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Article 15

nquring and for a reasonable period before
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for the reason advanced in reepect

Paragraph 1
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and after the time ...
ot paragraph 1 of Article 13.
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Article 18
onably possible" is vague. It is

as reas
the hotelkeeper immediately on

The expression "as soon

at ghould inform
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Article 19

recommended that the third party acting on behalf
. I e ™
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Paragraph 11
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Article 20
word npresent’ appearing before "convention"
ntion

We recommend that the
stated in our comments on Article 11

be deleted for the same reasons as
The reason for the present wording of paragraph (a) obviously is t
protect persons who intend becoming bona fide guests but who have not Vetu )
completed the prescribed legal rormalities. There seems to De ne “eceécif
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destruction or loss of property brought to the p;;—
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Article 22
South Africa SUppOf'tS the pI‘:’.l ¢l I € incorpor ated in this articl
. : icle.

Article 23
please refer to South Africa's original comments
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