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SIGNATURE OF THE TORQUAY PROTOCOL
Requests: for Further Extensivn of the Time L;mj' .t _for S'g.,g nature

1. The time limit for signature of the Torquay Protocol was fixed originelly
at 21 October 1951, but when the status of the Protocol was reviewed by the
Contracting Parties at their Sixth Seassion, it was found that five contracting
parties and two acceding govermments would not be able to affix their algnaw-
tures by that date. Accordingly, the time limit was extended, by & Decision
of 24 October 1951, for the govermments which were then contracting parties
until 31 December, for the Government of the Republic of Kores until 31 March
1952 and for the Government of the Republig of the Philippines until 22 Moy

2. Of the oriéinal contracting parties, Brazil, Chile and Nicaragua failed to

sign the Protocol within the new time limit of 31 December and the Governments

of Korea and the Philippines did not sign the Protocol by the final dates fixed
for them.

3. A separate Decision of 24 -October 1951 granted to the Government of Truguwy
an extension to 30 April 1952 for signature of the Annecy and Torquay Protocols,
Neither Protocol was signed by Uruguay within the time fixed and no comaini~
cation has been received from that Government in this connection.

be Requesta for further extension cfA_'t,he time limit have been roceived from
the Governments of Chile, Korea and Philippinos and are anmexed hereto.s

5. On 28 May a draft decision extending the time limit to 15 October 1952 was
submitted to the contracting partics for vote by postal ballot (GATT/AIR/20).
On 15 July 1952, last day for voting, the results wora: 28 contracting parties
in faveur of the draft decision and noweagainst. ‘Tho majority requircments
having been met, the draft decision is therefore approved and an extensicn of
tims to sign the Torquay Protocol up to 15 October 1952 is thercby granted to
the Governments of Brazil, Chile, Nicaragua, Korca and the Philippines.
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a) Request by the Government of Ghilg (27 Docember 1951)

’b.)

c)l

1T have the honour to inform you in accordanee with speeial
instructions from my government that the National Congress has not yet
appreved the Torquay Protocol and that Chile will not be able to ratify

- the Protocol by 31 Decemboer 1952.

"Consequently at the next session of the Contrecting Partics,
Chile will have to request an extension of the timo limit of at least
threo monthg to cnable it to sign the instrument in question. I should-

" bo -grateful if you.could kindly circulate this statement to contractinf |

partios and to give At any follow-up that might be necocssery."

Roquest by the Govermment of ]go;ea (4 April:1952)

"On the instruetion of my Government, I havé tho honour to :E'-:mrard
to you'my Governmont?s rcquest that a siv-months? oxtension of “timo bo
grentod to tho Républie of Korea for signing the Gencral Agroomont oi
Tariffs and Trado. This roquost is nccessitatod by the owrrent wartime
situation which has disrupted our trade rclations, thoreby making oxtree

.mely difficult any careful appraisal of the trade problom at this time."

Requost by tho Govorrment of the wg@gg (20 May 1952)
"I have the honour to inform you that because of unforeseen develop-—

" ments the Philippines is not ag yet in a position to acoede to the General

" Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, Bscause of its desire to stabilize the:

" economy of the country particularly in anticipation of the difficult years

of adjustment coincident with the gradual decline of preferences for .
Philippine products in the United States market starthg from July 4, 1954,
the Philippine Govermnment has recently created a Committee on Tariff
Revision whioch has beecn charged with the task of totally rov:lsing the,
Philippine Teriff Act.

"The prosent Philippine Tariff Act was paseed by 'ohe, United Statas

Congress as far back as 1909 when the Philippines was still a dependency
‘of the United States. In view of the length of time that has since -
- passed, the changed pelitical relation between the Philippines and the

United States, and the more rocent chenges that have teken place in the
econonmic conditions of the Philippines and the world at large, it has
bheon deemed only proper to make a realistic revision of Philippine tariff
law and regulations now in effect in ordor to make them mrve the best
intercsts of the country by providing for its advancement on a more
enduring basis. ,

¥Panding oanpletion of the current study boing made along this lino,
therefore, particularly as it might boar on its tariff agreoments at
Torquay, the Philippine Govornmont has for the present deemed it propor to
withhold its acocossion to the GATIT.
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. ¥This does not mean that the Philippines is now reversing its
official position with rospect to the prineiples for which the GATT
has beon conceived. It simply moans that tho Philippines seceks to
join it on more stable and permancnt teorms aftor taking duc account
. of its presont and futurc economy in relatlion to those of others
thereby precluding wunnecessary readjustments which it might later
‘on be compelled to make should it prematurely accede to the GATT
prior to revising its outmoded teriff.

"In view of the foregoing considerations, the Philippine
Governuent requests the Contracting Parties that the deadline within
which it may asccede to the GATT be extended further to May 21, 1953,
the lest day of the next regular session of the Phillppine Congress."




