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article 1 (1(f), second part of the sentence)

myhere the transport operation has not been completed, except as a resultv

of total loss, it refers to the carrier who ‘was performing the oﬁeration

at the time of its actual termination.’
The meaning of this passage is not altogether clear. What are the

implications of the additional phrase T*'éamc-:nal:)‘(: as a result of total loss™ and the

reasons for its inclusion? The fact is, surely, that where the transpord
operetion has not been completed as a result of total loss of the goods, the last
carrier is also the carrier who was performing the operation at the time of its

actual termination. In our view, the text must be made clear so a5 10 leave no

possible doubt on these poinis,

A limited distribution is given to documents of the Inland Transport Committee
and of its subsidiary bodies. They are distributed only to governments, to
specialized agencies and to governmental and non-governmental organizatiéns
participating in the work of the Committee and of its subsidiary bodies, and
should not be given to newspapers or periodicals. The Inland Transpor%
Committee, at its ninth session in July 1952, recommended the strict application

of this regulation,
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Article 1 (1 (g)})

While this definition is perfectly clear

y meets practical requirements.
t live animals &are incl

from the legal point of view, there

mor it cannot be

is sqome doubt whether it full uded

layman will understand tha

taken for granted that the

among the "objects' to which the transport contract ma
r under

y'relate. However, the

article 19 (3 (g)), and

transpArt of live animals 1s expressly provided 1@
e amplified as follows:

it is therefare suggested that the definition b
jects to which the transpor®

" tGopds! refers to the live animals OX Qb

contract relates.'

Article . 1 {1.th))

The definition of "vehicle' shquld be widened tO jnclude articulated

vehicles, which are not motor lgorries and whose trailers are called "'semi-~

trailers' in article 4 of the Convention on Road Traffic of 19 September 1949G.

Article 2 (2)

"The present Convention shall cover cases where the goods, although

not transloaded, are conveyed with the vehicle for part of the journey Dby

some other means of transport.,’
It should be made clear that the Cqnvention does not govern the transport

contract between the road carrier and the operator of the other means of
transport. Where a laaded lorry is conveyed by railway (e,g. through a tunnel),
the railway administration must not be brought into the collective liability

system established under articles 35 et seg.

Article 2 (4 (4))

"The present Convention shall not apply to:

#@ & & &4 & 4 9 8 & & ¥ D

(d) transport performed under quite exceptionel conditions, tlearly outside
the normal range of road transport operations and excluded from the
terms of the prescznt Convention by a written agreement between the
parties, which must be reproduced in the consignment note (lettre de
voiture) if such a document is issued,!

This text is not entirely satisfactery, as it leaves the way open to abuses.,
It might leave the carrier free to claim that a particular transport gperation
clearly comes outside the nermal range of road transport operations and hence to
exclude it, in agreement with the dmnsignor, from the scope of the Convention.

There are some transport operations performed under quite exceptional conditions
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Article 3 (3)

"Except when otherwise stated, the
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Article 16 stipulates that the thr
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tions by virtue of the. fact

road transport oOpera
perhaps b€ mede

The wording might
t operations coming in this
jeces of machinery,

rformed by road.

ng a few examples of transpor

generators, large P

port of hulls of boats,
missible for such transpor?v

It is also not clear why it should be PpPer
t note being jssued in respect of

We therefore suggest that the concluding voras, 1L such a document 1is

Finally, it might D€ considered logica

article 2.

be deleted. 1 to0 make article 4.2

also to this sub-paragraph of

consignment notve shall not represent

title to the goods'.

ee copies of the consignment note must be

ds", Such being the case, WC suggest

rought out

"Except when otherwise stated in_the consignment note,

more clearly by wording it as
the latter shall

not represent a title to the goods.,"

Transport charges

Particulars of the transport charg

are required under article ¢ (9)

nec¢cessar
the need for bringing them into line was,

party on Legal Questions as long &go as at. its
64, page 13, end of penultimate paragraph) .

element of the transport contrac

the latter.
dispute.

consignment
If it were got.mentioned,
application of article 38 (b), ,second sentence.
mention is in line with practical requirements for consi

e are not required under article 5 (1), but

of Annex D.l1 to the Set of Rules. The

y addition should be made to article 5 to bring the two texts into line;

in fact, recognized Dby the Working
third session (see E/ECE/TRANS/SCL/

The transport charge is an egsential

t, and mention of 1t 1s essential when completing

asier -to-produce evidence in case of
e of the charges due on the

note, which the consignee is reguired to pay under article g (2],

4t would alsu be much more difficult to ensure the
Finally, it is clear thav such

Such mention will make 1t ©

Moreover, the transport.charge may be on

gnment notes representing

a title to the goods.,

ticle 5 (2 (d))

AT

Myhere applicable the consignment note shall also contain the following

particulars: | i
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he consignor woul

(d) The charges for which ¢ the provision should repeat the

r clarity
It is suggested that, for greate ’ i he CIM.

o gt
definition of charges given in article 17, paragrapi -,

Article 7 (3)

"The consignor shall be ent

ressed.
gross weight of the goods or their quantity otherwise exp
Jhere local custom at the place

jtled to request the carrier to check the
The

carrier may claim the cost of such checking

of loading entitles him to do so," ATV
itle o
We are at a loss to understand why the earrier should only be entit

claim the cost of checking the gross weight where local custom at the place of
loading warrants his doing so, or why the arrangements for paying the cost of such
checking should differ from those applied in respect of the check on the contents
of packages (article 7 (4)). We recommend that the two paragraphs be merged

into a single paragraph worded as follows:

"3, The consignor shall be entitled, on payment of a special fee,
to request the carrier to cheeck the gross weight of the goods or the

quantity otherwise expressed and the contents of packages,"

The present paragraph 5 would become paragraph 4 and would read as
follows:

"The findings in respeet of the checks referred to in paragraph 3
above shall be entered in the consignment note,"

Alternatively, the new paragraph 4, with the necessary changes, might
become the last sentence of paragraph 3,

Article 11 (1, last sentence)

"The right of disposal shall, hewever, pass to the consignee, if it

is so stipulated by the consignor in the first copy of the consignment
note'',

The stipulation referred to above should also be included, in our view, in

the third copy of the consignment note - that retaineg by the carrier, for whom

its inclusion is a matter of' importance, as he has to know, and if necessary be

able to prove, that the consignor has renounced the right to dispose of the goods,

The application of Article 13 (2) would thereby be facilitated.

the carrier would no longer need to require the production of the
the consignment nete, as provided for in artiele 11 5% I

Furthermore,

first copy of



Avticle 12 (1, first sentence)

-
- e . g o e, T B L e N n—

"The consignee shall be entitled, on the arriva. 0L T.S S & H

place of destination, to request that the second copy of tho consignment

note, which accompanies the goods, be handed over and the goods delivered

%o him,’

It would be advisable, in our visw, to stipulats that the second copy of the
consignment note should be handed over to tne consignee and the goods delivered

to him "against payment of any charges due', as laid down 1n Article 16, paragraph 1

W e 8N o N i e e A T S .

e I I k]

of the CIM,
Article 13

R e e

LH (B Where the transport operation cannot be undertaken or continued in
accordance with the terms of the consignment note, or whers the impediment
is temporary or it remains possible to complete the operation otherwise
than as stipulated in the consignment note, it shall rest with the carrier
to decide whether it is adviseble in the interests of the consignment tcC
seek the instructions of the person who is entitled to dispcse of the goods

under the provisions of article 11 or to forward the goods on his own

initiative by alternative routes or means,

2. Where, for any reason the completion of the transport operation is, or
becomes impossible before the arrival of the goods at the place of
destination, the carrier shall seek.the instructions of the person who is
entitled to dispose of the goods under the provisions of article 1ll.,"

What is meant by the words ''alternative means'" at the end of paragraph 1%
Would it not be advisable, for the sake of greater precision, to use the term
"means of transport'?

It is esSential in the carrier's interest to specify, in pérégraph 2, the
form in which he is required to seek instructions. A telephone conversation is

always open to question. We suggest that the instructions should be in writing.,

Article 14 (2)

"Even if he has refused the goods, the consignee may still take

delivery of them so long as the carrier has not carried out instructions

to the contrary from the consignor,"
The present text fails to regulate the question of charges resulting from
inability to make up his mind on the part of a consignee who takes delivery of

the goods after first rofusing them., This is a gap which we suggest should be
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s who refuse the goods should still

Furthermore, we consider that consilgnee _ B
has not carried -
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be entitled to take delivery oI then, not so long as tl = e
eceived such -

trary but so long as he has not I
ht from the

out instructions to the con
se would be refused thils T1g

instructions; in other words, the consign

from the consignor, €vel though

moment the carrier receives contrary instructlons
sub-paragraph 3).

he has not yet carried them out (see CiM, Article 2o, paragraph 1,
The following wording is therefore suggested:
"Even if he lLas refused the goods, the consignec may still take

delivery of them subject to reimbursement of the charges resulting from

e T s o ] . L

his delay in taking a decision and so long as the carrier has not

received instructions to the contrary from the consignor'.

Article 16 (4)

"The carrier may not exercise against the bona fide receiver the

rights conferred on him under article 6 (1) and under article 9",
The precise bearing of this provision is not clear. Perhaps the Small
Committee might wish to redraft it so as to make it clearer.
Article 18 (b)
"Articles 11 to 15 shall apply with the following modifications to

consignment notes representing a title to the goods:

03| s T
(b) Contrary to Article 12, paragraph 1, the carrier shall
deliver the goods to the receiver, but only against the
first copy of the consignment note;"
Seeing that, under Article 3 (2), the existence of the transport contract

remains unaffected even if the consignment note has been lost, it may be asked

how, in the event of its being lost, delivery will be effected, what proofs will

be required and how the carrier will obtain a receipt. These, we feel., are
J )
questions which should be dealt with.




Axtigle 19.(3 (b)) .
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packed or when not properly packed;" ;
Even though it is taken from the CIM (Article 27, paragraph 3 (b)), we fee

that the term "not properly packed" should be made more precise,

We suggest the following wording: '... Oor when packed in a mannex unsui ted
to the transport conditions and the nature of the goods'.
Article 19 (3 (e)) |
"Handling, loading, stowage or unloading of the goods by the person

entitled to dispose of them;"™
To facilitate the production of evidence in case of dispute, 1t 1is advisable,

in our opinion, to stipulate that the above-mentioneqd operations, which relieve
the carrier of liability, must be referred to in the consignment ngte in exactly
the same way as in the case of transport by rail (see CIM, article 27, paragraph
3 (¢))., A provision of this type would he altogether to the advantage of the
carrier, who would thereby find it all the easier to invoke successfully the

presumption referred to in article 20 (2).

Irregular, incorrect or incomplste description of articles which

are nov _to be accepted for transport; irregular, incArrect or

e A, " g % T . - L SR

incomplete description of articles accepted only subject to certain

T o R 0O W A T e S TEEE . T

conditions or the failure to observe the prescribed precautions in

T TR W wEerenaie S .

respect of such articles; consig_ri_ments accompanied by an attendant
Why does the draft not repeat the clauses set forth under paragraphs 3 (e)
and (g) of af_ticle 27 of the CIM, which are calculated to safeguard the earrierts
legitimate interests? . We suggest their inclusion in the Convert ion unless the

authors of the text havé had plausible reasons - not discernible to us - for
deciding otherwise,

Article 19 (5)

oK "The carrier shall not be liable for loss of weight (freinte) or normal
wastage in transit, the extent of which shall be d

with local custom at the place of destination,™

etermined in accordance

The French word "freints! describes a particular type of wastage in

transit
and 1s not currently used eéxcept in the grain trade,

It is, it would seem,
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which contal
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narmal ns a proviszon scarcely

sufficient, to reler to
of the sentence,

wording of the second parv

compatible with that of article
ceeding normal wastage

accordance with the value of the goods
transport, on the basis of a gquantity determine

custom at the ﬁlace of destination, Tn our vie
so as to avoid complications.,

o5, paragraph l.

case of loss €X
at the place where th
ance with

better to omit the

a“in accord the local

w, it would be

second part of article 19 (5},

Article 22
without being

"The person entitled tO
required to furnish other proof, regard goods

been delivered within thirty days followlng the expiry
within sixty days from the time

dispose of the goods may,
as lost when they have not

of the agreed time-

limit, or, failing an agreed time-limit,
when the carrier took the geods into his charge."

We consider a time-limit éf gixty days to be tHo 1ong
In cases where there 1is

in the case af short-

distance transport between twe neighbouring countries,
same time-limit of thirty

e — A

no agreed time-limit, we are inclined to suggest the

days from the time when the goods are taken into the carrier's charge,

Article 23
Only the receiver is mentioned in this article,
It is true that it would appear

LB

It is-@bvious, however,

that the consignee should also be referred to.

from article 1 (1 (e)) that the "receiver" also cqvers the 'consignee'.

such is really the case, however, it is rather difficult to understand the sense

of article 18 (c), which states that "The receiver shall enjoy the rights confsrred

on the consignee". The word "receiver" seems to have been used in a narrdw

sense in article 18 and in a broad sense in article 23,
feel, to make a careful re-examination of the terminology in this case, (This

question also concerns article 32).
Article 25 ({1 sub-paragraph 3, first sentence
"Nevertheless, the compensation may not exceed ..... francs per kg. of

the total gross weight entered in the consignment note,"

The commercial and industrial circles which we have consulted are in favour
of the introduction of the system specified in article 31, paragraph 1, of the
CIM, We would be inclined to suppart that solution. However, the Swiss

organization for the motor transport industry has come down against that system

It would be advisable, we
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in view of the repercussions it would have owing to the fact that the General

Agreement on Economic Regulations for International Road Transport (Annex £.l 1O

the Set of Rules, 2 (b)) requires the carrier to insure his liability for total

as well as partial loss of and damage to the goods carried, The organization 1in
question even fecls that to limit thet liability to 10 francs per kg. of weight
short, as proposed by the IRU, is going too far; however, it is prepared, 1t
says, to agree to that figure 1T necessary, but makes it clear that it must in no

case be exceeded,
In these circumstances, we refrain for the moment from expressing an opinion,

We shall do so once we are presented with the pfoposals which the IRU and the

International Chamber of Commerce are to send the Executive Secretary of the
Reonomic Commission for Europe in accordance with the decision adopted at the
second joint session of the Working Party on Legal Questions and the Working Party
on the Development and Improvement of Transport of Passengers and Goods by xoad
(see TRANS/WP9/26, paragraph 24) .
Article 26 (1)

#The consignor may declare, in the consignment note, a value for the

goods exceeding the limit laid down in article 25, and may also fiX the

amount of a special interest in delivery in the event of loss or damage

or of delay, against payment, at the réquest of the carrier, of surcharges

to be agreed,"

This provision does not indicate the currency in which the amount of interest
in delivery may be expressed. Should the choice of currency be free, we feel
that a problem of conversion would arise which'would have to be solved by adopting
a provision similar to that of article 25 (4),

Article 26 (2)

"The declaration of a special interest in delivery in the event of
delay presupposes that a time-limit has been agreed,"

For practical reasons, 1.e. to make it easier for the layman to apply the
Convention, we recommend that it be repeated here that the time-limit and the
special interest in delivery must both be mentioned in the consignment note,
Article 28

""Where, under the law deemed applicable by the court in which

proceedings are taken, the prejudice caused in the execution of a contract
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To make actions resu r
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provisions of the Convention 1S likely, we feel,

' ~contractual claim
. o) in fact. can an extra-co
g ik , which itself contains no
sttled in accordance

article 28 be

provisions
applicable be governed by the Conventlon,

dealing with claims of that kind? The latter should be S

with the law declared applicable, We therefore suggest that

deleted,

Article 29 (1) (o

i d "The carrier shall not be entitled to avail himself of the provisions
of the present Convention which exclude or limit his liability, or which

shift the onus of proof, if the prejudice suffered is due to his wilful

misconduct or to such default on his part as, under the law applied by
the court in which proceedings are taken, is deemed equivalent to wilful

misconduct',

In the interests of simplicity, we suggest that the liability here referred
to should be dealt with in the same manner and in the same terms as the corres-
ponding railway liability (CIM, article 37),

Article 29 {22

"Similarly, the carrier shall not be entitled to avail himself of

the said provisions, if the prejudice was caused as aforesaid by any

representative or agent of the carrier in the performance of his duties,

Nevertheless, in the case of representatives, the compensation payable

by the carrier shall not exceed the limits laid down in the
Convention, unless the carrier was,

present

or should have been, aware of the
value of the goods",

We suggest that this provision be replaced by a t

eXt similar to that of
arvicle 40, paragraph 1, of the CIM,

There is no reéason, in our view, to make

s liability and that of his staff or provide

for differential treatment according to whether representatives or agents are

concerned,
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Interest on compensation
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It is pointed out that no reference 1s made in the
tion of a provision modelled on artil

Convention to interes«L2
compaﬁsation, We suggest the adop cle 38 of
the CIM,

Article 30

"In all cases in which the carrier
nt of his liability is not specifie

sd applicable by the court in

T the
d theroe-—-

is liable under the terms O

present Convention, but the exte
in, it shall beo dectermined by the law deem
which proccedings are takon'. |

It would be ddﬁis&ble to replace
the type figuring in article 53 of the GuM: GhIS clause would be included in
Chapter VIII, which might be headed ﬂE1§gg;;gg3ggg_E;gglglgggﬂngwgiggggﬁ " and
would consist of article 42, relating to ”Ng;ilE1mgimgggpgigglgggmgggggggy;ggLjgga
Convention', and a now articls 42 bis (former article 30 amplified), relating to
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the "Application of national law .

Chapter VI: Claims and actions
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We suggest the inclusion ol a pr
an action must produce the consignment note |

ovision whereby anyone submitting a claim Or

sce CIM, article 43,

bringing
and article 42, paragraph 3, last sub-paragraph) .

paragraph 3,

Article 33 L)
maAny legal procecdings based on

the transport contract may be brought

before a'compatent court of the State within the territory of which

(a) the defendant is normally resident, or has his principel place of

business, or the branch or agency through which the transport contract

was concluded, oI
(b) the place of departure or’thb*pléce of destination o the transport

operction is situated',

" We recommend that this provision be re-cxcmined, We fail to understand the

reason for sub-paragraph (b) and question the need for s
for the possibility of taking proceedings before the court of the State in which
Gencrally speaking, the place of deparvure

Why provide expressly

the place of departure 1is situated?
and the carrier's normal place of residence are one and the same. As regards

the place of dustination, is it really desired to give the carrier the option of
suing his debtor therc in order to obtain payment of tThe transport charge? Or
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Article 34 ((2), second paragraph)
"The onus of proof of the receipt of the claim, @r of the reply

shall rest on the party relying

and of the return of the documents,

thereon."

The comma after the word ”_g_ej_ggp_jo_j:_g}_" (raceipt) in the French toext should be

deleted,

Article 37
"Except in the case ol a counter-claim oT

an objection in law raised

i ¥ »
n an action concerning a claim based on the same transport contract,

t of liability for loss, damage OT delay may

legal proceocdings 1n respec
only be brought against the first carrier, the last carrier and the

c ; . .
arrier who was performing that portion of the transport operation during

which the act causing the loss, damage or delay occurred,"

It woul ) 3
d be better to say: "..... legal proceedings in respect of liability

for amage
loss, damage or delay may only be brought against the first carrier, the last
’ L {

sole 1 ] ) |
ntention is to enable a choice between the threc carriers; were that not
)

" o
he case, difficulties would arise from the point of view of the court (article

33 (1)),

Article 40 (1)
I o 3 2 -t |
No carrier against whon a claim is made under articles 38 and 39

shall be entitled to dispute the validity of the payment made by the

¢
arrier.making the claim if the amount of the compensation was determined

b;y §
z i An
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opportunity of eantering an appearance',

It would be desirable for the intermediate carrier to take part in the
production of evidence during the initial action; his presence may also assist
in bringing about a settlement,. We suggest, therefore, using the wording of
article 50, paragraph 1, of the CIM,

Article 40 (2)

"A carrier wishing to take proceedings to enforce his right of
recovery shall meke all other carriers concerned, with whom he has nov
reached a settlement, defendants in the same action'.

Article 50, paragraph 2, of the CIM 1s more specific, since it g09
state: "if this is not done, the right of recovery of the pleintiff against any

carrier not so made defendant shall be extinguished",

Article 40 (3)

"In the case of claims between carricrs the
lJaid down in article 34, paragraph 1, shall Dbe sxtended by six months',

s on tO

period of limitation

Disputes'between the partics to the transport contract (article

of fact, take a long time to settle. We recommend, thorefore, that this provision,

which has no counterpart in the CIM, be delsted.
necessary, a longer period of extension should be provided for.

Should its retention be dcemed

Article 41
ncarriers shall be at liberty to agree to provisions other than those

laid down in articles 38, 39 and 4Q".
It does not seem possible, during the stage envisaged in article 40, to leave

the parties free to agree between themselves to provisions derogat. -~ from that

article.
It is out of the question, for example, for a carrier who wishes to bring a

claim to use a derogatory clause in the contract so as not to make all other
carriers concerned with whom he has not reached a settlement defendants in the

shme‘éction.(article'40 (2)). Article 40 relates to cases where legal proceed-

ingslhave been initiated; the rules governing the conduct of such proceedings

must be independent of the will of the parties concernaed, and cannot be waived by
their mutual agreement, We suggest therefore that the reference to article 40
should be deleted from article 41.
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he carrier Or

Article 4ec gsecqgg_paragraphl

"In particular, a benefit of insurance in favour of ¢

clause conferring competence O

shall be null and void, it being
board shall be

n courts of

other similar clause, and any
understood

law in non-Contracting States

that a clause conferring competence on all arbitration
apply the present

admissible if it requires the board in question to

Convention'', |
What is the scope of this provision in the light of Article 33 (1) and (3)7?

Logically, it must be granted that the claimant, by virtue of the arbitration

clause accepted by him when concluding the transport contract, has gsurrendered

the rights conferred on him by article 33 (1). It is doubtful whether article

33 (3) is applicable to arbitral awards. The arbitration board will not really
be able tQ apply the Convention, as far as these two points are concerned. we
thercefore urge that the possibility be studied of establishing clearly the

relation bctween articles 33 and 42,

Article 48 (ll

"Ninety days after the last deposit by date of ratifications or

accessions by /threc/ Statea,‘pha present Convent ion shall enter into
force in respect of each of the States which have ratified or accoded te

it at the time of such depoéit".

Wwe suggest the following wording: ".... or accessions by five States ...."

Article 51
"IT, as a result of denunciations, the number of Contracting States

is reduced to less than.[thra§7; the Convention shall cease to be in ferce
as from the date on which the last of such denunciaticns takes effect',

Substitute the word "five" for the word "three',

Article 53

"Any dispute between Contracting States. relating to the interpretation

or application of the present Convention which has not been settled by

other means may, at the request of one of tho Contracting States concerned
’

be referred for decision to the International Court of Justice'
This provision should be brought into line with that of article 60 of the

CIM by wording it as follows:
"
+eeo My, at the request of the parties, bs referred for decision

to the International Court of Justice",




TRANS/WP9/28
page 15

Annex 2, Provisi SR
T —=8 relating to unpacked furniture carried during removals
Article 2

”Notwithstanding

the provisions of article 25, paragraph 1, the

removal contractor's l1ability shall be limited, failing an itemised and
numbered lnventory, to

»seee francs per object up to a maximum total of

ve++. Irancs per cubic metre of the furniture covered by the contract,

HPre .
Trane" being understood to mean the gold franc referred to in the sald

paragraph',
e reserve the right to propose the deletion of this provision, depending on
the wording finally chosen for article 25 of the Convention. We will here merely
point out that article 31 of the CIM applies to removals in the same way as 1o
other transport operations.
Article 4
"Contrary to the provisions of paragraphs 1l and 2 of article 32,
reservations may always be made within five days (excluding Sundays and
public holidays) from the date of delivery, the day on which delivery is
completed not being counted in the five days".
This qualifying clause could be dispensed with by setting at five days (or
possibly at seven days, as in article 45, paragraph 2 (4@ (i) of the CIM) the
time-limit laid down in article 32 of the Convention,
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Under Article 15 of the preliminary draft convention annexed to the report
of the Small Committee (TRANS/WP9/22), the carrier may, in certain circumstances,
sell the goods entrusted to him, In addition, Article 24 provides that the carrier
may unload, destrny or render innocuous goods of a dangerous nature if he was
unaware of their nature at the time when the transport contract was concluded,

The rights which it is proposed to give to carriers, however, can be granted
only provided the relevant Customs formalities, and incidentally other formalities

mainly connected with police and health regulations, are observed,

It would therefore appear that a provisidn to that effect should be added to
the preliminary draft,

Moreover, Article 19 relieves the carrier of his liability for damage or loss

arising out of particular circumstances enumerated in the article,

To avoid any difficulty of interpretation, it would seem advisable to specify
in this Article that the carriert!s liability towards the Customs administrations

shall be unchanged and that any obligations he may have contracted towards them
shall stand,

e —
,.A limited distribution is given to documents of the Inland.Transport"Eh

ommitt
' and of its subsidiary bodies, They are distributed only to governments, tDee

specialized agencies and to governmental and non
1 =governmental organizat
participating in the work of the Committee and of its subsidiarygbodiesiozid.
?

should not be given to newspapers or periodicels, The Tnland Transport

Committee, at its ninth sessitn in July 19 |
tion of this regulation. y 1952, recommended the strict applica-

'
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