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 The Commission presents to the Council:e'

. A report on the tariff negotiations which it'oonducted

under Article XXIV(6) of the General Agreement on .

bTarlffS and Trade (GATT) o.--coctooc-aoocoooo.nn-ne.-on.-oaoo--

A draft decision approving.Schedule LXXII (Europeéhjﬁ"

- Economic Commuhity) confaining the concessions

resulting from the conclu51on of the negotlatlons .

under ArthIG XXIV(6) Of the GATT -.ocou.O'oob...o...'ﬁn.t'..o..

A draft decision by the Representaiives'of the,

Governments of ,the Member States of the European Coal

and Steel Community meeting within the Councll

. approving: Schedule LXXII bis. (Member States of- the ECSC)
»contalnlng the conces51ons resultlng from the ' '
.conclu31on of the negotlatlons under Artlcle XXIV(G)

’ Of the GATT .loo....o-.-oo‘o0...0--.ltl.l.".ttiaocuioooo‘iooolt

“ SECTION I -

SECTION II =

sEcTIdN I

In view of the reéuifsvobtained, the Commission considers that it is in the -

interesfs of the Community to conclude these negéfiations; " The Council is
invited to act by 31 July 1974, when the obllgatlons resultlng from the new 2

f‘_llsts of tarlff conce551ons are to oome into effect. : o



I. REPORT ON THE NEGOTIATIONS

" A. Introduction and general remarks on the particular difficulties

of the negotiations

' 1.' Durlng its session of 18—19 December 1972 the Council authorized the :

Comm1531on, in -accordance with Artlcle 113 of the Treaty, to conduct - ‘
negotiations under Article XXIV(6) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and.

"Trade (GATT) with a view t6 w1thdraw1ng the concessions relatlng to the
‘various customs terrltories making up the enlarged Commun1ty and to
‘replacing them by a new schedule of concessions relating to the Communlty
as a whole (1/198/72 - COMER 103)

.:A 2. As might well have been expected, these were difficult and delicate.

negotiations. Experlence has shown that such negotlatlons are always

'vvery onerous for the developed countries which have to participate, in that .’

only the country modlfylng 1ts bound customs dutles is called upon to make ff-:

concegsions; as a ‘conclusion must be reached, the partners are welle

"placed to bring pressure to bear in order to'saxisfy ﬁheir demarids to the

maximum,

’_'3. The psycholog1cal cllmate surroundlng the negotlatlons was hardly a:
- favourable one. When a GATT working party examined the Aocess1on '

1nstruments in 1972, many countrles expressed serious mlsgivings as to the_'

effects of the enlargement on their trade. - Their fears were intensified

by the fact that the enlarged Community is itself party to a network of

arrangements involving - elther customs unions or free-trade areas. A

L.;strong difference of oplnlon arose within the worklng party over the methodstf
'{to be used . for comparlng the 1nc1dence of the oustoms duties and other

'“i:regulatlons of commerce of the enlarged Communlty to such. inoldence under T

:-’the Community of the Six plus the accedlng countr1es (1n acoordance w1th
' Artlcle XXIV(S)(a) Thls dlfferenoe of oplnion, wh1ch led the worklng
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. party to suspend the comparative examination pending the results of'the‘; S
* negotiations under Article XXIV(G), strengthened certaln countr1es' o
‘:determlnatlon to obtaln from the negotlatlons concrete results in the
- form.of a significant reduction in the Community customs tariff.

"4. The principal difficulty facing the Community was its partners'
tendency- to tfy to make the negotiations do more than simp1y~maintain

. concessions at as favourable a level as before enlargement as required :

"hy Article XXIV(6). This, for example, is why, in their appreciation of

" of the Community's offer, the United States, Japan, Canada and other

countries took into consideration the inéidence on their exports of the
' preferential effect created by removing customs duties not only between -

the constituent territories of the enlarged Community, but between the

v,.eenlarged Community and the many third countries with which it is linked. - -

“The Commission rejected this idea as being incompatlble with the
pr1nc1p1e which appears in Artlcle XXIV(A) of the General Agreement, whlch -
recognizes that it is desirable to increase freedom of trade by the '

 creation of free-trade areas or customs unions and that the expansion of
 trade resulting from the formation of a customs union or a free-trade

area is more important than any effects of deflection of trade. But
even if under GATT rules third .countries have no right to postulate

" "preferential effect” as a basis for compensation, it is still no less
the case tﬁat they have a considerable interest in obtaining from the

o Community.a>reduction in its, and thus in its partners', protection.

5« The problem arising from the preferential links between the United

- Kingdom and many Commonwealth (particularly developing) countries,
}’111ustrates this tendency to widen the scope of the negotlatlons. Many '
.- countries benef1t1ng from these preferences asked for their loss of
advantages "to be taken into consideration during the negotiations. The
'Commun1ty, fbr its part, recOgnlzed a right to compensatlon only in the
case of those few bound customs duties in the preferentlal part of the
list of Uh1ted Klngdom concess1ons (for Canada and Australla) In the
‘case of the developxng Commonwealth countrzes, as of “the other developlng T




" (a) The first stage

i;-f to compensate for w1thdrawa1 of the old conce851ons.- When thls 1n1t1al
":pos1t10n wae put forward, the Commun1t1es specifled that Artlcle XXIV dld

" countries in-general,.the‘Cemmunit&'s_system,of_generalized_nreferences'
iiand the improvements to it made it easier to bring the negotiations to a

‘conclusion..

‘V”J'S. '_Menfion must still be made of certain countries' insistence on _
V';'. obtaining concessions for specific products which had already_been the..-i
':subjeetvef discussions or negotiations with ‘the Community well before.

: 'enlargement, and on - -their determination to use the negotiations «~ w1thout
e taklng too much not1ce of the rights and obllgatlons implied hy CATT - .-'
to obteln_the concessions wnleh they_had failed to obtain previously. ..

"“17;.* In the face of these. numerous difflcultles and sometimes excessive =“ :
::e demands for compensat1on, the Comm1331on attempted to conflne negotiations ;
ﬁ_w1th1n the llmits spe01f1ed Yy the General - Agreement and to keep to the

' 5f pract1ces and crlter1a usually used when negotlatlng compensatory measures.:‘

' B; -The negotiations themselves v

”There were three stages to the . negotlatlons =~ the tab11ng of a first offer
“of - concess1ons in January 1973, a supplementary offer in December 1973 and
finally in May 1974, a declslon on a final offer followed hy completlon of

the negotlailons.

8.. On 2 January 1973, the Comm1ss1on 1nformed the Contractlng Partles to ﬂ':”

‘eithe General Agreement that the Communitles were w1111ng to begzn
‘,negot1atlons ‘and that they were offerlng to apply the same tarlff
t'conce581ons in the enlarged Communlty ag 1n the orlginal Commun1ty in order _;fgjk
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not 1mp1y any ob11gat10n for the enlarged Commun1ty to grant the same

concess1ons as the or1g1nal Communlty, and that they consldered euch

: conceselons to be of greater value than any compensatlon whlch any thlrd R
“country ‘might obtain under Article- XXIV(G) '

9, Negotiations wene begun.with sixteenl Contraeting Parties:

_Argentina S India

»  Australia ' ' Japan
i Brazil . Malaysia
Canada ' New Zealand

Chile Poland

Romania
South Africa

- Sri Lanka .
" United States -

Uruguay ,
Yugoslavia®

As Ireland invoked Article xxxv of GATT (non—appllcatlon of the General

Agreement between Contractlng Partles) with regard to Japan, the Communlty ;c

. p01nted out that the negotiations with Japan would cover the constituent .

territorles of the enlarged customs union but with the exception of

Ireland, and that the opehing of negotiations with Japan would not 1mp1y
that Ireland renownced Article XXXV. The concessions granted by the

~ Community thus do not apply to imports inte Ireland of products or1g1nat1ng'7'"

in Japan.

' Further, the Commission did not begin negotiations with the Contracting

Parties to which it is linked by agreements coming under Article XXIV of

GATT. - However, at the request of Israel and Spain, exchanges of letters

temporarlly reserved those countrles' rlghts of negotlatlon under

grtlcle'XXIV(G) until such time as the current negotiations in Brussels on . . .-+ -

'the conclusion of bilateral agreements between the Community and the two .

7co’untries were completed. The attltude of Israel and Spain was provoked

hy fear of being excluded. if the b11atera1 agreements were not conoluded.

*

The countrles with whom negotlatlons took plaoe account for 83% of the

enlarged Commun1ty's 1mports (other than thoee from countr1es with whlch

there are special b11ateral arrangements)

./;:

1Seventeen if Paklstan, whlch d1d not come forward unt11 Deoember 1973 is .

"; included.

[
L
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10. At the opening on 15 March 1973 of the negofiations ~ which as the

" rules spe01f1ed took place on a bilateral basis - the Commission reminded '

" each of 1ts partners that the exer01se undertaken under Article XXIV(6)

“‘had an 1mportant but 11m1ted obaect namely to: transfer _and maintain in

the tariff of the enlarged customs union the general level of tariff

‘ ¢oncéssions previously granted in the customs tariffs of the Six and of

- the three acceding countries. The Comm1sszon asked its partners not to

'; extend the negotlatlons beyond the limits stipulated by GATT rules by
‘confrontlng the Community with requests for larger concessions than those

~ that would be consequent upon the introduction of the new common customs

tariff, as such requests would involve dealing with questlons whlph perhaps..

vipértained to other sectors.

~ 11. Most of the third countries” immediately pointed out that they did not e

.consider the Community's offer to be adequate compensation for the

w1thdrawa1 of concessions due to enlargement.

S 12, 'The'negbtiations first dealt with the applications for recognition: of

the legal rights of negotiation (direct beneficiary, principal suppliér,
substantial interest) submitted by third countries under Article XXVIII.

‘Two bones of contention arose when these rights -~ from which, for the third"'”

'countrles, the right to compensation derives -~ were determined. . The

Tirst concerned the definition of substantial interest (the Community flxed'“

'»'thls interest at a minimum level of 10% of total imports of the product

in gquestion 1nto ‘the Member State which had granted the concession at
1ssue). The second concerned the way of calculating the rights of third
countries while taking into account the rights of the Six and of the

thrée acceding countries yis-3-vis each other.



—6- 1/212/74-E

13. When detailed figures on imports into the Nine were available,ethe'
Communlty drew up for each of its partners a table which set out, on the
basis of thie nomenclature of the Common . Customs Tariff, the b11ateral :

- situation of concessions which had been withdrawn and concessions offered

hy way. of compensatlon.

'in:presenting these "balance sheets", the Commission explained the reasons:
behind the Community®s adoption of a mainly quantitative approach to its

assessment of the withdrawals and offers of concessions following

" enlergement. This approach is, in fact, current practice under the GATT,uT

'ﬂ‘whlch requlres that in all negot1at1ons any modifications of tarlff

concessions be expressed in terms of customs receipts and volumes of

- trade. Most of the concessions at issue were made during the Kennedy Roun&“

‘and were negotiated as an overall offer rather than betweén the prlnclpal

. supplying countries with the grant of concessions to countries by name.

Each concession was made to apply to all the countries in question whatever -

'thelr status as suppliers. To back up its argument, the Commlsslon

'_exp1a1ned that the Community had not adopted a selectlve = nor,

consequently, qualitative -~ approach in its withdrawals and its offers.
Quantitative assessment was thus partlcularly useful but did not exclude

con51deratlons of a qualitative order.

14. Further, the Commission indicated to its partners the concessions in -

the EEC's overall offer which it was willing to grant to’ them - by namé

and stated that it was w1111ng to examine case by case any other applicatlons

Qf this order.

" "15. In accordance with the terms of the Community's first offer of

- 2 January 1973 the Commission also pointed quf that the tariff quotas_f
bound previoﬁsly by the.Six would be reduced to the extent of the shares
"taken by the three acceding countries. This ruling was only applied in
three cases’. | | ' o .

;Mechanical pulp for paper; herringshand salt—cod.
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e16. During bileteral meetings with the'EEC, most countries expressed their o

_,€ opinions on the'statistioal tables. Meny of +them pointed’out that the

compensatlon offered cannot be assessed excluslvely in statlstloal terms
 but must also be seen from a qualltat1ve angle, to teke' account of the
1mpact of tarlff modifications on their export p0851b111t1es. v These

" countries relterated their request for additional compensation, in a few .

. cases for 1ndustr1al products, but malnlyAfor agr;cultural products.‘ , N

(b) First supplementary offer of concessions

h Al7 After four months of negotlatlons, the Comm1s51on cons1dered 1argely ;;-

“ in the ‘light. of information contained in the statlstlcal tables, that the.

first offer of 2 January 1973 was valid as a whole but involved 1mbalances fifﬁ

' i in ‘both the agrloultural and industrial sectors for certain countries seen . .~

. in 1solat10n.

<In July 1973 therefore, mlndful of Artlcle XXVIII(Z), which speclfles that '
;conces51ons must be maintained at a level not less favourable than _
f prev1ous1y, the Commission considered it neoessary to put further proposals_-ﬂj:

to the Counc11 1mprov1ng upon its first offer. The Councll was not able R

to make a supplementary offer before early December (Doc. I/184/73 — COMER 69).

| 1Th15 offer, however, fell short of the Commlsslon s proposals.'

_2,18.v The Commlss1on 1mmed1ately presented this supplementary offer to 1ts.
" various partners and made the point that these offers were, in the:
Communlty s op1nlon, suff1c1ent oompensat1on to. warrant winding up the
ITfnegotlatlons w1th all thlrd countries on all products. ~ The- Communlty aid
"not therefore, conslder 1t poss1b1e to embark upon a series of 1mprovenents.

' to the conce381ons set out 1n the offer..




19., Twelﬁe of the sixteen. Confrabting Parties which were asked for:én;ﬂ»-ﬂ;f“l"f

‘”_5ear1y reply gave their opinlons at the end of March 1974. ' The

. i follow1ng countries stated that they were willing to conelude the ‘

) :>:renegotiat10ns on,the fresh bases proposed by the Commission: Srl‘Lahka, %f “7‘::
in'view of the EEC's system of generalized preferences; South Africa;:‘f t;{i)-fgfgf?if;;
qugbslévia and New Zealand providing that certain cohdessions were made ~; 3“€fff; ii g;;
“v7ﬂgto them by name, which posed no problems to the Communitys  Brazil ' - : o
Jz_and Japan did not reject the offor but hoped to obtain’ certaln promlses

'varom the Community as to its future intentions regarding some of their.

1export products = soluble coffee and cocoa butter (Brale) and preservedli?_:}‘jf

;" tuna~fish and mandarins (Japa.n)

;:3;1 20. Other countrles - the Uhlted States, Australla, Canada, Poland and
'5 ’Argentina - which thought the improved offer was stiil 1nadequate as o

1; Qregards quantity and quallty, suhmltted additional applications for
_’a'supplementary tarlff coricessions or other commitments (e g., ‘bacon for o
_ht ; Poland; cereals for the United States, Australia and Canada'- “beef. and ;f‘
'ﬁﬂ:;ﬁveal for. Argentlna) India confined itself to statlng that 1t was . L
% ”: 'dissat1sfied._ Uruguay and Romania d1d not formulate add1t1ona1 requests *_?f ‘
*T‘unt11 May and - June. ' } ' e

In 'spi"té of many urgent reminders, Chile and Malaysia remained silent. . .




- (c) The second supplemeﬁfary offer of concessions -

21, At its meeting of 1 and 2 April 1974 the Councll reexam1ned the S

;j_xstaie of the negotlatlons, partlcularly in the llght of the addltlonal
- ‘requests made by the United States. The Council invited the '
'f-jComm1351on to investigate together w1th the Uhlted States Delegatlon

- how it would be posslble “to conclude ‘the negotlatlons on a mutually

“t*il}sat1sfactory bas1s. " These results were to be communlcated to the

* Permanent Representatives Commlttee, which was empowered to modlfy the *ff:{ ;:~”“'

negotlatlng dlrectlves as and when necessary.

v-:22. The Comm1551on carried out these exploratory talks and examlned B

" the state reached in the renegctlatlons w1th ‘the various countrles-

'::wh1ch had submltted addltlonal requests for conce551ons. o

23:‘ Flnally, in order to brlng the negotlatlcns to a close, the

B Communlty made offers which involved additional tarlff concess1ons for 'Thkh“:ﬁ:'ﬁ

.some of the countrles which had refused to conclude, a formula for

rfregulax1ng the three acceding countrles' concessions for cereals, and
an answer to a request by Poland for bacon and by Brazil for cocoa

butter and soluble coffeel. _ The Commun1ty alsc speclfled that all the

,:i'tarlff reductlons and corresponding adgustments in the allgnment of the :
 three accedlng countries would take effect on 1 January 1975, subJect to ;?gfdﬂljﬂ”
‘any indications to the contrary in the schedule of tariff conce351ons, .
- and announced that the schedule of conce531ons of the EEC (Slx) and - of”
- the three accedlng countries would be replaced on 31 July 1974 by the new
- schedule of concessions on the common customs tarlff of the enlarged
- Community. As from that date the Communlty would consider 1tself bound
.”'-by the fresh obllgat1ons on its common customs tariff involved by the

new schedule. »

24. At tlme of wrltlng, the w1nd1ng'up of the bilaieral negotlatlons

(1n1t1a111ng procedures) with each of - the partners was in- process._f o

'1The solution 1nvolves the two. countries in questlon in sendlng a letter to;"
the Communlty, which must formally acknowledge recelpt thereof.- R ’




- 1erjus

>'f,25. Of course, until conclu81on by the Council, the Gommunity may review
its: concess1ons and, 1f necessary, W1thdraw those which apply to any country

A>refu51ng to conclude, Ae these would be withdrawals for all oountrlee,

the Community should ensure that concessions granted to each of the other .

’l]countrles are maintained at no lese favourable a level than before any

" such withdrawals.

' 26. Once the Council has concluded the results of the negotiations, the

. Community will set. in motion the GATT "certification“1 procedure applioablel:

“ffin cases of modification of conceesions resulting from negot1ations under i
‘Artiole XXVIII (referred to in Article XXIV(6). Accordmg to this B

Vpr°°ed“re the codified schedules of conceesions2 of the EEC and ECSC are e
considered to be certified if no contracting party has raised any Obaectlon-o

,fw1thin the sixty. days following distribution of such echedulee.'

- 1See GATT decision of 19 Nbvember 1968 (BISD Supplement Vb 15, p. 69)
c 2

the countrlee which are the beneficiaries hy name of the conceeeions.

- In the case .of certification, the schedules of conceesions do not 1nd10ate o

T T
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'fv27. For each of the partnere, the statlstlcal tables g1v1ng flgures for

'w1thdrawals of concessions and offers of compensatlon are in terme of

A1. Cugtoms recelpts : a balance of 3'45 mllllon for the partners of the fb
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C. Results

customs recelpts and volumes of trade, the traditional. crlterla for

NGATT negotlatlons. Increase or decrease of customs recelpts has been
- calculated by comparing receipts obtained under the old concession

" arrangements of the Community of the Six and of the three acceding countrles

with those resultlng from the offers of concessions by the enlarged

" Community.. Yolumes of trade were calculated for tariff headings which

were the subject of concessions in the tariff of one or more acceding

_ countries and which are not. bouhd in the customs taiiff of the enlarged'

“EEC (volumes of trade unbound), and vice versa (volumes of trade recently
bound) :

28. In these tables, all cencessions have been included regardless of the'

* supplier status of the country in question to take into account the fact -

- that most of the concessions at issue in the negotiations were .granted during thef{'

Kennedy Round, that is w1thout indication of the country which is the dlrect

':1,benef1c1ary and which thus has certain special rights of compensation. . Th;S'Vi

method of presentation mafe it p0831b1e to give the proposed conceselons

maximum application.

" 29. 1In quantitative terms, according to the parameters of customs receipteﬁahdfiag

'LVOlumee of trade, the final results of the negotiations are as folloWs:jff_ f‘

Communlty. This is due 10 a credit in the industrial sector, of wh1ch

.part ‘went to compensate the agrloultural debit. It should be p01nted

. out that a large part of the- credit in the 1ndustr1a1 sector goes to.

the United States since, ‘because of - its very diversified range . Of

exports, that oountry has reaped the full benefit of all tarlff
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_reductiOns-thaf have.beeh made. . The initial offer vis-h~vis the United B
. States showed a credit of g22 million in customs receipts. There are other. ff?f“_:
- f; countrles whlch have had the benefit of this credit: Canada $6 5 milllon,i],.?l‘if! o
"'ZEJapan g2.8 mzlllon, India $1.4 millzon, Brazil §1.2 million, etc. Thls'f_é'i,r?_-gi
'_means that for some of these oountries the initial debit has either been
converted to credit or has at. least been reduced. = However, customs
,,‘reoelpts for some countrles (eegs Australia, Argentlna and New Zealand) S .
';Btlll showed a slight debit even after the offer was improved but for moet?'_TV""' ,

- of them the volumes of trade showed a credit balanoe.

{1+ Volumes of trade bound and unbound: ‘Overall, fhe ooncéSeions granted by

_,‘-Zthe Communlty are translated in the tariffs of the three acceding countrles‘f
‘.?-by further ‘binding of duties worth $1600 million and unbindlng worth #850° milllon.>A

: in volume of ‘trades = The principal products. to be bound for the first tlme L

. are tea, tobacco, copper, wool and mutton. " Those products to be unbound ;;ff

are cereals, lard, butter, preserved plgmeat, leathers, hldes and eklne, wood,

. éetc,

‘30, Quantitative consideretiOns'apart, the Commission gare its partners to

undersfehd that, seen from the qualitative angle, the offers of oompensationg-sﬁt"

were fully satisfactory. Teriff'reductiohs due to‘enlargement were made .
malnly in 1ndustry, ‘where the United Kingdom?'s customs tariff was on average"557*'
1. 5 to 2 points higher than the EEC's. - Trade in this sector tends to be .

) particularly dynamic and is relatively sensitive>to'modifioations in oustoms-ﬁt'r

”duty‘-» In agr1cu1ture, however, frontler measures are ‘not generally very
dindicative of the real degree of support provided. ..~ The Commission also fs‘
~_pointéed-out that over the last ten years agricultural 1mports into the Six ‘f:
::s;_rose far faster than into the three accedlng countries = partloularly the I
h".jUnlted Klngdom -~ and - that, consequenily, the Communlty's offer in’ this sector :
should be assessed qualltatlvely, as a functlon of this moredynamlo evolutionbh

)‘.
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v Of ‘ti‘ade.

¥31. The withdrawal of the three accedlng countrles' concessions for cereals
was one of the crucial points of the negotiations. The United States,
Canada, and Australia, which were the countries mainly concerned, stated
that they considered it to be of the utmost importance, to maintain their -
rights to compensation in thié'sector, given the.conoessions they had
T obteinéd from the acceding States eoncerned. The Community did not
-\consider itself able to make'eny commitments in_this sector and did its
best to show that the offers for dbher products fully compensated ?he

withdrawal of all the concessions including those forfcereals.

The solution which was ultlmaiely retalned involved a formal record of dlsagreement.;qv'

" The United States considers, for its part, that the negotlatlons on these products
are not yet at an end and reserves the right to continue them and, if they prove ;

unsuccessful, to withdraw concessions which are substantlally equivalent; whereas

the Community considers the negotiations on all products with all countries to be: f“iAf i

at an end. - " If one or more countries should withdraw concessions, the'Commugity ;
reserves the right to make counterwithdrawals itself so that the balance of

. . s g )
concessions is reestablished .

-In splte of this. dlfference of oplnlon and in view of the complexity of the_

cereal problem, the United States and the Communities have agreed to hold further

discussions with a view to seeklng sultable solutlons to the problems of 1nternational””

'  trade through international negotiatlons.

- This proposal was communicated to~0ahada'and'Ausfralia but:npjanswer‘hedebeenki.”'"

' received at time of writing.

1

- 14 note to this effect was inserted in the codified sehedulevof‘conceesighs;:7v'ff;."”'

e e e e gt




. the GATT to have it, as it Were, accepted and’ recognlzed by the GATT.‘ o

" De Conclusions

| ¢.32; There are a con51derab1e amount at stake durlng the negotlatlons under'l_.f
Artlcle XXIV(G) The enlargement of the ‘Community hed to. be presented o,

. Given the difference at the beg1nning of the negotlatlons between the _' A ‘,_‘ o
position of the Community: - founded on rights and obligations in accordance_-7{<5lwﬁi

with GATT rules — and the posrbion of the many third countrles who wished "
 to use the negotlatlons to obtaln a unilateral lowering of the EEC customsvﬁili“Q

f’fjtarlff, the Comm1351on con31ders that the results are saxiefactory. -

r'-eC°n°1“51°n by the Councll on the proposed bases wlll allow the Communlty to,“f=~;‘eA* ":\
-“take part in the multllateral trade negotiat1ons on the basie of a customs_fﬁ}jj WL
'}tarlff recognized by its. Partners in the GATT. ‘[f”‘fﬁ L

L e
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| apprgving Schedule LXXII of the European Communlties contalnlng
ting from the conclusion of the tariff

zgneggj;gt;ons under Article XXIV(6) of the General "
S Agreement on Tariffs .and Trade S

fTHE.COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIIS

.AHav1ng regard to the Treaty establlshing the European Economic Commun;ty, ahd;"}ﬂ:vmnM
5'1n particular Artlcle 113 thereof° o Ce ' S

'rHaving regard to the report of the Commlss1on on the results of the tariff renegotia%—
;“1ons under Artlcle xx:v(s) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade whioh B R TRST
ifconducted on- behalf of the Communitles with the Oontraoting Parties to that K

| 'ﬁ:AgTeement, ‘fp_f'

%lWhereas the_resultsiof these renegotiations are saéisfactory;

.. HAS DECIDED:

Arfiole l
Q.Schedule LXXII 6f $he European Communltles contalnlng the conoe581ons resulting 3
AR from the renegotlatlons under Article XXIV(G) of the GATT is hereby approved on1§f~f
' ffnbehalf of the Communmty.; This schedule, reproduced 1n the. annex hereto, '
‘f*lndlcates the - Contractlng Partles to which conoesslons are accorded by name.

nﬂbprs from 31 July 1974 it replaces the follow1ng schedules:’ XL (BEuropean Economlc “:u,
‘Community), XIX, Section 4, Parts I and IT (United. Klngdom, Metropolitan Terrltory),;i~~’

~":a-.')('.II (Denmark), and LXI, Parts I and II (Ireland), annexed to the General Agreement.ff"i
BT '*'_ | Article 2 ;
o 3 . e L
'~vThe Presldent of the Councll is hereby authorlzed to’ designate the person. empowered"}f-__
_ ﬂio undertake the formalltles of conclusion and to confer on him the powers requlred. )
S "t blnd the Communlty. ,»f3”fp~ﬁj S .f,*ﬁ;_ T T
g T S LT e
i
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. Annex to SECTION IT -

" Draft Schedule LKXII i'(‘E:i;rOpean Economic{f'G‘ommuni"E-y) .

. The text of this Amnex will be distribubed sepavatelys . .
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SECTION III

Rk i)raft
DECISION

'of the Representatives of the Governments of the Member States of the
Turopean Coal and Steel Community meeting within the Council appro¥ing
Schedule IXXITuig{Member States of the ECSC) containing the conce551ons
resulting from.the conclusion of the tariff. renegotiations under ’
" Article XXIV(6) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade

THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE GOVERNMENTS OF THE MEMEER STATES OF THE
EUROPEAN COAL AND STEEL COMMUNITY MEETING WITHIN THE.COUNCIL;

Hav1ng regard to the report from the. Comm1531on on the results of the
tarlff renegotlatlone under Article XXIV(6)- of the General Agreement |
‘on Tariffs and Trade which 1t conducted on behalf of the Communlty w1th
-the Contracting Partles to that Agreement; ‘

Wherees the results of these renegotiations are satisfactory;
HAVE DECIDED:
" Article 1

Schedule LXXITtigMember States of the ECSC) containing the concessions ]
resulting from the renegotiations under Article XXIV(6) of the GATT is: hereby,:f‘,;
approved on behalf of the Member States of the European Coal and Steel AR
'Communlty. This schedule, reproduced in the annex hereto, 1ndlcates the
Contractlng Partles to which conce581one are accorded by name.. - As from - .

31 July 1974 it replaces Schedule XLhu(Member States of the ECSC) annexed to ufi,;;
the General Agreement. ' ' S e

"Article 2

The Presiderit of the Councll is’ hereby authorlzed to de51gnate the person.lw .

empowered to undertake the formalities of conclu81on and to confer on h1m »f |

fald

the powers requlred to b1nd the Member States of the Communlty.
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Annex to SECTION III

o Draft List.LXXIIwa(Mémbéf States of ‘the ECSC)

- The %ext of this Annex'will be distributed separately.
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