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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE THIRTEENIH MEETING

Held on Monday, 19 August 1965, ot 10 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. AMERASINGHE Ceylon
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OPENING STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHATRMAN, opening the third sessicn of the Ad_Hoc Committee, welcomed
the representatives, the Under-Secretary-General and his colleagues from the

United MNations, and the representatives of the specialized agencies, the IABA

and the other international and inter-governmental organizations agsociated with
the Comnittee’s work.

He hoped that at its current segsion the Ad Hoe Commitiee would be able to
bring to a satisfactory conclusion the ftask entrusted te it by the Ceneral Assewmbly.

On behalf of the Ad Hoc Committee, he wished to thank the Brazilian
Government sincerely for its hospitality. TIts invitation to the Ad Hoc Committee
chowed the great importance attached by the Govermment of Brazil and the countries
of Latin America to United Nations activities and to the questions which were to
be discussed. The special problems facing a large number of coastal States of
Latin America were well known.

The historical development of the Latin American continent had led to the
Tormation of a community of psoples Ffirmly committed to the cause of justice and
humanity:; they provided an example which should serve ag an inspiration to those
who were still subjected to foreign domination and oppressionf

He invited the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Brazil to take the floor.

ADDRESS BY THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFATIRS OF BRAZIL

Mr. MAGATHAES PINTO (Minister for Foreign Affairs of Brazil) Was

grétified that the Ad Hoc Committee was meeting at Rio de Janeiro, a clty with an
oceanic calling situated in a country itself born of the maritime expansion of the
European nations. l

The setting up of the Ad Hoc Committee was an indication of the creative way
in which medern diplomacy was responding to the challenge presented by the new
frontiers of human activity opened up by scientific and technological progress.
Jn view of the power of modern military technelogy, however, the task of the present
zereration congisted not merely in making the world but also in preventing its
uninaking. Farliamentary diplomacy was an effective tool in the pursuit of that
zoal, but it must deal with the new problems due to the rapid development of

science and technology, and the final objective wust be that of preventing that

fen.
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(Mr, Magalhiies Pinto)

progresgs from serving to widen the gap between nations. Science and technclogy, on
the contrary, should promote the faster development of all nations, which would
help to place international relations on & durable bagis.

To a greater extent than outer space research, the exploration and
exploitation of the resources of the deep sea and the ocean bed involved economic
interests of an ilmmediate and easily identifiable natwe. Ag a result of modern
technology, resources which had lain unused in the sea~bed were already within the
reach of mankind and their economic potentialities were already foreseeable, and
there was reascn Lo suppose that they would help enormously in man's long
struggle against scarcity.

Unfortunately, in view of the unequal distributicn of sclentific and
technological capsbility among countries, the exploitation of the oceans might
remain the monopoly of a few countries that were in the forefront of scientific
progress. The developing countries would therefore have to exert the ubtmost
effort if they wished to share in The blessings bestowed by scilentific knowledge.

The international community, represented in the United Nations, must therefore
geelk to ensure an efflcient and Juet utilization of the resources of the sea. In
the view of the Brazilian Government, the main task of the Ad Hoc Committee shouls
be to formulate the guidelines of a legal régime capable of harmonizing all
rightful interests and of regulating, for the advanbage of all, the activities of
States and their nationals in the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed.

Many countries emphasized the freedom of expleration and expleifation of the
resources of the sea-bed by all without discrimination; others wished to guarantee
that those activities would be carried out for the benefit of all mankind and, in
particular, for the benefit of the developing countries. In the view of the
Brazilian Government, there was no radical incompatibility between those two
acpirations, which were both legitimate. However, there should be no freedom of
exnloration and exploitation without internstional responsipility. Freedom of
exploration and exploitation must be accompanied by adequate supervision of the
xercise of that freedom, so as to safeguard the fundamental interests of all
countries. The adoption of an unqualified concept of freedom of expleration and
exploitation would affect unfavourably the interests of the technologically less

developed countries, BFBvery form of discrimination wag intolerable, and the most
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(Mr., Magaibies Pinto)

dangerous form of digcrimination would be one That berefited exclusively the
economically and Technologically advanced nations.
The fundamental principlie of interrnational resporngibility would be better

Gm

fulfiiled by the establishment of an organ charged with the supervizion of the
activities of States and thelr nationalz in the deep zea and the channelling to
the develeoping naticns of an equitable share of the benefits produced by those
activities, it being understood that such international sgupervision should not
interfere with naetional prograimmes of research and explovalbion of the areas under
the jurisdictlon of the countries concernsd.

But the establishment of an eguitable legal régime would be frustrated iT the
area to which it applied was not determined beforeband. It wag certeinly Jdifficult
to adopt precicge and uniform criteria for the delimitation of national sovereignty
under the waters, but such a delinitation wag esggential in order to permit Lhe

gtablishment of a system of eagy verificabtion and control. Consgeguently, the
geomorphic concept of the continental shelf could hardly provide the only basis for
a definition of the area where naticnal soverelgnity was exercised. Therefore,
account should be taken not only of the principles inciuded in the Geneva Convention
A"
on the Continental Shelf but ziso of the national regulations in force and of the
rightful interests of economic development and naticornal zecurity of the coastal

States.

It was also indispensable Lo prevent the deep sea from being used for military
purposes. wsuch & use would fatally interfere with the application of the crucial
principles of Lreedom and regponsibllity of exploration and exploitation and would
he a new incentive to the avme réce apnd an additional factor of internaticnal
tension. The Brazilian Govermment hoped that the intermational community would
take care to make the exploitation of the gas-bed a contribution to peace and

wis extremely gratified t© Conmittes wag meebing in Brazil;

it could depend on hiz country s lon and unreserved support. The

1

Cormmittee would find in Brazil a cliwmate favourable o ite work, siace The country

wag committed to the gress angd was not resigned to The continued

upegual distrlbution nong naticns . Brazil wasg aware of the prosupeacts

offerad to mankind by the great scilentific and technological revoiutior

=
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(Mr. Magalhfes Pinto)

co-operating joyally with all international organizations and agenciles striving
to turn that revolubtion to the service of peaceful development and progress.

He hoped that the Ad Hoc Committee would successfully complete its task, thus
lowing the worid to take one more step towards international harmony,

ol
LR

understanding among all peoples and free access to the benefits of science.

MESSACGE FROM THE SLCRETARY-GENERAL

Mr. KUTAKOV (Under-Secretary-General for Political and Securiby Council
Affairs) thanked the Government of Brazil, on behalf of the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, for inviting the AZ Hoc Committee to heold ite third session
at Rio de Janeiro.

He read oot a message from the Secretary-General referring to the statement he
had made opening the first session of the Ad Hoe Committee (A/AC.lBB/SRnl) and
noting that the members of the Committee had shown, during its first two sessions,
that they were fully aware of the importance, the complexity and the urgency of the
task entrusted to them and of the indispensability of interrnational co-operation.
The Seciebary-General was heartened to sce that, in spitg of inevitable differences
of opinion, a large measure of agreement existed in the Kd Hoc Committee on the
murnoses which should gulde the United Fations in that comparatively new area of
its endeavours. It was also encouraging that the member States had already made
a number of suggestions looking towards measures to intensify international
co-operation in the exploitation of the deep ocean floor and to reserve the area
for peaceful purposes and for use in the interests of mankind. At its third session,
the Ad Hoc Committee would be comnsidering, in particular, the military, political
and scilentiflc aspects of the guestion; with regérd to the latter, it would enjoy
the co~operation of the Intergovernmental Oceanogravhiec Commission of UNESCO. I%
would also study the question of the reservation of the sea-bed and the ocean floor
underiying the high seas for peaceful purposes, a matter which had aroused
widespread concern, and 1t would consider practical means of promoting international
co-operation in the exploration, conservation and use of the ares and 1ts resources.
It was especially important that measures for co-operation should be developed

but with all possible speed. Lastly,

o
3

progressively on the basis of wide agreement

the Cecretary-General pointed out that 1t would be on the basis of the report

/...
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(Mr. Kutakov)

adopted by the Ad Hoc Committee thal the General Assembly would take decisicns

on the subject, and extended his best wishes for the Committee's success.

The CHAIRMAN’thanked the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Bragzil,

My. MaglihfAes Pinto, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Brazil, withdrew.

The meeting was suspended at 10.20 a.m., and resumed at 11.15 a.m.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN,A/ introducing the provisional programme of work
(A/AC,lBS/L.E/Rev.l) drawn up by the Bureau of the Ad Hoc Committee, pointed out
that the Committee would have to make a considerable effort to discharge
satlsfactorily the task entrusted to it under General Assembly resolution
23h0 (XXIT). However, the programme of work remained flexible; for example, the
Committee was not bound to devote to each item the number of meetings specified.

On the other hand, care should be taken to remain within the time~limits allocated,
and in particular to complete the work by the evening of 30 August at the latest.

He therefore urged delegates to arrive early enough for the Qeetings to begin
"

punctually at 10 a.m. and 3 p.m.
It had originally been intended that the afternocn of 19 August should be

devoted to consideration of the scientific aspects of the item before the Ad Hoce
Committese. However, the Chairman of the Intergovermmental Oceancegraphic Commission,
who was to have presented the report of that Commission on the item, had been
unable to arrive in time to do so. The first meeting on the scientific aspects had
therefore been postponed until the afternoon of 21 August.

Among the mosi Important tasks before the Ad Hoc Committee was that outlined
in operative paragraph 2 (c) of General Agsembly resclution 2340 (XXII), but the
Committee could not begin to discuss practical means to promote international
co-operation in the exploration and use of the sea-bed until the studies specified
in sub-paragraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) were completed. It would obviously be best for
the Committee %o submit to the General Assembly proposals which had been

unanimous 1y adopted. Nevertheless, the Committee was not reguired to reach

.l/ The full text of the Chairman's statement has been circulated as document

Afac,135/30,
[,
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agrecment on the practical measures to promote internatlonal co-operation, and

the views expressed with regard to any suggestions, proposals or recommendations
vhich might be made would merely be included in the report to the General Aszsembly.
The draft resclutions and declarations, together with their legél, economic and
technical aspects, would be discussed not by the Working Groups but by the
Committee itself.

Undue discussion of political problems which might also arise during the
conglderation of suggestions for practical measures to promote international
co-cperation should alsoc be avoided,

The Ad Hoc Committee might also wish to attempt to decide whether issues
relevant to the peaceful uses of the sea-bed should be dealt with through a
declaration of the principles or through an international convention or treaty.

It might also study the extent to which the present state of international law was
conducive to the realization of the objectives of the agenda item. It might wish
to discuss a question arising out of a propesal which had already been made with

a view to avolding further extension of naticnal claims to sovereignty over the
area under consideration and further expansion of activities in that area which
might prejudice the attainment of the objectives contemplat%d or be detrimental to
the irterests of mankind as a whole. It was important that there should be an
exchange ol ideas and opinions on the subjects which would be included in the
Committee'’s report; however, the fipal decisicn on the matter would rest not witlkh
the Ad Hoc Committee but with the General Assembly. The discussions in the two
Working Groups would be facilitated if each group had a precise agenda before
begirning its discussions. Such an agenda already existed for the Ecenomic and
Technical Working Group. Tt would be useful if the delegations concerned submitted
to him, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee, items which might be discussed by the
Legal Working Group. He would then decide, in consultation with the Chairman of
that Oroup, whether those itemsg should come hefors the Legal Working Group or the
Committee itself.

In addition, it would be a good thing if delegations would conduct informal
c¢iscussions.

He expressed the hope that the third session of the Ad Hoc Committee would be

the last and that the Committes would be able to submit to the General Assembly

jf oo
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a report which would help that body to chart a course of action which would prove
to be a pattern of international co-operation in the interests of all mankind, in

accordance with the spirit of the United Nations Charter.

Mr . DENORME (Belgium) thanked the Chairman for his statement and proposed
that it should be circulated as an cofficial document, in order to provide a firm
basis for consultation among delegations.

It was g0 decided.

Mr. ARORA (India) said that the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Brazil
had clearly stressed, in his statement, the importance which his country attached
to the Committee’s work and particularly to certaln items on the agenda of the
present session., The Beecretary-General, too, in his message, had drawn attentiocn
ta the principal problems to be solved, and the Committee would certainly make
every effort to achieve success.

The Chairman, in his opening statement, had clearly defined the guestions to
be considered by the Committee, and he had stressed the most Important aspects
of the work programme (AfAC.135/L.2/Rev.1). In accordance.with that programme,
the Bconomic and Techinical Working Group would devote three meetings to the
consideration of an item which there had not yet been any opportunity to discuss,
namely, "Prospects for international co-operation in the development and
exploitation of the resources of the ocean Floor', a guestion in which his
delegation was greatly interested. In its report on the second session, the
Econcmic and Technical Working Group had set out some uscful conclusgions, and it
was to be hoped that they would form the basis for. fubture work.

His delegation endorsed the substance of the working peper which the Chailrman
cf the Fconomic and Technical Working Greoup had circulated concerning the
organization of that Group's work. It also attached grest imporitance Lo the
recommendation made by the Secretary-General in paragraph £77 of document E/ULS7
concerning the role which the United Nations should play in establishing .
inmternational co-opesration.

The Legal Working Group, which algo had submitted an interesting report to
the Ad Hoc Committee, would have three meetings to consider questions still pending.

That Group had already formulsted several preliminary conclusions which had
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recelved wide support; it had indicated, in particular, that the sea-bed and the
ceean floor beyond the limits of present natlonal jurisciction were the common
heritage of mankind, and that no State should be able to appropriate any part
whatgoever of these areas for its own use.

It had been generally recognized that there was a need for a new legal régime
applicable to the sea-bed and the ocean floor, that the subsoil of the sea-bed
and the ocean floor should be exploited in the interests of mankind as 2 whole,
and that the utilization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for military purposes
should be prohibitad. It was therefore to be hoped that during its fortheoming
meebings the Legal Group would take as the basis of its work the conelusions
already agreed upon and would not spend more time on guesgtions which had already
been formulated.

At the Committee's previous sessilon, India had submitted a draft declaration
of principles (A/AculES/El). Although the document itself had not been given
detailed consideration, the basic principles it contained had been approved by a

large number of delegaticns, as was indicated in the reports of the two Working
u

o]

TOUDS . .

In his delegation's view, all the draft declarations.should be considered by
means to promote international co-operation in the exploration, conservation and
use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the subsoil thereof, and of their
resources”. That was an important question, for it was essential that the
Committee should submit precise recomnendations to the General Asseubly concerning
the basic principles which should govern the exploration and utilization of the
gea-bed and ocean floor. If those principles could be put into their final form
and adopted at the present session, they could indeed be termed the "Declaration
of Rio", and the Committee could congratulate itself on its achievements.

Cne other important gquestion, te which the Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Brazil had drawn the Committee's attention, was the urgent need to formulate the
guidelines of & legal régime applicable to the sea-bed and the ocean floor which
would be recognized by the international community. It had already been agreed
that The use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for military purposes should be

pronibited, and it was to be hoped that those views would be duly recorded in the

fens
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{(Mr. Arora, India)

The Belgian delegation had taken a very interesting initiative also in
submitting to the Committee a working paper in which it recommended that the
present Ad Hoc Committee should become a standard committee with appropriate terms
of reference. After the Committee had considered that gquestion thoroughly, it
should be possible to submit to the General Assembly a recommendaticn along those
lines, with the Committee's backing. Lastly, the proposal of the United States
Tor the establishment of an International Decade of Ocean Exploration was very

important; in due course, he would give his delegation'’s views on that matter.
3 3

Mr. FOPPER (United States of America) expressed the hope that the
Committee would be able to consider all the items on its agenda in spite of the
limited time at its disposal. The United States delegation wished to give the
Chairman's statement on the work programme detailed study before making any
cocmments, but it felt that, at the present stage of the procesdings, the Working
Croups could hardly do their work properly without referring to some draft

resolutions that had already been presented.

Mr. MAURTUA (Peru), speaking on a point of order, expressed concern
about the change in the name of the Committee and in the'%ording of some of the
agenda items. The word "present” had been dropped from the expression "the limits
of present national jurisdiction® which appeared in General Assewbly resolution

2340 (XXIT). He would like to know why.

The CHAIRMAN explained that the question under consideration undoubtedly
related to the limits of present national Jurisdiction. The wording had been

abridgsd, but the Committee’s mandate remained the same.

Mr., BENITES (Ecuador) thanked the Chairman for his statement on the work
programme , which merited careful consideration. It was for the General Agsembly
to decide whether the gquestion should be made the subject of a declaraﬁion of
principle or of a treaty on the exploitation of the sea-bed and the ocean fiocor.
The Committee counld not do more than issue a general statement embodying the
principles that had met with bread approval. As regards the extension of
sovereignty, the Committee should confine itself to examining the principles
involved, particularly when the maintenance of the statusg quo was in guestion. It

would be premature ©to come to definite conclusions, since there again it was for

/.
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the General Agsembly to take a Tinal decision. In his capacity as Chairman of the
Legal Working Croup, he explained that the Group had covered the points before 1%,
but had been unable to study them in sufficient depth. The report presented by
ite Rapporteur had been discussed in minute detall, however. The Legal Working
Group might thus be regarded as having completed its examination of the first
round of guestions, and the Ad Hoc Committee should inform it of the problems

it should take up next. If a member country wished to place a particular guestion
before the Group, it should do so through the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee
after the members of that Committee had expressed their views. It had rightly
been pointed out that the Legal Working Group, which had devoted much of its time
to certain issues, had been unable to conclude its work programme at the second
segsion, as was pointed ouwt in its report. That was yet another reason for not
reverting to a discussion of the principles that had already been considered.

The representative of the United States had said that the Working Groups
could hardly carry out their task without referring to draft resolutions. He
himself believed that the Working Croups should study the relevant legal or
technical aspects, when necessary, but that the draft regolutions ghould be

considered by the Committee in plenary meeting. v

Mr. DENORME {Belgium), speaking as Chairman of the Econcmic and Technical
Working Group, drew the Committee's attention to two documents: the provisional
agenda (A/AC.135/WG.2/R.5) and a note on %he organization of work
(A/AC.135/WG.2/R.6), which had been prepared in compliance with paragraph 62 of
the interim report (A/AC.155/L.1) and in eollaboration with the Chairman of the

Agd Hoc Committee.

My, GAUCT (Malta) said that the international community must be on the
alert to prevent the initiaticon of activities that might radically change the

present situation as regards the use of the sea-bed and the oceal floor and

gubscil thereof.

Mr. BEAULIEU (Canada) remarked that some doubt was felt as to whether it
would be expedient for the Legal Working Group to resume its work, and as to
whether or not the Ad Hoc Committee was competent to adopﬁ resolutions or a
statement of legal principles. Might it not indeed be premature to adeopt such

important texts?

[een
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The Chairman's statement on the progremme of work should be circulated as an
official document of the Committee. Because of the importance of the points
raised in that statement, he reserved his delegation's right to zpeak on them at o

later stage, after he had gtudied the document.

My. KOLAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice, saic that it was

necessary to respect the terms of reference laid down in General Assenbly
resolution 2340 (XXII) which, moreover, the programme of work proposed by the
Chairman followed clogely. The General Assembly had been very careful in defining
the task of the Ad Hoc Committee, and the Committee should bear in mind the fact

that its worlk was of a preliminary nature.

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) pointed out that the Ad Hoc Committee was not
empoweréd tec do more than adopt draft resolutions or draft statements for subsequent

transmission to the General Assembly.

The CHATRMAN stated, in reply to a question put by the representative
of the United States, that he had no wish to 1limit the activities of the Worlking
Groups, but that the Committee had very little time and mustitherefore avoid
duplication of work. A satisfactory congensus of opinion could be reached through
congultation between the delegations concerned.

Replying to the representative of India, the Chairmarn said that it was for
the Working Groups themselves Lo decide whether they would reopen the discussion
of questions that had already been considered. '

The Ad Hoc Committee could not do more than adopt draft resclutions or draft
statements on the means of promoting international co-operation, which would then
have to be submitted to the General Assembly.

He suggested thet the Ad Hoc Commitiee ghould adopt the provisional programme
of work for the third sessicon on the understanding that it could be amended later.

Tt wag so decided.

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.
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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE FOURTEENTH MEETING

Held on Tuesday, 20 August 19686, at 10.20 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. AMERASINGHE Ceylon
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ORGANIZATION OF WORK (A/AC.135/T.2/Rev.1) (concluded)

other delegations the United States delegation was ready to agree to the ILegal
Working Group not resuming its work on condition that the Ad Hoc Committee met
in its place and devoted those meetings to the consideration of the type of problems

covered in the Legal Working Croup's report.

the spirit of co-cperaticn which he had shown. He wished to make a numnber of
comments on the statement by the Chairman (A/A00155/30).

First, when dealing with the provisions cf General Assembly resclution
%40 (XXIT) (page 5, first paragraph), the statement made nc mention of the
provisions of operative paragraph 1, under which the Ad Hoc Committee was "to
study the scope and various aspects of this item", although that was the most
important part of the Committee’'s task.

Furthermore, in the view of the Ecuadorian delegation, the Ad Hoc Committee
wag not empowered either to contemplate the drafting of a declaration of
principles or an international convention (page 7, secondtparagraph), or to study
the question of the limits of national jurisdiction (page 8), or, for the moment in
any event, to take up & position in favour of The avoldance of further extension
of national claims to sovereignty over the area under consideraticn, in other
words, for the maintenance of the gtatus quo. The Beuadorian delegation did not

congider itself bound by the Chairman’s statement as far as those points were
concerned.

Mr. HAQUE {Fakistan) said that his delegation found the Chairman's
statement completely satisfactory.

Mr. MAURTUA (Peru), Mr., RUDA {Argentina), Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) and
Mr, OSEGUEDA {F1 Salvador) fully supported the views expressed by the representative
of Heuador,

Mr, GUERREIRO (Brezil) expressed the view that the question of the

celimitation of the area should be dealt with later when the members of the Ad Hoco

Commitier had cobtained further information on the many problems Involved.

/A
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Mr. GAUCT (Mslta) reminded the meebing that in ite report the Tegal
Working Group had acknowledged the exlstence of an area that did not come under
naticnal jurisdicticon. It should be borne in mind that the position was liable to

change rapidly.

Mp. ARORA {India) agreed that the question of delimiting the continental

ghelf wag complex in the extreme. The important thing at the present stage was to

affirm the sxistence of an area that was not under national jurisdiection.

Th
said that, in operative paragraph £ of its resclution 2340 (XXIT) alsc, the General
Aggembly had requested the Ad Hoc Committee to prepare a study on various aspects
of that guestion for consideration by the Asgembly. He pointed out that the
Ad Hoc Committez had not been asked to prepare a draft agreement or declaratiocn;
it simply had to decide whether an international instrument shouid be prepared and,
if sc, what form it should take. It waz too scon to define the limits of the area
under consideration, but the Committee could indlcate that the matier should be
taken up at a later stage.

On the proposal of the United Stafes delegation, he suggested that the Ad Hoc
Committee should meet on Tthe following worning instead ofzthe Legal Working Group.

It was so decided.

CONSIDFRATION OF THE FOLITICAT, MILITARY AND OTHER ASPECTS OF THE ITEM

Mz. CHIBA (Jépan} sald that his Government attached great importance to
the worlk of the Committee. Its programms of work was wesll planned but onerous, and
no Lime should therefore be lost. The position of the Japanese delegation with

respect to the principles set forth was as‘foilows: the mineral rescurces of the
deep ocean Tloor should be used for the benefit of all mankind, and no State should

ghould not infringe upon

appropriate any part of that area; their utiliz:
either the principle of the freedom of the seas or the interestes of the countries
using the superjacent waters, and any pollution of those waters must therefore be
avoided. His delegaition endorsed the conclusions veached Ly the BEconomic and

Technical Working Group to the effect that 1t was nsceszsary to conbinue expioring

the resources of the deep ocean fioor, on whose magnitude and distribution 1itlle

/
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was yebt known, and to study the economic implications of their exploitation.
Soientific marine research should be undertaken on the basis of international
co-operation.

Furthermore, the ges-bed and the ocean floor should be used exclugively Tor
peaceful purposes, and their regources expleoited for the benefit of mankind. Any
international arrangement that might be made for ensuring their orderly development
should be congidered carefully and without undue haste. The Japanese delegation
trusted that the guestion would be put before an appropriate organ of the Unitad

Vetions either already established or to be set up in the fubture.

@I:wﬁéﬂgi {"alta) said that the reservation of the sea-bed and the ocean
floor exclusively for peaceful purposes was one of the cruclal guestions before
the Committee,

In that connexion four main considerations must be taken intc account: Ffirst,
the military authorities of some Powers were continuing to give close consideratlon
to the po bility of using the ocean floor for militery purpeses; secondly, that
gituation concerned the internaticnal community as a whole; thirdly, that situation
required urgent consideration before it became too grave and %oo complex; fourthly,

having recognized the problem, the Committee should determine an accepiable means
of seeking a solution.

help the Comittee in that task, the Secretariat had prepared an objective
vaper based on available material, which was a Tactual presentation of the main
aspzets of the problem. In particular, it was noted in that paper thet military
factors mobilvated many research projects In the marine environment and that there

12d been a substantial increase in funds and eguipment for such purpeses., It was

noted in that report that 1t wag already possible to deploy military weapons and
other devicez on the continental shelf and the peaks of mountain ridges in the
ocean and bo establish bases there and thet the deeper areas might also be used for

purposes in future. Moreover, detecltion posgibilities, evernr by satellite

the sa
surveillance, were not very effectlive at present.

To the indications in the report, which stated that 1t dealt with possikbilities
vather than realities, It might be added that military techrnology tended to benefit

from the dirbengification of research for scientific and other purposes. That had

RS
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been brought cut in an article published in The New York Times of 1 Auvgust, which
gave some interesting details on the subject. It would bhe possible, for example,
to construct underwater silog and excavate sub-bottom installations for storage
of strategic equipment, and to extract deadly poisons from muds and mollusks on
the sea-bed. To judge by other articles in variocus specialized publications, all
those considerations were within the realm of possibility. It was clearly stated
in the 1967 cceanographic programme of one of the great Powers that naval warfare
might be extended to the sea-bed.

In short, the problem was real and was becoming more acute. In addition to
its normal budget of $500 milliocn for scientific and eccnomic oceanographic
rescarch, one of the major Powers was now allocating $4,0C0 million a year to
cceanogranhic programmes connected with anti-submarine and desp ocean warfare
systemg. The ability to undertake lsrge-scale deep sea activities was shared, to
a greater or lesser extent, by a numbsr of other great Powers.

The United States Assistant Secretary of the Navy had stated in 1967, before
the House of Representatives, that the United States Navy had used the sea botitom
Tor many purposes for many years and that any agreement formally ensuring the
peaceful use of the sesa bottom might interfere with some national security
enterprises. The United States was not the only country in that position.

Neverthelesgs, & number of experts considered that an arms race on the ocean
floor, while increasing the possibilities of conflict, would only bring temporary
advantages Lo one side or the cther and would involve enormous expenditure. The
dangers of redicactive pollution of the marine enviromnment, and the probable
curtailment of freedom of transit on the high seas were additicnal arguments often
put forward. Secrel and encrmously expensive military installations on the ocean
floor would be attractive targets and would conseduerntly require protection, to
the detriment of freedom of navigation.

The great Powers themselves were beginning to recognige the growing dangers
created by such sctivities, but they couid not be expected 1o cease those
activities unless they received the assurance - in the form of an sffective system
of inspection - that such activities would really be prohibited fo svervone
everywhere. His delegaticn hoped to put forward some proposals on that subject,

at the fortheoning sesgion of the General Asggembly. The problem was complex, and

i cee
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the great Powers had submitted various draft resolutions on the matter. It was not

et a question of disarmament but rather of restricting activities which might have

ol

}?
inecalculable consequences. The General Assembly might refer the military aspects

to the Bighteen-Naticn Committee on Disarmament, which could play a useful role in
determining priorities and clarifylng general concepts, and would be able fto provide
expert advice to the committee which, it was to be hoped, would be established

at the next session.

The problem before the Ad Hoe Committee should be considered as a whole, for
the varicus aspects could not be discussgsed separately. For instance, 1t was not
pogsibie to consider the feasibility of utilizing the resources cof the ocean floor
for the benefit of mankind without at the game time giving some thought to the
necessity of preventing strategic competition for its military advantages. Much
remained % be dope in that respect, and it was therefore essential thalt a standing
committee should he established to keep the various aspects of the iftem under
review, taking into account the interrelationship of the factors involved, That
committee might also co-ordinate the activitiez of any specialized bodies to which
the gtudy of certain duestions might be entrusted, bearing constantly in mind the
main objective of using the resources of the ocean floor exciﬁsively for peaceful

purposes and in the common interest of all nations.

Mr. AUDLAND (United Kingdom) said that his delegation hagd listened with
great interest to the speech made by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Brazil atb
the opening meeting and to the Chairman's statement on the work to be done by the
4d Heoe Committee at its present session.

From the deliberations and informal exchanges of views it was already clear
that a large measure of agreement had been reached on the need to formulate a set
of internationally accepted principles for regulating the use of the sea-bed and
the ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction and helping to promote
imternatiohal co~-operation in that area. Another thing thst was clear also was
that certain important political aspects of the relations between the States
Members of the United Nations would inevitably be touched upon during the discussion

of such principles.

[e.-
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The subject before the Ad Hoc Committee was vast, ard it had abtracted 1ittle
attention in the past at either the national or the internmational level. It was
therefore encouraging to note the progress made by the Committee in less than a year.

In defining the principles he had mentioned, the Ad Hoc Committee should take
into ceonsideraticn toth the interests of the dJdiffersnt 3tates concerned and the
regquirements of international co-operation. The egtablishment of a set of
comprehensive principles was a lengthy htask, but its difficulty should not be
allowed to discourage anyone. In any event, a limited agreement was Letter than
would be in a position, at the close of its present session, to recommend to the
General Assembly ftThe adoption of a certain mumber of principles.

The United Kingdom delsgation believed that it would be possgible for the
Committee to agree thsl there was an area cof tThe sea~bed beyond the limits of
natlonal jurisdiction. and that claims tc sovereignty over that area wers not
acceptable. No broadly representative beody of the Govermments of the world had

vet gilven endorsement to that principle. It would be a very real advance if the

_____ ral Assembly that it should do so.

If shonuld also be possibie to agree that all activities in the sea-bed beyond the
limits of national Jurisdiction should be conducted in accordance with international
law and the Charter of the United Netions, and that scientific resesarch and
expleoration should he free to the people of all natlone.

Thirdly, the United Kingdom delegation hoped 1t could be agreed by the Ad Hoe
Committee that the question of arms conbtrol measures on the sea-bed regquired
careful and detailed study, of a kind which the Ad Hoc Committee might not be able
to provide, particularly in view of the complexity of the other questions beyond
the Ad Hoc Committee. The United Kingdom Govermment had already suggested in the
Bighteen-Nation Disarmement Committee that it should begin a study of the subject.

While the Ad Hoc Committee might be able to reach agreement at its third
geselon on some of the other principles it was examining based on proposals
already before the Committee, there would still remain some proposals on which the
Committee could not expect to complete its debate at Rio de Janeiro. Arrargements

should be made to continue at a later stage, with a view o the evolution of

internationally sgreed principles based upon them. The United Kingdeom delegation

/e
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L

would wish to gee the General Aggembly at its forthcoming esession wake suitable

provision in this respect.

Mr, BETTINI (Italy) said that the problem of the military uses of the
sea-bed and the ocean fiocor beyond the limits of present naticnal jurisdiction,
which was dealt with in document A/AC,155/28,'which had kbeen circulated by the
Secretariat ofter the Ad Hoc Committee’s second session, should be brought before
the competent United Nations body, namely, the Committee on Disarmament, which
had just completed its work on the treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons. In addition, as the representative of Malta hacd pointed out, a number
of delegations represented on the Committee on Digarmament had recently
recomnended that urgent measures should be taken to prevent the use of the sea-bed
and the ocean floor for military purposes. All the proposals and recommendations
on the subject submitted to the Ad Hoc Committee or its Working Grouvs should be
submitted to the Committee on Disarmament for study. The draft resclutions already
submitted should also be referred to that Commiitee, togebher with the comments on
military uses, made by different delegations during the current sesgsion.. Regarding
the political asspects, the most important problem was cbvigusly that of what
principles should regulate the underwater activities of States and of their
naticnals. The Italian delegation believed that cnly those principles on which
the Ad Hoc Committee had unanimously agreed should be submitted for adoption by
the General Assembly; that would not prevent the Commitiee rom discussing
principles which might alsc be unanimously adopled at & later date, however,
although 1t might be better if the Ad Hoe Committee did not try to define principles
unless it was able to do so setisfactorily.

The Itelian delegation’s gestiong were made with the sole purpose of

e

L
contributing to the success of the 44 Hog Tommittee's work. he trugted that they

would be received in that spirit.

My . ABDEL.HAMID (United Arab Republic) said that he had listened with

great interest to the statement by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Drazil,
which would be & source of inspiration to the Ad Boc Committee.
=

The military aspects cf the ilew before the Committee could bte studied from

the point of view elther of general and complete dissrmament or of arms control.

/o
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Arelr Republic would prefer the first allernative, which had obtained

pport in the General Assembiy.

Uader ite terms of reference in Genersl Assembly resolution 2340 (XXIT), the

Committee was to deal with the area beyond the limits of present naticual
Jurisdiction. Difficulties would probably srise in defining the area to be
demilitarired, especially where regions bordering upon territorial waters were
concerned.

in order of priority should be established. Denuclearization should head
the 1istl, bogether with the elimiation of weapons of mass destruction and chemical
weapons. Thal was ancther problem which could be referred to the Commitiee on
Digarmament, which night be given special terms of reference to deal with it under

the gsupervision of the General Assembly.

In answer to a gquestion by Mr. KULAZHENKOV {Union of Soviet Sosialist
4. N YN

Republics the CHAIRMAN explained that the discussion of the military aspects
L EI L= gttt 1% ¥ ]
of the item wag not closed; ag the programme of work indicated, another meeting

would he devoled to the subject.

The meeting rose at 11.35 a.m.
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SCIENTIFIC ASPECTS OF THE PEACEFUL USES OF THE SEA-BED AND THE OCEAN FLOOR BEYOND
THE TIMITS OF NATIONAL JURISDICTION (A/AC.135/17)

The CHAIBMAN drew attention to the document prepared by the ICC
secretariat on the scientific aspects of peaceful uses of the ocean floor

(4/AC.135/17). He invited the Chairman of I0C to address the Ad Hoc Committes.

Rear-Admiral LANGERAAR (Chairman, Intergovernmental Oceanographic

Commission) said that I0C considered that the Ad Hoc Committee's main function was
to formulate basic international principlies to govern the peaceful uses of the
ocean Tloor and its resources as a complement te exizting machinery for the
exploration, exploitation, development, conservation and prevention against
pollution or waste, of marine mineral and living resources. The work involved was
extremely complex, and the Commission was prepared to continue to offer realistic,
action-oriented scientific advice and to assist the Ad Hoc Committee and other
United Nations bodles not only in scientific matters but zlso in such
organizational matterg as logisticg, communications and the exchange of data and
information.

The report on the scientific aspects of peaceful uses of the ccean floor
(A/AC.155/17) was by no means exhaustive; it was intended bo present basic
information on the ocean floor and to indicate specific problems reguiring further
co-operative research. It indicated areas in which international co-operation
already existed and suggested data collection methods which might prove useful in
the future. The list of selected bathymetric charts {(pp. 25-26) was particularly
valuable.

As an inter~governmental body, IOC had direct asccess to national agencies
dealing with various aspects of ocean expleoration and wes thus in & position to
encourage national agreesment on present snd future international principles for
governing the peaceful uges of the sea-bed, and to dewvelop the crganizational
structure reguired fur the formulation, implementation and co-ordination of an
expanded programme of oceanographic research.

The Commission believed that the Ad Hoe Committee should support the
Secretary-General's proposal that the base of I0C should be kroadened zo as to
enable it to formulate and co-crdinate that programme (B/4487, pars. £56). The

AG Hoc Committes should elso propose the establishment of machinery to ensure close

/...



~E0- AfAC.135/8R.15

(Rear-Admirs] Langerasr, T0C)

collaborstion between the secretariats of I0C, the United Nations and relevant
subgidiary beodies in formulating those baslc internstional principles which would
ensure freedom of oceanographic ressarch, within the general context of
internationzl agreements to be drawn up in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 23h0 (X¥II).

The Commission further suggested that the Ad Hoc Committee should recognize
I0C ag the advisory body on marine sclence and the organization of merine sclence
for any Tnited Nations organ that might be set up to deal with the legal, political

)

and economlc aspects of the marine environment. ZIastly, I0C urged the Ad Hoce
Committee to appeal to the United Nationg bodies concerned to lend financial

gupport to the Commission’s activities.

The CHAIRMAN thanked the Chairman of the Intergovernmental

Uceansgraphic Commission for his valusble comments and emphasized I0C's vital

role in the area under discussion.
Mr, DANIELI (United Republic of Tanzania), Mr. ARORA (India),

Mr. BASTMAN (Liberia) and Mr, HAQUE (Pakistan) expressed their appreciation for
the work carried out by IOC and indicated that they would tave further comments
te make on docuvment A/A63155/17 and on the IOC proposals after giving them

careful consideration.

The meeting rose at 3.50 p.m.
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ND OTHER ASPECTS OF THE ITEM {

TTARY

CONS TDERATION OF THE POLITICAL, I

ania) noted that there wzs o general

Mr. DANIELI {United Republiic of Ta

congensus 1n the Compititee on the decisicong to be Taken &1 The

concerning the subject under ciscussion.

In spite of their complexity, the Committes had been able to identify and
analyse the different aspects of the problem, and useful proposalz had been put
forward. The regervationsg which had been expressed had bheen nmade either because

of the existing lack of information or because of selfish naftional interests.

The Committ g tasgk was merely to make recommendations - which should be as
exhaustive as po hle - to the General Assembly, and not to make decisions.
S 3

Furthermore, there was obviously a need Tor much more research on the sea-bed and
peeen floor, and then more dislogue. His delegation thought that the Commitiee’g
recoimtendations should include, in particular, the following svggesticns: First,
all wilitary ectiviftiies on the mea-bed and ocean floor should be categorically
banned; in the absence of sufficient informaticn, 1t would be premature to refer
the matter to the Bighteen~Nation Commitiee on Dissrmament. Second, the United
Nstiong should egtablish 2 standing commitiee for co- ordlnstlna purpoges and to
form the mucleus of machinery for mansging the use and dpvclapmant of' the ocean’s
regources. Third, there was an urgent necessity for & legal definition of the
sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the sgubsoll thereof. beyond the limits of present
national jurisdiction. It was agreed that such an area existed, but there was

yvet no precise criterion by which to delimit it or to define the areas over whi
coastal States could exercisge sovereign rights. There could be no weaningful
solution so long as that legal vacuum continued to exist. Lastly, pending the
establishment of an zdequate lepal régime, no State ghould make claims of sovereign

rights over areas beyond the existing boundaries.

i, KULAZHENKOV {Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) noted with

gatigfaction that proposals to prevent the arms race from spreading to the zee-
and the oceapn floor had received wide support in the Commitiee. The problem was
5 vital one, which could be relatively easily solved 1f effective mesagures were

taken without delay, since ag vet detsiled knowledge of the sca-bed and the coean

Tlocr wag not avallable.
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(Mr. ¥ulazhenkov, USSR) '

Committee should point cut the

e

The Hoviet delepntion believed that

probisms whick required immediate decisgiomi, znd the gquestlon of the non-utilization

of the ses-bed and the ocean flocr for military purposes was precisely such an

tmediate question. At the Commithes’s second session, the USSR had submitted a

draft resolution upder the terms of which the General Assembly would call upon all

'trﬁ_to use the seo.- bed and the ocean fleor beyend the limits of the territorial

'J

[l
c*i"

waters of coastal Dta Jes axclusively for peaceful purposes, and . would request +he
Bightedn-Nation Cowmittee on Disarmament, which wss bthe competent organ, to

the itﬁm as an ent mafker. As wes well Jnown, the Fighteen-Nation

Vommw‘teg had been es tnblithﬁ snecxfjcally tQ WQrk.out measures with regard to
ﬂndxr% the arltlvace. The Suvi&t m@lepn%1on hoped that thp Ad Hoc Comml “bee would
uofqvu that dwaft ruaoluiLOH wh10h i»uLu ma}ﬂ ra plu 9ffect1Vc and acoeptdble
Yeuoluflum of the p”obl@ﬂ pos Q1ble. , 7 o
The bsdx:of the Unjted Nadlons3 cf the speciali zed agencles and of btates
was to o;gan 7€ a qysfematlc study of the sma~bed for Whlch cluse international

co- oheratlon ﬂnd ¢ '71natlon gf tht vavzous programmpq carrlﬂd out by those

17&t10n3 and by btate& would be necessudry. As had beeQ’Staued in the Economlc

and Teckalcal Uorklng uroup, 10¢ coulﬁ,broome an 1mpartant csentre for co- operatlon.
It should aiso bc no+ed ihat tne prepard tion of long- telm utucy programues would

make it -eagler *o pl“ue the resnuLces of the Se%ubed and the ocean floor at the
_dngCndl of‘munklnd, apd‘would fac;l;?ate a realigtic approach to.the various
queqt1oLQ rﬂLatlHU to the area“_ . : :; ‘_.:_ o -

__The Lngal Worhlnv Groop nad perfoxmpﬁ congiderable preparatory work in
1on of Gﬂnﬂra_.Ansembly resolutlon 23 QO (XYII) The documents prepared

implementab
by the 1 n1ted Mations Secretariat on the subject of* eYlStlﬂg 1nternat10nal
the sea-bed and the ocean floor

agreements regulating the activities of States on
would grea%ly feéilitate fufthef‘study e diséu551on of “the 1ega1 problems
invoived. The Legai;WCrkinr Group’s repcmﬁ:fuilf reflected'ﬁhejnréiimihéry
exchange OF ¥iews which had taken place in the Gvoup, and ghowed the reed for

arriving by mutu usl ag ecinent at solubioné consiftent with the interests of States

and of the 1Nterp onal rommullty The members of the Comnittee and all the
fhates Members of the United Nations ihold PKELCJhE cauntilon in studying the leﬁal

espects of the‘ﬂuestion which wera WHSEUarably rlied with its other aspects.
N M pt 5 I
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It would be premature to draft legal systems regulating the activities of States

on the sea-bed beyond the limits of netional jurisdiction, since the nature of
those activities was noﬁ yet clearly defined. For the moment, the Committee should
complete the surveys of the activitiss of the United Nabicns, the specialized
agencies and other inbernational orpanizations, of the agreements concerning the
area under study and of the gclentific, technical, economic, legal and other
aspects, as gpecified in operative paragraph £ of General Aggembly resolution

z3ho (RXIT). ' '

The discussions at the Committee'e first two sessions had shown that States
differed in their views on the extent to which current international law made it
possible to solve the problems of the sea-bed and the ccean floor. The members
pf the Commititee had also not yet agreed on how to approach its work relating to
the regulation.of the activities of Stateg in the exploratibn and use of the
sea-bed and the ocean floor. In thaet respect it was important for States Members
of the United Nations to'eXamime the results of the Committee's preliminaiy
studies Eefére any'further steps were taken. The Soviet delegation therefofe
believed that attention should be given to the suggestiong that a SPECLal standlng
commlttee of the GeneralAAssembly'Qhould be established id order to contlnue
studylng the problems of the sea-bed and ocean floor. It should discuss the legai,
technical and ecOnomic=aspects'ef the activities of Stateg in the‘exploration and
use of thé Sea'bed and it should take decisions on the basis of reaching unanimoug
agreement among 1ts membexs, ag in the United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses
of Outer Space, Such d commlttee would be an adviscry body of the General Assemblyj

dang’ hhould theielore not replace the specialized agencleq cor duplicate their

'

activities.

Mp. BENITES (Ecuador) pointed out that several delegations had stressed
the necesgity of finding gsome common ground for agreement on the principles that
should regulete the sea area referred to in resoTLtlom 2340 (XXIL). NMumerous
represeatatives had expressed the view that such principles should be made the
gubject of & broed agreement to ensure that they would be effectively implemented.
He wonderad whether they could really be distinguished from the principles set

forth in General Assembly resolution 23L0 (KKII). The following conclusions could

fee
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e dravn from that resalution: since there was a sea area that vas aob under
national jurisdiction, namely, the floor of the high seas, it obviously had to be
placed under a special international lesal régime. The régime should be based on
two main principles: first, that the military use of the area for any purpose
whatzoever should be prohibited - in other words, that it should be used

exclugively for peaceful purposes - and, secondly, that even though nc State, or

group of States, enterprises cr private persons, was enbitled to lay clain to that
area, that could not mean that its rescurces were not 1o be used for the benefit
of mankind, on the understanding that the develeping countries, including the
land-locked countiries, must 1ikewilse benefit frow the exploitation of such
resources, 1t being Murther wnderstood that such benefit mesnt & shere of the

profits Ctherelrom. Fuarithermore, since there secned o be no likelihood

international community iteell could exploit them, they should be

em that would susure that Lhe inberescs of

accenrdance with an international

1€ - ic and private enterprises rignts were granted wers
the -public and private enfe e 3 3 were gran ar
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and, wors particularly,

compatible with those of the
those of the developing countries. .

that the conslusions that

While he had not submitied ¢

regolution 350 (LI} might be

could thus be pressonably drowa from S

used as the hazis for the a
discussing Tthe political aspects of
been dmplicitly accepbed when tihe roso

With wegard o the
had pointed out that the issu
and that the Imporiant thi
military use of the ocean floow. He

necegsary o ensurse thsht zin area whi

enplacenen

and of defensive weapons

conmsuinications Janming eguir

miclear Weapons might bhe used cowld aob be diseov

stretches of




It wag not perhaps an opportune wonent Lo aglk whether coagtal States werse

entitled to use thelr continental shell Tor militavy purposes, what was wmeant by

i o i R 1 4 o = . (i 5 - NN o L I
the term "ccean floor', or by the nvohibition or simply the limitation of nilitary

o

certain kinds of arus were permissible. For the time being, he

would merely refer Lo the suggestion thst the Secretarist document (A/AC.17%5

re submitted ghould he transmibted to Lhe

snd any draft resolutions that wea

~

Fighteen-Hation Comnittee on Disarmament. Under the terms of iis resolotion
1Lize {XVI)P the General Asgembly hsd rogquested thet Committee to underitake
negotliatlons with 8 view bo resching agreement on geueral and complete disarmament
under effective internationzal control. In obther words, the Commithee on

Disarmament was essentlalily & negotiating body. In his wiew, the Ad Ho

~

¢ Committes
was 2 subordinate orgen of the United Nations with 2 clearly defined and limited
mandate. The mogt it could do would be to recommend to the Gensral Assembly the
adoption of the draft resolutions that wers presented to it, and it was for the
Azgembly Lo adopt or reject them. The Committee on Disarmament might, on its own
initiative, take up the guestion of the military use of the ocean floor, in the
context of general and complete disarmament. However. that need not deter the

Ad Hoc Committee from examining the guestion from lts own standpoinh, and meking
recommendations to the General Assembly. The delegation of Ecuader could not
support any proposal lo split up the item before the Committes, and te entrust the
examination of its resgpective parts to other United Naticns bodiss or organs

In taking such a course, the Ad Hoc Cormittee would be assigning itself a purely

academic role.

‘H?QNIPV {Bulgari&) said that the international climate of confidencs

and understanding without which the dnternaticonal commnnity could not work out and
inles Ior the peaceful and eguitable exploration and exploitation of

-

ocean floor, was unattainable unless detailed censideration

et

and military aspects of the dtem. A construetive and

poiti

itude must therefore he adopted.

time beirg, he would not touch upon any but the millitary aspects ol
The adoption of immediate measures To prohibit the military use of

the ocean fleor would facilitate the exploration of the sea-bed and the ocean {loor



and the exploitatinn of thelr resources and, at the sane Time, help to slow down
the armaments race. The Secretariat document (A/AColﬁB/ES), wiich was hased on
published material only, recognized that the deployment of military wespous in
cerbain areas of the sea-bed and the ocean floor was already perfectly feasible.
At the Conference on the Law of the Sea held in CGeneva in 1958, Bulgaria had
proposed that the use of the-continental shelf for building wiiitary bases should
be prohibited; but that proposal had unfortunately not heen adopted.

At the gecond session of the A4 Hoc Committee, the Soviet Union had submitted
a draft resolution (A/ C.135/20) calling upcn all States to use the sea-bed and
the ocean floor beyond the Iimits of fterritorial wsters exclusively for peaceful
purposes, which had the full support of the Bulgarian delegation. He pointed cut
that it applied to the continental shelf, which, according to paragraph 6 of
document A/AC J55/¢8 was likely to be used for military purposes before the deep
oceahn FTloor. It might be argued thalt the continental shelf came within the
Jurisdiction of States and therefore lay outside the competence of the United
Netioas., It was easy to reject such an argument, for in comnexion with the banning
of nuclear tests, Ffor example, the Genersl Azsembly had Already recommended that
States should accept the application of certain measureglon their national
territory. Furthermore, under the Geneva Convention of 1958, the rights of States
over the continental shelf were not unlimited, covering only the exploration and
exploitation of its resources. To prohibit the use of the continental shelf for
military purposes would obvicusly do much to promote the development of peaceful
activities in the neighbouring aveas, Under operative pavagraph 2 of the Boviet
draft resulution, the General Assembly would reguest the Elghteen-Nation Committee

on Digarmament to consgider, as an urgent matter, the gquestion of probibiting the

¢ for wilivary purposes of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. The Bulgarian
delegation fully supported that proposal, for the Committee on Disarmament was
gpec 1a1]v competent Lo consider the problem within the general context of

d*saiudme vh.  Furthermore, such an arrangement would preciude any possible
a

uplication of effort among international bodies.
He urged that immediate action should ve taken on the Soviet draft |
solubion.
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WA (Ceylon) congratulated the Secretariat on having placed

Hoc Committee & succinet and objective document on the military uses

of the sea-bed and bthe ocean Tlocr beyond the limibs of present national

iohion (A/ACn155/28), and he Tthanked the Maltese representative for having
supplisd the Committee with iiformation on the subject.
In view of the existing possibilities, the Ad Hoc Committee should propose

medaures to prevent the military use of the zea-bed and the ocean fleor, before it

=il with a fait accompli. T would be for the great Powers to apply those

Por that to be pozsible, a re

L political will must be displayed.

Committee's second session, the United States and the Soviet

Uniom had esch submitted a draft resoluticon, the wain provisicn of which was that

Lnie military sspechts of the ditem should be rveferrved to the Eighteen~-Nation

srmament for consideration. In the Legal Working Group, the

Committee on T

tion had urged that the advisability of such a step should first

Ceylonese ¢
be cousidered by the Ad Hoe Jommithee and that the militesry and other aspects of
+

L

e item should not be dissociated from each othsr., It had now become clear that,
ag the Committes un Disarmament had a very heavy work programme, it would be
unable o take up the problem for a long time to come. The Ceylonese delegation
A9
wzs also disturbed by the increasingly frequent use of the expression “the deep
ocean floor"™; he trusted thet it wag being used strictly in a geological sense.
The Scviet draft resclution {A/AC.ljS/EO) appeared o require a prior
definition of the limits of territorisl waters. Furthermore, the expression “"for
peaceful purposes’ was too vague, for it could ke argued that weapons deployed on
the ocean floor were inftended only for defence. The anendments submitted by
Yanzania on that point would be helpful in clarifying the draft resolution.
The important thing at the present stage was to formulate basic principles

For the use of the ocean floor exclusively for peaselul purposes.

Mr, ARORA (India) recalled that during the twenty-second session of

the General Assembly, and later ir the Ad Hoc Committee, the Indian delegation

had repeatedly suggested that ths sea-bed and the occean floor should be used

axwclusively for peaceful purposeg. The representatives of the Soviet Union had

endorsed that princivle and it was hoped that the United States would do likewlse.
P Y P

/o
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(Mr. Krajewski, Poland)

interpretation. Before legal princiy

the scientific, fechnical and ev-nowmic

exploitation of the sea-bed and of presznt

national jurisdiction ghould he

co-operation in the area should be taid as and Foland wss ready
to participate, to the extent that i1ts Tinancial and Technleal g,

in a possible international programme »i sclsntlfic reseavol on bhe sea-bed and

nreopodal Ior promoting

e (B/LLET

the activities

the ocsan floor. In that respech, the Seovetar:

better understanding of the marine enviro

U“t-.‘

degerved full support. The princlpal role in co-ordinatin

contemplated under the expanded programne <f dInternailonsl co-opecation should he

entrusted to the Intergovernmental Desavographic Comuission: one of the components

s 1

of such an expanded programre might well be The internalticunal decsde sugpested by

the United States.

coblem before the Committee, the

of the

danger posed by the possgible use of the dtacy purpeses was plainiy

- RO T P ]

becoming increasingly real, The Maltese representative had degeriped the dangsrs

-

iy at tihe fourtesnth weeting. fo the Folish

5

of such military use very convincingly
delegation's view, every possikle effort should be made to prevent the ses-bed from

and ths ine epvironment mush be reserved for

being used for military

ticn wag fully consistent with the

peaceful purposes. His

R . e [ T -~ P
v rescolution =340 \X&ii), and the Committes Orea

provigions of General Assembl)
again veaftfirm the princi ieh all dts work was based. Silnce

Lo enclnde the

everyone wmust agree that tfiouit, it ves
gea~bed Trom the arms race.
Taat brought up the gues
crucialiy dmportant problem.
Committee, and he referrved 1o
of Working Paper L/LC»A 55/28,

Disarmament , which contained ex




ei T AfAC.135/8R. 16
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o relferate Foot the em

ploration of the ses-bed and the ocean

arngd Uhe exploeitation of The wealtn they contained should be conducted in

s of internationsl. law, the grovisions of the United.

el principles of the law of the sea and the 1958

he- neas whould be respected and the nev uses of

eedom

in unjuatified interference with existing:

whpine reootrees should not ox

freedons, wnich were sanchlc

iclation of the freedow of fishing and to ensure that exploratior .and

by usage. Io particular, it would be necessary to

i of the sea-bed ond: the ocean floor had ne harmful effects on the
0y reszourceds-of the sea.

I_v}“l HiKHlA {Libys) smd he’ ;otil&féoﬁfiﬂe his remarksp o th'e”mi]‘_:i'tary

as_‘r‘ﬁe;:"c.a of the queéstion pefore the Ad Hoc ""cjrr;miﬁﬁee,“ but 'féservéd his delegation'
‘}.ihh‘b s 'Lm:u 8 the pol ftical aspec,ts of the problem at a later stage:

He hac‘ pl‘et’lt)ublj. ‘"t the 'beg:Lnn"Lnﬂ af the twenty«-second session of the
Ge-ne.la‘i Assembly po:l.m:ed ‘out that the paramount obgectlve was to ensuvre the .
?‘C‘SETVclJOH uI the sea~bed and thé Jcean floor, and the sub501l thereof, beyond

r,r.ae: limits of ple sent n«t:onAJ Jurlbdlc+19n exccHig 1vely f‘or peaceful purposes.

Hig 'i-:—]eefaf ion wished to reaffirm that ‘position and canﬂldered that the use of the

KN

DB In:«o‘"‘f'or mLJ:Ltc'ry ‘ends ‘should be p;eve;nted.
His dl _l.eget"mn was convinced that the United Nationg should deal with thakt -

problen, BecHuse the submarine areas ‘must not be militarized if they wére to be '

fonally e¥plored and echiomically exploitéed for the benefit of the international
community apd man}.i d os a whole. Tt was & vreréguisite for any serious o
coeration thet ammg should not ibe deploéyed oh the sea-bed and

'As the Minister for Foreizn Affairs of Brazil had said at the

she Use of the deep séa f";r'JiE military-purposes would fatally

Cappiicatibn of the prineiples of freedom and responsibility,

i the arms race and an additional factor of

Litary uses of the sea-bed and the ocean floor

Lhe Secrebariat at the request of the Ad Hoc Committee,

/ao«
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(M. Kikhis, Libya) -
was both:coneise and. bbjective,‘and“iﬁ:tbntainéd valuable infdrﬁafion on- the:
dellcate questlon of secret. activities undertaken by States under the seaS'qnd

oceans. As 1nd1cated in that doaument there was the 90331b111ty that some aspects

of those acﬁIV1ties mlght EtiY1 be' unknown or not. generally appreu:ated In that

respect the Unlted N&tlénq must bake: the approprlate actlonsas Clalei ¥ as p0551ble,
partlcularly -dn v1€w of the act1v1tles llsted in: the latteér half- of paragraph % of

:nd the deep ocean peaks and rldges oﬁ the other,; That

floor fbr mllltary pulnoses._ A declaratlon of that

nature nculd strengthen the cause of peace and~3rcur1ty, and make for general

and ccmplete dlsarma‘

;. prlnclple would naturally entall the prohlbltlon

of the enplacement-of mllltary lnstallanlonq and nuclear weapnns and the testing

of - waaponq on the qea-—bed and the’ ocean floor.

/%t-p
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(My. Kikhia, Libya)

Some representatives had said that the whole quegtion of the peaceful uses of
the sea-bed and the ocean floor was a faci of the hroader question of disarmament,
and that ites examination should consequently he entrusted to a competent body,
such ag the Eighteen-Nation Commibttee on Disavymament. The delegation of Libya
agreed with the representatives of Tawnzania, Ceylon and India that the question
should be dealt with as a whole without separating its different aspects.
Consequently, if would be premsture to transmit it to the Committee on Disarmament,
particularly in view of the slow tempo of its work and the need for measures to be
taken, without delay. At the present stage, the Ad Hoc Committes should redquest
the General Assembly to approve the priﬁciple of the non-militarization of the
sea~bed and the ocean f{loor.

For the reasons he had adduced, bthe Libyan délegation hoped that the sponsors
of draft resolutions A/AC.135/20 and A/AC.135/2L would not press for their
adoption. The matter under consideration was very delicate and affected the
balance of forces in the world. Wwhat was needed was not a compromise but some

gction to bring the world closer to complete disarmament.

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.
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CONSIDERATION OF THE POLITICAL, MILITARY AND CTHER ASPECTS OF THE ITEM {coneludgg)

Mr. OFSTAD (WNorway) =aid that, since the subject under consideration

pertained to the peaceful uses of the sea-bed and the ocean [floor beyond the limits
of national jurisdiction, he had been somewhat puzzled to hear detailed statements
on military problems. While such statements could not, of course, be considered
out of ovder in view of the wording of the item, he wondered whetler the Committes
was the proper forum for the detailed discussion of military matters. His
delegation wholeheartedly endorsed the proposal to refer the question to the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, which should consider the prohibition
of the emplacement cf weapons of mass destruction on the cocean fleor as a matter
of the greatest urgency.

While it was genrerally agreed that there was an area of the ocean floor which
did not belong to any State ~ indeed the Committee would not exist if that were
not so - the ares must in-all logic be delimited in cne way or another. TIn that
respect, the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Continental Shelf was of little help.
He therefore suggested that, in its report to the General Assembly at its
twenty-third session, the Committee should stress the need for further clarification
or else it might socn find itself laying down rules and regﬁlations governing an
area whose extent was still undefined. He therefore hoped tnat a start could
soon be made on the long and difficult work of formulating 2n international
definition of the continental shelf.

In his view, the following principles should govern Tthe sea-bed and the ocesn
floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction: firstly, that the area was not

open to appropriation or to claimas of govereignty; secondly, that activities on
P Pprog 5 5

the sea-bed and ocean floor must be conducted in accordence with international law,
including the United Nations Charter, and in the interests of maintaining peace and
security and of promoting scientific research and economic development; thirdly,

that the sea-bed and the ocean flocr were the common heritage of wankind to be used

for the benefit and in the interest of man.

of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond Tthe limits of national jurisdiction -

whether technical, military, economic, legal cr other - ftended to converge on a

single focal point, the political asgpect. IT the political problems could be
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(M. Holder, Liberia} .

settled, all the other aspects would fall into place. There were two main elements
to be taken into consideration in discusging political problems: +the 1958 Geneva
Conventlon on the Contlnental Shelf, under whlch each coastal State had
Jur15d1et10n over the exploratlon and recovery of the resources of the sea- bed

and its subsoil out to the edge of the conbinental shelf off 1ts‘$hores,.extend1ng
out and down to the depths where exploitation.was posSible;‘and the recent
technical developments which, as the Maltese representative had explained at the
Committee’s lhth meeting would soon make possible the economile recovery of

minerals ot greater depths. Those two elements alone raised. problenq of the first
magnltude.
the mirute and fleetlng advantages to be galned by the technologlcally advancea
and the developlng countries, but it did not have the tlme o waste.‘ Dangers were
already'beglnnlng to appear. The rapldlty of technologlcal advance in space ,
preflgured the probable development of marine technology 1n the next few decades

Document A/AC 135/58 conflzmed his delegatlon 8 apprehen51ons about the posalble

deadly uses to whlch the seas beyond the contlnental Qhelf could be put unless the'

1nte1nat10nal eommunlty took actlon. The dlstlnctlon drawn 1n paragraph 7 orf that
documenu between the deployment of nuclear and of conventional weapons on the
gea- beo seemed £o. h1m unnecessary._ the deployment of elther type of weapon was
dangerous.. HlS delegatlon favoured the use off the sea- bed and the ocean floor '
and thc sub3011 thereof beyona the l1m¢tq of natlonal Jurlsdlctlon for peaceful
purposeo excluslvely and w1thout any qLalelcatlons Whatqoever. .
‘ Hls delegatlon was gratlfled by'the great although blOW, progress already
made bv the COmmlttee in pat31ng frum the stage of 1nformatlon collectlon to that
of agsgisting the General Aqumbly 1n arr1v1ng at de 151ons for future act1on.
Ex1st1nﬁ developmentb showed that unless aotlon was taken nOOﬂ, the world
would be faced with a power etzaggle on its last and perhaps rlChESt frontler.
In the absence of cleaxr righte and duties and prec1se Jboundarles, natlone'would
be free to selze dlsproportlonate areas of the sea-~ bed for their own use, and
avarice mlght reduce and perhaps even ext1ngulsh .any cowmmon olalm to that area.
Exploration would be accompanied by the rapid depletlon of the area, economic

waste, conflict and chaos, An international régime was preferable to chaos.

[ee

The international communlty could ea311y'waste prec1ous time calculating
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{Mr. Holder, Liberia)

The United Nations should, as a first step, adoph a dsclaration of general
principles safeguarding all existing interests. There wis already broad egreensid
on some principles which the United Kingﬂom representative had epumerated ab the
Committee's 1hith meeting. His delegation fully supported bhat summeration bulb
stressed that it was not exhavstive. An atbempt would have Lo be made in the
proper forum to define precisely the arca of the sea-bed and ocean floor beyond
the limits of mational jurigdiction. The Geéneral Assembly's atiention should also
be drawn to the desirability of avolding any further extension of national claius

and sovereignty; with an indieatioh of the difficulties imnvolved.

Mr EADILLA v JEIASCO (Bl Salvador) said that the draft resolutions
subm;tted to the Ad Hoe Commlttee at its Oeeond session by ihe UESR {A/ij‘lﬁﬁ/zo}
and the Unlted States (A/AC 155/a¥) on the mlJltaIy aspec 5 of +he lFem under

conqlderatlon Were aeeeptable in pr1n01ple to hJS dejegatlon heﬂau%e refeflln

them GO the ngh%een Natlon Commlttee on Dlearmament would enahle the Ad Hoc
Commlftee to take advantage of the spe01al mllltary expertlse of that body,' ﬁt-'
the same tlme, they should not be conutrued in any W&f as & Qurrender or derogdfzon
to the Conmlttee on Dlsarmamen, Of any part of the maedaLe ofbtne %d Hoc CommeLfee
as Lald down in Genelal Assembly resolutlon dBHO (XY) and the §g~§g& ommlttee TUﬂ*
stlll report Lo ‘the CGeneral Assemlly on the subJeﬁt. L

The pr1nc1ples proposed in the Dpeldtlve part of the Jnlted tahes draf*

resolutlon concernlng the deep oaean iloor (A/AC.¢35/55) hovevex congtxuctlvej

ecrupu¢ouuly av01ded any menilon ci em,:r.mterbatlona'E reglme for The saa- bed and

the ocean floor and falled to state that Lhe dlrecFLen of the opeeeﬁjnnq‘ln Question
Wou1o ‘be in the hande of the 1nternatzonal communltw On the contrary, '
paragraphs h-? of that draft 1nd1eatee that operaLlonu fov:the ex;] ration and
exp101+at101 of the sea~bed and ocean floor would be undertakep at the initiative

of States though qubgect to the ru]eq of lnternﬂtlouxl NEM Ihau arrangement
would be advantageous to the technolog]ea?ly advanred DtdtC? and, unllke fhe

int rnatlonal reglme suggested by his d ]epatlon at the “ﬁmmltbee‘“ eeer,d session,

would ke in thelr interest rather than in the interest of the international
communlty:; it would have no real effect on the development of +he developing
countries or give any real meaning to the p11n?1p1e. agreed to by both 1tLbL and

smail States, that the resources of the sez-bed snd the ocean floor beyond the Limits

7 :
j v s
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\Mr P«dltla V Velas sCe,

Tor the henefit of all countries.

should ke de

whiclh stated that sn

Lhe United &

for the deep occesn floor, the sea-bed

interaatlio

7 precise

ithat over which cos i Btates might exercise soverelgn

puirpuvse of explovaticn apd erpleitaticn of natural resources should

and “fal into zccount the Geneva

soor as practlos

1555 on the Continental Shelf”, would have dangerous implicstions

territorial sess and cophirentsl sghelves of the Latin American countries.

g;an in erticle 1 of the

o N ; I TR
tlon of the Term ~econtlnenial

cconowic criterion: in other words, the ocean Floor
a

which exploi*qtﬁﬁﬂ wag no longer economically Feasible and

the contirental shelf comld extbend as far as technology permitted. However,
hecauge of tachnol gical a&VﬂhCV.b which made exploitation beyond'a depth of

200 mﬁtres tgéhpicaily‘tequsje, the continental shelf was ac tually expandlng

and CDuﬁ‘al States micht ‘sdon bv in a pogition to take over the whole of the

cwbed.  The 22dpe of the Gedieva Convention mJS{ there fD{e be limited and take

end geological fachors.

account of geogisph
However paredokical it wmight qpém, fhe tPrIltﬁIlal sea of E1 Salvador, which
est éountrv‘of uhe Ameﬂlﬂa 5 eXL@nded aocording to its cohstitution?

200 miles f1ﬂm 10J~Jaier mark - anerlng an area larger than lES lend tex rltorv -

7a frﬁﬁ fhe vesulbs of the oceanograph:c

and Triendly ‘Stabesd Shoulu rei

regearch which was being conduct that pﬁsitiﬁn wag legally justified

- i R T R IR I L S : e
hecauvse,; sz a developing country, it had greater peed to Kplo1 the resources
of its territorisl sea and of che ccnriqpnfﬂj shelf in order to ensure a higher

its people and in general to press forward with its social

T the ses-bed and the onean flocr the Committes might wish To take

information belng compiled by the Pen-American Institute of

and bhe FPar-Bnerican Commiibtee on Geophysical Sclences,
whisii, in co-operation with rhe Hational Geographlce Institute of ELl Balvador,

P

gimilar crgsnizstione in the other Cenbral American countries and the CGeophysical

Tastitute of the University of Mexico, and with the assistance of UNESCQ, were

/oo
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{Mr. Padilla y Velasco,
;E.L.l.ms_@_l_v_@.sﬂ_gl:)

conducting gecgraphical and cceanographic gindies in the waters of the Facific

Ocean off the shores of the Cenbral American countries, particularly in the region
of the Gulf of Fonseca and the Nicaragusa Depresgsion, which was a pgreat submarine
ift cutting tbrough the Central American Isthmus from north o soutin-east. The

regearch programme included bathymetric studies, studles on the measurement of the

températufeB salinity and density of marine waters, gtudies of currents and their
propegation, ané of the dypamics of sea-air interacticn. Those studies would
comntribute to the édﬁancement of scisnhific knowledge of the continental shelf

and might help the United:Nations to‘arrive at a ﬁrecise definition of the point at

which the gea-bed began and ended, especially ip view of the injustice of naturs
inrgiving some countries a broad continentéi:shelfrand others a narrow one. (
| The USSR draft resolution (4/AC.135/20) was concerned ot so much with the

use of the szes~bed as with the prohibiﬁion of its use‘for military purposes. '

Accofdim# to a mtatement made by the s DR representative at the Committee’
tweifth 1aet1ug3 tﬂP U““R was opposed to the establlshmenf of an international
Juthor;cy to dlf&ct the use of tha respurces of the sea-bed &g combrary to the
freedom of the hlgh sezg. The weaknezs of the draft yeso$gtlon was that 1t did aot
qall for the eqt“blishment of ari inteﬂnational organization and Wﬁﬁ]d concentrate
powWer in thr haqég of States w1th hrbulotablj unlortunete reSults.- In his
UCI ﬂa?lon 5 v1gw, the Commlttee, 1n adoptlng an 1nternatloqq1 pOlWCy for the use

ui lhe sea»bcn for exclu31vely peacerul UHrpOEeS, should agree on an 1noernat10nal

régime .for the use of hucﬁ areas and on the cstdbllsbment of a rompeuent
international O?ganlzdtlon whlch would dlrect and ohDPer > -~ but not administer -
the uses of t e resources of the sea buyono the lJnlt of ndtiona] juricdic+icq
sta ljcheu by EdCh natwon, awarding uher Pppruprlatb. conceggtions for thelr

ation to Jndlv1dua? States. That view in no way affected his country's

concderning the extent of its territerial waters.

Mz . FOPPRE -(United States of America) said that his country shared the

kI :

ire that the gea<bed and the deep ocean floor should not becoms an

avenz for an srmanents race. His delegsticn was therefore anxious to contribute

ittee by putting befeore it 2 course of effective action

cal econfidence, would enable States possessing the

O
I
=
o
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{(Mr. Popper, United States)

‘Ppablllty to emplace weapons on the deep ocean filoor to refraln from zo dulng
in the assurance thdt they would not thereby te placed at a , litary dlhadvanbageu
Such action Would Of course, neceSSGrlly have to be preceded by pdeQEdKJHg
tcchnueal.ﬂtudy, whlch qhouLd be carried out by a quallleed organ and as edrly
as possible. . - A o

The task of the 1nte"ndt10nal communltj in achlev1ng the alm he hdd descrlbed
Jhe formuldtlon of a generally dccepned goal towards Whlch alT

wasg @ dual one:

vountrles 5houlo o erP ﬂlth regdrd to uhe mllltery uses of the qea bed - 'a task

which his delegdilon believed could cpproprlately be perf01med by the Ad Hbc
Commlttee - and the ecnrlub‘np of bind Q agreemenpe on arms cuntrol measures
relatlng to the oeeaﬂ Iluo:, ' SRR - o o : \

A pumber oI hplf;dllﬂnp nad pxopooer thau the 1a+ter teea,‘feoq.
entfusted tj The Ad Hoc Commlttees in U;?Pf not Eo‘iralment the woré 581 gned

by the general Asqembly and that chGr ¢ngly, the mettef of bea bed

'sboulu uOL be rcferlef to the blgHEErn Natlon Di rmameqt Lemm*cfee,

wa convinced that the kind of Exppft analy is a nd n;gotlatlo_ wblch was'needed for

- the eeﬁclﬁéidﬁﬁd?‘sbecifie'agrEementﬁ on arms ‘eontrol iy the  demibed and other

LﬂVlrornents COULd not be undertakeri’ by tite Ad”Foe Go ,mlthee, Edate: Elqermamenﬁ

bhe ﬁeeees ry EXpel

uomm;ttee ¢1d5 hqwever, oS

environmenl Tor TH 3w e
fopera’t Asfembly spécificaliv o

however, that it would be desivdble for
convey itS'wiéheEJOh the subject to the Dissrmduent Commities.
The AQ Hoe Lommltbce' hould, merevver,

to tb~'un1vorsai desire to avoeid an arms

‘Propésals to that effect s¢ far subwifted
in terms of orohib ln@:militafy'activitiea on the geg-ped of

The wnceytainty ¢

the sea-hed fr

onstituted zxion made The

o

gomewhal diff
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(Mr. Popper, United State

for example, wight be excluded. His delégation therefcre supportéd the adoption
of a General Assembly resolution declaring that the sea-bed and deep ocean floor
should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes,‘the test of a "peaceful"” activity
being whether it was consistent with the United Nations Charter and other
cbligations of ﬁnternatioaal law. ‘Since, howpver, ”mpaceful purooéeq“ would no{
preclude a1l mlthafv activities, a detailed arms control agreement would have to
be evolved to prohibit Spﬂciflc mllluary activities Thmae not so prohlblﬁbﬂ would
contlnue to be cnngunfed in accoxdanca with the prlncuple of freedom of the hlvh
seas and for pureLy peacefuT ends. ‘

In Ponolu31on, he said that, should thﬂ Committee be in a qultan to submit
a set of pfjnrlpleq to the Assembly for conklderaflon, those prln 1p]cu should
,1nclude one relating to the rehervatlon of the sea-bed and ocean flocr EACIUUIVelJ
for peaceful purposc If however, the formulatlon of prlnc¢ple5 waq 1mp0qs1blﬁ‘

for the mompnu h:s dp]ena+10ﬁ wes prepared t@ explore other methods of LDDVGYng

the v1ews of the Commlttee to the Assemb]y

‘Migs MARTIN SANE - (Fvance) p01nted out that tﬂe Ad Hoc Commnittee's terms

of refer snee reqqued it, not tO'submlt-recommendatlons or drafi resolutlons put
to prepdre a sfuév 1nclud;ﬂg, inter alia, an 1nd1catlon of pract¢cal means - to
promcte lntprnatlonal co- )peraflnn in matters affsctﬂng the sea-bed and the ocean
floor. The Commlttce had therefore rightly decided to include thp.dreft
deﬂlaratlpn of ¢eﬁal prJnCJPles governing the reservation exclusively for pCdCqul
purposes of the sea-bed, submitted by the delegation of India, in annex}I;I of its
report (A/AcleS/LQl). -Hé? delegation had stated at; the second session that the
use of the sea-bed for peaceful purposes alone was one of the principles which.
should goﬁern any fubure international régime Ffor the marine regions which WEﬁe-the
subject of the Committee's discussions and believed that, even if no fqrmél‘ '
statement of principles waes adopted by the Committee, tlat principle‘should be
gubmitted to the Ceneral Asgembly as one of a number of generally agreed cbjectives
towards the achievement of which future United Nations efforis shoulé be directed.
Indeed, her delegation considered that the Geperal Assembly should be imwited by

the Committee to give formal endorsement to that objechive.
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(Miss Martin Sane. France)

Neverthe]eeh, disarmament was ir her delegation’s visw, a joint undertaking;
and acceptance of the principle of the peaceful uses of the sea-bed and the ocean
floor would depend on the progress made elsewhere in disarmament and on such
detalled studies as the CGeneral Agsembly might recommend, It was, however,
essential thet the Committée, at the current stage of its wofk, should express its

support of the pr1nc¢ple of the non—ml?ltarlzaulon of the sea-bed and ocean floor.

_ Mr . AUDLAND (Unlted Klngdom) eald that the military aspects of the
sea-bed qveQLaop were very co omplex and had wide- ranglng 1mpllcatlons. He
compjlmented the Secretailat for its ex cellent svnthesls of publlqhea mdterlal on

the nlllbaxy uaes of the sea bed (A/AC 155/58) but drew.attentlon to the

Secretarlat’s own waxnlng in thelr paper that the materlal on Whth it was bssed

wasg not complete. . ' ‘ . ‘
His Government had strlven unceaslngly for internatlunaL agreement on arms
contro1 meaeuree whencver they would genulnely contrlbute to 1nte1natlonal peace and'
qecurltj, and 1ts record upoke Tfor 1tselfou Ihe Unlted Klngdom Government'was
amongqt the orLginal Slgnatorleq of the Anﬁarctlc Treaty, whlch contalned 1mportant

arms coutxo1 prov1s¢onwg it had been chQely concerned 1Q the negotlatlons Wh]ch

ied to the Nucledr Tee+ Baﬂ Treaty and 1t had played a full part 1n pxeparlng the e

Outer. Space anq Non»ProLJ eratlon Treatle». H¢s Government would now llke to see

a full examlnatlon OI the poss;bliltv of extendlng arms control to the sea bed..,
The debate hud shown tndt the Commlttee generally subscrlbed to the Uhlted _ ‘
Klnngﬂ 5 maln ob&ectlves, to 11m1t the spread of che arms rage and to move towards

general dnﬂ oomplete dlsarmement but there were 1mpoftant dlfferences of v1ew as

to huw phoce gudls ehould be approached _ .
'The USSR deLegatlou had proposed (A/AL lﬁ5/20) fhat the Generdl Absemle
ghould caJl upon. & li Stat to use The i sea- -bed and the Ocean floor beyond the

limits of terrltollal wa Lers eKCLu51velj Ior UCaceful ruxpoeee. The Commlttee s

terms- of reference dlu not, of course, cover territorial ”atele, anc a number of
other delegations had therefore supportzd the idea that the General-Assembly'e
appedl should refer to the'seawbed-beyend the limits of national jurisdiction.
The basie'difficulty was that the phrase "peaceful purposes’ was not sélf-
explanstory. If it were taken to mean that even military activities of & purely

/

[evn
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L United | Kingd: )m)

defensive pature were to be prohibited, the Implications of any such approach

would obvicusly need G0 be considsred with the utmost care.

The military uses of the ssa-bed could not be considered in isolation, but

wers closely related to the military x

of the superjacent high seas, where there
wag no generzl nrohibition, present oo proposed, of miliﬁary‘activities.. The
interrelationship between the sea-bed aﬂd tne high seas above it was particularly
cinze in:ahy consideration »f subwarin: warfare. Submarlnau navigated on or under
the surfauerof The high seas and Sbﬁeﬁjme° ﬂeeded to rest on the sea bed, it would
be clsayly 111 ELCdl and inGeed 1mp lkle to hontlnne to allow Ebem freedom of o

Gina apﬁ V\u fo%bld thﬂm to use tne sea-bed, ‘and it was unllkely that

countries possessing qubnﬂrlnes would agree to any cuch prohjb ulon, “which could

e enforced. Similarly, in view of the fact that, according o

not in any caae
an zuthoribat Sou'rcea the fleets of submarines nf ‘three Power»; the USSR, the
United'Stai?s and. tnn nlteo Flngdam, numbered approy1mately 400, 200 ana 50,

respgctlvely lL was ot surprlmlng that few countries sheuld w1sh to rellnqulshj

une optlon ﬁIf 'wrg su1ve1lla e and defenslve ﬁeVLfes on the sea bﬂd. Such

_actlon Wﬁh. in ¥ bt; entlrely congistent w1th the Unlted ﬂatlons harLer.

Such c0n51derat1 NS 1llustrated the 1mportance of tr Patlnﬁ‘the matter nf

TG Lontrol and dlgafnamant in relatlon to the ﬂed~bed nnyond %he }lm1

of natlonal Jurlxdl"tluﬁ 1n ‘the' contbxt ‘of other lweldq or armq oonurolj mefely
to state that it ghould be querved ex clu 1vel Lor pﬂaceful purpoqes was

“nsaT af o“y. Tor bhat reason his aelegathn bellmvcd that uhe npxt qtep should

(=8
.

be ﬁo ar anﬁe for the Elvhteen Fatich Disarmanent bOmmltbee as the best- qualified
mody, to uaacrtake a full study of the practlcal 1mpl:ca+1on_'of the matter and
was gfatlfled that that Committee had placed the item 5o its ap@nda. ' '

In c0ﬂ01u51on he welcomed the statement made by the United Statés
rvprbumnTat1Vﬂ the broad lwne of which would certa’ inly be sympa%hetically viewed
by his Governmerr. R L ' o

Mr. HAQUE (Paklstﬂn) obgerved that one of the most f 1ghT631ng inferences
to be drawn from the excellent Secretariat document on the military uses of the
sea-hed (A/ACg155/28} was that not only could the sea-bed be used for military

purpezes but it was possibly already being used for militery schbl ifi 238, whether

P
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(Mr. Hague, Pakis tan)

offensgive or defensive. The prospects for world peace would be diminished if

ever the sea~bed were to be used for the installation of militery weapons or for

other military purposes. His delegation therefore maintained its posi
it should not be used for anpy military purpose whatsoever by any State.
Two proposals on referying the matter to the Eighteen-Nation Disarwament

Committee (A/AC‘;35// A/AC,lSB/EQ) had been discussed in the Legal ch g (Fromup,

a8 nunber of whose members nad been opposed to such action. Those membors had

o
felt that, before recompending that the General Assembly should take action on any

agpect of the Ad Hov Committee’s terms of refervence, it ghould te zequested to
adopt set of principles appllcabln to the entire issue covered by those terms
of reference; they also believed that the wilitary aspscts should remain on the

Commititee’s sgenda. . The item 1in the meantime had been pisced on the agends

of the Bighteen-Nation Disarmement Committee, bubt the proposals that the Genéxral -

Assembly should - explicitly refer‘iﬁ to Tndt Committee were still being prESS'?.
In those ﬂ:ruumsfanr_e it wag legitimate to wonder why fhé endorsement 07c tre

Aggemb Ly wag being sought and whether.some matters «of disarmampent, rabheJ than.

non-ermament, were fnvolved. . ) . v
At all evemts§ his. delegstion WﬂS-‘QLJbEﬁ to transferming the malter from the

n 1ita vé}.t—:ﬁ»f.5 fully competent to-deal with

1,

Commitiee's purview. The Committes was,
oropriate for

the mlljfar nf ths nsge ef the gear Dtd awa it woLlf be iz
¥ .

1t¢ &8 a subsidﬂ; ody ot the AHZCquy S %o csle a+ﬁ that or any Q%her part

T

D03V

of its Workg*"

o

Mp. KIKHIh f*lhva) sald that the political aspechts of the issue before

the Commnittee were of p.ramount. jnportance and prov1ded the backzround for all its .

danger was, 1h fact, that unless solutions were foung rapldly for.

work. The great
the new dnternational problems cregbed oy technological progress in the exploration

zud use of the sea-bed, new international confliclts woild arise. ueh fundamental

ational sgverelgnty of States, the interestg of individual

3}

political izsues ags the n

T

States or groups of States, and the new opporﬁdnities for co-operatien:in promoting

1 S
a. work.

the advancenent of all mankind also had a bvedring on the Commities

Une issue of a political rather than a lepal nature, op which the ConmitTee

might vsefully get wag the derinition of the continental shelf., His delegation
in

believed that the Committee should recommend that the definition conftsined

the 1958 Cefieva Convention should be clarified under United Nations auspices.
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(M. Kikhia, Libya)

A second political issue was that of 'a poseible worstovium on claims ©o
exclusive rights to parts of the cfcan ficor and on éxbensions of the limite of
the continental shelf. Hié delegation doubted the feagibiility of sueh & wmoratoriam
in existing circumstances.

The forms which future internationsl co=operetica in the ewploration and use

of the sea-bed and the ocean floor wight take raised eggentially wpolitical

conegiderations. His delegation hed already expressed its support for the
up of a world institution unde? the auspices of the United Mations to adninister
the sea-bed and its resourcez. The roles to be played by the technologically
advanced Powers and the smaller zid developing nations in the siudy and

development of the sea-bed &nd its regources had to be eonsidered in that

connexion; it was essential that the less-favoured nations sian nave an adeguale

share in that work.

A'matter which héd as yelt received little attention was the huwsg and socelal
aspeéts of the subject before the Committee. It might, for example, be 6&Visabie
for thefﬁommitﬁee t6 draw the attention of the TLO and other organirvations
concerned to the matbter of conditions of work and manpower trﬁ“niﬂﬁ for cperaticos -
in the new -envirommsnt, &ince in the foresgeesble fubture thuse operations, and the

ploying thousands,

new industries bazed on them, would he &

My, RUDA {Argentina) sgreed with the Sdcretarzat view, expressed in

paragraph L of its working paper on the military uses of the sea-bed (A/AC.135/28),
that uch information as was available served to show pogsible, rather than
actualy, trends of military use. Moreover, as the document pointed out, much of

that information related to the conbinental shelf ‘and was theref-re outside the
Committee's tarms of refervence. The report did, however, cleirly illustrate the

=1 Ea)

threat to peace which recent technological awd military acvances in the use of

the gea-hed and the ocean floor represented; the sea-bed was acganiving grea

military and strategic significance wilth every year thabt passed.

The two major objectives of the Commithee's work were clearly stated in the

title to resolution &340 (XXII}: that the seashed should be reserved for peacerul
purposas only and that ifts rescurces should be exploited for The bensfit of all
mankind. It was therefore imperative that its work should ensure thav the sea-hed

iotersest of mankind

wag not utilized in any way which would endanger the common
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[Ih. Fﬁau, Ar;; ;5

in the ma juteu.n € ﬁi QTﬂﬁtLQﬂal peecc and sécv;ltg; in ; art;cuIaA5'

' ﬁmplacﬁmeﬁt'ﬂi w3#00iﬁ '7°. ; ‘_ f‘1’.*- He - Leﬁ rhould he

Teray ai uo f1b]ﬂ

/a'sib""



A/AC.135/8R. 17 | - ~58-

(M. Maurtoa,,Peru)

respon51b111ty of formulatlng an emphatlc declaratlon to direct 1nternat10na1

effortu in {the deep oceans in accordance w1th moral prlnClpleS, allow1ng no.
polltlcal TQOPholes that mlght Jeopardlze 1nternat10nal peace and securluy. Re pect;
for nhe poJltlcal competence of States vas essentlal to successful 1nternat10nal

actions’ Moreover, such actlon WaE requlred to prevent the contam:nateon ﬁf

emlstlng and” potentlal ocean ‘regouices whlch would accomoany the mil 1tary'use of

the c=ea—-bed
Mru:BENITES (Ecuador) referr1ng to the Unlted States representatlve g

observatlon thottéom delegatlons'felt that the matter DL sea bed arms_control

: sea-bed ano the ocean floor would be. eserved exclublvely for pcaceful purposec,'

and 1nv1ted further exchanges of v1ews regardlng the comp;ementary *o1eq 01 Ehat

Comnlutee and the Ad Hoc 001m1ttee.
. Mr ARORA (Indla)ﬁuelcomed the Unlted Stateq represennat;ne s stauement
of pollcy, to the effect that his Eelegatlon favoured the adop+1on of a Genersl _'

Assembly reso1at10n declarlng that the sea ~bed and deep ocean floor qhou“‘d be usged

PR
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vely Tor peacsful

ihie Ad Hoc Comaiittee's

ee had completed

of the item and

2ratlion of the political,

the galienu

had stressed the

trends

stresged that 1T was eggentlial to arrest

regarding the future use of the sea-bed and ocean floor before they were toc lar
advanced for effective control. Concern had been éxpressed-that military factors

Influenced increasging comnibtments of funds, sguipment and manpower to oceanographic

lopment.

There bhad beern unanimous agreement that the sea-ped and ocean floor heyond
the limi of national jurisdiction should be reserved exclusively for peaceful

purpnses and that the General Agseubly should be urged to take Immediate effective
mesgures to prevent thelr use for military ends. The very dmportance of such
a cautious approsch. It had alsc been sugegested that a juridical

established to govern the peaceful use of ‘the deep oceans and

cion, conservation and use of their resources.

Lt L

Tvie avproaches Lo the millitary aspects of the ilem and tc the concep® of the

-

exclugive reservation of the area for pesceful purposes had emerged. The first,

. use completely excluded all military use, had been reflecled in a

)
Ly
o
[

qolubion 'A/Av,h /aw) sutbmitted by the Unicon of Soviet Socialist

cne view, had the merdt of applying the principle of

il
uge :yond the limits of territorial waters", thus
$3ng shelf, which was the area most likely to te used for

wilitery purposses In the vwediate future. The other approach, calling for
exclusively for

of peacefel aims or in
Netions Charter and

sched in United States draft

zentative had submitted variants of

=
-
thossz propossls '“/AU;|,5f~? and A/AC,175/E?)'whicn had received conslderable

of the ambiruities inherent in

pavticulariy ag &

/...
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(The Chairmen)

expressions such as "peaceful uses". Tt had been widely recognized that an

internationally acceptable definifilon of the precise Llimits of national
Jurisdiction had to be reached before legsl principles applicable to bhe sesa-head
and ocean floor could be usefully discussed.

A distinct difference of opinion had emerged regarding the proccdure fou
dealing with the military aspects of the item. whether they were described asg

disarmamnent or non-armament. Some speakers had maintsined that the Eighteen-

13

Nation Committee on Disarmament was the appropriate body to consider those
aspects, whereas others had felt that, since the various aspects of the peaceful
use of the sea-bed were so closely related, effective action would ke hampered 1F
they were assigned to different bodies, and that, in any case, the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament was only a negotiating organ.

Importance had been attached to the need for even limited agreement at the
present juncture on principles affecting the political aspects of the ltem. Among

to claims of naticnal

]

the principles cited were: that the area was not ope
sovereignty, that international law and the principles of the Charter should
govern all activities in the area, and that the resources discovered were the
common heritage of all mankind. It had heen Suggested.tha%'the expression "benetit
of menkind” should apply both to the increase in total resources available and to
the granting of & fair share of them to all natious,

Tastly, it had been agreed that the study of the guestion should be continued,
either by the Ad Hoc Committes itself with nevw and more speciflic ferms of
reference, or by a standing committee whose sstabl

should recommend in its report to the General Assembly.

co-operation ~ involving the United Nations, ifts specis

Jav)
H
=
)
L
o
]

in matterg relating to the study of the smes

considered essential.

Mr. DANIELT {United Republic of Tanzania) proposed that the Chairman’®s

‘ . . i
summary should be cilrculated as a Commitiees document .~

1/ Svbsequently rirveulated as document A/AC.135/32,
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s

KUTAZ v (Unimn of Soviet Socialist Republics) seconded the

3

that he would heve some comments to make on it at a later stage.

Dronoss L.,

entine ) ctressed thet the summary set forth only the view

» way represented conclusisns of the Committee regarding

clegation had sxpressed its approval, consent or disapproval.

(Litya) poinbed out that the sunmary omitted menticn of the
AN 8 15 x

two pointe ralsed by his delegatlon concerning & moratorium on national claims

and the human aspzob of the problem.

In reply to a guestion from Mr. MAURTUA {Peru), the CHATIRMAN explained
that the summary was merely 3 gynthesls of the discussion and was not intended
to forw part of the Commititee's report. The points to which the Libyan
representative had referved would be dncluded din the revised version of the

summary, Referring to the Argentine representative’s observation, he pointed out

that hiz gteterment was 2 summery of the discussion and not an expregsion of his

own polnt of view.

: rose at 6,10 p.m.

ues

]
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regarding the Uniteq States

aneap eyploration and that it

would be wudified In the course of irthe

to develop specific plang.

long-rengs programme to he carried oud

view tn encovraging investigation of sea-bed

P

reguired to explore and develop them and
knowledge indispensable to their exploitation apd use.

A wide range of activities would be undeértakesn as part of the decadse,

caphic and sclentific exploratiopn - in 1ts brosdest gense. There was & need

a7t the nresent stage for the exploration of gez-bed minersl deposilbes in order ©o

slne what kinds of rescurces existed, ip what enviror found, wow

they vers formed, Whatltheir characlberistics were and what their

Such =t would include geologicel,
zea-bed Lo establish its bopography asns

define sources of potentially Haluable minerals. Such information was

ssential for the purpose of selecting targets fof detsiled exploration and

exploitation,

for gpecific

Farticipating nations would be expected to formuls

projects, with such external assistance as might be reguired, to seek hilateral znd

multilateral co-operation and to srrange for finanﬁing and OiﬁraJ ong . 100 would

s . -

play a vital role, in co-operatiou with fthe other in tar&aﬁlonal apencles concernad,

in encouraging investigation, co- ordins evd faciliitating

exchange of data. Althovugh I00's work programne would be heavisr, its
character would not be changed.

Natiomals of countries unable to organize ocean expioration projsc

ipate in studies undertaken Ly

nce which they woulc thely own countries. Developing

countries could also arr .nge for the

continentzl shelves; they would shave
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(Mr. Popper, United States)

technical and financial support requwred;

nationg would furnish bhe egquipment

el bf available through the usual

funds wmight

ted States vas

to sgcientishs and insers fron uﬁvplﬁﬂlﬂg uJunthes at UDltEG

ed States ships and_was supporting

marine regearch io fjfteem Jeer Loplng countries. Ag ocean exp loration activities

nded; techaical and fipancial assiztance from the United States and many

Llons 1d wo doubt increases.

The nrimafy ﬁenefiﬁ resulﬁiﬂg ffom & decale of ocean exploration would be
preatly Duplh”?@ krnowledge of vcean fgsoﬁrces: which would din turn be the keyﬂtb
development aud UTj1i7éinﬂ.Df +hoqe regauwrces and would bﬂ avallable to all
naticas. It was gie 11F3(anb that uPETL the disc covery only a few years earller of

ot

Sea, theilr existence anywhere had not

depoaits of nefa1wbea1 ing mud in the de

Scjénca J;undelgon th rhe vess Pl Glomgr:Chal?enger wnlah WAS, P'rrylng out

ur3131n9 to learn,aoovt thc txactnre and Lomp051t10n of the ocean

[ EYIY:

ahallow cox

fldcr, zcd{ red a c‘how of Oll,aﬂu ga“ in the deepesc part of-the Gulf of

Mexico. Until tkat scovery bhe occurrence 05 011 2t such depths had been'whplly
Q§ecuiatﬂve.rand the very fact oP ]tﬂ_€¥lﬁt3nf8 made lt qu@h whlle,tq develop the
rakab141 Cy oi WOCAULng cnd nrouucln it ef”icleﬂtlv. '

aneélfg ao<ru199 from LQL uec«de would be 1mproved 1nofrumentq and

methods for mlumraL eyplo't=tio nd for othpi mar ine act1v1tles a@d'uﬂe experience

in fmrhwhv *3"9r § a common goalo: Dpvelfp g cnunfries woularhave the

viunity Lo acqulre te chn:gsl capabi 1ty il marlme science and information to
p them develop rs sOurces dudej‘fr ir onn natlor l‘gurlsulctlon. The resources
Aiscoverad would in tuln prove us efu] ._1nqustry and industrialized sgriculture.

hoped that the A would place. . on record its hroad support

concept of the decade in i%s veport to the General Asseumbly.
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vsiuable contribution to oceanographic research and of the excellent report by the
I0C secretariat on the scilentific szpects of peabeful uses of the ocean Lloor
(A/Acv135/1?)u Chapter T, dealing with the geclogical and chemical processes
infiuencing the formation of marine minerals, was particularly important, since
the data to be gleaned from those processes were éssential for exploiting marine
mineral resources. The importancé of bathymetric surveys, sea-surface condition
forecasting, standardization of sclentific data presentation and the development
of an international sysﬁem for the archiving and retrieval of metecrological data
was also rightly stressed. The major conclusicn to be dréwn from the report was
that international co-operation in oceandgraphic researéh and close collaboration
between specialists in many Ffields were essential. The Ad Hoc Commlttee should
bring ‘the report to the attentior of the General Assembly,

Hiz delegation endorsed the Secretdrwaeneral s recommendation that IOC
should co-ordinate the expanded programme of international éo;operation to assist
in & better understanding of the marine enviromment through scierice; the proposal
Ly the Chairman of IQC that the Commission shouid be recognizéd as the ad&iqory
body on marine science and the organlzatlon of marine 501eﬂce for any United
Nations organ that might be set up o deal w1th the legal polltlcal and economic
aspects of the marine env1ronment and the Unlted States propoqal for an

¥
international decade of ocean eXploration.

‘The latter proposal,was extremely vast in scope and covered activitiés_ouﬁside
the purview of the Ad Hoe Committée.. Hoﬁever, several of those activities were
closely reldted to the Committee's programme! determination of the geological
structure and mineral and energy resource potentia% of the world's conbinental
marging; preparation of topographic, geological and geovhysical maps of selected
areas of the deep-ocean floor; coring and drillihg on the continental margins and
deep~Geean £loor in gelected areas and mapping of sélected areas of the comtinental
shelf of developing nations. Instead of drawing a distinction between the
continental shelf and the ocean flcor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction,
the vroject referred to the continental margins and thé abyssal ccean flcor. That
difference had major econcmic implicaiions. |
The decads was significant not only because it called for international

co-operabion in sclentific exploration, but also because 1t heralded an era of

/vl
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{Me. Denorme. Belsiu

Jquired wo he

lopment for the bhenefit of 2ll mankind of an area whose 1ix

dew e

precisely defined. His delegation had already vobed in the Feonomic and Soclal

Council in favour of resolution 1381 (XIV). It now wished to reiterate that

i welcomed the United States initlative concerning the intzrnatlional decade

ic knowledge regurding

to optimum utilization of its petential rescurces

the gea-bed wasg
for the economic and social progress of mankind. The 10C proposals, the United

States propossl and the Secretary-General's recomiendations were commendsble

. L

consideration. The {oz Comnittee ghould

initlatives deserving thorou

se aebivities.

covared & vasl

ed in docunent AJAC.1%3/17

the collaboration of experis in many specialtics. Thres
¥ SE

deservad particulsr atfention: sclentific problems related to tlhe processes of

\‘)‘J
e

formation, accumilation and geographical distribution of macine retursl resource

methcacloglcal problems related to sclentlfic research, lovation of npatural
A

resources and thelr guantitative and qualital
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consid atemant vited SBtates

of the

current meeting and, while supporting

decade in principle, he wondered whether the ad Foc Uommities

action regarding the decade in view of the posirilon faken by Tne Keonomlc and

of resolution 1581 (LIv

Mr. HARDERS (Australia), vecalliing the

e

Beonomic and Technical Working Group on the scilentific aspects of the peaceful uses

o the a-hed, explained that hiz delegation had endorsed the proposals of the

5

Seeretary-General and the United Sthates because 1t recognized the need f'or more

knowledge about the deep oceans. In resolubion 1381 (XIV) the Eccnomiz and Social

.

eiphasized the value of co~ordinated international effort

Council had rightly
view of the many activities already under way. The Secretary-General's rapert
(B/1:h37) provided a useful framework for such co-ordination. It was particularly
important to ensure effective co-operation between IOC, FACQ and IMCO.

e did not empower it to appeal to United Nations bodies

L

While I0C might serve ag the central co-ordinsting body in sclent

its marine science organization fancticon should not be compromised,
a danger of juri Jict{onal clashes with other United Mationg bodies converned
with related subjects.

Further study was required to determine which United Mations autchority should
supervise the formulstion of the expanded programme, and he wondered whether the
machinery srovided Ly the Bxecutlve Board of UNESCO or by the Boonomic and Socia

Council would ke adequale.

£ - . - v s
_0Da (Jay an) said that Japsen, whose active role in warine scientific

regsearch programmes was indicated in annex JX of document I/ /bii37, felt that a

co-~-ordinatad long-term programme, particularly the expanded programme of

:gist in a betber underste

international co-operation to assi
%

ecretary-General in hig report

produclive vse of

Ag a founding and actlive




LG A/ac.135/8R.18

i, His delegation hoped that the Generasl Assembly would consider the

Getalled aspects of the long-term programme at its twenty-thisvd sessilon dn the
light of Ecornomic and Sccial Council resolubion 1361 (XLV) in order 4o prevent
duplication in the worlk of the United Nations family

Hig delegation welcomed the United States proposal for an international decade

smb iy s

of’ occean exploration but felt thot 1t should also be considered at The Az
twenty-third sesgion under 2 more broadly worded item, becausge it related to the
ocean 28 a whole and was not limited to the floosr of the ocean beyond the limits
of netional jurisdiction.

Myr. KROYER (iceland) said that his Government book a keen interest in
continued and expanding international co-operation 1ln the scilentific research and
exploracion of the oceans and thelr resources. It kad for several decades
supported an organized programme of research in the marine areas surrounding
Iceland. Despite its small size and population, his country was among the twenty
referred to in the Secretary-General's report (E/LUET7) as most active in marine

resedrch in terms of abpsclute budgefary expenditure and support for research
activities. His Government's annual expenditure on marire regearch amounted to
popuiation, but his Govermment considered the money well spent. Whiie it had Dbeen
malnly concerned with the living rescurces of the sea, his Government also
L

welcomed dinternational co-operatiocn for exploration of ths non-living resources

of the sea-bed and ocean [loor. It fully endorsed the Secretary-General's proposed

programme for an expanded programwe of inlernational co-operaticn fo assist in a
better vnderstanding of the marine enviconment through sclence and was willing
to take pavt inm thet prograwmme Lo st extent.

Convinuous and long- berm exploration of The sea-bed and the ocean flcor and
its subscll should be planned and co-ordinated by an approprizate United Nations

pody. Such exploration should complement existing national and privete setivities.

oin would be the free exchange ol data, at both

Ln dmportant step in that directic
the regional and pglobal level, and the standardization of instruments and methods

asize Lhe

f calewlation. The long-term programme should als
education of speciatists, with pariticular abttention to the needs of
countiri .




The Uniled Stabes proposal for an internaticonal denade of ocean sxploraticn was
Tikely Lo fursther the long-term programme of co-operation. His delegation agreed

that 100 was the moot sulizble organ for co-ordinating the organization of the

e

ﬂgiwﬁgﬁﬁgﬁl(Libya) fell that 1t was In the scientific fielid that the

vroadest soone for international co-operatlon existed at the piresgent time. Despid
k : ] i

ngraphie activities of many nations, only a small part of the scientific

e necescary for exploiting the s=a-bed and the ocean floor in the interest

\r-

of was available. It was only by contimuing and intengifvipg international
efferts that sclentific knowledge of the cceans and their potential resourceg could
He atly increased. In view of the limited knowledge of the exterf, situation

and concentrzlicn of sea-bed resources, there was an urgent need to promote rasearch

and explora programme 0f ocean exploration, which couid be
carried cur only if 21l nationsg pooled their expertise and capabilities. The basic

principle thav should be adopted for such a programme was that freedom of scientific

‘nration in the ses-bed and the ocean floor must be preserved. In

that connexion, ugeful guidelines could be found in the Aptartic Treaty and the

-

Treaty on outer space.

Activities connected with gcilentific resgearch on the sea-bed and ocean floor
should be permissible for all natlons and the results of such activities should be
freely available. A1l nations, regardless of their geographical position with
regpect to the sea or level of economic or techaological developmen®t, should be
ziven the opportunity to participate In, and to benefit frowm, the study and

:xploration of the sea-bed and the ocean floor.

In his delegatinn's view, the Committee's recommendations to the Gepsral
Aagemkly concerning the scientific aspects of the exploration and uvse of the
sed-bed and the ccean floor should stress the following points:

(1} A1l countries should co-ordinate their achivities 1o marine science and
technology. BSuch co-ordination would involve:

at the netional and

{a) co-ordination of the acti

wmnte

arrar

vols, with cdue

2

to the pc

1
znd bilateral or multilateral efforts;



(b} co~ovdinaticn of national ocearnographic activities with the activities of
international organizations and instibutions;
(¢) co-oréaination and harmonization of the activities of varicus exiating

international o;gdnlvaulonh, whether regional or global, iater-governnental or

L

non-governnental , ingide or outside the United Nations system, due regard belng
paid to the ilmportant rele thet might be played by regional organizations and
arrangements ;

(8) co-ordipation of private activities and scientifie private dnstitutes
with regional, internztional or global activities.

{z) The systematic disgemination of information on the results of scientific
dlscovery at the national or international level should be promoted and improved by
the establishment of sn appropriate systenm which would promofe studies on subjects

of interest Lo the sclentiflc comuunity as a whole, provide scientists with a

bikliography and retrieval system for literature on marine science, and make

tion availsble to all nations ang private institutions and

sclentific document
individuals.
(%) National and international studies relating to Lhe ocean and ite floor

should be encouraged and harmonized; education and training in the msrine sciences

should bhe promoted; and concerted scientific efforts should be furthered and
co-ordinated under the auspices of the United Nations system.
N . . . . .
(b} Adequaste Progrant for popularizing the oceanic sciences should be

established under the dirvection of the United Nations with & view to encouraging

general interest in the

Tor techinicel agsists in science ghould he

{5) Adequale programa
initiated and nromoted with a view o helping the-developing counbries to expand

thelir capacities in that connexion snd Lo enabling them to share the expericnce
soquired by the advanced countries.
In his view, irternational scientific activities should focus on certain

to which priority should be given. The first was the underst

and the acguisition of g belther knowledge of the marine enviro

due attention being given to topographical studies of the ocean floo

sea~bed

g

prepare more accurate and detailed bathymetric cherts of th
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(Mr. Kikhia, Libya)

systematically the whole extent of the ocean floor. In thai cou neflun) the
preparation of an up-to-date gealogjcal/g.ophvsinal atlas of the Indian Ccean,
mentioned on page 1% of document A/ﬁﬁ },)/lfj could serve ag an example Cfor othex

regional seas, such as the Mediterranesn.

The second major aspect was the improvement of the international data
system, in accordance with moderh conzépts of data managément, in order to prepare
it toc cope with the Tlecod of data that woudu result from the expsnded prograﬁme;

The procedures and instriménts used in datu rppovtlng uhould be sta nﬂardL?egu and he
‘therefore endorsed the recommendatlonb in chaptsr iI; nt1on j, of rﬁcuuﬁnt '

A/AC. 75/17
ﬁnﬁtner priority aspect was the prometion of international éd~oper‘

Lo ﬁP'
order 3o prevent.ane contrql pol_urlou reﬂui*lng from act¢v1t1ez'on fra oca 31 f]gor

Particular attention ghould be glven to the cons servation of the lJVlng resouchﬁ of

the sea-bed, -to preservation of the hiological, ahemlnal and pthlnaL uaiduce of the

odean,iandrto the control of pdllution from radioactive mater als and updgrnata

dr iﬂng.

(Z'S'

Tn any: arrangenent For sc1ent1i1c o pevatlon 5trcss & oulé be laid on

ﬁ?

preventlng dupllcatlon of: the work of uhe various lnLernaLlon 1] od es:'theiy action

must be co- ordznated to be effectlve,

His delegatlon sup porueﬂ'the uecxetarj Genersl’ br@pcéal§ i£:béft.Iii of hié
report (E/L4ET), partlﬁula?ly'onat’relatlng Lo greater Ccﬁopéfa}i ;‘ in educatl)r ard
training'ih'marlne‘3c1ences.f'He expressed his appreciation of 1he wozk oi Toc and

endorsed the Suggestlons made by the Chalrman of I0C at the Committee's Ilfteen+h

me&ulnﬁ. Hlb uelegatlon a]sof supported in principle tle Uaited btates pv"
an'iﬂtérnatlonal-décadErof oaganruxplOration in the bqu tﬂﬂu the dacs
further interbatidnal Hcientific co-operation and that technical ase
developing countr ies would form an Important part of the prog*amm&u
would éxpress its views on the détailed progpramme in due COufse,‘probgbly i the
General AsSembly. ' o V B

My, YﬁNKO¥ (Bulvarla) “azd thaL because his Covvrnneh fully agreed With

the conclusion expressed in paragraph £5 of the report of the Eruﬂaulr z2nd Technleal

)

Yorking Group‘{A/ﬁC.135/$.5) and the giztene
1

é for further reseavch on the sea-bed and the

Eoby the Chairman of 16¢

(T
it

4

(4/4C.135/8R.15) that there was 2. ne
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(M. Yénkovq‘BﬁlQaria)j?

cuexin flooy and dhat be made to co-ordinate the scientific

of natisnel, rpational ;huLl(Uf“ODS, it was considering

for wembership ia J0C, whose WQ?L ig appfeciated and vh1~¢ should play

the promotion and co-ordination of scientific research and

fhe retevant practicel problems. Bulgaria endorsed the four

i

bions wace by bthe Chdirmon of 108 in hisfStatementy' The interhational

—

compunity should dudeed promote 211 fovms Cf intérnational co~Operation ir

geientific resebrch abd e ploraulan, wnLthmr bxl teral or milt ilateral,

teide

o

inber-institutional or ¢ glonél, 1ocaL9 vegio onal or glabal and within and o

At Long gysten. Co-operation should bé based on thre prioncipls of

;'jtiiié research whicdh was & preeondition for the advidncement of

staapee’ and technslogy din the cxploration and peaceful use of the ses~bed and the
teean Iloor.
He thef drew Attention o some poi tr'rélevant to mariné scientific LLQCdPPna

The firat was the - :mpoziaﬂoc of free acéess o “Plﬂnulflc 1nfv~mat10r and the

Free ata, dn mllc Rtels cduld play an 1mportdnt role by

acovmuiating, grocessing and dissemindting seientific data. The second was the

universzal chérad sefentiric information. R i;"qaﬁ "hoi‘.l'i': At fike greatest
need was fbr'ihé“férmﬂlatibﬁ of universally Yécognized sc;ent1f1a coucepnﬂfand '
termsg.  The conaidérations expressed in thab:regard in the introduction to the
dizeugsion of methodclogiecal problemsg in the IQG~réportmEAfAG.155/ij, oL =7)

rtienlarly to the developling countrigs, which could not afford to engage

in research and rxnlnwafLOF on.a largs scale: - In'that connexion, he attached

7:gpmtance tﬁ.r“e ;stahlishment of'a common methodology .and e international

i selving wethodological problems relating to the exploration of the

Lo GT

sez-bad and its resources; beoiuse conflisting methodslogies could sasily. lead to

5

a time, effort and funds.
The third was the cbvious need for ipternationgl co-operabion in the ztudy
or ¢ oblems bearing on the exploration of Lhe sea~bed and in the

That implied co-operation betweer netions 'and

between other natilonal and reglonal institutions, and scientific

istance 1o all countiies, particularly the developing countrie

mnent of sclentifie research institutions and educaltional
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(N&u Yankov, Bulgaria)

establishments. It would also entail joint studies, expeditions and laboratery
work, technical assgistance in the provision of equipment, and the dissemination of
information on educational‘facilities, both governuental and private, perhaps
througl: periodic reperts which could be issued by the United Nations on national
and inbternational co-operative programmes and activities, and on the scholarships
and Tellowships avallable for oceanographic studies and research

His delegation supported the proposals in the 10C report (A/AL 125/173
concerning the main fields of scientific research and emphasized the need to
develop devices for precision navigation on the high =ecas, for accurate means of
measuring the sea bottom and for the development and stapdardization of technigues
and instruments for other 1mportant measurements. The feasibility and gafety of
sea exploration were particularly important. In that connexion, he endérsed the
warning system proposed by I0C in its resolution IV-6.

His delegation Believed that the international decade of ocean exploration
proposed by the United States should be considered one of the international
projects within the context of the expanded programme proposed by the Secretary-
General, a_projéct.designed to promcte and strengthen international co-operation.
It should aiso Eerconsidéred i the context of Economic and éocial Council
resolution 1381-(XLV)f His'Government favoured all such ipitiatives, which should
be encouraged. _ ' .

Mr, ARORA (India) thanked the United States delegation for further
clarlfylng its conception of the international decade of .oceanographic exploratlon
in reronse to questions asked by the Indian delegation in the Economic and
Technical. Working Group. He particularly welcomed the statement that the conceéts
of the decade might be modifisd by discussgion and thht each participating nation
would be expected to formulate plans for specific projects, with such external
asgistance as might be needed and wanted.'

His Govermment visualized its participation in the decade in the same way as
its participation in the International Biological Frogramme and the International
Hydrographic Decade. In view of the United States representative's clarification,
India would be able to take part in the decade under the over-all programmne of the

International Indian Ocean Expedition. His delegation therefore welcomed the idea
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the zcientific problems inve

programme and his delegation accordingly considered

document should he subunitted to the General Aszsembly ag a hackground

paper on Tthe scientific asspecths of the

The States Members of the United Nations had reguested the Committee to suggest
practical means of utilizing the resources of the sea-bed and the ocean flocr and
the subsoil thereof for the benefit of all mankind., The Committee clearly held the
ananimous view that the flrst step was to organize a broad programme of iniermatisr
international co-operation in the sclentific and teanologfcal atudy of the ocean
environment and itz miveral rescurces. The programme would necessarily have to
cover not only the methodology and technolegy of exnloration but detailed

and stratification
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(Mr. Kort, USSR)

His delegstion had already expressed its support fur

programme of ocean studies, to he formulated by I0C, the first phase

ermbrace the useful United States proposal for a decades of ocezn

Secretary-Gensral's proposals and all other velevant progrommes

ous and o

bodies. The problems still awaiting solufion were, however, o
complex that results could not, In many cases, be expected for many years To come

and certainly not within the forthcoming decade.

Mr. FOPPER /Upﬂbed States of Anprica) agreed with that statement. His
proposal was nob, however, intended to be a grogramme of studies which would end
with thes decade, but ar instrument for mcbilizing international co-overation

The representative of the United Arab Republic had raised a valid psint about
the possibility of confliict between the Committee’s report and Heonomic and Social
Council resolution 1381 (XIV). It was his delegation's hope that any suggestion
the Committee might make to the General Assembly would be explicitly submitted as

dovetailing with the Council's proposals.

Mr. PLEMMING (United Kingdom) recalled that his delegation had already
expressed its support for the proposed expanded programme and for any proposals
which would contribute to its implementation. The wmany referénces that bad been
made to the werk of T0C in that connexion had included suggestions That the
Commigsion should have some direct regponsikility to the Ad Hoc Committee or o ths
General Assembly. His delegation believed that those suggestions had serious

procedural implications and would comment on them at a lafer stage of the

Committee’s proceedings.
P )

My . HAQUE {Pakistan) belleved that TOC would contimie to play a ves

leration was

important role sc far as the sclentific aspects of ccednographic

e

concerned and that 1t should have a very special place in the proposed expar

programme . He did not, however, consider thalt any change was required in TOU

Statuteg for that purpose azud his Government would have to give

cansideration to the suggestions mede by the Chairman of 100 at

Cominitites's fifteenth meeting.

Ak

He thanked the United Statss regresentalive for clavifying

(‘)

ion kad hs

concerning the proposed decade about which his



RS

Sarve

ments

arvange

fricer had

COMROn
of an THCC/FAO/UNESCO group of

seral of UNESCO congidered

vionlems.

Plution. The Director-Ger

provide convineing evidence

of the Sscretary-Gensralis

role of I0C in the

UNESCO.  Such inte
o the Committee's considera

generous

recognltion of

g Llready taken

thie FAG Depar

A third sxample of

oY & . i

expanded

of the Director-General of UNESCO, he thanked the

the work of

AJAT.125/5R.18

Scientilic and Cultural

concerned with marine and ccean
of the of inter-agency -mperation and
mezasures Lo facilitave the iwmplementation of

for example,

FAG and

) and 23h0 (XXIT).

(Y
4
g
s
HY
O
i
=
prt
[
<
H
=
0
[a¥)
jot
Lva)

been sipned by the

mairine scilence

ities in

Sment of Fisheries - biologist - had beeqn

Tiadigon officer and to collaborate in the work of I0C.
were Deing worked out helween UNESCO and WMO, and a WMO
been appointed to work with the I0C gsecretarist on

riter-agency co-operation was the establishment

[
H

experts on the scientific aspects of marine

woluld

hat such developments

to the General Assembly of the value and asppropriateness

bogals and, in particular, of those relating to the

ites work with specialized agencies

would,

progranms and

- -
~agency efforts of course, also be relevant

tion of "practical means" to promote international

=
ot
[ex]

Committee for
TGC.

Intergoverrmental Oceanograpkic

\qmmLseiﬂﬂ) said that

) . -y dn o 0 - et ¥
Secretary-General’s report (an

&
sabus of TOC vis-8-vie UNESCO wae

hat agency, and
ts decigions were carried out by UNESCO and

in I0CTs oceancgraphic

non- living

described in the

{oC

of
of

paras. TL, 84 and 85)ﬂ was not part

scoretariat staff were provided by the Department

of ites member countries were not members

acme not.

regearch programme was on the

the ocean floor, with a view to raticnal

marine resources. The Commission thersfore

to provide mschinery Tthrough which other bodies and

tific information needed to facilitate their

/suc



A/AC.135/8R

(RC&IMAflir 1 Lanperazr, I00)

oceanogranhile work. In fact, TOO hed besn 1
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I order to obviate cossibls misunderstanding, he stregsed that I0C had in

o case partilcipats frafting of treaties or comventions; zuch Jegal studles

underbakern v izd to provide information on circumstances in which

isions of the Gaw of the sea, or the absence of such provigions, might

ment to gcientific research. S8Similarly, its work on marine poliution

on an integrated gilohal ocean statlon sysztem, for exemple, was carvied out in

=
conjunction with TMCG, WHC and WMO and couplemented the activities of those

agencies.  The Comnienion favoured the closest pogsible inter-agency co-operation,

par i oy age, when national co-crdination of oceancgraphic




-8l AJAC.135/8R.19

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE NINETEENTH MEETING

Held on Monday, 26 August 1968, at 5 p.m.

Chairman: Mr., AMERASINGHE Ceylon
later, Mr. DANIELI United Republiic of
Tanzania



A/AC.135/8R.1Q -82-

SBCITNTIFIC ASPECTS OF THE FEACEFUL USES OF THE SFEA-BED AND THE OCEAN FLOOR BEYOND
THE LIMITS OF NATIONAL JURISDICTION (A/AC.136/17) (concluded)

The CHAIRMAN, after recalling that the Inbtergovermmental Oceanographic
Comnisgion of UNESCO (IOC) had transmitted to the Ad Hoc Committee a study entitlied
“Scientific aspects of peaceful uses of the ocean fioor" (4/AC.135/17) which,
together with other documents, had served as the basis of the Committee's discussicn
of the question (A/AC.135/8R.15 and SR.18), pointed out that the Chairman of I0C,
in presenting that study, had suggested that the Committee should support the
Secretary-General's proposal to broaden the base of I0C so as to enable it,
research and to ensure cloge collaboration with the United Nations bodies concerned.

At the 18th meeting, the United States representative had made a detailed
statement on the international decade of ocean exploration which he proposed should
begin in 1970. He had stressed thet the decade was only one element in a
long~range and long-term programme to be undertaken under the aegis of the United
Naticons and would be an important means of stimulating the investigation of sea-bed
resources and of fostering international co-operation in their exploration and
development. The primary purpose of the programme would be' to study some of the
gea Tloor resources of which littlie was yet known and to prepare accurate maps
showing the geological composition of the sea-bed since such maps would facilitate
the appraisal and location of possible deposits. I0C would be responsible for
cc-crdinating the preparatory work, a function which would not necessitate a
broadening of its mandate. Besides giving the developing countries an cpportunity
to take part in research activities and to benefit from the results cobtained, the
decade would, that representafive had felt, result in an expansion of knowledge
of existing occean resources, the improvement of the instruments and metheds used
in mineral exploitation and in navigation, the promotion of international
co-aperation, the expansion of the knowledge of the develcoping countries in marine
science and technology and, most important of all, the opening up of the resources
of that area to esconomic exploitation.

The need to avoid any duplication of activities in that field had been
recognized by all delegations. It had been stated that the bLasic principle to be

chserved wag the freedom of scientific research and the universal sharing of the

Jeo
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results of such research. In that regard it had been suggested that the General
Assembly should take steps to improve bhe dissemination of information and %o
promote training. It had also been suggested that priority should be given to
the study of the topography of the ocean floor and to the preparation of accurate
bathymetric maps, the improvément of the internaticnal data exchange system and
the prevention of polluticn. Many of those tasks were within the objectives of
the proposed decade.

The Becretary-General's proposal that I0C should be instructed to formulate
an expanded programme of international co-operation had heen widely endorsed,
although some speakers had expressed reservations regarding the financial
implications of such a prograsme. The Chairman of TOC had emphasized that the
Commizsion's collaboraticn would be exclusively scientific in nature, regardless
of how its mandate might iater be broadsned. Several speakers had stressed that
the United Nations should co-ordinate and supervise the scientific research
activities undertaken. 5Scme delegations had expressed the hope that the General
Azgembly would carefully consider any programme of activities concerned with the
oceans as a whole, whether in connexion with the decade or with the work of IOC.

The Soviet Union representative had agreed with I0C's conclusion that the
international decade of ocean exploration could stimulate the preparation of an
expanded programme. In the view of that representative, such a programme should
include a study of the stratification of deep-lying minerals and of the technigues
to explore marine resources and siould wrovide for their exploitation. In
preparing its expanded programme, I0C should taxe into acccunt the Secretary-
General's proposgals and the objectives of the international decade suggested by
the United States.

The representative of UNESCO had said that, in order to foster inter-agency
co-operation, IMCO, UNESCO and FAO would prehably establish a world group of
axperts to study the sclentiflic aspects of oceasn exploration.

Lastly, the establigshment of an internatiorel decade and an expanded

programie under I0C co-ordination had teen widely weslcomed.
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CCNS ITDERATION OF PRACTICAL MEANS TC PROMOTE INTERNATTONAL CO-OPERATION IN THE
EXPLORATICN, CONSERVATION AND USE OF THE SEA-EED AND THE OCEAN FLOOR, AND THE
SUBSOIL THERECE, AND OF THEIR RESCURCES

of taking stock. t was not possible at this time 1o establish a boundary for the
new enviromment under consideration or to work cut the texts of infternational
agreements respecting a répgime for the sea-bed and desep ocean Floor beyond the
limits of national jurisdiction. He assumed that the General Assembly would want
to arrange for carrying forward a sustained effort on those questions.

Several draft resolutions had been introduced in the legal Working Group
during the Ad Hoc Committee's second session. He assumed those would be forwarded
to the General Assembly for its consideration. Nevertheless, the Committee was
already in a positicn to state certain basic propositions upon which a consensus
had been reached. TFirst, as several delegations had already stated, the existence
of an area of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national
jurisdiction should be affirmed. Next, it should be stated that a clear boundary
of this area is needed and that work to this end should go forward, taking into
account the provisions of article 1 of the 1958 Geneva Convthion on the Continental
Shelf, with the understanding that any exploitation or use of the area prior to
the definition of those boundaries would not affect ite location. A third suggesticn
for consensus was that international arrangements governing the expleoitation of the
resources of the sea-bed and the deep ocean floor should be agreed upon as soon as
practicable.

Furthermore, certain principles could be recognized as applying immediately
to activities on the gea-bed and the ocean floor which would subsegquently be
refileeted in any future international arrangements. Hirst, there couid be no
incorporation into national territory of areas beyond the limits of national
Jurisdiction where those limits have been established. Seccndly, there should be no
discriminaticn in the availability of that region. Thirdly, such exploration and
use should be carried on for the benefit and in the interests of all wankind.
Fourthly, the sea-bed and the deep ocean floor beyond the limits of national
Jurisdiction should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. Fifthly, activities
in that area chould be conductad in accordance with the rules of international law,

including the Charter of the United Nations.
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Mr. DENCRME (Belgium) formally presented his Government's proposal
concerning the egtablizhment of a standing committee on the peaceful uses of the
sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national Jurisdiction, which had
been cilrculated as document A/AC.155/E9, and pointed cut that the Ad Hoc Committee's
work had brought to light highly complex and contbroversial aspects of the guesticn
of their peaceful uses. There could be no questicn, however, of abandoning the
task that had been undertaken. In that connexion, he recalled that the
reprecentative of Belgium had already suggested to the Ad Hoc Committee on
9 July 1968 that a recommendation be made to the General Assembly to establish a
standing committee regponsible not only for enumerating the problems but also for
preparing solutions that would be acceptable to the international community.

After giving careful thought to the problems invelved in the establishment of
a standing committee and hearing the views and suggestions put forward by a large
number of delegations, the Belglan delegation thought that it would be premature to
discuss paragraph 5 of working paper A/AC.155/29, which dealt with the compositicn
of the standing committee, a question that did not come within the purview of the
Ad Hoc Committee. On the other hand, it would be useful to have a preliminary
exchange of views on the terms of reference of the proposed committee.

Speaking of the working paper, he said that the standing committee should play
a leading role in the political, legal and economic spheres, but leave the major
responaibility for the remaining areas to other organs.

The main task of the standing commitiee would relate to the régime to be
established for the sea-bed and the ocean [loor beyond the limits of national
jurisdiction. The Legal Working Group, morveover, deemed it necessary for
international arrangements to be agreed upon with respect to the uses of the
resources in that area. He referred, in that respect, to paragraph 31 of the
report of the Legal Working Group, and paragraphs £3 and 55 of the report of the
Beonomic and Technical Working Group (A/AC,lBE/L.i)ﬂ

In the light of the consersus of opinion expressed in the reports of both
Working Groups on the régime to be established for the sea-bed and the ocean floor
beyond the limite of national jurisdiction, the delegation of Belgium had framed
the second peoint of the draft terms of reference for the standing committee

(8/AC.135/29, varagraph 3 (2)), which he read out to the Ad Hoc Committee.
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The second major aspect of the standing committee’s future mandate concerned
economic matters. 1In appreising the extent of the marine mineral resources and
their geographical distribution, the Fconomic and Technical Workisng Group had
pointed cut that informatiorn on such resources beyond the continental shelf was
st111 Iimited and incomplete. Moreover, when discussing the present techniques
for the exploration and evaluatlon of marine mineral resources, the Working Group
hatt been cautious in its forecasts of the future tempo of technological
developnent, without, however, discounting the possibility of new break-throughs.

With regard to the development of those rescurces, the potential impact of
their production oa the world market and prices, and the harmful effects that such
development might have on the traditional uses of the sea, the conclusions of the
Economic ang Technical Working Group contained resgervationg that were dictated

by the inadeg of the factual information on which the conclusions were based.

The proposed standing commitiee ghould therefore continue to study those questions,
updating the information and revising earlier forecasts, while bearing in mind the
unanimous opinicn of the Ad Hoc Committee that internationsl co-operation wasg
needad to develop marine mineral resources for the beneiit of \all mankind. That
point wag covered in the terms of reference of the proposed standing committee by
paragraph 3 (%), which he read out.

The third question which the stanéing committee should deal with waeg The use
of the gea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction
exclugively for peaceful purpecses. That principle had already been affirmed by
the Permanent Repressntative of Belgium in the First Committee on 15 Hovember i967.
The Belgian delegaticn had continmused to uphold that princinle, which was expressed
in the fourth point of the draft termg of reference (A/AC.135/29, paragragh 3 (L)),
which he read out.

Hig delegation was happy to note that its position on that point now seemed to
be sharad by the majority of delegabions. It was reflected, in particular, in
paragraph 3 of the draft declaration submitted by the delegation of India
(A/ACQ155/L,1, annex IIT) and it had been expressed in various ways in the

statemznte made by numercus delegations, in particular that of the United States,

tn

which had stressed the need to prevent the arme race from spreading Lo new

environments, and expressed the hope that the Genszral Assembly would adopt a

/ “ @
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resolution declaring that the sea-bed and the ocean floor should be used exclusgively
for peaceful purposes.

In drawing up the draft terms of reference for the proposed standing committee,
the Belglan delegation had not overlocked the existence of other organs specially
concerned with disarmament or the role that they should play in the negotiation of
posgible agreements. Its purpose had been simply to entrust the standing committee
with a co-ordinating role in ali matters pertaining to the sea-bed and the ocean
floor.

Turning %o the part that the standing committee might play in scientific
matters, he explained that his delegation had not intended in any way to disregard
the activities of the Intergoverrmmental Oceanographic Commission, which had proved
its value and had prepared an excellent reporlt on the scilentific aspects of the
item to enable the Ad Hoc Committee to carry out its mandate. The close
co~operation which had thus been established between I0C and the Ad Hoc Committee
should be strengthensad. t was worthy of note that, in his statement on 21 August,
the Chairman of IOC had expressed the hope that the Ad Hoe Committee would
recognize I0C as the specialized gelentific advisory body on marine science and
the organization of marine science for any United Nations organ dealing with the
legal, political and economlc aspects of the marine enviromment. The Belgian
delegation fully endorsed that view, and that was the interpretation which should
be given to the first point of the Belgian draft terms of reference
(A/AC,155/293 paragraph % (l)Jﬁ which he read out.

Turning to the problem of marine pollution, which had been studied by both
Working Groups, he drew attention to paragraph 47 of the report of the Economic
and Technical Working Group and to parsgraph 39 of the report of the Legal Working
Group (A/AC.135/L.1, annex II). In his view, the standing committes zhould "study
the measures of co-operation which the international community wmight adopt Lo
prevent all forms of marine pollution, particularly that which may result from the
develcpment of mineral resourées of the sea-bed and ocean floor" {A/AC9135/29,
paragraph 3 (5)).

In that regard, due importance should be given to the role already being
played by some of the specialized agencies, particularly IMCO and IAEA, and efforts
ghould be made to prevent the standing committee's co-ordinating function from

giving rise to conflicts of competence or toc duplication.
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In his dslegation’s view, the General Assembly could not delegatz its powers
to a small committee, and all conclusions to which the standing commitiee might
come should be subject to approval. That was why the standing committee should bhe
instructed to submit to the General Agsembly annusl reports on its activities,
including specific recommendations on ways and means of solving some of the problems
which had been brought out in the repcrts of the Working Groups. It was in the
light of those considerations that the sixth point of the Belgian draft terms of
reference (A/AC.135/29, paragreph 3 (6)) which he read out, had been drafted.

The scope and complexity of the problems raised by the item under consideration
confirmed the need for the establighment of a standing committee with a
co-ordinating role; the committee might refer some questions to subsidiary organs,
but it would receive reports irom them and would co-ordinate their work. That was
the spirit in which the seventh point of the Belgian draft terms of reference
(A/AC.135/29, paragraph 3 (7)), which he read out, had been drafted.

The documents received from the different competent sources also revealed the
need for a standing committee capable of ensuring the necessary ce-ordination in
g¢ complex a field. That standing committee should not, however, be considered as
a kind of managing board for the ocean floor as there was noéﬁing yet to show that
such a body was even desirable. However, as the Ecuadorian representative had
pointed ocut, it was important to prevent the study of the question with which
General Assembly resclution 2340 {XXII) wag concerned from losing its unity and
even the reason for its existence by splitting up its various aspects among a large
number of specialized bodies. If it based itself on operative paragraph U of the
Indian dreaft declaration (A/AC.155/L013 annex III)j the General Asgembly could
prevent any duplication on that point or any conflict of competence, which must be
detrimental to co-operation.

In preparing its draft terms of reference for the standing committee, his
delegation had not attempted to change either the item included in the agenda of
the General Assembly’s Twenty-second session at the reguast of the Maltese
delegation or the title of resolution 2340 {(XXII), The words "in this field" which
oceurred in various passages of the text of the drafl resolution annexed to the
working paper (A/A03135/29) had been uged only for convenience and as a subsgtitute

for the full expression, which was "the sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil

J
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thereof beyond the limits of national jurisdiction"; that was the sense in which
those words should be understood and interpreted.

When his delegation had proposed the establishment of the A4 Hoc Committee at
the twenty-second sgession of the General Asseably, 28 a compromise, some delegations
had expressed the fear That fThe wmandate of the Ad Hoc Committee would be renewed,
that the study reguested would ftake more L{han a year to complete and that the
compromnise Formula might be in reality a delaying tactic. The reassurance given
by his delegation at the Lime would prove to have been justified if the General
Assembly recognized that the A& Hoc Committee had carried out its task, and 10 it
decided to set up the standing committee to which some reference had been wmade by
every delegation during the debate.

All that would then remain to be done would be to lay down the standing
committee's exact terms of reference. Preliminary consultations had shown that
some changes would have to be made in the text of the present draft. His
delegation would warmly welcome any suggestions that might be made and it hoped
that a draft resolution in final form could be submitted to the General Assembly
on behalf of all the Ad Hoc Committee's thirty-five membgfs. Such unanimity would
provide a scelid foundaticn for the work of the future standing commitiee.

Tn his delegation's wview, there could be no doubt that the measures which
the Ad Hoc Committee would call to the attention of the General Azsembly with
regpect to international co-operation for the exploration and exploitation of the
resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor in the interests of mankind should
include the establishment of a standing committee on the peaceful utilization of
the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction, a
committee with a mandate roughly along the lines that he had just indicated. His
Jdelegation believed that the factual data compiled by the Ad Hoc Committes fully
Justified such a step, and it trusted {hat there would be a unanimous
recommendation to that effect.

Mr, Danieli (United Republic_of Tapnzanis) took the Chair.

Mr. GAUCT (Malta}, speaking as representative of Malta, said that the

time had come to identify the areas of agresment and to try to narrow differences.
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The Committee had recognized the existence of an area which was at present
beyond the limits of national jurisdiction and was not subject to claims of
sovereignty: the area was potentially very rich in rescurces and those resources
were To be uged for the benefit of all mankind; it was already accesgible and would
become increasingly so as technoleogy advanced; it was not yvet adequately covered
by existing international law and a new Jjuridical structure had tc be considered;
and International sclentific co-operation must be promoted to broaden existing
krnowledge of the area. The Committee had also acknowledged the need for further
study and agreed that the unity of the item should be maintained and that the
extension of the arms race to the ocean floor must be prevented.

For all those reasons it was clearly necessary to set up a committee with more
time at its disposal and with broader fterms of reference than the Ad Hoc Committee.

Members had also felt that the General Asgembly chould adopt a declaration of
principles, particularly those which had received wide support and were contained
in paragraph 43 of the Legal Working Group's report. His delegation welcomed the
constructive statement just made by the United States representative. It was
important that the intermational community sheould take steps Lo prevent further
extensions of national sovereignty until such time as the area beycnd the limits
of present national Jjurisdiction was defined.

The problems were complex and difficult to solve; pressures of an economic
and military nature to exploit the sea-bed were increaging, and no effective
regulatory system had yet been devised. It was sufficient to recall the plans
for a manned habitat within three to five years on the mid-Atlantic ridge, which
probably contained extensive petroleum and netural gas depcszits. The article
which had appeared in the British journal "Mining" of 12 July 1968 was particularly
informative. It was therefore high time to act.

Mention should also te made of the licences lassued by some twenty States for
the exploitation of arsas situated at a depth greater than 200 metres and, in scme
cases, morve than 200 miles off sghore. The report of the National Petroleum
Council, dated 9 July 1968, was explicit and foresaw the exploitation of the ocean
floor, which was defined in the report of the Technical and Economic Working Group

as s rolling plain from 3,300 to 5,500 wmetres below the surface of the water'”.
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That was a far cry from the zZ00-metre depth mentioned in the Convention on the
Continental Shelf. The existing situation might underge radical and rapid change,
and for that further reascn the consideration of the remaining problems should be
concluded as soon as possible, in order that all the possibiliiies could be faced.

Furthermore, as was pointed out in document B/4LE7, the developing countriecs
were in an unfavourable position with regard to oceancgraphic activities, and had
been unable to negotiate eguitable contracts to exploit the resources of thelr own
continental shelf. There was a considerable gap between a few fortunate countries
and the developing countries where oceanographic research was concerned. Only
about twenty countries had oceanographers and oceanographic vessels, and allocated
varying sums of money Lo research. The distribution of rescurces among those
courntries was also very unequal, since 2ix of them possessed nore than half of
the personnel and funds available. In the most favourable circumstances the
situation would only improve very slowly, from the point of view boeth of personnel
and of funds and equipment. There was also & considerable disparity between the
resources avallable to Furopsan oceanographic institutes anéd the sums spent on
oceancgraphic research by the country most active in the area. If the arms race
spread o the sea-bed, involving very heavy expenditure, the volume of international
aid tu oceanography, which was already inadeguate, would inevitably decline.

The idea for an international decade of ocean exploration put forward by the
United States was very interesiling, and I0C could be given the task of
co-ordinating activities under it. The developing countries could definitely
benefit from the exploration of thelr own continental shelf, but the fact remained
that only the few countries having the funds and technical means required would
getually participate in the decade, which would therefcre not solve the basic
problen before the Commlttee.

Wevertheless, the knowledge gained during the decade should be communicated to
all interested countries, and fthe terms of reference of the proposed standing
committee should include the study of the activities undertaken within its framework
His delegation also welcomed the two other specific proposzals made by the
representative of the Unifed States, that Rose Island should be made avallable for
gcientific investigations and that certain areas of the ocean floor should he keph

as natural preseryves. The working peper introduced by the representative of Belgium
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would provide a useful basis for continuing the work which remained to be done.
The proposed committee should endeavour, bearing in mind the work of other United
Wations bodies, to provide direction to international and intergovernmental
activities involving the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of present
national jurisdiction. It should algo enccourage international co-operation in
the exploration and exploitation of the area and criteria for the establishment
of a satisfactory legal régime.

The other aspects of the Committee's fubture terms of reference were set out
clearly in the working paper submitted by the representative of Belgium.

A1l the members of the Ad Hoc Committee appeared to share the views expressed
by the Ambassador of Malta when he introduced the item before the First Committee
in 1967. The Committee should now chart a course of action such that the
exploration and use of the earth's last remaining frontier would be a united

endeavour .

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m.
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CONSIDERATION OF PRACTICAL MEANS TO PROMOTE INTERNATIONAL (OG-OPERATICN IN THE
FXPLORATICN, CONSERVATION AND USE OF THE SEA-BED AND THE OCEAN FLOOR, AND THE
SUBSOIL THEREOF, AND OF THEIR RESOURCES (contimued)

MEL_Béﬁggﬁﬁ (Australia) said that the Committee’s current discussion of
practical means of promoting internatioral co-operation in the exploration,
conservaticn and use of the sea-bed and ocean flocr and of thelr resources provided
his delegation with an opporitunity Lo restate its position on the matters on which
the Committee was reguired to report to the General Assembly.

Hig delegationB in commen with a number of others, was convinced that the
function of the Committee, under its terms of reference, to which the Committee
should at all time address itself, was to explore, not to decide. The General
Assembly in resolution £3L0 (XXII), had clearly recognized that the Committee could
not be expeéted to do more in the study reguested in operative paragraph & than to
begin the examination of the very substantial problems of law and policy relevant
to its terms of reference. The "indication of practical means to promote
international co-cperation in the exploration” of the sea-~bed, which was to be
embodied in that study, should make it clear that, despite the paucity of existing
information e¢oncerning the sea-bed and ccean floor beyond The limits of national
Jurisdiction, study cf the ocean depths was continuing and should be intensified.
In that connexion, hig delegation supported the Secretary-General's proposals and
the United States proposal for an internstional decade of ccean exploration.

The item related also to the use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the
1imits of national Jjurisdicticn and, as implied in the title, the field of study
clearly did not include the use of the continental shelf and its resources. It had
never been suggested that the use of tThe resources of the continental shelf was
within the Committee's charter. On the subject of the use of the szea-bed
exclusively for peaceful purposes, he supported the views expressed by the
representatives of the United States and the United Kingdom at the seventeenth
meeting; resolution 2340 (XXII) was not directed towards or against uses of the
sea~bes of the kind degcribed by the United States representative. Morecver,; it
would be idle to think of preveniing the use of defensive devices on the sea-hed
while offensive meagures in the high seas above it continued to be free of

regtriction. He supported the principle of the reservation of the sea-bed

!

exclugively for peaceful purposes and meintained that the most appropriate machinery
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for further consideration of the peaceful uses was the Committee on Disarmament.
Referral to that Committee as an experienced hegotiating body, would not, of
course, preclude the General Assembly from undertaking a generzl study of all
aspects of the subject and to assigning an appropriate role teo a future sea-bed
committee.

A number of matters concerning the use of the gea-bed and the ocean floor
beyond the limits of national jurisdiction had bheen affirmed so fregquently that
they could be recorded in the Committee’s report as issues on which the Committee
had made some progress. Some of them might seem gimple and elementary but they
were nevertheless fundamental. The first was the general conclusion that there
existed an area of submerged land beyond the limits of naticnal Jjurisdiction.

That coneclusion should be amplified by a reference to the conviction of his and
other deleg:tions that the Cémmittee, in considering the practical means of
promoting international co-operation, must bear in mind that many States had
accepted the rights and obligations devolving upon them as parties to the

Conventicn on the Contlnental Shelf and had, in facht, given effect to its provigions
in national legislation concerning rights of exploration gnd exploitation.

Secondly, the report should mention twe views which had gained wide acceptance
in the Committee: that the area under discussion in the Committee should not be
susceptible to national appropriation or claims of national sovereignty and that
its resources should be available for the benefit of all mankind. It should also
mention that international law did not provide an adequate basis for control of
the exploitation of the resources of the sea-bed beyond the limits of national
jurisdicticn. The differences of cpinion concerning the means by which national
boundaries might be defined and the precize limits of national jurisdiction were
matters which were obviously nct golng o be easy to solve.

Other matters which might be included in the rewcrt as requiring internaticral
co-operation for their solution included wmarine pollution and the accommodation of
other interests, such as navigation and fishing in any new cceanlc activities;
morecver, reference should be made teo the need for all activitics of the kind the
Committee was considering to be conducted in accordance with the principles of
international law and of the United Nations Charter. It was his delegation's view

that the Commitiee's work was the first stage in the writing of an important

[oee
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chapter in the law of the sea and that the work would have 10 be continued,

ez or by

by extencding the term of the Ad Hoc Coummi

comuistee.

There appeared Lo be considerable support in the Commititee for the Belgien

nropesal to set up a stinding comalttee (AfAC¢155/29) and hig delegation was
prepared to support it if it shoula prove acceptable to the wajority. A desirable
preliminary step might be to examins the Ad Hoc Committee's existing terme of
reference with a view to deteranining how best they could be sxtended and
strengtiened, bearing in wmind thet they called only for an indication of means
that wmight be adopted. One course wuld be to keep close to the language of the
present terme of reference, with such extensions as seemed indicated in the light

of the Committee's experience and the Tsct that a new commititee wonld be exneched

to develop and take the matter further.

constructive proposal it had submitted at the previous meeting. ALl members of
the Committee agreed that its important work should be pursued further and that
the subject-matter reguired thorough study. The Committee had made satisfactory
progress in some respects and had laid a solid foundation upon which worl on the
many remaining problems, particularly those concerned with exploitation, could be
based. He accordingly supported the proposal for a standing commitiee and weould
take the opportunity at a later stage tc speak on its possible terms of reference
and the form in which the Committee might submit its views and recommendaticns

to the Ceneral Agsembly.

Mr. SCHRAM (Iceland) said that many of the documents considered by the
Comiittee referred to the danger of polluticon of the marine enviromment. The
Secretary-General’s report (E/bLST, para. £78) stated thab international action to
control marine pollution was becoming urgent; the effects of indiscriminate waste
dispogal on living marine resources were referred to in a Secretarist paper
(A/AC;155/15), in the Secretary-General’s report on the resources of the sea
(m/bLh9/Add.1) and in the United States proposal for an intermabtional decade of

ocean exploration. Moreover, the view had already been expressed in the Committee
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(Mr, Beaulieu, Canada)

Such problems as the potential effect of exploitation on navigation and fisheries
had, perhaps, not been studied in sufficient detail, but the foundation had been
laid for future work. In line with operative paragraph 2 (¢} of Gereral Assembly
resolution 2340 (XXII), the final part of its work at the current session should
not result in the submission of recommendations or suggestions to the General
Asserbly: the "indication wmentioned in that paragraph should be interpreted as a
statement of issues on which the Committee had reached unenimous - or even general
agreement. If, however, the Commitiee as a whole considered that its ferms of
reference permitted it to submit a declaration of principles to the Assembly, his
delegation would be prepared to reconsider its position.

There appeared to be general agreement within the Committee on a number of
matiters. It had not been disputed, for example, that there existed ocutside the
limits of national Jjurisdiction an area susceptible to regulation by provisions of
international law other than those of the Convention on the Continental Shelf. No
delegation had contended that national jurisdiction was limited otherwise than by
the median line or the criterion of exploitabllity. His delegation recognized that
a new definition of national jurisdiction was required and that submerged areas
outside that jurisdiction should be deemed to be an international. zone accessible
to zll and not susceptible to claims of national sovereignty.

Canada maintained its position of giving full support to any affirmation that
the sea-bed and the ccean floor should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes.
However, simply to assert that principle would not suffice o prevent a new arms
race in the ares; the Committee was algo called upon to indicate practical measures
for attaining that end. In course of his statement at the Committee's 16th meeting,
the representative of the United States had proposed such measures and suggested
that the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament should take up the matter in
order to prohibit weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed and the ocean floor.
Other measures aiming at general and complete disarmament would nesturally follow,
but again & simple proclamation of principle would not be suffibient; the final
solution would have to rest on a realistic foundation and gain the sup@ort of the

large majority of States. Control machinery to ensure compliance would also have
& J 3 D

to be provided.

Jun.
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Mr. Beaulieu, Caﬂaﬂé)
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While he agreed with the representstive of Ecusdor that all Members of the
General Agsembly had the right te concern themselves with disarmament, he believed
that the Eighteen-Nation Compittee on Disarmament, ag an expert group, was the
approcpriate body to give final form to the propesals being discussed by the Ad Hoe
Comuitiee.

Care should be taken to ensure that the expression "peaceful uses" was not
interpreted 80 broadly as to become mesningless. It could not be taken to cover
all wilitary activity irrespective of its nature or purpose, since the right to
gelf~defence remalined, no lesg than the principle of none-aggression, a fundamental
principle of international law.

There wag unanimous agreement in the Committee that more scientific and
technical knowledge waos needed concerning the expleration, conservation and
exploitation of the natural rescurces of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the
subsoll thereof. Although the Commitiee's terms of reference were confined to the
area bayond the limits of uational Jurisdicition, very little was known of the
ea-bed which came within naticnagl Jurisdiction under t@e terms of the 1658

ion; however, it wes clear that progress made in that area would bave =

s fect on what might one doy be possible beyond those limits.

" =

Hig delegation would Ui 4 oany plan for co-ordinating and
2 8

not believe that there wss any need to

publicizing work done in that asras,

'

change the statute organizatlons already dealing with the

of the

7]

metter. Canada wasg therefore in favour of expanding the co-ordinating role of

sopcerned, and was orepared to study

IGC, in co=cperation with the other
nractical means of implementing the United Btates propogal for an international
decade of ocean exploraticn.

lon end exploitation in the

The view of gsome delegations that all
area heling studlied by the Commitles shouid chdibited until o preclse legel

system had been devised

attenpt to dvaft detzilied
which they might have on navigation,

rescurces; bhe Committee should for the moment confine itself %o stating its bellefl
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(Mr. Arors . India)

gince 1t wmight preclude the establizhment of the necessary machinery under an
international régime. %Yo avoid widening the economic gap betwesn the developed znd
the developing countries, it should be wmade clear that particular sttention would
be paid to the interests of the latter. Hig delegation welcomed the acceptance
by the United States of the principle that the sea-bed and the ocean Tloor should
be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and agreed that activities in the area
ghould be conducted in accordance with international law, including the United
Nations Charter; both those points were included in the Indian draft declaraticn
(A/ACa1§5/El). The developing countries were making sn effort to formulate
generally acceptable principles in that connexion, and he hoped that all members of
the Commities would show a spirit of accommodation and endorse them when submitted.
After the introduchory statement by the representative of Belgium, the Belgian

ling the standing committee and its mandate (A/AC.155/29) was more

proposal reg
acceptable to hig delegetion. He wished however to propose the following revised
version of paragraph 3 (£):
"o gtudy the elaboration of z body of rules and the establishment of

an interpational régime which would promote international co-operation in

the exploration and utilization of the sea-ped and ocean floor and the subsoil

thereof beyond national Jurisdiction and, in particular, the legal rules

which should goﬁern such activities and to study the economic reduirements

that such a régime should satisfy in order to meet the interests of the

internati onal community."”

At g previcus meeting of the Commibtee, his delegation had stressed the
impertance of preserving the unity of the item as defined in the Committee’s
terms of reference; only thu. could effective progress be made towards utilizing
the resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for the benefit of mankind. He
thevefore regretted tha failure of the delegations of the Soviet Union and the
United States to accept that view, and hoped that in the iight of the convinging
statements made by, among others., the representatives of Ecuador and Malta, they
wonld find it possible to endorse a broader mandate and increased responsibilities
for the standing committee whose establishment was proposed by the Belgian
delegation.

Mr. Krajewski (Poland) took the Chair.

AR



~10%- A/AC.135/5R.20

Mr. GORALCZYK (Poland)} conszidered that the idea of establishing =

standing committee to continue the work of the Ad Hoe Committee deserved support
in principle. The Ad Hoc Committee had onily begun the discussion of the very
complicated and vast problems before it; that discussion ghould be continued, and
when the necessary scientific, technological and economic information had been
obtained, it would be possible to reach useful legal conclusions and to =ecure
accentance of the principles which . would govern the future activities of States
on the sea-bed and the ocean Tloor.

In establishing the terms of reference of the new commitiee, duplication of
the work of existing United Nations bodies should be avoided. His delegation
wished to stress, in pmrticular, the role of the Intergovernmental Oceanographic
Commisgion (IOC) in the co-ordination of national and international scientifiec
research programmes.‘ I0C deserved full support, and his delegation saw no reason
to deprive it of part of its functions or to duplicate its work. Comsequently,
in the matter of international co-operation in scientific research, the functions
of the proposed committee and of I0C should be carefully defined, with due

regard to the present leading role of 10C. Similarly, with regard to measures

for the prevention of the pollution of the sea, stress shotld be laid on the role
played by the Inter-Covernmental Maritime Comsultative Oréanization {IMCO), which
already had considerable experience in the study and implementation of measures
to prevent pollution of the zea by o0il.

As to the military aspects of the problem, the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament was the most appropriate body for studying practical measures for
preventing the use of the sea-bed and the ccean floor for other than peaceful
purpeses. Only it had the military experts competent to deal with the complex
and very delicate technical problems of non-armament and disarmament.

The clafifications given by the Belgian delegation, in presenting its
working paper (A/A0u155/29), generalily speaking, covered the points made by the
Polish delegation. The definition of the committee's terms of reference in the
Belgian draft resolution might be amended soméwhat, in the light of those
clarifications and of the ensuing discussion in the Committee. Moreover, the
limits of nationpal jurisdiction were still not sufficiently defined and established.

Consequently, the new committee might be asked to stuldy that problem. Lagtly.

/.
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(Mr. Iileinger, Austria)-

Another need recognized by the Economic and Technical Working Group was that
of ensuring exploration and exploitation of marine mineral deposits for the benefit
of mankind. Generally accepted formulas for achieving that objective had not yet
been found. His delegation considered that, at the present stage, the most
promising approach would be to transform the Ad Hoc Committee into a standing
committee at the forthcoming General Assembly. At the end of ite third session,
the Ad Hoc Committee would have succesgfully completed its mandate, which was to
submit a study of past and present activities and to identify the issues which

dezserved further consideration. It wag not a function of the Ad Hoc Committee to

present agreed solutions. A standing committee could more appropriately discuss
those matters and make recommendations to the General Assembly which would pave
the way for eventual decisions on the organizational ard cther aspects of the
matbter. In that connexim , the working paper prepared by the Belgian delegation
(A/AC_155/29) would greatly facilitate consideration of the problem.

Despite some divergencieé, there was a considerable area of common agreement,
and his delegation was confident that the Ad Hoc Committee wounld be able to
submit to the General Assembly a number of generally agreedbgrinciples, which

would form the basis for a satisfactory solution of that complex and challenging
issue.

Miss MARTIN SANE (France) said that the Ad Hoc Committee, by adopting

the procedure of preparing a report, was adhering strictly to the letter and
spirit of General Assembly resclution 2340 (XXII), in that it was not taking
decigicons or even making recommendations, but providiﬁg an indication regarding
practical means to promote intermatiornal co-operation. According to the wording
of the resolution, the Ad Hoc Committee should merely set out in its report

the different opinions expressed and attach the various draft resolutions
submitted as working papers. However, it seemed possible - and it would of course
be preferable -~ fo reach an agreement and, in a final section of the report, to
record the consensus on a number of principles. Her delegation would be pleased
if, as a tribute to the hospitality of the Brazilian Govermment, those principles

were to be known as the "Principles of Rio de Janeiro™.
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{Mige Martin Sane, France)

In her delegation's opinion, one practical way of promoting internationsal
co-operation would be to establish, in the text of the A4 Hoc Committee's report,
g 1ist of principles to govern the future régime of the sea-ted and the ocean
flocr. If the iist was to be of practical valus, it should enumerate princinles
which could be effectively complied with, in other words, they would have %o
command the widest possitle support, first of all in the Committee itself. Her
delegation would therelfore hesgitate to propose a Tormulation which might prove
controversial and preferred to confine itself fo principles based either on the
logic of the Committee's work or on general agreement. Of course, 1t would have
no objection to having the report indicate, with regard to other points, that
divergent opinions had been expressed.

The foliowing principles seemed to her delegation to be generally accepted.
Part of the cea-bed and the ccean floor was, and would remain, beyond the limits
of national Jurisdiction. Asg a logical corollary, it was necessary to define the
limits of the sea-ted and the cocean floor in relation to national jurisdiction.
The sea-bed and the ocean floor should be used exclilusively Tor peaceful purposes.
A1l States had a right to explore and exploit the sea-bed and the ocean floor, a
right which had as a corollary the principle of the non-appropriation by nations
cf the sea-bed and the ocean flioor. The exploration and utilizaticn of the
gea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national - jurisdiction should be
for the benefit and in the interests of mankind as a whole, with due regard for
the needs of the developing countries. Activities on the sea-bed snd the ocean
floor must be conducted in accordance with internationsl law, including the
United Nationg Charter. The Ffreedom of the high seas must be respected and
interference with traditional meritime activities avoided. Measures must be
taken to conserve maritime resources.

A gecond practical method would be to indicate in the Ad Hoc Committee's
report that international co-operation might be ensured by a United Nations
cammittee. The report should mention the various progposals made on that matter.
In a communication of 13 May 1963 (A/AC.135/1/Add.6), France had agreed in
principle to the establishment of a committee zalong the lines of the Commitles

on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, but had stressed that its establishment

e
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CONSIDFRATION OF PRACTICAL MEANS TO PROMOTE INTERNATIONAT CO-OPERATION IN THE
EXPLORATION, CONSERVATION AND USE OF THE SEA-BED AND THE CCEAN FLOOR, AND THE
SUBSOIL THEREOF, AND OF THEIR RESOURCES (concluded)

points which it considered particularly Important.

Firstly, concerning the institutional aspect, his delegation thought that
the sea-bed and its resources, should be administercd by a world body under the
auspices of the United Nations. Such a body could only be established on the
basis of a detailed study by experts of the legal, economic, technical, vractical
and political aspects of the probtlem. It might be necessary at that stage to
revise the structure of the existing internaticnal machinery. His delegation
suggested that at the present stage the Ad Hoc Committee should simply agree on
the necessity of establishing such an international authority in the future,
leaving sside the guestions of its mandate and structure.

Fending the establishment of that permanent body, Member States should
endeavour to promote international co-operation in the fileld of the use and

exploitation of the sea-bed, in particular, by giving full\gnd genaral support

Q
th

to the recommendations of the Secretary-General for increasing the effectiveness
the existing international structure {(E/448T).

Regarding the future of the Ad Hoc Committee, hig delegation supported the®
Belgian proposals (A/AC.135/29), to the effect that a recommendation should be
addreszed to the General Assembly that it should establisih a2 standing committee
with broader terms of reference. It reserved the right to state 1te position in
more detail when a draft regolution relaling to that duestion was under
consideration.

Regarding the guestion of pollution, his delegation supported the suggestilons
contained in the Icelendic draft rezolution on a study of wmeans for minimizing
the canger of pollution of the marine envircmment which might arise from the
exploration and expioitation of the sea-bed and ocetan floor anc the subgoil
thereof (A/AC.135/31). It would revert to that matter at an apwropriate time.

egarding the question of convening a United Nations conference on the law

v

of the gea, hils delegation thought thet there was a need to review the law of
the sez and to work out the basis of a lepal régime for the sea-bed and the ccean

floor which would be acceptable to all countries. There was also a need to define
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(Myr. Kikhia, Tibya)

the boundaries of the area under consideration by the Ad Hoc Committee. The icea
had been advanced that the statug guo could be maintained with respect to the
limits of national jurisdiction and that c¢laims of sovereignty could be frozen.
His delegation had expressed reservaticns regarding that solution, which it
considered impracticable and which might be inequitable to some countries. He
hoped that the suggestion concerning the convening of a third conference on the
lav of the sea would he mentisred in the report.

His delegation supported the idea of & declaration of principles to be
enunciated by the General Assembly, which would be the first step towards the
establishment of a legal régime for the sea-bed, and thought that agreement could
be reached on some basic phkinciples. It hoped that the declaration weould include
the following principles:

{1) There existed an area of the sea-bed outside the limits of nstional
Jurisdiction, which should be conzidered geparately from the superjacent waters
of the high seas; that area should be preserved from natioral cr private
appropriation.

(2) The rescurces of the sea-~bed should be expleitéd for the common benefit
of mankind, in the interests of world peace and wilth a view to maximum efficiency,
in order that all countries and peoples should participate equitably in their

exploitation and use.
(3) The exploitation of the sea-bed and its resources should be administered

and controlled by a competent world organization under United Nations ausplcesz.

(%) The sea-bed should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes, and should
not be made available for military use by any Stater or groun of States.

(5) The exploration and use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor should be
carried out in accordance with intermstional law, including the United Nations
Charter.

(6) The principle that all States have the right to carry out scientific
research and exploration involving the sea-bed and the ccean floor should not be
questioned, the results of such scilentific activities should be made availasble
to all countries without discrimination, and international scientific co-operation
with regard to the szea-bed should be encouraged.

(7) All activities related to the exploration and use of the sea-bed should
be carried out in accordance with relevant rules concerning the prevention of

o

marine pollution and the conservation of the living resources of the sea.
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had requested the Commitiee to undertake s study in three parts, of which the third
congisted in giving an indication of practical mesnsg of promoting intermstional
co-operation in the exploration, conservation and ves of the sea-bed and the ocean
floor, and the subsoll thereof, and of thelr resources.

The Committes had made every eifort to cerry oul the Eésk entrustbed to it

phs 2 {a) and 2 {p) of the resolution. It now remained for

ider all the practical means of promoting ivternational
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co-operation in the field concerned. As the Chairman had indiceted in his
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(Mr. Tilakaratns, Ceylon)

In that comnexion, it should be remembered that although knowledge of the
resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor wasg still very fragmentary, it was
nevertheless sufficient to justify the consideration, if not adoption, of
nrinciples designed to prevent the appropriation of the sea-bed and the ocean
floor and to ensure that their resources would be exploited for the benefit of
511 merkind. |

The regort of the 33rd American Assembly on Uses of the Sea - a body with an
impressive list of trustees, which had met in New York from 2 to 5 May 1968 -
contained a number of important ideas and proposals on the law of the sea, the
definition of the continental shelf, the revision of the 1958 Geneva Convention,
the United States position with respect to the definition of the continental shelf,
the issuance of licences for exploitation by the United States in adjacent areas,
the establishment of international machinery under United Nations auspices and
ite functicns with respect to the issuvance of licences, the collection of
revenues and the referrval of dizputes to arbitration, etc. The members of' the
Committee could usefully study that report. v

The delegation cf Ceylon welcomed the views expressed by the USSR
representetive on the subject of the declaration of principles at the Committee's
gecond segsion. The developing countries of Agia, Africa and Latin America were
working on a set of principles reflecting thelr aspirations and the points on
which they'were in agreement.

His delegation approved the Belgian preposal for the establishment of a
standing commitiee and the principle should receive the unznimous endorsement of
the Committes. It would be premature to considerithe details of its composition
and terms of reference, which would be a matter for the General Assembiy. The
standing committee's mogt important role should be that of ceo-ordinating all

efforits to find solutlons to the problems of the ses-bed and the ocean floocr.,

an

Ag dn the case of the peaceful uses of ouler space, it had been said that
there wag no need for undue haste. The oniy link of most of the countries
represented on the Committee with outer space was ~ and was likely to be for some
time to cowe - the accildental landing of egn astronaut in their fterritory. On the

other hand, the resalm of the seas and oceans had a direct and inescapavle impact

[ase
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{Mr. Tilaskaratna, Ceylon)

on the existence of wost of the countries represented in the Committes. Tiwme had
overtaeken Longfellow!s idea that the oceans not only separated but alsc united
mankind. The real separation was betweean the haves and the have-nots, and perhaps

the oceang offered the last opportunity of bhridging the gap between them.
My, Dﬁg;@gg‘{United Republic of Tanzania} said that, as his delegation
had already given 1ts views on the item under discussion several times, he would

not 4o more than make a few comments on Lwo specially important guestions, the

O
P

establishment of a2 standing committee and the preparaticn of a declaration
principies. In that connexion, his delegation fully endorsed the statements made
the previocus day by the representative of Malte and by the representatives of
Indis, Livya and Ceylon at the current westing.

Regarding the question of establishing 2 standing committee, his delegatiocn
velcomed the Belgian proposal, on which a broad measure of agreement seemed likely
in the Committee. It was tC be hoped that there would be unanimous support for
the draft declaration of principles also. Alﬁhcngh the United States position
fell short of what the developing countries consideredetic be the baresht basic

the merit of Trankness., The Conmittee's work would

principies, it had at iles
have been greatly simplified 1f other delegations, and specifically thait of the
Scviet Unicn, had made an synally clisar statemsnt of their pesiticn.

in conclasion, he asked why the United Stebtss representative had used the

expreszion "deep” ocean Floor.

dr. CHALOEMYTARANA (Thailand) s

under diz
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2f all mankind, particularly the deveicplng countr:

ot

wne it
might olainm or exercise soversigniy over any part of she sea-pad, the ocean floor
or the subsoil thers=of; thav the activities of Siates in the explorstvion and
expleitaticn of Bl?h area should be in accordance with the Purpeses and Principles

the United Nations Charter, in the interests of maigtalning peace and security

N

and of promoting economic development; particularly ln the developing counftries

z Of the United

that the international régime to be sstablished under

s

Hations shouldd provide for the best and wost egultable app! of the penef
obtained from the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed and the coesn floor
tarough suitable internaiionsl machinery designed to promote the econcmic, socilal
loping countries, and that that régime should

E
AUSEAVYY

and scientific progress of the 4
apply to areas beyond the limits of national jurisdiction, bubt woh to those aress
in which the question of jurisdiction was regulated by the L0958 Coavention on the
Continental Shelf,

His delegation was prepared to support sny draft resolutlon or decliaration

hased on thoss principles and gave generel support Lo the ides of setting up a

. - P - . Ve e . Coa — N
stending committes, as outlined in the Pelgian drafi resolution {A/50.135/2G5.

QNeray} welcomed the statement by the representaitive of

Ieeland, which should be supported hy all membsrs of the Jomnibtee. Follution of

problem, @ the "Torr N neident had

the warine environment was a
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explopives wight be used 6o produce the low-freguency sound waves

raguired in oL1 progpecting.  The explosions creabed shock weves which, ou being

reflacted from the sea~bed and its underlying layers, were registered and analysed.

Such explosions; unfortunastely, resulted In the death of iasrge guantities of edible

o

had happenad in California in 1987 and 1948, when the authcrities had

Tisn,

1]

had ©o revole prospecting permits for twe ysar

» proposal for an internationsz

m

His Governument supporbted bthe United State

decade of ocean exploration and was gratified to note that whe USER had zlso given
its approval to that proposal, Obviously, 1t would take much longer than ten
years to sclve the problewms involved in the egploration and sxploitation of the
resourees of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, but the impocriant thing was Lo make
a stars. As the United States representatives had said, the boundaries of the
area under national jurisdiction wouid have o be precisely defined and, in the

meantime, 1t must be understood that the exploltation or use of any part of that

area would in no way prejudice their location,

His delegation fully shared that view and suggested that, as a temporary
arpangement, mschinery should be established within the” framework of the United
Nations to register activities carried out in the area in guegtion. Buch an
arrangement would awoid serious intermationsl tensions until such time as an

rternaticnal régime for the a~bed was established.

.

Tn conclyuslon, his delegation supported the Belpian proposal for

o+

ha setting

up of & sbanding committee to contime the work of the AQ Hoc Commitiee. Ihe

of the new committee’s tsrms of reference could be sclved at the twenty-
third session of the feneral Assembly.

1D {Urited Arab Repubiic) recalled that reference had often

boer made during the Committee’s three sesziops 7o the need for the adoption of

a declaration of legal principies, the establisiment of permanent machinery and
the launching of an internationsl dzcade and of ocean

resesrch,
itteets firet and gocond sessiong that

atated at the

sa-bed and bhe ccean flocr should be

in nthe Interest of manxind and that no part of that



AfAC.1535/5R.21 -118

(Mr. Abdel-Hauid, United Arab Republic)

=)

appropriation by any State or private enterprise. The joinlt exploitation of
marine resgcurces should take place within the context ¢f broad international
co-speration and should help to narrow the gap between the developed countries
and the others. In his statemnent of the previous day the United Btates
representative had avoided any mention of the words “developing countries" and

advocated what he considered to be & non~discriminatory apprcoach but that

approach seemed To favour the developed countries for the simple reason that it
would have the effect of perpetuating the existing situation.

The existence of considerable resources on the sea-bed and ocean floor was
slready an established fact and would have repercussions on relations between
States. The guestion now was whether the colonial system would be revived or
whether an =ffort would be made to promote international co-operation on the basis
of justice and eguity. The proposed declaration should lay down the following
principles: the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national
jurisdictiﬁu were the common heritage of a2ll mankind and all countries had a
common interest in their exploration and exploitation; activities t0 that end
should be exclusively peaceful in nature; ne State should apprépriate any part
whatsocever of that area; provision should be made for lnternational cO~Cperation
and the best way to ensure such co-operation was tc establish international
machinery under United Nations auspices; the right of developing countries to
share the economic henefits derived from the exploitaticn of marine resources should
be recognized. AlL Member States, as well as govermmental and intergovernmental
crganizations and the specialized agencies should carry on their activities in
accOrdance with that declaration.

With regard to the possible establishment of permanent machinery, the main
point at issue was its terms of reference. The statement by the Belgilan
representative on the establishment of such a standing cowmittee contained specific
proposals for its terms of reference and served as a practical basis for dlscussion.
In any case, & standing committee should be set up to co-ordinate and guide the
activities of the United Nations bhodies and Govermments In the Ticld under

congideration.

;e
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{Mr. Abdel-Hamid, United Arab Republic)}

A long-term international programme of oceanogrephic research, like fthe
decade proposed by the United States, could be another practical means of promoting
internaticnal co~operation provided due heed was paid tc the interests of the
developing countries; that concept should also be clearly menticned in the
declaration of principles.

Tmnediate steps must 21s0 he taken to prevent pollution of the warine
environment, and the point raised by the Icelandic delegation was particularly
pertinent in that connexion.

With regard to the demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond
the limits of naticnal Jjurisdiction, some delegations had felt that it was
rremature 10 refer the matiter to the Bighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament.

The repcrt by the Sceretariat on the military uses of the sea~bed {A/AC.135/28)
indicated that that was an urgent matter and, if other United Neticns organs could
help the éommittee $0 solve the prcoblem,there was no resson for the Commitiee not
to avall itself of thelr asslstance.

The matter of delimiting the area now under consideration should alsc be
settled and the 1958 Convention on the Continental Shelf, particularly the

definition ©f the sheslf itself, should be revised.

Mr, ANDRASSY {Yugoslavia)} recalled that, at the tenth meeting of the
Legal Working Group, the Yugoslav delegation had enumerated the general principles
which emerged from the Ad Hoc Committee's deliberations and which were likely 1o
be acceptable to all delegations {A/AC.135/%G.1/SR.1C, p. 13). With regard to

the Scoviet and United States proposals concerning the prohibition of the
utilization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for military purposes, he.
reaffirmed the opinion which he had expressed at the seventh meeting of the Legal
dorking Group (A/AC.135/WG.1/SR.7, ». k). His delegation also supported the
Belgian draft resolution concerning the estabiishwment of a standing commitiee and
the Icelandic proposal regardiug pellution of the warine enviromment. In that
connexicn, preventive action should be taken and rules defining responsibilities
in the event of damage should be formulated as a matter of urgency. It would,
morecver, be recalled that the International Court orf Justics has already ruled

that Stateg were responsible for damsge criginating in their territory.



Mr. BUTAZEENECY {Uniou ¢f Soviet Jocialist Republics) szid that

prohibition of the utilization of t© gea-bed and the ocean floor for wmilitary
purposes was a highly imporbant acd practical method of prowoting internationsl
co-operation in the explorabion, conservation and exploitaticn of the resources

of that arca. That was & point which his Jdelegabion wished to euphasizs and, in

that connexion, provision could be made for a régime to guar
and the ocean flocr were used zzclusively Tor peaceful purpoges. The Soviet Unlon
had proposed that the Ad Hoc Coumitbes shouid recommend that the General Asgembly
ghould adopt a resolubtion celliing upon all States to uge the gea-bed and the ocean
floor beyond the limits of the tevritorial waters of coastal States exzclusively
for peaceful purposes and to reguest the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmement
to consider, as an urgent watter, the guestion of prohibiting the use for wilitary
purpcses of the sea-bed and the ocesy floor. That draft resoluticn would be the
best way of solving the problem and would thus facilitale internaticnal co-oparation.
The French and United States delegations had alse formulated iwmportant propesals
on the subject, It was vital o continue the efforts alread y begun, firstly, in
crder to solve the problem of delimiting the area which is not subject to natlional
Jurigdiction and, secondly, in order Lo find solutions to legsl problems srising
Ffrom the exploration and use of the ocean floor, with due regard Lo The principle
of the freedom of the high seas.

g0 far as the possibleée sstablishment of & standing commitiee was coOncerned,
he did not object t0 establishing such & compiitee. That committec's terms of
reference should be limited to the consideration of legsi, technical and economic
aspects of the sea~bed and the ocean floor. It should Le a consultative body of

ig of reaching unanimous
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_“EELDﬁ_'{Liberia) stated, with regard to drawing up & list of
princivlies, that his delegation fully endsrsed t Indian representative's cnalysis,

as amended by the French representative. Tt would seem that the following

le conclusgions could be drawn from the Ad Hoe Committes's

generally accsy

delibe; 12 that there exigted an area of the sea-bed and the ocean floor

which was pot subject 0 raticnal jurisdiction; that the limits of the area
should be precissly defined; That the existing provisions of international law
ol the gubject were inadequates; that the sea-bed and the ocean ©loor, and the
subselil thereof, beyond the limits of aational jurisdicticn were the heritage of
all mankind and were not subject to national appropriation; that that area should

Le regerved exclusively for peaceiul uses;. tkhet all uses of the ocean floor

wy
o

ghould take into account ewisting rights to the marine environment:; that all
wonkind should benefit eguitably From the utilization of that area; that all
activities in that ares should be carried ocut under the auspices of the United
Jaticns znd in accerdancs with interpational law, including the United Nations
Charter; and that the responsibility for co-ordinating those activities should be
asglgned by the United Nations to a special body. .

Be wondered what sgpecial significance the United States representative
consigtently attached to the inclusion of the word "deep" when referring to the

"deep ccean floor'.

'Unnﬁed States of America) explained, in reply to the

wresentatives of Liberia and the United Republic of Tanzania, that his delegation

nad used the expression "deep ccean floor' in this context to desigpate the
antire area situated beyond the limits of maticonal jurisdiction. It wes intended

the game 23 "the ses-bed and the ocean floor, and the subsoil thereof,

underlying the high sea beyond the limits of national jurisdiction”

~ MLADET {Czechoslovakia) emphasized the importence which he attached,

 the wmany propcsals submitted, to the Secretary-General's recommendation for

opanded programre of international co-operation and to the United States draft

can international decade of ccean exploration. The Ad Hoce Committes
» £4_£20¢

gearcely had snough tiome to draw up a List of principles acceptable to all

delegations. Furthemmore, ipo tne Tight of its terms of reference, the Ad Hoc

/v
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(Mr. Mladek, Czechoslovakia)

Committee was not expected to submit such a draft declaration of principles to
the General Assembly. Nevertheless, the very interesting draft resolutiomns,
especially those submitted by the delegations of India, the United States and
Teeland, could be considered by the General Assembly.

S0 far as the continuation of the work begun by the Ad Hoc Committee was
concerned, his delegation favoured the establishment of a standing commlttee and
welcomed the Belgian draft resolution (A/AC.155/29)9 Such a committes should,
however, be explicitly instructed to study the delimitati@n of the sea~bed area
teyond the limits of present national jurisdiction, a guestion whose importance
had been stressed by the United States delegation, among others. In view of the
modest results achieved by the Ad Hoc Committee in the matter of law, that aspect

should be gone into more theroughly in the future.

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) said thaet international co-operation in the field
under consideration must be carried out only in accordance with international law,
including the Charter of the United Nations, znd under the auspices of the United
Nations. The developing countries attached special importance to the establishment
of internationasl co-operation which would enable them to bene¥it from the
exploitation of the regources of the sea-bed on an equal footing and would help
10 narrow the gap separating them from the developed countries.,

It was &lso important that the ses-bed and the ocean floor should be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes and he welcomed the statement made by the United
States delegation in that connexion.

‘There was general agreement that there existed an area of the ccean beyond
the limits of national jurisdiction, whose boundaries should be defined, which
was the common heritage of all mankind and which should be exploited for the
benefit of all mankind. His delegation felt that an international régime, which
should act as a trustee for the international community but would not assume
Jurisdiction ag a sovereign entity, should be established as soon as practicable;
if possible in 1970. In the meantime, there should be a freeze on all claims
concerning areas beyond the limits of present naticnal jurisdiction. The sea~bed
and ocean floor should also be ¢open Lo scientific investigation by all countries

without dizerimination. In that respect, as his delegation, among others, had

/o
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aiready zmphasized, scientific investigation did not and zould not create any
cights of exploitation. Those general principles should be incorporated in the
drait declaration which the comwittee should submit to fthe General Assembly.

The tyre of internaticonal co-operation proposed in the United States draft
resolution (A/AG,155/25) was teo limited. Morecver, some of the principles
advocated by the developing naticns and subseguently accepted by the United States
delegation were not included in the text. On the other hand, the Indian draft
resolution {A/A5,135/21) had not arcused smy strong disagreement in the Committes.

Hiz delegation was in favour of the establishment of & standing committee
with terms of reference formulated along the lines of the ohservations made by the
Ueylonese representative, which reflected the views held by the African-Asian
group. In conclusgion, the most important peint was that the CGeneral Assembly
gshould adopt o deelaration of general principles on the subject referred toe the

Aé Hoc Compmittee for consideraticn.

bMr. BUSHA {Inter-Govermmental Maritime Consultative Organization) said
that IMCO atbached great importance to rescolution 2340 {XXII)Lwhich sought to
preserve the area in guestion from "actions and uses which might be detrimental to
the common interests of mankind”. The most common causes of pollution had so far
been persistent oils, Padicasctive substances and chemicals. Az document
A/£C~135/15 pointed out, there would be an increasing risk of pellution as the
exploitation of the sea-bed and the ccean floor progressed,

IMCC had a lasrge-scale programme concerning the scientific, technical and
legal aspects of merine polluticn. IMCC had studied in particular ways and means
of avoidirg the pollution resulbing from mishaps to devices of exploration and
exploitation; indeed, drilling rigs had suffered all too wany such wishaps. The
experience which IMCO Had acguived in that respect was 2t the disposal of the
Committee.

Vith regard to the co-ovdination of the activities of the wvarious internatiénal

ions concerned with merine pollution, he pointed out that all the

interested nrganizaticns (the United Nations, FAC, UNESCO, WHO, MG, IMCC and LARA)
were giving their concerted attention to avoiding duplication in their work. In

that cornexicn, the cstablishment by UNESCC/IOC, FAC and IMCC of a Joint Vorking

/
feve



(Mr. Busha, IMCO)

=lated to the pollation of the

Group of Bxperts ©0 advise on

Group, which was sched.

sz represented definite progrsss.

weet sarly in 1969, would be ewminently competent 4o study, if raouestbed, fhe

of pollution of the warine envircnuent meutioned itn the draft regoiution sl
by IZceland,

States of America) paid that it would be preferable

to renew the Ad Hoc Committee's mendate for a year rather then establish a standing

committes as proposed by Relgium (A/AC.135/29). If a standing commibtes
nevertheless set up, care should be taken to avoid duplication betwesn its
aotivities and those of other United Hations bhodies.

Mr. AUDLAND {United Kingdow) seid that the Ad Hoc Committes shovid adopt

a list of principles for recomwendation to the General Asgembly, &5 gonc
delegations had suggested. The list submitted by the representative of France
corresponded most closely to tThe views of the United Kingdom delegation,

His delegation welcowed the draft resoluticns presented by Iceland and Belgium,
but hoped that certain amendsents would be made to them when they were digcussed.

He expressed the hope that the discussicn of the dzaff report would arford
the Ad Hoc Committee an opportunity to adopt a documewnt that would refiect the

broad measure of agreement that had been reached on numerous points.

43

Mr. FEDEROV {United Nations Educationsl, Scientific and Cultucal
Organizaticn) expressed his apprecistion of the tributes paid te the

Imtergovernmental Oceanographic Commission. He was happy t0 note that a larges

the scisntific

number of representatives had wishad it to continue with Its
aspects of the item, and had warned against the dangers of duplicastion betweepn ihs

activities snd those new committee, Oy of ths &d Hoo Comnlties,

attached very great ilmportance wo the nature
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(Mr. Ruda, Argentina)

I that solution was decided upon, the standing committee's terms of reference
ghould be such 28 to make its task as casy as possible. In that comnexion, it
might be useful to draw on General Asseubly resclution 1472 {XIV), setiing up
the Committes on the Peaceful Uses of Cuter Hpace, particularly where the legal
problems presented by the exploration and expleitation of the sea-bed and the ccean
floor were concerned.

Altncugh 1t would refrain from faking up a definite position on the terms
of reference for the standing committee until the gquestion was considered by the
General Assembly, his delegaticon thought that operative paragraph 2 (2) of the
Belgian draft resolution should be amended along the lines proposed by the
representative of India at the previous meeting.

As regards the principles to be formulated, his delegation considered that
it would be difficult for the Ad Hoc Committee to frame other than general
principles that could be unanimously accepted by all delegations.

In conclusion, he reiterated his delegation's endorsement of the United

States draft resolution {A/AC.135/33). N

2r. MAURTUA (Pern), speaking of marine pollution, expressed the view
that measures of the kind described in the draft resolution submitted by Ieeland
mist be taken {A/AC.lES/Bl). In addition, States shouid have the right to take
steps to pretect the living resources in the areas undzr thelr Jjurisdiction.

He hoped that the words "allasy the serious damage”, in the third preambular
paragraph of the draft rescolution, would be replaced Ly some oSther expression,
such as "avoid the sericus damages".

Referrving to the Belsian proposal to establish & standing committes with
broader terms of refarence than those of the £d Hoco Committee, he pointed out thst,
apart from the questlons apecifically mentioned in working paper A/AC.135/29, Thers
were Cther problems for which a legal sclution must eventuzlly be found, such as
the pesceful uses Of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and marine poliution. A

international reswonsibility of States for damage. But in order to establish

1.
1

régime of thet kind, 1t was necessary Lo determine

jo)

to be resolved.
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{Mr. Maurtua, Peru)

His delegation also felt that the Belgian proposal was liable t0 create
difficulties as regards the composition of the standing committee. The proposed
guidelines for its composition appeared to indicate that its membership would be

larger than that of the Ad Hoc Committee.

that he had said at the 19th meeting that the composition of the proposed standing
committee 4id not come within the purview of the Ad Hoc Committee.

The Belgian delegation had felt thet it might be helpful if it suggested
certain criteria t0 assist the General Asgembly in deciding on the composition of
the standing committee, but its propusals had given rise to a great deal of
misunderstanding. He therefore proposed that paragraph 5 of working paper
A/8C.135/20 should be considered null and void.

His delegation was in agreement with the Peruvian representative regarding
the legel rdégime to be established for the sea-bed and the ocean floor. Whatever
the régime, it would have to based on certaln principles which were now being
formalated. Decisions as to methods would have to be eatrusted +to the standing
committee, which must therefore be given very general terms of reference.

Regarding the UNESCO representative'’s objection, he said that the delegations
that were in favour of establishing a standing committee had two maln concerns in
mind: first, to maintain the unity of the item placed on the agenda by the
delegation of Malta, and, secondly, to avoid any overlépping of the spheres of
competence of existing bodies, particularly IOC. In that connexion, he recalled
that he had been careful to emphasize at the 19th meeting that the standing
committee would not replace I0C, which had proved its value and co-Opersted with
the Ad Hoc Committee in preparing a report on the scientific aspects cof the item.
Consequently it could be expected that thers would be a strengthening of the
co-operation established between IOC and the Ad Hoc Committee.

He was grateful tc the wany delegations which supported the establishment of
a standing committee and the draft terms of reference proposad by Belgium in
working paper A/AC.155/29“ He was grateful alsc to those representatives who had
put forward suggestions that would help to define the functions to he gilven to

the standing committes.
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. Dencrme, Pelgiumj

When considering working paper A/Aan;j/ag, delegat

dreft resolubion it conbained was only 3 provisionsl

for discussion. He was at the digposal of any deleggticng which wighed to chiain

clarification or to sugegest arendments regarding that texh.

B

His delegation trusted that there would e sgreement o & recommsndabion

Gensral Assembly should establisi a hody he corntinue the task undsrtaken

Ly the Ad Hoc Committee and that it should specify that body's temms of reference

working paper.
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The CHAIRMAN ncted that paragraph 5 of workd

withdrawn by the Belglan representative.

Mr. DANIELI {United Republic of Tanzania) propesed thet a smsll cowmit
ghould be set up, composed of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committes, the members of
3 Pl eeteslinedl }

the Bureau and the Chalrmen of the two Verking Groups, 0 discuss the Belgian

proposal in wmore detail.

bir. SCHRAM (Iceland) said that he was gratified by the support which

e
o
Qo

his draft resolution had received. He would bear in mind the amendments that hs
heen proposed €0 his text.
He thanked the representative of IMCO for the additional inforwmation he had

supplied on the subject covered by the draft resolution.

Mr, ARORA (Irdia} said that, in his view the UNESUO representative's

statement was of great importance; he woald give it careful shudy. He reserved

the right to speak again, if necessary on points arising out of it.

EggmggéggﬁéNl/ recalled that the United States proposzl for the

cgtablishment of an international decade of ocean exploration had been welcOmsd

in the Comaithtee's

et

oy all speakers. It would be transmitted t0 the General Assembl;

report, together with the observaticns made on it.

"L

On the guestion of the conservation of nstural rescurces, the draft

= Sonare =3 = 0 r ] - -
rezcintion submitted by Iceland gﬁ/AC,IjS/QL) had received almost

E/ The full text of the Chairman's statemert was subsequently ciroulated
document A/4C.135/35,
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governing activities on the sea-bed and the ccean Floor should be based on certain

gen#sral principles, and it had besn recognized that there was an area beyond the

limite of pational jurdisdicticn which was the concern of the Ad Hoe Oommltiee.

It had been felt that the limite of That ares required precige definition.
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studied could not be subject to any spproprd
the explovation and evploitetion of the ses-bed and ocean Floor should be
carried cul in the interest of wankind, with dus regard for existing rightsa:
the ses-hed asnd the ocesn Floor should be used exclusively for peaceful

parposeg; the freedom of reseazrch should be malnitained without interference
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(The Chelrman)

There had aiso beern some appreciation of the need for arrangements o govern
the exploitaticon of merine resources, and the importance of the principle of
responsiblility for damsge caused in the marine environment as a result of
exploration and exploitation activities had been stressed.

Fimally, the Committee had had before it the Belgian proposal (A/AG.1.55/’29}
with the exception of paragraph 5, which had been withdrawn) for the establishment
of a standing committee. Many delegations, while approving that proposal in
nrinciple, had reserved their right to consider the standing committee's proposed
terms of reference on a later and wmore appropriate occasion. The same delegations
had been prepered, however, tc agree tc the continuvation of the Ad Hoc Committee
1f such & decigion wds adopted.

The Committee had been given a clarification of the meaning of the expression
"deep ocean floor" by the United States representative, and it hadé had before it,
provosals relating to the use of the area for military purposes, together with
draft resoluticns submitted by the USSR, the United States and the United Republic
of Tanzania on related matters. .

The Committee's final decisions would depend cn the outcome of the .
consultations and negotiations then in progress, the results of which would be
recorded in the report.

He expressed the hope that the Committee would be able to achieve a wide
enough measure of agreement to simplify the General Assembly's task in arriving at

thne important decisions it would be called upon to take.,

Mr., KULAZHENKOV {Union of BSoviet Socialist Republics) proposed that

the Chairman’s statement should be circulated as a Committee document.

It was =0 decided.

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m.
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to the Chaiws peoposal that his nbgervations should be fucluded in the

Commitiea’s report.

The rewort of the Economic and Technical Working Group (A/ACAD5/1.5) was,

":1’\1 "u \IL.,L{ -

OFTTOW OF THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTER TO THE GENFRAL ASSEMBLY (A/pC‘ 135/R.3)

Mr, GAUCI (Malta), Repporieur, introducing the draft revort

(A/AC.055/R.%), said thet ipn preparing the repcrt he had followed the order in

¢h the points were zet out in CGenersal Aszenmbly resclutlon 23L0 (X.XII)

The reports of the Feonomic and Technical Working Group and the ITegal

Working Group would be appended to the Committee's veport ag amexes I and II;
respectively . Annex ITL would contain all the resolubions. Lastly, annex IV
would conbain o List of all ithe documents relating to the item which had been
prepered for the Committee by the Secretariat, the specialized agencies and other
bodies.,
He inforwsd the Committee thsat the following changes should be made in the

draft report: in paragraph %, the word “able", in the lsst sentence, should be
eplaced by the word "free'; in parsgraph 7, the words "Scme of the meetings of
the Working Group were held informally, and no summary records were kept" should
he added after the last sentence; in paragraph 8, the words "its military and
political aspects™, in the Tirst sentence, shouild be replaced bty the words "its
wilitary, political and other aspects”; in parsszrvavh 20, the words "Any such
regearch and sxplovation, 1t was stated, covld not give rise Lo any right of
axploitation” shonld be inserted after the first sentence; and the word "in"

should be inserted after the words "stimulate public interest"”, in the last

sentence of the sawe paragrapl; 1n paragrapbh 2;; the words ”togeibeT with other
delegations” should be inserted after the words "the vepresentative of the USSRY;
paragraph 47 of the Russian text should be breughi into line with the English text
in paragraph 58, the words "that at most it could only recommend to the General
Agsembly the adoption of certain resplutions®, in the fifth sentence, shoenld be
deleted.

Bz had attempted tc reflect objectively all ebated doring the

by the Conmitiee,

/fcos;

weport wouldd

debate and
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The CHATTMAN thanked the Rapporteur and poimted out that the draft

repert was based on the sumsary records and on the documents used during the debate.

He suggested the addition of the sentence "Some delegations expresse
reservations with regard to the summary" at the end of paragraph 45. That was
an important sentence because the delegations concerned had been prevented hy
lack of time from indicating in what way their views differed from those presented
in the proposed text.

He iavitad tre Commitiee to consider the draft report section by section and

paragraph by paragraph.

Mr, QUERRSIRC (Brazil) said that the develeping ccuntries of &frica,

Asia and Latin America which weres members of the Committee had prepared a working
paper setting forth their joint position on principles that should guide all
activities connected with the exploration and exploitaticn of the sea-bed heyond
the limits of present national Jurdisdiction. That document had been distributed
to the Uommitbee informally and the countries concerned would like it to De
annexed to the report.

It wes so decided.
A

Draft veport (A/AC.135/R.3)

Intrqductigg

Paragraphs 1 to T

FParagraphs L to 7 were =dopied,.

Paragraph 8

Mr. DENORME {Belgium) proposed that the werd "prdoccupd”,

sentence of paragraph 8 of the French varsion, should be replaced by the

"effored®.

It was szc decided.

Mr. ABDEL-HAMID (United Avab

"Accordingly”, at the beginning of the penultimate sentence, should

It was co decided.

Paragraph 8, as amended, wos adopted.

fone
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hs 9 oand 10

Paragraphs 9 and 10 yere sdopted.

cection .L

Daragraphs 11 and 12

Paragraphs 11 and 12 v

Seetion It

— FRUP -

Paragraph 15

Paragraph 13 was adopted,

Peragraph 1h

Mr. KIKHTA (Lihya) proposed that the following sentence sheuld be added
a2t the end of the paragraph: "'The suggestion of the Cheirman of the I0C reessived
wide support’.

After an exchange of views betuween Mr, XIKHIA (Dibys)®and Mr, ARORA
(Indis), the CHABMAN suggested that the word "wide” should be eliminated from

the repregentative of Libya 's ameniment.

The wroposal was acceyp

. KT (Unicon of Soviet Sociaslist Republics) sugpested that the

Following paragraph should be iuserted after parsgraph li:

narine soience and technolopy (E/4L87), the Secretary-

led prograrre of internasticpal

co-obaeration to assist in a retbter uwnderstanding of the warine environment

Soclel Cotnedl, having considered thnt

throush sclence.

regcrtg invites tle General Asseribly Lo e e conceph of o co=-grdinated

o

of occeancoraphic regeasrch deslnued to incresse, in Lhe

iy the resources avellisble fo all people

luterests of world sconomlic developn

1the croposgal for au

international dscade of coean sxploration sod reveral internationsl grogran
already consideved, approved and sdopted by the Inter=-governmental Nceanographic

Commigeion for inmplewentation, in goime cases, in co-operatlon with other

speclalized agsncies,”

fouo
/
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Mr. HJR.HLM Australia) proposed the additicn of the follewing sentence

=

2t the end of paragraph 14: "Some delegations peinted out that the protlems of

sgency oross-funding would reguive further consideration.”

My, BUAULTZU {Canada) said that the Australian amenduent met part of

the difflculiy that ha had been concerned atout. Fowever, he would like to know
whether the financing reguired to sgupport the ectivities of the ICC would be

1 Naticns funds.
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provided by Flates o1

REAN explained that the text of the paragraph echced the wording

naed by the Chaiyman of the I0C in his statement. He suggested that the word

‘relevant", in the penultimatbe line of the paragraph, should be deleted.

It wag so cecided.
Mr. POPTER (United States of America) proposed that the words

lelegationz had taken ncote of the fact that" should be jnserted at the beginning

of the new paragraph proposed by the representative cof the Scviet Union.
Mz, KORT (Union of fSoviet Socialist Republics) accepted that amendment.

Mr., ODA (J&pan) propoged the addition of the following sentance at
the end of the paragraph: "Some delegations drew the attention of the Committee
te the fact that the probiems relating te the functions of the 10C were also

discusgsed by the Economic and Technical Working Group”.

Mr . MAURTUA (Peru) ncoted that it had been suggested that the Committes
should endorse the Secretary-General 's propeosal concerning the I0C. He stated
for the record that the Peruvian delegation was ecncernad at the frequent
sroposals to amend the statutes of internatjonal crganizations; which represented

5 tendency that was detrimental to the proper functioning of such crganizaticons,

=t

Tr, AUDLAND (United Kingdom) peinted out that the misgivings expressed
Ly the representative of Peru were reflected in the Australian amendment.
Mr, ARORE (India) supported the amendments proposed to paragraph 1k

' the representatives of Australia and Japan.

BAOUS (Pakistan) propesed the addition of the following sentence

"Some delegations had expressed reservations with regard to

adering of the basis of the IcC.

[oe.
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Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) proposed the addition of the following sentence to
paragraph 1h: "Some delegations had expressed reservations with regard Yo the
broadening of the basis of the IoC".

The CHATEMAN felt that the report was sufficiently clear in that respect.

However, the Rapporteur would take note of that proposal. With regard to Lhe

Libyan amendment, he felt that the views expressed could be reconciled by the
The

wording: "The suggestion of the Chairman of the IOC received some support.”

new paragraph proposed by the USSR representative, together with the United States
reprezentative’s amendment would become paragraph 15 of the reviged text.

Paragrapgh 14, as amended, was sdopted.

Parsgraph 15

Mr, POPPER (United States of America) proposed that the word "only”
should be deleted from the wording "was only one element”, in the second sentence,
that the period at the end of that sentence should be replaced by a semi-colon and
the rest of the text should read: ™thus it was not the only means, although it

was an importaat one, of stimulating...". N
dir. KIKHIA (Libya) questioned the meaning of the word "comprehensively™
in the first line of the parsasgraphs.

Mr . ABDEL-BAMID (United Arab Republic) proposed that an expression such
should be inserted at the beginning of the third szentence

as "Thug, in his view..s"
of the original text.
After an exchange of views in which EgLJgE£§§_(Liberia} and M:. POPPER
(United States of America) ‘took part, the CHAIRMAN suggested that the word
"comprehensively" should be replaced by the word "extensively", and that the
Urited States amendment to the second and third sentences sﬁould be adopted.

Paragraph 15, as thus amended, was adopted.

Peragraph 16
Mr. KCRT (Uhioﬂ of Soviet Soeialist Republics) proposed that the last

sentence should be deleted, as i1t appeared to vrejudge ION's actlvities.

[ece



~135- A/AC.135/8R.22

Mr. HARDERS (Australia) believed that the words "scope of work" should

he replaced by the word "competence'” in the last sentence. PFurthermcre, in the
1

penuitimate sentence, the phrase "in co-operation with other interested

o

international agencies” should be inserted following a comma, after the words
s 5

n

ToCh.,

Paragraph 16, as thus amended, was adopted.

rj»
D

e
AL

Paracvaphs 17 and 18

s 17 and 18 should be combined

Mr. KIKHTA (Tibya) felt that parasrzy
with peragraph 16, since they were a continuation of the summary of a statement
maede by the United 3tates representative, which was not clear from the present

vergion of the text.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that paragrapha 17 and 18 should be combined
in a single paragraph, which would be introduced by the following words: "The
representative of the United States further declared that..."

Mr, BEAULIEU (Canada) felt that the meaning of the last sentence of
paragrapih L7 of the original text was wvague. It should be ascertained whether
the reference was %o funds presently available or to new resources.

ify the text, the word "also", in the last sentence of paragraph 17, should

Paragraphs 17 and 19, as amended, were adopted and combined in a2 single

e of views in whlch Mr. HARDERS (ﬁu tralia), Fire BENITES
(Fevador), Mr. POPPER (United Ststes of America), Mr. ARORA (India),
Mr. KOKHIA {Libys) and Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) took part,

2

graph 19 was amended to read as follows:
1t . > = = » s .
LDuring the discussion of this item, there was agreement that the
activities of all bodies {international, national, regional, non-govertmental

or goverumental) wivkin nr ontside the United Nations, engaged in scientifie

/...
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rercayel Into the sea-bed apd the cesan floor and bhely

te co~ordinated to avold overdsy and prowote

noted that 100 shouwid play a major rols in organis

collaboration in the study of the sea-bed and the ccean floor and
. [T |
FESQUI'CES o

Paragraph 19, as amepded, adaptad.

Paresraph 20

"a YANIKOV (Bulgaria) noted that the Committes had decided to

Liad

the following-sentence after the Cirst sentence of the varsgraph: "Any sueh

esearch and exploration, It was stated, could nob give rise to any cight of
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expioitation.” Me felt that the word “exclu

words "right of exploitsation®

Mr. ZBUERS (Chile) noted that many dele
gselentific exploration did neot ereste any right of exploitatisn. The Bulgarian
regearel could confler

representative seemsd to be suggeating thaet zclentific 1

certain rightes on those engaged in it. He wondered whal those righss were.
i

y&kﬁYﬁNKQK_(Bulgaria) seid thet, in a eplrit of compironlse, he would
r

agree that the words "it was stated” should be replaced by the words Yaeversl

delegations stated",

Mr, ZEGERS (Chile), supported by Mr. B

(fekistan), Mr. ARQRA (Tudis) and My, MAUR

Yseveral delegetions", proposed by the rlan repwessntative. vas too waak
and did npt scevrately reflect ihe on fhet woiobt., D6 should be

retinaced by the words

Mr. HOTDER

Rarnorteur would not

A b P . .
Meo FASE (Pakistas) capressed

line of the psragraph,
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the words "all countrics in
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Mr. GAUCI (Malta), Rapporteur, suggested that the word "recomueni” in
whe lnglish text should be replaced by the word "commend”, and thet the words ™the
: P ¥ 3

-

Compittees should recommend, two lines Further dewn, should be deleted.

It was so declded.

Paragraph 20, as smended, was adopted.

At

The meeting rose at 7 pele
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# GENERAL ASSEMBLY (A/AC.1%5/R.5)

-

ﬂPOPfION OF THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE TC Tt

FParagraphs 21 and 22

gaid that paragravhs

o

Mr., KORT {Union of the Soviet Socislist Repul
21 and 22 simply gave examples of scientific resesrch nrojects suggested Tor the
proposed international decade of ocean exploration and should therelore he

cowbined with naragraphs 15, 16 and 17 dealing with the decade

. POPPER (United States of America)} agreed that parsgrephs 21 and 22

reflected the discussion of the internaticnal decade and that the point might be
made clear. He proposed that, as a matter of technical accuracy, the vord
It

topography” should be replaced by the words "geology and geophysics’, the word

"shelf" by the word "margins", and the word "depths" by the word "floor”

The CHATRMAN explained that the observations in paragraph 21 related, not
to the internationsl decade, but to & general international prograums of

scientific research,
v

Mr. KORT (Union of the Soviet Sccislist Republics} ssid that in that
case, the peragraph should contain a reference to the document prepared hy the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission secretariat (A/AC.135/17), since it
described in some detail the scientific research which would have to be carried
out teo ensure the peaceful uses of the ocean floor, After reference had been
made to that comprehensive document, the fields in parsgraph 21 could he
mentioned as exanples of sreas in which gelentific vesearch should be concentrated,
He still had some doubts about parsgraph 22, which laid too much stress on research
projects relating to the continental shelf, It should be stated, at least, that

the examples in that paragraph had been cited by some delegations.

_POPPER (United Stetes of Americs) said that bis delegation would

welcome the addition of a refurence to document A/AC,135/17. Paragraph 22

summarized the discussion in the Committes,

renbg 21 and 22 should be combined in

~F

one psragraph, which would begin with 2 new sentence reading: '"Note was teken of

e oo . ot ; o f
the programme of scientific research set oul in the paper of the I0C (A;AC*IJ%/7{)



eivl u of the ccesn flocr'.  The beginning

entitlisd scientific aAsnects of pea

Lould he amended to read: Uther examples, FTalling

of the present mwragraph 2%

o

onal decade and mwentioned by

il

within the objectives of the proposed intery

certein delegations, are”, and the technical amerdments proposed by the

Lion should be adon

Jnited States deleg

HOLDER (Liberia)} suggested that the word "deep” in the expression

tnconsistent with the view

Tdeep ocean Pleoor'” should be deleted, for its use was
stated in paragra

te the deletion.

Statea of Amezica)

camended, were @

spted.

Paregraphs 23 and 2i

Mr, KULAZHENKOV {Union of Soviet Sccislist Republiics) ﬁhought that it

Ge ERTHOL 1"%.”11’]1 ¢ Commigeion in
A
formulating ean expanded programme of internstiornsl co-operation, should take

e e

sheuld be made clear et the Intergovernment

ronogssl for an international decade of ocesn

to meet that peint, that the Ffollowing sentence

should be inserted after the Tirst senterce of the paragraph: "It was suggested
that this programme should take into account the proposal for an international
decade of ccean exploration.”

it 4

g0 deci

NELLT {(Argentina) proposed the addition of the following sentence:

"Ihe practice of inviting non-governmental scientific advisory bodies such sg tbhe

Seilentific Comnithtee for Uceanic Reseax {8C0UR), the Ilaternational Council of
ScientifTic Unions (105U} and the Advisory Commities on Merine Rescurces Research
sended prograinme which is to be planned and

1 L

of FAC {ACMRR) to evaluate the e

11

should be continued,

co-ardinated by
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The CHAIRMAN sald that the Argentine suggestion could not be included in
the report, since it had not beeéen put Torward during the discussion, but 1t would
be entered in the record of the meeting,

FParagrepn 25, &s smended, was adopted.

Paragraph 24 wag adopted

Paragraph 25

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgarie) said that paragraph 25 veflected only one of the

approaches to the problem. To make it more halanced, he proveosed that the text

should begin with the worde "Some delepgations emphasized the view that... ",

and
should be followed by another sentence which would read: 'Other delegations
stresged the point that the Intergovernmental Cceancgraphic Commission should
assume an important role in promoting, sssisting and co-ordinating the
international co-operative effort in this field.”

Mr, FLEMMING (United Kingdom) noted that the point raised in the
Bulgarian amendment was discussed in paragraph 16, As paragraph 25 failed to take
account of the excellent work that had been done by United Nations agencies, he
proposed the following redrafting:

"The view was emphasized by some delegations that the relevant agencies
of the United MNations shouwld have a central role in co-ordinating activities
in the field of scientific research, and that there should be increased
co-operation between international agencies, governmental and non-governmental,
to ensure adeguate supervision and planning."

The CHATRMAN suggested that the final words should read: adequate

auvervision over programming and plamning'.
Mr, TTLAKARATNA (Ceylon) said that there seemed to be some
misunderstanding: there had never been any intention to derogate from the functicns

of I0C,  Some developing countries, however, were not ceritain where the political

-

agpects snded and the sclentific sspects began, and they therefore favoured the
egrablishment of a central United Nations body which would be concerned with all
aspects of the problem, Since there had never been any intention of supplanting

100, the Pulgarian amendment vas unnecessary.
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Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) pointed cut that paragrapn 16 presented the view
the United States delegation, whereas paragraph 25 stated the oplnion of the
Committes: the owne could not take the place of the other. His amendment was

without prejudice to the co-ordinating rols of the United Naticons.

G (United Kingdom) suggested that the Bulgarian smendment

should anbeamendmant bo his proposal. Tn that case, the word "central’

should to the role of TOC, and the word “important” to the role of the

United Mations asgencies.

_BULAZEENKOV (Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics) supported that

suggestion. The wording prososed by the United Ringdonm delegation simply awplified
the original text of o together with the Bulgarlan proposal, it would
reflect the substance of the discussion,

Migs MARTIN SANE (France) thought thet the United Kingdeom proposal,

together with the Bulgarisn propossl, would be a satisfactory statement of the

facts

Mr, HOLDER (Liberis) ssid that pavegraph 295, in ibs present Lorw, was &

Commd nheg The United Kingdom

Taitihful suemary of the dism
end should not be adogted.

amendment would completoly slrer the

The CHATRIAN - thzl ews ot forvard 1o tie United Kingdom
amendnent had in fach heen st in ooe digeuassion,

nded by

with the present taout,

1S anoudd

He suggasted that

the inserhbion of
should continus the word
"eentral' being should conclude with the text of

substituted for “central',

bed

the United Kinsdom amendment, the word "impor
[ax] 5 i

i

gnd with the minor drafti
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Paragroph &6

that the weragraph should te deletsd, zg the

nad been dealt with adeqguetsly elsevhers in

it was so decided,

the follo

"27, The nroposel for an intern g weloeomed
initisative and widely supported. The suggesiion that I0C,
programne Tor expanded Co~o ahilon, should wdilize the prop
retary-General and teke into consideration the proposal fox
alsc supported. It was appreciated that a long-term programme would extend
Levond the decade and that the pericd weuld very Tor different programmes.
With respect to BCOSOU resclubicon 1381 (XLV), what was envigaged
ie was a dovetailing of approsche

the decsde wag

vrooosal for an international decade
than & conflict.

43

]

:madﬂpped»

suggested that the words "Wide support was given to the

. 2 t

proposal for an intermationsl decade of ocean exploration aznd o' should be

J

o

delsted and the words "received general syvorovel” added st the end of the

n

ZEGERS (Chile) pointed oub thab, as the report of the Heono

Technical Working Group wade sbundantly clear, & nurber of delegaiions had
= £ = * <

supported the proposal mentioned in the smended version of rarh unly i so
.f.

d :
ftar eg 1t ceme within the Ac Hoc Committee’s terms of reference, in other werds,

1

It related to areas Levond the nationall jurisdicotion of States,

erence should be made to that fact in the narsgrash,

UA Peru)




The CHALRHAI

guggested that the pnrase, "in so far as it fell within the
limits of the competence of the Committee" should be added at the end of the

paragraph,

1‘\

It was s decided

M, ODA {Japan) proposed Lﬂut the following sentence should be added to
the paragraph bto reflect a view that had been expressed repeatedly
"It was observed by some delegations that the work of I0C and the concept of
the international decade were desiened to ensure more effective exploitation
of the ccean as & vwhole, whereas the task of the Ad Hoo Committee was strictly

iimited to Thp sea~-bad and ccean floor beyond the limits of national
Jurigdiction.

My, FLEMMING (United Kingdom) supported thet propossl.

The auendment was adonted.

Parapreph 29, as amended, was adopted.

Mr, MICU (Romznis) said that it was no exaggeration to say that the
Ag Hoc Committee had been unanimous in expressing 1ts satlsfaction with the work of
16C. He sccordingly pronosed that the peregrsph should be amplified by adding the
following sentence:

"The Ad
oy 10C .

Hoc Committee expressed its unanilmous spprecistion of the work done

dt was so decided,

Paragraph 30, as amended, was ad

pA— - R ey

c_“' Qe :lL _J1

FParagraph 31 was adopbed.

Faragraph 32

¥r, ABDBEL~-HAMID {United Aral Republic) proposed thet the secticn of the

- ] FCRNU | R
parsgren reading Tag well acs

2

chher docunents and 2vailable auvthoritative souwrces

of informetion” should be replaced by:

/
foeae
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(Mr., Abdel-fiamid. United Arab Republic}

"Resolutions 1381 (XLV) and 1380 (XLV) adopted by the Economic and
Social Council at its forty~-fifth session were bronght to the attention of
the Working Group. The Group also had before it other documents and
available authoritative sources of information.”
Mr, FLEMVING {United Kingdom) proposed that the following s=ntence
should be sdded at the end of the paragraph: '

"Some delegations drew sttention to fthe excellence of the documents provided
oy the Secretariat.”

Both smendments were adopted.

Parvagraph 32, as swended, was adopted.

Parsgraph %5

Mr, APDEL-HAMID (United Arab Republic), supported by Mr, PROHASKA

i

{Austria), Mr. RK'EHIA (Libya} and Mr. FELLENS (Belgivm), suggested that the
.

second sentence of the paragraph was unnecessary.

The CHATRMAN suggested that the entire paragreph should be deleted,

1t was so decided.

Mr. ARORA (Tndia) said thet paragranh 61 {1} of the report of the
Zeonomic and Technical Working Group, which was the subject of the paragraph,
referred to the possibility of requesting the Secretary-Genersl to undertake
"e detailed comparative study ol mechanisms thet could be established" in ccnnexion
with any interreticnal régime. His delegation would welcome some indication from
the Secretariat of the time which it would take to prepare 2 report on the type

of mechanism cutlined by the Secretary-General in document E/C.l oLz,

Mr, de BREUVERY (Representativeé of the Under-Secretary-General for

it oaix months.

Economic and Social Affairs) said that the work mieht teke ah
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After a brief discussion, in which r. ARORA (Trdia), Mr, POPPER

(United States of America}, Mr, TILAKARATNA (Ceylon) and Mr. LAPOINTE {Csnada)
participated, the CHAIRMAN sugpested that further discussion of a possible request

to the Secretary-General to wprepare a report should be deferred.
it was so agreed,

Parvagraph 36 was adonted.

faregraphs 37 to 39
Paragraphs 37 to 39 were adovted.

Paragraph 40

Mr, POFPER (United States of America) said that the last sentence of the
parzgraph was somewhat mislieading: & number of draft declsrations or statements
of principiles had been submitted to the Committee and not all delegations wers of
the copinion that those referred to in that sentence were appropriate for submission
to the Assembly., He therefore pronased that the words "snd in various draft.
resolutions submitted to the Committee” should be sdded after the words "Tegal

Working Group"” N

lir. ABDEL-HAMID (United Arsb Republic), supported by kv, ARORA (India),

gald that he had no objection tc ths inclusion of that peint in the paragraph as a
geparate sentence.
Mr. POPPER (United States of America) said that he would, in that case,

withdraw his amendment and proposzed that the following sentence should be added

at the end of the parsgraph:

"Some delegations suggested that other statements of legal prircilples should
21so be considered in this commexion.”

It was so decided,

br, POPPER (United States of America) said that his delegation, while not

wighing formally to propose an amendment, wished to plazce on record its view that

the use of the word "present” in the phrase "underlying the high seas beyond
present national jurisdiction” was ineppropriste,

Paragraph 40, as emended, was adopted.
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& adopted.

{Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that the

third sentence of the paragranh should be deleted, The information conta in it
was out of date, since &t ite last session the Eighteen-Nation Commithtee on

Disarmament had discussed posaible military uses of the sea-bed and the ccean Lloor.

tr, DANTELL (United Republic of Tanzania}, supported by Mr., HAGUE
(Pakistan), s2id that that was ot strictly relevent, since the report was merely
ording the fact that the Committee hed received ceriain information.
The CHATRWMAN agreed with the revwresentative of the Soviet Union that the
information contained in the sentence was now suverflucue, and therefore assuned
that if there were no further objections it could be deleted.

1t was so decided.

Mr. AUDLAND {United Kingiom) proposed the addition at ths end of the last
gertence of the words "emphasizing that the documsnt was baded on published
materigl only and stating that important and relevant asvects might st11l he
unknown or not generally sppraeciated, Some delegations referred to this
reservation’,

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the amendment, without the second sentence
and beginning with the words "Some delegations emphasized... ", might more

1,

appropriately be included at the end of paragraph L5,

Mr, KIKHIA ( hja) sald he doubted the relevance of rveferring in the

gecond sentence to the views quLm1L£Gi by Govermments - such a reference could be

made for every item discussed by the Commitiee,

The CHATRM tha relerénce was relevant in the present csse: it

could also be inserted ¢ 1T necessary,
af
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Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) pointed out that the amendment proposed by the
United Kingdom should be inserted before the last sentence of the parsgraph,

otherwise it would refer to document A/AC.1§5/§2 rather than A/AC.IﬁS/EBg

The CHAL and pointed out thet s final sentence should be

added stating that some delesgations had aleo expresseéd reservatlons with regard to
the Chairman’s summary.

Parsaravh W5, as amended, was adopted.

raph L6

Paragrach Lo was adonted.

Farsersph LT

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that the
second and third sgentences of the parsgraph should be deleted, because
delegations had attempted to define nolitical aspects and reference to the records

of the meetings tended to belitile the significance of the report itsgelf.

Deragraph 48

Mr, AUDLAND (United Kingdom) said that the wording of the peragraph
suggested that there had been general agreement on the subject discussed, which was
not the case, He therefore provosed the insertion of the words by several

delegations” after "stressed”,

QUE (Pakistan) suggested that, since the wording of the paragraph

wzs a milder verzion of the reference to complete unanimity in paragraph 45, the

amendment was act strictly necessary.

VAN pointed out that, while it had bheen the unanimous view that

the sea~bed snd the ocsan Tloor beyond the Limits of nstional jurisdiction should
be used exclusively for peaceful purposes, there had been some difference of
cpinion &s to the precise definition of those purposes. The amendment was

therefore Justified.

raragraph

. B8 amenced, was adonked.

Jov.
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Paragraph h9

My, DANIELY (United Republic of Tanzaenia)} proposed the deletion of the
words 'among all those who participated in the debmte", because they weakened the
meaning of the first sentence,

Mr. YANKQV (Bulgarie), Mr. ARORA (India), Mr, KIKHIA (Libya), and
Mr, ABDEL-HAMID {(United Arab Renublic) agreed,

The Tenzanian amendment was adovted.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that in the
First sentence, 1t was not strietly true to state that there had been complete
unanimity that the sea~bed and the ccean floor beyond the limits of national
Jurisdiction should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes: the view had also
been advanced that it should be the ares beyond the limits of the territorial
waters of coastal States which should be szo reserved. In view of that difference
of opinion, and since the question of national jurisdiction still awalited a final
solution, it would be preferable to delete the qQualifying phrase and refer gimply

to the sea~bed and the ocean floor.
A"

Mr. LAPOINTE (Canada) said that, since the Committee's terms of

reference were restricted to the area beyond the limite of national jurisdiction,

the gualifying phrase should be retsined.

Mis

s MARTIN SANE (France) pointed out that the question whether the
vhrase "territorial waters” should be used wag dealt with extensively in
paragraphs 52 to 56 of the report. The phrase generally used in the discussions
had been "beyond the limits of national jurisdiction”, and in any case the ares
cutside the territorial waters was also outside national jurisdiction. She
therefore agreed that the original wording of the parvagraph should be retained,
Mr, YANKOV (Bulgaris) ssid that his delegation was among those which
believed that the demilitarized zone should bhe as extengive as possible, in order
to facilitate the pesceful useg of the area, He would thersfore welcons
unanimous agreement that the continental shelf should be used exclusively for
peaceful purposes. however, if that was nol possible, all the views which had been

expresaed should be reflected.

Joae s
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Mr, #AURTUA (Peru) sald that there appearsd to be an atbtespt to extend

the Commitiee's ferus of reference., The supvort for use of the phiase

"territorial waters” had rot been unenimous: his

delegation for one had reserved
its position, He believed that, in the third sentence of parvegraph 49, the words
"

‘effective measures” should be replaced by a stronger phrase, such as ”the

necessary measur a5’ .

‘ﬁgﬂwgzKﬂgé (Libya) said that the Tirst sentence of the parasgraph should
be kept in its present form, sginece it was factuslly correct. Tt could be
followed by a further sentence realing "However, some delegabions suggested that

thig provision should be extended to the coantinental shelf',

The CHATRIAN suggested that the wording of the proposed new sentence

should be ",,, suggested that the area coverad should be even wider”,

KULAZHENKCV {(Union of Seoviet Socialist Republics) said that, if

o

the Committee insisted on retaining the vords "beyond the limits of national
jurisdiction”, the simnlest course would be to renlace "There was comnlete
{] 5 g s W

unanimity” by some such phrase ss "Tt was noted"
A"

_HAQUE (Pekistan) said that, while he sgreed that the demilitarized

zone sheoald be ag wide as possible, the original wording reflected more accurately

ot

he discussione which had taken place. The position of the Soviet Unicn seemed to

jay

e coverad by the Libyan amendment,

Mr. KULAZHENKOV {Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed out that

delegation had szubmiited & draft resolution (A/AC.lBS/QO} making clear its
peaition thet it wee the area beyond the limits of the territorial waters of

cosstal states vhich should be used exclusively for peaceful purnoses Tt would

]

te wrwise bto ~tliy discussion of nstinnal Jjurisdiction at the

presant slage meintained nis original amendment.

pointed out that there had not bzen complete unanimity on

the wording which that amendment would

My, AUDLAND (United Kingdeom) believe the pesition of the

Soviet ds: be that the sea-bed and the ocean Tlaoor bheyond the limits of

natiocrel Jjuri shiould not be used exclusively Tor npeaceful purposes,

[on
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(Mr, Audland. United Kingdom )

although that was the logicsl conclusion to be drawn fram the sistements which

had been made, The position of the Soviet Union seemed to adequately covered

m'meLﬂww1mmmmaﬁ,1%&%(@&Mfmzﬁmﬂmrmmuﬂmdjiﬂlﬂmvdﬁi Soviet

draft resolution, to read: ‘'Some delegations &lso proposed that this principle
should alsc apply to the sea-bed and the ocean Tloor beyond the territorial

Eapa

waters of coastal Sintes’.

Mp., YANKOV (Bulgsria) proposed that the beginning of the United Kingdom

amendment should be changed to read "Wide support was expressed for the i whet

iy

this principle,.. ".

Fr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) said the

Bulgarian version of the amendment was acceptable. He further proposed the
addition of a sentence reading "It was further propesed that the Commitise should
recommend the General Assembly to adopt a respluticn calling upon all States o
use the gea-hed and the ocean Tloor teayond the territorial wateérs of ccastal
States exclusively for peasceful purpeses, and reguesting the Zighteen-Netion
Committee on Disarmsment to dizcuss the guestion as an urgent wmeasure to stop the

arms race and gchieve disarmamer A .

The CHATRMAN pointed out that the point was coversd in a later part of

the report. He Felt that the existing first menterce of the varagraph,
with the new second sentence proposed by the Libyan representative and amended by
the representatives of the Unitad Kingdom and Bulgaria, would best reflect the

discussions,.

Mr, LAPGINTE (Canada) said that it was not correct to reler, as the

Bulgarian amendment did, io "wide support”- there were at least two other draft

apsrt from that submitted by the Soviet Union, which refervea to the
area heyond the limits of mational jurisdiction. 'The views of the Scviet Union
could be reflected in the summary record of the meeting, bul should not appear in

the Committee's report.

M fthile) said that he could secept the wording favoured by the
viet Union and Bulgaris, provided it was also 3 that the Committec's

competence extended only to the aréez beyond preesent national jurisdiction.
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ATOFTIOH OF THE BEFCRT OF THE COM
and Add.l) (cﬂf’l’c ntinued, 3

A/AC.1IA5/R.5, paragraph L9 gconbnnqwd)

T i~§HAI§E§§ anncuncad

proposed, first, that the words

WoTds

sentence, should be replaced by

econdly, that the Ffellowing text should be

sentence:

"The view was, however, evpressed that the principle of

i

should apply ©o the ges-bed and ocean floor veyond the llmits

territorigl waters of ceastal States. This view received anyuort.

Mr. DAWIELI (United Republic of Tanzanis) felt that the words
"This view received support" were superfluous as the fact thst the view had

received support was self-evident,

Mr. LAPOINTE (Canads) said that he had no objection to

WAEMBLY (A/8C.135/R.03,

amendments but he felt thst the sccond showld contain = refereace Lo peragraonhs

and 55, which qualified the view expressed.

N

The CHATIRMAN pointed cut that sowe delegealtiong which had not ftaken

part in the debate also supported the view to which ihe Tanzanian representasnis

55 and 56 4

had referred. He doubted whelher a reference to parsgy

necegsary, inasmuch gs the report would be read arp & vhole,

slavia) wishad to place on

Mr. ANDRASSY (Yus

congidersd that, as far as the use of the ses-bed vy
it

copcerned, the dimits of Terwitorisl walers

of national jJurdisdiciion.

agt bpecause in the view of

=il Lo discuss L waters

&

The CHATEMAN pointed out that the Ceormittee’s

not prevent any representative 'rcm,referring o breade

e rellectad

any view

debate, and tha




Mr. POPPER (United States of fmerica), supporbed by Mr. AUDLAND {(United

Kiugdom), proposed that the word Ysome" should be inserted after the words "thie
i) s P &
view received", in the second sentence of the USSR representative’s second

amendment, to lnd1cate that sowe represenbatives disagreed with the view erpressed.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Sceialist Republics) felt that the

view expressed was more widely accepted then the word "some" would imply; he

shat it should be replaced by the word "wide"

=]
i
( 5]
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&}
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t was so decided.

lir. HOLDER (Liberia) felt that the word "however”, in the first

sentence of the second USSR amendment, was unnecsssary since that sentence wag unot

in opposition to the first sentence of paragraph 49 but additional to it.

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) proposed that the words "Scme delegations stated,
however, that the recommendations exceeded the competence cf the Committee

should be inserted after the USSR representativels second amendment.

The CHATRMAN pointed out that what wag at stake was not s recommendation

but a view exprussed during the debate, when any representhtive had been free to
refer to any issue which, in his opinion, fell within the Committee's terms of

reference. The guestion of cowmpetence therefore did not arise.

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) said thet he had no objection to the inclusicn of
the USSR representativels view in the report, but he felt that his delegation’s
view that the matter was not within the Committes's terms of reference should
also be includea.

Mr. KULAZHENKOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recslled thet

his delegation had submitted a draft resolutiocn A e ,¢55/*O) coptaining the
paragraph "Solemnly calls upon all Steter to use the sea-bed and the ccean floor
beyond the limits of the territorial waters of coagtal States exclusively for
pesceful purposes", which it had explained in its statements and which had been
supported by many delegations; the guestion of cowpetence had not been raised at

thet time. In hig view, the Chilean representative's propeosal was tantamount to
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. ¥ulazhenkov, USSR)

vpening & debate of substance on the meaning of the words

he limits of which., many delegaticns believed, coincided with those of
the ] fowl . many celegatic 1 d, cc idec th those

mrnion merely wished Lo have its views reflected in the

In respunse to an appeal by the (HAIRMAN, Mr. ZECERS {Chile} said

that he would be satisfied if the Committ:ie's records showsd that, while his
delegation did not oppose +tihe dewmllitarization of the ses-bed heyond the limits
of naticaal jurisdiction, it felt that the Committes had no conpetence under
ites terms of reference to make recommendations concerning areass falling within

national juriediciion of States.

Mr. BENITES {Ecuador) said that his delegation sccepted that resolution
hut wished to place on record ites view that the sclution was illogical. He
failed to understand why the representetive of the Soviet Union was not satisfied
witi the phrase "heyond the limits of naticnal jurisdiction” in connexion with
the peaceful uses of the ses-bed and the ocean floor, since the area which the
Soviet Union wished to cover in its amendment was covered by the first sentence
of paragraph 49. It was his understanding that the delegzticn of the Soviet Union
had never objected to the demilitarization of the ares beyound national

Jurisdiction.

Mr. PADILIA ¥ VELASCO (EL Selvador) and Mr. RUDA {(Argenting) fully

endorsed the position of the Chilean and Eousdorian delegations.

Mr. OSARYA-NYYNEQUE (Eenys) said that it was important for delegabions

to distinguish between providing a postscript to their discussions, on the one
hand, and correcting the Rapporteur's dyaft, on the other. He did not copgider

that the USSR amendment to paragrarvh LO adecustely reflected what the Commiites
o g £z . 3

T vk e b

had agreed upon, and the proper expression of their viewe was lhe wsh

congideration. A single delegation should nol bhe allowed to

e

gpaak Tor the whole

=

Cowmitiee on any wmatter. He therefore wished to record that the delegation oI

Kenya was unable to accept the USSR amendments to paragragh 49»

f v e w
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Mr. MAURTUA (Peru) said that he was surprised that the second USER

amendinent had been formuliated without due regard for the wording of General

Assembly resolution 2240 (XXIT), which the Committee was bound to vespect, In

referring to 'national jurisdiction” in its report, the Committes was using the
A J k 5 %

term employed in the resolution. He wished to state for the record that, in nis

opinion, the addition suggested by the So - Union wag tantamount to redefining

substantive and basic concepi,

The CHAIRMAN seaid that there were two further amendments to

o

congisting 1o the addition of two sub-paragraphs, the first

and the second by the United States. They read as follows:

paragraph 4G,
proposed by the USSR,
"(1) A proposal was made that the Commititee should recommend to the

General Assembly the adoption of a resolution calling on all States to use the

ses~bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of the territoriel waters of
coagstal States exclusively for peaceful purpeses and requesting the
Fighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmemsnt to consider as an urgent matter the
game area Tor military purposes.

"(2) Yet another proposal was made to the effect that, congidering that
mﬁ]ltary activities generally,

question of prohibiting the uvge of the

the term 'peaceful purposes’ does not preclude
specific limitation on certair militery activities with regard to the sea-bed
and the ocean Floor would require the negetiation of a detalled arms control

agreement. It was noted that the quesiion was on the agenda ol the

Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament,”

Mr. DANIBLL {United Republic of Tanzania) =aid that the report was not

the appropriate place for indicating the views of the different delegations on
every simple guestion considerved. The sumpary records were the proper place for

detailed statements of views.
Mr. RUDA (Argentina} supported the previous speaker.

Hr. KIKHIA (Libya) appealed to delegations not to press for the

inclusion of the amendment, sines the guestion velerring the consideration of

the Commithbee on Disarmament was covered in paragraphs 57 and 58,

willtary uses Lo

/..“
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Mr, POPPER (United States of America) said that his delegation could not
withdraw the first sentence of its amendment, because paragraph 49, as modified
by the first two Soviet amendments, reflected only one approach to the guestion
of the peacelul use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, whereas the United States
proposal embodled a second approach, and had the support of many delegations, He

was prepared, however, to withdraw the second sentence of the amendment.

Mr. KILAZHENKOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed the view

that 1T the sub-pareagraph proposed by the Soviet Union was included in paragraph 49
which seemed 4o him to be the most sppropriate place for it, that paragraph would

give & clearcr plcture of thé stage reached by the Committes in its work.

D (United Kingdem) agreed thet paragraph 55 was in some sénge

Mr, AUDLA
an answer to the third sentence of parsgraph 49, and to the statements in
paragraph 52. In order to achieve a proper balsnce, a sunmary of paragiaph 53
should also be inserted in paragraph 49, or no reference ghould be made to the

matter in elther paragraph.
A"

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that that wouid involve the deletion of the
last two sentences of paragrervh 4%, which would disrupt it umnecessarily., 'The
best solation would probably be to annsx the amendwments o the rerort irather than

rbiculsy paragraphs,

attempt to it them Into

America} gaid that when a delegation made s

it regarded as imporient, it weg entitled Lo have 1ts

i
o
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expregsed in the revord, espociaily

L Republics) said that nls

{Tnjon of Soviel doc

My, KULAZMHE

don, since the point it wished

& Lo accept & comprowlise ool

delegation was unwillin

geslad Aeleting the last sent

to maks was exceptionaily importart. He

dment,

paregravk %9 and replacing it Ly the Soviet

wolmted out that fhat would e wnacusplable

of delegations were Ior an lmmediats ban o be placed on

of the sea~-hed and the ccean
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Mr, DANIELI (United Kepublic of Tanzania}, suppoited by Mr. ARORA (India)

suggested that the discussion on paragraph 49 should be completed at a Later stage,

st

raragraph without delay, and read out the Soviet delegation's amendment.

Mr. DANTELT (United Kepublic of Tanzania) considered that the words
"several delegations suggested..."” might be usad, and that the following sentence
could be added at the end of the Soviet amenduent: "It was also stated that the
ENDC should, as a matter of urgency, consider the guestion of banning the use of
the sea~bed and ocean Flcor, beyond the limits of present national Jurisdiction,
by nuclear submarines, and banning fortifications and missile bases on the
sea-bed"”,

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) said that his Goverrment attached particular

importance to the pogition of the great Powers on that peint.

Mr, ARDEL-HANID (United Arab Republic) said that he was prepared to

accept the proposed amendments, on the understanding that the Tanzanian anendment

would be inserted between the Soviet amendment and tie United States amendment.

Paragraph 49, as amended was adopted.

Paragraph 50

At the suggestion of the Chairman, parasraph 50 was deleted.

Laragraph 51

On _the prorosal of the Rapporteur. paragraph 51 was deleted.

Paragraph 52

Mr, POPPER (United States of America) said that the first sentence
reflected only one of the opinions expressed, and proposed that the foilowing
words should be inserted after that sentence: "Other delegations expressed the
view that military activities, as well ae others, conducted consistently with

international law, should not reguire authorization™.

¢
St aw
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P GATCT (Mslte) pointed out that that view was stated later in the

Lexl.

1

Mr. ARDEL-HAMID (United Avab Republic) requested an explaration of the

words “as well as others”.

Mr. POEP mR (Uﬂ}bpd Statez of America) was willing to delete those words,
and proposed that the first sentence of the paragraph should be amended to read:

"A nuxber of delegations have proposed that all military activities should be

banned in the area contemplated in the item”.
tr. KROYER {Tceland) supported that proposal, which would give the text
more contimaity, now that paragraphs 50 and 51 had been deleted.
In reply to & question by Mr. KIKHIA (Libya), the CHATRMAN suggested
that the words "beyond the limitg of territorial waters" in the seventh line
of the paragraph should be deleted.
@ya ARORA (India} suggested the following changes in the United States
. . .
amendment the use of the words "A large number of delegations" and the

substitution of the word "stressed" for the word “proposed".
Mr. POPPER {United States of America) accepted those changes.

Mr. KUTAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that the

term "opinions™ should be substituted for the term "approaches” in the fourth
line of the paragraph.

It was so decided.

Paragraph 52, as amended, wes adopted.

paregraph

fr. AUDLAND (United XKingdem) proposed that the present texh of

paragraph 55 should be replaced by the following text, which summarized his

delegation's views accurately: "It was srszued that The interpretation of
'meacaltl uges’ ag excluding all military activities beyoﬂd the limite of naltional
gur would not prove acceptable o all natlong. Attentlon wes drawn Lo
Lhe exlstence of Jarge submarine fleebs which gave natlons a Justifiable interest

in the development of defensive systems, including surveillance devices. Such
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{(Mr, Audland, United ¥inzdom)

an interpretation also ignored the interrelationship between the sea-bed and the

high seas above it. There was no general prohibition of military activities in

the high seas, nor even any proposal for such a prchibition. Consegquentl
give but one example, it would be both impracticable and illogical to sesk to
prevent submarines, which vere free to use superjacent high seas, from resting
on the gea-bed itself. Research by naval vesgsels and military use of submarine
cables were also menticned asg examples'of military usges of the sea-bed which

should not be prohibited,”

»

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) thought that the words "Some delegations were of
the opinien” should be substituted for "1t was arsued”, so as Lo indicate the
gegree of support which those views had received.

It was =zo decided.

Paragraph 5%, as amended, was adophed.

Paragraph 54

The CHATRMAN informed the Committee that it had been decided that the
first sentence should be revised to read: “&n interngticnally acceptable definition
of the precise limite of the area under consideration was regarded by several
delegations as central to the whole guesticon and one which reguired careful study
as it was highly complex, although it went beyond the Ad Hoc Committee's terms
of reference.”

Mr. POPPER (United Stetes of Americe) proposed that the words "it had
beer mentioned” should be inserted after the word "although' to meke the
sentence clearer.

Tt was =zo decided.

Paragraph 5h, as amended, wag ado nphed.

Paragraph 55

the following two aew sentences

ci

Br. YANKOV (Bulgaria) proposed tha
should be Inserted vefore the last sentence of the paragraph:

"Furthermore, it was emphaésizad that the military use of the sea-bed

underlying the high seas, beyond territerial waters, in the ares of the

ontinental shelf, would insvitably affect the peaceful exploration and
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(Mr. Yankov, Bulgaria)

wge of the gea-bed and the ocean Tloor beyond the limits of national
jurisdiction. It was Lherefore pointed out that the greater the ares of
demilitarization, the better it would be for the peaceful uses of the sea-hed
beyond the limits of naticnal jurisdiction.”

The report would thus reflect more accurately the viewpoint expressed by

Bulgaria during the discussion.

In reply to en cbjection raised by Mr, POPPER (United Stetes of dmerical,

the CEAIRMAN suggested that the Rapporteur shonld be entrusted with the task of

revising the text of the Bulgarian amendment so as to indicate that the whole
paragraph reflected a single statement.

It was so decided.

Subject te that revigion, paragraph 55, ag amended, wag adophed.

it

TAPOINTE (Canada) proposed that the words "were not fixed and® in

the first sentence should be del=ted.

Miss MARTIN SANE {France) supported the Canadian amendment.
P

Mr. KIKHIA (Libya) proposed that the words "were not fixed" should be

replaced by the following words: '"were not internationally agreed”.

Mr, Eﬁ?CINﬁE_(Canad&) gaid that if the Libyan proposal was adopted, the

words "the breadth" should be subshitubed for the word "limits"

The CHAIRMAN thought it unnecessary to stress the idea of international

e g e

agreement.

Mr, HOLDER (1.iv eria) said that the first sermbence could be deleted

gince territorial waterg were not within the Ad Hoe Commitiests terms of reference.

The CHAIRMAN vecalled that that guestion had already been raiged, and

sugpested that the Lirst sentence sgshould be maintainad.

It was so declided.

Iir. AUDLAND (United Kingdom) proposed that the words "by some delegations”

should te inserited after the words "pointed out” at the beginning of the second
sentence.

It was so decided.

o
[ens
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- POPPER (United states of America}, referving to hig delegation's

propoasal concerning e BEighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, reguested that
the following new senbtence should be inserted after the fourth sentence: "Anoither
delegation proposed that the ENDC examine the guestion whebther a viable
international agreement might be achisved in which each party would agree noi o

aupiace or fix weapons of mass destruction on the sea-hed.

wir. KUTAZHBEKOV {Unicn of Scoviet Socialist Republics) proposed the

silowing apendments:  in the first sentence, Lo delebe Gthe word "eclear": in the

first seantence, to delete the words "whether they be dezcribed as disermament or
non-armament”; in the Tourth sentence, to substitube for the sgecond part of the

sentence the following text: "the exclusive us=z of the sea-bed and ocean [loor

for peaceful purpeses fell within the context of immediate and partlal meagures

for ending the arms race and achieving dissrmament”:; after the sentence proposad
by the United States delegation, to add the following sentence: "On the other
hand, it was proposed that the ENDC should consider, asg an urgent matter, the
question of prouiviting the uvse for military purposes of the sea-bed and the scean

floor beyond the limits of the territorial waters of coastal States.”

The CHATRMAN recailed that many delegaticns had stressed that a
distinction should be made between disarmament and nop-armament. Accordingly, he

asked the Soviet representative to withdraw his amendment to the first sentence.

Mr, KUTAVHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) withdraw his

The CHAIRMAN pointed oub that the text proposed by the Soviet delegation
in place of the seccnd vart of the fourth sentence repeated ideag which had already

heen expresged, and that the report would deal too heavily with disarpament.

Mir. DANIELI (United Republic of Tanzanis) considered that the expression

"s clear difference of opinion" in the English text correctly reflected the
discussion, and asked that the word "elear" should be maintainnd in the English
he English text.

version; the Russian version would be brougnt into ]
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Mr. YANKOV (Pulgaria) agreed with the reprasentative of the Soviet Union

that it was inadvisable to lay too wuch stress on differences of opinicon.

Concerning the term "mon-zrmament”, which some delegations had used, his
delegation noted that in the conbext of the peaceful use of ouber space,
prohibition of the use of celestial bodies for military purposes had been
considered a disarmament measure. Moreover, in United Nations terminology,
partial disarmament mezsures were always considered ag falling within the context
of general and complete disarmament.

Tastly, since the United States draft resolution (A/AC.135/24k) would be
menticned in the bexb, it was natural that the Soviet delegaticn should wish to

have its draft resclution mentioned also.

My OSANYA-NYYNFQUE (Kenya) thought that the solution might lie in

substituting for the first sentence of the paragraph the following text: "There
was & cleay difference of opinion in the Committes regarding the procedure for
dealing with all military aspects of the item.”

The CHATRMAN saw no point in reopening the discussion on the first
sentence, since the representative of the Soviet Union had\ggreed to the retention
of" the second part.

Mr. YANKCGV (Bulgariz) thought that it would be preferable to Follow the

custousry terminology, but supported the Chalrmen's position.

the begimming of the third Soviet amendment: "According to these speakers'.

My, KULAZHENROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) sccepted that

sub~amendment.

Mr. KIKHIA {Iibya) requested that the expression "a clear difference”
znd the clause “whether they be described as disarwement or non-armament” should
be retained.

He asked the sponsors of amendwents not to press for the adoption of theilr

propusals, dn order not to delay the Committee’s work.
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Mr. TILAKARATNA (Ceylon) also urged that the clesuse "whether they

be described as disarmament or non-armament” should be retained.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the word "clear' should be retained in the
English text and that the Russian text should be brought into line with that

version.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) in response to

an appeal by the Chairman, agreed not to press for the deletion of the word
"clear" (first line of the paragraph, and of the c¢lause "whether they be described

‘as disarmsment or nop-armament” (third line of the paragraph).

The CHATRMAN recalled that the Committes still had before 1t three
amendments. Firstly, the Soviet delegation had requested the deleticn of the
clause beginning with the words "the exclusive use” and ending with the words
"of general and complete disarmament” (eighth to tenth lines of the paragraph),
and had proposed that it should be replaced by the following text: 'the exclusive
use of the sea-bed and ccean floor for peaceful purposes fell within the context
of immediate and partial measures for ending the arms race and achieving
disarmament". Sécondly, the United States representative had proposed that
after that new clause there should be inserted another sentence beginning with
the words: "A delegation proposed, etc.’’. Thirdiy, the representative of the
Soviet Union had requested that after the sentence proposed by the United States
delegation there should be inserted ancther sentence beginning with the words:

"0On the other hand, it was proposed that the ENDC, ete.”.

My. POPPER (United Stutes of America) suggested that the begimning of
the second sentence proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union should

read: "'On the other hand, another delegation propesed that the BENDC, etc.'.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) accepted that

suggestion.

The proposed amendments weres adopted.

Paragraph 57, as amnended, was adophed.
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Paragraph 58

Mr. GAUCT (Malta), Rapporteur, recalled@ that, in accordance with his
proposal, the words "that at wmost it could only recommend to the General Assembly
the adoption of certain resolutions" (eighteenth and nineteenth lines) had been

deleted.

Mr. KUTAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) supported by

Mr. YANKOV {Bulgaria), proposed that the first part of that sentence, which read
"A constitutional objection in regard to the ENDC's status in the matter was

‘also raised: +that it was only a nepotiating organ', should also be deleted.

reflected statements which had been made in the Commitiee.

T

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the words "by some delegations' should be

inserted after the word "raised" in that sentence.

It was so0 decided.

Paragraph 58, as amended, was adopted.

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria)} proposed that the Committee should take up
paragraph 62 next and defer until leter the sdopticn of paragraohs 59, 60 and 61,
which dealt with political rather than military questions and therefore should

be inserted in the second section of the draft report.

Mr. GAUCI (Malta), Rapporteur, said that since most of the military
guestions deslt with in paragraph Al had been taken up in the amendments proposed
earlier, he supported the Bulgarisn representative's proposal.

It was so decided.

Paragraph 62

Miss MARTIN SANE {France) proposed that the words "that the Ag Hoc

Committee could recommend to the General Assembly the adoption of a resolution”
in the third to fifth lines of the paragraph should be replacaed by the words

"that the General Assembly should adopt a resolution’.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Soccialist Republics) said that

consideration of that paragraph might lead to lengbhy discussions, since the
reference therein to unanimous agreewment wmight place some delegations in s

difficult position. He proposed that the paragraph should bhe delebed.

Mr. KIKHIA {Iibya) supported that proposal.
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The CHATRMAN saild that paragraph 62 summarized the first section of the
report and that such a suwmary was not at all necessary. He suggested that the
paragraph should be deleted.

It was g0 decided.

Mr. MAURTUA (Peru) said that the Soviet Union was apparently requesting
that paragraph 62 should be deleted because it contained the expression "beyond
the limits of national Jurisdiction'. That reason was unacceptable considering

the conception of territorial waters espoused by the Soviet Union.

The CHATRMAN said that only the reasons that he had cited, in

uggecsting the deletion of the paragraph should be taken into consideration.

9]

The meeting rose at 5.15 p.m.
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ADOFTION OF THE REPCRT OF THE CCMMITTEE T0 THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY-
{6/8C.135/R.3 and Add.l} (continued)
The CHAIRMAYW recalled that discussion of paragraphs 59 to 61 had been

deferred. It was his understanding that there was general agreement to delete them.

Mr. AUDLAND (United Kingdom) said he had no objection to their deletion.
His delegation had drafted an additlional paragraph, the text of which had been
circulated, to be inserted after paragraph 58. It had bsen prepared in
collaboration with other delegations and was internded teo make good the report's
Tailure to stress sufficiently the appafent consensus which had been reached cn a
number of pointe.

The CHATRMAN pointed cut that a consensus had in fact not been reached
on 8ll of the points contained in the text submitted by the Unlted Kingdom; in any
case, such & text would be more appropriately included in the conclusions to the
rapaort.

Mr. AUDLAND (United Kingdom) said he would have no objection to his
proposed additional paragraph being discussed at a later sﬁﬁge.

It was so decided.

Mr. KIKEIA {Libya) said he had nc objection to the deletion of
paragraphs 59 to 61. He then proposed the following additional paragraph which
could appropriately be included in the section on military, political and other
aspects: "It was suggested that the attention of the International Labour
Crzanisation and other organizations concerned be drawn to the human and social
aspects of the question, in particular conditions of work and the protection and

training of manpower engaged in the new enviromment."

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria), Miss MARTIN SANE (France), Mr, KROYER (Iceland),
Mr. ARORA (IndiaL Mr. HOLDER (Liberia), Mr., XUTAZHENEOV (Uhion of Soviet Socialist
Repulblics) and Mr. ANDRASSY (Yugoslavia) supported the proposal.

The additional paragraph propossd by the representative of Libya was adopted.
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ITI. Operative paragraph 2 (c) of resolution 2340 (X¥XII)

Mr. GAUCI (Malta), Rapporteur, introduced a number of corrections to the
text contained in document &/AC.135/R.3/Add.1. The paragraphs affected by the
change were: paragraphs &L, 65, 66, 69, 73, 76, 77, 8. 79, 87, 89, 90 and 9k;
there would also be a new peragraph reading as follows: "A list of all the
documents presented for consideration by the Ad Hoec Committee will appear 1

arnex IV to the present report.”

Paragraph 63

Paragraph 63 was adonted.

Paragraphe 6h and 65

Paragravhs 64 and 65, incorporating the Rapporteur's amendments, were adopted.

Paragraph 66

Mr. POPPER (United States of America) said that, in view of the separate
treatment of the proposals discussed in paragraphs 65 andh66, he wished to place on
record hig view that internatiocnal co-cperation in the development and exploitation
of marine mineral resources should be regarded as part of interrnational co-cperation
to assist in a better understanding of the marine enviromment through science.

Paragraph 66 was adopted.

Paragraph 67
Mr. ARDAL-BAMID (United Avab Repubtlic) proposed the addition at the end

of the paragraph of the following sewlence: "I was also emphasized that the views
of +the countries directly concerned are of parascunt imporiance for establishing
successful and workable regional arrargements.”

Mr. DARWIN {United Kingdom) proposed the replacement of the word
3] .
garamount” by "great’.

Mr. ABDEL-HAMID (United Arab Republiec) accepted the amendment.

Paragraph 67, as amended, was adopted.
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Miss MARTIN SANE (France) supporbted the United Kingdom propossal.

Paragraph 68, as amended, vag adopted.

Paragroaph 69

My,

necesgsary, but alse of stating

their wiews for the record. His Fevour of practical measures Ld
prevent pollution ariging from the exploration and exploltalion of the sea-bed and
the ocean floor bevond the limibs of nabional Jurisdiction, And therefore velcomed
the draft resolution submitied by the vepresentative of Teeland (4/AC.135/31).
Paragraphs 2 and 3 of that resclution should be submitted to the General Assembly

%

by whatever body continued the Committee’s work.

TANKOV (fulgaria) sald that his delegation, too, welcomed the

Ieelandic draft resolution. The problen of polluticn was very imporbamt, but it
)

ghould not be forgobten that there might be other hermfnl effechts of tho

exploitation of the ges-bed and The ocean flceor. He Zherefore wondered whelhex
the draft rssoluticn might be amended o inciude reference to "other hazardous

and =N eh R
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d bhe subscoil theresi,
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that the words "as well as chemicsl and radio-achive washe nroducts in the watsrs
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Ur. ABDRL-HAMID (United Arab Republic)} supporbed the Libyan smendment.

A4t

Mr. BEAGUE (Pekistan) said that paregraph 70 itself made the point thatb

4

there were activities obher thou the discharge of oil which could pollute the sees

The CHATRMAN said, if the Libyan emendment was slopted, the word "other'

vities",

1..:.

14 be inserted belore the word "ack

shou

The Pulgarian and Libyan smendments were adopted.

ae amended, was adopted.

Mr. KURAZRENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republiics) suggested that

— e - o r R K s
paragraph T1 should follow parsgraph 75. He proposed that the words "high seas”

should be substituted Tor the words "law of the sea®.

It was sc decided.

5

fr . KULAZHEREOV (Union of Soviet Bocialist ﬁepbbJLuw nroposed that the

-
s

word "regearch” should be ingerited alter the word "fishins”.

_ODA (Jepan), tr. ARCRA {Iodla) end @E;mﬂﬁyRT@%.(P opposed that

the grouad thet research wes not ong of the tradilicnal Fresedows of

the
edged that *the Conmvention on ths High Zeas
id oo meet that point, he proposed that the
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in

(Liberia} pointed out that Treedom ol resesrch fa not baen

. . . . , 5 e . . e LI T T ]
discussed by the Commibbse in the conmtext of the traditional Treedoms of the high
so0s .

7
4

source of the danger of pollubicn: accerdingly, be proposed
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The CHAIBMAN said that nevertheless freedom of research had been
repeatedly mentioned in the discussions, and that in the Bulgarian amendment it

was not related to the traditional freedoms of the high seas.

Mr. DANIGLT (United Republic of Tanzania) preferred the paragraph in its
present form. He suggested that, if freedom of research was mentioned, it should

be weds clear that the point had been ralsed by some delegaticns.

Mr. PADILLA v VELASCO (Bl Salvador) agreed that freedom of research could

i s

not be considered a traditional freedom of the high seas, and supported the
Tanzanian suggestion.

He proposed that the words "and pipelines” should be inserted after the word
"cables” to follow the established wording.

It was so decided.

Mr. ANDRASSY (Yugoslavia) pointed out that there was only one traditional
freedom - that of the high seas - arnd that the various freedoms mentioned as

examples were aswects of it.

Mr. ARO§§‘(India) proposed that, instead of the spec¢ific reference to
reseayrch proposed by the Bulgarian delegation, the words "and any other freedoms
recognized by the law and practice of the sea" should be inserted after the word
"pipeiines”.

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) supported the Tanzanian representative's suggestion.

Mr, YANKOV (Bulgaria) thought that the Indian proposal was useful but
should include a specific reference to the freedom of research. He recalled that
the Legal Working Group, in its report on its first session (A/AC.liS/L.l, annex IT,
para. 43), had referred to the principle that activities in the exploration and
use of the sea-bed and the ocean Tlcor should not infringe on the legally protected
uses of the sea for fishing, navigation, communications, research and other
purposes,

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) said that, if freedom of research was recognized by

interrational law, it would be covered by the terms of the Iniian amendment.
) ¥

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) said that freedem of research was essential to the

expioration and exploitation of the sea-bed and the ocean floor and should be

D

secorded a specific referenc

/...
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The CHATRMAN suggested that, in line with the Tanzanian suggestion, the
following sentence should be added to the paragraph: "Certain delegations

emphasized that there should also be respect for freedom of research.”

Mr. KULAZHENKGV (Uhion of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought that the

sentence suggested by the Chairman was superfluocus, sinece the point was implied in

the introductory words of the paragraph.

Mr. PADILLA y VELASCO (EL Salvador) said that his delegation's support for

the Tanzanian suggestion did not mean that it was opposed to pure sclentific
research. Tt merely wished tc draw a distinction between pure scientific research
and scientific research directed towards the exploitation of marine resources, which

should not form the basis of any claims.

Mr. DARWIN {United Kingdom) supported the text suggested by the Chairman,
oiz the understanding that it avoided taking a wosition on the extent to whieh
regsesych was covered by the freedom of the seas. He observed that oceanographic
vessels had been navigating the seas Jyreely Tor many vesrs.

The new sentence suggested by the Chairman was adopted.

Mr. MAUBTE&_(Peru), neting that & number of States had aliready taken
action to conserve marine resources, proposed that the latter part of paragraph Tl
should read: "and that measures for the conservation of marine resources should
be intensified.”

It was so decided.

Paragraph 71, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraphs 72 to 77

Paragraphs T2 toc 77 were adopted.

Farsgraph 78

Mr. RUDA {Argentina) proposed that, in the third sentence, the words
"Certain delegations™ should be substituted for "It was", and in the sixth
sentence the words "Certain delegations also suggested” should be substitubted for

the words "A suggestion was also made’,

/...



My, YANKOV (Bulgevia) proposed that, in the second sentence, the word
be' should be substitoted Ffor the word "remain”.

Tne Arvgentine and

Paragraph 78, as

. ODA [Japan), recalling that only thirty-nine States had ratified the

Geneve Convention on the Continental Shell, proposed that the words "& rumber of”

should be subgtitubed for €

[ T & S, & |
word many .

it was so decided.

M, MAURTUA {Per trgantine) and Me. PADILIA y VILASCO

(Bl salvador) sumgested thetb

Teneir’ should be inserted before the words
ar that the statement in the latter part of

the paragraph referred only to the legisiation of States parties to the Convention.

it was so decided.

My, ABDRL-BAMID {United Arab Republic) proposed that the following
A"

senbence should be added at the end of the paragraph: 'Other delegations suggested

that the Convention should be reviewed.”

It was so decided.

Paragraph 79, 5 amended. was adonted.

rayaeraphs 80 to 86

Paragrapns 50 to £6 - adophed .

. [T
Paragrapn o7

-

"peneral outline of

views" veferred to in ithe paragraph had peesn deleted Tvom the revort, some

the enbire paragraph should be deleted.

It waz go decided.

;
Joees
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in the paragraph

DENORME (Belgium) said that the siate
1

concsraing the working paper subimitted by his delegation were substantially

e
covveet,  During the current session, however, his delegation had held extensive
corsuitations with all mesbers of the Committee on the proposal for the establislment
of a standing committee containad in the working péper and, in the lignt of their
coamients and suggestions, had drawn up & revised version of the document which

be distributed to the mambers of the Committee very shorily. The substance

of the changes involved had been discussed extensively with virtevally all
delsgations and ne believed that, as a vesult, There was now very wide support for

the proposal. He accordinely wished to ask the Commitiee to agree that the

noe in paragreaph 88 to the origiral working paper should be replaced by a

reference to the reviged document and that the revised, rather than the original,

e proposed draft resolution should zppear In the appropriate annex to
the report. He also asked the Chairman to allow delegations ‘o comment briefly
on the revised document, so as %o enable the following paragraphs of the report

to ke amended, if necessary, in the light of the views expressed on it.

Tpne CHAZRMAN suggested that the Committee should agree to the procedure
suzgested by the representative of Belgium and that a foot-note to paragraph 88
should be added giving an eppropriate reference to the original working paper.

[t was so decided.

t

Mr. AYDRASSY (Yugoslavia) said that his delegation Tully supported the

revissd Belgian proposal.

(Rulgaria) said that his delegation had come to the third

s

session with an cpen mind on the subject of the mammer in wvhich future work on the

¥

be carried on and nad considered that an extension of the terms of

joe Commitiee might serve that purpose. The revised version of

Tul basis for the General Ass=wbly's

tan peoposal, however, pro
eration of a standing cowwitiee to continue the work started by the Ad Hoco

not within that Committes's terns of

and terms of reference of the

or thoil reason his delegation welcomed and supported the

oged ney
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Mr. KELSO (Australis) sald that his delegation had approached the
guestion in vrecisely the same spirit as the delegation of Bulgaria and supporied

the proposal Ffor the same reasons.

Mr. RUDA (Argentina) szid that his delegation had originally fsvoured
the coptinuation of the Ad Hoc Committee in some form. The submission of the
revised vpropossl had, however, enabled hisg delegastion to express its general

support for the ides of a standing committec.

Mr. Sciolis TACRANGE (Italy) expressed his delegation's appreciation

for the Belgian delegation's initiative and its general support for the idea of

a Standing Committee.

Mr. KROYER (Iceland), Mr. OFSTAD (Norway) and Mr. ODA (Japan) supported
the proposal.

Mr. ARORA (India), Mr. AUDLAND (United Kingdom), Mr. BEAULIEU (Canada),
Mr. HAOUE {Pakistan}, Mr. TILAKARATNA (Ceylon), Miss MARTIN SANE (France) and

Mr. MICU {Romania) expressed general support for the proposal, on the understanding

that their delegations might wake further observations on it gt a later stage.

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Sociaslist Republics) szid that his

delegation had nct had time to consider the revised propossl with the attention it

deserved and sccordingly wished to reserve its position.

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) said that his delegation had not been able to
participate as fully ss it would have wished in the consultations conceruning the
revised proposel and accordingly had to reserve its position.

Hr. HOLDER {liveria) supported the proposal in principle.

Mr, 7BGERS (Chile), Mr. GUERREIRO (Brazil), Mr. MAURTUA (Peru) and
My. PADILLA v VELASCO (EL Salvador) supported the proposal, on the understanding

that their delegatiocons' observetions on certain zsvects of the draft resolution
vould he taken into consideration in the finsl version.

Paragraph 88, as smended, wos adopted.

Faragreph 89
Mr. ABDEL-HAMID {United Arab Republic) proposed that the paragraph should

e replsced by the following text:
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"Many delegations agreed that the General Assembly during its twenty-third
gession should establish 2 standing committee. They strongly expressed

the hope that the terms of reference of zuch a committee would be worked out
during that session. The idea of the continuetion of the Ad Hoc Committee

was slso ralsed.”

Mr. DENORME (Belgium), supported by Mr. ARORA (India) and
Mr. TITAKARATNA {Ceylon), said that the expression "Many delegations' was

ingufficient in view of the very strong support the amended proposal for a
standing committee had received. Furthermore the retention of the reference to

the continuation of the Ad Hoc Committee seemed unnecessary since a consensus

had developed.

The CHATRMAN suggested that the word "Many” in the proposed amendment
should be replaced by "A very large number of" and that the Committee should
adopt fhe text propossd by the United Arab Republic with thds amendment and with
the addition "by a few delegatlons slthough they indicated that they would be

)

prepared to congider the ides of a standing commitfee if it had general support. '

It was so decided.

Paragraphs 90 to 92

Peragraphs 90 to 92 were deleted.

Faragraph 93

Paragraph 9% was adopted, gubject to minor drafting changes.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the paragraph shculd be inserted, with
appropriate drafting changes, after paragravh 89.

Tt was so decided.

Peragraphs 95 and 96

Paragraphs 95 and 96 were sdopted.

The meeting rose at 1,40 p.m.
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ATOFTION OF THEE REFOET OF THE COMMITTEE TC THE GENERAT, ASSEMBLY (concluded)

The CHATRMAN read out section IV of the report entitled "Conclusions™,
and invited the Ad Hoc Committee to proceed to its conslderation.

Paragraphs 1-4 were adopted.

Paragreph 5

Mr. ARORA (India) recalled that his delegation had expressed its surprise
at the fact that the paragraph which the United Kingdom representative had proposed
to ingert bhefore paragranh 52 had mentioned a consensus. = noted that draft
statement of principies {b) contaired no mention of & cousensus end that the
provision weo the effect that there would be no discrimination in the exploration
and exploitation of the area in question had been deleted. His delegation could
generally agree with that draft statement to a large degree, but wished to make
it clear that it constituted only the minimum points on which his delegation's
views should be recorded and that draft declaration (a) and draft declaration

A/AC,135/21 Tully reflected its position.

The CHATRMAN asked representatives to facilitate “the adoption of
paregraph 5 by indicating whether they supported the sel of principles submitted
by the developing countries (set {a)) or the set of principles submitted by the

United Kingdom (set {©))

Mr. TILAKARATNA (Ceylon), Mr. KIKHIA (Idbya)}, dr, RUDA (Argentinaj,

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile), Mr. FADILIA y VELASCO (ELl falvador), Hr. GUERREIRC {Brazil),
Mr. HOLDER (Lloerla) and Mr, MAURTUA {Peru) support=d the set of vrincipies in (a).

States of Amef¢ca}, Mr, BEAULIEU fCqudd], Mr . HARDERS Australla}j

Mr. SCIOTIA TAGRANGE {Ttaly), Mr, SCHEAM (Teeland), Mc. DENCRME (Belgium),

Wr . TLLSINGER (Aue,tma Yy, Mr. ODA (Je pan), Mr. GORALCZY (Polanc\, and

“ed the set of principles in {t); they pointed
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oul, however, that those proposals constituted a strict wminiuum and that the

Committes must go Turther.,

supporﬁed both sets oF prlnc1pLes.
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Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), Mr. YANKOV
(Bulgeria), Mr. MICU (Romania) and Mr, ABDEL-HAMID (United Avab Republic) reserved

the position of their delegations until the next session of the General Assembly.

Mr. ABDEL-EAMID (United Arab Republic) expressed keen regret that the

Committee had been unable to reach agreement on a set of principles at its third
session. He hoped that the General Assembly would be able to make some progress in

that respect at its twenty-third session.

Mr. ANORAZSY (Yugoslavia) said that while he supported the sponsors of
proposal {b), his delegation could also accept most of the principles in proposal (a).
Many points in both proposals were zimilar and scme of the principles in proposal (a)

were also to be found in the report.

Miss MARTIN SANE (France) said that during the two previous sessions her

delegation had consistently maintained that under the terms of General Assembly
resolution 2340 (XXII) the Ad Hoc Committee was net required to draw up &
declaration of principles. If had not been possible to achieve the consensus that
had seemed to be emerging on several principles concerniﬁg ways and means of
promoting co-operation in the Committeé‘s field of study, but the principles in
proposals (a) and (b) did not seem to be irreconcilable. The Commitiee might even
have been able to come to an agreement if it hed had further information.

In her delegation's view, the werd "consensus" presupnosed an effort at
conciliation, a compromise between different views. 8he therefore appealed to
the members of the Committee, with the assistance of the Chairman, te conbinue
their consultations both before and during the Assembly's twenty-third session
in order to bring closer tcgether and to reconcile the points of view which, from

a reading of the texts, seemed to offer the prospect of compromise.

Mr. OSANYA-NYYNEQUR (Kenye) supported proposal (a), of which his

delegation was a sponsor, bubt also endorsed those principles in proposal {b) which

did not conflict with the principles set forth in proposal {a}.
Paragraph 5 was adopted.
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amended,

document which would provide the Censral Assembly with 2 good hasis for ite

discussions.

He congratulated the members of the two Working Groups, who had done much to
Tacilitate the Committee's task. He thanked the Chairmen of the Working Groups,
the Bapporteur, the officers and members of the A4 floc Commibies and the
representatives of the specialized agencies and other international bodies, who had
contributed to the success of the session. He also thanked the members of the
Secretariat, '

Iastly, on behalf of all the members of the Comnittee, he wished te express

his gratitude to the Brazilian Govermment for iits generous hogpitality to the

Conference and for having done everything possible to help 1t to carry eut its task.

Mr. GAUCI (Malta), Rappcerteur, proposed that a paracraph sheould be added
to the report to express the Commities's gfatitude to the Prazilian Govermment for
the warm hospitality it had received.

It was =0 decided.

Mr. GUERREIRS (Brazil} thanked the Chairman 2nd the Gommittee. It had

been both a pleasure and an honour for Brazil +o have been host to the Conferencs.

@
P
O

He would convey te his Govermment the thanks that had just hesn expr

After the custemary eunchange of courtesies, the Chairman declared the third

sesgion of the Ad Hoc Committes closed.

The meeting ross at 7.25 p.m.
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