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UNITED NATIONS Distr,
GENERAL A/AC.135 /WG .1 /R.5
3 July 1968

ASSEMBLY

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

AD HOC COMMITTEE TO STUDY THE FEACEFUL
USES OF THE SEA=-BED AND THE CCEAN
FLOOR BEYOND THE LIMITS OF NATIONAL
JURISDICTION

Legal Working Group

DRAFT REPORT OF THE FIRST SESSION
{17 June~ __ July 1968) TO THE
AD TOC COMMITTER

1. By resclutlon 2340 (XXII) the General Assembly decided to establish en
Ad Hoe Committ_ee' to study the scope and various aspects of the item entitled
"Exemination of the question of the reservation exclusively for peaceful purposes
of the sea~bed and t.he ocean floor and the subspil thereof, underlying the high
seas beydn:i the 1imits of present nationsl jurisdiction' and the use of their |
resources in the interests of mankind."” The resolution requested the Ad Hoe
Committee, in co—operation with the Secretary-General, to prepare for cdnsidera‘tion
by the General Assembly gt its twentsr—third session, a study which would include
a sizrv_'ey of existing intermational agreements concerning the areas subject of the
study, sn account of the legal aspects of the item, and an indication regarding
practicgl means of promoting international co~cperation in the exploration,
conservation and use of such areas and of their resources. ‘
2. At 1ts second meeting held on 19 March 1968 the Ad Hoc Committee decided to
establish a Legal Working Group to deal with the legal aspects of the item., The
composition of the Legal Working Group was the same as that of the Ad Hoe Committee.
3. Also at its second meeting the Ad Hoe Committee decided to elect the following
officers for the Legal Working Group: _ .

Chairman Ambassador Leopoldo Benites (Ecuador) -

Viee~Chairman Mr, Alexander Yankov (Bulgaris)
Rapporteur Mr. Shaffie Abdel-Hamid (United Arab Republic)
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b. The sgenda for the session {A/AC.135/G,1/R.1) as edopted at the first
meeting of the Wbrking Group included the following item:

"3,  Consideration of the legal aspects of the study which the

Ad_Hoc Committee has been requested to prepare for the General Assemhly
according to resolution 2340 (xx11)." o : -

5. On the basis of & note (A/AC.135/WG.1/R.2) and ‘& stetement by the Chairman
(A/AC.135/WG,1/R.3) the Working Group adopted the following programme of work:

!Il.

Examination of legal principles relating to the sea-bed and the ocean
floor, and the subsoil thereof, underlying the high seas beyond the
limits of present national jurisdiction, inciuding:

(a) Existing regulations 1n 'bhis f...eld;

(b) Consideration of legal principles which should govern international

co~operation with & view to the preparation of an agreement on the
_juse of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the subsoil thereof,
exclusively for peaceful purposes;

(¢) Consideration of legal . principles which should goévern international
co-operation in the use, in the interests of menkind, of the
resources of the sea—bed and the ocean floor, and the subsoill
thereof, underlying the high seas beyond the 1im1ts of pzcsent
national Jurisdiction.

Conclusions of a legal nature - emerging from the reports on' the subject
submitted by the Secretary-General, the specialized agencles, the
International Atomic Energy Agency and other inter-governmentsl bodies

 in accordance with operative paragraph 2 of resolution 2340 (XXII).

Consideration of practical 1egal.meané, which the beking Group might
think fit to recommend to the Ad Hoe Committes in accordance with
operative paragraph 2, sub»paragraph (e¢) of resolution 2340 (XXII),

- for ensuring:

(&) 'The use. exclusively for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed and the

ocesn floor, and the subsoil thereof, underiying the high seas
beyond the limits of present national Jjurisiietion; and

(b) The use of the resources of this ares in the interests of mankind,

Other legel aspects of the subject.”
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6. In deciding upon -the adop'bion of its programme of work, the Legal Working
Group took into account operative paragraphs 1 and 2. (a) (b) and (e) of General
Assembly resolution - 2340 (XXII) and also the statements of the Chairmen of the
Ad Hoe Committee of 21 and 37 March, and 18 June 1968 (A/AC.].;’;S/S, A/AC, 155/6 and
A/AC.135/18). |

T. The Legal Vorking Group met between 17 June ahd __-July 1968 at the United
Netions Headquarters in New York, It had ____ meetings.

8. ‘I‘he Working Group agreed to have informsl meetings during which no record
was to ‘be maintained. Two such informel meetings were held the fourth and the
fifth, for which no sUmmary records were maintained., S

9., A list of representa,tives of States members attending the session, observers
from specielized agencies and of the secretariat o.f‘ the Working Group is appended

as antex I, . : -
1C. The o‘bserver :E‘rom ‘I:he Inter—Governmenta.l Maritime Consu_'l.ta,tive Organization

(IMCO) ma.de a etatemen'l:. to the We:)rking Group.

11. The documentation vhich the Working Group herl before it is appended ee

annex II '

12, 'l‘he working Group e.dopted the report on its first session at the meeting
July 1968 ~ ‘ '

13. Although they vere documents of the Ad Hoe Committee and not of the Lege.l

Working Group, several drai‘t resolutions were referred to- :|.n the debates. These

draft, resolutions were as follows: ' ‘ ' '
Union of Soviet Socialist Republies: draft. resolution on the prehibition

. of the use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of
territoria.l waters for milita,ry purposes - (A/AC-135/20); o

.__India' dref't declaration of legal pr:.nciples governing the reservation
exclusively for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and
the subsoil thereof, underlying the high seas beyond the limits of present
national jurlsdiction and the uses of their regouvrces :Ln the interest of.
mankind - (A/Ac.155/21), , L

United Stgtes of America: draf'b resolution on preventing ‘the emplacement
of weapons of mass destruet:.on on the sea-bed and- ocean fldor - (A/AC.135/24);

United S-bates of America: draft resolution containing Statement of principles
coneermng the deep sea floor ~ (A/AC.135/25); A .
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United Republic of Tanranis: amendments to the draft resolution submitted
by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics - (A/AC.135/20) - A/AC.135/26;

United Republic of Tanzania: amendments to the draft resolution submitted
by the United States of America - (A/AC.135/24) - A/AC.135/27.

Legal problems discussed by the
Working Group
1k. In pursuence of its progremme of work the Working Group tried to idemntify
and list some of the legsal problems which arose From the subjects under study.
An secount of the views expressed in the course of the debate is given below as
they may be indicative of the legsl problems which require further study.

(1) Lemal status of the seca-bed and the ocean floor snd the subsoil thereof,
underlying the high seas beyond the limits of present national jurisdiction

15. Many members exprés‘sed the view that the area beyond the limits of present
nationsl jurisdiction was not susceptilble. of appropriation and States could not
exercise nationsl soverelgnty over such en erea. Other members noted that there
was a distinetion between non-appropriation of the sea<bed and ocean floor beyond
the limits of present national jurisdiction and the exploitation of these areas.
Such ex_ploitation would not serve as a basis for claims to sovereignty.

16. Reference was made to the concepts of res nullius and res communis. Some
members considered that the concept of res communis might be applicable., Other
members expressed the view that neither eoncept would be helpful in the present
context, The view was emphasized that the sea~bed and ocean Floor beyond the
limits of present national jurisdiction should be regarded as having speclal legal
status as the common heritage of mankind. With respect to non-gppropriation, it
was noted that a numbér of examples of occupation put forwerd by verious writers
rust be regarded as very special end exceptional cases.

17. A number of mewbers expressed the view that States and na‘tiona.ls should
conduct their activities on the sea~bed and ocean floor ars} the subsoil thereof
uwnderlying the high seas beyond the limits of present national jurisdietion in
accordance with the prineiples of international law, including the Charter of
the United Nations, | ' |
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18. The view was--freQuently expressed that existing internationsl lesw was
fragmentary and inadequate and a new law shbuld be developed.

19. It was also suggested that an internationel legel régime should be
established under the auspices of the Un':lted Nations. :

{2} Reservation of the sea~bed and ocean floor a,nd the su'bsoil thereof underlying
the htgh BeAs beyond the limits of : present national Jurisdict on exclusive.l.v
fox Deace:f‘ul purposes .

20, The view was emphasized that the sea-bed and ocean floor and the subsoil
thereof underlying the high seas beyond the limits of present national Jurisdiction
should be reserved exclusively for pea,ceful' purposeg in the interests of '
international peace and security, the promotion of internstional co-dperatioﬁ and
understending and in order to ensure the orderly development of a régime for this
area. It was suggested that all States use the sea~bed and the ocean floor beyond
thé limits of the territorial waters of coastal States exclusively for pesceful
purposes. ' - - '

21, It was suggested tha.t the sea~bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof,
undexrlying the high seas beyond present n_ational .jur—isdiction should not be used
by any State or States for any military purp’oseéwhatSoever. The suggestion was
made that consideration should be given to the quéstion of prohibiting the use

for military purposes of the sea~-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of the
territorial waters of cosstal States.. _ :
22, The suggestion was made to take up the quest,ion of arms limitafion and

the sea-bed and ccean floor with a view to defining those factors vital to 8’
workable, verifiable and effective international sgreement which would prevert
the use of this new enviromment for the emplacement of weapons of mess destruction.
23, Tide éupport was expressed for the view that denuclearization of this ares
wag a question of immediate concern. There was also strong sﬁpport_ for the view
thaﬁ'weapons ‘of mass destruction should not be placed on the seawbed or cceen
floor or the su'bsoil thereof underlying the ‘high seas beyond the limits of present
national Jurisdiction. ' : '

24, With respect to procedure , the suggestion was made that the Genersl Assembly .
should declare the exploration and use of the sea~bed and ocean floor and the
subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of preéent netional Jurisdietioﬁ, shall be

/oo
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carried on for the benefit and in the interests of mankind, and the sea-bed and
ocean floor and the subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of present national
Jurisdiction, are the common heritage of mankind. As such, they are not subject
to national appropriation and shall be used exclusively for peaceful purposes,
for the benefit of all countries, particularly the developing countries. A
suggestion was also made that the General Assembly should cell on all States to
use the gea-bed and the ocean fioor beyond the limits of the territorial wateré
of coastal States exclusively for peaceful purposeés.

25. It was suggested that the General Assembly should request the Eighteen~Nation
Committee on Disarmament to consider, as an urgent matter, the guestion of
prohibiting the use for military purposes of the sea-bed and the oceah fleor
beyond the limits of the territorial waters of coastal States. | ‘

26, Some'members suggested reference of the guestion to the Eighteen-Nation
Disarpament Committee, under a precise mandate and at the same time the question
should be retained on the agenda of the Ad Hbé Committee.

27. There was also a suggestion that the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee
should take up the guestion of #srms limitation on the seawbed and ocean floor with
a view to defining those factors vitel to a workable, verifiable and effective
international agreement which would prevent the use of this new environment for
the emplacement of weapons of mass destruction.

28. Another suggestion would request the Eighteen«Nation Disarmament Committee
to congider, as a matter of urgency, the guesbion of bamming the use of the
sea~bed and ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction by nuclear
submarines and banning of military fortifications and missile bases on the sea~bed
and ocesn floor. o

29, It was suggested that reference of these guestions to the Eighteen~Nation
Committee on Disarmament would be premature.

30. The view was éxpressed that the principles laid down in the Outer Bpace and
Antarctice Treaty might provide guidance for the Committee, There was also
suggested an approach simllar to the Outer Spacé Treaty which would involve
prohibiting certain specific types of weapons and military installations, for
example, nuclear weapoﬁs and other arms of mese destruction, as well as
construction of military bases and fortvifications.
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(3) Use of the resources of the sea~bed and oceen floor and the subsoil thereof
underlying the higp geas bevond the llMlts of present nztional Jurisdiotion
in the interests of menkind

3. MEmbers were in agreement that the use of the resources of the sea-bed and
otean floor and the subsoil thereof undeﬁtying the high seas beyond the 1imits of
present nationa; Jurisdiction should be in the interests of mankind,

32, In addition, the view was expressed that there could be no peaceful or rational
exploitation of the natural resources unless there was exploitatibn in the imterests
of all menkind. It was also suggested that the only possibility which appeared to
have no serious drawbecks was an internatipnal solution to ‘the problem, Sucﬁ,a
gsolution must be equitable, feasible and -acceptable and promote orderly, peagefvl
and efficient exploitation. The view was expressed that there should be a
declaration to the effect that such arems should be exploited for the common
beneflt and be administered end controlled by a competent world bedy.

33. Others suggested that a statement of principles -could appropriately state
that there should be established as soon as practicable -internationally agregd‘
arrangements goverhing the exploitation of those resources.,

3, The view was expressed that there was ro rule in existing international law
prohibifing -anyone from exploiting the ocean floor, subject only to the principles
and rules governing the high seas, With respect to freedom of exploitation and
non-diserimingtion, ‘the view was expressed that a fair spplication of these
principles would require taking into account the special needs of the developing
countries. It was also suggested that the interests of landlocked States should
be¢ protected. |

(4) Freedom of scientific research and exploration of the sea-bed end ocean floor
and the subsoil thereof underlzing the high seas beyond the 1imits of present
national jurisdiction

35. Members emphasized the view that there should be freedom of scientific'research
and exploration of the sea~bed and ocean floor and the subsoil thereof underlying
the high seas beyond the limits of present national jurigdiction, .The view was
expressed that results of sclentific activities ghould be made available to all
countries without diserimination and internationel scilentific co-operation should
bejirpmoted.' It_was'éuggested that it might be desirable to have one central body,
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UNESCO, co-ordinate all scientifie and résearch activities and pool the results

in the Intergovernmental Oceanographié Commission, It was also stated that it
was necessgary to distinguish between pﬁrely scientific research and that connected
with the exploitation of resources. Such gcientific exploration would not serve
as a basis for the assertion of.sovereignty or claims to sppropriation. Reference
was &lso made to the utility of the prqpbsal that 1970-80 should be an '
International Decade for Ocean Exploration.'

(5) The guestion of reasonsble regsrd to the interests of other States in their
exerclse of the fresdoms of the high seag :

36. Several members expressed the view that exploitation of the sea~bed and ocean
floor and the subsoil thereof underlying the high seas beyond the limits of
present national Jjurisdiction should be carried out with regsonable regard to the
intereste of other States in thelr exercise of the freedom of the high seas, as
recognized by the provisicons and practice of the law of the sea. An express
reference was made to article 2 of the Convention on the High Sess. The view

was expressed that exploitation should not obstruct navigation or filsghing or the
laying of submarine cables and should not result in damage to the marine flora and
fauna. With respect to submarine cables and pipelines, refeérence was made to the
1884 Convention on the Protection of Submarine Cebles, article 26 of the
Convention on the High Seas and article 4 of the Convention on the Continental
Shelf. |

37. Concern was alse expressed about the question of conservation of the
resources of the high sesas. The view was sdvenced that it might be reasonable, in
exceptional cases, to grant coastal States some special rights Pfor the
conservation and regulation of ‘the fisheries of the coastal areas, thus
sefeguarding the means of livelihood of such nations from the effects of minerel

exploitation.

(6) The guestion of pollution and other hazards

38. A number of members stated that exploitation and use of the sea~bed and
ocean floor and the subsoil thereof underlying the high seas beyond the limits of
present nationsl jurdsdiction should be carried out in accordance with rules and
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regulations concerning the prevention of pollution, radioactive contenina.tion
and conservation of the living resources of the sea.. Concern was expressed about
the possibility of an’ -accident - eausihg pollution which might affect the fisheries
of nearby regilons and: countries. The view was expressed thet in a futiure '
internations,l legal régime, provision would have to be made concerning
responsibility end damages. The suggestion wes mede ths.t there should be adopted
appropriate safeguards £0 as to minimize pollution of the ecas and disturbance '
of the existing biological chemical and physical processes a.nd ba,lences.

Other ques"ione

39. A number of representatives emphasized the fact of the existence of an e.rea
of the sea-bed and ocean floor which is not - sub,ject to national Jurisdiction.

This fgct which seemed obvious needed emphasizing in ‘their opinion because of thel'
broad interpretation of which article 1 of the Convention on the Continental .
Shelf was susceptible, It was pointed out ths.t none of the nembers in the Work:lng
Group had suggestea that either international law or article 1 of the Continental
Shelf Convention authorizes the extension of limits for an 1ndefinite distance into
the deep ocean floor and this was consid.ered possibly a valueble finding. On the
other hend several of the pertioipants in the dsbgte referred to the need for a
morea precise definition of the sea~bed and the ocean flo0r underlying the high -
seas heyond n'e.tionel jurisdietion;" in order for the areas under discussion to hs.ve '
inteme.tionelly‘egreed boundaries. There was egreement in general that the
question of these boundaries raised difficult problems and some members stated the.t
for this reason they were not yet ripe for immediate consmeretion. Some Ste.tes '
were of the view that the question of the outer limits of the continente.l shelf,
although indirectly relgted to the task of the Working Group, was not within its -
mandate, Others opposed any discussion of this subject on the grounds that the
Continentsl Sheli‘ was fully under national Jurisdietion. -
40. Several representatives suggested 8 moratorium or freezing of netione.l cle.:l.ms
over the sea-bed beyond +the limits of present national ,jurisdiction. '

41, The participants in the debate re:t‘erred to the le'fe.l study prepe.red by the
Secretariat under General Assembly resolution 23&0 (XXII) (AjAC .155/10 11, 19 and
Add.l and 2). Although the study was highly pre.ised there were also obeervations
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relating to points of drafting or materials excluded from or included in the study.
The Representative of the Secretary-General stated that such observations would
be taken into account by the Secretariat. He gdded that information concerning
international agreements or national legislation which may subsequently be
received from Governments would be incorporated in the relevant documents, It
gpreared appropriate to the Working Group in the light of paragraph 2 of General
Asgembly resolution 2340 {¥XII) to suggest to the Ad Hoc Committee that the
Secretariat study be forwarded to the Generel Assembly at its twenty-third session,
k2, Tt was widely felt that following precedents set by the United Nations in
its treatment of other Questions, such as that of outer space, a statement of
principles in the form of a declaration ecould be sdopted by the General Assembly
concerning the peaceful use of thé sea~bed, ocean floor and the subsoil thereof
bevond the limits of present national Juri_sdicfion, The eontents of such
declaration of principle and the precise timing for its adoptio_n were, however,
regarded as matters for more 'déta,iled. discussion and consultations. Various
principles were widely supported for inclusion in the draft declaration,

inter alia: that the ocean floor, the sea~bed and the subseil thereof be used
exelusively for peaceful purposes and Tor the benefit of mankind , that activities
in the exploration and use of the sea~bed and ocean floor be carried out in
accordance with internaticnel law, including the Charter of the United Nations;
the principle of conservation of the marine resources, including safeguards
against pollu‘tion; international co-operation for scientific research and
exploration and exploitation of marine resources; safety standerds for
installations and equipment; recognition of the special needs and rights of
developing countries; and liability for dameges.

43, Owing to the limited time at its disposal and the complexity of the problem
before it, the Legal Working Group was not in a position at this session to
complete its programme of work., It considered, however, that a valuable exchange
of views had taken place and that its preliminary explorstion of problems might
provide the basis for further consideration of the issues involved, The Working
Group assumed that any temporary or permanent arrangements made by the General
Assembly at its twenty-third session for continuing the study of the outstanding
problems would presuppose the establishment of machinery for their _legal :

congideration.
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ANNEX T

Documents before the Working Group

Survey of Fxisting International Agreements concerning the Sea-bed and the Ocean
Floor, and the Subsoil Thereof, Underlying the High Seas beyond the Limits of
Present National Jurisdietion. (4/AC.135/10)

Burvey of National Legislation concerning the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor, and
the Subsoil Thereof, Underlying the High Seas beyond the Limits of Present National
Jurisdiction. (A/AC.135/11) _

Summary of Views of Member States. (A/AC.135/12)

;egal Aspects of the Question of the Reservation Exclusively for Peaceful Purposes
0f the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor, and the Subsoil Thereof, Underlying the High
geas beyond the Limite of Present Nationa} Jhris?ic?io?,/and th7 U7e of Their
Resources in the Interests of Mankind. (A/AC.135/19 A/AC.135/19/Add.1), and
(A/AC.135/19/Add.2) ’ _ ’

Letter dated 30 May 1968 from the Director-General of the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization addressed to the SBecretary-General.

(a4/4c.135/22)

Regulatory Aspects of Explorations and Exploitation Including Rules Respecting
Qcean Data Stations, Drilling Rigs, Production Platforms and Other Devices. Note
by the Inter-Govermmental Maritime Consultative Organization. (A/AC.135/23)

Resources of the Sea. Introduction and Summary. (B/4hk9) 3
Part One: Mineral Resources of the Sea beyond the Continental Shelf. (B/L4L9/4dd.1);

Part Two: Food Resources of the Sea beyond the Continental Shelf Excluding Fish.
, (E/4bho/A34.2)

A limited number of copies of the following documents were distributed under
their original symbol:

UNESCO - Inter-Govermmental Oceanographic Commission (Information Paper on the
Legal Problems Associated with Manned and Unmanned Oceasn Data Stations.

(I0C/INF.108), Paris, March 1967.

UNESCO - Inmter-Govermmental Oceanographic Commission - Fifth Session (UNESCO,
Paris, 19-27 October 1967) 8C/C8/150. Paris, 25 March 1968, particularly
item 6 - Legal aspects of scientific research and its applications on

the high seas.
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ANNEX 1II

LIST OF DELEGATIONS, OBSERVERS AND SECRETARIAT

DELEGATIONS

ARGENTINA

Dr. Hugo Juan GOBBI
Envoy Extraordinery and Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Perxmanent Representative to the United Nations

Dr. Rafael Maximo COWLAND
First Becretary

AUSTRALTA

Mr. C.W. HAEDERS
Attorney-Generalls Department
Canberra

AUSTRIA

- Mr. Ernst ILISINGER
Counsellor
Representative in the Legal Working Group

BELGIUM

Mr. M. Roger DENDRME
Counsellor of Embaszsy

Mr., Erik BAL
First Secretary of EmbaSSy

BRAZTIT,

H.E. Mr. Geraldo de CARVALHO SILOS
Deputy Permenent Representative to the Unlted Natlons

Mr. Celso Antfnio de S0UZA E SILVA
Minister Plenipotentiary :

Mr. Evaldo José CABRAL DE MELIQ
‘Second Secretary of Embassy
- Permanent Mission to the‘Unlted Natlons

‘Mr. Jose Mauriclo de FPIGUEIREDO BUSTANI
Second Secretary of Embassy
Ministry of External‘Relatlons
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BULGARTA

Dr. Alexander YANKOV
Counsellor

Mr. Milan MILANOV
Attaché

CANADA
H.E. Mr. Paul A. BEAULIEU

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permenent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Paul A. LAPOINTE
Department of External Affairs

CEYION

Mr. Bernard P. TILAKARATNA
Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Nations

CHIIE
Mr. Fernando ZEGERS
Minister Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Natlons

Mr., Gonzalo SALGADO
Second Secretary

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Mr. Jan MUZIK
Envoy Extracrdinary snd Minister Plenipotentiary

Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Dr. Jiri MLADEK
First Secretary of Embassy

Mr, Miroslav SYKORA
Third Secretary

ECUADOR
H.E. Dr. Leopoldo EBEWITES

Ambassador Extreordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative to the United Natilons
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EL SALVADOR

H.E. Dr. Don Reynaldo GALINDO POHL
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative to the United Wations

Dr. Don Felipe VEGA-GOMEZ

Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary
Alternate Representative to the United Nations
Adviser, Political Affairs

FRANCE
Mr. Claude CHAYET

Counsellor of Embassy
Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Alein DEJAMMET
Second Secretary of Embassy

Miss Georgette MARIANT
ICELAND \
H.E, Mr. Hannes KJARTANSSON

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary -
Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Haraldur KROYER
Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Dr. Guonar G. SCHRAM

Chief of Division

Ministry for Foreign Affairs
INDIA

Mr. R.C. ARORA
Firgt Secretary

Mr. D.A. KAMAT

Mxr. B. SWARAJ
Attaché
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ITALY

Mr. Alberto SCIOLLA TAGRANGE
Adviser

JAPAN

Dy. Shigeru ODA
Prof'essor
Toholmy University

KENYA

H.E. Mr. Burudi NABWERA
Ambassador Extraordinary and Flenipotentiary
Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. P.M. ECHARIA
Counsellor

Mr. Emmanuel Godfrey AWIMED
First Secretary

LIBERTIA

H.E. Mr. Nathan PARNES _ . N
Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Burleigh HOIDER
Special. Assistant to the Secretery of State

LIBYA

Mr. M.R. KIKHIA

Minister Plenipotentiary

Deputy Permenent Representative to the United Nations
MATTA

H.E. Dr. Arvid PARDO

Ambassador Bxtracrdinary and Plenipotentiary

Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr., Victor J. SAUCI
Counsellor
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NORWAY

Mr, Jens EVENSEN
Director-General
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Per Galby RAVNE '
Counsellor of Embaassy, Political Affairs
Deputy Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Bernt STANGHOLM
First Secretary of Embassy

PAKISTAN

Third Secretary

PERU

Mr. Jaime CACERES
First Secretary

Mr. Alvaro de 8070
Third Secretary o .

POLAND
Mr. Leszek KASPRZYK

Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permaenent Representative to the United Nations

Mr. Tedeusz KOZLUK
Second Secretary

ROMANTA
H.E. Prof. Gheorghe DIACONESCU

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative to the United Nations

Dr. Mihai BACESCU

Oceanographer, Corresponding Member of the Academy of
the Soeialist Republic of Romania

Mr. Nicolae MICU
Second Secretary

SENEGAL
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