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Convention and Sta.tu_te—on the International Régime
of Maritime Ports and Protocol of Signature.

Geneva, December 9, 1928,

[Ratifications deposited on behalf of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, August 29, 1924, and on behalf of New Zealand (includ-
ing Western Samoa) and India, April 1, 1925.

Toe British Empire (with New Zealand and India), ‘Germany,
Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Denmark, Spain, Esthonia,
Greece, Hungary, Italy, Japan, Lithuania, Norway, the Nether-
lands, Salvador, Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats and Slovenes, Siam,
Sweden, Switzerland, Czechoslovalia and Uruguay,

Desirous of ensuring in the fullest measure possible the freedom
of communications mentioned in article 28 (e) of the Covenant by
guaranteeing in the -maritime ports situated under their sovereignty
or authority and for purposes of international trade equality of treat-
ment bhetween the ships of all the contracting States, their cargoes
and passengers ; :

Considering that the best method of achieving their present pur-
pose is by means of a general convention to which the greatest
possible number of States can later accede;

And whereas the conference which met at Genoa on the 10th
April, 1922, requested, in a resolution which was transmitted to the
competent organisations of the League of Nations with the approval
of the Council and the Assembly of the League, that the international
conventions relating to the régime of communications provided for
in the Treaties of Pence should be concluded and put into operation
as soon as possible, and whereas, article 379 of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles and the corresponding articles of the other treaties provide
for the preparation of a general convention on the international
régime of ports;

Having accepted the invitation of the League of Nations to take
part in a eonference which met at Geneva on the 15th November,
1925 ; :

Desirous of bringing into force the provisions of the statute
relating to the international régime of ports adopted thereat, and of
concluding a general convention for this purpose, the High Con-
tracting Parties have appointed as their plenipotentiaries :-—

The President of the German Reich :
M. Gottfried Aschmann, Censul-General at Geneva ;

vr
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His Majesty the King of the Belgians :

M. Navier Neujean, Minister of Railways, Mercantile Marine,
Posts, Telegraphs and Telephones of Belgium, delegate
at the Second General Conference on Communications
and Transit;

The President of the Republic of the United States of Brazil :

Commandant-Major B. Leitdo de Carvalho, Staff Officer,
Professor at the Staff College of Rio de Janeiro, delegate
at the Second General Conference on Communicationsg and
Transit; and

M. Tiliseu da Fonseca Montarroyos, member of the Advisory
and Technical Committee for Communications and
Transit, delegate at the Second General Conference on
Communications and Transit ;

His Mujesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the Seas, Emperor
of India :

Sir HMubert Llewellyn Smith, G.C.B., Chief Economic
Adviser of the British Government, delegate at the Second
General Conference on Communications and Transit;

For the Dominion of New Zealand :

The Flon, Sir James Allen, K.C.B., High Commissioner for
New Zealand in the United Kingdom ;

For India:

The Right Hon. Lord Hardinge of Penhurst, K.G., G.C.B,,
G.C.8.1., G.CM.G., G.C1LE., G.G.V.0.. 1.8.0., Privy
Counciller, former Viceroy, former Ambassador;

ITis Majesty the King of the Bulgarians :

AL, D. Mikoff, Chargé 4’ Affaires at Berne;

The President of the Republic of Chile :

M. Francisco Rivas Viewfia, Envoy Extraordinary and
Minister Plenipotentiary to the Swiss Federal Council, to
the President of the Czechoslovak Republic, to the Presi-
dent of the Austrian Federal Republic and to 11is Serene
Highness the Governor of Hungary, delegate at the
Second General Conference on Communications and
Transit ; : :

His Majesty the King of Denmark :

M. P. A. Holck-Colding, Director of Section at the Ministry
of Public Works, member of the Advisary and Teclinieal
Committee for Communications and Transit, delegate at
the Second General Conference on Conumunications and
Transit;

His Majesty the King of Spain :

M. Guillermo Brockmann y Abarzuza, Inspector-General of
Roads, Canals and Ports, member of the Advisory and
Techbnical Committee for Communications and Transit.
delegate at the Second General Conference on Communi-
cations and Transit;
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The President of the Esthonian Republic :

M. Charles Robert Pusta, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister
Plenipotentiary-te the President of the French Republic,
member of the Advisory and Technical Committee for
Communications and Transit, delegate at the Second
General Conference on Communications and Transit;

is Majesty the King of the Hellenes :
M. A. Politis, Technical Representative of the Hellenic
Government in Paris, delegate at the Second General
Conference on Communications and Transit; and

M. Demetre (. Phocas, Captain in the Hellenic Navy, dele-
gate at the Second General Conference on Communica-
tions and Transit;

His Serene Highness the Governor of Hungary :
M. Emile de Walter, Ministerial Counsellor at the Royal
Hungarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs, delegate at the
. Second General Conference on Communications and
Transit ;

His Majesty the King of Italy : | ,

M. Paolo Bignani, former Under-Secretary of State, former
member of the Chamber of Deputies, delegate at the
Second (General Conference on Commnnications and
Transit;

Tlis Majesty the Emperor of Japan :

Mr, 8. Okuyvama, Counsellor of Fmbassy, Assistant Head of
the Japanese League of Nations Office in Paris, delegate
at the Second General Conference on Communications
and Transit;

The President of the Republic of Lithuania :
M. C. Dobkevicius, Counsellor at the Lithuanian Legation in
Paris, delegate at the Second General Conference on Com-
munications and Transit;

Fiis Majesty the King of Norway : -
M. Gabriel Smith, delegate at the Second General Conference
on Commumications and Transtt;

Her Majesty the Queen of the Netherlands :

Jonkheer W. J. M. van Eysinga, Professor at the University
of Leyden, member of the Advisory and Technical Com-
mittes for Communications and Transit, delegate at the
Seconid General Conference on Communications and
Transit ;

" The President of the Republic of Salvador :

M. T. G. Guerrero, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni-
potentiary to the President of the French Republie and to
His Majesty the King of Ttaly, delegate at the Second
General Conference on Communications and Transit:
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His Majesty the King of the Serbs, Croats and Slovenes :
M. B. Voukovitch, Director of the State Railways, delegate at

the Second General Conference on Communications and
Transit;

His Majesty the King of Siam:

M. Phya Sanpakitch Preecha, Envoy Extraordinary and
Minister Plenipotentiary to His Majesty the King of Spain
and to His Majesty the King of Italy, delegate at the
Second General Conference on Communications and
Transit;

His Majesty the King of Sweden :
Baron Alstrémer, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni-
potentiary to the Swiss Federal Couneil ;

The Swisg Federal Council :

*  Dr. Robert Herold, Director of the Railway Division of the
Federal Department of Posts and Railways, member of
the Advisory and Technical Committee for Communica-
tions and Transit, delegate at the Second General Con-
ference on Communications and Transit;

The President of the Czechoslovak Republic
M. J. Dvordéek, Minister Plenipotentiary and Head of the
Economic Department of the Ministry for Foreign Affairs ;

The President of the Republie of Urnguay :

M. Benjamin Fernindez y Medina, Envoy Extraordinary and
Minister Plenipotentiary to His Majesty the King of
Spain, chairman of the Advisory and Technical Com-
mittee for Communications and Transit;

Who, after communicating their full powers, found in good and
due form, have agreed as follows : —

ARTICLE 1.

The contracting States declare that they accept the Statute on the
International Régime of Maritime Ports, annexed hereto, adopted
by the Second General Conference on Communications and Transit
which met at Geneva on the 15th November, 1928,

This statute shall be deemed to constitute an integral part of the
present convention.

Consequently, they hereby declare that they accept the obliga-
tions and undertakings of the said statute in conformity with the
terms and in accordance with the conditions set out therein.

ARTICLE 2.

The present convention does not in any way affeet the rights
and obligations arising out of the provisions of the Treaty of Peace
signed at Versailles on the 28th June, 1919, or out of the provisions
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of the other corresponding treaties, in so far as they concern the
Powers which have signed, or which benefit by, such treaties.

ARTICLE 3.

The present convention, of which the French and FEnglish texts
are both authentic, shall bear this day’s date, and shall be open
for signature until the 31st October, 1924, by any State represented
at the Conference of Geneva, by any member of the League of
Nations, and by any States to which the Council of the League of
Nations shall have Lommummted a copv of the convention for this

purpose.
ARTICLE 4.

The present convention iz subject to ratification. The
instruments of ratification shall be deposited with the Secretary-
General of the League of Nations, who shall notify their receipt
to every State signatory of or acceding to the convention.

ArrICLE 5.

On and after the 1si November, 1924, the present convention
may be acceded to by any State represented at the conference
referred to in article 1, by any member -of the League of Nations,
or by any State to which the Council of the League of Nations shall

Jhave communicated a copy of the econvention for this purpose.

Accession shall be effected by an instrument communicated to
the Secretary-General of the League of Nations to be deposited in
the archives of the secretariat, The Secretary-General shall at
once nofify such deposit to every State signatory of or acceding
to the convention.

ARTICLE 6.

The present convention will not come into force until it has
been ratified in the name of five States, The date of its coming into
force shall be the ninetieth day after the receipt by the Secretary-
General of the League of Nutions of the fifth ratification. There-
after, the present convention will take effect in the case of each
party ninety days after the receipt of its ratification or of the
notification of its accession.

In compliance with the provisions of article 18 of the Covenant
of the Ledgue of Nations, the Secretaryv-General will register the
present convention upon the day of its coming into force.

ARTICLE 7.

A special record shall be kept by the Secretarv-General of the
League of Nations showing, with due regard to the provisions of
article 9, which of the parties have signed, ratified, acceded to or
denounced the present convention. This record shall be open to
the members of the League at all times; it shall be published as
often as possible, in accordance with the directions of the Council.
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ARTICLE 8.

Subject to the provisions of article 2 above, the present
convention may be denounced by any party thereto after the
expiration of five years from the date when it came info force in
respect of that party. Denunciation shall be effected by notification
in writing addressed to the Secretary-General of the League of
Nations. Copies of such notification shall be transmitted forthwith
by him to all the other parties, informing them of the date on which
it was received.

. A denunciation shall take effect one vear after the date on which
the notification thereof was received by the Secretary-General, and
shall operate only in respect of the notifying State.

_ ARTICLE 9.

Any State signing or acceding to the present convention may
declare at the moment either of its signature, ratification or
accession, that its acceptance of the present convention does not
include any or all of its colonies, overseas possessions, protectorates,
or overseas territories, under its sovereignty or authority, and may
subsequently accede, in conformity with the provisions of article 5,
on behalf of any such colony, overseas possession, protectorate or
territory excluded by such declaration.

Denunciation may also be made separately in respect of any such
colony, overseas possesgion, protectorate or territory, and the
provisions of article 8 shall apply to any such denunciation.

ARTI&LE 10.

The revision of the present convention may be demanded at any
time by one-third of the contracting States.

In faith whereof the above-named plenipotentiaries have signed
the present convention.

Done at Geneva the 9th day of December, 1923, in a single
copy which shall remain deposited in the archives of the secretariat
of the T.eague of Nations.

Germany : GOTTFRIED ASCHMANN.
+/Belgium XAVIER NEUJEAN,
¢/ Brazil ; E. LEITAQ DE CARVALHO.
E. MOXTARROYOS.
British Fmpire : H. LLEWELLYN SMITH,
New Zealand : J. ALLEN.
v India : HARDINGE OF PENSHURST.
\Bulgaria : D. MIKOFF.
““Chile : ' FRANCISCO RIVAS VICUNA.

¢/ Denmark : . A. HOLCK-COLDING.
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Spain : GMO. BROCKMANN.

Subject to the right relating to emigration mentioned in a.rtlcle 12
(twelve) of this Statute. {Translation.)

Esthonia : C. R. PUSTA.
\_Gréece: A. POLITIS.
D. G. PHOCAS.
Subject to the right relating fu emigration mentloned in article 12
(twelve) of this Statute. (Translation.}
Hungary : WALTER.
[tAly - PAOLO BIGNAML

Subject to the right relating to emigration mentloned in article 12
(twelve) of thls Statute. (Tran:.latmn)

Japan : 3. OKUYAMA.
L YVithuania : DOBKEVICIUS,

Subject te the right relating to emigration mentioned in article 12
(twelve) of this Statute. (Translation.)

¢/ Norway : GABRIEL SMITH.
v Netherlands : V. EYSINGA.

With the exception of the overseas territories, N‘etherlands Indjes,
\/ Surinam and Curagac. (Translation.)
Salv

ador : ] J. GUSTAVO GUEBREBO
. Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats and Slovenes :
. VOUKOVITCH.

Subject to the right relating to emigration mentioned in article 12
/ . (twelve) of this Statute. (Translation.)
Sigm

PHYA SANPAKITCH PREECHA.

Sweden : ALSTROMER.
Pwitzerland : HEROLD.
& fCzechoslovakia : 5. DVORACEK.

Subject to the right relating to emigratior mentioned”in article 12
(twelve) of this Statute (Trans]atmn)

\_/Urugunay : . FERNANDEZ Y MEDINA.
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Statute.

ArTICLE 1.

All ports which are normally frequented by sea-going vessels and
used for foreign trade shall be deemed to be maritime ports within
the meaning of the present statute.

ARTICLE 2.

Subject to the principle of reciprocity and to the reservation set
out in the first paragraph of article 8, every contracting State under-
takes to grant the vessels of every other contracting State equality
of treatment with its own vessels, or those of any other State
whatsoever, in the maritilne ports situated under its sovereignty or
authority, as regards freedom of access to the port, the use of the
port, and the full enjoyment of the benefits as regards navigation
and commercial operations which it afiords to vessels, their cargoes
and passengets.

The equality of treatment thus established shall cover facilities
of all kinds, such as allocation of berths, loading and unloading
facilities, as well as dues and charges of all kinds levied in the
name or for the account of the Government, public authorities,
concessionaries or nndertakings of any kind.

ArricLE 3.

The provisions of the preceding article in no way restrict the
liberty of the competent port authorities to take such measures as
they way deem expedient for the proper vonduct of the business
of the port provided that these measures comply with the principle
of equality of treatment as defined in the said article.

ARTICLE 4.

All dues and charges levied for the use of maritime ports shall
be duly published before coming into force.

The same shall apply to the by-laws and regulations of the port.

In each maritime port the port authority shall keep open for
inspection, by all persons concerned, a table of the dues and charges
in force, as well as a copy of the by-laws and regulations.

ARTIOLE 5.

In assessing and applying customs and other analogous duties,
local octroi or consumption duties, or incidental charges, levied on
the importation or exportation of goods through the maritime ports
situated under the sovereignty or authority of the contracting States,
the flag of the vessel must not be taken into account and, aecordingly,
no distinction may be made to the detriment of the flag of any con-
tracting State whatsoever as between that flag and the flag of the
State under whose sovereignty or authority the port is situated, or
the flag of any other State whatsoever,
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ARTICLE 6.

In order that the principle of equal treatment in maritime ports
laid down in article 2 may.not be rendered ineffective in practice
by the adoption of other msthods of discrimination against the
vessels of a contracting State using such ports, each contracting
State undertakes to apply the provisions of articles 4, 20, 21 and 232
of the statute annexed to the Convention on the International
Régime of Railways, signed at Geneva, on the 9th December, 1928,
sc far as they are applicable to traffic to or from a maritime port,
whether or not such contracting State is a party to the said Conven-
tion on the International Régime of Railways. The aforesaid articles
are to be interpreted in conformity with the provisions of the protocol
of signature of the said convention. (See Annex.)

ARTICLE 7.

Unless there are special reasons justifying an exception, such
as those based upon special geographical, economic or technical con-
ditions, the customs duties levied in any maritime port situated under
the sovereignty or authority of a contracting State may not exceed
the duties levied on the other customs frontiers of the said State on
goods of the same kind, source or destination.

i, for special reasons as set out above, a contracting State grants
spectal cusioms facilities on other routes for the importation or
exportation of goods, it shall not use these facilities as a means of

discriminating unfairly against importation or exportation through’

the maritime ports situated under its sovereignty or authority.

ArTicLE 8,

Hach of the contracting States reserves the power, after giving
notice through diplomatic channels, of suspending the benefit of
equality of treatment from any vessel of a State which does not
effectively apply, in any maritime port situated under ifts sovereignty
or aunthority, the provisions of this statute to the vessels of the said
contracting State, their cargoes and passengers.

In the event of action being taken as provided in the preceding
paragraph. the State which has taken action and the BState
against which action is taken, shall both alike have the right of
applying to the Permanent Court of International Justice by an
applhication addresged to the Registrar; and the Court shall settle the
matter in accordance with the roles of snmmary procedure.

Every contracting State shall, however, have the right at the
time of signing or ratifving this convention, of declarnm that it
renounces the right of takmg action as provided in the ﬁlst para-
graph of this article against any other State which may make a
sinilar declaration.

ArTicLE 9.

This statute does not in any way apply to the maritime coasting
trade.

-7

- &

P34



[ i

1 7
ArTicLE 10.
Iach contracting State reserves the right to make such arrange-

nments for towage in its maritime ports as Tt thinks fit, provided that
the provisions of articles 2 and 4 are not thereby infringed.

ArTIicLE 11.

tach contracting State reserves the right to organise and
administer pilotage services as it thinks fit. Where pilotage is com-
pulsmv the dues and facilities offered shall be subject to the pro-
visions of articles 2 and 4, but each contracting State may exempt

* from the obligation of compulsory pilotage such of its nationals as

possess the necessary technical qualifications.

AnrTICcLE 12.

Ilach contracting State shall have the power, at the time of
signing or ratifving this conv ention, of declaring that it reserves the
right of limiting the transport of emigrants, in sccordance with the
provisionsg of its own legislation, to vessels which have been granted
special anthorisation as fulfilling the reguirements of the said legisla-
tion. In exercising this right, however, the contracting State shall
be guided, as far ag possible, by the principles of this statute.

The vessels so authorised to transport emigrants shall enjoy all
the benefits of this statute in all maritime ports,

ArricLE 13.

This statute applies to all vessels, whether publicly or privately
owned or controlled.

It does not, however, apply in any way to warships or vessels
performing police or administrative functions, or, in general,
exercising any kind of public authority, or any other vessels which
for the time being are exclusively employved for the purposes of the
naval, military or air forces of a State.

ARTICLE 14.

This statute does.not in any way apply to fishing vessels or to
their catches.

ARTICLE 15,

Where in virtue of a treaty, convention or agreement a con-
tracting State has granted special rights to another State within a
defined area in any of its maritime ports for the purpose of facilita-
ting the transit of goods or passengers to or from the territory of the
said State, no other contracting State can invoke the stipulations of
this statute in support of any claim for similar speeial rights.

Every contracting State ‘which enjoys the aforesaid special rights
in a maritime port of another State, whether contracting or not
shall conform to the provisions of this statute in its treatment of
the vessels trading with it, and their eargoes and passengers.

Every contracting State which grants the aforesaid special rights
to a non-contracting State is bound to impose, as one of the con-
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ditions of the grant, an obligation on the State which is to enjoy the
aforesaid rights to conform to the provisions of this statute in its
treatment of the vessels trading with it, and their cargoes and
passengers. :
ARTICLE 16.

Measures of a general or particular character which a contracting
State 1s obliged to fake in case of an emergency affecting the safety
of the State or the vital interests of the country may, in exceptional
cases, and for as short a period as possible, involve a deviation
from the provisions of articles 2 to 7 inclusive; it being understood
that the principles of the present statuite must be observed to the -
utmost possible extent.

ARTICLE 17,

No contracting State shall be bound by this statute to permit the
transit of passengers whose admission to its territories is forbidden,
or of goods of a kind of which the importation is prohibited, either
on grounds of public health or security, or as a precaution against
diseases of animals or plants. As regarde traffic other than traffic
in transit, no contracting State shall be bound by this statute to
permit the transport of passengers whose admission to its territories
is forbidden, or of goods of which the import or export is prohibited,
by its national laws.

Each contracting State shall be entitled to take the necessary
precautionary measures in respect of the transport of dangerous
goods or goods of a similar character, as well as general police
measures, including the control of emigrants entering or leaving its
territory, it being understood that such measures must not result
in any diserimination contrary to the principles of the present
statute.

Nothing in this statute shall affect the measures which one of the
contlactmr} States is or may feel called upon to take in pursunance
of general international conventions to which it is a party, or which
may be concluded hereafter, particularly conventions concluded
under the auspices of the League of Nations, relating to the traffie
in women and children, the transit, export or import of particular
kinds of arficles such ag opium or other dangerous drugs, arms, or
the produce of fisheries, or in pursnance of general conventions
intended to prevent any infringement of industrial, literary or
artistic property, or relating to false marks, false indications of
origin or other methods of unfair competition.

ArTICLE 18.

This statute does hot prescribe the rights and duties of
belligerents and neutrals in time of war. The statute shall, however,
continue in force in time of war so far as such rights and dutles
permit. .

ArTioLE 19.

The contracting States undertake to introduce into.those con-
ventions in foree on the 9th December, 1923, which ‘contravene the
provisions of this statute, so soon as circumstances permit; and in
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any case on the expiry of such conventions, the modifications
required to bring them into harmony with such provisions, so far as
the geographical, economic or technical cireumstances of the
countries or areas concerned allow.

The same shall apply to concessions granted before the 9th
December, 19238, for the tobal or partial exploitation of maritime
ports.

ARTICLE 20,

This statute does not entail in any way the withdrawal of facili-
ties which are greater than those provided for in the statute and
which have been granted in respect of the use of maritime ports
under conditions consistent with its principles. This statute also
entails no prohibition of such grant of greater facilities in the future.

ArticLE 21,
Without prejudice to the provisions of the second paragraph of
article 8, disputes which may arise between contracting States as to

the interpretation or the application of the present statute shall be
settled in the following manner :—

Should it prove impossible to settle such dispute either directly
between the parties or by any other method of amicable settlement,
the parties to the dispute may, before resorting to any procedure of
arbitration or to a judicial seftlement, submit the dispute for an
advisory opinion to the body established by the League of Nations
as the advisory and technical organisation of members of the League
for mafters of communications and transit. In urgent cases a
preliminary opinion may Dbe given recommending temporary
measures, including measures to restore the facilities for inter-
national traffic which existed before the act or occurrence which gave
rise to the dispute.

Should it prove impossible to settle the dispute by any of the
methods of procedure enumerated in the preceding paragraph, the
contracting States shall submit their dispute to arbitration, unless
they have decided, or shall decide, under an agreement between
them, to bring it before the Permanent Court of International
Justice.

ARTICLE 22,

If the case is submitted to the Permanent Court of International
Justice, it shall be heard and determined under the conditions laid
down in article 27 of the statute of the court.

Tf arbitration is resorted to. and unless the parties decide other-
wise. each party shall appoint an arbitrator. and a third member
of the arbitral tribunal shall be elected by the arbitrators, or. in
case the latfer are unable to agree, shall be selected by the Council
of the League of Nations from the list of assessors for communica-
tions and transit cases mentioned in article 27 of the Statute of the
Permanent Court of International Justice; in such latter case. the
third arbitrator shall be selected in accordance with the provisions
of the penultimate paragraph of article 4 and the first paragraph of
article 5 of the Covenant of the League.
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The arbifral tribunal shall judge the case on the basis of the
terms of reference mutunally agreed npon between the parties. If
the parties have failed to reach an agreement, the arbitral tribunal,
acting unanimously, shall itsell draw up terms of reference after
considering the claims formulated by the parties; if unanimity
cannot be obtained, the Council of the League of Nations shall decide
the terms of reference under the conditions laid down in the
preceding paragraph. If the procedure is not determined by the
terms of reference, it shall be settled by the arbifral tribunal,

During the course of the arbitration the parties, in the absence
of any contrary provision in the terms of reference, are bound to
submit to the Permanent Court of International Justice any
gnestion of international law or guestion as fo the legal meaning of
this statute the solution of which the arbitral tribunal, at the request
of one of the parties, pronounees to be a neecessary preliminary to
the settlement of the dispute.

ArTicLE 28.

It iz understood that this statute must not be interpreted as
regulating in any way rights and obligations inter se of territories
forming part of or placed under the proteetion of the same sovereign
State, whether or not these territories are individually COntraﬁtmg
States

ARTICLE 24.

Nothing in the preceding articles is to be construed as affecting
in any way the rights or duties of a contracting State as member
of the Teague of Nations. ’ '

ANNEX.

Text of the articles of the Statute on the International Régime of
Railways and of the provlslons relating thereto contained in the Protocol of

Signature.

Article 4.

Recognising the necessity of granting sufficient elasticity in the operation
of railways to allow the complex needs of traffic to be meb, it iz the
intention of the contracting States to maintain unimpaired fuil 'freedom of
operation while ensuring that such freedom is exercised without detriment to
international traffic,

They undertake to give reasonable facilities to international traffic and
to refrain from all diserimination of an unfair nature directed against the
other contracting States, their nationals or their vessels.

The bencfit of the provisions of the present article is not confined to
traffic governed by a single contract; it extends also to the traffic dealt
with in articles 21 and 22 of the present statute subject fo .the condxtmna
specified in the said articles.

Article 20, )
The contracting States, recognising fhe neecessiby in general of leaving

tariffs sufficient flexibility to permit of their being adapted as closely as

possible to the complex peeds of trade and commereial eompetition, retain
full freedom to frame their tariffs in accordance with the principles aceepted
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by their own legislation, provided that this freedom is exercised without
detriment to international traffic.

They undertake to apply to international traffie tariffs which are reasonable
both as regards their amounts and the conditions of their application, and
undertake io refrain from all discrimination of an unfair nature directed
agsinst the other contracting States, their nationals or their vessels.

These provisions shall not prevent the establishment of combined rail
and sea tariffs which comply with the principles laid down in the previous
paragraphs,

Article 21,

The benefit of the provisions of article 20 shall not be confined to
transport based on single contracts. It shall extend ecqually to transport
made up of suceessive stages by rail, by sea or by any other mode of
transport traversing the territory of more than one contracting State
and regulated by separate contracts, subject to the fulfilment of the following
conditions :

Fach of the sucecessive contracts must specify the initial source and final
destination of the consignment; during the whole duration of carriage the
goods must remain under the supervision of the carriers and must be
forwarded by each carrier to his successor direct and without delay other
than that necessary for the completion of the transport operations and the
customs, octroi, police or other adminisirative formalities,

Article 22.

The provisions of article 20 shall be equally applicable to internal as
well as to international traffic by rail as regards goods which remain
temporarily at the port without regard to the flag under which they have
been imported or will be exported.

Protocol of Signature.

It is understood that any <differential treatmnent of flags based solely on
the consideration of the flag should be considered as discrimination of an
unfair nature in the sense of articles 4 and 20 of the Statute on the Inter-
naticnal Régime of Railways.

Protocol of Signature of the Convention on the
International Régime of Maritime Ports,

At the moment of signing the convention of to-day’s date,
relating to the international régime of maritime ports, the under-
signed, duly authorised, have agreed as follows :—

1. It is understood that the provisions of the present statute
shall apply to ports of refuge specially constructed for that
purpose. -

2, It is understood that the British Government’s reservation
as to the provisions of section 24 of the Pilotage Act of
1918 is accepted.

8. It is understood that the obligations laid down in French law
in regard to ship-brokers shall not be regarded as contrary
to the principle and spirit of the Statute on the Inter-
national Régime of Maritime Ports.

4. Tt is understood that the condition of reciprocity laid down in
article 2 of the Statute on the International Régime of
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Maritime Ports shall not exclude from the benefit of the
said statute contracting States which have no maritime
_ports and’ do not énjov in any zone of a maritime port
of another State the r1ghts mentloned in article 15 of the
gaid statonte.

5. Tu the event of the flag or nationdhtv of a contracting State
being identical with the flag or natmnahty of a State or
terut(ny which is outside the convention, no claim can
be advanced on behalf of the latter State or territory to
the benefits assured by this statute to the flags or nationals
of contracting States.

The present protocol will have the same force, effect and duration

as the statute of to-day’s date, of whieh it is to be considered as an_

integral part.

In faith whereof the above-mentioned plenipotentiaries have
gigned the present protocol. .

Done at Geneva, the 9th day of December, 1923, in a single
copy, which will remain deposited in the archives of the secretariat
of the League of Nations; certified copies will be transmitted to all
the States represented at the conference,

[Here follow the same signatures as those appearing at the
end of the convention.]




