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1. Substitution for Article 7, 8, 9 and 10 fparag;ggh 1) of the
Secretariat Draft (E/CON®/PUST/P.C/1).

The CEATRMAN opened the discussion and proposed confining it to the
general points of a Canadian draft text (B/C0i#/2037/¥.C/W.15). Ho recalled
that the French-Britigh draft text also aimed at substituting a-single
Article for Articles 7, 8, 9 and 10 in the draft prepared by the Secretariat,
and he considered that the Canmadian draft expressed the same idea in &
s8till more concise form,

Mr. Perez GUERRERC (SECRETARIAT) set forth the reaéons which hed

militated in favour of the inclusion of Articles 7, 8, 9 and 10 in the draft.

/He recalled
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The CHAIRMAN proposed referring this matter to the negotiating
committes in order not to involve the discussion in particular points.

. Mr. Perez-GUERRERO (SECRETARIAT) considered that the substance of
pvaragraph 1 of Article 10 was embodied in the Canadian text while
paragraph 2 regarding the authorization to ¥equest advisory opinions
could be omitted as a result of the discussicns in the Sixth Committee.
He added that the Canadian text also included the sense of paragraph 9.
He proposed postponing this examination until the discussions were more
advanced in order not to anticipate the decisions of the Congress and of
the Econcmic and Social Council.

The CHAIRMAN also thought that it would be more proper to postpone
the discussion and, expressing the wishes of the Commission, proposed to
make no mention of paragrarh 2, Article 10, of the Secretariat draft.

2 Tentative Draft of Possible Modifications to be Made in Tiile T
of the Convention.

Mr, Le MOUEL (RAPPCRTEUR) explained that the Cormission had before
it a draft of reforme to the structure of the Bureau,

He referred to document E/CONF/POST/P.C/W.3 for examination.

He wés ol the opinion that it was not for the Commission to take
a decision and that it should coniine itself to an examination and that
all alterati&ns should come from the Congress itself.

He made the following ccmments on certain Articles:

Article 1., He considered this Article purposelees considering
that the question‘was gsettled by paragraph 2 of the draft agreement
already adcpted. !

Arvicles 2 and 2a. He considered that the #ords, "brought into

relationship" should be.

Ar:icle 9. In this connection he ﬁbinted.out that quite a new
idea had emerged: the substitution of the International Bureau Tor the
Government of the Swiss Confederation in diplomatic actions.

/Article 12
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like PICAO and UNESCO, he ccnsidered the establishment of a body necessary
in order to ensure the continuity of the Union in the interval between two
Congresses.

He reczlled that TICAO and UNITSCO alrewdy ha@ a similar body.

With the arreement of the Cormittee he proposed to work out a plan
which would be ccmpleted in Paris and submitted before the Conpressz met.
He asked the Committee's opinicn.

Mr LUKAC (SFCRITARIAT) emphusized that it hud not been the
Secretarlat's ldea to provide & busis for discussicn by its text. He
added that he huad not wished to ;ive the Bureau excessive powers ¢nd in
conclusion he agreed with the Ropporteur's idea of huving a Council of a
permanent character. :

Mr. Le MOUFL (FRANCE) (RAPPCRTEUR) replyins to a question by
Mr.'FONTAINA,(URUGUAY) stated that the Bureau would exist az un executive
body in, spite of the setting up of this Council.

Mr. TURNBULL (CANADA) wendered if the Member States of the Universal
Postal Union would be prepared to delegate their powers to this Council-’
he thought not. Referring to certailn gaps in the present procedure, he
proposed postponing the discussion. Whilst reccenizing that if the worklng
of the organizatlion showed defects it must be altered, he pointed out.
nevertheless that if the Swiss Governnent ceased to play its part, this
would create a gap which would heve to be filled by the Council;.he doubted
however the necessity of putting an end to the share taken by the Swiss
Government. :

The CHAIRMAN gave an assurance that there wus no questiocn of vetlng
on this point which was one to be settled exclusively by the Universel
Postal Unicn itself. He stressed the desire of the Secretary-General
to develop a body responsible for maintalning close relations between the
Union and the United Nations. He considered that the Congress cof the
Universul Postal Union could decide thut these functiocns would be carried
out by the Bureau or by an administrative Councll meeting once or twice

a year but wlthout discretionary powers.
/Mr. TURNBULL
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The CHAIRMAN noting that the Commission was not in a positlon to
discuss the matter now, expressed the wish that the different povernments
should signify that they were ready to put the decisilons taken into force
and shculd provide the Congress which will nmeet in Paris with a concrete
proposal to this effect.

The meeting rose at 5:00 p.m.



