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P 1. In thls ease, all of artisle 13 ¥ inapplicsble $o the party
eoncerned. Whiech 1is simply another way of saying that the
interests of those who dislike even optional petitiems are i
fully protected. | |

In these circumstancea, Mr Ghnﬁrlll. the Canadian
delegation finds 1t difficult to appreciate why artisle 1)
should net in principle remain as an integral part of the
eonventien. In our view it would be unnecessary and unwise
to banish this relatively harmleas consept to a separate
protocol. Unnecessary besause artisle 13 does not Biad
anyone who does not want to be Weund. Unwise deeause it weuld
be a slap in the face to the idea eof a petitions system.

By keeping article 13 promineatly in the text before us we
net only orient ocurselves in the right direction dut we
remind curselves that the petitioning technique, in one

form or snother, is the third essential implementing

measure, complementary to conciliation and reperting. And
our delegation, as I have said, weuld hope that a number of
signatories would find it possible te file declarations under
artiecle 13, so that, slowly but surely, the ecommittee will be
able to build up a baek-log of expsrience and gemerate an

atmosphere of sconfidence. By keeping the idea before us we
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Pinally, Mr. Chairmen, we have twe speeifiec pein

to raise The first is of a substantive neture} the sesond
is of a formal nature The first point ecomserns the consept

of the national committee and it really asks why we need a
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