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~held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
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'-:cI{AIRMAN. Mr._ C.D. CAREW-ROBINSON (Unitoed Kingdom)

1. Item II B. of the Agenda - Currency Control (Continuation
- of Discussion).

The * CHAIRMAN declared the meeting open and said that
. the conclus1on had been reached at the prev1ous meeting that,
N while the preclse regulatlons mads by each country regarding
.:currenc" control were outside the competence of the Meeting
of uxperts, they could discuss the frontler formalities
~involved. = The Unlted States dclegation had submitted a
‘resolution in document E/CONF/PASS/PC/? and the question was
~also referred to in documents E/CONF/PASS/PC/4 and 5. Tho
4~operation of currency control at frontiers should be expedited
and that Would b"gencrally accepted prov1ded the efficiency
of such control was not thereby preJudiccd.‘
‘ - M. MANN (Unitcd States of Amerlca) said that‘during
the War the Unlted Statcs Government had becn forced to adopt
cortain: exchancc control directed towards provonting its:
‘onemies from u51ng thc financial facilltles of the United
States.  That control had now beon rclaxcd and it was hopcd
that all control Would be abolishecd bcforc too long a time
" had elapsod. Tuc United Stctcs dclcgati@n hqd medc two
spocific rccommendations in,cOnnection WIthitruvcl: firstly,

the recommendation that the carrying of scrip or currcney
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through count;iogkgﬁdpla;bd facilitatod;fggM&ﬁyjgouﬁipics'“
had prohibitcd the cdrrying of sorip or currcncy through
_tho;rvterritopy;qnd_thg Unitcd Stetaos dclegation had

should bc iven a. curtlflcata at tho fronticr which would
pormlt him" to tako his currcncJ fnd scrip through the country
' end, on prosont&tion of tho 00rtlf10utu at thc point of

- departurc, he would bc allowed to take such .currcney or scrip
‘out’of.tﬁé'country. AS an altornatiVﬁ, the Unitcd States
délogation'haa'pfapdéod'fhat”cﬁfroncios mighﬁhﬁb soaled and

| tekon‘throﬁghﬁé‘ébunfry; | Tho Unitca St&tuo dulogetlon

" favourod that proposal bocauso it not only facllltotcd travel

but also bocuuso 1t v svln llnu with thv pulicy of th01r
'Govvrnmont towwrds an ovorull 1olaxat10n of curroncy oontrol.
Thore wero ‘no rest;iotlons in thu Unltcd Stctos agﬂlnst tho
;1mportation of uny forolgn curroncy or of domostlc curruncy.
Mr. THORLEY (Unlted Klngdom) rofcrring to tho United
Statos"prOpoéal,'said that it had tharce disfinet olements:-
'°méncy, Scfié and the practicec ofisoaling.vjoo’aésumod that
in using thé term "moncy" fho:framcfs‘of fﬁd’fesélution had
ir mind what he understood by.banknotes, and fhat tho
resolution aimed at proVonﬁiné a Situation in’Which a travellcr
" was allow@d to bring notos into & oodntry‘éhd"Fh§n found, on
‘loaving that country,” that thé‘CX“drt of“thbso’nof@é‘was
prohibited. As vogards storiing notos, no certificate was
‘noecssary fbr"passcngors entering and'léaVing the United
Kingdom, as the ‘sum allowed in was the semc as that ellowed
_out,’hamoly £20. ~ Tho traveller bfinging in foreign notes

was allowed to havc their valuo Staﬁpod on his passport by
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way of record, and he could take the sams’ quantity out
.With him provided he was in-transit. Hc'prasuﬁed the
United States resolution ‘wes not aimed at eltering the
-prescnt maximum Yimits for the importetion of national
currency into a country, thus allowing a travelloer to
bring in an unlimited quantity75f notes on his own
stetoment that he intendcd taking thon out again. Such
notes could be sold by the traveller and it wUuld_only
be on his leaving the country that that wculd be'found out,

Mr, ANDERSEN (Denmark) seid thet on arrival in
Denmark all trevcllers bringing in foreign ¢xchange wera
issued with a certificate by the Customs authorities and
that ontitled thenm to export the sare émount of foreign
oxchenge without obteining the pormission of the National
Bank.

Mr. CONTEMPRE (Bolgium) considered thet currcncy
control at frontisr should bs simplified in order not to
hold up~travellers; Belgium ned biletcral agroements with
cortein countries rogerding currency control asnd travollers
who wishod to take currcncy out of Bélgium obtained a
cortificato from the National Bank. That certificate
containod. the number of the trevellor's passport and other
pertinent dotails and so the control at the frontier’was
simplified both when a travellor left the cduntry end when
he returncd. He fclt that it was better for a traveller to
bc in possossion of such & certificatec than to have the
anount of curroncy in his posscession stamped in his
pessport, es tho velidity of that passpoft might exﬁire.
| Mr. PZRIZR (Frence) supported the United Stetes

proposa&l and seid that Fremch currency rogulations were the
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same as thosc of Dommerk, L4 foreigner could bring into

France as much foreign surrcncy as he wished on condition

that it was notcd in his passport, and he could re-export

tho semc sum. Hc had propared a summary of French

gurrcncy législation and askod‘fhat it might be attached
as an ennoxce to the roply to theo questionnaire on visas.

Mr. FOMBONA (Venezueola) speaking from expcerisnce as a
travcllcr, seid he knew how difficult journcys were madc by
the control of foroign exchange at frontiers. In Venezucla
thero wés no such control and e travcilor might onter or
lecave that country with aﬁ unlimitod amount of curroncy and
also socuritieé.' Thorofore, his Government would support
any cfforts to imprcve the existing systems of currecnoy
control at fronticrs.

Mr. FERNANDEZ-RIVERA fMexico) said that Mexico had
practically no rostrictions'regarding the import and sexport
of curroncy with the exception of tho restrietions rogarding
goléd coins. | ‘

| The CHAIRMAN e'skel whether he understood rightly that
tho mothod of control proposed in the United States resolu-~
tion wes in substance the type of control alrealdy in
opor&tibn in Belglun, Franmec and the United Kingdom, subjcct
only to dotail., | |

Mr. THORLEY (Unitcd Kingdom) pointed out thet his
Governnent werc prépared to.facilitate the export of foreign
currency by passongers going through the United Kingdon
provided such curroncy ﬁaé legally imported, and the amount
brought in was stampod on the passport. Travellers could not -
bring in or takec out of the United Kingdom more than £20 in
sterling notes., If countries allowed foreign currcncy to be
exporped without limitation thet would result in a drain on

the national currency.
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Mr. PERIhR (France) sai d that France had.bilateral agreements
) w1th Belgium, - the Belgo-Luxambourg Unlon and the United Kingdom
congernlng the‘amount of forelgn currency~wblch might be imrprted.
‘His statemenu that a Purelgner could bring into Franoce as much
forelgn currency ac< he w1shed, prov1ded that it was stamped nn
his passport nd could re- export the same sum, applied to the
natlionals of those countries w1th whlch France had no bilateral
agreement., | |
Mr, MANN (United States nf America) addressing himself to
the remarks of the rspresentative of the United Kingdem, said
that everyone would appresiate the difficulty he had mentioned
.in so far as the importatisﬁ of the currency of a particular
‘country was concerned, He pa;ntedtout that the United States
proposal referred no? onlj ts‘a certi%icatei but also to
ssaling, and heidid not see how an&ons‘cquld cbject to currency
.being ssaled attthe frontier and taken‘througn a cnuntry,
| | The CHAIRMAN asked what happened if a traveller
XWho wished to enter the United Kingdom had in his
possession et the port of entry more than.the permitted
amoantk (a) of sterling or (b) of foreign currency.
It obviously could not all be canfiscateds How was
the traveller able to take it out of the country when
he left? | '
Mr, THORLEY (United Kingdom) seid it was the
practice in the United Kingdom to seize all amqunts,in
excess of the maximumvwhich a traveller passing through
that country might briné'ing CIf it apyearod oh careful

examinatlon, that the travelle¢ had been the v1ct1m of
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an:unfortunate'mistake;'the currency notes were returned
to him as far as possible in the place where he had o
" acquired them, | o o
B Mr, CONTEMPRE (Belgium) said that the procedure-
followed by his country regarding the COntrol'qf currenoy
-was similar to that used by France,‘b He thought that
’the suggestion regarding the currency certiflcates was useful
as they would obv1ate the necessity of having a large number
af stamps and markings on the pa33port |

'Mr., PERTER (France) ekplained that the French‘system
regarding the”importation‘of French'curreney was‘similar to
that used by the United Kingdom;' The amount of money allowed
to be -imported was 4, , 000 French francs, and if the traveller
had in his possess1on more than this amount it would be taken
away by the Customs officer.’v In exchange, a certificate wnuld
be given for the amount of money removed and thls money |
would be returned to the traveller at hlS pnint of departure
from the country. " The traveller was at liberty to depart
from the”country at any recognised p01nt and his aertificate
would be honoured there. | '

| THE CHAIRMAN felt that tne United sﬁ5£es‘pr0pasa1 was not

entirely acceptable to the'Meeting'and asked nhether there were
any other suggestlons regardlng its content. |

Mr., MANN (Unlted States of Amerlca) was of the opinion
that although questions had been asked concerning the
United States proposal, he dld not understand that any actual
Oppositlon had been expressed |

Mr. THORLEY (United Kingdom) outlined his doubts on the

rather wide scope of the United States proposal. He felt
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that if countries allowed travellers %o import an unlimited
quantity of money there was no guarantees that the traveller
wbuld not dispose of it in the country, The representative
of the United Kingdom thought that the best method was to
limit the importation of national currency.

Mr. MANN (United States of America) wished to make it
clear‘that there was nothing in the United Stateé proposal
intended to recommend to governments that they should allow
the free importation of currency, or change their own
regulations on limits of national currency to be imported.

He felt that, to meet the objections raised, it might be
profitable to discuss matters of sealing sums of currency.

Mr. PERIER (France) suggested that as the United States
proposal was not entirely acceptable in ji4s present form, it
might be possible to add another alternative method: namely, that
of depositing a sum cn entering the country and the recompense
of the same‘amount on leaving the‘country«v The system to be
carried out\gy mgans of a currency certificate,

| Mr, MANN (United States of America) said he was quite
willing to recbghise the French propcsal as another alternative
method.

Mr. STOPPANI (International Chamber of Commerce)
considered that there was danger in mixing the question of
the importation of foreign money with the question of the
quantity of money which might be brought into a couatry.
Regarding the latter point; if a State had settled the maximum
amount which might be imported, it had every right to keep to
this figure, The International Chamber of Commerce was more
interested in the gquestion of the importatign of foreign

currencies, In view of this he suggested that +the =econd
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sentence of the United States proposal should include *he
word "foreign",

- Tiie custom in most Eufépean éountries with respect to
importation of foreign currency wasvthat the traveller
received a certificate for the sﬁm imported; or else had the
amount stamped on his passport. If he changed any of this
money while in the country, the transaction was’made through
an authorized bank at the prevailing official exchange rates,
so that when he left the country he could show exactly how
any difference in éurrency»had been negotiated. |

Mr. MIKAOUI (Lebanon) thought that if a country wished
to limit the amount qg foreign or national currency imported,
this was a matter within the internzal regulations of the State
concerned and, as such, ~nutside the terms of reference of the
present Conference. He felt that the Conferenéévcoﬁld only
deal with the formalities at the frontier regarding the applica~-
tion of whatever law the country concerﬁed might choose'to apply.

Mr, THORLEY (United Kingdom) considered that thé proposal
made by the representative of the International Chamber of
Commerce offered the best solution to the problem, and
subject to necessary drafting changes, the United Kingdom
might agree to the formula.

The representative of the United Kingdom said that his
country had very few restrictions on the importation of foreign
currency into the United Kingdom° Theré wére no restrictions
at all regarding the importation of currencies bf‘ﬁhe Western
hemisphere., The Uﬁited Kihgdom had various bilateral

agreements with Wuropean countries regarding currency questions.
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Mr. MANN (United States of America) pointed to a fundamental
difference in the views expressed on'fhe question of national
currency. He thought that the Drafting Committee would find it
difficult to achieve an agreed formula on the matter of an excess
of national currency in the possession of a traveller. He,
therefore, suggested that it might be advisable to consider the
alternative of sealing.

In reply to the question posed by the representative of
the LEBANON, Mr. Mapn pointed out that the United States had not
questioned the right of any country to place restrictions on its
own money, or on foreign money.

The CHAIRMAN thought that a difference of principle
existed as to whether or not a country should be asked to make
providion for a traveller who had brought to that country'a sum
of national currency in excess of the prevailing regulatibns.

The viewpoint of the United Kingdom was that if such an event had
occurred, the sum in excess was seized and was not returned unless
satisfactory reasons had been provided for its importation. On
thé other hand, other countries were of the opinion that a
traveller might'bring an excess sum provided that it was taken

away from him at the point of entry and handed back at the time

of departure.

The Chairman doubted whether the Drafting Committee .could
align these two points of view and thought that it might only be
possible to place on record that such differences of view existed
and that formalities should be made as simple as possible within
the scope of the opinions expressed. A

It was important, he thought, that any suggestions which
might be made should in no way complicate proceedings at the port
of departure. He felt that currency certificates might very

easily delay the flow of passengers.
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In conclusion, the Chairman mentioned the method of sealing the
sum of money, as suggested by.the United States and asked for views o
this matter.

'Mr. THORLEY (Unitead Kingdom)_said it was the view of his
Government that & seal offered no protection against & person
disposing of the whole contents of the pzckage, The only proteetion
was against tampering with the package and even for this purpose it
was not very efficacious. To control such sealing arrangements wouls
necessitate costly and time-wasting proccdures at the ports. The
seals themselves pould very easily be falsified and bonds would
probebly have to be called for, as in Customs practice, which would
cost time end money.

Mr. MANN (United States of imerica) felt that he had to take
g certain exception to the proposal made by the Chairmen on the
queation under discussion. He was somewhat concerned on how the matte
should: be handléd. " While appreciating the difficulties of exploring
all the various differences at the pfesent meeting, he thought that ti
most satisfactory solution would be to put the United States proposzal
to a vote, -

The CHAIRMAN then asked the meeting to consider the Unit ed Stete:
proposal omitting the word "serip" from the text. |

Mr, MANN (United States of America) thought thet he could clarif

~the question of the word "scrip" very eaéily. In the United Xingdom
the word included the mezning "securitiesf. In the United States
the word "serip" merely meant a finsncisl instrument and did not

include the meaning of securitices.
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In vicw of these dffering definitions the United States would
be prerarcd to limit the phrase to "rocogniséd financial
1nstfuments";‘

Mr. PERIET (Francc) drew abtontion o tho advantazes of the
Frchoh lancuagzc in drafting proposals, as no such differcntiations
of the kind encountércd in English and Ancrican existcd.

Mr. THORLEY (Unitecd Kingdom) expresscd-his gretitude for the
United Statcs suggestion on this subject and felt that & major
difficulty had now becn rcmovcd. However, ho 9till folt that there
werc drafting changcsvto be madc.

Tnc CHAIRAN suggested that the United Statcs pronosal be
referrcd te the Draftiﬁg Committece for ze~-wordins on the basis of
the viecws which hac been cxpressed during vhe course of the debate.
He added that it would be prefcradble for the IDrafting Committue to
have the agssistance of the various financial cxperts so that a
wording satisfactory to all could be -achicved.

Mr. PRZEZWANSKI (Polznd) ves prunercd to support the United
States proposal with certain exceptions but felt 1t would be useful
if represcntativos had morc time o study the exact toxt. He
sugguutod,»therefore, an adjournment of the discussion unuil the
afférnoon} |

Mr. PERIEE (Froance) said he had 2 rether cimilar suggestion
in mind to that mede by the roprcsentative of Polend. Ho felt
that the Draftins Committes, plus the various finenciel eixperts,
vas rather 2 large body to draft o technical proposal cof this
charactcr, .H; suggcited fhat it might bc morc satisfzctory to ask
the throc or four financial experts to hold e scparate mecting and
ciarify the question before it was submitted to the Drifting Committee.

Thig proposal was supnorted by the represcntative of the
UNITED, STATES OF AMERICL. |

The CHAIRMAN put 1o the meeting that, between the present

time and the ncxt plenary mceting of the Confercice, the rinancial
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experts should hold a shoft meeting to discuss and agrec on a
wording which would reflect the various views expressed and at tho
same time enjoy the grcatcst possible measure of agrcement.

Mr. PRZEZWANSKI (Poland) thought that the Frchbh proposal
was execcllent. ~ He asked whether it would be possible for a
ropresentative of any of the countries attending the conference to
attend tho mceting of the financial experts.

The CHAIRAN in reply thought that the finanecial eﬂberts
would havec no objcetion provided that it did.not complicate mattors.
He then asked for the names of countries who wished to be

represented br their financial experts.

Aftcr some further discussgion it was agreed that financial
experts representing Belgium, France, Unitcd Kingdom, and the

" Unitecd States of America would attend the meeting which would be
- held one hour before the next plenary moeting.

The CHAIRMAN mentioncd that the represcntative of the
Internationcl Touring Alliance would be leaving the meecting and
before he left wished to meke a short statement to tﬁe Confercnce.

| Mr. BRITSCHGI (Intcrnational Touring Alliance) speaking on
behalf of his own organisation and also on behalf of the
International Moteoring Fe.eration said that in his view the present
Confercnce had aimed at two objoctives. Tae first was to recommend
such travel alleviations &s might be possible in view of the present
cconomic and politieal situation, and secondly to examine
facilities which might be granted later when the prescnt situation
had improved.

He realised that the Conferencc had endeavoured to attain
the first of those objectives, but he wished to emphasize that the
second was not merely of theoretical impor:ancc. The organis-
ations which he roprcscnted hoped that the Confercnce would try and

.avoid formulating recommcndation: which mighﬁ, in the future,

permit certain countries to deny any improvements which could not

8 A R s S S A 0
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be achievod now but which might be achieved within the next few
years. |

Mr. Britschgi formulated three main points which seemed to
him to be of considerable importance: (1) Any rccommendation
which might cpeeify that a particular facility could not be granted
ran the risk of impeding all future progress,

(2) As it would scem that there was going to be no gencral
abolition of visas, he would like tc appeel for the granting of
small facllitics in particular cases, so that some of the graver
4aggraxations of visa formalities could be eliminated.  He notcd
that the Confercnce hed accepted the principle of collective
pagsports but hoped that the recommendation on“ﬁbiﬁ_rginx_wggzéwpg_
drafted in such a wey as not tQ create thé/improséion that the:

facilities would merely be limited to exceptional cases. '

(&) The words "by lateral agrccment" Geserved some oxplanatorj*p
statement as there had been numercus cases wieie improvements had
been left to be settled by sucn agreecments, A restricted under-
standing of this solution might lead to the conclusion that a Stale
ghould not, by unilateral decision, facilitate the entry of foreign
travellers. He¢ hoped tha® such a restriction wouid not be applied
to recommendations of that kinda‘

In conclusion, the representative of the International
Touring Allicnece noted that representatives at the mecting were
conscicus of the danger of permitting the entry of unwanted persons
into their rcepecetive countries.- However, on the other hand, such
individuals were only & handful in comparison with the millions of
people for whom any improvement in travel meant & ncw hope in the
establishment of individual freocdom.

The mecting rose at 12.955 p.me-





