a limit is
being set, is both‘illogi al ard inadmissible. The 1limit should not
be raised in the interval between two plenipoientiary conferences.

“The'Administ:atlve Council should not be entitled to increase
expenditure. It should, on the contrary, svsVematlcally endeavour to
reduce Union expernditure. That should be cleariy brought out in the
decisions of this Confererce. In this protocol we find no suvch
‘provisione. Hence we are = alinst Anncx 2 end shall vote agal..st its
adoption, " ' ‘

The Delegztec of the Rounenian Peopleis Revubiic said that his
Delegatlon would voOte agalrn si Annex 2, nince tvhe ceiling figures
contained therein wene cxcesslively high, repres enting an increcase of
Tifty per cent over the Allantic City c011+ngn In addltloﬁ, more than
thirty-three per cent of <lhe overzll budget was for expenses »elating
o the I.F.R.E., which had created seventy new posts, a step that was
not at all consictent with the duiies of the I.F.R.B. as defined in

7
e i
the Atiantic City Conenticn.

\

Put_te the vot by 2 show of hands, Annex 2 was approved by

~

47 votes to 9, with 2 abssentions.

The Delegate of Tzechoslovakia asked for it “to be recorded in
the minutes +that he had voted against the adoption of Annex 2.

, The Deiegate of the Peonie's Rewublic of Bulgaria had voted
against Annex 2 for the reuscns he had already explained in Committae 5.

Section 5 {Zage 2) emd Anunin 1o {Dueg

\ G enmian ) 2 e

ThevSecreéﬁgy General of the I.T.U. pointed out a small
administrative difficulty. Mic Admini girative Council had pr pared,
for 1851, first a budgeﬁ within the Avlantic City ceiling an:. then
cstimates for expenses o2-ove that ceiling. The Conference’ had
incorporated thoce estimatzs in the 1953 budget. Bills had already

ou

o

]
been sent to0 Memner ccuniries Tor the Ludget proper; i.e., within the
limits of the .;,000.000. Swiss franecs ceiling. It would thus be

(=]
w2
nscessary to sead them rmicre bills for the extrs expenditure. As the
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Plenipotentiary Conference had decided that requests for reclassifica-
tion submitted before 2 December would take, effect for the 1953 budget,
a complete review of the accounts was indispensable. Such a.review,
which would no doubt mean a refund for certain Members, would take a
fairly long time and it would very probably prove impossible to send
the new bills before the end of the first term of 1953. Under the
Atlantic City régime, interest was chargeable on sums owing as from

1l January 1953. It would, hOWever, be unjust to ask Members to pay
interest on sums owing for the additional estimates, which would be
brought to their knowledge fairly late. It would be all the more
unjust since, for about six months, it would probaﬁly not be necessary
to call on advances from the Swiss Government to meet ordinary
expenditure.

He therefore proposed that the sums appearing on the bllls to
be sent during the first term as a consequence of the incorporation of
the estimates in the new ordinary budget for 1953, should not bear
interest until 1 July 1953. :

The Delegate of Italy supported that suggestion.

The Delegate of Belgium asked whether the Belgian application
for a lower class, submitted on 5 December, had been taken into
“account in the calculation of the contributions for 1953. Committee 5
had decided that it was quite in order for Members to.submit applica—
tiong for a lower class up to the end of the Conference.

The Delegate of China wished 1t to be clearly understood
that Members had every right to ask for a lower class of contribution
throughout the duration of the Conference. That had been the decision
of Committee 5. Of course, the Plenary Assembly was fully entitled
_ to change that decision, but in calculating the bills, no distinction
- should be made between requests for a lower class received before
29 November and those recelved between that date and the end of the

..Conference.

S The Secretary-General of the I.T.U. said that such matters
~were outside his competence and did not affect the suggestion he had
made. He had merely been asking for guidance,; so that the Finance
Department of the General Secretariat would know what course to follow.
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, The Delegate of Sweden, Deputy Chairman of Committee 5y drew
attentlon to page 6 of Document No.. 416 (Summary Record of the 17th
meeting of Committee 5) where it _was stated that agreement ‘had been
reached that the accounts for 1953 should be prepared on the basis
of the declassificationsnotified up to 2 December 1952. '

The Delegate of China thanked the Delegate of Sweden and said
that he had waented to make it clear *that the principle of Article 14,
paragraph 5 of the Atlantic City Convention had been respected and
~that Members could submit requests for deClaSS‘flcat‘On throughout
the duration of the Plenlp'tenulary Conference. :

There were no further commcnts on the Secretary-General's
suggestion, which was approved.

Annex 3 was put‘j9~ﬁhe‘ygje_by;g;eggw of hands and wasg
approved by 52 votes to 10, with 1 abstention.

The Delegates of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
Czechoslovakia asked for it to be rescorded in the minutes that they had
voted against Annex 3.

The Dglegdte of the People's Republic of Poiand said that he
could not accept Document No. 458 as a whole and in particular had
voted against Annexes 2 and 3. ' o

The Delegafe of Belgium said:

"The Belgian Delegation has been obliged to vote against the
Draft Protocol, relative to the I.T.U. ordinary budget for 1953 because
it does not make allowance for its application for a lower class dated
5 December and sent to the Secrctary-Cencral of the Union in accordance
with the rights conferred by aArticle 14, para.5 of the Avlaniic City
Convention which is still in force." s ‘

The Delegate of the Deople's Republic of Albania said that
his Delegation would oppose .the adoption of Document No. 458 as a whole.

Subject to the above ctatements, the eleventh and last report'
" by the Chairman of Committec 5 (Document No. 458) Wae~222roved.
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FIRST READING. OF TEXTS SUBMITTED BY THE EDITORIQL COMMITTEE (B'uc Sbeets -
10th Series, Document No,- 479).

The Delegate of Egypt asked for it to'be made clear that the Re-

‘gional Conferences referred = to in Article 41 were not the same .as those
- mentioned under "Administrative Conferences“ in the new Arclclo 10.

Wi h thn above clarification; Document No, 419 was approved.

ARTICLE 3, PARAGRAPH L. b) OF THE CONVENTION: PROPOSAL 666 SUBMITTED
BY FRANCE (Dccuimment No. 14).

4t the request of the UNESCO Observer, the author of +the PTONC~—
sal, the Delegate of Irance, explained that, although Proposal 666 had
been rejected in Committee, he had no objection to resubmititing it for
examination by the Plenary Assembly. He felt that the proposed text was
a distinct improvement on the wording of the Atlantic City Couvention,
but, as the matter had been fully discussed in Committee, the wiscst
course Would be merely to put the proposal to the vode; in order i0 save
time, -

EbaDelegatés of the United States of America and Uruguay agreod
with the Delegate of France that the Proposal should inmediately be put
to the vote. =~ ’

.Thereupcn a long discussion arose in which +*he Delcgate of the
Union of Loview Socialist Republics saild

UThis matter has already been considered in Committee 3., . Hence
“he Bditorial Committec Gié r»ightly In leaving Article 3 unchanged.

"However. since %he Delegnte of France hus raised this matter
anew, I wish to point ou’ that Ariicle 3 clearly and unambiguously de-
fines the ajims of thc Union. The International Telecommunication Union
ig a technical Lody and its aims are correctly definecd in the Convention.
French Proposal 666 spealis about ‘an cxchange of ideas’.: The I.T.U. can
set itself no such aims, Our task is to ensure the exchange of telegrams
and telephone calls. We insist that the former text of Article 3 be kept."
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The Delegate of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic said :

"My Delegation considers that Article 3 should remain-pnchanged, as
it appears in .the Convention now in force. '

"The aims of the Union are set forth with exceedlng clarity in Ar-
~tlcle 3 of the Convention, and there is no need to change that lucid text,

‘ "French Proposal 666 makes the wording of this Article worse,and
entrusts to the Union tasks unsuitable for it.

. "Hence we. insist that Article 3 of the Convention be left unchan~-
ged."

. The Delegate of Czechoslovakia said that it was certainly not one
of the aims of the Union to concern itself with the substance of communica-
tions exchanged.

The Delegate of Argentina said that Proposal 666 was really based
on a UNESCO ipitiative - Circular letter No. CL/701 of . 17 November 1952 -
asking countrles to support various proposals, 1nclud1ng the revision of Ar—‘
ticle 3 of the Atlantic City Convention to take into account the "importance
of telecommunications for the free flow of information, which is one of the
main objectives of UNESCO". ‘

The Argentiné‘Delegation, however, considered that the UNESCO pro-
" posal had no "raison. d'étre" gince the existing text of Article 3 was in v
every way far better. It was, in particular, far less political. It was
‘broad enough to cover all the requlroments of the public, while the UNESCO
text was restrictive and speclflc. .

In the reasons given for the French proposal, it was stated that
the word "public" had too limited a meaning. That, however, was purely a.
drafting problem,  since any such restriction on its meaning existed only in
the French language. The Argentine Delegatmon did not consider that a suffi-
cient reason for altering the ex1st1ng texf

He. therefore emphatically suppofted\the'maintenance of +the status
quo . : R
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The Delegate of France could not see how the Union could avoid deal=-
ing with the exchange of ideas. Did not every telegram exchanged, every
telephone call passed, contain ideas? Was not broadcasting almost entirely a
matter of dissiminating ideas? He could see no reason for not saying so
- ¢learly in the Article diverted to the aims of the Union. He asked for a

vote to be taken.

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics éaid 3

"The aims of the I.T.U. were described, correctly and witl absolute
precision, ‘at Atlantic City. The wording therc used is clear and simple. It
is stated that all medialof telecommunication shall be accessible Yo the public.

"Hence we consider that nothing should be changed in Article 3,
and are in favour of keeping paragraph b) as it is,"

The UNESCQO Observer wished to clarify the attitude of UNESCO with
regard to certain proposals submitted to the Assembly. UNESCO was a special=-
ized agency like the I.T.U. and they should have aims in common., All UNESCO
had done was %o ask its Member States, which were also Members of the I.T. U.,
to give their support to certain provosals which would be presented to the

Conference wmﬁhm&ha ohject.o” atrengbhenwing the qommon aims of the two organi-

zations.

The Delegate of the Republlc of the Phlg 1ppings said. that Proras
666 had nothing to do with politics. Politics meant legislation and govern-
ervt in the interests of public order, with which the Unlon %ad no concern.

The Delegate of Egypt thought that the existing text of Artmple
was much more satlsfactory, since 1t was less restrictive. He was in favour

of the status quo.
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The status gquo was put to the vote by a show of hands and was main-—

tained by 34 votes to 24, with 4 abstentions.

Proposal 666 was thus rejected. .

ARTICLE ON THE UNITED NATIONS LABSEZ-PASSER IN THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
UNITED'NATIONS AND THE INTERNATIONMJTELECOMMUNICATION UNION (Document No.463).

Document No, 463, with the Annex. (Artlcle XIII of the hgreement
between the United Natlons and. the Internatlonal Telecommunication Unlon)
was aggroved w1thout comment.

'FIRST READING oF TEXTS SUBMITTED  BY THE EDITORIAL COMMITTEE (Blue Shects -

Tth- Serles, Document No. 467).

‘Page 2 - Resolution E Contrlbutlons queried on account of differences of

interpretation of the Atlantic City Resolution relating to the . Preparatlon

~ of the New Internatlonal Prequency Llst and subsequent Decisions of the
.Admlnlstrative Counc11. '

The Delegate ©of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics said :

"My Delegatlon con81ders the Resolution in Document No. 467y
relatlve to approval of Administrative Council Resolutlon 203, wrong and

f: unfounded. This Resolution refers to an Administrative Council decision

(Resolutlon 203), which runs counter to the Atlantic City Radio Conference
as regards the time limit set for P.F.B. activities. On 26 October 1949,

the Soviet Delegation in the P.F.B. announced that it would no longer take
part in the work of that body and that the Mlnlstry of Post and Telecommu-—

: nlcatlons 6f. the U.S.S.R, would not share in defraying expenses incurred
-by the P, F.B. after that date. :

"My Delegation now confirms that statement and w111 vote against
the Draft Resolutlon in Document No. 467."

Put to the vote by a show of hands the above resolutlon was

adopted by 48 votes 1o 9.
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Page 3 — Resolution : Contributions queried on account of differences of
interpretation of Paragraph 3 (1) of Article 14 of the Atlanti City Conventionm
relating to the participation of Members .and Associate Members in defraying
the expenses ‘of Conaerences and Meet ngs. .

The Delegate of the'Unionvof Soviet Socialist Republics said 3

"Wy Delegation confirms the statement made earlier by the U.S.S.R.
Telecommunication Administration, to the effect that it declined to share -
in paying for the Florence—Rapallo.Conference and for the T.P.C. after
15'0cfober 1949, and would not share in defraying expenses resulting from
the E.A.R.C. Resolution 10 (Geneva, 1951).

: ”Oﬁr'reaedns for this have been explained in Committee 5.

"My Delegation considers the Draft Resalution of Document No.467
wrong and unfounded and will vote agalnst this aaoptlon "

Put to the vote by a show of hands, the above Resolutlon was adogted '
by 52 votes 10 9. .

Pagee 4 - 5 -~ Resolution ¢ Contributions queried on account of differences

of interpretation of Paragraph 3 (2) of Article 14 of the Atlantic City

Conventlon relatlng to the participation of recognlzed Private Operating
Lgencies in defraying the expenses of Conferences and Meetings.

Ldopted by 48 votes to 1, with 8 abstentions.

Page 6 - Resolution s Contributions queried on account of differences of
interpretation of Article 15; Paragraph 5 of the Atlantic City Convention
relative to the Apportionment of Expenses 1ncurred by the use of Languages

in - Conference ~and Meetlngs.

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics said

"My Delegation is of opinion that the Draft Resolution on apportion—
ment of expenses incurred for the languages used in conferences is wrong
and runs Pounter to Article 15, paragraph 5, of the Convention. :
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"My Dclcgation confirms the statement made earlier by the Telo-
communlcatlon Administration of the U.S.S.R., relative to its willingness
to pay iny for thc usc of French and Russian at the E.A.R.C. (Conova,19)1)
and to its rofusal to pay for the use of other 1anguagés.

"In Committee 5 we have also<exp1ainod our réasons.v‘Hence my -
Delegation will vote against this Draft Resolution.”

Put to the votc by a show of hands, thc above resolution was
adopted by 42 votes_to 11, with 4 abstentions..

Pagc 8~ Resolution: Contributions payablc to the Administration of the
- Net hcrlan.dn as a result of the abandonment of The Havuc as scat of the
Bxtraordinary Rad;o Conforence 1950. :

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Reopublics said:

: "¢ do not deny the Union's dcbt'to the Dutch Adminﬁstratioh,
but Administrativce Council Resolution No. 215 runs counter to Article 14
of the Convention.

. "My Delegation confirms the statcoment mado carlicx by the
Ministry of Poste and Telccommunications of the U.S.S.R. in conncection
with its rofusal to sharc in the expenses incurred in preparation of the
Extraordlnary Conference in The Haguc, in so0 far as the Administration
of the U.S.S.R. did not agrec to takc part in that Conferonce. but, on
.the contrary, was agalnst it being convenod.

- "W shall votc against the Draft Resolution submitted on this
mattor." ’ ‘

- Put_to- the votc by a show of hands, the above Resolution was
adopted by 45 vetcs to 8, with 5 abstontions.

.Pagc 10 - Resolution: Salarics, Cost-of-Living Allowancos and Expatration -

Allowances.
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Tho Dolcgatc of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northcrn
Ircland said:

“In Committooc 5 my Dclegation rescrved its right to rovort to
the question of the Scorctary-General's salary. As the heoad of an
important organ, wc focl that he should rccecive a salary slightly higher
than that of the upper senior officials. The diffcrcence would be a voery
small sum, but it would qufficc to indicatc his position in the
administrative ficld without cntitling him to cxcrcise control in tho
tcchnical ficlds. We proposc that he be given a salary of 93,000 Swiss
francs per annum."

The Unitcd Kingdom proposal wag ‘supportcd by the Declcgatos of
the Unitcd Statos of Amcrica, Italy and Argcentina.

Put to tho votc by a show of hands, the pronosal was approved
by 23 votes to 13, with 14 abstontions.

Mr. Valcnsi, Dircctor of the c.C.I.F., asked whother the
docision which had just been token implied the creation of a ncw claco,
or an incrcase in Class A salariocs.

The Delcgatc of the Unitgﬁ;giggygmjgljggyngzitain and Northorn
Ir?land cxplained that his proposal rcferrecd to tho Socrotary-Gonoeral
only. It mcant granting him a slightly higher salary in rccognition of

his spocial position.

Mr. Valcnsi askcd for that cxplanation to be rccorded in the
minutes, namely, that the Secrctary- General and the Diroctora of the
¢.C.I.s wero all in Class A, but that the Sccretary-General would reccivoe
a higher salary than tho other Class A officials.

Tho Delcrate of Argentina said that, sincc tho Sccrotary-Genoral
was at the Head of tho hiocrarchy, hc should be placed in a special class.
Ho proposcd that the words "Scerctary-General" bc placcd at the head of
the salary table in the rogolution under discussion, above Class A, tho

rost of thc table to rcmain unchangod.

The Chairman having pointod out that the intontion of thc
United Kingdom proposal was meroly to grant the Scerctary-Goneral a
slightly higher salary, the Dologate of Argontina askod tho Dolcgato of
the United Kingdom if hc had any objocctions to thc Argontino proposal.
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Tho Delcegate of the United Kingdom of Gxoat Britain and Northern
Ircland: "o, Sir, I havc no objcction." :

The Delogate of Czochoslovakia said that there had bec long
discussions in Committcc 3 on the rcsvonsibilitics of the Dircectors of
the C.C.I.s. Proposals had bocn put forward to placc them undor the
jurisdiction of the SﬂcrotarJ—Gonoral end 2ll thosc proposals had bocn
rcjocted. The croation of 'a now class for tho Scceretary-General would
mean a reversal of that dcecision. The Delegation of Czechoslovakia was
strongly opposcd to such proccdurc. '

In rcply to the Delegatc of the United Statcs of Amcrica, tho
Sccretary-General coxplained that the words "salaries properly so callced"

in waragraph 1 a) of the Resolution moant n,t salaries,  cxcluding allow--

- ancces.

The Resolution on salarics, cost-of-living allowanGos and
oxpatriation allowances, togother with the Argontine amcndmen’, was put
to. tho vote by a show of hands and was adopted by 32 votos to 1, with
‘15 abstentions. - .

Pagc 12 — Resolution: Study of thd'Salarics of Union Staff.

The Dolcgato of the Union of Soviet Sceialist Ropublics saids

- "In tho Draft Resolution we arc now _considering, thorc is a
statcmont to the cifeet thas tho basic salary scalos adopted by the
Confercnce muy be reviscd. .

"This scalog we consider, should neoithor be rovisod nc. changed
botweon two Plenipotenrtiary Confoercnces. This we fecl bocausc a limit
on Union cxpcnditurc will be adopted at this Conforcnce. The introduct-
ion of a-limit on ordinary cxpcnditurc makcs for stability and gives
Members of the Union a clecar ideca of their sharc in rucpvndlturc. This
llnlt must in no circumstances bc raiscod.

"Hence we arc vmbhatlcally agalngt the Rcsolutlon and Wlll voto
agalnst its adoption.” :
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The Dolcgauc of F“ancc was ﬂom$what uncasy akout tho Resolution.
Paragranh 1 under cons 1d cring gave the .dmini’t'a'ch Council a mecst
ungrateful task. I+ implied the pose ibility of to tally rovising tho
_basic salary scalos uﬂd the nccessity for making a unurongh study of
tht functions of Union officials, It was truc that there wore coriuain
highly oual;flod CfflC¢a;o9 chicfly in Classc and 2, who were in
somewhat- straitencd circumstances under. the presont scale, The Ceuncil.
could and should ao somcthing for them. Bus the Resolution wond mach
- further than that. It gave all Members-of tho stalf a icopholc t“:ough
which to press any kind of claim, which tqcy Wou“d doubtless not fail
to do, much to thec discomfiturc of tho Admindislrative Council. Ho found
the Rosolutlon d'stu:bing¢ nos. wo say dangorous. ‘

Ihe Sou”“*zam:f.@ys?:g}; of the I.7.U. shon spokc as follov:

"I am going %o fake up a littlc of the frrlirence's time.
The Rosolution you arc cxamining wilil bc oa sovcro‘dlsapynthmeno to the
staff. It was howing for better fhings. because the investigations that
the Council had had mads, the comperiest of dhe UN. and D0U. sealen,
" had given tho staff great hopes. Tacy had argued that sincc the I.T.U.
‘was the only spocializod agency in Geneva with a difforent salary scale
from the Unitcdeatioﬁs, tho Buonos Airos Conforcnce would not fail to
remove that anomaly. NWow what is to havpon? We shall go back to Concva
“and, instoed of thc aligament wo oxpocted, -we shall valko back ncthing
but a Resolution which, on closc analysis, mcans that nothing will be
done until the next Plonipotentiary Cunforonoua‘ If we have to waitd
until the majority of the Meibors of the Uanion have docided to adopt a
salary scalc proparcd oy the Counciuy, wnich will certainly not tackloe
the quostion in 1953, noxr cven tcrhaps in 2954, tho next Plenipotentiary
Confereonce will undoubtedly be facod with the samc position as this cne.

T have oxaminod tho sct of advantages you have granted %o gsaff. I
~>u look closcly at this set. of advantages, you wil: sce that thoy ere
‘of vory little intorest to tho great majority of Union officials. Let

us look at thom one by onc: childron's oducation allowances: theso »
conccrnod only 1nternatlona11v T'ccru11'<m OleCLulS, that is the h-ghqg+
- paid; 1murovomcnt in uhO position of Class ‘B: this affc %8 throce
 emp1oybos, rocla51xleatlon, thls aFfootg perhuns half =z dozon porsone.
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"Thus somecthing will have been done for very fow people, com-
paratively much mongy will have been spent. The staff will have becen
bitterly disappointed, morco incquality will havo beon created between
locally recruited and internationally recruited staff,; the latter al-
ready enjoying spcecial advantages such as home lcave, which are by no -
means negligible, in.short, you will havc widoned a broach which is
-already crecating a degrec of awkwardnoss which is not in the interests
of good administration and I should not like my successor to have to
face the difficulties I have cncountercd during my threoe ycars at the
head of the Union.

"If, gentlemen, you really doesired to do something, I feel
that it would have been wiscer to carry out onc of the tasks which the )
Convention gives to the Plenipotentiary Confercnce, namely, to cstablish
a new salary scale. In Committec 5 I proposed a new scale which was
very little differcnt from the old onc. The mly differencc was that
I addéd two extra steps to cach grade, in other words, I slightly ox-
tended cach official's grading. This would have cenabled officials in
all classes up to Class D inclusive, to havc something tangible at some
time in thoir carrier. By increasing tho number of steps, it also
avoided the capital defects of the system in force at present, which
leads the Sccretary-Generalto.ask the Council - I will not say every
yoar; but from time to time - for higher ranking posts for officials
who have reached the top step of their grade andywho'are, in spitc of
everything, entitlcd to promotion. That right is so obvious that the
Administrative Council has never rcfused posts roquoétod in this way
and cven, against my advice, at its last scssion, granted a highor
grade post to onc of the organs, mercly bccause the official's namo
.was on the promotion list.

"You could adopt the scalc I proposed to Committec 5. It is
not expensive, it would cost 70,000 Swiss francs for 1953, 113,000
Swiss francs for 1954, 156,000 Swiss francs for 1955, 197,000 Swiss
francs for 1956, and 240,000 Swiss francs for 1957. And to do this,
' you-Would not neced to alter the fiscal limit. Why should you? Because
- the money requircd could be taken during the first fow ycars, first of
all from what I might call this sprinkling'of-advantages you have grantoed,
which is such a thin sprinkling that no one will benefit by it, and also
partly from the payments you provided for the rehabilitation of the-
Provident Fund. This roéhabilitation could be effected at the rate of
50,000 instead of IO0,000'Swisé.francs a year. It should not be
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forgotten, that the cnormous sum requircd to rchabilitatc the Provident
Fund is largely duc to the fact that the Administrative Council had-
affiliated two very high ranking officials to this Fund,-so that the
lower ranking personncl may be regafded as having paid for such opcration.
I rcalizec that Committee 5 asks me why I had not presented my proposal
-to the Working Group. The fact,of the matter is that I began by making
a proposal which thc Chairman of the Group did not accept for the simple
reason that he himsclf had prvparod anothor +o which I subscquently
agrecd. You know what happoned to it - it was rejocted by the Group.

“As, unfortunatcly,l waswmable to attend .the last two mecetings of the
Group, because I was called into another Committoc, I only got to know
its final decisions just before the mecting of Committee 5. It was then
that I evolved a scale which was not more cxpensive than thz sums pro-
_vided by tho,Gfoup,‘which brought our staff ncarer the Unit.d Nations!
~lovel and which also avoided the defects of the present scalo, includ=
ing the drive towarde nigher grode vposts, shich B&A been rightly cri-
ticized. Why then, instead of this Resolution which, I think, satisfios
" nobody and which was certainly not adoptcd lightheartedly by Committco 5,
should you not make¢ another and say that from Class D downwards, tho
Administrative Council will have the choice between this scalo and that
which appcars in the Drafi Rusolution.. The ‘Council could apply it aftoer
a thorough study of thc budget, having noted that it is possiblc to adopt
it whilc romaining within the fiscal limit, Thus the staff would feel
that somothlng had bcen-done for them, that thoy wore no longor so far
~away from the United Nations' staff and that thuy were not morely bulng
fed on 1ong—t ;TS promlsoo

"I-apologizo for having spoken oncc more at the end of this
Confercnce, but I hope that my intervention will not come too lato.
In any casa, there is'a'precodbnt At Atlantic City scales were drawn
up at the very last moment but they have not proved to0o 1nadoquate,
since they have satisfied the staff for nﬁarly five’ years.

'"I should bo only.tOO happy if ono’pf you could sec his way
to adopt my suggestion as a proposal."

)

The Dolegate of the United States of America Sald that thé
‘statements by the Dslegats of Francu and the Socretary—ngoral wore
worth coxamination. If the SOQrctary-Gvnoral could prepare . Ppapor

: showing'fho financial incidonces of the new scale, it migo® be possible
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" to0 cxaminc it at the next meoting. Tt was rather a pity. that iho
Plenary Assembly had spent so much timc on matters extrancous to its
real.purposo, while relegating decision of such importance to onc of
the last mecetings of the Conferenco. ‘

The Delegate of France was sorry that he had spolen.  The

Sucretary-General was, so to speeak, dict2ting his last will and tosta-
“ment. He was dofonding his staff. That was all to his honour; tho

head of an imporiani establishment, beforce leaving, sheuld think of

his staff. That was a leudable attitude, but She arguneats he hed

adduced werc not convincing. Incoced, he now hed made the Delogate

of France quito fond of the Resolution which previously ho nad guestioned.

Par from follrwineg th» Tt;rﬁtér;~ccnerals he would votc for whe Resolution

exactly as it stood. v ' '

I% sceomed to have bewen forgotion that soime days prcviously
a number of countrics had slid Irom the top of +he scale o the middle,
"and. from the middle to the bottom. That was a,nfoof that the Unlon
‘could afford nothing for the wmomeni.

“Alignment of salaries with the United Nations was a vory fine
dream, but its passing should not be deplored. In actual fact, no
assimilation was possibloe. e weuld not insist on the reasons, but
would merely point out that the Union had thoe enormous advantage of a
long past. which was a gueranice for the futurc. Of course, he hoped
that the United Na+tions would have an egqually long 1ifc but for the
moment it could not be guaranteed. An official of the Union could be
assured of his Ffuture and that was a supremce guarantco.

Mr. Valensi, Diractor of the C.C.I.7., sald +hat he was
speaking as Chairman of the Finance Control Commitieo. The staff
would be very appreciative of +two things which the Confercnce had
done, firstly, the draftiang of a2 Rosgolutiown on fcclﬁsqification of
posts, which would climinate certain anomalies and, seccendly, tho
granting of & crcdit - pcrhaps the maximom crodit possible in tho
present state of the firances of the various couvnsrics - 1o the
Administretive Council, which would coxtainly tuvn i% 4o the bost
possible usc. A salary scale was nothing more than a freme and he
was sure that the staff would be grateful if that frame were to con-
tain a genuine portrait viieh correspended to mand rasnonsibilitics,
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The Rcsélution on. the Study of the Sglarios of tho Union
Staff was put to the votc by a show. of hands and was approvoed by 29
votes to 9, with 16 abstentions.

Page 13 - Resolution: Children's Education Allowunco;

- Approved without commont,

‘Pages 14 and 15 ~ Resolution: Provident Fund and Pension Fund.

Approved without comment:

Page 16 ~ Rcoccommondation: on Rceruitment of Union Staff,

Approved without commont.

The mecting roée at 8:20 p.m. *

RaEEortéur: Secrotary-Genoral: Chairman:

H. Heaton L. Mulatior . M.A. Andrada
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Present:

Afghanistan; People's Republic of Albaniaj; Argentinaj; Australiag
Austrias Belgium; Bielorussian S.S.R.; Brazilj People's Republic of’
Bulgaria; Cambodiaj; Canada; Ceylon, China; Vatican City; Colorm®d’ .aj Kbrea,
Costa Rica; Cubaj; Denmark; El Salvador, Spain; United States of Amerlca, '
Ethlopla; Frances Greeces. Wunger"an Peopla's Republlc, Republic of Indiaj
Irad; Ireland; Iceland; Isvael; Italy; Japan; Jordan; Laosj Lebanonj
Mexlco, Monaco; Norway; New~Zealand; Pakistan; Paraguays; Netherlands,
Surinam, Dutch Antllles, New Gulnea, Peru; People s Republic of Polandg
Portugal; French Protectonates of Morocco and Tunisiaj Federal German
Republic; Federal People's Republic of Yugoslnv‘m, Ukrainian S.S.R.;
Roumanian People s Republic; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland; Sweden, Switzerland; Czechoslovakiaj United States Territories;
Overseas France, Portuguese Overseas Territories; Thailandj; Turkey;
South Africa and Territory of South West Africaj; U.S. S.R..; Eastern ,
Republic of Uruguays- United States of Venezuelaj- ‘Viet-Namy Spanish Morocco .
and totallty of Spanish Possesslons, Brltlsh Bast Africa (an Associate

' Member)

EXAMINATION OF TEXTS SUBMITTED FOR FIRST READING BY THE EDITORIAT: COMMITTEE-
8th and 9th series - (blue sheets, Documents Nos. 468 and 478)

The Assembly turned to the 8th series (Doeumenu No.468)“of

toxts submitted for a first reading by the Editorial Committee.

‘Annex to the. Convention (Pi-n-2)

o fn 3.
Anpex 1 bie [Tase 6)
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The Delegate of Argentina made”the followingfstatements'
"In Annex 1, which we are about-to examine, the fellrving
countries have not .been 1nc1uded Iren, Panama, Uruguay, and Yemen.
Those countries were excluded from the list by the 1"d).torlal Commlttee,

.in accordance with 1nstruct10ns issued by Committeec 3. The reason for
- this omission is as follows: those countries, undoubtedly for fortultous
'reasons,vhave not complled with all the condltlons stipulated by the ‘
’ Convention in order to be considered as hmnmers of the Union.

; "However; observing that.Articlé 16 of the Convention specifies
no term for ratification; and that in addition these countries have
several times expregsed a desire to. become Members of the I.T.U. WhlGh
is proved by the presence of . three of them among us, the Delugatlon of"
Argentina, drawing its 1nsp1rat10n from the pr1n01ples of collaboration
to which our Convention refers, and taking Atlantic City as a precedent,
takes the liberty of proposing to the Plenary Assembly that it should
decide to include these four countrles in Annex 1 to the Convention,
being of the conviction that this step will reinforce. the 1nternat10nal

‘ character of the Unlon whlch we have so much at heart.

The Delegate of gyEt ‘was of the opinion that the names of
the countrles in qucstlon should be 1ncluded 1n Annex 1, but for other

: rea.sons .

Commlttee 3 had asked the Editorial Committec to include in
Annex 1 the names of countries wiich had signed and ratified the
Atlantic’ Clty Convention, but its intention was certalnly not o0 delete

from that list the names of countries alrcady shown on the list approved

at ‘Atlantic Clty » Furthermore in the Convention that had beon drafted

" in Buenos Aires, it was nowhere gpecified that if a country did not:

ratify the Convention it should be deletecd from the list. Perhaps a
note could be added, but the names of the countries under discussion

: shOuld.continue to appear in the Annex.

. The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland asked that the name of Libya bo included in Annex 1.

It was a rclatlvoly short time since that cnuntry had been acepeted by

a majority of two-thirds of the Members, and since that date there
had not been time to accede to_the Atlanic City anventlon.’If the name

-~
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of Libya were not included it was possible that in accordance with
Article 1, paragraph 23 sub-paragraph 2 of the Convention, that country
would be obliged to submit a new request for admission and the Socretary-
General would be called upon to consult Members again as if a new request
were being con51dered. '

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:

“Now that we are examining Annex 1, the Delegation of the
Soviet Union submits for consideration the proposal of the U{S.S.R.
issued as Document No.324. ‘

"We propose that instead of the name 'China', the name 'The
People's Republic of China' be shown in Annex 1. That should be done
observing that the People's Republic of China.has been constituted since
1 October 1949. The name of that country must therefore be correctly
indicated in Annex 1." : ' |

The Delegate of Uruguax made the following statements

"The Delegation of Uruguay thanks the Argentine Delegation
for its generous proposal.

"Uruguay however did not wish to achieve by concession what
it was entitled to by right.

"In fact, Uruguay, a country included in Annex 1 to the
Atlantic City Convention, and which had taken part in the discussions
and voting at this Conference a% Buenos Aires, hau been excluded from

‘the list of countries which acquire, by signing and ratifying this

Convention, the status of Members of the Union.

Ty cannot be alleged that the reason for excluding Uruguay
from thls list was:a failure to ratify the Atlantic City Convention.
We are not aware of any regulation which.allows only countries which

‘have ratified that Convention to be mentioned in the Annex.

oy
3.

MFurthermore, legal opinion is on our side: it.is easy to

“think of many countries which did not ratify the Cairo Convention but
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whiéh were included in'Annex 1l to the Atlantic City Conwenticm. Their

“inclusion was logical since the countries concerned had taken part

in the Conference and signed the Convontion.'

"I ask this questlonc What is the mOt1Vu by virtuc of whlch
the procedure rullng at Atlantic City has been modifiecd ?

"The exclusion .of Uruguay has taken us completely by surprisc.
It occurred suddemly, without any explanation being given. -

"After what we have just stated, we ask the Chairman, in

“order to dissipate our doubts, that answers be given to the'followiﬁg

guestions:

"a) what is the legal or juridicial justification, or

. lacking these, the arguments. of fact, which have. been
used to justify the exclusion of Uruguay from ~the . llst
of countries in Annex 1 ?

"p) what will be the position of Uruguay after having signed
: and subs.quently ratified the Buenos Aires Convcntioh,
in accordance with Article 16 ? Article 49 of ihe
Convention stipulatecs that the Convention will apply to
all those countries which ratify it. If Uruguay does so,
in what capacity will she undertake its obligations-° As
a Member ? As an Associate MpmbCi ? In conformlty with
Article 1, completed as it is by Annex 1, neither .ere nor
the other would be possible. We arc of the op;n;on that
if the doors of- the Union are closed upon us we¢ shali not
~be held to - the undertakings of the Conventionw and our .
country will not consider 1tse1f bound by ahy obllgaﬁqons-
arising therefromn.

"Consequently, Mr. Chairman, we ask that answors be given
to the questions we have raised."

The Chalrman recalled that Commlttoe 3 had given the followimg
directive concerning item 2 of Document No.405 "that the Annex mentioned
herein mist be a-.uied to include. a list of all the countries which, at

. 20 December 1952, had either signed and ratificd the. Atlantic City

Convention or had acceded theroto." The Spanish text however did not
clearly transmlt those d1rect1v°s and perhaps the difficulties arose
from that fact '
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The Delegate of Uruguay said that he had, in effect, based his
remarks on the Spanish text. He nevertheless considered that he had the
right to ask the questions he had just enumerated whatever had been the

. directives given by the Committee.

The Delegate of France, Chairman of the Editorial Comuittee,
said that he was above all anxious to settle the guestiun quickly and
in a practical manner, ‘ ‘

» Ac¢ording to him, Annex 1 should include not only the names of
the countries at present listed but also those of the four countries
that had been omitted.. Those countries would sign the Convention in
conformity with Article 1, as their credentials were in order. They
would then have, according.to Article 17,. two years in which to ratify -

~ tke Convention after its entry into force.

The Delegate of the Hungarian Pﬁople‘s Republic asked that Annex 1
should quote the correct name of his vountry, namely "The Hungarian
People's Republic" (and not the People's Republic of Hungary).

The Delegate of the United States of America said that the
Atlantic City-Confefence had decided tkhat all the countries shown in
Annex 1 whichlsign and ratify the Convention might ﬁqcome Members of
the Union., There seemed to be some misunderstanding. The list given in
Annex 1 to Document No. 468 was not a list of Mewmbers of the Union, but
a list of the countries which could become Members after signing,
ratifying or acceding to the said Convention. Under these conditions

 there could be no doubt that the four countrios in guostion should be

included in the 1ist.'

' In addition the name of Libya should be added as the Conference

"had acknowledged that Libya could sign and ratify the Convention.

The Delegate of Irag was of the opinion that the exclusion of
the four countries in question constituted a moral sanction since they
were previously Members. But sanctions could not be adopted without a
decision being,reachéd on the matter or by the simple fact of not ratifying

the Convention.

Furthermore, if those countries were excluded from Annex 1, it
would be necessary to amend Article 1 of the Convention. If
sub-paragraph a) of paragraph 2, Article 1, did not apply to them, it
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_was ev1dent that sub—pdrugraph b) gimilarly did not apply, as thesc

countries wero. proviouslly Members of the Union.

Flnally the speaker agkgd that the four countries in quostlon
be mentioned in Annex 1 and that stcps be ‘taken to invite them to- ‘comply
with all the formalitics of ratifying the Convention,

The’Ddlogate of Czochoslovakia mede the following statcments

"Annex 1 includes a list of names of countries - I stress

- "of countries". The groat country situated in Bastern Asia, the country

inhabited by the grcat Chinese people, .is called "The People's Republic
of China". - This is the correct namc oﬂ'thatcountry and it should bc
shown in Annex 1",

' The Delogatc of India asked that his country bhould be cited in
the Annex in the following manners '"India (Rgpubllc of).'

: The Delegates of Pakistén,vltaly and Lebanon supportod the
proposal. to include Iran, Panama, Uruguay and Libya in the list shown
in Annex 1. ' o ' \ ‘

\

Thig was agrocd,

A voto was taken by a raise of hands.

The proposal of the U.S.S,R. to iuclude China in Annex 1 under -
the name ''Thé People's Ropuollc ‘of Chlna" was rojocted by 37 votes T

10 with 7 abstentions.

The Dolegato'of Czochoslovakia made the following stétemdnt#

"Tho Delegation of Czechoslovakia is of the opinion that it was
not fair to vote on the proposal of the Delogation of U.3.8.R, on-
visaging the correct..name of "The Pcople's Republic pf';nina“ being .
indicated in-Annex 1. - The matter under discussion is the corrcect name

of a country. It is a name upon which onec canmnot voto. It has only to

be  indicated. There is only one China, namely, "The Poople's Bépublic

" of China".
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Tho Delegate of the U, S.S.R, made the following statoments
MThe Delogation of tho UsS.8.R. is of the opinion that the
decision reached .by the Confcrence is incorrcct. It is incorrect bocause_

only onc China exlsts, namely, the Chlneso Republic,

‘ "Thls fact is un1VLrsa11y known, and consequently the name of
that country must be. corroctly shown 1n Annex 1.

"The Conference has no reason for diverging from ordinary
procedurc which is to call a country by its real namo.

""Wo 1n51st that The People's Republic of China should ‘be shown
in Anncx 1,

"At the same time the Dologatlon of tho Sov1ot Unlon is of the
oplnlon that it is necessary to. statc°

‘“In_tho.draft Annox 1 is contained a list of countries. to

which it is onvisaged that tho right to sign the Convontion will be
~granted.’

"My Delegation is categorically opposod to that right boing
granted to tho crcatures of tho Kuomingtang illegally presént at this
Conforcnce,. for they do not represent China in reality and cannot act
in her name.. " o :

"The right to sign the Convention can only be granted to tho

‘logitimatovroprosontativos-of China, némoly the representatives nominated

by Central Pcople's Government of the Poople's Republie of China.

"My Dolegation is opposed to tho Viet-Nam of Bao-Dai and
South Korea being included among tho Mombors of the I,T.U, bocause
their'govornmonts-are puppet governments which do_not‘roprgsent SOVBroign
statos. We are opposed to the right to sign the Convention boing grantod

to tho creatures of Bao-Dai and to tho ereatures of'Syngman Rh.o, as
-_they do not reprcsent Viet-Nam or Korca; we insist that the so-called

"Statc of Vict-Nam" and so—called "Repuplic of Koroa" be excludod from
Annox 1.
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“"Thc Gorman Domocratio Republic, which accoeded to thc Convcntlon
in acoordancc with the procedurec laid down in the additional protocolj"’ is

“a Mcembor of thc I T.U. and conscquontly must be 1ncludod in the List of"

Countrlos shovm 1n Anncx 1.

"Obscrv1ng that the German Domocgatic Republic was not invited
to the Plenipotentiary Confcronco, and obsorving that she was not included
in Anncx 1, Western Germany cannot bo a Member of the I.T.U. Wo arc
opposcd to Western Germany being given the status of Momber and we 1n31st

that she™ should be cxcludod from Annex 1.

‘"Thc rcprqscntativcs of the Bonn,Authoritids do not and cannot
represont the whole of Germany and obscrving that the ropresentatives of

" the German Democratic Republic havo not been invited to the Plenipotont-
iary Conforence, the Dartlclpatlon of thc reoprescntatives of Bonn at the

fv’Plcnlpotcntlary Conforence is 1llcgal and the rlght to sign the Con-

3.

35.

vontlon cannot be grantod to thom.

"For the forcgoing rcasons wc shall votc agalnst the approval

"of Anncx 1."

Tho Dclcgato of tho Pcople's Ropublic of Bulgaria mado the
follow1ng statcment

"My Delegation is .of the opinion that the decision roached by

vthe Plenary Asscmbly is'unjust»obsorving that thc rcal namc of China is
'The Peoplc's Ropublic of China'.,

"“Our Dclegation associates itself closoly with the statcmont
madc by thc Delegation of the Soviet Union concerning theo signing of tho

.Bucnos Aires Convention. The represontatives of the Kuomintang, Bao-Dal's

Vlot—Nam, South Koroa, and Western Gormany havo no rlght to sign thls

“Convention.

Our Dolegation will vcfo against Annox 1",

Annox 1 was approved in toto.

:‘.Tho Delcegate of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic:

"My Dolcgation docs not approve the decision taken by this
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ASscmbly in rojeeting the Soviet proposal to include in Anncex 1 the
cxact name of a country, i.c., the Pcople's Republic of China.

"The Peonle's Royublic of China was crcated on 1 October 1949,
and the Pleninctentiary Confcecrence must bear this fact in mind and
corrcct thc name of the country in the Convention.

"¢ arc against the Xuomintang represontatives being cntitloed
to sign thec Convention, for the only lcgitimatc represontatives of China
arc thc represcntatives of the Central Pcople's Government of the

" Pcople's Republic of China. We arc also against inclusion, in Annox‘l,

of -the so-called Republic of Korca and the so-called Statc of Viet-Nam.

"The represcentatives of Syngman Rhee and Bao~Dai horc presont
do not in rcality represont Korca and Viet-Nam, and arc not, theroforc,
entitled to sign the Convention. '

"Weo arec also against the right to sign tho Convention . ing
accorded to thc ropresentatives of the Bonn authoritics. Thoso,fopfoscnt-
atives do not,'bf coursc represent the whole of Gormany and arc not
entitled to sign the Convontion on its behalf. Honce we shall voto

against adoption of Anncx 1."

The Dolegate of the Pooplcﬁgrﬁopublig_gfﬂPolandé

"My Ddlcgation entirely associatcs itsclf with the statoment

‘mad. by tho Delogatc of the Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, on the

question of participation in this Confercncc by roeprescentatives of the

‘Kuomintang, South Korca, Beo-Dai Viot-Nam, and of tho so-called Fedoral

Gorman Republic, and on the quostion of whother they should be cntitlod
to sign the Final Acts.

"As fogardé China, thce corrcct namec cf that country: 'the
Pcople‘s'chubiic of China' should bc insorted in the list of countrics,
This mattoer cannot be put to the vote. If thore arc any doubts, the
procedure should be, not to have a voic, but for the Sccretary-General

s
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to consult. the real Government of the Pcople's Ropublig*bf China."

o .Tho‘Dologatd of the Biclorussian Soviot'Socialist Republic:

"My Declogation fully supports the statcment madc by thce Delegate

‘of the Union of Sovict Socialist Ropublics on the ncod to call China by

its corrcct namc, namcly, tthe Pcooplo's Republic of China',; and on the
illegality of allowing thc Kuomintang roprosentatives here present to
sign the Convention.

"It is, we fecl, incorrcct to includc in Anncx 1 the so-called
Republic of Korca and the Statc of Vict-Nam, for the minions of Syngman
Rhoc and Bao-Dai roprcsont ncither Korca not Viot-Nam, and cannot, therc-
fore, sign the Convention on their behalf. :

"Nor can the Bonn authorities, which do not rcprosont the wholc
of Germany, act on its bchalf,

"Hence my Dclogation will vote against approval of Anncx l.W 
The Delqgato of the.Hungarian Pcople's Republic was in whole-

hearted agrecment with the Dologatc of thc Soviet Union. The decision
just taken was unjust and his Dclegation would votc against it..

The Dolcgate of the Roumanian Pooplo's Ropublic:

"The docision taken by this Assembly on U.S.S.R. Proposal No.324
is, in thc view of my Delegation, unjust. '

UIt is a universally rccognizod fact that on 1 October 1349 the
Pcople's Ropublic of China was sot up. Hence the official donomination

of China is: 'the Pcoplo's Republic of China'.

"Sincc, in Annecx 1, the official namos of countrics have to



41.

42.

-12 -
(502-11)

appecar, it is cntircly logical and just that in this Annex the official
designation of the Pcoplo's Republic of China he shown.

"My Dclcgation is in wholchecarted agrecment with the views
cxpresscd by the Delegatce of the Soviet Union in comncction with
signaturc of thc Convention by Kuomintang China, Bao-Dai Vict-Nam, so-
called South Korea, and Western Gormany.

"Hence my Delegation will votc against Annex 1."

‘The Delegate of the Pcople's Republic of Albanig asked that it
be rccorded in the minutes that his Delegetion lent the most wholchcarted
support to tho statoment made by the Dclegate of the Soviet Union, for
the roasons given by the previous speakers. He would voto against Annex. 1.

The Dclegato of Chinas

"My Declegation dcplores the fact that at the cleventh hour wo
should be losing our timc on so absurd a proposal as that by the U.8.5.1.
(Ne. 324).

"In oxrder that thero may bc no gap in the filcs of this Confcor-
cnce, I wish to makc the following statcments

"The Dolegation of the Ropublic of China in tho Intcrnational
Telécommunication Union is the only legltimate representative of China,
and has been rccognized as -such by this Confercenceo.

"Hence any statement by Mcembors of the Union casting doubt on
the position of the Republic of China as defined above, is illegal, null
and void. Vis-a-vis Mcmbers of thc Union the Republic of China must
resorve the right to undertake noneof the responsibilitics resulting
from thce Convention and rclcvant protocols. The Members of my Delcgation
arc the only Dclcgates cntitled to sign thce Convention and the protocols
on bc¢half of China. ’
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"I . might add that wc have hoard, on a good many occasions,
impessioned dofenses: of the sovereign right of Union Members. It is
astonishing that thosc who have been the doclarcd’champions of ach
sovercign rights, who have cndoavourcd to cneroach on the sovercignty
of my country by mecans of Proposal No. 324. If thc namc of a country

‘has to bc changed, that country has thc sovercign right to ask for such

a changc. Any proposal submitted by another delegation against the will
of the country concerncd is an infringemont of its sovercignty.

"We all know that the Sovict proposal has no aim othor than to
1ntroducc its puvpct regime into the I.T.U. by a circuitous routc — not
oven by the back door, but through a window, likec a burglar in the dark.
Haprily, thc Dolcgatcs herce assembled have their wits about them and arc
not drowsy. My Delegation is gratificd to notc that the Conforonco has
rcjected by a large majority the Scviot proposal, which, in our vicw, is
an insult $o- the intelligence of the Members of our Union.

"My Declogation would not have takon up the time of this Confer-
cnee to make this statomont had not the Dolegation of the Soviet Union,
with its satcllitcs, proferrcd their absurd romarks."

The Delegate of Vict-Nam:

"If I have askod for the floor aftcr tho othor spoakers, it

~was donc purposcly, in order to give certain Deleogations (wo know in

advancc how many they will be) the time to vent their sarcasm on my

‘Delegation and thus discharge an unhappy political obligation.

T must say that tho arguments adducoed by th.m have no ~ound—
ation at law nor in the Convention, and do not merit this Asscmbly's

~attontion.

"Suffice it to say that on various occasions the Plcnary Asscmbly
has confirmed its docision on tho lcgality of Viot-Nam ropresentation in

‘ thc Union by decisive votes. I shall not wastc the Assembly 8 tlmo by

rﬁpcatlng here the arguments alroady adducod.
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"Vicf—Nam, of which I am the lcgal rcproscntative, must appecar
in Anncx 1 in accordancc with the Convention, which alonc constitutces
the law for our Union. It has an incontrovertiblc right so to do.

"1) Vict-Nam's admission to thc Union was accepted by two-thirds
"of the Members and confirmed by a votc of the Plcnary Asscmblys

"2) The Plcnary Asscmbly has pronounced its credentials to be
in orders; ‘

"3} its signatﬁrc of thc Convontion is pgrfoctly in ordcr.

"But if we now procecd to a higher lcvel, Mr, Chairman, what do
these bascless attacks amount to? This tilting at windmills, these "dow-
drops which, descending on the watcrlily, imagine they are wetting ity
and do but vanish with thc first beams of the sun? |

: "I horcby decclare, coolly and dispassionately, that our Union
i$ ‘a tochnical, and not a political organization. Lot us loave to
political bodics the troublce of decaling with political matters.

"Under the luminous vault of this templc dedicated to work and
concord, in which the ochoecs left by expressions of intcrnational solid-.
arity have not yot died away, I bog thc Assembly to pass judgment in
accordancce with the rules laid down in the Convention, and %o consider
the statcoments just madc out of order.™

The Delegate of the Federal German Ropublic:

"Thc Federal German Republic has boen a Member of the Union sinecc
17 April 1952, and as a Mcmber, it has a right to sign the Convention and
to.have its namc included in Anncx 1. Further, the Governmeont of tho
Fodeoral Republic is the only German Government legally constitutod and
capable of spcaking on bochalf of Germany and of represonting tho German
pcople in intcrnational affairs. Tho Government of thc Fedoral Gorman
Republic is the dhly‘Gdrman Government sct up as the result of frco and
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demoeratic clections. The Federal Goerman Ropublid is rocognizod by
the vast majority of states.”

The Dologafo of Brish Tast Africa,'socondod by the Delegate of
the Unitcd Xingdom of Great Britain and Worthorn Ircland oroposcd, and
it was so dccided, that Annox 1 bis should mention "British Tast Africa
instcad of '"Colony and Protcctorate of Kenya, Pretoctorate of Uganda,
and thc Territory of Tanganyika undcr Trustceship of the Unitcd Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ircland”.

K ‘ Annoxos 1 and 1 bis wore adopted by 40 votes to 10, and 4
abstcenticons. ‘

The Delegate of Iigypt wished it to be recordod in the minutos
that the Dolecgaticns of Egypt and Syria had not taken part in Mo voto.

Pagc 7 (alrcady approved)

Thc Delcgate of Brazil wished it to be recorded in the minutos
that his Administration could not and would nct makc any paymont arising
from the adoption of this Resolution; not only as a result of the
attitude his Dcleogation had adoptcd at the time but also as the corollary
to statements made during moctings mentioned in paragraph 1 of the
Re.;olution.

Page 8 (alrcady approved)

Tho Delegate of Czcchealovakia was not against the substance in
the Rosolution, but the torms uscd in paragranh 1 werc not *hc oncs
customarily uscd in thc Union. Henco he would proposc: "Study, on a
broad .tcchnical basis, thc influcncc of harmful interferonce caused by
industrial cquipment to radie scrvices.....'" the rest without change.

The Chairman opincd that the amcndment was one of substanco.



- ' -
~ (502-E)

Since the Asscmbly had alrcady pronounccd Judvmcnt on the tcxt discussion
thercon could not be roopcnod :

51. After a short discussion, thc Czochoslovak amﬂndm nt‘was rcjccted
by 35 votes te 10, with 7 abstontions.

Pagc 9

52. : The Chairman said that thc numbcr of the documont left a blank
in paragraph 3 was 450.

53. The Delcgatc of the Union of Sovict Socialist'Rquﬁlics wished
it rccorded that for the rcasons alrcady cxplaincd by him in Gmmittce 5,
he was against this Resolution. (Page .9 Document No. 468)

54. The Resolution was adoptced.

Pages 10 and 11

55. Further to a remark by the Delegate of Czochoslovakia, the
Delegate of Francc (Chairman of the Editorial Committce) said that tho
toxts appearing in Anncxes 2 and 3 of Document No. 450 had indoed,been

‘revised, but that their scnsc had rcmained cntirely unchanged.

56. Pages 10 and 11 worc approved.

Page 12 (rcplaced by Document No. 483)

57. . Documcnt No. 483j.rcnlacing page 12, was approved.

9TH SERIES OF TEXTS SUBMITTED FOR A FIRST RuADING BY THE EDITORIAL
COMMITTEE (Document No. 478).

59. , Mr. Valcnsi (Dircctor, C.C.I.F.) doclarcd:

- "It scoms to me that the Resolution on roclassification of Union
Staff may wecll place the Hoads of the permancnt organs in the most

invidious position.
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"It mighﬁ well be that an inquiry into & better and m:rTc
rational apporticnment of ‘posts, in accordancc with dutics, wou:ld lcad
to criticism of the way in which tho Gonoral Sccretariat is now organiszcd,
and wo cannot allow such criticism of our hicrarchical superior, the
Scerctary-General.. Staff matters, and all financial questions, arc
his cxclusive rcsponsibility.  Incidentally, it is for thesc roasons
that I shall be cbliged to ask the new Administrative Council to relicve

me of my dutics as the Chairmen of the Financial Control Committee, in
i

Mr. Léon Mulaticr (SOCrotary—Gonoral), thercupons

"I would profit by thec fact that you have this Resolution

_beforc you to ask you to be so gooa as to takec a decision which, I.
" believe, will nrobubly bc mere important than anythlng that could bo

donc.both in the way of rcclassification, and allowanccs, cic.

”chtcvduy, Hr. Laffay very rightly rcomarkad that what officials

were intercsted in was (apart, of coursc, from thc question of salaries)

that stability safcguarded by thulr statutces.

"Noﬁ you know what happcncd to the Sceretary-General two days
ago. That is dofinitively sottled, and I shall not now rofcr to the

‘Scerctary-General. Lot us lcave him on onc sidc.

"Thcre is a question in which the Staff is keenly inbercsted:
rcspeet for acquiréd rights. As rcgards the Scerotary-General his
acquircd rights have been disrcgarded; for political or other rcasons,
he has bcen climinated. Lct us spcak ne morc of him. But what I should
like to ask ycu, is that such an accident should not cceur for Union »

‘Staff, vhich has rcmained outside political quesiions. Tho Staff could

not bcar as casily as tho Sccretary-General a substantial pceuniary

1o ss. I have known that Staff for the past twelve ycars. It ;s attachod
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to the Union. It has ccrtaln acqulrod rights, and has cver boen con-
fident that thosc. rlghts would be respoctod.

"A good many offlclals left th01r Administrations hoplng to
find a better job, and considcrable stability, in thc Union. This Con-
‘ference, as the supreme organ of the Union, should assurc the Staff that
it will, in fact, onjoy such stability, and, whcn thore is talk of -
reclassification of ‘changes to the rcgulaticns for the Staff Super-
'annuation and Boncvolcnt Funds - 1t weculd be well if the Administrative
- Council, and at the samc timc thc now Socrotary—Gonoral were to recalizo
that the Staff has in fact bocn solemnly givon to undorstand that ncver .
" would its acquired rights bc impugned. The principle of acquirced rights
is obscrved, I believe, in all Administrations throughout tho world.
Therc. has becen a good deal of discussion on that mattor, and it is a
subject on which we might long argue. This is not the time for ity
since we have roached the end of the Confercnce. It is my onc'dosiro
that this Asscmbly should bc scnsible of the plea I am meking. - All the
Staff - and I rcpecat that I am oxcludlng the proescnt Sccrctary—Gvnoral '
bocausc I accopt the Council's d001s1on - should £0- on onaoylng their
' rlghts acquired under the Rogulations in forec when they ontcred tho
Union. - That is pcrhaps the best present you could makc the Staff,

You have declined to raisc Staff salarics, the Staff should at loast
bc surc that its rights will be respected. That is osscntial. '

NTf you allow the Staff to fecol that its acquired rights may
be sacrificed, you will novor have a happy spirit in tho Union. 4

. "ppprchensions have beén'oxprcésod - somc'havo come to my car.
If, from tho boginning of the Conforence, I had insisted that acquirod
rights bc maintained, I could have been accused of plcading my own causos
Now that the position is clear, I can do so with a gcod conscicnce. .

. "I should be -happy if you could unambiguously say that as
regards age limits and ponsions systﬁms, the Staff should always boncfit
by the rules in force at the moment it cntered the Union, and that that
dccision should be rocordod in tho mlnutcs and considercd as a doclslon

by the Conforence." -
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. The' Delegate of the Lnlted Statos of America abserved that

in paragraph 2 it was laid dtwn that such a reclass1f10ation ought to
 “take offect frem 1 Jandary 1953;' The Resdlutlon entled’ by instruc- .
 tions to the. Couheil to effedt such a rec1a331f1catlon. Now the
- Council met only in May. It was, thcrefore, impossible in practico
'to.effect such a reclassiflcatlon at the beg;nnlng of January.

As regards the Socretarwaoneral's remarks, he did not wish

;to embark on a dlscuss1on of acquired rlghts, but rescrved the right
_to do so in tho Admlnlstratlvo Council.

It was most assurele not true that acqulrod rights were

‘ recognlzed in all Admlnlstratlons. An official could at any moment

be degraded, csp001a11y if his work did not give satlsfactlon._
Fur%her, in the United States of Ameriga, the salaries of officials
had at one time been cut by 15 per cent. It was possible that the
cost of living in Switzorland would go down. In that caée; cost of

-living allowances should be reduccd That had occurred in a good

many countries.

He wondored whother tho fact that Union officials knew thoy

were going to.work all their lifc in the Union did not have a bad

offect on thelr efflclency

Mr. Mulatler (Secretary-Gencral) sald that it was not for
him: to reply to ithe first | lobservation made by the -Dolegate of tho
United:Statos . of ‘America, Howevar, he did not. thlnk ‘that : paragr&ph 2

of ' the ‘Preamble. was. incompatible with the last paragraph.in. the.

Rosolution..

"As regards acquired rights; he addeds:. "I would: rcmlnd Mr,
Do Wolf of what the expression mecans. It means that tho rogulations
applicabla.. atthe time an offxcxal began cmrloyment .should jcontinue:.
to be appllcab[e ithroughout : his term of- serv;oe, -1f more favourable
than-a set . of: regulatlons subsequently . adoptod as regards such
essential questions as age limits and pension rogulations. That docs
not mean that-an official cannot be-.degraded. In all rogulations,
prov131onvls,made forAsanctlons.<_All_regulatiOns, no matter what .
they be, are obviously subordinato to the law, .but you are the law
givcrs;jand that is why I.am asking you to .give your sanction -to .
acquiréd rights; I would recall my formula, which ought to satisfy
even Mr, De:Wolf: 'the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference rosolves
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‘fhat as regards age limits énd pension syﬂtéms, Union-Staffishould

continue to enjoy the rights acquircd under the: regulatlons or statutes .’
in force at the tlmy it ontered tho serv1co of thc Union'.

" beg of you - as Mr. Laffay sald, this is in a sensc my last

”_w1ll and testamont - to ensuro that the Staff can be confident of living .

in a stra1ght~furward world-with definite regulatlons, and that 2t no time
shall wa deprlvu them of the rlghts on" whlch thoy legltlmatuly count." -

" Mr. Ste (Chalrman, Commlttoe ))sald that a study .f reclassl*

. take the necessary actlon. The intention of +the Working Group. and of L

67,
‘ ‘_prvpared bcfore the Buonos Alres Conforoncu. ~That would have onablod
 tho Worklng Group and Commlttco 5 to consider 1t 1n th01r turn.

- 68.
. that the end of paragraph 2 be drafted as follows: . should take
H~cffect retroactlvely from l January 1953 "
69. -
" with the Regulations, an official entering the Union on 1 January 1952
- was entitled to six months' sick leave, but the Council might at any '
‘time decide that sick leave should be no more than 26 days a year, as

. in the United Nations. In that case, would the chango apply to now L
~arrivals only? Would the old Staff be cntitled to six months' sick

70, R

';Commlttue 5 had been -that any adJustmbnts in salary should have rotro- -

actlve affect as ‘from 1 January 1953.

It was. denlorablo that the study 1n guestion had not been

The . Delogato of the Unltod Statos of Amorlca then proposod

As regards acqulrud rlghts, he w0uld add that, in accordanoe

leave untll death*

The Delcgate of Cuba suggosted that in tho R@SOlutltm the Words

w..‘"and bearlng in mlnd acqulred rlghts as far as p0331ble" be added

n.

, When Regulatlons were amended, the amendment affected all
ooncerned and it could not be expected that uhey should lelde OffIOIaIS
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into two categories, unless specifically stated to the cont..ry.

The Delegate of France thought that the wish expressed by

the Secretary-Goneral could not be translated into a formal resolution.

It was simply something that had to be borne in mind.

In all government departments and public concerns, tho dearest
wish of staff was to ensure stability and to protcct themselves against

- any step backwards. Thus trade unions were always urging that acquiroed

rights be respecﬁcd. That was a principle which could be kept in mind
in a general sense. It could not be made into a formal rulc becausc,
first of all; cvcn in states wherc péople were most scrupulous in that
respect, it was not rigidly respected. Legally speaking, an official

‘was gencrally in what might be called "a statutory position". Those

who controlled the statutos in a sonse controlled the official. It was
gencrally the state which drafted the statutos and thus had the last word
as regards officials.. - '

In brief, a rcsolution formally laying down that acquired
rights should be respected could not be adopted, since it would provs a
grave handicap for the Council, when that body wishod to do something
new. The Conforence had just instructed the Council, in fact, to do
somgthing rather new.

What the Council had to mspect was the substance of the rights:
acquired, but it was obvious that acquired rights was a sub’~ct open to

©a good deal of argumont.

76.

17.

'Tho Dolcgate of Bolgium thought that acquired rights should
bo respected but that views on thc matter might differ.

The Administrative Council had been ihstructed by the Ploni-
potentiary Confcrence‘to revisc the principles on which tho Staff
Superannuation and Bencvolent Funds were based. He was in favour of

'maintainiﬁg acquired rights, as regards ponsions, but it was inadmissible
. that the Union should bo bound, and that capitalization should cunstitute

an acquired right. In that respect, the views of the Union and those of
the Staff Association might well differ, and hence he agreed with the
Delegate of France, namecly, that official rccognition should be given

to the principle that acquired rights wore to be respocted, but not in
too absolute and formal a manner.
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78. The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland felt it was impossible to reach a formal decision
without knowing the effect thereof. In considering the matter, the
Council would certainly be well dlsposed towards the Staff. The
right course was to adopt the Resolution as it stood in Document
No. 479, and to record in the minutes that the Assembly trusted the
Council would give careful attention to any applications made by the
Staff. The minutes would ssrve as a guide to the Council.

9. ' The Delegate of Canada wes in Wholehearte¢ agreement with

the Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and. Northern
Ireland.
80, ' The Chairman proposed that the Resoluticn eppearing in

Document No. 478 be adopted, and that, for the guidance of the
Council, the views expressed during the meeting, on acquired- rights,
be included therein. :

831+ - By 42 votes to O, with 10 abstentions; it was so decided.

82. : The Delegate of the”ﬂnion of Soviet Socialist Republicss

"We oppose this Protocol because it envisages the setting
of I T.U. expenses at an 1nadm1331b1y hlgh level; i.e. at
6,000,000 Swiss francs.

"We are of the opinion that this is inadmissible and
_unJustlfled. We also feel that the fiscal limit on expenses should
not be exceeded under any circumstances once it has been fixed. The
‘provisions of the Protocol allow for the p0851b111ty of the flscal
llmlt fixed belng exceeded.,

’ "Hence we shall vote against the approval of this Protocol."

83, A ‘~The'De1egate of the People's.Republic of Poland:

Ca "In accordance with the views expressed by us in Committee 5,
when™ ﬁhe budget for the perjod 1953-1957 was being considered, and
also in accordance with our statement made in Plenary Assembly during -
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reclassification of Union Members, I am authorized to declare that in
the view of my Government the budget for annual ordinary expenditure
for 1953-1957, is excessive. The annual ordinary expenses of the
Union should not exceed 4,000,000 Swiss francs a year.

"Hence I shall vote against the Protocol relative to Union
ordinary expenditure for the period 1954-1958. "

Pages 3 and 43

The third line of the English text should be brought‘into
line with the French.

The Protocol on pages 3 and 4 was approved, with the word
"actual" in paragraph 4 deleted.

Page 5:

The Delegate of China wanted the minutes to record What'he
had said in Committee 5 about expenses of the General Secretariat,
to wits

"Observing that it is necessary to translate certain texts
into Chinese, one of the five official languages, it would be
dosirable for a Chinese translator to be included in the General
Secretariat. This step, moréover, would show the international
character of the Secretariat.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.:

"At the time when the draft Protocol fixing the budget for
the Union for 1953 is being considered, the Soviet Delegation '
considers it necessary to state that it formally opposes the budget
for 1953 in the form in which it has been presented.

"When this budget was discussed in Committee 5, the Soviet
Delegation already intimated that the budget envisaged a level of
expenditure that is inadmissibly high.
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"Suffice it to say for example, that the budgetbof the
I.F.R.B. amounts to 30% of the total I.T.U., budget. This-is an
inadmissible and unjustified expense. '

"The budget, in this form, is unacceptable and we shall
vote against the adoPtlon of this: Protocol."

' The Chairman replled that the budget had already been voted

“and the Assembly must therefore restrict itself to taking account of

" the statements made.

89.

90.

91.

r_92’

93,

_Page’6.‘

- The Chairman recalled that the two paragraphs shown on
page 6 had been left in abeyance, awaiting the decision of Committee 5,

and that the Spanish text should be brought into line with the French.

The'Delegate of the U.S.S.R.:

"Qn page 6 of this document there are several paragraphs.
Paragraph f ter) refers to the duties of the Administrative Council.

"We are of the opinion that ‘this sub-paragraph should not be

B 1nc1uded in ‘the Conventlon.”

The Delegate of the Hungarian People' S Republic supported

'the proposal to delete paragraph f ter).

. The Delegate of~Belgium pointed out that the precise
instructions contained in paragraph f ter) had been introduced as the

.'result of the work of Working Group 5/2. 'The Working Group had
considered it necessary to give directives to the Administrative

Counoil concerning the method to be adopted in fixing the amount of .
supplementary allowances. If paragraph T ter) were deleted, it

. .would be necessary, in order to accord with the spirit‘which
" animated the work of Working Group 5/2 and Committee 5, to include

these instructions in the Resolution relating to cost of living

‘hallowanoes for the staff.

The Delegate of the United States of America agreed with the
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Delegate of the U.S.S.R. According to him this was not a text

'approprlate to the -Convention. With regard to the remarks of the

Delegate of Belgium, he thought. that the two p01nts at issue could

be mentloned in a Resolut1on.

The Delegate of Lebanon was .also in favour of deletlng

The - Delegate of France favoured “the retention of tL.3 text
in thé Convention. Only provisions of a "temporary nature wese included

‘in’ the Regulatlons, and fluctuatlons in: the cost of 11V1ng were of a
,permanent nature. : ‘

. The Delegate of the Ukralnlan S. S R. made the following
statement: :

”MyADelegatlon supports the proposal of the U.S.S.R. by
v1rtue of which paragraph f ter) should be deleted from Article 5 of

~the Conventlon.

"Thls paragraph must not be 1ncluded in the Convention as
it.specifies in a superfluous manner the duties of the Adm1n1strat1ve
Coun011 which are expressed sufficiently clearly and exac+ly in the
other sub~paragraphs of Article 5."

‘ The Delegate of the United States of America lamented his
inability to agree with the preceding speaker and said that provisions
relati&e'to salaries, allowances, etc., did not appear in the Conven-
tion. but ‘in Resolutions ~ see Document No, 467.

A vote was. taken by a show‘of‘Hands.‘ The Soviet proposal

1o delete paragraph ter)-and to include it in the Resolution was

rejected by 17 votes to 17, with 13 abstent1ons._

The Delegate of the Unlon of Soviet.. Soclallst Repub. ics
asked that, since the vote by show of hands had given no very clear

"‘results, a vote should be taken by roll call.,
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For ¢ (21)

People's Republic of Albania; Australiaj Bielerussian Soviet
Socialist Republic; People's Republic of Bulgarias Canada; Denmark;
United States of America; Hungarian People's Republic; Ireland; Icelands;
Lebanon; New Zealand; Netherlands, Surinam, Dutéh'Antilles, New Guineasg
People'!s Republic of Polandj Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republicj;
Roumanian People's Republic; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern -
Ireland; Czechoslovakiaj Territories of the United States of Americaj
Union of South Africa and Territory of South~West Afrlca, Unlon of
Sov1et 8001allst Republlcs,

Against : (26)

Argentine Republic; Belgium; Brazil; China; Republic of
Colombiaj Costa Ricaj Republic of El Salvador; Spain;France; Greece;
India; Israel; Italy: Japan; Mexico; Monacos Paraguay; Portugels French
Protectorates of Morocco and Tunigiaj; Federal German Republici Oversea
Territories of the French Republic and Territories administered as suchj
Portuguese_Qversea Territories; Turkey; Bastern Republic of Uruguay;

'Spanish Zone of Morocco and the totality of Spanish possessions.

Abstentions ¢ (16)

Afghanistan; Austrias; Ceylons Republic&of Koreas; Cubaj Ethiopias
Iraq; Hashemite Kingdom of the Jordan; Kingdom of Laosj Norway; Pakistanj
Federal People's Republic of Yugoslawviaj Sweden; Swiss Confederation;
Thailand; United States of Venezuela.

Absent @ (19)

Saudi Arabia; Bolivia; Kingdom of Camhodia; Chile; Vatican City

:State, Belgian Congo and Territories of Ruanda—Urundi, Dominican Republics

Egypt; Finland; Guatemale, Haltly Indone51a Iraq; Luxembourgs Nicaraguaj
Peru; Syrian Republlc, Vlet—Nam, Yemen. »

The U.S.S;R.Aproposal to delete Article 5 ter (page 6 of

‘Document No. 478) was rejected by 26 votes to 21, with 16 abstentions. -



102, -

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109;5

.
(502-E)

Paragraphs f bls) and £ ter) (Page 6 of Document No. 478) were
approved by 38 votes. to l, w1th 11 abstentions.

LPages 7 and 8

It was decided to replace the expression "to various arrange-

- ments" in paragraph 2 on page 8, by the words "to a variety of arrange=

mexts".

-

The Delegate of Argentina made the following statement &

"Our Delegation 1is of the opinion that the system inaugurated
by Resolution 84 of the Administrative Council, on the subject of the
use -of supplementary words in languages in Conferences and meetings, is
sufficiently clear observing that it establishes the manner in which
expenbes arising from the use of supplementary languages are to be
covered. ' '

"However, the Argcntlne Delegatlon, in its desire to

.collaborate with the Union in the greatest possible measure, will

vote in favour of the Resolution under consideration with the reser-
vation that all countries affected by the resolutions.adopted by the
Conference concernlng contributions that are queried, adopt the same

dec151on.-

"In the event of the other countries concerned not being

4prepared-to meet the expenses attributed to them, the Delegation of
‘Argentina reserves the rights of its Administration on this point.

"We are of the opinion that a means must be found of prevent-—
ing these debts of remaining indefinitely on the books of the Union. ‘
We think that the approval of these Resolutions and their subsequent
application will undoubtedly bring to an end an embarassing situation.

"I agk that this statement be recorded in the minutes."
The Delegate of Turkey made the following statement @
"I Would request you, Mr. Chairman, to be good enough to

record in the minutes of today's meeting that the Delegation of Turkey
opposed the approval of this Resolution.
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"The provisions of Article 15 of the Conventlon at proscnt
in force are clc,a.r°

"Accordlng to these provisions, the expenses rosultlng from
the usc of a supplementary languagc must be met solely by the Mumbor
countrics which asked for that language or which oxpressly supported
such a requcst. '

"Any other intorpretation of thesc provisions would only bo
arroneous. " : '
The Delegate of Belgium -asked that it be recorded in tho

minutes that his Delcogation was not in agrecment with the Draft
Rcsolution and, consequently, that it would vote against it.

The Resolution contained on pages 7 and 8, amcnded as

mentioned above, was put to the vote by roll call.

The result was as’'followss
In favour: (29)

Afghanistan; P.R. of Albaniaj Argentina; Australiaj Austria;
Biclorussian S.S.R.3; P.R. of Bulgariaj; Canadaj; Cubaj
"‘Donmarkj; Francc; Hungarian P.R.; Ircland; Isracl; T saly;
Laoss Netherlands, Surinam, Notherlands Antilloes, Li.w '
Guinea; P.R. of Poland; Portugal; Frecnch Protoctorates of
Morocco and Tun1s1a, F.P.R. of Yugoslaviaj Ukrainian S.S. R.; 
Roumanian P.R.j; Unitod Kingdom of Groat Britain and Northern
Ircland; Swedcng Switzorland;«Czechoslovakia; Oversva France;
U.S.S.R.

Against: (10)

.Belgium; Braszils Chipé; Colombia; Costa Ricag El Salvador;
Spain; Grecce; Turkey; Spanish Morocco and the totality of
Spanish posscssions.
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Abstentions: (21)

Ceylon; Koroa;Uhited States of America; Ethiopia; Indiaj

Irag; Iceland; Japan; fJordan; Lebanon; Mexicoj Norway; Now

Zealand; Pakistans Federal Gorman Republicy United Statcs

Territorics; Portugucse Oversea Territorics; Thailand; South
. Africa and South West Africaj Uruguay; Venezuola.

Absent: (22)

115. The Resolution (page 7 of Document No. 478) was approved by -
29 votes to 10, with' 22 abstcntions. ’

116..Page 9z (alrcady approved),

Page 10: (Protocol concerning the poss1ble amalgamation of the C.C.I.T.
and C¢.C.I.F. ) :

117. Tho Delegate of the U.S.S.R.?

"We abstained during the study of the Resolution an the
amalgamation of the two C,C.I.'s submitted by Committce 3. We do not
agree with paragraph 2 of the Resolution.

"The Plenipotentiary Conference can itself resolve the
quostlon of the fusion of the C.C.I.'s and fix the delay.

"We are formally opposecd to paragraph 2 of the draft
Protocol submitted. That proccdure is not onvisaged in the Conven-
“tion. The Protocol violates in tho grossest manner the provisions of
‘ the Convention and in particular Article 10 which establishes that
the”Convention can’ only be revised bylPlenipotontiary Conferencos,

MThe Protocol dlrectly cont;adlcts the Convention where it

" talks »f “‘amcndments' to certain provisions of the Convention that
tho Admlnlstratlve Conference ' may make . This would be a violation
of the Convention and we shall therefore vote againgt this protocol."
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A vote by roll call was taken with the following results:
In favour: (48)

Argontinas Australiaj; Austria; Belgium; Bragzil; Canadas
Chinajs Colombiaj Korca; Costa Ricaj Cuba; Denmark; T1 Sal-
vador; Spains United States of Americas; France; Greooco;
India; Iragy; Ireland; Icoland; Isracl; Italy; Japan: Jordan;
‘Laosg Lebanon; Mexicos Mondco; New Zealand; Pakistang
‘Nethorlands, Surinam, Netherlands Antilles, New Guineas
Portugal; Fronch Protcctoratcs of Morocco and Tunisiag
Federal German Republicy United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ircland; Swdden; Switzerland; .United States
Territoriecs; Oversca France; Portugucsc Oversca Territcricss
Thailands Union of South Africa and Territory of Scuth Wost
Africa; Uruguay; Venezuela; Viet-Nam; Spanish Zono of
Morocco and totality of Spanish Posscssions.

-

Against: (9)
P.R. of Albaniaj Biclorussian S.S.R.; P.R. of Bulgariaj;

Hungarian P.R.; P.R. of Polandj; Ukrainian S.S.R.; Roumanian
P.R.3; Czcchoslovakia; U.S.S.R. -

Abstentionss (5)
Afghanistans Ccylong Ethiopia; F.P.R. of Yugoslaviaj; Turkoey.
Absont: (20)

The protocol reproduced on page 10 of Document No. 478 was
approved by 48 votes to 9, with 5 abstentions. '

The Delogate of the F.P.R, of Yugoslavia made tho‘folléwing statomonys

"o wish to cxplain our votc on this resolution. The

 Dolegation of Yugoslavia has supported all. propositions envisdging a

merger of the C.C.I.T. and C.C.I.F. Wo arc still of the opinion
that the Plenipotohtiary Conference is not only compctont, but also
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qualified.to rcgulatc problems affceting the drganizétion of our

Union."

The Dclugato of Czochoslovakia asked if. Dolegations voting '
for absent Dologatlons had dep031tcd powers of attorncy. -

Mr. Mulatior\(Socretary—Gonoral) gaid that at loast ono
Delegation had voted scveral times without having deposited powers of
attorncy to this cffoct.

The Chairman said that tho majority was very large and
consoqucntly ono or two contested votecs could not affoct tho rosult.

Thc Dolegato of Canada said that he had votocd for the Union
of South Africa and that a lettor had been sent to the Secretary-
Gencral on the previous day by that Dclegation. Ho had with him a
copy of the letter which statod, particularly:

"I have the honour to inform you that the Delecgation of
South Africa and the Terrltory of South West Afrlca has given a

‘mandato to the Delegation of Canada to vote, in the name of South

Africa and the Territory of South West Africa at meetings which my
Delegation is unablo to atteond." ‘

The Delegate of Turkey made the feollowing stdtemont;

"My Delegation abstained from voting in the recont vote for
the following reasons:

. "1, We proposod the,mergcf of the two C.C.I.'s and thorefore
this protocol does not give us entirc satisfaction.

w2, The protocol that has bocn adoptod implies & delegation
of the powcrs of the Plenipotentiary Conforonce to Administrative
Conforcncos of the C.C.I.'s. Wo arc of the opinion that this is _
hardly admissible in view of. the provisions of tho Convention itself."

The meoting rose at half—past'one o'clock.

Reporters o Secretary-Goneral: Chedrnons:

G. Tripect o L. Mulatior M.A. Andrada
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Chairman: Mr. M.A. Andrcda (Argentine Republic)

Subjects discusseds: .

1. ~ Texts submitted by the Editorial Committee for first reading -
11th series; blue Document No.490 (Article 14 of the Convention - Protocol
on the procedure for choosing classes of contribution - Resolution on
the Organization of Conferences - Resolution apyrov1ng the Agcreement
with the Argentine Administration - Resolution on the Maintenance of
Internatlonal Telocommunication Channels — Resolution on the Inclusion
of Irag in the Duropean Area - Resolution on the Consolidatzd Budgct
and Working Capital Fund) — Anncx 5, Article XIII - United Nations

1a155vz—passor.

2. Atlantic City Protocols, resolutions and opinions to be
reproduced or left out of the Buecnos Aires Convention.

3.  Approval of the Minutes of the 8th, 9th 10th and 1lth
Plenary Meetings (Document Nos. 343, 344, 345, 34b 347 and 414, 464
and 480).
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Represented by a delegations:

Afghanistan; the People's Republic of Albaniaj; the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia; the Argentine Republic; the Commonwealth of Australiaj.
Austriay Belgium; tHe Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic; Brazilj
the People's Republic of Bulgaria; the Kingdom of Cambodia; Canadaj
Ceylon; Chile; China, “he Republic of Colombia; the Belgiuw Jongo and
Territories of Ruanda-Urundi; the Republic of Korea; Cubaj; Denmark; the
Dominican Republicy Egypl; the United States of America; the Empire. of
Etkiqpia} France; Greees; the Republic of Haiti; the Hungarian People's
Republicy the Republic of India; the Republic of Indonesiaj; Iraq; Iroland;
Iceland; Italy; Japan; Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; the Kingdom of Laosj
Mexico; Monaco; Nicaragua; Norway; New Zealand; Paraguay; the Netherlands,
Surinam; Dutch Antilles, New Guinea; Peruy the Republic of the Philippinecs;
the People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; the Federal German Republics

‘the Federal Teople's Republic of Yugoslavia; the Ukrainian Soviot

Socialist Republic; %he Roumanian People's Republic; the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Sweden; the Swiss Confederations

. the Syrian Republic; Czechoslovakia; Territorios of the United States of

America; Oversca Territories of the French Republic and Territories
administered as such; Portuguese Oversea Territories; Thailandj Turkey;
the Union of South Africa and Territory of South-West Africaj; tho Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics: the Eastern Republic of Uruguay; Viet-Nam;
British Bast Africa (an Associate VNember).

ELEVENTH SERIES OF BLUE DOCUMENTS (Document No. 490)

The Chairman suggested that a change might be mado in tho
order in which agenda items wers considered, and that the Assembly should
first discuss the 11th scries of bluc documents (Documont No. 490) .

‘That would involve discussion of the Convention, afticle 14
(1.7, U. finances), on pages 2, 3 and 4 of the documunt. Paragraphs 4
and 5 therecof had already besen adopted.

Paragraphs 1 and 2 faithfully reproduced paragraphs 1 and 2
of Article 14 in the Atlantic City Convention.
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Paragraph 3:

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republicsf

"As' regards paragraph 3 (1), a U.S.S.R. proposal, No. 211,
has been published. We propose that. the last sentence in this para-
graph read as follows: ' '

" 'This dost shall be apportioned among those Membsrs and
Associate Members which have taken part in those Con-
ferences and meetings.'

_ "Itwould be entirely logical to apportion expenses among
those Members and Associate Members which have taken part in the Con-
ferences and meetings. B

"I beg that our proposalsbe examined. "

The Delegate of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialigt Republics

"My Delegation cbnsiders that the extraordinary expenses of
Plenipotentiary and Administrative Confersnces, and of C.C.I. mectings,
must be borne by those Members which took part in those Conferences
and meetings. ' :

"It is_entirely unjust to demand that Members which did not
so take part, should share in defraying the expenses.

"Hence we support the amendment to Article 14, paragraph 3,
proposed by the Dolegaticn of the Soviet Union."

U.S.S.R. proposal No. 211 was rgjected by 43 votes to 9,
with no abstentions. ’

There was very considerable discussion between the Delegates
of France, Italy, Egypt, and Mexico, with the Chairman and the Secretary
Genesral, on the wording of paragraph 3(2). The discussion revolved
chiefly round the Question of the sharc to be taken by private agenciuvs,
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1nternatlonal organizations and oclentlflc concerns in the gxpenses of
' Conferencos and meetlngs. ' :

: The Delegate ofAthe Argentino Republic proposed, dnd 1t was 80 -
decided; that during thc interval those Delegates who had taken part in
" the dlscuss1on should Jjoin forces to cvolve a new text ' .

-The/Delegate of the Union of Sovict Socialist Republicsé
"We hereby submit some amendments to Article 14.

CMAs regards paragraph 3 (2),_we propose’ th follow1ng amendmont.-
The Counc1l must not grant any unllateral privileges. _Honoe I propos
that- the text read as follows. ) -

""The Administrative Council may, nevertheless, subject to
roc1procltzbetcueo certaln 1nternat10nal organlzatlons from
oontrlbutlng to these expenses.

"Our amendment, then, cons1ets in the mnclusion of tho wordss
'subaeot to reciprocity' . ' ;

"ThiSuamendment we consider‘essenti&l."

The Dolegate of Italy proposed- "On- th basis, as far as posslble,
~of rec1pr001ty L

The Delegate of the Union of Sov1et Soc1allst Republics said. ho‘
preferred not- to add that- oxpression, and mersly to talk of reolproolty.

The Chalrman sald that the Council had availed itsolf of this
rlght only after con31deratlon of the conditions of reciprocity, or only
- in regard to bodies which quite obviously had no. money. ' R
" “The U.S.S.R.-amondment for inclusion of a reference to recipro-

city, WQSLnanimously ddopted.

Hence the flnal text raplaclng paragraph 3 (2) of Article 14
would be as follows:

"3 (l) (Already adopted),
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" (2) Recognized private operating agencies shall contribute
to the expenses of administrative conferences in which they participate
or have asked to participate.

» N (3) International organizations shall contriluto to the
cxpenses of tho plenipotentiary and administrative conferences to
- which they are admitted. ‘

" (4) Recognized private operating cgencics, intcrnational
organizations and scientific or industrial organizations shall sharc
in the expenses of meetings of the International Consultative Commit-
' teeg of which they are Members or to which they arc admitted,

" (5) The Administrative Council may, subject to reciprocity, .
excuse intzrnational organizations from any share in extraordinary
expenses." '

' This draft was unanimdusly.approved, and it was agrecd that
the cxisting sub-paragraph (3) should become number (6).

In connection with paragra?h 4 (Document No. 490, page 3)
the Delegate of Bgypt proposed that the COntributory classes be multi-
plied by two to eliminate the half-unit class.

, The Delegate of France observad-that governments had already
‘been informed of the choice of contributory class., The measure
suggested might give rise to a muddle,

~ The Delegatc of the Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublicss

"We support the Delogate of'Fraan.' The contrivutory scale
has becen adopted by the Conforence, and the question cannot now be
reopened."

- The Delegatos of the United Statos of America and of Swoden

agrocd.

- It was agrced that no change should be made in the list of
contributory classes. : ' :
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~ The Delegate of the Republic of Haiti proposed, and it was
unanimously decided, that the beginning of paragraph 4 should be
worded thuss o

"The scale of contributions to Union expenses shall be as |
followssesooo™ :

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, in
connection with paragraph 5 (4):

"We have an amendment to submit in connection with paragraph
5 (4). We propose that a full stop be put after the words: 'shall
he referred to the following Plenipotentiary Conference' and that the
rest of the sentence be deleted.'.

The Delegete of France thought that if the end of the
sentence were deleted, it might well be asked what would happen to
the application after it had been so referred. That phrase had been
included because, the fiscal limit having been set for the following -
five years, no change in class could take effect before the following
five-year period. Now it had been decided that appllcatlons for down-
grading should take effect in 1953, and since the new Convention would
become effective only on 'l January 1954, a date would have to be set
in order that the fiscal limit might not be exceeded. ’

The Delegate of the Ukrainian Soﬁiet Socialist Républic,
unconvinceds : '

"My Delegatlon supports the U.S.S.R. proposal to delete the
last part of Article 14, paregraph 5 (4).

"The appllcations for reclaSS1flcation addressed by countries
to the Plenipotentiary Conference must take effect 1mmed1ate1y after
“the end of that Conference. -

"It is entirely wrong to introduce restrictions on this. Hence
the phrase mentioning that applications for reclassification must take
effect at a date to be set by the Plenlpotentlary Conference ough% to
be deleted.™
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The U.S.S.R. amendment was put to the vote and rcaccted by 53f
wvotes to 10, with 2 abstentions.

The Delegate of the Union of Sov1et Soc1a119t Ronubllcs mado
the following statements .

"I beg that it be recorded in thc minutes that my Delegation
'disagrees with the decision taken by the Conforence in connection with
paragraph 5 (4) of Article 14 of the Convention."

Paragraphs 6, 7, and 8 of Articlec 14 Were approvcd without

“comments. A
At the request of the Delegate of the Union of Sovict Socialist
Republics the Chairman put Articlc 14 as a whole to a roll-call vote,
with the following recsults. '

In favour: 53

Argentina; Australia; Austria; Brazil; Cambodiaj; Canadaj Coylon;
Chile; China; Colombiaj Bolgian Congo; Korea; Cuba; Denmark; Dominican
‘Republic; Egypt; United States of America; Bthiopia; France; Grecce;
Haiti; India; Indonosiaj Iraq; Ireland; Iceland; Italy; Japan; Jordan;
~Laos} Monaco; Nicaraguas; Norway; New Zealand; Pafaguay, the Netherlandss
Peru; tho PhlllpbanS“ Portugal; Federal German Republic; F.P.R. of
Yugoslavia; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Swcdon;
Switzerland; Syria; Torritories of the Unitced States of America; Oversea
Territories of the French RoPublic;‘Portuguqse'Oversea Torritoriesy
Thailand; Turkey; Union of South Africa; Uruguay; Viet-Nam. '

Against: 10

Albanla Bielorussian S.3. R., P.R. of Bulgariaj; Hungarlan P.R.3s
v MuXiCO, P.R. of Poland Ukrainian S.S.R.; Roumanian P.R.; Czechoslovakiaj
U.S.5.R.

Abstentionss 2

Saudi Arabias Belgium.
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Absent: 17

Afghanistan; Bolivia; Vatican City; Costa Rica; El Salvador;
Spain; Finland; Guatcmala: Iran; Isracl; Lcbanon; Luxembourgs Pakistan;
French Protcctorates of Morocco and Tunisiag Vonozucla° Yemen; Spanish
Zone of loroccoy

Articlo 14 was thus approved.

Protocol (page 5, Document No. 490)

At the proposal of the Declegatc of France, it was agrecd to
draft the heading of the Protocol in the following manncr:

"Proccdure to be followed by the Members and Associate Mcmbors
“in choos1ng thoir class of contribution'.

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R. made thce following stato—
monts - ‘

"In the Protocol on the vroccdurc to be followed for a chango
in contributory class; paragraph 2 is, we fecl, nebulously wordcd.
There would-secm no point in rcferring to the Atlantic City scale after
a new contribuiory scale has been adopted in Buenos Aires and countrios
'have, in Plenary Asscmbly, indicated the classes they have chosen undoer
the new scale." ' o '

The Chairman cxplained that in any case the Bucnos Aires Con-
vcntlon would superScdc the scalc included in the Atlantic City Convention.
‘He added, in answer to a question of the Delogato of Austria, that
countrics would have the opportunity to confirm by lettor their choico
" bascd on the Buenos Aircs scale. But if therc was no written confirm-
ation,; their statement included in the minutes would bo wvalid.

Following those cxplanatioﬁs, thoe Protocol appearing on page 5
was approved.

Rosolution (page 6, Document No. 490)

The Dciegato'of Brazil made the following statement:
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“At the time when wo arc considering ‘the resolutions submittod by
Committee 6, I, as Chairman of that Committce, would like to point out
that when that Resolution on tho organization and financing of Conforencos
and mectings was draftced, thce Working Group of Committee 6 had no
intention of saying that the agreement entered upon between the Seeretary-
General and the Argentine Administration, was not clear or precise. That
is shown by the statements made at that time, which appears in the minutes
of Committce 6, 'Furthermorc, a rosolution was submitted (page 7) which
approved without restriction that agreomont.“

The Resolution was approved.

The resolution appearing on pages T and 8 of Document No. 430
were approved and, at the request of the Delegate of Ttaly it was agreoed
that the various resolutions would be numbercd.

With regards to the Resoclution concerning the inclusion of Irag
in the Europecan zone (page 9), the Delcgate of the U.S.8.R. stated that
he reserved his position on that quoétion“. '

With regards to the Resolution concerning consolidated budget
and working capital fund (page 10), the Delegate of France roquested that
it should be indicated in the oporative part of the resolution that tho
Administrative Council could undortskc the study in question without
waiting for tho next Plenipotentiary Conferonce. Tt would bo
advantagaous to study a systom of compensation of debits and crodits,
such as it-used by the U.P.7. and .whoso adoption had been urged by the
Belgian Delegation since the Madrid Conferonce of 1932.

In answer to the Delegave of Ffance, the Delegate of +the
U.S.S.R. stated:

"These questions are some of the most vital probloms for the
Conference. The procedure for division of the Convention is unambiguously
get forth in Articlc 10, which lays down that the Convention shall bo
. revised at Plenipotentiary Conferences. and that thercafter it muat bo
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ratified. Hence questionslin connection with a working capital fund and
consolidated budget can be considered only at the ordinary Plenipotontiary
Conferenee, but not by means of refecrenda of any kind. We emphatically
object to such proposals." '

: The Delegate of the Fedoral People's'Republic of Yugoslavia
suggested the following wording for the end of the operative part:

» W, u.oto submit a report on this matter to tho Membersﬁahd
Associate Mombers, and to the next Plenipotentiary Conferonce.'

Thus amendod, the Resolution on page 10 was adopted.

'The Chairman said that Article XIII, on page 11, had been adopted
the day before. 3 ‘

" There was a break from five minutes to six to twenty-fivo

minutes to seven.

The new text of paragraph 3 (2) of Article 14 was then read out
(see page 5 herein).

PROTOCOLS, RESOLUTIONS AND OPINIUNS OF THE ATLANTIC CITY CONVENTION TO BE
INCLUDED OR NOT IN THE BUENOS ATIRES CONVENTION. :

It was decided not to reproduee in the Buenos Aires Convention

‘Protocols I to X, on pages 94 to 100 of the Atlantic City Final Acts.
_However, on Protocol II, the Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics:

~ "In connection with Protocol II, my Delegation has tho following

~ statement to mako:

"Additional Protocol II lays down a procedure Wheroby Gormany may
accede to the Convention. Hitherto, of coursc, Germany has not accedecd

40 tho International Telecommunication Convention as a single German

State.

~ "Now fhe German Democratic Republic and Western Germany have

separately acceded. The German Democratic Republic has fulfilled all the
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requirements set forth in the Convontion and in Additional Protocol II,
and has, with the assent of the competent authoritics, sent its
instrument of accession, through diplomatic channels, to the Secretary-
General. Hence it is a full Member of the I.T.U. ’

"Howe#er, this state of affairs - accéssion by -both the German

Democratic Republic and Western Germany to the International Tcle-

communication Convention - can be considered as temgdragz - as a state of

affairs obtaining until the formation of a unitod Gormany and of an all-

German Government."

It was decided not to renroduce in the Buonos Aires Convention
the resolutions, recommendations and opinions appearing on pages 101 to
112 of the Atlantic City Final Acts, except for the following toxtss.

' Pagoe 103 - Resolution .rclative to subsistence allowance for
' members of the Administrative Councils

Page 104 - Resolution concerning agreements between the I.T.U.
ahd various governments (because of nogotiations with
the SWlss_Government.for advance of funds or
fitting-out of premiscs),

' The Delegatc of the Argentine Republic‘propdéed, énd it _wos

so decided, that the texts to be reproduced in the new Convention would

appear directly in pink, since they had undergonc'no amendmenf.

_.MINUTES OF THE 8th, 9th, 10th, AND 11th MEDTINGS (Documcnts Nos. 343, 344,

3455 346, 347, 414, 464, and 480)

These documents Were approved, subgeci +0o certaln amendments
published soparatoly as corrigenda.

The meeting rosg at a guarter to oight.

Reporter: . Seerotary-Gencrals = .- Chairmani

G. Deniker T L. Mulatier - Marco A. Andrada
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PLENTPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
Buenos Aires, 1952 PLENARY ASSEMBLY

AGENDA

of the Nineteenth Plenary Meeting
Friday, 19 December 1952, at 4 pemo

PLENARY HALL

1. Second reading of texts submitted by the Editorial Committee
(pink sheets): lst, -2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th series (Documents *
Noss 491, 492, 493, 500 and 504)

o, Classification of Members and Associate Members of the Unioﬁ for
their contributions to the expenses (Document No, 475)3.

3. Swiss proposal concerning study by the C.C.I.F. and the C.C.I.R.
with a view to extending the world telephone network (Document

No. 484)s

4. Approval of -the minutes of the 12th Plenary Mecting (Documents
Nos. 445 and 446).
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFEZRENCE
PLENARY ASSEMBLY

Buenos Aires, 1952.

CLASSIFICATION OF MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATE MEMBERS

OF THi UNION

Communications received from the Republic of the Philippines

. and from the State of Viet-Nam

N oamom -
Aonexess 2
LMIEROE
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ANNEX 1

LEGATION OF THE PHILIPPINES
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
Buenos Aires 1952,

Buenos Aires, 18 December 1952

M. Léon Mulatier

Secretary-General

International Telecommunication Union
Buenos Aires. .

pir,

On the day when the Plenary Assembly discussed and approved
Document 428, I had the Republic of the Philippines registered for half
& unit corresponding to Class 14, but reserving the possibility to raise
the contributory class later.

By virtue of thir. I have the honour to inform you that, in
accordance with instructicns that I have received from- my Government,

the Republic of the Philippines elects to be. registered in Class 13
with one unit. '

I should be grateful if you would be good enough to transmit
this communication reporting a change of class to the Conference.

i have the honour to be,
Sir, etc.
Signed: i{anuecl ESCUDERO

Minister of the Philippines
Head of the Delegation of the Philippines
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ANNEX 2

DELEGATION OF VIET-NAM

Buenocs Aires, 17 December 1952

The Secretary-General
International Telecommunication
Union,

Buenos Aires

Sir,

I have the honour to inform you that accordiné to the latest
instructions received from my Government, Viet-Nam opts for inclusion
in Class 13 with one unit in the Buenos Aires scale for contributions
tc. the finances of the Union from 1 January 1954 onwards.

I have the honour to be,

Sir, etc,

Head 6f the Delegation of Viet-Nam

Signed: NGUYEN VAN MO
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Documént No. 508-F
PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFGRENCE 20, December 1952

‘Buonos Aires, 195?’_"

A DECLARATION

BY THE DELsGATION OF THE-UNION-OF SOVIST SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

At the end of November, 1952, the I.T.U. General Secretariat
published the first two parts of the Radio Frequency Rocord, prepared
by the International Frequency Registration Board. They . include the
Introduction, and Volume I, which comprises a list of fruqhanlLS from

14 to 5,950 ke/s.

Perusal of this publication shows that in preparing the Radio
Frequency Record for issue, the I.F.R.B. did nothing to ¢nsure that tho
documont would be convenient to use.

It is charactcristic of the document that one whole volume is
filled with all sorts of abbruoviations and symbols introduced by the
I.F.R.B. That volums, in the Bnglish text, runs to no less than 163
pages, a fact which rcnders the documcnt extraordin arlly difficult to
consult. :

As a comparison, it may be peinted out that the conventional
symbols uscd in the I.T.U. Berne List run to no more than 16 pages.

Amongst the changes rendering the document difficult to
consult, may bc mentioneds

- ohanges in the conventional designations hitherto used for
tho names of countries; '

- abbreviations in the "designations used to denote the sites of
radio transmitters; the introduction of conventional signs
for scoveral rceception areas; the introduction of numorous
symbols in column 13, etc.
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The introduction of all thesc abbreviatiohs and uselcss
symbols mercly complicates analysis and consultation of the Frequency
Record for Members of tho Union.

The perusal of those parts of the Frequency Record w.ich have
appoared shows, inter alia, that contrary to paragraphs 272 and 283
of the ®.A.R.C. Agrecment, a considerable number of frequencics used by
the United States of America have been included without the requisite
data. '

Publication of such frequencics in the Frequency Record mecrely
goes to show that the I.F.R.B. is rcady to infringe any agreement when
to do so is in the interests of the United States of America.

. It should bc noted that the Frequency Record recapitulates

all frequencics recorded in the 1.7.U. Berne Lists, including those
appearing in the 1952 supplement thercto, a fact which once more

clearly demonstrates how realistic and how valuable those Berne Lists
are, and how right were the proposals submitted by Soviet Dclegations

at the international radio conferences held from 1948 to 1952 - proposals
urging that the Berne Frequ@ncy Lists, bascd as thoy werce on many years
of operational expcrience, should bo adoptcd as a basis for the new
International Frequency List.

Taking its stand on thc oxporience acquired in frequency
registration and utilization by the International Teleccommunication
Union, the Delegation of the Soviet Union, for the.rcasons sgt forth
above, and with a view to unsuring working conditions conducive to the
maximum efficiency of the radiocommunications of I.T.U. Mcmb .r—countries,
urges Members of the Union, in frequency registration and utiization
matters, to abide by the procedure laid down in Article 47 of the Radio
Regulations, i.e., until such a time as a new and complete International
Frequency List has been prepared and implemented, to consider that the
Atlantic Gty Table cannot become effective by parts, to use frequencics
_in accordance with the .Cairo Frequency Allocation Table, and in so
doing to abide by the frequency notification and registration procedure
set forth in the Cairo Regulations.
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PLENIPOTENTTIARY CONFERENCE

Buenos Aires, 1952

Document No. 509-~E
*19 December 1952

COMMITTEE

CORRIGENDUM

TO THS SUMMARY RECORDS OF THE

Document No. 417

Document No. 430,

18th and 19th MEETINGS

Replace the first paragraph of page 5 by the
followings

"Mr. Hayes, Vice Director of the C.C.I.R., asked
that the record of the meeting should state clearly
that in editing the report contained in Document
No. 342, Working Group 5/1 had not given any
opportunity to a re?resentative of the C.C.I.R.

to give evidence as to the points raised in
sections 7 and 8, Had that been done Mr., Hayes

was sure that a satisfactory answer would have been
given. He felt that at least the first paragraph
of each section ought to be omitted. He wished

to make it clear that the Secretarizt of the C.C.I.R.
had always complied rigourously with the provisions
of Chapter 13, paras. 1 and 2 of the General Re-
gulations.

page 23 replace the last paragraph of the statement
of the Chairman of wWorking Group 5 by the following:
"From 1954 onwards = 200,000 Swiss francs per year
for the payment of cost-of-living allowances."
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PLENIPOTANTIARY CONFERENCE

Bueros Aires, 1952 _ PLERARY iSSEMBLY

CLASSIFIC..TION OF MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATE MEMBIRS

OF THEL UNION

Communications from British Bast Africa and Japan

Annexess 2
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ANNEX 1

Delegation of British East Africa,
Alvear Palace Hotel,
Avenida Alvear 1891,

Buenos Aires.
a ® Buenos Aires; 1lth. December, 1952

The Secretary-General
International Telecommunication
Union,

Buenos Aires.

Sir,

I have to inform you that as an Associate Member my
" administration chooses the 14th or half-unit contributory class.
I have the honour to be, Sir,

Your obedient Servant,

- M.W. LAITSON,
Head of Delegation,
British Bast Africa. -
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ANNEX 2

Delagation of Japan

Buenos Aires, 20 December 1952

Mr. Ledn Mulatier,

Secretary Gensral of lhe
International Telecommunication
Union,

Buenos Aires.

Dear Sir,

I have the honour to inform you that the Japanese Adminis=—
tration has informed me that it has been compelled to study more
attentively what would the repercussion be on its financial situation
by the repeated decrease in the totzl number of units of contribution
40 the expenses of the Union after its notification for new class of
contribution and finds it necessary to confirm the right to change the
class of contribution before lst. July 1953 in accordance with the

_protocol decided at this plenipotentiary conference. '

_The Japanese Administration has had in mind at the time of
notification as I stated at the ninth me:sting of the commission 5
on November 20th. 1952 that the status of classification would remain
‘without great change.

I cannot say at this moment that the Japanese Administration
will or will not change, but it wishes to Teserve its' position for

possible change within the fixed period.

I wish ybu will convey this information to the present
Plenipotentiary Conference.

T have the honour to be, Sir,
Yours respectfully,
K. Hanaoka

Deputy Chief
Delegation of Japan
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"Document No. 512-E
PLENIPOT:NTIARY CONFERENCE 20 December 1552

Buenos Aires, 1952

STATEMENT OF AFGHANISTAN

My Delegation wishes to state that the Afghan Government
recognizes only the "People's Republic of China" which has not been
represented in the Internatidnal-Plenipotentia:y Telecommnunication
Conference;,; Buenos Aires 1952.

ALIGUL

Delegate of Afghanistan



Uhionlinternaticnale Document N° 513-FES
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‘CONFERENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIATRES
Buénos Aires, 1952 ASSEMBLEE PLENIERT

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT 445-F

(Proces-verbal de la 12e.séance pléniere, 1dre partie)

Page 10, 35.1igne du 2e.alinda; au lieu de ﬂgonseil d'administration”,
lires "Conférence d'Atlantic City".

CORRIGENDUM No. 1 TO DOCUMENT No, 445_E

(Minutes of the 12th Meeting-Part 1 of the Plenary Assembly)
-Page 10, third line of the sécond_paragrapbs

"Administrative Council" should read "Atlantic Cify
Conference",

CORRIGENDUM NGm. 1 AL DOCUMENTO Nm.445-S

(Acta de la-lZa sesidn --la parte~ de la Asamblea plenaria)

Pégina 10 3a 1inea del segundo pArrafo: _
Sustitliyase "en el Consejo de Administracién" por "en la
Conferencia de Atlantic City".

Pégina 15 (23) del apartado 5, linea 2:
Léase "incluir" en lugar de "influir",
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Telecommunication Union Document No. 514-F

22 Docember 1952

PLENTPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
PLENARY s.5SEMBLY

Buenos Aires, 1952

CORRIGENDUM No. 1

TO DOCUMENT No. 444-F
_ (Minutes of the 12th Meoting of thc Plenary Assembly)

(Part 2)
Page 10, first paragraph, third lincs (English text only)
Replace thc word ngtatement" by "solution'.

Pagc 5, after the statement by the Declegatc of Sweden,
insert the followings

The Delegate of the Union of Soviect Socialist Republics

saids

"ffhen this resolution was being considcred in Plenary
Assembly, the Sovict Delegation stated that some of its provisions
were unacceptable.

"Honce we voted against the resolution as a wholc.

"I beg you to have that recorded in the minutes."

Pa;: 16, amend the last paragraph of the statement by 3
Delegate of Egypt to reads

"He associated himself with the remarks of the Delegate OF
Norway and was of the opinion that the words "teleccommunication
services" had too wide a meaning. Nevertheless the principile of
the Swiss amendment was good and it could form the subject of a
resolution of principle outside the toxt of the Convention, but not
because of the two arguments given proviously, he chose She nearest
article to this subject and tried to add what he wanted to say to
this article.™



International Docament No.515—E
Telecemmunication Union , 20 December 1952

LENIPOTE Y CONFERE
PLENIPOTENTIAR NFE NCE PLENARY ASSEMBLY

Buenos Aires, 1952

‘RESERVATIONS

TO THE INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION CONVENTION,

BUENOS ATRES

(2nd - SERIES )

See also Document Nb;494

For Canada ¢

The signature of Canada to this Convention is tubject to the re~
servation that Canada does not accept Paragraph 2 (1) of Article 12 of the
Buenos Aires Telecommunication Convention. Canada agrees to- be bound by
the Radio Regulations and Telegraph Regulations annexed to this Convention
but does not at present agree to be bound by the Additional Radio Regula—~
tions or the Telephone Regulations,

For Italy

Italy reserves the right to take all steps which it considers
'necessany to safeguard its interests if the Members or Associate Members
do not contribute to the expenses of the Union on the basis of the provi=-
sions of the International Telecommunication Convention of Buenos Aires .
(1952) and if the reserwves of other countries could compromise its tele-

communications services,
[+]
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For Jordén H
The Delegation of Jordan makes the following reservations

1°) Reserves the right of its Government to accept or not to ac-
cept the Telephone Regulations, the Telegraph Regulations and the Addition~-
al Radio Regulations, referred to in Article 13 of the Buenos Aires Convent-
ion. .

2°) Reserves the right of its Government either to accept its
association with or to reject its implication in any provisignal .greement
“concluded by -the Administrative Council in accordance with provis.ons of
Article (5). para (11) subpara (b) section (1) and Article (10) para (1)
subpara (F).

[+] ]

For the Republic of the Philippines ¢

The Republic of the Philippines formally declares upon signing
the present Convention that it cannot currently accept any obligations with
reference to the Telephone and Telegraph Regulations mentioned in paragraph
2 of Article 12 of that Convention.

o -]
For Turkey ¢
1. . In view of the provisions of Article 12 of the new Buenos Aires

Convention, I formally declare in the name of my Delegation that the re-
servetaions made prevoiusly in the name of the Turkish Government with re-—
ference t the regulations mentioned in that Article continue to be valid.

2a Upon;signing the Final Acts of the Buenos Aires Conventi»n, I for-
mally declare in the name of the Government of the Republic of Turxkey, that
my Government cannot accept any financial implications resulting from any
reservations or.counter-reservations that might be made by any.Delegation
participating in the present Conference.

[}
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For Federal German Republic, Belgium, Colombia, France, Greece, Lebanon,
Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia @

The undersigned Delegations declare, in the name of their
regpective governments, that they accept no consequence for reserves result-—
ing in an increase of their contributory share in the expenses of the Union.

Federal German Republic

Belgium

Colombia

France

Greece

Lebanon

Sweden

Switzerland

Turkey

PFederal People's Republic of Yugoslavia

= (o]
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CONFERENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIAIRES
Buenos Aires, 1952 | COMMEISSION 5

CORRIGENDUM AU DOCUMENT N° 429-F

Page 4 du document N° 429.

Remplacer le début du paragraphe B par le texte suivant:

" "E, Chapitre 6 (C.C.I.R.)

1. Pour 1953, le Groupe de travail a pris pour base un effectif
de 14 unités pour toute.l'annde, trois emplois restant vacants pendant
une partie de 1l'année; cependant, a partir de 1954, on devra compter avec
17 unités ........"(lec reste sans changoment) .

CORRIGENDUM TO DOCUMENT No. 429-E

Page 4, paragraph E (Section 6. C.C.I.R.),read as follows:

"l. For 1953, the Group worked on the assumption that there
would be 14 persons on the staff for the whole of the year, three posts
remaining vacant for part of the year; but from 1954 onwards provision
will have to be made for 17 persons sosencos (the rest unchanged).

CORRIGENDUM AL DOCUMENTO Nfum. 429 -5

P4gina 4.

E. Capitulo 6 (C.C.I.R,)

"1, El Grupo de trabajo’'ha tomado como base, para el afio 1953, 14
unidades de personal efectivo durante todo el afio, con tres puestos que

han de permanecer vacantes durante parte del ano, no obstante, a partir del
afio 1954, deberi contarse con 17 unidades....:(el resto sin modlflcaclon)




Union internationale
des télécommunications 4 Document N° 517-FES

22 décembre 1952

CONFERENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIAIRES

Buenos Aires, 1952

1)

2)

2)

CORRIGENDUM N° 2 AU DOCUMENT N© 417-F
Page 7, lere ligne de la déclaration du délégué de 1'U.R.S.S.,
remplacer. ¢ "N° 663" par : "No 668",
Page T, 5 lignes avant 1a fin de la page, apres "ceux des Mem-

bres et Membres associds" lire "qui ont accepté de prendre
part a ces conférences et rdunions. I1 serait ....."

CORRIGENDUM N° 2 TOQ DOCUMENT N© 417-E

Page 7; first line ‘of the statement attributed to the Delegate
of the U.S.S.R., replace : "No. 663" by : "No. 668",

Page 7, five lines from the bottom, after "those Members and

Associate Members", recad s "which have agreed to take part in
those .conferences and meetings, It ....."

CORRIGENDUM N° 2 AL DOCUMENTO No 417—8

Corresponde solamente a los textos eﬂ~inglés Yy en francés.

0 00
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Document No. 518-E
Telecommunication Union cumen 5

21 December 1952

PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
PLENARY ASSEMBLY

Buenos Aires, 1952

RESERVATIONS

TO THE INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION CONVENTION,

BUENUS AIRES
(3rd SERIES)

See also Documents Nos. 494 and 515

For the People's Republic of Bulgarias

On signing the Buenos Aires Telecommunication Convention, the
Delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria statess

1. The decision of the Plenipotentiary Conference giving the
representatives of the Kuomintang the right to sign the Telecommunication
Convention is illegal since in reality they do not represent China., Only
the representatives nominated by the Central People's Government of the
Chinese People's Republic are entitled to sign the Convention.

The Bonn authorltles do not represent the whole of Germany and
therefore the signature of the Telecommunication Convention by its
representatives is illegal. The Government of the German Democratic
Republic has acceded to the Atlantic City Convention in accordance with
the procedure established in Additional Protocol II to that Convention.
In these clrcumetances, the German Democratic Republic is a participan
in the Atlantic Clty Convention and.has full Membership of the Inter; Pfcmvﬁs
national Telecommunlcatlon Uniong U.LT.

The decision of the Plenipotentiary Conference to the effect diudl
that the representatives of Bao-Dai VietTNam and South XKorea are entitled '
to sign the Telecommunication Conventidn is illegal since the said
representatives do not in reality represent Viet-Nam and Korea..
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The new International Frequency List referred to in
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations (Atlantic City) has not yet been
prepared and approved. In the circumstances, the decisions of the
Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference are illegal, since they
are contrary to the Radio Regulations.

In view of the foregoing, the Delegation of the People's
Republic of Bulgaria states that Resolution No. 30 of the
Plenipotentiary Conference, Buenos Aireé, according to which the
illegal decisions of the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
are considered to replace the provisions of the Radio Regulationg’ is
contrary to the provisions of the Convention in force, violates the
normal procedure for revising the regulations and consequently is
unacceptable to the People's Republic of Bulgaria.

For the above reasons the.People's Republic of Bulgaria
states that the question of adopting the Radio Regulations remains

open.

The People's Republic of Bulgaria also reserves the right
to accept or reject the provisions of Article 6 of the Convention.

For the Republic of Chinas

The Delegation of the Republic of China to the Plenipotentiary
Conference of the International Telecommunication Union at Buenos
Aires is the only legitimate representation of China therein and is
recognized as such by the Conference. Any Declarations or Reservations

.made in connection with or attached to the present Convention by the

several Members of the Union, incompatible to the position of the
Republic of China as set fprt@ above, are illegal and therefure null
and void. To those Members of the Union the Republic of China does:not,
by signagure of this Convention, accept any obligation arising out of
the Buenos Aires Convention as well as all the Protocols in relation
thereto.
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For Greece:

The Hellenic Delegation formally declares that in signing
this Convention it maintains the reservations made by Greece when
the Administrative Regulations mentioned in Article 12 of the Buenos
Aires Convention were signed.

For the Hungarian People's Republic:

When signing the International Telecommunication Convention,
the Delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic states the following:

Considering that the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference
has adopted a Resolution in accordance with which the illegal decisions
of the E.A.R.C. replace the provisions of the Convention relating to
the revision of the Regulations,

the Hungarian People's Republic, being in disagreement with
Resolution No. 30 adopted by the Plenipotentiary Conference, reserves
the right to regard the adoption of the Radio Regulations and the
position of the I.F.R.B. as open gquestions.

The Delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic, on
signing the International Telecommunication Convention, makes the
following statement:

1) C "The decision taken by the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary
Conference to grant the right of signing the Convention to the
representatives of the Kuomintang is illegal, since the only
legitimate representatives are those nominated by the Central

‘People's Government of the Chinese People's Republic and they alone

are entitled to sign on behalf of China.

2) - "The so-called representatives of Bao-Dai Viet-Nam and South
Korea do not in reality represent Viet-Nam and Korea and, by this
fact, their participation in the work of the Conference and the
decision to authorize them to sign the International Telecommunication
Convention are illegal.
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3) "The Government of the German Democratic Republic, having
acceded to the Atlantic City International Telecommunication Conven-
tion in accordance with the established procecdure, is indisputably a
Member of the Union as of right.

"The Bonn authorities do not represcnt the whole of Germany
and consequently the signing of the Bucnos Aires International Tele-
communication Convention by the representatives of these authorltles
ds illegal.".

FPor the State of Israel:

The Delegation of the State of Israel cannot accept the
reservation made by the Delegations of Afghanistan, Saudi Arabia,
Egypt, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria and Yemon concerning Israel, and
reserves the right of its Government to take any appropriate measure
it may deem necessary to safeguard the interests of the State of
Israel in the application of this Convention and the Regulations
annexed thereto, as far as the above Member countries are concorned.

For Mexico:

The Mexican Delegation, in signing the International Tele—
communication Convention of Buenos Aires, hereby declares:

1. That such signature implies no obligations for its Government
with respect to the Telegraph Regulations, Telephone Regulations, or
Additional Radio Regulations mentioned in Article 12, Section 2,
paragraphs (1) and (2) of the said Conventionj

2. That it accepts no reservations from any country which,
directly or indirectly, might lead to an increase in Mexico's contri-
bution above that laid down in the said Convention.

For Monaco:

On behalf of the Principality of Monaco, I hereby associate
myself with the roservations appearing in Document No. 515 under the
heading "For Federal German Republic, Belgium, Colombia, France,
Greece, Lebanon, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, F.P.R. of Yugoslavia"
and cannot agree to.any increase in its contribution to the expenses
of the I.T.U., that may result from reservations made by other
countries,
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I also maintain, in general terms, all other reservations
made by the country I represent prior to the Atlantic City Conference

or at other Confercnces.

For the Roumanian Pcople's Rcecpublics

On signing the present Convention on bghalf of the Roumanian
People's Republic, the Delegation of the Roumanian People's Republic
states the following:

1) The Buenos Aires Plenipotcentiary Conference has illegally
decided to give the right to sign the Telccommunication Convention to
the so-called Delegation of China, scnt by the Kuomintang.

The only legitimate representatives of China entitled to sign
the Telecommunication Convention are the representatives designated by
the Central People's Government of the Chinese People's Republic.

2) ‘The Government of the German Democratic Republic has legally
acceded to the Atlantic City Teleccommunication Convention, 1947 and
is thus a party to the 1947 Telecommunication Convention and enjoys

a full Membership of the Union.

The Bonn authorities do not represent Germany as a whole and
consequently the decision of the Conference which has given the right
of signing the Convention to its representatives is illecgal.

3) } The right to sign the Buenos Aires Telecommunication Conven-
tion attributed to the representatives of Bao-Dai Viet-Nam and South
Korea is illcgal since they were sent by puppet governments which do
not in reality represent Viet-Nam and Korea.

The Plenipotentiary Conference, Buenos “ires, 1952, having
violated the procedure established by the Convention in force for the
rovision of the Rcgulations, has adopted a resolution in accordance
with which the illegal decisions of the Extraordinary Administrative
Radio Conference, 1951 - reached in violation of Article 47 of the
Radio Regulations annexed to the Convention -~ replace the provisions
of these Regulations,
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The Delegation of the Roumanian People's Republic, in.these.
circumstances, reserves the right of its Government to accept or not to
accept the Radio Regulations, Article 6 of the Convention and other
provisions concerning the I.F.R.B.

It also reserves the right not to take into consideration
Resolution No. 30 of the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference.

Fo; Czechoslovakia

On signing the International Telecommunication Convention, the
Delegation of Czechoslovakia makes the following formal statement 3

1. The presence of the representatives of the Kuomintang at the ‘
Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Tele-
communication Union and the signing of the International Telecommunication
Convention by the representatives of the Kuomintang on behalf of China

are not legal since the only legitimate representatives of China en-
titled to sign the above-mentioned Convention on behalf of China are

the representatives designated by the Central People's Government of

the Chinese People's Republic.

Czechoslovakia also disputes the right of the representatives
of South Korea and Bao-Dai Viet-Nam to sign the present International
Telecommunication Convention on behalf of the countries of XKorea and
Viet-Nam respectively since they do not actually represent these
countries.

Czechoslovakia does not accept the signing of the International
Telecommunication Convention by the representatives of the Bonn .
authorities on behalf of the whole of Germany and states that the
German Democratic Republic which duly acceded to the International
Telecommunication Convention, Atlantic City, 1947, must be regarded -
as a Member of the International Telecomnunication Union as- of right.

2. Czechoslovakia does not accept the decisions of the Pleni-
potentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication Union,
Buenos Aires, relative to the Agreement of the Extraordinary
Administrative Radio Conference, Geneva, 1951, since these decisions
are aimed at legalizing the said Agreement which is in contradiction
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with Article 47 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations, 1947, and
reserves the right to adhere strictly to -Article 47 of those
Regulations.,

3. Czechoslovakia is not in agreement with the decisions of the
Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication
Union, Buenos Aires, relative to the International Frequency Registra-—
tion Board and reserves the right to accept or not to accept Article 6
of the International Telecommunication Convention in whole or in part.

For Viet-Nam ¢

In signing the present Convention on behalf of the - State of
Viet-Nam, the Delegation of Viet-Nam reserves the right of its Govern-
ment to accept or not to accept :

- any obligation deriving from the Telephone Regulations mentioned
in Article 12, particularly should those Regulations be
extended to the extra-BEuropean system:

— any provisional agreement concluded by the Administrative
Council with international organizations which my Government
considers contrary to its interests.
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE

Document No. 519~E
21 December 1952

Buenos Aires, 1952 PLENARY ASSEMBLY

RESERVATIONS TO THE

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION GONVENTION

BUENOS AIRES

(4th Series)

See alsou Dpddﬂénts Nos. 4

For the People's Republic of Albania

In signing the International TeleGommunication Convention,

L Buenoé Aires, the Delegation of the Peoplels Republic of Albgnid

14

hereby declares :

. "a) The Kuomintang representatives are not in reality re-
presentatives of China, and hence the detision taken by the Pleni-
potentiary Conference to allow them 16 sign the Convention is illegal.
Only representatives appointed by the Government of the People's
Republic of China are entitled to sign the Convention on behalf of
China.

"b) Signatire of the International Telecommunication Convenfién,
on behalf of Germany, by the representatives of the Bonn authorities,

-is illegal, since the Bonn authorities do not represent the whole of

Germany. The Government of the German Democratic Republic legally
acceded to the International Telecommurication Convention of 1947, and
hence the German Democratic Republic is a party to the 1947 Convention
and a full Member of the International Telecommunication Convention.

Ly

. U.LT.
"c) The decision taken by the Plenipotentiary Conferemce .to™
accord the right to sign the International Telecommunication Convention
to the representatives of Bao~Dai Viet-Nam and South Korea is illegaly -
sinc¢e those representatives do not in fact represent Viet-Nam and Kored.
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ﬁThe new International Frequency List mentioned in Articie 47
of the Radio Regulations of Atlantic City has not yet been prepared and
approved. Hence the decisions taken by the Extraordinary Administrative

"Radio Conference run counter to the Radio Regulations and are, accord-

ingly, illegal.

"In view of the above, the Delegation of the People's

Republic of Albania hereby declarcs that Resolution 30, adopted by the
Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference, to the effect that those
illegal E.A.R.C. decisions should be considered as replacing the
provisions of the Radio Regulations, runs counter to the International
Telecommunication Convention in force and constitutes a breach in the
procedure for revision of the Regulations. It is, then, unaccurtable
for the People's Republic of Albania.

"For the above reasons, the People's Republic of Albania
reserves the right, in matters concerning the registration and utili-
zation of radio frequencies, to act in accordance with Article 47
of the Radio Regulations in force.

"It also reserves the right to abide, or not to abide, by
the provisions of Article 6 of the Convention."

'LFormfhamBielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic

Taking into account the fact

"that under Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, supplementing
the Telecommunication Convention, the entry into force of the most
substantial part of those Regulations is made dependent on the decisions
to be taken by the future Special Administrative Conference, mentioned
in that Article; and '

bearing in mind

that in adoption of the -decisions taken in 1951 by the Extra—
ordinary Administrative Radio Conference (E.4.R.C.), the provisions of
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations were infringed and that hence the
said E.A:R.C. decisions are illegal; and also

.

IS J
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considering

that the Pieﬁipotentiary Conference (1952), in adopting a
resolution according to which those illegal E.A.R.C. decisions are
to be considered as replacing the provisions of the Radio Regulations,

- thereby infringed the provisions of Article 13 of the Telecommunica-

tion Convention, relative to the binding character of the Regulationnj

the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic in these
circumstances leaves open the question of accepting the provisions
of the Telecommunication Convention relative to the International
Frequency Registration Board, as also the question of accepting the
Radio Regulations,' :

X
X X

- For the People's Republic of Poland

In signing the International Telecommunication Convention -
of Buenos Aires, the Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland is
authorized to make the following statement: '

"The Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland considers
that participation of Kuomintang representatives in the Buenos Aires
Plenipotentiary Conference, and the grant to them of the right to
sign the International Telecommunication Convention, is illegal, since
the only legitimate representatives of China are those appointed by
the Central People's Government of the People's Republic of. China.

"Participation in the Conference by representativés of Bao-Dai
Viet-Nam and of South Korea is likewise illegal, as is the fact that
they have been allowed to sign the Convention, since they do not in
fact represent Viet-Nam and Korea. )

"The Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland also
considers that participation in the Conference by, and the grant of the
right to sign the Conventionxtbg the representatives. of the Bonn
authorities, which do not represent the whole of Germany and hence are
not entitled to act on its behalf, is illegal.
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"The right to sign the Buenos Aires Convention should also be
adc&fded to the representatives of the German Democratic Republic, which
is a party to the Atlantic Ciiy Convention and a Member of the I.T.U.

3, "At the time of signing the International Telecommunication Con~
Yention in Buenos Aires, the question of acceptance of the Radio Regulations
remaing.open for the People's Republic of Polamd.

4. "The Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland cannot agrée
with the contents of Article 6 of the Buenos -Aires Convention, and with
the assignment of new duties to the I.F.R.B.

"Until such a time as this matter is finally considered and
settled at the Ordinary Radio Conference, the People's Republic of Poland
leaves open the question of accepting Article 6 of the International
Relecommunication Convention of Buenos Airss.

5. "The People's Republic of Poland will not consider itself bound
by the provisions of Article 5, paragraph 12, sub-paragraph b) 1. if,

on the basis of this Article, the Administrative Council concludes any
agreements running counter to the interests of the People's Republic

of Poland. '

6,. . "In signing this International Telecommunication Convention,

. the Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland reserves for its

Gevernment the right to make any future additional reservations which
may appear necessary with regard to the Convention and all its annexes,
before final ratification thereof by the People's Republic of Poland."

For the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist. Republic:

U . "taking-into account the fact

"that under Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, supplementing
the Telecommunication -Convention, the entry into force of the most sub-
stantial part of those Regulations is made dependent on the decisions
to be taken by the future Special Administrative Conference, mentioned
in that Article; and
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bearing in mind

that in edopticn of the decisions taken in 1951 by the
Extraordlnary Administrative Radio Conference (E.A.R.C.), the provisions.
of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations were infringed and that hence
the said E.A.R.C. declslons are illegals and also

considering

that the Plenlpotentlary Conference (1952), in adopting a
resolution according to which those illegal E.A.R.C. decisions are
to be considered as replacing the provisions of the - Radio Regulations,
thereby infringed the provisions of Article 13 of the Telecommunication
Convention, relative to the binding character of the Regulations;

the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic in these circumstances
leaves open the question of accopting the provisions of the Telecommunicat-
ion Convention relative to the International Frequency Reglstratlon
Board, as also the question of accepting the Radio Regulations."

o
o 0

For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

"Taking ;g%q;aocount the-facts

that under Article 47 6f the Readio. Regulations, supplemenmlng
the Telecommunication Couvention, the entry into force of the most
substantial part of those Regulations is made dependent on the deoiﬁlons
to be taken by the future Special Administrative Conference, mentioned
in that Article; and

‘bearing in mind

that in adoption of the decisions taken in 1951 by the
Extraordinary Administrative Radio Confercnce (E.A.R.C.), the provisions
. of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations were infringed and that hence
the said E.A.R.C. decisions are illegal; and also
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considering:

that the Plenipotentiary Conference (1952), in adopting a
resolution according to which those illegal E.A.R.C. decisions arc to be
considered as replacing the provisions of the Radio Regulations, thereby
infringed the provisions of Article 13 of the Telecommunication Con-
vention, relative to the binding character of the Regulations;

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in these circumstancoes
lcaves open the question of accepting the provisions of the Telecommuni-
cation Convention relative to the Intcrnational Frequency Registration
Board, as also the question of accepting the Radio Regulations.'

[¢]

For the Union of Sovict Socialist Rcpublics, the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Ropublic and the Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic

In signing the Tclecommunication Convention, the Dolegations of
the Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, and thc Biclorussian Soviet Socialist Republic herceby dcclare:

1. "The decision taken by the Plenipotentiary Confcrence to grant
the Kuomintang representatives the right to sign the Telecommunication
Convention is illegal, since the only legal representatives of China are
the represcntatives appointed by thc Contral Pcople's Government of tho
Pcople's Republic of China, and thcy alone are cntitled to sign the
Teclecommunication Convention on behalf of Chinaj

2. "The recpresentatives of Bao-Dai Viet-Nam and South Kerea do not
in reality represent Viet-Nam and Korea; hence their participation in
the work of tho Plenipotentiary Conference, and the grant to them of the
right to sign thc Telecommunication Convention on bchalf of Vict-Nam and
Korea, is illcgal;

3. The Governmont of thc German Democratic Republic has acceded to
thc Teclecommunication Convention (Atlantic City, 1947) in accordance with
the procedure laid down in Additional Protocol II to that Convention,; and
hencc the German Dcmocratic Republic is a party to the Teclecommunication
Convention of 1947 and a full Member of the I.T.U., The Bonn authoritics
do not, and cannot, represcnt the whole of Gormany, with thc rosult that
signature by thcir rcprescntatives of the Tclecommunication Convention
adopted by the Plenipotentiary Conference of Bucnos Aires, is illegal."
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CONFERENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIATRES 4
: 3, B ERE
Buonos. Aizes, 1952 ASSTABLER PLENITRE

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT 448-F

---{Proces-verbal de la 13eme Assemblée Pléniére,‘Zéme_Partie)

Ne concerne que le texte anglais.
~=000--

CORRIGENDUM No. 1' TO DOCUMENT A48-E

(Minutes of the Thirteenth Plenary Assembly, Part 2,

Page 9, last paragraph, third line s
For "He cannot agree" read : "We cannot agree".

~~000—-

. CORRIGENDUM Nﬁm. 1 AL DOCUMENTO 448-S

" (Acta de la 13a. Asambloa plznaria, 2a, Partc)
Corresponde solamente al texto en inglés.

—~=000~=~
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CORRIGENDUM No. 1

TO DOCUMENT No. 347-E

" (Minutes of the 10th Plenary Assembly)

(Second Part)

Page 16

After the speech made by the Delegate of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, insert a paragraph 3.3.bis, as follows:

"The Delegate of the Republic of Colombias

"'My Delegation could accept +i¢ Danish proposal, but could in
- no circumstances sign an article in thc Convention restricting the right
enjoyed by every government to change its officials. Tne Members of the
I.F.R.B.; although having an international mandate, are only represent-
atives of governments.

"'If this proposal is adopted, my Delegation would make
reservations, since the proposal runs counter to the Colombian Constitut-
ion. It would accept the proposal only if it took the form of & recommend-
ation.!'"
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- CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT N°© 343-F
(Proces—verbal de la 8eme séance pléniere)

A la page 153

Modifier la fin du Béme paragraphe, apres les mots "O.N.U. ",.
pour lire:s .

"c'est une erreur car elles constituent des entités distinctes".
(le reste étant supprimé)

Supprimer la fin du dernier paragréphe, a partir des metss
"Déja 1'0.4.C.I. ....."

CORRIGENDUM No.l TO DOCUMENT No.343-E
(Minutes of the 8th Plenary Assembly)

Page 15¢

Third paragraph, line 6, after "Nationss", read:

"that was wrong, for they were separate entities". (delete
the rest)

I

Last paragraph, delete all after: "I.C.A.0. was already
usSing ceecoes." .

CORRIGENDUM Nim. 1 AL DOCUMENTO NGm. 343-S
(Acta de la 8a. sesién plenaria)

En la pégina 15:

Al final del tercer pirrafo, en la sexta linea, despuds de las
palabras "Naciones Unidas", léase:

"pero eso es un error pues se tratz de entidades distintasg".
(se suprime el resto del parrafo)

Suprimase el final del Gltimo pirrafo desde las palabrass
"La’ O‘.A"CII. ......"
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CORRIGENDUM N° 3 AU DOCUMENT 417-F

Ne concerne que 1le texto espagnol.

CORRIGENDUM No., 3 TO DOCUMENT 417-E

Concerns only the spanish text.

CORRIGENDUM N° 3 AL DOCUMENTO 417-S
(Resumen’ de los debates de la 18a
aosién’ce la Comisibn 5)

Pigina 7 ¢ 5a linea a contar desde abajo, después de las
palabras:"Miembros y Miembros Asociados'", léase: ''que hayan acepta-
do participar en dichas conferencias y reuniones".

~=—000-——
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CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT 466-F
(Proces-Verbal dc la 15cme sdanco plénicrc)

Page 12 ¢ - inclure dans lo texte do l'intorvention du dé1égud
de 1'U.R.S.S«; une deuxi&mo phrase : " Nous considérons que la
derniere phrase du paragraphe 5 est incorrecte."

CORRIGENDUE K° 1 TO DOCUMENT 466-E
(minutes of the 15%h Plenary Mceting)

Page 12 3 in the statement attributed to the Delegate of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, include, as the second
sentence, "The last sentence of paragraph 5 ig, wc consider,
wrong."

CORRIGENDUM NUM. 1 AL DOCUMENTO NUM.,466-S
"(Acta de la 15a sesidn pleraria)

Pdgina 12 : incliyase en la intervencidn del delegado de la
URSS una segunda frase $"Consideramos que la Ultima frase
del apartado 5 es incorrccta
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CORRIGENDUM

TO DOCUMENT No. 526-E

The attached page should replace page 1 of
Document No., 520-E.
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CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT N° 472

. Page 2, premiere 1ligne d'en haut, au lieu des mots :
"La délégation de la R.S.S. d'Ukraine" lire :"La délégation de
1'U.R.S.S."

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 TO DOCUMENT N° 472

- Concerns only the French and Spanish texts.

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AL DOCUMENTO N¢ 472

En la pagina 2, primera linea, en lugar de las palabras
"La delegacién de la R.S.S. de Ucrania" léase "La .delegacidn de
la U.R.S.S."



Union internationale . . . Document N° 528-FnSs
des télécommunications - 23 décembre 1952

CONFERENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIAIRES
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CORRIGENDUM AU DOCUMENT N¢ 221 (Revigé)

Page 21: Alinda 4.56, deuxieme ligne, apres le mot "paragraphe"
éfiminer le chiffre "4",

CORRIGENDUM T0O DOCUMENT No, 221—(Revised)

Page 3: paragraph 1.8, third line, instead of: "te initiate
a new and powerful boom...", read : "to initiate a new and powerful
upsurge..."

CORRIGENDUM_ AT, DOCUMENTO N°_221-(Revisadc)

. N . \ .
Pégina 3: pirrafo 1.8, tercera linea, en lugar de "e impri—
mir un nuevo y poderocso impulso" léase s "e imprimir un nuevo y po-
deroso resurgimiento,

Pigina 21: pirrafo 4.56, en la segunda linea, suprimase 1la
cifra "4" despuds de 1a palabra "apartados",.

Y —
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Bucnos Aircs, 1952

COMHITTEE 6

Summary Rccord of the Fourth Mceting

Saturday, 20 Dccomber at 9 a.m.
Chairman: Mr. Libero O. d¢ Miranda (Brazil)

The Budgot Committoc met as scheduled at 9 a.m. on 20 Doccmber.
The agenda wass

1) Approval of the summary rccord of the sccond and third
meetings (Décument No. 410).

2) Final Report of Working Group 6/1.

The Chairman oponcd the méoting and submitted the summary rcccrd
of thc sccond and third mcctings (Documont No. 410) for approval and
suggested that, as the Rapportour - Mr. Carranza, Dcleogato of the Spanish
Zonc of lMorocco and thc Totality of Spanish Posscssion - had left for
homo, he should be, replaced by Mr. Pcdro Aguado (Argentina).

This was agrced.

Tho Dclegatc of the United States of Amcrica; Chairman of
Working Group 6/1, asked for tho Spanish tcxt to bo brought into line
with the' English on page 3.

™

With the abowve amcndment, Document No. 410 was approved.

The Chairman opcncd discuséion on the Final Roport of the
Working Group.

The Sceretary-General said that a sum of 10 or 12 thousands
francs would havc to bc provided for the translation of the Final Acts
intc Chincsc and Russian.




-2 -
(529-E)

After discussion, the final Report of the Committee %o the
Plenary Assembly was approved. It was agreed to introduce a new paragraph
3 bis to cover the item mentioned by the Secretary-General. Annex 1
would be amended accordingly, with the insertion of a new Chapter V.

The Delegate of Ar entina, roferring to point 1 of Annex 2, said
that the Argentine Administration would provide the Union with local staff
if it were decided to print the Final Acts in Buenos Aires,

The Secretary-General said that it was not advisable to have the
Acts printed in Bucnos Aires. A study of the cost had shown that it would
be cheaper to have them printed in Gencva., After further explanations,
he said that if the Plenary Assembly decided to have the work done in
Buenos Aires, two officials would have to stay bchind to correct the
English and French proofs, which would increasc the cost to the Union,
unless the Secretary-General werec exempted from all responsibility.

The Delegate of Argentina explained that his offer had no othor
aim than to economise for the Union. .

The Delegate of Canada sugzestod that Annex 1 should be brought
up to date by the inclusion of the datc of 22 Deccmber for the closing of
the Conference, as decided by the Plenary Assembly. Referring to the
remarks of the Delegate of Argentina, he thought that the Spanish version.
could be printed in Buenos Aires on arrangement with the Secretary-Gereral.

It was agreed to replacc 20 December by 22 December in Annex 1,
with an adjustment of the corresponding figures, with the most accurate
indications that could be submitted by the Finance Department of the
General Secretariat.

- The Delcgate of Canada felt that the members of the General
Secretariat should return to, Geneva as soon as possible, even though that
might involve increased expense, in view of the forthcoming meetings of
the C.C.I.T. and the Administrative Council.

Tue Delegute of Argentina suggested that, since there remaincd
little time in which to submit the Final Report to the Plenary Asscembly,
the Chairman should make an oral report summarizing the main points.

This was agreed and the Chairman thanked the Working Group, the
Rapporteurs, the General Secretariat, the interpreters and thc members of
the Committee for their cooperation and closed the meeting at 11.20 a.m.

Rapporteur: ) Chairmans
Pedro Aguado Libero 0. de Miranda
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1.

2.

"a) Arrival and Departure of Geneva Genoral Secretariat Pcrsonnel.

FINAL REPORT OF COMPITTEE 6

_ The organization of ‘the Committee and its work pattern arc set
forth in Document No. 411, which has already been approved by the Plenary
Assembly. That document reported on the oxpenditures of the Conference

-through the 15th of November. This report comments on the recommenda-—

tions contained in Document No. 411 as they refer to action to be taken
with respect to the expenses of the Plenipotentiary Conference, and con-
tains further recommendations, for the guidance of the Secretary-General
and for the yse of the Administrative Council in reviewing in toto the
accounts of the Conference. This report deals also with the oxpenditures
from 15 November through 15 Decemboer, plus those committed to the end of
the Conference as of 22 December 1952 and cstimates of expected expenses
after the close of the Conference, independent of its closing date. The
pertinent figures are set forth in Annex 1 herewith.

Expenditures of the Conference and Recommaendations for their limitation
LDocument No. 411, paragraph 6). :

A schedule of departure of porsonnel has been worked out
the Secretariat and, provided the Conforence ends on the specified dato
of 22 December; the departurcs will coincide fairly well with the com—~
pletion of the particular. tasks of the individuals concerned. If, how-
ever, transportation roservations must be changed as a result of an ox-
tension of the Conference, then time may be lost while awaiting available
transportation. When it was found that thore are soveral dopartﬁros
scheduled for 8 January, the Committee questioned whother it was necessary
to retain personnel for such a long time after the closing date of
22 December. The Committce was assured that their servicss will be
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neccssary; however, it is rocommcnded that tho Secretary-Goneral be
urged to arrangc those departures as well as all of the others at the
carliest possiblc datec, by fast available transportation. For the
information of the Confcrencc, thcre is attachcd as Annox II an estimate
of the length of time after the closc of thce Conference that it will

be nocEssary to rctain the services of various catcgoriocs of personnel.

b) Supernumerary Personucl.

It will berwted from Annex II that certain of the super—-
numecrary pcrsonncel will b detachced as soon as the Conforence cnds and
the othors will be rclcased as soon as practicablce thercafter.

c¢) Roprescntation of Permanent Organs.

It wasmted that the Dircctor of the C.C.I.R. departcd on
22 Novembor and the Vice-Director intcnded to lcave the first part
of December. The financial aspocts of the work of the C.C.I.R. were
still being dealt with, howevor, and the Vico-Dircctor therefore stayod
on until 17 Deccember. For this it was neccssary to inercase the
budget itoms of expected expenditurc for C.C.I.R. particir:.tion
(Annex I, itom 16, fifth column of figurcs).

The Dircctor of the C.C.I.F. has moved up his duparture
datc one day to 29 Deccmber resulting in a slight budgct rcduction
for C.C.I.F. participation.

The represcntatives of the I.F.R.B. have postponaed their
departurc datc to 2 January and havc donc so bccause of numerous rc-
quests of delegates for consultations on problems of their countrices
as regards thc work of the I.F.R.B. Because of the heavy schedule of
Conferconce work those consultations will be held after the Confercnce
closes. Howevor, the I.F.R.B. officials havo advised the Sescretary-
Geonocral that their per diem allowance may be discoatinued for the
poriod from the end of the Confercnce until their actual departure date.
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d) Overtime

Because of the work of the Confercnce, overtime costs in tho
reproduction and translation services increased during November. Howcvur,
there was a slight reduction in overtime costs in other sections of the
Secretariat, as recommended in Docpment No. 411.

e) Postage
Postage charges were found to be somewhat reduced, principally
because there has been less material sent from Geneva recently, which

charges arc applied to the costs of this Confercnca.

f) EBquipment and Supplies

As a matter of interest to the Confersnce, it was noted that
the total stencils used by the Conference will reach 8,500 in number, at
a cost of 7 Swiss francs a dozen. The total sheets of paper used will be
4,000,000 at a cost of 14 Swiss francs for 1,000 sheets. These figures
are mentioned with the view that the Administrative Council might take. some
future action to recommend procedures for confercnces which would reduce
repetitious documecntation.

As a matter of further interest, the Committee noted that this
Conference has used 5,200 penvils (cost 1,665 Swiss francs) and 2,700
blocks of paper (cost 3,500 Swiss francs) for the tables, and suggests
that, while this is a small budget item, some mcasures of economy in this
respect might be taken in future conferences.

Examination of Accounts from 15 November to 15 December

The accounts for this peried were examined and found to ba
in order. The Committee noted, however, that in somc instances, widely
varying charges werec mede for taxi and porterage chargas in vouchers sub-
mitted for travel to Buenos Aires. The Committee found it difficult to
assess the validity of the claims for the amounts listed beocause therc was
no detailed information to indicate the distances involved or the purpose
for which the transportation was used. It is recommended that tho Secrotary—
General, together with the Administrative Council whero appropriate, en-
deavour to cvolve a set of rules for the submission of such vouchers which
will provide more complete information for auditing the accounts.
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Preparation of Final Documents for Signature in Russian -and Chinese

As a result of decisions of the Conference, the final
documents are being prepared for signature in Russian and Chinese.
The Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and of China are kindly assisting with
the work. This is a specific item of expense and the Committee agreed
that it should he listed as a separate budget item, As indicated in
Annex I, the additional expense is estimated to be 12,000 Swiss francs.
This amount is merely an estimate given as an indication. The actual
expenses will probably be considerably less than the estimate given.

- Present _status of the Budget

As mentioned previously, the figures showing the expenditure
already made and the expected expenditures are given in Annex 1.

The figures have been adjusted as a result of the examination
of the expenditure already made as compared with estimated expenses

-from 15 December onwards and reflect a more accurate picture of the

status of the budget as of 15 Decciiber 1952.

In studying the expenditures as comparedwith the original
budget estimates, the Committee noted that the budget appears to have
been carefully calculated and planned.

Examination of accounts after 15 December

If it is the wish of the Plenary Assembly that it be done,
the Committee will undertake to assume responsibility for a review of
the accounts from 15 December through the closing date of the
Conference. The approval of this report will be assumed to be the
necessary directive to do so. A brief report will be prepared for
inclusion among the final documents of the Conference to be distributed
subsequent to the close of the Conference.

Annexes: 2 : ' The Chairman

Ing. Libero O. de Miranda



COMPARATIVE TABLE OF THE BUDGET APPROVED BY THE ADMINISTRATIVE COUNCIL AND THE EXPENSES INCURRED
' UP_TO 15 DECEMBER, 1952, WITH ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITURE

{Closure of Conferences 22,12,1952)

_ Expens Esfimate :
v c rgeagfe of expen~ . Estimated Excess of

aggggsgd Expenses Dudget 'gﬁclzgegein SSSIS ;Sr GRAND Budget Expenses
Sub-heads and articles by the up to Balance estimates u indecaz’ over

Council - 15,12,52 to 22,12.5%  jndgpeh TOTAL Balance Credit

. . ' duration

Sub—-Head I. Staff expenses. . . : . . . . . ' . . .
ls Administration 466..000.,~ 279.686,05 186.313,95 26.735.,~ 73+005..~ 1) 379+426,05 86.600.~ -
2, Languages . 650..000.,~ 485.963,65 164.,036,35 54.065.,~ 102,400,~ 1) 642.428,65 7+600,~ . . . |
3+ Roneo 40..500.,~ 38.142,05 2.357,95 8.255,~ 8.725.,~ 55.122,05 14.60C,~
4. Insurance © 354000~ 15.959,80 19.040, 20 . 215,~ 1,830.~ . 18,004,80 *17.000.-

1.191.5000— 819.751,55 371.748’45 89. 2700- 185.9600- 15094'981,55 111.200 [ Tond 14-600.-

Sub-Head II, Premises and Equipment
5 Premises, furniture

machines 90.,000.,~ 781727,50 11.272,40 550..~ - 79+277,60 10.700,~ B
6+ Documents 85.500 ,~ 69.471,50 16.028,50 12.100,~ 7,980 ,~ 89.551,50 - " 4.,000,~
T« Supplies & Office ‘ ) ' ' ‘ ' ' ' : :
overheads . 65.000,~ 51.039,60 13.960,40 6.000 ,~ 25.000,~ 3) 82.039,60 - 17.100,~
8, Simult.interpret, & : . . ‘ - : : : : :
other tech,install, 90.,000.,~ 6..567.,80 83¢432.20 64..650.,~ 2) 8.000,~ 79.217,80 10.800.,~ -
9. Unforeseen 31.000,,~ 4.700,35 26.,299,65 1.500.,~ - 500~ 6*700,35 24.4300.,~ - .
. 361.500,~ 210.506,85 150.993,15 84.800.— 41.480,- 336.786,85 45.800,~ 21.100,~
Sub-Head III. Accountigg Expenses ,
10.Interest on advances 20,800,~ 666,85 20,133,15 12.500,~ 6.000,~ 19.166,85 1.600,- -

1) Including travelling expenses for the return Jjourney,
2) Including the sum of 29,250,~ for the installation of the simultaneous interpretation system
3) Including the cost of transportation of materia]l to Geneva.
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Estimate

1) Including travelling expenses for the return journey.

£ Expenses
Budge Expenses Budget - Chargeable of expen- GRAND Estimated Excess of
approved t and to be ses after Expenses
Sub-heads and articles by the up to included in 22.12.52 Budget over
' . 15.12.52 Balance estimates u indepen— TOTAL
Council 5 5 a to 23.12.58 dentpof Balance Credit
duration
Sub-Head IV. Preparatory Work .
Propos. 60.0Q0.— 92.795,90 -32.795,90 - - 92.795,90 - 32.800.-
12.Journey to Bs.As.for . . : :
Prep.of Confr. 17.500.~ 17.312,70 187,30 - - 17.312,70 - 200.~-
Sub-Head V. Sundry ) . ) ) ) ) ) )
13.Part.of IFRB in BA. 28.700.- 17.642,35 11.057,65 1.415_-‘ 5¢590.~ 1) 24.647,35 4.100.~ -
14.Part of CCIF in BA. 15.000.- 9.198.- 5.802.- 670.— 3.520.- 1) 13.388.- 1.600.- -
15.Part. of CCIT in BA. .- - C- - - - - -
1§.Part.of CCIR in BA. 25.000.~. 13.102,60 11.897,40 240.~ 9.700.- 1) 23,042,60 1.900.~ -
Sub—-Head VI .
Prep.bf Confr.Docs.
in Russian and . . . . .
Chinese - - - - 12.000.- 12.000.- - 12.000.~
Total: Swiss francs 1.720.00C.- 1.180.976,80 539.023,20 188.895.- 264.250.- 1.634.121,80 166.400.- 80.500.-
w 80.500._
Approximate balance 86.000.-
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ANNEX IT

ARRANGEMENTS FOR ENDING THE ACTIVITIES OF THE CONFERENCE SECRETARIAE

If the Final Acts are not printed and published in Buenos Aires,
the Secretariat will, in theory, have to do no more than issue and despatch
to delegations the minutes of the last meetings of the Plenary Assembly,

. assemble archives and documents, pack them and see that they are despatched.

It should also be borne in mind that since the beginning of December the
demand for documents has been greater than expected, so that reserves; in
the case of a good many documents, have been exhausted. Such documents

*will have to be re~issued, in order that the complete sets of documents

recently requested by delegations may be compiled.

Document Section:

a) Translation and minute~-writing:

It is to be expected that work in each section will be. finished
by 27 December.

b) Typing pools

It would be well if the pool could finish the cutting of stencils
with all possible despatch, in order that the Mimeograph Section may stop
work as soon as possible.,

- Two-thirds of the present staff might be kept on until 31 December,
and one-third dismissed as soon as the Conference is ovor.

c) Mimeograph'Séction:

If by 31 December in the evening, for example, the Typing Pool
has handed in its last stencil, it is probable that the Mimeograph Section
could by 6 January 1953 have finished publishing the last documents of the
Conference and re-issuing the documents now out of print. The staff of
this section might be reduced to twelve from about 25 December.
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d) Document distribution:

This will have to be maintained until the activities of the -
Secretariat have come to an end, in order that documents ‘may be
despatched to delegations which have left Buenos AIIGQ.

No more than three persons will be required, including the Head
of the Section, from 22 December to about 6 January 1953.

e) Document control:

One of the two persons now employed mlght be dispeonsed with as
from 25 December. The second will remain until abou® 6 January, and the
Head of the Section should be able to embark on 8 January.

Interpretation:

Interpreters' duties will end with the Conference. However, i
should be borne in mind that there will be a short interval between the
date on which the Conférence ends and the first occasion on which staff
can embark (23 December).

Administration:

It should be possible to dismiss locally-recruited administrative
staff of the Secretariat in batches, from the fourth day after the end
of the Conference. In theory, staff seconded from G neva will be sent
back in three batches, on 29 and 30 December 1952 and C January 1953.
This last batch will, in theory, be made up of a small group of I.T.U.
General Secretariat officials required to wind up the Secretariat and
any administrative or financial affairs left outstanding.
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CONI" 'RENCE DE PLENIPOTENTIAIRES

Buenos Aires, 1952

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 AU DOCUMENT N° 489-F
(Procés—verbal de la 17eme séance plénierc-lere partie)

Page 3 ¢ 3eme alinda, 6eme ligne ¢

Remplacar le mot "administration" par "admission".

CORRIGENDUM No. 1 TO DOCUMENT No, 489

Concerns, only the french text.

CORRIGENDUM Nim, 1 AL DOCUMENTO Mim,489-

Corresponde solamente al texto en francés.
—_Qe—) -
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PLENTPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE
Buenos‘Aires, 1952' |

PLENARY ASSEMBLY

Minutes of the 19th Meeting ' )

Friday, 19 December at 4 p.m.

Chairman: Mr. M. A. Andrada (Argentina)

Sﬁbjects discusseds

l. Second reading of texts subhitted by the-Editorial_
Committee (pink sheets): 1lst, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th
series (Documents Nos. 491, 492, 493, 500 and 504) ;

2. . Closing date of the Conferenée;

3. Classification of Members and Associate Members of the
Union for their contributions to the expenses (Document

No. 475);

4. 'Swisé proposal concefning study by the C.C.I.F., and the
C.C.I.R. with a view to extending the world telephono
network (Document No. 484);

5. Approval of the minutcs of the 12th Plenary Meeting
(Documents. Nos. 445 and 446);

6. Apportionment of expenses of the Buenos Aires Conferencej

7. Statement by the Delegate of Switzerland on the acquired
~  rights of the Union staff,
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Delegations present:

People's Republic of Albaniaj Argentine Republic; Common=-
wealth of Australia; Austriaj Belgium; Bielorussian 3.5.R.; Brazilj;
People's Republic of Bulgarias Cambodiaj; Canada; Ceylon; Chlle,
Chinaj Colombiaj Koreaj Cuba; Denmark; Egypts Spains United States
of Americas Ethiopia; France; Greece; Haiti; Hungarian People's
Republic; Indiaj Iran; Iragq; Ireland; Iceland; Israel; Italys; Japans
Jordan; Laos; Lebanon; Mexicoj Monaco; Norway; New Zealand; Pakistan;
Paraguays; . Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands Antilles, New Guinea;
Peru; People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; French Protectorates of
Morocco and Tunlsla, Tederal German Republici Federal People's
Republic of Yugoslavias Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republlc, Roumanian
People's Republic; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland; Sweden; Switzerland; Syrias Czechoslovakiaj United States
Territories; Oversea Territories of the French Republic and
Territories admlnlstered as suchj Portuguese Oversea Territoriess
Thailand; Turkey, Union of South Africa and Territory of South-West
Africa; Union of Soviet Socialist Republlcs, Oriental Republic of
Uruguay; Venezuela; Spanlsh Zone of Morocco and totality of Spanish
Possessions.

British East Africa (Associate Member).

SECONDJREADING OF TEXTS SUBMITTED BY THE ZDITORIAL COMMITTEE (pink
sheets)s lst, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th series (Documents Nos. 491, 492,

493, 500 and 504)

lst‘Series - Document No. 491

Tt -
i T

Document No. 491 was approved; subject to drafting amendments,
and subject to inclusion in the minutes of the following statement by

- the Delegate of the United Klngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:

‘ "Mr.‘Chalrman,

MYou will recollect that at the Flfteenth Meetlng of the
Plenary Assembly I reserved the position of my Delegation to return,
when I had seen the text in writing, to Mr. Kayata's amendment to the
effect that the Directors of the C.C.I.'s should all be of different
nationalities. This amendment now appears as paragraph 5 of Article 7
on. page 12 of Document No. 491. If it is clearly understood by this
Assembly, and is recorded in the minutes, that this Article applies only
to duly appointed Directors and the Vice-Director of the C.C.I.'s, and
cannot apply to the present Assistant Secretary-General who is acting .
as Interim Director of the C.C.I.T., without drawing the salary of
that directorship, then, Mr. Chairman, my Delégation has no objection
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to this Article. If this point is not clearly established, - must
again point out that the result of this paragraph might well be that
on the lst January 1954 the Union would find it necessary to appoint
a full-time Director of the C.C.I.T. at.an additional cost of 50,000
Swiss francs a year, contrary to a decision already taken by this
Conference, for I would remind you that the Interim Director of the
C.C.I.T. and the Vice-Director of the C.C.I. R. are both of the same
natlonallty. I myself would say that the paragraph in question
could not be held to apply to an'Assistant Secretary-General who is
eoting ‘as an Interim Director of a G.C.I., but it seems to me, -
Mr. Chairman, that it is essential %o have this point clearly
" established. If the Assembly agrees with me, I shall be satisfied
with the inclusion of this statement in the minutes of today's meeting.

The Chairman agreed with the views expressed by the United
Kingdom Delegate, and the Assembly gave its unanimous approval.

- 000 -

2nd Series - Document No. 492

_ ' During consideration of Article 29 (page 12 of Document
No. 492), the Delegate of Lebanon suggested the addition of the words
tor delivery" after "transmission" on line 2 of paragraph 1.

The Delegate of Italy thought the addition unmeces: .ry, since
the word "transmission" also covered delivery.

The Delegate of Lebanon said heAwas satisfied with the
explanation given by the Delegate of Italy, and would therefore not
insist on his amendment.

- During con31deration of Article 50 the Delegate of the Union
of Sov1et Soclallst Republlcs gaid:

"There is only one paragraph in Article SOQ A final formula
must be included therein, indicating that the Convention has been
'signed in Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish, in which, in
‘case of dispute, the French text shall be authentic."

: The Chairman thought that the Atlantic City text might be .
used as a basis, but substituting'"the five OfflCIal languages" for
"the English and French languages".
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The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Sccianiict Republics

saids .

. "We agree, Mr. Chairman, with the decision you proposed, but
consider that the five languages in which the Convention will be
signed should be enumerated."

After a-short discussion, it was agreed that the final
paragraph of Article 50 should state that the Convention had been
gigned in the five languages referred to in Article 14 of the

Convention. The five documents for signature would be drawn up at the

expense of the Conference, cue copy being forwarded by the Argentine
Government to each signatory government.

Document No. 492 was thus approved, subject to drafting
amendments. ‘

‘ 5th Series - Document No, S04

Dufing the discussion on paragraph 4 of Article 13, the
Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statements

_ "At the last meeting, it was decided that paragraph 4 of
Article 13 should begin as follows: 'The scalzs of contributions shall
be as follows:', with the scale following. 1The text submitted in
‘the pink document is wrong."

The Delegates of the United Stateg of America and France
concurred with the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. '

| Paragraph 4 of Article 13, as amended, was approved.

Document No. 504 was approved subject to drafting amendments.

Brd Series — Document No. 493

Document No. 493 was approved subject to drafting amendments.

4th Series - Document No. 500

Document No. 500 was approved subject to drafting amendments.
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- 2. CLOSING DATE OF THE CONFERENCE

_ The Delegate of the United States of America declared that the
time had come for a decision to be reached on:

1) what type of paper would be used for the Final Acts; 2) the time. of
the closing session of the Plenipotentiary Conference, and 3) the time
limit for the presentation of rescervations. '

The Secretary General announced that the Final Acts in Spanish,
English, French and Russian would be signed on white paper and the
Chinese vorsion would be signed on pink paper. If the reservations werec
submitted in time, the closing Plenary Assombly might toko place in tho
afternoon of Monday, 22 December, :

Several dolcgations expressed divergent views concerning the
time limit for the presentation of rescrvations.

The Dclegato of Egypt supported by the Delcgates of the United
States of America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and. Northern
Ireland suggested that the time limit should bte sometime on Saturday
night so that all Delcgates might have them on Sunday morning. He thought,
furthermore, that a time limit might be set for submitting countor-
rescrvations.

The Chairman thought that perhaps Sunday noon would be a more
convenient time-limit. The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. supported that
suggestion.

In the course of the discussion regarding the sctting of a time
1imit for the presentation of reservations, and the clarification from
the Chair to the offect that reservations to the Buenos Aires Convention
might include those made to the Atlantic City Convention, gseveral
Delegates, including the Delcgate of France, referred to the necd to
hold a Plenary Meeting to consider the new reservations.

In that connection the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the
following statement: '

"We do not share the views of the Delogate‘of France. It is
inadmissible that this matter should be considered in Plenary Assembly,
since every I.T.U. Member country has an inalienable, sovereign right to
submit any reservation and to include it in the Final Protocol. Legally
the result of such a Teservation is that the agreoment (the Convention)
is valid between the country which has made the reservation and all
other parties to the agreement (the Convention), with the cxcoption of
that part of the agreement to which the reservation refers.

"As regards old reservations, cach country is frec to decide
whether they should be submitted anew."
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The Delegate of Brazil made the following statoments

=“The“Delegation of Brazil, with the support of more .than 33 Momber
countriecs, had proposed a more equitable representation of the various
reglons of the world in the I.F,R.B. To that end it proposed that tho
number of members of that Board should be increased to 15, The proposal
in question was amply and fully defended and justified.

WNevertheless that proposal was rejected by such a narrow margin of
votes that it showed that the decision was not satisfactory.

"Furthermere, Mr. Chairman, when the Delegation of Pakistan sub-
mitted e socond proposal to increas¢ the number of members of the Board to
13, the Delegation of Brazil did not oppose it because it consi:lored that
it was a means of reaching a compromise solution, since the Members of the
I.T.U., appearcd to be evenly divided on the question. Nevertheless, that
pr0posal was also rejected by a narrow margin of votes. :

‘"At this juncture, Mr. Chairman, when a time limit is established
for the presentation of reservations and that so much time is lost in
discussing this matter, we wish to state that the Government of Brazil has
acceded to our suggestion that no reservation to the Convention shall be
presented by our Delegation. ' .

"We are'doing'this, Mr. Chairman, in a spirit of cooperation and
taking into account that every effort should be made so that the Convention
‘and annexed resolutions should be signed with the widest approval of all
the Member countries present at this Conference. Howevér, Mr. Chairman,
this does not mean that the Delegation of Brazil agrees that elevon is the
correct or most convenient number of members to constitute the I.F.R.3B.

"At the propoer time we shall raise the issue once again, in the
hope that with the help of new efforts on the part of those Delegations
that supported our proposal, we shall be able i0 reach a more just and
equitable solﬁtibn for the composition of that important organ of the .
I.7.U. - the International Frequoncy Registration Board. '

"In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the Delogation of Brazil makeos tho
plea that all Delegations horc present should make a joint effoxt and in a
degree compatible with their respective interests, to avoid as ..ach as
possible the prescntation of resorvations to the Convention which is %o be .
the result of nearly three menths of fruitful work carried out here."
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The Dologate of the U.5.5.R. made the following sfatement:

"Several Delegations have spoken here about ‘'considoration' of
regervations. I must make it clear that as a matter of principle my
Delegation cannot admit that there should be any 'consideration' of recsorv-
ations. The righf to make reservations is based on the principlé of’ ,
national sovereignty and belongs to the governments of Member countries.
The Conference is not entitled to consider theso reservations.

. "Hence no more than a wish can be expressed in rogerd to a time.
limit for submission of resorvations. After that they must be published,
and any Delegation can acquaint itself with them. But no 'discussion' of
them is admissible, and no mectings can boe convened for that purpose."

. The Chairman pointed out that no time limit for the presentation
~ of reservations could be imposed on the Delcgations, but he hoped that, in
a spirit of cooperation, they would all endeavour to submit them at the
earliest possible moment. ' '

‘The Delegate of France thought that if all reservations werc sub-
mitted by Saturday night, a plenary meetlng could be held on Sunday morning
to consider them.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made tho‘following statemont:

"We consider Mr. Chairman,‘that your statement about the right of
each Delegation to meake a reservation at any time was perfectly corrocct.

"In reply to the Delegate of France, I wish once more emphatically
to state that the very fact of convening a meeting to 'considor' roservations
would be a gross breach of countrics' soveraign rlghts, apart from the fact -
that c0n51dorat10n of recservations is inadmissible.

, ‘"One procedure only can be followed, to wit: cach country may sub-
‘mit rcservations. These réssrvations must bo published by the Sccretary-
"General, and any country may individually acquaint itself thorewith. No
meeting must be callcd to 'consider' reservations." ' o
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The Delegate of France fully agreed that it was the soverelgn
rlght of any Delegation to submit reservations but added that it was
also the right of all the Members to submit counter-reservations and in
order to do that the contents of the reservations should be known in-
sufficient time. He added that his Delegation - should it present a
reservation - would be more than willing to answer any question that
any Delegation might care to put concerning its meaning.

.The Delégateof the United States of America moved a formal
proposal to convene a plenary meeulng on Sunday at 4 p.m. to examine
the reservatlons.

ThebDelegate of the U.S.S5.R. made the following statements:

"Mr. Chairman, such questions cannoi be put to the vote. The
right to make reservations is an inalienable sovereign right enjoyed
by every country. The right to 'draft' such reservations can be con~
ceded to nobody. I repeats such proposals, in favour. of calling a
special meeting to consider reservations, cannot be put to the vote.

“Wé object to consideration of such proposals. : The 'only
'possible‘procedure is that which has already been indicated by me.

It should also be borne ‘in mind that reservations are not submitted

to the Plenary Assembly, but are merely submifted for inclusion in the
‘Final Protocol annexed to the Convention., :

‘"Hence we once more emphafically object to a vote on the
question of calling a meeting to consider reservations.,'

The Delegate of BEgypt supported the Soviet statement to the
effect that no decisions.could be taken on reservations, while at the
. same- time pointing out that a meeting could be called to take note of

them.

The Delegates of the United States of America and France
conceded that the. Conference could not examine the rescrvations but
- that it did have the right to take note of them and ask whatever
: questlons mlgbf be deemed necessary for the purpose of clarification.
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The Delegate of Yugoslavia concurred and added that since

. some reservations might have financial implications it was important
that the Members should have the opportunlty 1o see them before
signing the Final Acts.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement ¢

"There has been talk here of the need to take cognizance of
reservations at a special meeting.

"We see no such nced. A document will be published
containing the reservations. Any Delegation may -then individually
“acquaint itself with them. If an explanation is required, that,

once again, can be done individually.

“"But it is entirely inadmissible to call a special meeting
of any kind. That would be an unprecedented step, a gross breach
of the sovereign rights of countries. - Hence my Delegation insists,
Mr. Chairman, that this matter cannot be put to the vote."

The Chairman pointed out that the Delegates had every
right to convene a meeting if they so desired, in which case the
Chair could not refuse to put such a proposal to the vote.

In answer to the Delegate of Argentina who asked whe ther
there existed a precedent for convening a meeting to take note of
‘reservations, the Secretary General, supported by the Delegate of
Italy said that normally it was customary to appoint a Reservations
Committee for that purpose. Very.often when a reservation did not
conform to the terms of the Convention, the Reservations Committeec
succeeded in persuading the respective Delegation‘to withdraw it.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:

"We should long since have pdssod to a consideration of
thé pink documents had not certain Delecgations here endeavoured to
impose a tendentious decision for the calling of a meeting to
tconsider' reservations. We vchemontly object to this procedure, -
infringing as it does the sovereign rights of countries."
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The Unlted States proposal to hold a Plenary meetlng on

Sunday at 4 p.m. was put to thc vote and agproved by 33 votes to 9,

w1th_9 abstentions.

The Delegate of the U,S.S.R. made the following statemént:

: "Mr.fChaifman, you have put to the vote the question of
calling a meeting of the Assembly on Sunday. We shall not object to
the convening of such a meeting with an agenda invol#ing discussion
of any items for the Conference. But we should most vehemently ’
object to attempts to have any questions connected with submission of
reservations examined at such & meeting." B '

CLASSIFICATION OF MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATE MEMBERS OF THE UNION FOR
THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE EXPENSES (Document No. 475)

The Plenary Assembly took note of Document No. 475

SWISS PROPOSAL CONCERNING STUDY BY THE C.C.I.F. AND THE C,C.I;R. WITH
A VIEW TO EXTENDING THE WORLD TELEPHONE NETWORK (Document No. 484)

The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain amd

. Northern Ireland said that his Delegation would be prepared to

support the resolution annexed to Document No. 484 provided the-
author agreed to an amendment to the final paragraph beglnnlng '
"instructs", which would, he thought, place the question in more
general terms and make it more suitable for study by the C C.I.s.

. *In accordance with a suggestlon by the Chairman, the
Delcgates of ‘Switzerland and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

* Northern Ireland agreed to get together and prepare a new text for

. submission to the'next meeting of the Plenary Asgembly.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUThS CF TEE l2th PLENARY MELTING (Documonts Nos. 445

and 446)

‘ Documents Nos. 445 and 446 werc’ approved, subJect to amend—
ments (see Documents Nos. 513 and 514 respectlvely)



6.

Ts

-11 -
(532-E)

APPORTIONMENT OF EXPENSES OF THE BUENOS AIRES CONFERENCE

- In reply to a question raised by the Secretary Geﬁeral,
the Chairman, after hearing the views of various delegates, confirmed -
that the Atlantic City scale of contributions should be taken as
the basis for apportioning the expenses of the Buenos Alres Plenl—

potentiary Conference.

STATEMENT BY-THE.DELEGATE'OF SWITZERLAND ON THE ACQUIRED RIGHTS
OF THE STAFF. ’

The Delegate of Switzerland said:

"I learn that at yestérday morning's meeting - which I

_was unhappily unable to attend - a controversy arose on tho
question of rights acquired by Union staff.

"I have no'intention of reopening the discussion on this

. matter, but as representatlve of the country best gualified to

Jjudge tke working conditions, splrlt and aspirations of Union staff,

“I think I can affirm that this Conference certainly does not intend

to make any change in the traditions = the entirely orthodox
traditions~ which have ever prevailed as regards the management of
Union staff, and that, if it does not intend to give rigorous
official sanction to the idea of 'acquired rights!, so often
contested, it is indeed of the opinion that whenever a change is made
in the status of Union staff, the Administrative Council, as has
been its practice in ‘the past, must not depart from those elementary

- principles of justice which require the Union to respectthe employ-

ment conditions in faith whereof officials 1n1t1ally 301ned its
service. In particular, no reorganization dictated by service.
requirements, and no change in the Staff Regulations, must entail

" .a reduction in the emoluments enjoyed by an official by comparison ’

: with those ‘earned by his colleagues, nor must they deleterlously
' effect the retlrement conditions formally guaronteed to an official
‘when he entered the Union's' employment, especially as far as age

limits and pension-systems are concerned."

The Chairman told the Assembly that the statement would ‘be.
1ncluded in’ the mlnutes of the meeting.

The meéting roge at B[QQAp.m.

Rapgorteuré 8 _ Secretary-General & Chairman @

" J. Dazar ; o L. Mulatier | M.A. Andrada
G. Mooney ' :
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Minutes of the Twentieth Meeting

Saturday, 20 Décember, at 11 a.m.
Chairman: Mr. M.A., Andrada (Argentine Republic)

Subjects discussed

1. Second Reading of Texts submitted by the Bditorial Committee
- (pink sheets ~ 6th Series, Document No. 506)3

2. Second Readlng of Texts submitted by the Editorial Committeo
(pink sheets — Tth Series, Document No. 510);

3. Proposal by the United Kingdom 6f Great Britain and
Northern Ireland concerning the subm1ss1on of reserva-
tions.
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"Delegations presents

Afghanisfan; People's Republic of Albaniaj Argentine Republics
Commonwealth of Australia; Austria; Belgiumj Bielorussian Soviet Social-
ist Republicj Brazil; People's Republic of Bulgariaj Cambodias Canadaj

’Chile; Chinaj Vatican City State; Colombias Belgian Congo and Territory
‘of Ruanda Urundij; Koreaj Cubaj Egypts Spain; United States of Americas

Finland; France; Greecej; Hungarian People's Republic; Iran; Iragj; Ireland;
Israel; Italy, Japan, Jordanj Laos, Lebanonj Mexico, Monaco, Nicaraguas
New Zealand; Pakistan; Paraguay; Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands An-

tilles, New Guineaj People's Republic of Poland; Portugal; French Pro-

tectorates of Morocco and Tunisiaj Federal German Republic; Federal
People's Republic of Yugoslavia; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republicj
Roumanian People's Rpublid; United Kingdom' of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland; Sweden,  Switzerlands Syria; Czekoslovakiaj United States Terri-
tories; Portuguese Oversea Territoriesj Thailandj Turkey; Union of South
Africa and Territory of South West-Africas Union of Soviet Socialist Re-

.publicg; Oriental Republic of Uruguay; Venczuela; Viet-Namj Spanish Zone

of Morocco and totality of Spanish possessions,

British Bast Africa (Associate Member).

SECOND READING OF TEXTS SUBMITTED BY THE EDITORTAL COMMITTEE (Pigk
sheets - 6th Serics, Document No. 506). .

_ The sixth serics of pink texts (Additional Protocols, Resolu-
tions, Recommendations and Opinion - Document No. 506) was approved at
the second reading with dratfting changes.

During consideration of the Document, the following statements.
were made :

Protocol II (page 3)

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics s

"As regards Additional Protocol II, I beg that it be recorded
in the minutes of this meeting that this Protocol runs counter to the

Convention. After the Convention has beoen signed and ratified, Its Ar-
ticles cannot be re—cast.
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"The Protocol is therefore unacceptable."

Resolution No.12. (pages 17-18)

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.:

"As regards Resolution No.l2, I beg that it be recorded in the
minutes that the Soviet Dslegation has already expressed its disagrecmont
with paragraph 2 of the operative part, since Western Germany doocs not
ropresent the whele of Germany. '

"German debts can be settled only by an all-Goerman Government
after tho creation of an united Germany "

SECOND READING OF THXTS SUBMITTED BY THD EDITORIAL COMMITTEq (Plnk shocts -
Tth series, Document No.510)

Document No.510 (Rusolution No.32) was approved without comment.

PROPOSAL BY THE UNITED XINGDOL OF GRZAT BRITAIN AND NORTHEZRN IRELAND
CONCERNING THS SUBMISSION OF R:ISERVATIONS

The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Gncat Britain and Northern
Ireland made the following statcment: ™

"It is with regret that I revert to the subject of reservations
Whlch we discussed at great length yestoerday, but tho mattor has been
caus1ng me groat concern and it seems-to my Dologation that one important
question of principlc has not yet bcen gsottled. We have noted with
satisfaction. that a decision has boen taken that rescrvations should bo
handed in by noon to-morrow. Howcver, we have also notcd that cortain
delogations have rescrved their right to submit resorvations up to the
moment of signaturs itself.

"Now we do not deny tho sovercign right of cach Delegation' to

‘submit its rescrvations up to the time of signature but we do considor

that it is equally thc sovercign right of cach Delcgation to accept or
not to acceopt a resorvation submitted to an intcrnational treaty. Tho
purposc of the Final Protocol to thc'Convention which we shall be called
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upon to sign on Monday is to-indicate that the signatories thereto have
accepted the reservations conthined in the Protocol. It is clear that
all reservations which are to appear in the Protocol must have been
circulated and considered by each Delegation prior to'signature. '

"I wish therefore formally to propose:

1) that all reservations for inclusion in the Final Protocol
must be handed in by noon to-morrow and that all counter-rescrvations
for inclusion in the Final Protocl must be handed in by midnight tomorrow;

_ "2) that instructions be given to the General Secretariat that
all reservations handed inafter noon to-morrow should not be included
in the Final Protocols

"3) that it be recorded in the minutes of today's meeting as
an opinion of this Conferc¢nce that all reservations as distinet from
counter-rescrvations submitted after noon to-morrow ehould not be
regarded as having been acceptsd by the signatories of the Convention
and of the Final Protocol."

The Delegate of the United States of America very strongly
_supported the United Kingdom proposal. He agreed with it on every point.
He wished to add that if the Plenary Assembly did not accept the United
'Kingdom proposal, he would be obligéd to consult his Government for

. instructions which would perhaps mean deferring sighing the Convontion.

The Dolegate .of the U.S5.S.R. said:

"y Delegation has some comments to make on the proposal made

by the Delegate of the United Kingdom of G¥eat Britain and Northern Ircland.
. % : -

"That Delegate has made a reference to the decision taken
yesterday. But yesterday, this Assembly merely adopicd a recommendation;
no binding decision was taken., Each Delegation is fully entitled to
present its reserVatidns right up to the moment the Convention is signed.
"That is the normal, universally recognized international practice.
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, ' "The Delegates of the United Kingdom and of the United States
of America are endeavouring to exert an inadmissible pressurc on other
Delegations. We vehemently object to this. To set a time-linmit of any
kind for the submission of rcservations would constitute an inadmissible

encroachment on the sovereign rights of countries. The proposal made

by the Delegate of the United Kingdom, as a matter of principle, cannot
be put to the voté. He said that Delegations signing the Convention
"geccepted! the reservations. That is a wrong, inaccurate way of putting
the question. '

"Consider the Final Protocol signed at Atlantic City. Therc
the only formula used is "take not. of'". That does not moan that
ropresentatives accept such reservations. Roscrvations can mercly be
taken note of. The agreement of other countrics is in no sense required.

"Tho. intorpretation given by the Delogatc of the United Kingdom
is a wrong one. The Final Protocl is no morc than a collection of
reservations. Any country can submit them at any timo up to the momont
of signature. The Unitcd Kingdom proposal that a timo-limit ba set is
a wrong, indeed an absurd way of putting the quoestion.

"You, Mr. Chairman, yestorday reaffirmed that any Delegation
can submit reservations right up to the moment of signing the Convention.
We agree with this and consider that it is time to cut short this
discussion." : ' '

The Chairman pointed out that at tho previous meeting, all
' Delegations had voluntarily undertaken to submit their rescrvations by
12 noon. It was a kind of gentleman's agreement.

The Delegate of Bgypt said that although the Soviet Delegato
was quite right in a legal sense (it was truc that all Delcgations had
every right to submit rescrvations up to thc moment of signaturc), there
was none the less a practical aspect to consider. Somc of tho reacrvations
would have consequences that would have to be studied by Dclogations who
might wish to meke counter-reservations. Timo would be requirod for
such study. That was why it had bocn informally agrced that resorvations
would all be submitted by 12 noon. '
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The Delegate of the United States of America agreed~with the
Delegate of Egypt. His arguments were cogent and true. The Delegate of
the Soviet Union had said that the Final Protocol was no more than a
collecﬁion of reservations. If so, what was the point of signing it?

The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics said

"This matier, besides being a guestion of principle, has its
practical aspects. The principle involved is this: whether delegations
have the right to make any reservations at any time. It is universally
. recognized that they have that right. The Delegate of Egypt has raised
the pracitical guestion of possible counter-reservations.

"pirst of all, it should be noted that the question of reserva-
tions is causing some delcgations apprehensions and misgivings. There is
no reason for this. This simple question has received unduc significance
in the eyss of certain délegétions. There is, we feel, no ground for
such misgivihgs and we consider that there will be hardly any call for
counter-reservations.

. . "For reasons of principle we object to the setting of a time-
limit of any kind. As far as we are concerncd, we shall present our
reservations just as soon as we know the views of our Administration on
this matter," T ‘ ’

The Delegate of the Federal People's Republic of Yﬁgoslavia could
hardly see why a time-limit had been objected to, since there was no
quéstion of restricting sovereign rights. According to the Rules of Pro-
cedurég statements had to appear in document form go that Delegations
could take noté of them. That must be done some time before signature,
since otherwise a . last-minute reservation that nobody had had time to

study might undo the whole work of the Conference.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland did not contest a Delegation's right t0 submit reservations right
up to the moment when the act of signature began. He had been referring
solely to reServations and counter-reservations for inclusion in the Final
Protocol, He hoped +the Delegate of U.S.S.R. would agree that there mugt
be some moment before the act of signature began at which delegations
could see the reservations submitted. He still felt that there should
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be some limit after which statements should not be included in the Final
Protocol. ‘

The Delecgate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics said :

"T.wish to reply to the Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland who has spoken of '"considering" the rescr-
vations., We object to this expression. The Plenary Assembly cammot
. consider reservations. '

"We would once more state, for his benefit, that, apart from the
objections of principle that can be levelled. against it, there is no prac—
tical nece531ty for a time-limit of any kind.

"It ies absurd to propose that a time-limit be set. A certain
period must inevitably be left for consultation with our Administrations.

"Any country has at all times a soﬁereign right to submit re-~
gervations. Hence we are unable to agree with this proposal, both for.
reasons of principle and because of practical considerations.

“Wé must adhere %o the normél practice followed at international
conferences and set no time-limits for the submission of reservations."

The Chairman asked the Delegate of the United Kingdom if he
insisted on his proposal, in view of the statements made and the assurances
given.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland felt that the matter had been sufficiently ventilated. He was
quite willing to say "contemplate" istead of '"consider". He was prepared
to leave matters in the hands of the Chairman, with full confidence that
he would protect the interests of delegatlons.

The Chairman said that the best course was to assume that the.
gentleman's agreement of the previous day was still valid and that all
reservations would be submitted hy noon on the following day.

The meeting rose at 1.05 P.llo

Rapporteur: - Secretary-General: . Chairmans
H. Heaton ‘ - Lo, Mulatier M.A. Andrada
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Minutes of thc twenty-first mecting
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Subjects'discussed:

1. Approval of the minutes of the 13th moeting (Part 1),
13th meeting (Part 2), 14th and 15th meoctings
(Documents Nos. 447, 448, 465 and 466)

2, Classifipation‘of'Members and Associate Membors
of the Unicn (Document Mo. 511)

3. Date and place of the next Plonipotentiary Conference, .
the Telegraph and Telephone Conference, the Radio
Conference and the Administrative Council

4. TFinal Report by Committce 6 (Document No. 530)

5.‘ Reservations (Documents Nos. 494, 515, 518 and 519)
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Presents

Afghanistan; Saudi Arabiaj; Argentine Republics Commonwealth
of Australiaj; Austriaj; Belgiumj Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republics
Brazils Peaple's Republic of Bulgariaj Kingdom of Cambodiaj Canadaj
Chile; Chinaj Vatican City State; Republic of Colombiaj Belgian Congo
and Territory of Ruanda Urundij Costa Ricaj; Cubaj Egypt; United States
of Americaj Ethiopiaj Finland; France; Greece; Guatomalas Republic of -
Haiti; Hungarian People's Republic; Republic of Indiaj; Republic of
Indonesiaj Irani Iraq; Irsland; State of Israel;. Italy; Jopen; Hashomite
Kingdom of Jordanj Kingdom of Laos; Lcbanony Mexico; Monaco; Norways
New Zealand; Pakistan; Paraguay; Netherlands, Surinam, Dutch Antilles,
New Guineca; People's Republic of Polandj; Portugel; French Protcctorates
of Morocco and Tunisiaj Federal German Republics Federal People's
Republic of Yugoslaviag Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic; Roumanian
Pcople's Republics Unitod Kingdom of Great Britain and Northorn Irsland;
Swedens Swiss Confederation; Syrian Republics Czechoslovakiaj United
States Torritories; Portuguese Oversca Torritoriess Thailand; Turkoy;
Union of South Africa and Territory of South West-Africay Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics; Eastcrn Republic of Uruguay; United States
of Venczuelajy State of Viot-Nanm.

British Bast Africa (Associate Member).

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE 13TH MEZTING (PART 1), 13TH MEATING
(PART 2), 14TH AND 15TH MEETINGS (Documonts Nos. 447, 448, 465 and 466)

Documcnt No. 447

'Thc Delcgation of the Union of Sovioct Socialist Republigs
pointed out that the word "proposc" on page 4, lino 4, of the English

“text should rcad '"proposcd".

Tho mlnutos of the 13th mecting (Part 1) (Documont No. a47)
were aggrov»d.

Document No, 448

The Delegation of the Union of Sovict Socialist Republics
pointed out that on the third linc of the last paragraph on page 9 tho,
phrasc "Ho cannot agrec" should rcad "We cannot agrcc'.
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The Delegate df-Uruguaz asked for the following ssntonce
to be added at the end of the first paragraph of the statement by
Uruguay on page 63 "In addition, the Universal Veclaretion of Human
Rights and the rights of the citizen, formulated by the United Nations
in 1948, embodied this freedom, which was morecover the subject of a
formal declaration in the Interamerican Convention, Washington (1949)."

- The Delega%e of Switzorland.made the following statement:
"With regard to the minutes of the -thirteenth plenary meeting

(Part 2) (Document No.448), we should like to point out that the section
concerning the question of the unrestricted transmission of information

~lacks coherence.

"The statements and replies of my Delegation; in particular,
were only reported in a summarized and incomplete form in those minutes."

The minutes of the 13th meeting (Part 2) (Document No.448)

were then approvod..

Document No.465

The minutes of the 14th moctlng were approved without
d1scuss1on :

Document No.466

The Delegafe of the U.S.S.R. asked for the addition of the

" following sengence after tho first sentence in his statemont on pago
12 of Documont No.466¢ "We consider that the last sentonce of paragraph

5 is wrong.'

The minutes of the 15th moct;ng as amonded werc EErovedn

CLﬂSSIFICATION OF MEMBERS’AND ASSOCIATE MEMELRS .OF THE. UNION:: (Doaumpnt
NO.Sll) ).-'..'. .

Note wasAtaken of thc communications from British Last
Africa and Japan contained in Document No.51l.
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DATE AND PLACE, OF. THE NEXT PLENTPOTENTIARY CONFHRENCE, - THE TELEGRAPE
AND TELEPHONE CONFERENCE, THE RADIO CONFERINCE AND THE AMINISTRATIVE
COUNCIL

3.1. Aftcr a short discussion it was decided, subject to any
changes made in conformlty with the procoduro prescribed in the
Convention, that:

a) if no invitation was forthcoming, the next Plenipotentiary
Conference would be hecld in 1957 in Goneva, the head~
quarters of the Unionj

b) the next Tolegraph and Tolephone ‘Conferonce would be
held in 1954, also in Genevaj

¢) the Administrative Council .should dccide the date and place
of the ncxt Administrative Radio Confercnco, bearing in
mind the decisions of the E.A.R.C. and tho progruss-mado
in the work of the I.F.R.B., and also the fact that the
Confercnce should, if possible, be held at the same time
as the Plenipotentiary Conference in 1957, as lald down -
" in the- Convontlon.

3.2 During the discussion, the Delogato of Switzerland made tho
following statcment: :

#It may not bc inappropriato to inform you that tho Swiss
Covernment "is propdsing to invitc the Plonipotontiary Conference in
1962, since that is the centenary ycar of the crcation of the Intcrnatione

‘Telecommunication Union. However, as that is ten years from now, the

Swiss Government has naturally not yot roached any final decision nor
made any arrangements."

,3_3. - The Chairman thanked the Dolegatc of Switzmerland. - He pointed

out that in accordancc with the Convention the Conforenco had to bo
held every five years, and it would thus be noccssary to arrange a
meeting before 1962.

3.4. A discussion then took placu on tho date of the C.C.I.T.
Plcnary Assembly and the Administrative Council (8th Sess1on)

3.5. Thc Delecgatc of the Notherlands made it cloar that, in view

~of the arrangcments alrcady made by his administration, there was no

possibility of postponing, cven by onc wock, tho opening dato of the
Plenary Assembly of tho C.C.I.T. scheduled for .26 May in Arnhom.



3.6, However, Mr. Mulatier, the Secretary-General, thought that

14 April, the date fixed for the Administrative Council, was somewhat
early, bedring in mind the date of arrival in Geneva of the officials of
the Union who had attended the Plenipotentiary Conference {they would
arrive between 22 January and 10 February) and also the stipulation in the
Rulesg of Procedure_that,documents had t0 reach the Members of the Council
one month before the meeting, which meant that documents would have to

be sent off from Geneva from 5-10 March.  The simplest solution would

be for the Council to authorize the Secretary-General to waive the Rules
of Procedure and send the documents out only three weeks in advance.

3.7. ~ Tho Delegate of the U,S.S.R. made the following statement:

"We havo no comments to make concernlng the date of tho convening
¢f the Administrative Council.

"However, with regard to what the Secrtwmw-nn simmal gasd 4 awak
be pointed out that the documents tc be ﬂoﬂﬂ“a“red at the next Sosaion
of the Council must be sont in good tim~ EO the Members of the Council,
that is to say at least ons month bafore tho opening of the Sessgion.

"The poriod spccified in the Regulations must be respected."

- 3.8, ‘The Delegate of France thought the two points of view might be.

reconciled by asking the Secretary Goneral to give priority to the

documents and to sond out, cne month before the opening of the session, in
accordance with the Regulations, those documents relating to the mogt

urgent matters (budget, reclassification, cost-of-1iving allowances),-the
" rest being sent out as soon after as possible.

3.9. The Chairman pointed out that the Assembly was not compotent to
fix the date of the meeting of the Administrative Council. However,; he
had gathered from the discussicn that it was the wish of the delegates
thats -
| a) The Plenary Assembly of the C.C.I.T. should meet as schoduled
on 25 May 1953 iti Arnhem and

b) the Administrative Council should meet in Geneva on 14 April,

3.10, The Members of the Council might'possibly'change'tho~laﬁter dato
in consultation with tho Secretary-General.
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4. FINAL REPORT BY COMMITTEE 6 (Report No. 530)

4.1, Mr. Miranda (Br321L), Chairman of Committes §, summarized the
Committec's final repozt (sce Document Ne. 530).

4,2r The Chairman thanked Mr. Miranda for his report and was glad to
note that a credit balance of about 100,000 Swigs francs remainod out of
the budget drawn up by ihe Adininistrative Council fox the Buenos ‘Alres
Conference - a pronof of the cexcelleat way in which the firvances cf the

Conference had been managea.

4.3. The Delegate of the Univted States of Amorica pcinted out that
Committce & had submitted a report on the cost of the vee of langvages,
but that tho Assembly had not yet rcached a decision-on the matter.

4«4. " He recalled that vhe Administrative Council, in its Resoluvion
No, 84, had resolved that tnrce working laﬁguagos would be used in the
I.T.Us, and that the Membors taking part in the Conforence should meot
the costs involved. Howaver, cortain delogations using hRussian had
availed themsolves of Paragraph 5 of Article 15 of <the Atlantic City
Convention and stated that they would pay for only one of the three lan

1anguagese French.’

4.5. " A question therefore arose: would. the Sscretary-Conoral abide by
Rosolution No. 84, or would the Plenary Assombly annul that rosolution?

4.6, The Delegate of Franco considered that therd could be no rcfusal
to apply’ Paragraph 5 of -Articie 15 of the’ Convention whon delegations
invoked it. Tor the other countries the giatus quo applied.

4.7 The Chairman said that the Sscrefary-General forosaw nn difficuly
concerning the drawing up of accounis. ' :

4.8. . The Dolegate of Italy rop110d thet in that case his country would
immediately ask to pay only for the costs arising out of the wsc of Fronch,
‘since the Administrative Council dccision hdd been motivated by tho faus '
that many difficulties were anticipated il d¢tatilod accounts for cach
language had to be made. ‘
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4e 9. The Secretary General said that it had been extremely
difficult to calculate the cost of service documents in each language,
but that the difficulty had been solved by the Administrative Council
resolution. For the three working languages of conferences, the
problem was more difficult. The expenses of the threce languages were
pooled and the total apportioned among participating countries. It
was then easy to draw up accounts for countrleb w1sh1ng to pay for
one language only. ‘

4.10. The Chairman recalled that tho calculation had moreover
already been made by Committee 7. :

S / .

4.11, The Delegate of the United States of America had the
impression that those sharing in the "pool" would have to pay more
than the other. If that were the case he would have to reserve his
country's position.

4.12. The Secretary General said that there would obviously be

a difference since the number of units would be different for each
language. But in fact, if all countries paid for one language only,
the contribution of each would be much the gsame as with the pool,
system, since in practlce the total expenditure had to be apportioned
among all countries.

4 13. The Delegéte of France thought the discussion should be
closed, since Paragraph 5 of Article 15 of the Atlantic City Convention
would not appear in the Buenos Aires Convention.

4e14. The Delegate of Lebanon said he would like io speak when he
knew the exact figures.

4.15. The Delegate of Italy suggested that the Secretary General
be directed to explain the problem in a circular letter to Administra-
tions, who could ‘then state their views.

4el6. Mr. Mulatier then read out an extract from Document No. 379,
which gave the figures for each language. '
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4417, The Delegate“of the United States Territories, having learned
from those figures that the countries sharing in the "pool" would pay
more for the use of languages, reserved the position of hér adminigtra~- sn
tion. '

4.18.  The Delegate of Italy pointed out that according to Document
No. 379 the countries which did not make a reservation would have to
pay 934.65 Swiss francs, whereas those which had said they would pay
for only one language would pay 286 Swiss francs per unit. In the
circumstances Italy would also ask to pay for French only, siice it was
the sole language used by its delegation.

4.19. The Delegate of the United States Territories agreed with the
Delegate of Italy. . :

4.20, The Secretary General said it should by no means be concluded
that the countries making a declaration would have to pay no more than
286 Swiss francs a unit. If all countries declared their unwillingness
to pay for more than a single language, then, obviously, the 600,000
 Swiss francs would have to be found. In that case, all calculations
would have to be remade: As he had said, the bill to be paid by cach
country would, in the last resort, remain very much the same. :

4. 21, The Delegate uf France said Document No. 379 had had misleading
effects. Some had concluded that since the overall total Iid not vary,
it would be sufficient to divide it by three, and that the payments’

to be made could be thus reduced. Unhappily, that was not the case.

His Delegation was for the status quo.

4.22. Mr. Miranda (Brazil), Chairman of Committee 6, said his
Committee had been called upon to do no more than decide what would
happen if the reservations made by the Soviet Union, and by other
countries, were applied. The Plenary Assembly had then asked '
Committee 6 to consider the financial effects of reservations. That .

it had done, and that very day the Plenary Assembly, in approving the
minutes of the thirteenth meeting (Part 2) had also finally : 'proved

the report by the Committee. That report gave all desirably nformation,
Further to the statements made by the Soviet Union and other countries,
the increase would be 73 Swiss francs 80 centimes per unit. As regards
declarations and reservations, that was a problem with which <the "
Committee was not concerned. Countries could not just be allowed to
state that they would pay for French alone.
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4.23.  The Chairman said the question should not be reopened. I%
had been settled by Administrative Council Resolution No. 84.

4.24. ~  The Delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

‘made the following statements

. ""The Secretary-General has clearly pointed out that
Administrative Council Resolution No. 84 runs counter to the
Convention. In accordance with Article 15, paragraph 5, of the
Convention, every country is entitled to pay for only one of the
three working languages. ‘

"Our position is entirely in accordance with Article 15,

-paragraph 5, of the Convention and we consider that the provisions of

the Convention must be respected.”

4.25. . The Chairman proposed that discussion should stop and the
status quo maintained. :

It was thus decided.

4.26, In reply to the Delegate of the United States Territories,
the Chairman stated that the Assembly had not yct received the written
report by Committee 6 and that it could comsegquently not be approved.
However;, he considered that the verbal report by the Chairman of that
Committee was accepted. '

RESERVATIONS (Documents Nos. 494, 515, 518 and 519)

5.1, ' The Chairman. recalled that Delegations had had until noon
to submit reservations. These were in Documents Nos. 494, 515, 518

~and 519. The Secretary-General had pointed out that there were some

errors in the references of the reservations. Tney would be corrected
by the Secretariat in the final text.

5.2, The sole aim of that day's meeting was to take note of the
reservations, but, as previously decided, there should be no discussion.
The reservations so far submitted had no financial implications.
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5.3. The Delegatc of Cuba asked for the words "In view of Articls 13,
paragraph 2 (1) and (3)" on page 2 of Document No. 494 to be replaced by
"In view of Article 12".

5.4. The Delegate of Viet-lNam asked for the following to be added

to the reservations in Document No. 5183

5.5. "In addition, it formally considers to be without legal found—
ation and in flagrant contradiction with the Convention the statements
made by the Delegaticns of

; the Peonle's Republic of Bulgaria

- the Hungarian People's Republic

- the Roumanian Peopnle's Republic

~ the People's Republic of Albania

- the Pcople's Républic of Poland

- the Bielbrussian Soviet Socialist Republic

- the Ukrainian Soviet Socilalist Republic

- Czechpslovakia

- the U.5.S.R.
questioning thc right of the reoresentatives of the Government of Viet-Nam .
present in this Assembly to sign in porfect legality the International

Telecommunication Convention in accordance with the decision taken by
the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference.

5.6. The Secretary-General then read out the reservations by Pakistan
which had just beén handed to him by the Chairman:

5.7. - "The Delegation of Pakistan formally declares that Pakistan
does nct, by signature of this Convention on its bohalf, accent zny
obligation in rcspect of the Telephone Regulatibns referred to in

- Article 12 of thc Buenos Aires Convention.
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5.8. o "Furthermore, it reserves the right of its Government to. accebt
or noét to accept the provisions of the Convention relating to the
I.FF.R.B.".

5.9. Pakistan had also joined the countries which had formulated
the recservation numbcered 9 on page 4 of Document No. 494.

‘ The Delegate of Irag gave the following reasons for the
reservations of paragravh T, sub-paragraph 2, on page 3 of Document No.494:

‘ 1. that the full powers of Delegations to the Buenos Aires
Conference terminate with the termination of this Conference;

2. that the Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary Conference is not
competent to perpetuate powers of delegations after the termination of
the Conference;

3. that the Administrative Council is a subordinate body of
the Union and cannot enjoy the authority of a Plenipotentiary Conforence;

4. that the mandate delegated to the Administrative Council is
vegue since the aspect and the scope of the agrecmonts contemplatod are
ambiguous and not known.

5.10. He added that the reservations under 9 on page 4 of Document
No. 494 had been dcposited by countries which did not recognize the
State of Israel and which accordingly did not wish to sign a contractual
agreement with that State.

5.11. The Delegatc of Israel asked for the name of Pakistan to be
added to the list of countries mentioned in tho Isracli recservation on
page 4 of Document No. 518.

5.12. ‘He also pointed out that the Delegate of Iraq, in connection
with the reservations under § in Document No. 494 had spoken of
"recognizing" the Statc of Israel. "That had no connection with the
I.T.U. or the Convention. He had also spokon of contractual agrocment.
The roservation, however, bore on the validity of the signatures of

the Bucnos Aires Convention and its possiblce ratification by a number
of countries vis-a-vis the Member included in Annex 1 to the Conventlon
under the name of Israel-
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5.13. . He would therefore repeat what had already been said in the
Israel reservation, namely, that his Delegation reserved the right of
‘'his govérnment to take any suitable action it might deem useful to
safeguard the intcerests of the State of Isracl on the occasion of the
application of the Convention and the Regulations annexed thereto in so
far as the Members mcntioned in -the reservation were concerned.

5.14. The Delegate of Monaco withdrew the rescrvation on vaige 4 of

Document No. 518. He also asked for his name to be added t¢ the list
of .countries which had signed the reservation in Document No, 515

(page 3).
5.15. "The following countries aiso asked for their names to be added
%0 the list of those whiqh had signed the reservation:-on page 3 of
Document No. 5153
Rebublic of Cuba
Iraq
China
Japan
Morocco and Tunisia
- Jordan
Viet~Nam.‘
Iran
Costa Rica
. Portugal
Portﬁguese Oversea Territories

India

Oversca Territories of the French Republic and territories
administered as such '

israel
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Belgian Congo and Territqry of Ruanda Uruﬁdi
Cambbdia
Egypt
Syrian Republic

5.16. The Delegate of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ircland then submitted the following reservation:

5.17. "Since certain countries have‘reserved the right to accept or
not to accept the provisions of Article 6 of the Convention, the ,
following countrics reserve the right to take all necessary measures,
jointly with other Members of the Union if necessary, to ensure the
Succeésful‘functioning of the I.F.R.B. in case the countries
formulating reservations should not accept the provisions of

Article 6 of the Convention.'

To which the following countries joined themselves:
Commonwealth of Australia
Canada K

Républic'of China

ﬁniied States of America

Iﬁdia

Iraq

Hgshemite Kingdom of the 5ordaﬁ
Monaco |

Mexico

'ﬁew Zealand

Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands Antilles, New Guinea
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5.18. The Delegato of Mexico pointed out that the last word in the
,Snanlsh text of his reservatlon should be "Convention" and not "Contract",

5.19.‘ -The-Delegate of Pakistan hoped that the election of the members
of the I.F.R.B. would take place at the Radio Confercnce to meet in 5
years' timc. 'The present mecting secmed to show that the time of meeting
of that Conferenco was uncertain, and conscquently the date of the olcct-
ion. In the circumstancos,; the Delegation of 13aqutan wished to make

the follow1ng ‘rescrvations

5.20, "The Pakistan Dclegation reserves the right to accept or reject
the docisions which will be taken concerning the I.F.R.B."

5.21. - The Delogate of Austria asked - and thé Do1epato of Ttaly .
agreed — that the Italian reservation be turnod 1nto a joint AusLLH T+aldn
reservation (page 1, Document No. 515)

5,22°‘ The Delcgate of tha Federal German Renmublic gnbnl roy +ha follow-
ing texbt Lo boe dneludn~d du the Final Plotocol~ :

5.23. "In rcgard to the reservations of some delegations concearuing
Germany, the Delcgation of . the Federal German Republic formally declaras
that the Government of the Federal German Republic is the only 1oga11y
constituted Governmont able to spcak in the name of Germany and to
reprosént'the German people in international affairs."

5.24. The Delegatc of the Union ofFSovidt Socialist Republics madc the
follow1ng statement: ' L

"The represontative of tho Bonn authorities is now qttomptlng
" %o intervene on behalf of Germany. In this connection, the Delegation
of the U.S.S.R. has to make the following statcecment:

~ 1)"Western Germany is only a part of Germany. The representatives
of ‘the Bonn authorities do not, and cannot, represent Germany as a whole. |
Consequently, they cannot speak on behalf of Germany. The so-called Bonn
"government", imposed on the German people in Western Germany by the
" United States, the United Kingdomand France, is completely undor the
control of these thrce Powers. This "govornmont" does not ropresent a
sovereign country, does not represent Germany and doos not represent tho
German people, but is the obedient instrument of the will of the three

Powers mentioned.



_ 2) "The Goverﬁment of the German Democratic Ropublic, set up
after free olectiqns by the German people itself, is the legitimate
German Government; it cxpresscs the will and the hopes national of
the German vcoplec . aspiring to creatc a single peacceful and democratic
Germany.

. 3) "The right of signing the Bucnos Aires Convontion must be
granted to the German Domocratlc Republic which is a party to tho
Atlantic City Convention and a Member as of. right of the I.7.U,

Since the Gorman Domocratic Republic was not invited to the Ploni-
potentiary Confercnce, Western«Germany cannot be a Member of the T.T.11.
the partlclpntlon of the representatives of the Bonn authoritics in
the work of the Plenipotentiary Confercnce is thus illegal and the

- right of signing the Convention cannot be granted them." .

5.25.  The Delegatc of the United Kingdom of Groat Brifain and
Northorn Ircland said: "In reply to the last statement that was-@ago
bx the roproscntatives of the Soviet Union, my Declegation rcgrets to
“have to ropcat the statoment it had alrcady made at an carlicr mceting
" of the Plonary Asscmbly. vaiSh this statcment to be recorded in the
minutcs of this meoting. It is as follow~"

5.26. "Tho ‘Federal Gcrman'Govornmcnt is the only legitimately
constituted government in Germany able to.spcak in the name of the
Gorman peovle, and the so-called Government of the German Democratic
Republic can only be rogordoa as a govcernment of the Sovict Occupying
Authorltlos,”'

5,27. The Delegates of the United Statcs of Amcrica, Brazil and
Francc fully supported the United Kingdom's statement on tho Cerman
government.

5.28. .Tho_Dologato of thc Ukrainian Soviot Socialist Republic made
the following stateoment:

"Western Germany is a merc part of Gormany‘and the Bonn
representatives cannot spcak on bchalf of the whole of Gormany.

3
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5.29. "In this cbhnection, our Delegation made statemesits in
Plenary Assembly at the beginning of the Confercnce and now fully
supports the statements made by the Head of the Delegatlon of the Soviet
Union."

5.30. The Delegate of the Blelorus31an S S.R. stated that he had
‘already several times expressed his oplnlon on the ropresentation of
the Bonn authorities in tho I.T.U. That opinion had not changed and
he fully shared the views of the U.S.S.R. Delogate. '

5.31. The Delegatc of the Roumanlan P.R. said:

"The Delegation of tho Roumanian Pecople's Republic uas already
expressed its opinion several timos concerning the reprosentation of
Germany. We repeat our statcments and fully support the views expressod
by the Head of the Sovict Dolegation.

5.32, "The Bonn authoritios do not, and cannot reproscent Germany."

5.33. " The Dciegate of the P.R. of Albania askod for the minutes to
record tho fact that, on behalf of the Delegations of the Poople's
Republics of Albania and Bulgarla, ho fully supported the statemont
mado by the Delogate of the Soviet Union.

5¢34. The Delegate ni Ircland said that tho Chairman had statéd

his view that none of the reservations so far submitted had any financial
implications. He would ask for that to be recorded in the minutos and
in the clrcumstdncos, would not make any rescrvation..

- The Chairman saidlthat.he had mado such a statement, which
had not been queried. Ho thorcforc assumed that he was right,

5.35. ' The Delegate of Guatomala asked for the follow1ng reservations
to be 1nsertcd° . : : ‘ '

"The fact of signing this Convention in the namo of the
Republic of Guatemala does not imposc any obligation on my Government
to ratify it as a whole, in its final form .and in its application, it
being undorstood that the National Congress of my country can make
such rescrvations as it may judge nccessary at the time of ratification.":
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5.36. "I declarc in the name of my Government that it will not
accept any financial repercussions that méy result from the resorvations
- made by countrics participatiang in this Conferonco."

The Chairman was afraid that it might be difficult to accept
the flrst of those resorvations as it stood, since ho felt that it ran
counter to the Convention which made ratification of tho Final Acts
of thce Confercnce comnu¢sory. He thercefore asked the Assembly whothor
the reservation was acceptable from the logal atandp01nt.

5.37. The Delegate of the Unltod States of America said that therce
was no quostion of accepting or refusing the reservation. It Jjust had
to be noted, bearing in mind the fact that a country which did not
ratify the Convention would, under the torms of thc Convention, loosc
its Mcmborshlp of th¢ Union.

5.38. “The Delcgate of the U.S.S.R. said:

"The question you raised concerning the statemont by tho
Delegate of Guatcmala has its importance from the point of view of
principle. Wc cannot admit any discussion of tho roservatlons madc
by countrics-which aro Members of the Union.

"Every country, including Guatomala, has tho sovoreign right
to make any reservation at the moment of signing the Convention.

5.39. - "The Soviot Delegation insists that discussion of this
question should coase immediatoly.™

Tho Delegatc of gggzcmaia thenked the Delogations which had
supported him. It was the soveresign right of cvery Delegation to mako
the reservations it decmed desirable in accordance with the instructions
received from its goverament. ' ' '

5.40. The Delogato.- of Argentina said that, in view of the state-
monts from the Chaix, like the Delcgate of Ireland, -ho would make no
rescervation on finameial implications. He added:
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"In view of thc reservations formulated against the approval
of Article 6 of the Convention, the Argentine Delegation, considering
that reaectlon of this Article might compromise the development of the
I.F. R.B. as envisaged by thc¢ I.T.U., reserves the right to take the
most suitable action for ensuring the continucd efficiency of this body,
but it could not agree that the rcquired contributions should not be
covered by the Members and Associate Members which have approved the
apportionment established by the Convention."

S« 40 The Delegate of Spain noted that about thirty Dclegations had
joined the reservation on page 3 of Document No. 515. He felt that
after the Chairman's stutcments those reservations were no longer
necessary and asked the Delegations to be so good as to withdraw thom.
He himself supported the ‘statements by the Dulogatbs of Ircland and
Argentina. k '

5.42. _The Delcgate of Francc said that it would have becn hia, fondeat
_desirc not to have had to makc reservations. But, the contents of
certain reservations would not allow him to assert that they would not
have financial implications for the Union, which placecd him in the

. nccessity of having to associate himself with the reservation which had -
‘been made by ahout thirty Delegations.

5 43, ‘ The Delegate of the Union of Sovict Socialist Republics made
the 1ollow1n@ statement ¢

‘ b must formally opposc the attempts to discuss reservations
mede by the Delegatc of Francc. ' : '

_ "As you have already stoted, Mr. Chairmah; at the beginning of
this meeting, rescrvations cannot be discussed. We request the Assembly
to adherc strictly to this ruling."

‘v5.44. .~ The Chairmen said that therc Was no question of studylnc rcsbrv—
ubions. Delegations were merely being requested to withdraw their
reservations on the basis of the statcmonts from the Chair.

5 45 The Delegate of France said that it was Declegationg! strict
rlght to formulate any reservations they may desire; his allusion to.
certain reservations was precisely to Justify the counter-rescrvation
~which he himself was obliged to submit. ' ‘
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5.46. The Delegate of Italy asked thce Chairmen on what grounds ho

had asserted that thé reservations submitted would have no financial
implications. If there were rcliablc grounds, the reservations cou’d
be withdrawn; otherwisce, thoy would have to be maintained.

5.47. The Chairman replicd that his assertion was based on an examina-
tion. of the roservations and was only valid in so far as the Dclegations
prosent which had submitted rcsorvations shared it.

.5.48. The Dolegate of Spain, supported by tho Deleogate of Argentina,
asked tho Chairman to ask the Assembly tho following question, to
disgipatc any doubts. '

Does any of the Delegations having submitted reservations
objecet Fo the Chairman's interpretation, namely, that the reservations
had no financial implications?

5.49. The Chairman asked the question formulated by the Dologato of
‘Spain and, moting that nobody raised any obJOCtlon, con51dorcd that the
Assenmbly approved his 1ntcrpretatlon.

5.50._- He declared the discussion closed on that point.

Aftor a briof discussion, it was decided thot the Final
Protocol would also be printed on pink paper;

In roply to a qucstlon from the Del°g to of the Peoglo'f
“Republic of Poland, Mr. Mulaticr, (Spcrotary—Genoral) stated that the
" printed Convention could not be despatched to Admlnlstratlonq ‘before
about two months and a half had clapscd.

The Delegate of Argontina askced if it would not be possible

to have thc Convention printed in Bu snos Alres.

The Delegate of the United States of America said that such
a procedurc would bc too vxpensive; sinco it would entail keeping Mombors
of tho Genoral Sccretariat for a considerablc time in Bucnos Aircs.

The meeting fose at 10 o'clock.

Reportaors , Scerctary-Generals - Chairmans

G. Tripet‘ g - L. Mulaticr ' 2 M.A, Andrada
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MINUTES

of the 22nd and lasgt meetihg .

- of the Plenéry Assembly

lMonday, 22 December 1952, at 6 o'clock p.m.

Honorary Chairman: Mr. Oscar L. M. Niéoiini
(Minister of Communications of the Argentine Republic)

1. Closing speechess
2. Signature of the Conventionj

3. Miscellaneous addresses.

CLOSING SPEECHES

The Conference stood during a performance of the Argenfine
National Anthem. Mr, 0.L.M. Nicolini (Minister of Communications of the
Argentine Republic): : '

"For a country such as ours, younger than a good many others, it
was highly significant, and a source of rave satisfaction, to have been.
chosen as the scene of this Plenipotentiary Conference, the more so since

‘now, when the work of -that Conference is over, we can look forward to

the effective realization of the proposals made, thanks to a Convention
embodying contributions from the distinguished technicians here
assembled. ’ ' A
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"ew could that be otherwise with an organization such as
the Internaiicnal Telecommunication Unioh, a Union designed to
minister to the needs of pcoples, a Union the members of which are
working steadily, peacefully, towards an end of high significénce
for world civilization? And %hat is the more siriking when we think
of the convulsions with which thne world is rent today. .

"Faith in peace, despite the eternal clash of interests,-a
will ever harnesced 4o the attainment of a high ideal - overlooked
though that may be - und concern for the common good, translated this
t$ime into acts woich gec to swell the common patrimony of humankind
-~ these are the ideals with which you have been animated, these the
gualities, gowilemon, which you have displayed in your handllng of
the complex problems of tclecommunication.

‘ MAnd to this we can bear witness, for Argentina has watched
you improving your Convention, has watchoed you, in the course of days
of ardvous labour bringing all your accumulated skill and competence
to vear in an endeavcur to attain the final goal.

- "ind we can ceriify the thoroughness with which all these
problems have been examinzd. That goes to confirm your professional
competence, and that unswerving loyalty which is the distinguishing
mark of those who sirive to ‘put the world to rlghts in no matter what
domain. '

"We have been witnessas %o your impassioned deliberations.
We have seen cach one o7 you bringing all his knowledge, all his powers
of compreqels en 0 bear in the effort to decide how the mission of '
“the I.T.U. is %o bz accompl icned. I do not need to add that those
deliberations heve ever been characterized by moderation, high-mindedness,:
and courtesy, as helittiang perscus of such standing.

‘ "That is cue more success for your organization, and I have
pleasure in ackiowledging here how signally the asperities of debate
have been avoided.

"Hence the legstimate pride my country — land of peace and
fruitful labour - feelsg at the idez of having been host to this
Conference, which, called as it was to give effect to high ideals,
geemed %o aunnounce to mankind +tha% the progress made in telecommunication
technique would one day bear its fruit in a supreme message oontalnlng
the ideal formula for the happiness of 21l nations.
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"As General Perdn, President of the Nation, K said in opening
this Conference, I trust that your stay in this country will have done
something to allay the nostalgia you feel for your own. I trust you
have been able to appreciate the whole~hearted support we have given
to the cause you serve, and that the prcverbial crcole hospitality,
ever attracted by a worthr cause, has lived up to its reputation. And
it may conceivably be some slight consolation for you tc know, after
so long an absence from the countries you so worthily represent, that .

“+the mission which has brought you here has been accomplished under the
auspices of a country Which,‘like yourselves and like our Union, has
ever proclaimed, and will continue to proclaim, the same ideals, the
same need for common efforts to bring about what we all feel when we
ponder the sense of the words: socially just, economically free, and
politically sovereign. ‘

"In deciaring this Plenipotentiary Conference closed, I
trust that in future the International Telecnmmnication Union will
continue to be, and to an ever increasing extent, the invisible medium
by which technical progress is harnessed to the cause. of peace and to
bring about harmony, and mitnal undergtdndlng, throughout the world.

"On behalf of the Argentine Govermment, and in my own name,
T thank you warmly for all that this Confercnce has left in this
country, for all you have achieved by so much eJ’.‘for*L "

Mr. Laffay (Head of the French Delogation), thereupons

~"Your presence, Slr in our midst, confers solemnity on the
act we are about to accomplis h namely, signaturc, on behall of our
countries, of the International Telecommunication Convention, which

will henceforward be known as the Buenos Aires Convention.

"We are grateful to you for finding a moment, in the mids%
of your arduous responsibilities, to testify among us to the interest
yoh take in tolccommunication, which, in a woxrld where s0 much valuc
is accorded to speed, has a ranidly growing part to play in ocononic,
cultural, and soniagl alfairs.



..4_‘
(5355E)

"Within the timoe-limit laid down, the Buenos Aires Confer-
ence has effectced what will doubtless be called a work of consolidation, .
while at the same time spending less than the amounto provided for in
1ts initial budget. :

: “Structural reforms, designed to consolidate the changes
docided on in 1947, at Atlantic City, had boen proposed.

"Of thosoe reforms, thls Conference has adoptecd the principle
of some and postponud consideration. of others, and has devotcd particular
attention to thoso administrative and flnan01al probloems which urgent
required solution. :

"Now, When the Confer:znce is at its end, the uplr*t in whlch
countries have freely consented to sharo in the extra burdens ontailed by
future budgets, is a matter on which we may congratulate ourselves

MpAnd if. the Union staff has not obtained all the benfits it
was hoping for, at least it will know that in spite of graver financial
burdons, the Buenos Aires Conference has made a meritorious attempt %o
give rolief in cases whore that scomed most called for.

"Throughout our deliberations, impassioned as thoy have some-
times beon, respect for the courtesies of dobate, and a rGPOEHItLOH oxf
tha need for final agreoment, have never ceased to provail among us.

"With the result, Sir, that the Convontion we arc about %0
gign -~ a Convontlon which will record the name of your capital among
those of the towns in which thc Union has been graduslly built up -
will, as is traditional in our organization, be loyally agpl*od by
Contracting States.

"For those who have had the great good fortunc %o attond,
the Bucnos Airos Conference will remain a good, a happy., ronferenco.

"We arrivod here in tho épring, at a moment when many of ug
felt, or saw, the approach of winter. For thosc delegates who come fiom
theo Northern Hemisphere, this will havo becn a rarc opportunlty of sceing
two gprings in one and the sameo year. v

"We have made the acquaintance of a city larger and more
populous than we had ever suspected - a city the fino avonues of which
~are redolent of a raré, and eoqually unsuspected, charm. We have mado
the acquaintance of a people whoae affability has mado us forget how far
we are from home, '
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"Wo have boon looked after with such care by your Admini-
stration that I cannot POSulbly gxpress our gratitude for the gonerosity
you have displayod.

"Allow me to dwell on thoso two magnlflcent oxcurglons, to
Mondoza and Mar del Plata.

"Both of them will onablc us to carry away a vivid impression
of a country in which striking contrasts abound.

/- "The flat expenses of tho Pampa and the towering peaks of
the Andes ~ those Andes tho colours of which make the spectator forgot
their savage grandeur — the fortility of your ground, the semi-desert
regions traversed by luxuriant verdure: all this will remain a living
image of a country with 1nf1n1tv poss1b111tles.

"From the organizational point of viow, evyrythlng was perfoct.
I would add that the choice of the Faculty of Law as tho soat of the
Conference, while it may conc01vab1y have deprived your studonts of
gsome of the facilities they would otherwisc have enjoyod, signified
from the outset that respect for internativnal undertakings which is
the very basis of international life.

"And now a word about the men chosen to direct our dslibera-
tions.

"The most loguacious among us - and I am onc of them - owo
a good doal to his inexhaustible patienca. ‘

"I“partlal as indood he should be, coolly dominating dobates,
uometlmes with a barely perceptible smile, somutimos exprossionloss -
such will be our meomories of Mr. Andrada, whose personal influence has
done much to ensure tho success of this Confercnce."

(Applauso).

"The Roception Department has ever displayed an alacrity
characteristic of an open-hearted people which likes to infuse a dash
of human cordiality into its actions.

o "I -should be failing in my duty wero I not to thank tho
Serrctary-General, and, through him, his ontiro staff, for the speod
with which the Gencral Sccretariat has accomplished a vory considorable
volume of work, always to our satisfaction.
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"And we should cxpress our apprcciation of tho interproting staff,
which has throughout managed (in spite of the specd with which we havo gpokcn
and the occasional muddle of our ideas) to roproduce thc very intonation
of speakers.

iBefore coming to o closc, I wish to express my sincore good
wishes for a prompt and final recovery to Mr. Mirza, Dolcgate of Pakistan,
and to assure our Scnior Delegate that we all trust hce may long romain ono
of our nunbcr, and as sSpry as c¢ver.

"On bohalf of all the delogations attending tho Bucnos Aires
Confcrence, I would thank you, Sir, oncc moro, and wholehoartadly. I bog
you to inform the President of your groat nation that we have boen deoply
appreciative of the signal honour hc did us in agrecing to take the Chair
at the inaugural mecting of this Cecafcronce.™

(Applauso)
Mr. Gneme (Italy; Senior D*lygato)

"As Senior Dolegatc, allow me, Sir, to support strongly tho ox-
pressions of thanks addressed $o Mr, Andrada by the provious‘spcakors, for
the skill and patience displayed by him in dirccting the deliborations of
the Plcnary Assembly and in organizing the Conference. The most complox
‘problems have boen brilliantly settled and the work of tho Confoeronce brought
to a successful conclusion. We now have five years to considor what to do
about. certain prohloms which will confront the next Plenipotentiary Confer—
ence. In any case, I agrec with the proceding spoakers that tho additions
and changos made in the Atlantic City Convention will ensurc for the Union
an active part in thc oxtension and development of tolccommunication faci-
litics; thus furthering the cizculation of information botweon pooplus anna
strcngthonlng the bonds between them, contrlbutlng in this manror 0 onsuro
2 lasting world ‘poacc.
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"I wish to thank all the Chairmen, Vice-Chairmen and
Delegates who, in Committees, Sub-Committeecs and Working Groups
have perused the various proposals made and given thought as to how
begt to solve the various problems confrontlng us. I wigsh to thank
the Chairman, Vice~Chairman, and members of the Editorial Committee,
who worked night and day to set before us their documents in red,
‘white and blue. Again, most sincere thanks to the Secretary General
for his unstinted efforts, the Assistant Secretary General, the Heads
of the permanent organs and the entirc staff of the Confercnce for
the extremely satisfactory way they have acquifted themselvesg of
their duties. ‘

"I would make particular mention of the translators and
.~ typists, and the documents staff, who have spent many weary night
hours at their posts.

1A11 this was rendered possible by the careful preparatory
work done by the Argentine Administratién, which made this splendid
building available to us and surrounded us with every attention.
The organizational work performed by the Argentine Administration
has made it posgible for delegates to admire, in the course of
memorable excursions, some of the beauties of this great country.
That, again, wade for better mutual acquaintance, and established
an atmosphere conducive to agreement. I beg you, Sir, to accept
these expressions of most whalehearted thanks for all the interecet
you have taken in, and the support you have given tc +the work of
this Conference, and for all you have done in welcoming and assisting
delegations, end I would ask you to convey these sentiments to the
other officials in the Argentine Administration, to the Receptlon
Committee, and to all who worked with them.

"Lastly, I beg you, Sir, to convey our very deep gratitude
to General Perdn, Precsident of the Argentine Nation, for the honour
he did us in opening the Conferencc, together with our sincere good
wishes, respectfully offered, for the happinecss and the greatnoss
of the Argentine Republic." (Loud applause).
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SIGNATURE OF THE CONVENTION

M. Ahdrada (Chairman of the Conference) announced that the
Convention would then be signed, and asked tho delegates to approach
the table. - ‘ '

- Signatures were successively appended. At twenty minutes past
seven, the Delegate of thce People's Republic of Albania signed (the
first to do so). The last signature was that of the Delegate of the

- United States‘of'Venezuela, who signed at ten minutes to nine.

During the cercemony, the Secretary General announced that the
new Delegate of Nicaragua had just handed in credentials authorizing
him to sign. These credentials seemed to be in order. Did the Assembly
accept them 7. It did. ‘

The Secretary General, at the end of the ceremony, said that

out of 82 delegations attending the Conference, 79 had signed the Inter-

national Telecommunication Convention of Bucnos Aires. The Delegations
of Bl Salvador, Haiti, and Yemen had not signed. '

MISCELLANEOUS ADDRESSES

The Delegateiof,the Republic of Colombia made a proposal in

"The International Plenipotentiary Telecommunication Conference,
Buenos Aires, thanks the Government of the Argentine Republic for all

it has done to ensure the success of the Conferencec, and expresses, its
gratitude for the generous hospitality extended to all delegates."

The Chairman, thanking the Delegate of Colombia, said the
applause which had greeted his apeech made comment unnecessary. He had

"been deeply tuched by that bpontaneous expression of sympathy.

 The Delegate of India agsociated himself with the sentlments
expressed by the other. speakers in conneotion with the gomerous attentlon
shown by the Argentine Government, and thanked the Chairman for his
success in steering his ship in to a safe haven. To all, a happy

. Christmas and a good journey home.
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The Delegate of the People's Republic of Poland:

"Mr. Chairman, before I leave for home, allow me, on
behalf of the Delegation of the People's Republic of Poland, to
thank the Argentine Ministry of Posts and Telecommunlcatlonﬂ
for its hospitility. !

"Since we have arrived at the end of the Conference,
allow me, also, Mr., Chairman, to congratulate you personally on
the successful fashion in which you have performed your arduous
task, and to express my bost wishes to you, to youg beautiful
country, and to its noble people.

"We shall long treasure wonderful memories of the
Plenipotentiary Telecommunication Conference of Buenos Aires."

The Delegate of thc Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics,
thereupons

"Mr Chalrman, we should like to thank you, the Argentine
Admlnlstratlon and the Argentine Government for the hospitility,
carc and attention which has enabled us to wurk so of fectively.
Ve should also express our .gratitude for the oxcellent organization
of our leisure timec, during those extromely interesting oxcursions
to, Mendoza and Mar del Plata.

"We would make montion, Mr. Chairman, of the groat skill,
comp*cnhcns1on and. impartiality dlsplaycd by you in dirccting tho
work of the Conference.
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"We would alsc thank your deputy, (Mr. Navatta), Mr. Mulaticr
(Sccretary-Gencral), and the cntire staff of the Conforence - particular-
ly the translators, who havc donc a vast amount of work. 'As rogards
the work herc accomplished and the docisions taken, my Delegation has
alrcady oxprossecd its views. Wo trust that ftclecommunication will
continuc successfully to devclon. We trust it will bring pcoplos
together, that it will bo used in the service of friendship and
cooporation, and that it will be activoly usod in the strugglc for
the preservation of poace and the sccurity of peoplos. May all tcle-
communication media - tho telegravh, the tclevhone, radio, broadcasting —
sorve to reinforce peace ! If nations will but take an active part in
‘the fight for poacc, pcace, assuredly, will bo maintained.

"TLong live vncacc and fricndship betweon ncoples!"

The Chairman, bofore dcclaring the mooting closed, thanked all
dclegations for their valuable assistance, which had greatly lightened
his task. Morc particularly, he would thank Mr. Mulatior (Socretary-
General) for his invaluable assistdnce, as also the Secrctariat Staff
which had backod Mr. liulatier up. Iverybody had displayed understanding
and a desire tn coomncrate. -

He would wish each and all a happy return journey and bade
them all a warm “good-bye".

The mecting rosc at ninc o'clock.

Reporter: Secretary General: Chairman:

G. Deniker L. Mulatier M. A. Andrada
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PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE

Buenos Aires, 1952

REPORT BY COMMITTEE 6 AFTER THE FINISE

OF THE CONFERENCE

The 21st Plenary AsSembl& (Document No.534) approved,
in principle, the oral report by Committee 6 submitted by the
Committee Chairman, ‘who gave the contents of Document No. 530
not yet distributed. Among other things, the report provideg
that the Committee should have the responsibility of finally
approving the Conference accounts for the period 15 December
to the closing date, and preparing the preseni report for

- distribution with the final dosuments.

The representatives of Argentina, Brazil, the F.P.R.
of Yugoslav1a and the United States Territories jointly consider—
ed $he accounts for the period specified and foupd them in order.

Administrations are informed that the total expenses of
the Conference are definitively estimated at 1,634,200 Swiss francs.

Ing. LIBERO OSWALDO DE MIRANDA
Chairman

COMMITTEE 6
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Administrations aro informed that the total oxpcnsos of
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| PLENTPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE S SRS

Buenos,Airgs, 1952

'LIST OF DOCUMENTS

No. 1 to No.537

Number Date . Source Subjees - . Remarks
1 26 Sept. General Qrganiaation-of.thé_:
: Secretariat Conference and Budget '
2 24" Sept. General Distribution of
- o ©  _.Secretsriat - . Proposals . °
3 25 Sepf}' United Nations Proposal No. 658
'y . 25 Szpt. "Japan .f._lPropésal To. 659
- 5 25 Sept. . .~ Japan ‘ ~ Proposal No., 660
':'6. : .?E'Sep%tf ﬂ?Switéerland B Proposai_Nb.'Sél
A-7' - &5 Sept. - General = - Communicaiion.from_
' o " Secretariat the Estonian S.S.R.
8 . -l Sept. - General - - Communicéiioh from
Secretariat - - the Lithuanian
E ' " SeSeEe
9 .. i.25 Sept. " General . Coﬁmunicéﬁion from
’ Secretariat the Laivian S.S.R.
10 - 26 Sept{ " United Kingdom Pfqposai No. 662
11- 26 Sept. United Kingdom Proposal‘No.'663
12. 1 0ct; ' Ffance .. Proposal No. 664
1} . 10ct.  France  Proposal No. 665

~:i4 S 1 Oete " - Francé : Proposal No. 666
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Secretariat

- the flrst Meetlng

(537-%)
. Number Date Source Subject - Remarks‘
15 1 Oct. General Appnlications for Lower
: Secretariat Class of Contributions:’
Ethiopia, Yemen, Viet-
Nam
16 1 Oct, General Situation of the P.R.
' ' Secretariat. of Mongolia in Relation
to the Union
17 1 Oct. General Situation of the P.R.
' Secretariat of China in Relation
S to the Union
718 . 1'0ct. . ' Ceneral. Situation of the German
' Secretariat Democratic Republic in
Relation to’ the Union'~
©19 .2 0ct. . Geheral International Broad-
B o ‘Secretariat cast1ng Organization
;20 .. 3 Oct. ﬁ;S.S.Raf A_Proposal-No; 667 . - See ¢of§igendum’
- .. P o - . . T . NOO 31 . .
':”21. ". 3 Oct.. tArgentina o Rules of Procedure for
‘ ' the Plen;notgnulary
Lonferenoe-
22 ~3lbét;.f General . Si%uaﬁion_of Countriesin See.Cofrigéndum
: " : Secretariat Relation to the Atlantic' No. 28 and
P City Convention. ‘Doc. No.248
23 ’ 4 Oct. . Gereral ,.Meétiné of Heads of
s Secretariat Delegations s Agenda
'24" 4 Oct. - ~U.S.S.R. Prdposal No. 668
25 ',4‘06t. 3 U.S.5.R. ’ropouax No. 669
'”-”26_ léﬂoct@-l General - _ Corrlgenda +o the Report Applles to the
: Secretariat by the A.C. to the English toxt
_ ) Plenlpotothary Confenwne only
27 . 6 Oct.  General liseting of the Heads of - See Corrlgendum'
oL I De]evat1ons - Minutes of -

No. 32



Numbcxr

Mooting (1st Part)

Date Source Subject Remarkg-
28 6 Oct., Gonoral Corrigondum to Lpplics to tkn
" Socreotariat Document No. 22 Engiish tuxt only
29 6 Oct. Sccrotariat Agonda. for tho lst
' : Plcenary Mecting
30 6 Oct. ' Secrctariat Proposcd Distribution
' " of Quostions among the
Organs of the Conforcnco
3. 7 Oct. U. S. S. R, Corrigendum No,1 to
: Document Fo. 20
22 T Oct.+  Scoretariad Corrigcnaum No. 1 to
~ ' : Document No. 27
'33 7 Oct. :xIndia_’ Proposals-Nos;670;6]1—_ See Docs.
o ' 672-._673—674--675-676 Yos.~ 45 0 92
_34 t ';S'ch.' I'Chilc Propo als Nos. 677—678-679 Sco Docs.f _
o ' ' . ' Noe 80 to- 82:"
.35 8.0ct.. ‘Chilc. - Proposals Nos: 680-681
36 8 Oct. Chile Proposal No, 682
37 7 Oct.  Socrctariat  ' - Agonda for the ond
' : ' Plonary Mceting
38 - 8 0ct.. . Chairman - Communication from the
International Rod Cross
- Commlttco
39 10°0ct. U. S. S. R, Statement by the Dolegation
- ~ - ' “of the U.8.S.R. on tho Rosults
of.thc E.AQR;.C.
40 8- Oct. Hungarian Proposal No. 683
: Pcoplﬂ‘s ch. ' S
41. 9 Oct. Sccretariat Minateos of the lst Plenary Sco Doc.

No.72 and
_Corrlgcndum ,
Doc.Nos,.92 ~
125 and 196
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13 to 18 Getobor

(537-E)
Numbcr Datc Source Subject Romarks
42 8 Oct. Scerotariat Minutes of the lst Soc Corrigendum .
Plonary Mcoting {2nd Part) Docs.Nos,92 and 106
43 -9 Oct. Austru .ia Proposal Wo. 634
44 9 Oct. Secretariat Schedule of Work for the
10th and 1lth Octobor
45 10 Oct. Switzerland ?roprsal No. 685
'46 _iO Oct. India Proposal ¥o. 670 'Roplacos‘Doc.No.33
..47 10 Oct. India Proposal No. 67 n non oy
48 10 Oct. 1Indiz Proposal Ho. 872 " nemoow
49° 10 Oct. India Proposal No. 672 " T
50 10 Oct. Tndia Proposal Nc. 674 " "owon
. 51 10 Oct. Indic ‘Proporel No. 675 T nowow
52 /10 Oct. TIndia Propusai No., 676 - H Mo
- 53 10 Oct. Socorctarias Minutes of the 2nd Plcnaxy 'SGO'Cdrrigendum
. Assembly (lst Pard) Docs.Nos,37-92 -
' and 125 o
54 . 10 Oct. Socreturiat Minutes of +the 2nd Plonary - Soo Cbrriécndum o
' L Asscmbly ‘' 2nd Part) Docs.Nos.106-107 - -
‘ - and 125 '
855 11 Oct.: Committoe 3‘ Summary Record of “he
‘ 3t Mecting
56 .. 13'Qct. India Proposal No. 686
57 13 Oct. Indis Proposai No. 687
11 Oct. Sceratariat Schodule for Work for
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Number Date - Source Subject . Remarks

59 11 Oct. Secretariat Minutes of the 3rd Plenary Ses Corrigonda

Assembly (1st Part) ‘ Nos.105 and 106
60 13 Oct. Secretariat Minutes of the 3rd Plenary See Corrigenda Nos
: Assembly (2nd Part) 106, 125 and 198
Gl 11 Oct., United KingdomResolution regarding the Sea .Corrigendum
work of the E.A.R.C. ~ No. T3 '
62 13 Oct. Sweden ~ Proposal No. 688

63 13 Oct. Committee 3 Report on the 2nd Meeting

, '64‘ . 21 Oct. Committee 3 Report on the 3rd Meoting '_

(revised) ' . |
65 13 Oct, . Brasil ~  Proposal No. 689
66 13 Oct. Brasil Proposal No. 690
67 13 Oct. Brazil Proposal No. 691

68 18 Oct.- Committee 6 ',"Repp;-t on the lst ,Megting
(revised) ' L - .

69. 14 Oot. Thited States -~ Proposal No. 692

70 ;.4 661;. - Thited Stgates .i’roposal No. -.693

71 14 Oct. Thited States Proposal No. 654

72 14 Oct. Secretariat Addendum No.l to the See Minutes of 1st

o ' - Minutes of the lst- . ‘Meeting (Doc.No.41) .
Plenary Meeting ' .
73 14 Oct. -Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.No.6l

74 14 Oct. - .Chile Proposal No., 695
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Number Date Source Subject Remarks
7% 14 0c£. chile froposal NQ; 696
16 -14 Oct. Chile Propesal N&. 697
11 i4 Oct.  Chile Proposal No. 698
78 . .14 Oc£. Chilé Propbsal Na; 699‘
79 140ct. Chile Proposal No. 700
80:x"14 Oqé, “Chile Prop§sa1 No. 677 . ”RepiaQeS“DQc;N6,34 [
.:,Ii él-f:.i4:0ct;-.0hile Proposal No. 678 '-ﬁepggggg §OG,§9;34
1}_82” '-14_Oc£;' bhiieif 'Pr0posa1.N5; 379" ;Rep;;ges 56&.N§,34
", 83; '14 09£;._Coﬁﬁittee 4 Roport on %he 1st Mgeting:i- |
d :.84 'éqjoG£,t,cene§a1, 'jPhilipﬁine Request for
. . (revised) - . ‘Secretariat Change of Class
| -:85  -15 dcf; Seéretariat‘.Co@munications-felétivé Sse Do§. Né.397_.”r
T S ' %o ‘the Representation of . - L :
Countries at the Jonference
86 415 Oct. .Po;fugal ‘Pfofosal No: 701
87 - -lshécto Sebreta;iét Cnrrigendum'£o the.Minuteé
I : of the 2nd Meeting (Part 1) .
88 16 0ct. Committee 3 Report on the 4th Mooting
89 15‘6c¥.' Committee -3 .1st Repor% by C&mmittge 3.
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Bumber Date

Source

Subject Remarks

16 Oct.

91 16 Oct.
92 18 Oct.
93 19 Oct.
94 19 Oct.
95 25 Oct.
~ {revised):
96 120 Oct.
(revised)
97 20 Oct.
98 20 Oct.
©. 99 7 20 Octe
100 21 Oct.

Committee 1

General
Secretariat

Secretariat

-Secretariat

General

Secretariat'

Committee 4

Committee 4

. Secretariat -

Chairman of
Committece 3

Committeo 3

Secrotariat

Report on the lst Meeting

Schedule of Work for 20th to

25th- October

Corrigendum to Docs. Nos. 41,
42 and £3

Agenda for the 4th Plenary
Mee+1ng

Situation of the I.T.U.
Personnel ‘

Report on the 2nd Meeting

' Report on the 3rd Meﬁting

Communication concerning the

'chrescntatlon of the Hashemlte '

Klngdom of the Jordan.

Number and Method of Electlng
Members of the I.F.R. B.

Repprt on the 5th Mecting

List of Documents 1 to 99
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Number Date Source Subject Bemarks
101 ".20 Oct. Brazil Proposal No. 702
102 20 Oct. " United States | Proposal No. 703
of America - .
103 20 Oct. United States  Proposal No. 704
of  America ’ -
. 104 20-Oct( Committes 5 Report of the first
‘ 3 Meeting
- 105 20 Oct. " Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.No. 59
106 ' 20°0ct. . Secretariat - Conrigendumrﬁo'Doba. Kos.
' . Lo 42," 54, 59, and 60
107 20 Oct. - Secretaritt  Corrigendum No. 2 to -
' ' L Doc. No. 4
108 20 Oct. - . Denmark . Proposal No. 705
- 109 20 Oct. (Norway _ _
o h (Denmark TR
3  1 (Icelaﬁd. Progosgl Nor 706
1 - (Sweden '
.110," 21 Oct. Committee 5 :Agenda.for the 2nd Meeting . - -
.11 21: Oct. Commi ttee 3 Report of the 6th Meeting
112 .21 Oct. Unitéd States  Proposal No. 70T
: of America : : o
- 113 - 21 Oct. United States Proposal No. 708 -
of America o
114 21100t. ‘ General Request for Change of
' - :Secretariat Class: Paraguay
115 - 21 Oct.. ‘Netherlands . . Proposal No. 709
22 Secretariaﬁ.'-' ‘Language System-of the

Universal Fostal Union
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Number Date Scurce " Subjeet Remarks
(3L, )24 Oct-  Chairman of the Statument by Wr. Dellamala |
eviSua I.F.R.B. to the Tth Meeting of Committeo 3
118 24 Oct. Committee 4 Report on the 4th Meeting
119 23 Oct. United States Proposal No. 710
of Amserica : '
120 24 Oct. Secrotariat Minutes of ﬁhe 4th Meeting See Corri-
of the Plenary Assembly - gendum 198
(18t part) "
121 27 Oct. Secretariat Hinutes of the 4th Meeting See Corri-
' of the Plenary Assembly zondum Decs.
(Part Two) - 164, 179
and 193
122 -323'Oc£..' Génafal Application for a lower Class
' " .. .. - . Secretariat of Contributions; Ovorsea Terri-
: tories of th» French Repunlic .
©123 24 Oct.?-.Brazil - Proposal No. 711
124 24 Oct.  Braszil Proposal No. 712
125.' 28 cht  Becretariat Corrigendum t0 Documents Nos.
' 41; 42, 53, 54 and 60
126 24 ch._'_Brazil Proposal No. 713
127 24 Oct., Brasil *. Proposal Wo. 714 .
128 24 Oct.. .Brasil - ~ Propossl No. 715
129 24 Oct. Brazil Proposal No. 716
130 . 24 Oct. Brazil Proposal’No. 717
131 24 Oct.. Brazil “ Proposal No. 718
132 © 24 Outs Brazil Proposal No. T19 .
. 133 24'ch{ Brazil _'Pfopqsallﬁo; T20
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M oer’

————

Datg'

- Source

Subject™ R - . Remarks

134
135

136

1397 .3 Nov..

140

14127 Catl

142

1ds

41

.23390t:'

27 Oct.

25 -0Oct,

24. Oct.

‘28 0g%, -,

) :2:_7. 0c+
: 27 '6';*5'.'-"'
_' 27 0 cf " France '
f28;6gt; '

“"fSéé%etariat:

28, 0ct:’

Commitiee 3
Ss ﬂt,crl ri
Secretariat
‘Secratariat .
%“WLG.'3;ofj;
Dlommitice 5

_.Comii ttee 5+

Comicitiee. 7

‘Cﬁmﬁittée”3:[ ,Eépb?t'éi'fhéAStﬁ Meétinéi*; V?See Corrlgendum 1

Committee 3-

Commi ttee 3

Geveral ™

COmﬁiftee-4

: Mentﬂng

Report of tha 7tn Meetlng '

“Pre poual Vo. 721

Mlnuues ol tne 5th ﬁeetlng See Corrigendum
ot “the PLenary nusembly ; 198 '

Sche@ule for week ?8 Oct,.  'See'amendi'ht Docs.

- to 2.Nov. . - . Fos.. 152 . .4 158 ﬁ

‘1st Report of W.G., 3 to
.Cbmmittee 5j .

Summarj Yeco“d of" the 2nd ,:

P.)...

i _M*gutéslbf?ﬁhg-lst:Meéiingl_“f

-~fDoc. No. 1‘5'7

L

ceat

21h Report oy Comnlttee 3 ’ :

f Pxoposal Non 723

: Z-Aroposai.Noy.724. o

'iRepérﬂ'bn'thé}9ﬁh Meetingq

Repor* vy t~a Chalrman of the

._ Managamenf soard of the I.T.U.

- 8taff Super unnuatacn and
Lcne«oWenb tl"unow

Summary'Record of the-5th Meeting
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Number . Date Source Subject Remarks
148 29 Oct, Committee 2 ‘Minutes of the 1lst Meeting
149 20 Oct. Committec 2  Minutes of the 2nd Meeting
150 29 Oct. Committce 2 Minutes of the 3rd Mceting
151 29 Oct. Committce 4  Summary Record of the 6th
' Meeting
'% §9 Oct. Secrotariat  .Schedule for Thursday, 30 Oct.
RGV1sed _ S : . .
153 29 Oct. Committoe 3 "Report on tho 10th Mooting |
* 154°.... 29 Oct, Committées 3 ... 3rd 'Report,by .COmmittee 3
155. .29'Op¥. 'Geﬁeral : . 'Faclllties and Pr1V1loges.granted lob bo;rigcndum
‘Seoretariat to qpeclallzed Agenclcs Dou. No. 156
'.';56.:' .30 Oct,l-Seéfefériat icorrlgendum to Doc. No. 155
157 .. 30 Oct.“ICqﬁmitjee-3 _1;Corr1gendum to Doo. No. 141
'.7158'~ . 30 Oct. - Secretariat Schedule-for 31 Oct.
159 . 30 Oct. Committeo 4 Summary Renord of tho T6h
E ' ' Moetlng
160 30 Oct.’ Commiftee_4_' Summary Rboord of the 8th
' ' ' .'Moetlng
o161 30 Oct. Committeo'7 'Corrigendum to Doc. No. 140 _ Concerné.the

Spaniéh"Taxt

-only
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Nﬁmbér Date Sourco . Subject ' Remarks

Concerns the

o t.. -t =~ i . n- . Y :f. B
162 }Q ct. Cormittee 3 Corrigundum ‘to Doc., Ko. 142 Spanish text .only

-~
'16}' 31 Oct. Committee 7  Expanded Programme of
o ' Technical Aseistance

_16i" 2 Nov. Secretariat Ciirigendum to Doc, No. iZl
165 31 Oct. Commitiee 5 1st Report by Committee 5 See Doc. No. 185 .
' - . . See amendment
. o 2 'a f nif o . i
156. 31 Oct. Secretari Schedule for Week 3 to 8 Nov, Doc. No. 170 -
16T 31 Oct. Committue 3  Agonda for the l4th Meeting |

,168' 'fZ.Nov; Chéirman ‘Request for a lower Contri- -
' e * butory Class: Guatemala -

' ;'139f', 2 qu;f Committee 5 . .Report of the 3rd Meeting
'f?1]0 - 2 Now,” Secretariat - . Schedule for 3 Nov.

171_. '31N5v{  Comhitteq 4  Rules of Procedure of the:
Cl - - Conference :

: 172;' '3"No#. Secretar: ~t Corrigendum to Doc. No. 136 :
[__173- 5'3 Noﬁ{' Committee. 7 Summary Record of -the 2nd
Ca T e T S Meeting ‘ o
174 3 Névg:-committee-3 Suémary Record of the litﬁ
: ST Me . ing ' A



(537-5)
Number Date - . Source ' Subject Remarks
.175 '3 Nov. Committee 3 Summary Record of the 12th
: Meeting
176 3 Nov. Committee 3 - - Summary Record of tho 13th
-Meeting
177 ; Nove DUnited Kingdom Draft Resolution
(Rov1sea _ . : ,
178 3 Nov.. France ' Draft Resolution
179 3 Nov.'.Seoretariat . Corrigendum No. 2 to
" ' : ' Doc. No, 121 -
© 180, 3 Nov. Secrotariat  Dooument 969/CA 6 of the
: e ' ' ' Aumlnlstratlve Counc11
181 3 Nov. Secretariat - Agenda for tho 6th Plenary
S S . . Mecting
7182_' 4 Nov. Goneral .: -‘, .Classification of Membors
: Secretariat of the Union for the Payment
-~ of Contributions
183 3 Nov.  General - - Ordinary Budget - 1953

Sceretariat

4184 "4 Nov, BSub-Committee 3 A Report of Sub—Commlttee 3-A See Corrigen-

to Committee 3 : dum 202

185 4 Nov. Committee 5 k : K2te on the Quostlon of : Supplement to

n ' ‘ : : ~ Arrears : "Doc. Bo. 165

- 186  3 Nov., Committee 4 . Rules of Procedure of the

' ‘ ' Buenos ‘kires Plenipotentiary
Conforence _ ‘
© 187 4 Nov. Gencral Reoport by the Secrotary'Generalz
. Secreotariat. - - I.T.U, Participation in the

expanded Programme of Technlcal
Assistance :
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Number  Dato Sourco ' ' Subject - Remarks’
188 4 Wov. Committeoe 4 1st Kuport by Committec 4
(Revised) . .
189 4 Nov. Committec 5 Summary Record nf the 4th
: Veeting
190 4 Nov. W.H.O. Epidemio}bgical Telegraﬁs
e "~ issuod by the W.H,O.
191 5 Nov. Administrative  Supplomontary Revori by the
. Couneil Adninistrative Council
192 5 Nov, = Gencral ' Comparison between the vosition ™"
‘ ' Secrctariat - of the I.T.U. Staff aud that of
the Stalf of the Unitcd Natlons,
and thoe other Spscialized
Agencies.
:_.193. - S”va,-"ldommittce.5'  .Pﬁlagrayd 5-of Artlcle 14 of .
: o : o the Cﬂnv ntlon
55194 . 5 Nev. - Sceretariat Agenda for the 7nh Plenary .
: Dol Meeting :
"4 195_' 5 Nov. ..Committce’5 . Summary Rocord of the Sth
' S " Meeting
, 196 .,.75 Nov, = Committee 5 ~ Summary Record of the 6thA-
' ' ' Meoting : " .
197 . 5 Hove Committee 2. '::”lst Report by the Chairmen-.of -
' ' " Committee 2 L
198 | 3 Nov.  Secretariat Corrigondnm tu Docs. Nos. 50,
' = 120, 121 and 136 '
199 ';;'”ﬁfpv. Cqmmitteé T Summary Record of tho 3rd
S ' - liseting :
200 6 Nev, Secr barlat _ List of Decumenta Noé.

1 1o 199
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(§37-E)
- Nmber Date- Source Subject Remarks
: 901 6 Nov. General Request by the World
- ‘Secretariat - Pederation of United
- Nations Associations
202 6 Nov. Secretariat Corrigendum No. 1 4o
. Document No.184
203 6 Nov. Worklng Group Drafts of Rosolutions
A 3/1 and a Protocol
204 € Nov. . Committee 3 Summary Rucord of the
o : 14th Meating
Azoeﬁ- :7 Nov. Working Group Report to Committoe
_, R VA | |
206 6 Nov. - - Argentina ani Withdrawal of Proposals
’ Japan
20T 6 Kov. ' Committee Tt . Agenda for tho 4th Meeting
208-- - 7. Nov. Commi ttee ) Summary Record of the 15th
- S ‘ Meeting
:209. 6 Nov. Spain Proposal Nu. 725
210 6 Nov. © Spain PrqposaI'No. 126
211 6 Mov. . Spain  Proposal Ko, 727
212 6 Nov. Secretariat Budg % and dxncndltures
g . of the Conferance .
.213 6 Nov, Argentina " Proposal cuncerning Article
~United States '10, paragraph 1 (f)
France - _
214 7 Nov. . Secretariat Schedule for wesk 17 to.

22 November



- 16 -

(537-E)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
215 7 Nov. Secretariat Minutes of the Plenary '
Assembly (Spccial Meeting)
216 8 Nov. Administrative  Examination of the Financial
: Council ~ Management of the Union at the
. Buenos Aires Plenipotentiary
Conference .
- 217 .20 Nov.  .Committee 5 Summary Record of the 7th
S ' Meeting '
218 .. 20 Nov. | Working Group.' 'First report by the Group-
(Revised) =~ =~ 5/2 .
. 219 8 Nov. Committee 3 Summary Record of the 16th
- Meeting
120 10 Nov. _ Secrotariat . Minutes of the 6th Meeting  See Corrigendtin -
AT . "of the Plenary Assembly Docs. Hos. 2507
, L _ : ~and 338 E
o221 12 Duc. Secretariat Minutes of the 7th Meeting. See Corrigendum .
(Revis=d) of the Plenary Assémbly Doc. No. 528
o | _ ’ R
Topp 10 Nov: Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.No.210
‘203" " *10 Nov. ‘Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.No.211
§.224 17 ﬁbﬁ.. "Committee 4 Summary Record of the.9th '
. - ' . Meeting :
fééé 17 ﬁov. Committee 4 Summary Record of the ‘10th .
. o - Meeting '
226 17 Nov.  Committee 4 Summary Record of the 1lth

Meeting



-17 -

Council

(537-2)
" amber’ Date Source. Subject - Remarks
227 17 Nov; Committee 4 Summary Record of the
- ' 12th Meeting
228 .17'Nov. United Nations Memorandum concerning tele-
. : communications of the United
Nations '
229 17 Nov.> Working Group 2nd Report by the Group See Corrigenhny
- ' 5/3 Doc. 02238
- 230 . 17 Nov. :.-France-- Proposal No. 728
.231 17 Novi®  France . Proposal No. 729
232 17 Nov. . France Proposal No. 730
233 17 Nov. * -Committee 7 ‘Draft of first report
- ' - ' . of Committee 7 .
234 17 prir . Coﬁmittee T~ Agenda for the'5th
: S " ' ' Meeting L
.235 .';}.185Nov. ' 'Cdmmittee 5 Sanctions - ..
236 18 Név,- Committee 5 ' Article 14, paragraph'7
S ‘ - of the Convention
%'237. . 18 Nov.. - Sub-Working Gfoupf Report by Sub-Working Group
A of Working 'Group
5/2
5380 . 18-Nov. Secretariat Corrigendum Yo.l to . :
' ' Doc.No.229
239 18 Nov. Italy Proposal No. 731
240 - ' 18 Nov. - Administrative Premises for the I.T.U,

in Genocva



- 18 -

Assembly

T e i o v oy o .
—r——rrba—

Remarks

(537-E)
Number Date Source Subject
241 20 Nov. U. R. S, 8. Proposal No.732
. 242 18 Hov. Committee 3 Summary Record of
‘ S the 17th Meeting
243 18 Nov. Secretariat Corrigendum to
' ' Document No. 196
. ~244. S 19 Nov. Committee 5 Summary Pecord of’
ST the 8tk Mosting
245 . 20 Nov.- :Committee 7 Summary Rccpfd of
Lo ’ ' the 4th Meeting
1.,'2467 'i9 Nov: - Italy Revlies to.guesﬁionst
C o raised in Loc.No, 235
‘247‘ lé-Nov.' Italy - o Réplies_tO'queétibnS'
' ' : raiseld in Doec.No..236
i'~é48 " 19 Nov.. General Supnlenont to Documents
R ) Secretariat Nos. 22 and 28
o 249. - 20 'Nov. Committee 3 Sumﬁary liecord .of the
: ' ' 18%h Meeting
.250 .19 Nov. Secretariat Cerrigendur No. 1 to
: . : Document 10..220
:251 19 ‘Nov. Cormittee 3 4sh vepors by
' Cormittee 2
o252 - 19 Nov. ‘United States Proposal No. 73}
' 4253' 20 Nov. Plenary Rules of Frocedure of-
' the Conference

See Corrigen-
duri Doc.No.?286 .



- 19 -

(537-%)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
254 "' 20 Yov, Secretariat Corrigendum to Docs.
T : Nos. 246 and 247

255 20 Nov. Committee 5 Article 14, paragrarh 4

: of the Convention
256 - 20 Nov. . Committec 5 Draft Protocol
257 - 20 Nov. Chairman Application by the

International Federation
of Newspaper Proprieters
and Editors

‘258 - - 20 Fov.. . United ¥zilons Tweedsm of Tnfnrmabion
259 . 20 Nov. UNBSCO | UNESCO Interests in .
. : : Telecoumunication Matters
260 ‘-' 20 lov. o .Coﬁmittqe 5 Draft Resolution
261 20 Nov. Working Grdﬁp; Report By tho Group
f'262v o 20" Nov, General . Request for & lower
: ' ' Secretariat -contributory class:

Saudi Arabia

263 20 Nov. General - Request for a higher
o o Secretariat ~  contributory class: Japan
264 .i 20 Nov. Committcz 3 Summary Record of the
o : - 19th Meeting
265 '21 Nov. - .General : ‘Desiderata of the - I.T.U,
o B Secretariat Staff Association

266 21 Nov. . Switzerland  Withdrawal of Propcsals



—1.20—_ . - . EEER

(537-F)

Numbér

Date

Source

Subject Remarkég

261

- 268

" (Revised) -

269

A
iﬁ_éiii;

':'275
o6

et
o

219

24

21

21

féifﬂdv.{

21
22
24
. 22

22

.22

Nov.'
Nbv.l

NoﬁQ

_Nq%.

Nov. -

Nov,
Hov.

Nov.

Nov.

Cpmmittee 5

Committen 5

Committee T

‘France -

[-Sqé;etaiiat

Brazil

Nov.. Committee 1 -

Committee T .
L ’ e fMeeulng

'Commlt oe 7

ficommittea:7 

 Committee 2
- Commit.oe 5

"fCohmitéee.S

- 2nd report by Committee 5

‘Summary Record of the
9th Meeting

See-Corrigenduﬁ_'
- Doc. No. 288 .

Pirst report_by'commiitee 7

" Choice of ¢lass of-

contrlbutlon

fSchedule for week 24 to f

" 29 Novembor

: 'Wifchar-awal of -Pmi,os'a'_le_

Recommendaulons by the -
,'Steerlng Committec

Sunmary Reccrd of the bth '

:]Draft Resdiutiéﬁr

'g'.Agenda for the 6th Meetlng

"Summary Re”ord of the 4th

Seé;Cérﬁigehdum;
ﬂMeetlng

- Doc. Nos 296 -~

o Estimated ceiliﬁg ofﬁf

expenses

'--_.Summary Reccrd of the :
- 10th Meetlng "



- 21 -

{(£37-F)
Number Date Sourco Subject Remarks
280 24 Nov. Sub--Commitvtee Report by 4he Sub-~
4 A Committoo
281 24 Nov. New Zealand Withdrewsl of Pro-
posals
282 24 Nov. Committer 4 Summazy Record of
) : vhe 10th Woeting
283 24 Wov. Committes 4 Summar;’ Racy2d of
ths 14th lleeting
L34 24 Nov.  Sommittee 4 Suranry Teeord of
o ' the 156h Fieting
285 24 Nov. Comnittec 4 $umm$ry Lecord of -

24 Fove

24 Nov,
24 Nov.
24 Nov,

24 Nov.

~ 25 Nov.

25 Nove

Secretariat

Committce 5
Secrotariat

Jommittee 3

'Secretariab

Secretariat

France

the 18th Mooting

Corrigendum No, 1
10 Dcoumeny No, 251

Third Report by

Commi §tee

Ceriigendury o Docu-
ment No. 265 rovised

Summary hecowd of
the 20ih Meoting

Agenda fou bhe. 8%h
Moeting o1 whe
Corrigerduxm to
Docunent Nu, 221

Withérawal of Pro-
posals



(537-E) -

Number Date Source Subject Remarks
293 25 Nov. Working Group 'First Report by
4/1 ‘ the Group
294 25 Nov. New Zealand Withdrawal of
‘ Proposals
295‘ 25 Nov. India Withdrawal of
' Proposals
296 25 Nov. Secretariat Corrigendum to
Document No.277
297 25 Nov. Committee 7 Second Report
: by Committee 7
298 25 Nov.  Committece 4 Second Report
' by Committee 4
299 25 Nov. Committee 3 Summary Record of
' the 21st Meeting
299 bis 4 Dec. C.C.I.R. The C.C.I.R.
300 ~ 27 Nov. Secretariat List of Documents

1 to 299



..23..
(537-E)

Number

' D&te.

Source

Subjoct | ~ Remarks

301
302

;3051'

304 T

305

306

307

308

309

‘310

“25 Nbv; _

’ 25 NO‘V'-
25 Nov,

25 Nbf.:_'

.'é6xﬁb;.
.'éé N§§; 
.ééiﬁAyL_
--: 26£§§v.

.'26 Nov,

'.26'No§; '

Secretariat

Turkey

Comﬁitteé 5

:Sub-Cpmmitteé

34

Chairman

'Committee 8

b

Secretariat

: Wbrking Grbup'Q
. Committee 6

General

Plenary . '

,Agsémbly

Secretariat

Draft Rezclution

4th Repor’ of
committee €

2nd Réport'fo

Committew 3 e
Method of eleoting | See-Corrigehda 5:4

Members of the . 306 and 310 -
Administrative Council . )

Agenda for meeting hold
on 27 Nov.

Corrigundﬁm No. 1 to

Document No. 304

cho:t oy the Group

‘Roquest for Change of

Clasez s Dominican

. Republic

lst scriec of texts
transmitted to the
Bditorial Committee.

Corrigendum No. 2 to
Document No.: 304



-24 -

(53%E)
_Hﬁmber Date Source Subject Remarks
311 26 Nov. berking Group 4/1 2nd Report by the See Corrigendum
: Group Document No. 350
312 27 Nov. Committee 5 Summary Record of
o ' 11th Meeting
313 27 Nove Committee 5 Summary Record of See Corrigendum
' 12th Meoting No. 366
314 29 Nov. Committee T - éummaay Record of
o ' 6th Meeting ' "
315 26 Nov, - Committee 3 ~ Summary Record of
. N 22nd Moeting
- 316 26 Nov. Working Group 5/4 Report by the Group
317 . 26 Nov, Pakistan Propoaalzrelative %o
' ' : Article 6
. 318 " .26 Nov. Plenary Assembly Dexts approved by the See Corrigendum
' SR : © 8th Plenary Assembly No. 325 .
319 ° 26 Nov. Plenary Assembly - 2nd series of texts
R ' ' . o transmitted to the
Editorial Committee
320" 27 Nov.  Denmark Proposal No. 722
321°. 27 Nov.. United Nations Draft Resolution
322.'..27 Nov. - Genefal'Secretariat Applications for lower
- ' contributory classes 3
Union of South Africa '
- 323 United Kingdom  Proposal No. 734

- 27 Fov.



-25-

Minutes of the 6th and Tth
Plonary Meetings '

(537-B)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
324 27 Nov. Committee 2 Draft of 2nd Report
325 © 27 Nov. Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.
No. 318
326 27 Nov, Committee 3 Summary Record of 23rd
: ' Meeting '

327 .27 Nov. United Kingdom 'Withdrawal of proposals

328 27 Nov, - Committoe 6 Agenda for ond Meeting

329 27 Nov. Cuba- Proposal relative to

: ' Doc. No. 304"
330 28 Nov. Secretariat. _ Corrigendum No. 1 to
. ’ g - DO(Ja NOa 298

"H¥:331‘ 28 Nov. . Working Group 5/2 :.2nd réport by the Gpouﬁ"_:

332 28 Nov., Secretariat Corrigendun to Doc.No. 292
'.'333J1.‘28,Nov. :APiénary.Assembly Election of Members of the

S ' L Administrative Council

*334'?.,28.Ndv. - Secretariat Meeting of the HeadS'dff o

T ‘ Delegations, 2nd Meeting

335.; -28'Nov. fSecrefariét : Schedule for wesk 1 to 6

T ' ‘December . '
N 1336 - 29 Nov. . Comdittee 5 5th report of Committee 5  See Supplembmd
i ; L S . ' A o Doce Nu,' 461

337 - 29 Nov. Committee 7 Agenda for Tth Meeting '
338, 0 29 Nov.. :Secretariat . Final Corrigendum ‘to the



-26 -

Document No.

311

(537-E)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
439 30 Nov. :Plenary”Assembly 3rd Series of texts transe
: mitted to the BEditorial
Committee
340 2 Dec. Committee 5 Summary Record of 13th
: Mocting :
341 3 Dec.. Committee 5 Summary Rocord of 14th
' Meoting '
‘342 29 Nov. Working Group 5/1 Final Report by the Group _
343 T Dec. - Secretariat. Minutes:of the 8th Plenary -  S.. Corrig. nduh
' ' Mouting Dus, M., 523
344 T Dec. 'Secretariat - Minutes of the ch'Plenary Sce Gorrigindum
. Meeting (Part One) - Duia Now 497
345 - - Sécretariat_ ',Minutas of the 9th Plenary Seo Currigendum .
: : ' Meeting (Part Two) Bosss, . 480 &
346 2 Dec. . Secretariat - Minutes of the,lOth Plehary Ses Corrdgonduri
S 'Mueting (Part 0n¢) Doc, N03,464 e
347 - Secretariat Minutﬂé of the 10%th Plonéry Seé. Corrigondint '
: SR Mecting (Part Two) Dois Wae 525
348 BOrNov; General Secret— Class1i1cut10h of Members  Seec Docs.
o ariat and Associate Mumborb of Nos. 35%
" the Union and 356
B 349 B Dec.j“memittee:3 Summary Rscord of 24th -
: ' : ' Meeting .
350 1 Dec. Secretariat . Corrigendum No: 1 to



(E537-B)

Number Date Source Subject Remarks
351 1 Dec. Committee 4 3rd report by Committee
4
352 1 Dec. General Secret- Payment of Contributions See Corrigendum
ariat and entrance fees to the . Doc. No. 367

Pension Fund

353 1 Dec. Unior of South  Withdrawal of Proposal
Africa
354 - "1 Dec. Working Group of Draft Text of Article 15

- Committee 3

355. 1 Dec.  Secretarial - Corrigerdum No. 1 to
C Doc. No. 348

356 1 Dec.  General Secret— (lassification of.Members‘;Addendum to
' ariat : ~nd Associate Membars of Doc. No. 348
SRS the Union ' : B
357 2 Decs’ Committee 5 - -~ Draft Resolution
. 358 - 2 Dec. Sécretériat- ' Agenda.fbr'llth Plenary
- ' ' ' ' Meeting , :
359. 2 Dec. Plenary Assembly 4th series of texts trans— *
E S ' mitted to.the Editorial
‘ Committee :
_360 6 Dec. - Committee 8 .  Texts submitted to the

Plerary Assembly for 1lst
reading (1lst series)-

361 2 Dec, Committeec 3 5th report by Committee 3
362 2 Dec.  Working Gromwn Fepors! by the Group

: 3/2
' 363 2 Dec. Working Group Draft of Article 8

31



-28 -

(.53%E)
Number Date Source Subject ' Remarks
364 - 2 Dec. ,Arggntina, United Pfoposal Nb.'735
o States, France,
Portugal and United
Kingdom
'365_' - 2 Dec. Committee 4 Draft Text of Chapfers
' ' B : T and 17 General
. Regulations
,366 C 2'D§c,,'Sécfetafiat - _ Corrlgendum No. 1 to'; =
' : ' h Doc. No, 313
A'367' 2 Dec. Secretariat . - Corrlgendum No. l.to
‘ e T .Doc. No. 352 -
368" 5 Deq,._Wofking Group.5/3 '3rd and flnal report oy
. LT " the Group
369" 3 Déc.uzGéneral Secretariat Rosults of the 2nd consult- see Corri-
: ' -ation classification of gendum Doc,
Members and Associate Ho. 391, addenium
Members of the Union Doc, Fo. 406 &
Lo R - I © Corrigendum Doc,
3710 3 Dec. Committec 5 o Summary Record of 15th - Doc. Ho. 438
S : : : - Meetlng - :
371 . 3 Dec. ‘Committee 5 ' Draft Resolution:
'372, 3 Dec. “Workirg.Group 5/2 3rd report by the Grdup
e L T 3
‘373 3 Dec. Committee 4 = Summary Record of l7th
: o Meetlng
374 .4 Dec, General Secret- . -Reservations to the Con-

ariat : vention and Regulations

375 ° 3 Dec. Committee 3 ~ 6tb report by Committee 3



-29 -

(537-E)

Number

Dafe

" Source

Sﬁbject - Remarks

376
311

3718

379

380
38
32
s

385

4 Deo. ‘

4 Dec.

4 Dec.

" 4 Dec.

4 Dec.

géf4-ﬁec{}:.Squetariat_'

'54;59?;12
4 Deon..
4 Dec.
.4 ﬁ90{ A
:4 Spc;i

5 Dec.

Committee 3

' Committee 3

- Working Group 5/6

.. Committee 6

. China

Sﬁmmary Record of 25th .
Mooting -

'ASummary Record of 26th
Meeting

Report by the'Group

Report by . tha Commattee
to the Plenary Assembly

Statemetit made at the Annex ‘to Doc.
"13th Meeting of Commi t- No. 282

-«-tee 4

fcommiﬁteé'T'

- Commd ttee .7 -

Cox r:gendum to o

DQC- NO. 283

3 eport

S5th series of texts
“transmitted to the .

: mdit'orié;l Cbmmitteé %,

 06mhittee T -
Committee 4

Committee 4

Comint ttee 4 -

Committee 3

SummarJ Record of the 7th
Meetlng :

'-Summary Record of the 18th

;:'Mbetlng

' -Summary Record of the 19th
7:Meeu1ng :

“,Summarj Record of the 20th
- Meetlng ' . .

':7th report by Committoe 3



- 30 -

(537-E)
"__Number Date Source Subject Remarks
389 4 Dec. Working Group 5/2 4th report by the See Corrigendum
’ Group Doc. No. 399
390 4 Dec. Committee 3 8th report by
Committee 3
391 4 Dec. Secretariat Corrigéndum No. 1 to
' Doc. No. 369
392 5 Dec. Committee 3 9th repcrt by Committee 3
393 5 Dec. Committee 3 6th series of texts trans-
mitted to the Editorial
jCommittee
394 5 Dec. Committee 2 Summary Record of 5th Meeting -
395 5 Dec., Committee 2 2nd report by Committee 2
396 5 Dec. Committee 5 Summary Record of 16th Meeting
397 5 Dec. Committee 4 Summary Record of 2l1st Meeting
398 5 Dec. Working Group 5/2 Final Report by the Group
399 5 Dec. ‘Secretariat .Corrigendum to Doc. No. 389
400 T Dec. Secretariat

List of Documents Nos. 301 to 399



- 31 -

(537-E)
Number Datc . Source Subject Romarks
401 6 Dec. Swlijzorland Communication rolative

to Proposal No. 8

402 5 Doec. Committoe 4 - 4th report by Cormittco 4  Soc Corrigcndum
Doc. No. 420

403 5 Dec. Committoc 4 5th report by Committce 4

404 . 5 Dce. Committeoc 8 Tth Scrics of toxts trans-
mitted to the Editorial
Committeoc '

405 5 Doec. Committcc 3  Proposcd text of Articloes. 1,

16 and 17 of the Coavention

406 5 Doc. Committce 5 Aldendum to Document No. 369

4017 6 Dcc. Committce 3  10th report by Committcc 3

408 6 Dce. Committco 8 8th Scrics of toxts trans-
mittcd to the Editorial
Committce

409 6 Doc. Iraq Appcal of Iraq to thc Plcnary
Asscmbly

410 .6 Dcc. 'Committoo 6 Summary Rccord of the 2nd and

3rd Moctings

411 6 Dcc. Committce 6 Report by Committoc 6 Sco Corrigondum
Doc. No. 442

412 "6 Dcc. Secrctariat Drafi Resolution
413 7 Doc. Committoc 8 Texrts submittod to the Plonary

*  Asscmbly for first rcading
- (bluc shests — 2nd Sories)

414° 8 Doc. Sccrctariat Minutcs of the 11th Plonary Scc Corrigenduri
Meocting Docs.Nos.495-499
‘415 7 Dce. Scerctariat  Agonda of the 12th Plconary See Addendum

liceting - Doc. 419



- 32 -

(537-E)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
416 8 Dec. Committee 5 Summary Record of the 17th
Mocting
417 8 Dec. Committee 5 Summary Record of thc 18th Scc Corrigendum
: Meeting Docs. Nos. 509 -
517 - 524
418 8 Dec. Committce 8 9th Scries of toxts sub-
mitted to thc Editorial
Committco
419 8 Decc. Scerctariat Addcndum to the Agenda of
tho 12th Plcnary Mccting
420 8 Dcc.  Sceretariat Corrigendum to Doc. 420-E
421 8 Dec. - Committcc 3 - Summary Rccord of the 27th
Mooting
422 9 Dec. Committce 3 Summary Reocord of thc 28th
Mocting
423 10 Docc. Committco 3 11th rcport by Committcc 3
424 8 Dec. Committce 3 12th rcport by Committce 3
425 8 Dec.  Committoc 3 13th rcport by Committce 3
426 9 Doc. Committoc 8 Texts submittcd to the Plenary
' Asscmbly for first rcading
(bluc shocts - 3rd Scrics)
427 9 Dec. Committcc 3  Summary Rccord of the 29th
Mceting
428 9 Dcc. Soerctariat Article 14 of the Convention



- 33 -

Members and Assocociate
Members

(537-E)
Number Date Source Subject Remarks
429 9 Dec. Committee 5 Final report by Working See Corrigendum
- Group 5/5 Doc. No. 516
- 430 11 Dec. Committee 5 Summary record of the See Corrigendum
19th Meeting Doc. No. 509
431 9 Dec. .Secretariét Corrigendum to Doc. Concerns the French
No. 379 text only
432 9 Dec. Denmark Proposed Resolution
433 ° 11 Dec. Comnittee 3 Summary record of the -
' 30th Meeting
434 9 Dec. Committee 3 Summary record of the See Corrigendum
31st and Final Meeting Doc. No. 482
435 10 Dec. Committee 3 10th Series of texts
submitted to the
Editorial Committee
436 9 Deé. Committee 8 Texts submitted to the
Plenary Assembly for first
reading (blue sheets -
4th Series)
437 9 Dec. Secretariat . Agenda of the 13th
Plenary Meeting
438 10 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
No. 369
439 9 Dec. Secretariat Classifimstiion of I.T.U.



- 34 -

(537-E)
'.Number Date Source Subject Remarks
440 10 Dec. Committee 8 11th Series of texts referred
to the Editorial Committee
441 - 10 Dec. Secretariat Recommendation relative to
the free transmission of news
442 10 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
No. 411-E
443 10 Dec. Committee 3 14th report by Committee 3
444 - 10 Dec. Committee 3 12th Series of texts referred
to the Editorial Committee
445 15 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 12th Plenary See Corrigendum
Meeting (Part One) _ Doc. No. 513
446 15 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 12th Plenary See Corrigendum
Meeting (Part Two) Doc. No. 514
447 12 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 13th Plenary
Meeting (Part One)
448 17 Dec, Secretariat Minutes of the 13th Plenary See Corrigendum
Meeting (Part Two) Doc. No. -521
449 10 Dec. Committee 5

6th Report by Committee 5



- 35 -

(537-E)

Number Date Source Subject : Remarks

450 11 Dec. Committee S Tth Report by Committee 5

451 10 Dec. Committee 5 8th Report by Committee 5

452 10 Dec. - Committee 5 9th Report by Committee 5

453 10 Dec. Committee 5 10th Report by Committee 5

‘454 10 Dec. General List of Delegates See Corrigundum

Secretariat authorized to sign Doc. No, 475 and
addendum Doc.
No. 486

455 10 Dec. Committec 8 Texts submitted for first
reading (blue sheets -
5th Series)

456 10 Dec. Secretariat Agenda for the 14th
Plenary Meeting

457 11 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for first
reading (blue sheets -
6th Series)

458 12 Dec. Committee 5 11th and last report See Corrigendum

~ Doc. No. 469
459 20 Dec. Committee 5 Summary record of the

20th Meeting



- 36 -

(537-E)
Nunmber Date Sourcé " Subject Remarks

460 12 Dec. Miscellancous 13 Series of texts
submitted to the Edit-
orial Committee

461 12 Dec. Committee 5 Supplement to Document

' No.336

462 - 12 Dec. Secreétariat - Agenda for the 16th
Plenary Moeting

463 12 Dec. .Secretariat United Nations laissez~

' Passer
- 464 12 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
No.346

465 15 Dec.- Secretariat Minutes of the 14th
Plenary liceting

466 17 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 15th  See Corrigendum
Plenary Meeting Document Ne.525

467 15 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for a
first reading (blue
sheets - Tth Series)

468 15 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for See Corrigendum
first reading (blue Document No.483,
sheet - 8th Series)

. 469 16 Dec. Committee 5 Corrections to Document
No.458
470 16 Decc. ~Committee 4 Summary Record of the

22nd meeting



- 37 -

(537-E)
" Number ~bate Source . Subject - , Remarks

471 16 Dec. Committoe 4 " Summary Record of the 23rd
' ' ' Meeting

472 16 Dec. Committee 4 Summary Record of the 24th
Mecting

473 16 Dec. Committee 4 Summary Record of the 25th
Meeting

474 16 Dec. Committee 4 Summary Record of the 26th

and last Meeting

475 16 Dec. - Secretariat Classification of Members and
Associate Members

476 16 Dec. Secretariat Correction to Doc.No. 454

477 16 Dec. Committee 5 Note on'Summary Records of
: Committee 5

478 16 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for a first
reading (blue sheets - 9th
Series)

479 16 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for a first
reading (blue sheets - 10th
Series) :

480 16 Dec. Secretariat - Corrigendum to Doc. No. 345



- 38 -

(537-E)
Nﬁhber Date Source Subject Remarks
481 16 Dec. Secretariat Agenda for the 17th
Plenary Meeting
482 17 Dec. Secreotariat Corrigendum to Doc.No.434
483 17 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Doc.No.468
484 17 Dec. Switzerland Proposal No, 736
485 . 17 Dec. United Kingdom A Declaration to be made
of Great Britain on signature
and Northern
Ireland
486 17 Dec. Secretariat ‘Addendum to Doc.No.454
487 21 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 16th Plenary
Meeting (Part One)
488 22 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 16th Plenary
Meeting (Part Two)
489 23 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 17th Plenary_
' Meeting (Part One)
490 17 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted for first
reading (blue sheets -
- 11th Series)
491 18 Dec. Texts submitted for a

Committee 8

second reading (pink sheets
1st Series)



-39 -
(537-E)

Number Date Source Sub ject Remarks

492 18 Dec.  Committee 8 Texts submitted for a
second reading (pinkt
sheets ~ 2ad Series)

493 18 Dec. Committec 8 Toxts submitted for a
sccond rcading (pink
sheets - 3rd Scries)

494 18 Dec. Secrstariat Reservations (1§t Series)

495 18 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
No.414

496 18 Dec., Secretariat Atlantic City Recommend-
ations and Resolutions

467 18 Dec. Secretariat ~ Corrigendum to Document
No.344

498 18 Dec. Sccretariat Coriigendum $o Document

' No.345
499 18 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
’ . No.414

500 18 Dcc. Committce 8 Texts submittcd for a
sccond rcading (pink
sheets — 4th Series)

501 21 Dec. Secrctariat Mimtes of the 17th

Plenary Mdeting (1lst
Bart)
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© 502 21 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 18th Plenary
Meeting (Part One)
503 23 Dec. Secretariat Minutés of the 18th Plenary
Meeting (Part Two)
504 18 Dec. Committee 8 Texts subﬁittéd for a second
reading (pink sheets - 5th
Series)
505 18 Dec. Secretariat Agenda for the 19th Plenary
: ' Meeting
506 19 Dec. Committee 8 - Texts submitted for a second
' reading (pink sheets - 6th
Series)
507 19 Dec. Secretariat Classification of Members and
' Associate Memhers
508 20 Dec. U.S.S.R. A Declaration
509 19 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Documents
: Nos.417 and 430
510 19 Dec. Committee 8 Texts submitted.for a second
' reading (pink sheets = Tth
Series)
511 20 Dec. Secretariat Claésification of Members and

Associate Members



- 41 -

(537-E) L

Number

Date-
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Source
S
512 20 Dec. Afghanistan ~ A Statement
513 21 Dec. Secretariat -Corrigendum to Document
' ) No.445
k] " .
514 22 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
P No.446 '
515 20 Dec. Secretariat Reservations, 2nd Series ‘
516 21 Dgc} Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
) No.429
517 22 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document -
) No.417
518 "21 Dec. Secretariat Reservations, 3rd Series
519 21 Dec. Secretariat ‘Reservations, 4th Series
520 22 Dec. Committée 8 Final Protocol (pink sheets) See Corrigendum
: ' ¥ : ' Docuiwnt ¥Fe.526
521 22 Dec. Secretariat: Corrigendum to Document

No.448
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522 22 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum t6 Document
No.347
523 23 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
No.343
524 23 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
' No.417
525 23 Dec, Secretariat Ccrrigendum-%o Document
' No.466
526 22 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum %o Document
No.520-%
527 . 23 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document Concerns the French
’ No.472". and Spanish texts
' only.
528 23 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document
‘ Kn.221--Revised
259 24 Dec. Committee 6 Summary Record of the
4th Meeting
530 26 Dec. Committee 6 Final report of Committee
6 .
531 .24 Dec. Secretariat Corrigendum to Document Concerns only the
' No.489 French text
532 26 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of ths 19th

Plenary Mesting
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533 26 Dec. Secretariat Minutes of the 20th
' : Plenary Meeting
534 27 Dec. Socretariat Minutces of the 21st
Plenary Meoting
535 27 Dec. Socretariat Minutes of the 22nd
' Plenary Meeting
536- 27 Dec. Committec 6 Report by Committee 6
Revisod after the finish of tho
Conference
537 Seeretariat List of Documents





