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STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 
. .  

The CHAIP~AN thanked the Government of Brazil on behalf of all members of 

the Working Group for the warm hospitality extended to all those concerned with the 

third session of the Ad Hoc Committee 

The 'Working Group would recall that the conclusions embodied in its progress 

report (A/AC.135/L.I, Annex i) covered seven major points" the existence of 

substantial mineral resources beyond the continental shelf (para. i0)~ the current 

state of technology (para. 17)~ the technological capacity for exploiting marine 

resources and the commercial viability of. such operations (para. 29)7 possible 

economic implications of such exploitation (para. 38)7 the possible effects of such 

exploitation on traditional marine activities and the need to prevent all forms of 

pollut.ion (para. 48), possible regimes of exploitation (para. 61, (c) and (d)), and 

the advantages and disadvantages of an international regime (pa'ra. 61, (e). to . (i)). 

The Ad Hoc Committee's main function at the current session was to prepare a 

study which would include ~an indication regarding practical means to promote 

international co-operation in the exploration,, conservation and use of the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor~ in accordance with operative paragraph 2 (c) of General Assembly 

resolution 2340 (XXil). The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee had requested the 

Working Groups to include in their reports any suggestions they wished to submit On 

that s ubject~ The activities of the Economic and Technical Working Group at the 

current session might therefore consist of (a) a study of the prospects of 

co-operation on a world-wide basis; (b) an exchange 6f views on forms of regional 

co-operation; and (c) consideration of the role of the United Nations in the 

deve!opment of international co-operation. 

In that connexion~ .the Group had before it the Secretary-General's proposals 

for an expanded programme of international co-operation (E/4487~ paras. 252-277)~ 

a resolution on the same subject adopted by the Economic and Social Council at its 

forty-fifth session~ and the United States proposal for an international decade of 

ocean @xplora.tion (see A/AC.!35/SR,11), Forms of  r e g i o n a l  co-.operat ion which had 

to be borne in mind included that adopted by the intergovernmental Cormmittee for 

Co-ordination of Joint Prospecting for Mineral Resources in Asian Offshore Areas~ 

referred to in the Secretary-General's report on marine science and technology 

(E/4487~ Annex XI~ para° 16) and that described in the memorandum from the 
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Government of Italy (A/AC.135/I/Add.9). Finally, the Group would have to consider 

the proposals on the role of the United Nations contained in the Secretary-General's 

report and in the resolution of the Economic and Social Council to. which he had 

referred. 

Mr, MLADEK (Czechoslovakia.) proposed that the Chairman's statement should 

be reproduced in full as a document of theWorking Group, 

Mr, LEVY (Secretary of the Working Group) drew the attention of the Group 

to the financial implications of the proposal, 

The proposal was adopted. -z/ 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (A/AC. 135/WG,2/R.5) 

The aaenda was adopted. 

PRCSPEC[[S FOR INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION IN T ~  DEVELOPMENT AND EXPLOITATION OF 
TI-]E RE SOURCES OF THE OCEAN FLOOR (A/AC, 135/WG.2/R. 5 and R, 6; E/4487 ) 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America)said that previous submissions by 

various delegations clearly indicated how little was still ,known of the potential 

wealth of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. Only. a fraction of the continental 

shelf had been studied anti-.knowledge of the extent and distribution of mineral 

resources in the deeper parts of the continental margin and the deep ocean floor 

~,Tas s till largely speculative. 

An understanding of the nature and distribut-ion of the properties and resources 

of the sea floor obviously required the most basic kind of exploration~ involving 

mapping~ geo]_ogical and-geophysical surveys and other scientific studies°. That was 

an undertaking which lent itself particularly well to international co-operation 

both ~rorld-wide and regional. Moreover~ there was a pressing need for some 

co-.-ordinated pilot projects to te,~st the value of current assumptions concerning 

m.arine mineral deposits. Such progra.r~mes as the International Geophysical Year, 

the Tntelonations:! Indian Ocean Expedition and the Co-operative Study of the 

Ifuroshio current were examples of successful scientific co-operative projects. 

_i/ The full text of the statement has been issued as document A/AC 135/~L+ 2 7 
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(Mr. HcKelvey~ United States) 

One of their most notable features was the contribution made by non--governmental 
.. 

scientific organizations and that feature had been incorporated in the proposal for 

an international decade of ocean exploration "~hich his delegation had presented 

to Ad Committee at seoo   (A/AC.135/S .II)° 

As members of the Group were awa.re~ sea-bed studies formed an integral part of 

that proposal. In fact~ his delegation was convinced that the decade would be a 

practical step towards achieving the international co-operation in the exploration~ 

conservation and use of the ocean floar referred to in General Assembly 

resolution 2340 (XXII). Moreover~ it was substantially in accordance with-the 

Secretary-General's proposals for an expanded programme of ocea.n exploration. For 

all those reasons~ his delegation hoped that it would prove possible to develop a 

co,non approach in support of such a long-range co-operative scientific programme. 

He attached the greatest importance to the conservation of the sea-bed and 

believed it was essential that ~ the international community should act to preserve 

certain v.ir, gin marine areas for general scientific purposes~ ~,~ithout~ of course~ .~ 

prejudicing the freedom of air and sea navigation. Accordingly~ international 

arrangements for the preservation of characteristic marine features~ such as a 

deep ocean trench~ a group of sea-mounts or uninhabited coral atolls in an 

unmodified state~ would be a valuable demonstration of the international character 

of the oceans and the sea-bed and of the potential for co-operation in the marine 

sciences. 

His delegation had proposed such an undertaking in the Ad Hoc Committee 

(A/AC.135/SRolI) and had offered to make certain areas ava.ilable for such studies. 

It had also proposed that other nearby areas of particular interest should become 

international marine preserves. His delegation hoped that those proposals ~ould 

be endorsed by the Group and that they would become the subject of resolutions 

to be submitted to the General Assembly° 

The Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission (10C) in its resolution IV-16 

had recognized the potential usefulness of an international under~ater laboratory 

i n  developiY.ig technolog ies  f o r  opera t ions  on the deep ocean f l o o r  (A/AC°].55/17~ 

annex l) o The United States had al~eady_ conducted a g_,,,o.~ ......... deal of research on a 

related matter~ the development of man's capability-to operate in the ocean deeps.~ 

and had invited a number of Governments to send experts to participate in such 

projects as Sealab III~ w-hich included experiments in deep saturation endurance 

diving° The work of the Ad Hoc Committee could provide a valuable incentive 

for .~imilar co-operative programmes of ocean floor exploration° 

: i /oo~ 
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Mr o DEJA~T (France) said that he would confine himself largely to the 

subject of international co-operation in the exploration of the sea-bed and the 

ocean floor with particular reference to the United States proposal for an 

international decade of ocean exploration. There were three major decisions to be 

made in that connexion- the choice of fields of co-operation~ the means to be 

employed and the role of IOC and of the international organizations. 

Possible fields of co-operation might include the exploration of biological 

resources (improvement of fishing techniques~ determination of most rewarding 

species ~ pilot plants) ~ the operational aspects of ocean floor exploration (mapping~ 

standardized equipment~ personnel training~ pilot projects)~ the study of ocean 

phenomena. (sea dynamics, interaction in the marine environment~ meteorology~ 

pollution) and assistance to. developing countries, with special emphasis on the 

training of researchers~ the establishment of scientific institutions and the 

provis ion of ade quate e quipme nt. 

Co-ordination was ~ the most rational way of undertaking such exploration. All 

existing programmes~ whether national, bilateral~ or multi late ra.l~ must, of course~ 

be taken into account and the emphasis should be laid on t~e exchange and 

dissemination of scientific information. 

While a number of the specialized agencies, such as WMO~ IMCO a.nd FAO, clearly 

had an important contribution to make to any international co-operative programme~ 

his delegation believed that the nature and experience of IOC eminently qualified 

it for the work of co-ordinating the scientific activities of the decade and 

preparing over-all plans for it. To assign that work to ICC did not~ however~ imply 

that its terms of reference Should be broadened or that it should be given sole 

responsibility for executing the programmes of the decade. 

Mr. ODA (Japan) expressed his Government's desire to continue to 

co-operate actively in the international efforts to develop and exploit the 

resources of the ocean floor. A regional training centre for offshore geographical 

prospecting had been established in Japan in 1967~ and Japan was co-operating with 

ECAFE in carrying out aeromagnetic surveys off the Philippine coast and refraction 

seismic surveys off the western coast of Taiwan. 

The Japanese Government fully supported the Secretary-General's proposal that 

the United Nations should be given adequate responsibility for systematic collection 

and diffusion of information regarding economic marine mineral dEposits~ techniques 
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appropria.te for their development as well as for resolving related juridical, 

general administrative and political issues (E/4487~ para. 277). However, while 

he welcomed the idea of expanding the IOC programme~ he felt that it should be 

restricted to scie.ntific matters a, nd should not include international co-operation 

in the development and exploitation of the resources of the ocean floor~ which 

should fall within the purview of the United Nations itself. His delegation felt 
• 

that point i (a) in the Chairman's suggested programme of work (A/AC.!35/WG.2/R.6) 

should be discussed by the Ad Hoc Committee as a. whole~ rather than by the 

Work Lng Group. 

The CHAIRMAN fc-lt that the Secretary-General's proposal for an expanded 

programme of international co-operation to assist in a better understanding of the 

• marine environment through science (E/4487~ paras. 253-267)were.relevant to the 

Working Group's mandate. Moreover, insuggesting how the Group's work might be 

organized~ he had sought to Stress the value of the report proLSosing an international 

decade of ocean explorati,on prepared by the United States National Council on 

Marine Res.earch andEngineering Development. That report recommended~ inter alia~ 

the exploration of the ocean floor~ investigation of its geography, geology~ 

mineral content and enc-rgy resources~ and assistance to developing countries. 

While those matters were not directly within the Working Group's terms of reference~ 

they did involve certain economic and technological factors which merited the 

Group's attention. 

Mr. FLE~,{ING (United Kingdom)agreed that~ although science was a 

prerequisite for economic exploitation~ scientific matters themselves should be 

discussed in the plenary Committee. I-le welcomed the Chairman's suggestion that the 

Working Group should consider prospects for co-operation at the international and 

regional levels as well as the role of the United Nations in promoting international 

co-operation. 

Global services could include satellite navigation systems~ weather and 

state-of-the-sea prediction systems~ world data services, the development of 

equipment and tcchniques~ the standardization of instruments and of exploration 

and sampling techniques~ and thG sharing of the data collected. Howcver~ the scope 

for co-op~ration at the global level was broadest in scientific matters. 

ooo 
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Greater opportunities for economic and commercial co-operation existed at the 

regional level. Groups of countries could share costs ~ planned cruises ~ technical 

expertise_ and data processing equipment in order to accelerate pro~r~ ~ss. Similarly 

they could work together on local navigation nets, weather services~ geological and 

geophysical mapping and on the delineation and proving of deposits~ and they could 

share the capital costs of e~ploitation, production and refining equipment. 

The Ad Hoc Committee had a valuable role to play in furthering long-range 

planning and developing a stable r.@gime for the ocean floor beyond the limits of 

national jurisdiction. Existing agencies such as WM0~ IMCO and IAEA, ~ould be 

strengthened and were best equipped to regulate present and future r@gimes. ICC's 

role in the proposed international decade for ocean exploration should centre 

primarily on scientific matters. 

Mr. KROYER (Iceland)expressed his Government's support of the 

Secretary-Gener0.1's proposal for an expanded programme of international co-operation 

to assist in a better understanding of the marine environment through science and 

of the United States proposal concerning an international decade of ocean exploratior.. 

The latter would require further study, particularly with 9egard to its financial 

implications. Those ]proposals were complementary and merited thorough consideration 

in view of the pressing need for further research and more advanced technology. 

Iceland's bilateral and multilateral co-operation with scientists of other 

countries had convinced his Government of the need for more extensive interna"c~onal 

co-operation. 

His delegation also welcomed the Italian proposal for the establishment of an 

ad hoc body for each internal sea (A/AC.135/I/Add.9~ pars. 4) to supplement the 

~..~ore -me ntione d proposals. co-operative efforts recommended in the two ~-° 

Mr. BETTINI (Italy) said that international co-operation was essentio.l 

for the wo.,rld-~:ride exploration of the ocean floor end the exploitation of its 

potential resources. The United States proposal would promote such co--operation. 

A distinction should be made bet~een the sea-bed and the vast deep oceans~ 

o4 The immense dimf_culties involved in investigating the latter necessitated the 

co-operation of the entire interna, tional community. The study of the see-bed of 

internal seas was primarily the concern of the States bordering such seas~ and 

/°~ 
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regional co-operationwas thus to share common experience, data collected and to 

reduce costs. His Government's memorandum~ which the representative of Iceland had 

just endorsed, contained further details. Investigation of the problems involved 

in exploring internal seas would increase understanding of the ocean floor and 

strengthen ties between countries. The success of such investigation required 

both inter-governmental and private commercial co-operation. 

His delegation planned to submit a memorandum relating to the legal aspects of 

the ex~>loration of internal seas .2/ 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) emphasized the importance 

of expanding investigation of the mineral resources of the sea-bed, the ocean floor 

and the contiguous seas, and of determining their geographical distribution and 

corn_position on the basis of broad international co-operation. That was the major 

conclusion to be drawn from the Secretary-General's excellent report on marine 

science and technology~ which was based on the extensive work carried out by the 

ad hoc ~nit on Marine Science and Technology and on the experience of States and 

the relevant international organizations. 

The report had rightly acknowledged the major role which an expanded IOC 

could play in guiding such international co-bperation. IOC had already adopted 

specific proposals designed to implement General Assembly resolutions 2172 (XXI) 

and 2340 (XXII) and had endorsed the idea of an international decade of ocean 

exploration as a complement to its own anticipated expansion. It had also called 

on its members to suggest projects for inclusion in its expanded long-range 

programme for the study of the resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. 

The Working Group should urge the Ad Hoc Committee to request the General 

Assembly to call upon the States Members of the United Nations to co-operate in the 

activities of ICC. 

The C}£~IRM~N said that that suggestion would be taken into consideration 

in the light of the discussions in the plenary Committee. 

Mr. OSEGUEDA (El Sa.lvador) agreed with the French representative that 

little was yet known about the resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. The 

international decade of ocean exploration~ proposed by the United States~ would 

undoubtedly prove to be helpful in penetrating the mystery of the world's oceans 

and should cover all the subjects mentioned by the French representative° 

27 Subsequently issued as docul~ent A/ACol]5/1/Add°10o 
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E1 Salvador~ whose territorial sea~ under article 7 of its Constitution~ extended 

200 miles out from the low-water mark~ favoured all initiatives~ consistent with 

its sovereignty~ aimed at discovering the resources of the sca~ it would therefore 

support such initiatives to the fu!l~ provided that they were undertaken for 

,peaceful purposes exclusive!y and were designed to benefit all States~ whether 

large or small. 

Mr. ARORA (India) hoped that the Rapporteur ~..Jould emphasize in his report 

the co-ordinating role which the United Nations should play in the systematic 

collection and dissemination of the information mentioned in paragraph 277 of the 

Secretary-General's report (E/4487). He requested clarification of paragraph 250 

of that report~ he would have thought that it was preciselybecause the 

co-ordinating function was not being performed at present that there ~..~as a n~3ed 

for a more precise definition of functions. He hoped that paragraph 260 did not .... 

imply that, by taking note of the report~ delegations would commit their 

Governments to contribute more to the lntergovernmental Oceanographic Commission (TCC). 

He, for his part~ could not con~nit the Indian Government to increased expenditure 
\, 

for that purpose ~¢ithout further discussion of the problems involved He failed 

to understand what was meant by the ~,~ords "dra~¢ the attention of international 

funding organizations to the need for assisting developing countries to participate 

more fully in such work" in the last sentence of paragraph 271 of that report. 

He also felt that the kind of advisory services provided by ECAFE in prospecting 

for mineral resources in Asian offshore areas should be expanded and developed. 

From the document prepared by the United States Nationa]. Council on Marine 

Resources concerning the international decede of ocean exploration, he noted that 

the United States Government was engaged in consultations with other countries and 

~.rith international organizations concerning the scope of that project and the 

praetic~l arrangements necessary for putting it into effect. Hc ~¢ondered ~...~hether 

the United S t0.tes representative could inform the Working Group of the progress 

of the consultations~ what the financie! outlay on the programme might be 

expected to be~ and ho~r the projects undertaken in that connexion ~,:ould be 

organized~ implemented and supervised. Final!y~ he wondered whether the decade 

~ould embrace or e--elude bi!atcral co-operation. 

/o o ~ 
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In the light of the experience of past sessions~ he urged the Chairman to pay 

clue attention to the imiDortance of leaving sufficient time for the adoption of the 

final text of the relDort. 

Mr, de BREUVERY (Representative of the Under--Secretary-General for 

Economic and Social Affairs) informed the Indian representative that the English 

text of the third sentence in paragraph 250 of the Sedretary-Gensral's report 

(s/4487) should read" "Mdr- over  the Govcrn:,. cnts through the ±nt r,  .ea ary-or 

we li.-cstablished international organizations could conclude international agreements, 

which~ of course~ also have legal and even political aspects." In the preface to 

his remarks on existing mechanisms for the promotion and co-ordination of marine 

activities at the international l~vel~ the Secretary-General on the advice of his 

-.panel of experts had drawn a clear distinction between measures aiming at 

strengthening the action of inter-governmental organizations already active in 
. , . . . . . , . .  

co-ordination in certain special economic and technicel fie lds~ and measur~ .... 

which would make adequa~{.~ provision for co-ordination Lu strictly scientific fields. 

Mr. ZEGEBS (Chile) pointed out that the Working Group could not enlarge 

its terms of reference beyond those laid down for it by the General Assembly. He 

emphasized that nations and international organizations engaged in the scientific 

c:<p!oration of the sea-bed and the ocean floor should not thereby acquire rights 

of any kind concerning the exploitation of the resources discovered through such 

exploration° 

Mr. ANDRASSY (Yugoslavia) said that his Government was willing to take 

])art in any prograrmne of international co-opcration. In the spirit of 

co-operation~ Yugos].avia welcomed the initiatives already taken and was prepared 

to takc part in both regional and international programmes~ in which it felt the 

United Nations should play r, n~ramount role. ..,. ,__ o,. o 

~.,'ir. !IcI(ELVEY (United States of America)~ replying to the Indian 

:rcprese:.-~tative~ said that plans for the international decade of o c e a n  exploration 

~.,~ere still und~::r study both by his (bvernment and by other Covernments and that 

consL~]'~otions__o,:, on the subject were still . . . . . . .  ;n progres,~ Generally speaking~ the 

reaction +:.o the proposed programme h a d  been favourable ]out the plans for its 

organization ard implementation ha.,:] ~ot yet been cast i.n final form° As he h a d  

. _ _ 
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already indicated in his previous ststement~ co-operation should be both bilateral 

and multilateral. ~he work of the orgsnizalions actuslly carrying oul the work of 

the decade would be not so much supervised as co-oral•insted. On the matter of 

financing~ his Government would expect the participating countries to finance 

their own research progrsmmes. 

Mr, ODA (-Jspan) said that~ although his delegation was not convinced 

that the scientific aspect of the matter properly came within the Working Group's 

frame of reference~ he would make some preliminary comments on the subject~ 

because other delegations had done so. Japa~n~ which we, s s member of IOC and of 

its Consultative Council, snd co-operated in some of' the internslional expeditions 

co-ordinated by IOC~ gave general support to the Secretary-General's proposals 

concerning the expanded programme of international co-operation to assist in s 

better understs.nding of the marine environment throug h science (E/4487). While 
. . . . . .  

• . 
. . . . . .  

his delegation was aware of the important functions which IOC would undertake ~;,ith 

respect to co-ordinstin~ scientific investigalion of the marine environment~ it 

felt that the IOC's functions should not be broadened beyond those laid down for 

it by UNESCO. In other words~ its programme could .be expanded but not its mandate. 

,He also wished to draw attention to a discrepancy between the terms of'reference 

of IOC and those of the Ad Hoc Committee; the former's purview: unlike the istter's~ 

was not limited to the areas beyond the limits of national jurisdiction and to ~he 

ocean floor. 

Mr. GAUC! (Malta) observed that the United States proposal for an 

international decade of oceanographic expioration~ though highly usefui~ was only 

one part of the whole problem Greater progress had been made in exploring the 

oceans in the past ten years than ever before. For example~ in 1955 it had been 

possible to exploit resources lying only up to 25 miles offshore at a maximum depth 

of 250 metres] now such resources could be exploited io a distance of 27 miles s't 

s maximum depth of 6,000 metres. While the output of offshore oil had been 

28~0OO gallons s day in 1955, it was now 1,250,000 gallons s day. Explorsiory 

drilling~ now limited to s water depth of 640 fee-t~ was expected to be extended to 

a deplh of i~500 feet by the end of 1968. By i980~ the end of thai decsde~ 

exploration could be conducted in any area of' the ~orld~ and wou_c~ probably be 

concenirsted on the se~-bed because i! was there thai most new sources were likely 
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to be found. Much of that exploration would be conducted independently of 

United Nations activities, including that decade. It was therefore important that 

the work done in connexion with the decade should not prejudice any action that 

might be taken by the General Assembly and its competent commitiees~ which should 

be able to take decisions while the decade was in progress. His delegation felt 

that IOC should be responsible for co-ordinating the scientific work done in 

connexion with the decade, initially at least, when it would be important to ensure 

that projected activities were considered by the international community as s 

whole~ and that the General Assembly and its competent committees should be able 

to lay down guiding principles and to serve as & focal point for the over-all 

direction and control of such activities.. The decade would probably add to 

existing knowledge~ which was already considerable. 

Mr. KIKHIA (Libya) said that, as his delegation had stated at the 

Committee's second session, the workdone on the exploration and exploitation of 

the sea-bed and its resources should be administered and controlled by the 

United Nations and its competent organs. He was aware that such arrangements were 

feasible only on the basis of a detailed study of their practical and political 

implications o At the present stage, therefore, the Ad Hoc Committee should merely 

enunciate the principles that Should guide such future arrangements, leaving the 

detailed discussion of the international machinery and its structure and competence 

to a later stage. The recommendation for the strengthening of existing machinery 

made by the Secretary-General in his report (E/4487) deserved broad support by 

Member States. 

~he CHAIR~N thought that the Working Group would authorize him to 

present a summary of the matters discussed, indicating the measure of agreement 

reached by the Group on them; with the understanding that the text oT the summary 

would be reviewed in the light of subsequent comments and statements by delegations~ 

It ~,ras so agreed. 

~he CHAIRY~N read out the following sun~-asry: 

"i. Exploration and scientific research constitute a prerequisite for the 

development of msrine mineral research. The importance of further 

internaLional collaboration in those fields was strongly felt. For that 

reason~ i-t was generally accepled that the two parallel proposals - thai 
• 

. . . . . . . . . .  ~. . :  . . . .  o u p .  
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submitted by the Secretary-General for an expanded long-term progra~ne of 

international collaboration in the scientific field and the United States 

proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration - deserved support. 

"2. The following observations were made on that issue: 

"(a) It was suggested that the study of the proposals in question fell 

within the competence of the Ad Hoc Con~nittee itself. It was accepted~ 

however~ that the proposals~ though essentially of a scientific nature~ did 

contain matters which were within the Working Group's terms of reference; 

"(b) The Group was of the opinion that the task of co-ordir~ating a 

programme of long-term co-operation could be entrusted to ICC~ which had 

already undertaken activities of that kind. Nevertheless, since IOC was 

essentially a scientific body~ some delegations considered that it should 

not be given a monopoly of the work of organizing the international decade ; 

"(c) It was also pointed out that~ even without the beneficial results 
• . • .. 

expected from ithe programmes of the international decade~ the exploitation 

of marine minerak resources would advance rapidly, thus increasing preser, t 

knowledge. 

"3. Several delegations emphasized the importance of ~egional efforts and 

expressed the hope that activities such as those undertaken by the 

inter-governmental Committee for offshore prospecting~ sponsored by 

ECAFE (E/4487~ Annex XI~ para. 16)~ would increase. Attention was drawn to 

the fact that one specific form of regional co-operation, that involving 

states which had coasts on inland or marginal seas, provided a useful 

pattern for co-operation on an ocean-wide scale~ in addition to its intrinsic 

value. There was broad agreement on the usefulness of further study of that 

subject. 

"4. Many delegations stressed the appropriateness of the co-ordinating role 

to be assigned to the United Nations in the development and exploitation of 

marine mineral resources. The Working Oroup expressed general support for 

the proposal made by the Secretary-General in that connexion 

(E/44877 para. 277)oI' 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed his 

satisfaction with the Chairman's summary of the discussion as a whole~ but felt 

there was some inconsistency between the first point~ whereby the Working Group 
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welcomed and supported the Secretary-General's proposal regarding the expanded 

long-term programme of international co-operation inthe field of science and ,the 

United States proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration~ and the 

second point~ which stated that the Working Group generally found that the 

co-ordination of the programme of long-term co-operation should be the 

responsibility of ICC. He was also not sure to which of the Secretary-General's 

proposals the Chairman's fourth point referred. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the USSR representative's observations would be 

takon into account in the reformulation of his summation in the Rapporteur's 

report. His fourth point had been based primarily on paragraph 277. 

Mr. MAURTUA (Peru) questioned the value of presenting such summaries. 

The practice did not accurately reflect the feelings of all the members, as it did 

not take minority views into account. 
. . . . . . . . . .  

• 

. •  . . .  . .. 

The CHAIRMAN explained that the summary was purely provisional and 

naturally only reflected ~he views of members who had addressed the Working Group 

at the current meeting. The Rapporteur would amend the summary in the final report 

in the light of future interventions, 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan)objected to the. use of the word "exploitation" in 

paragraph 2 (c) of the Chairman's summary~ such exploitation would no doubt 

be,~efit private interests~ but would not necessarily add to the general knowledge 

of marine resources. 

The meetin~ rose at 6.15 p.m. 

..o 
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PROSPECTS FOR INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION IN THE EEVEEOEY.H~:TAND EXPLOITATION- OF 
TI~,RESOURCES OF THE OCEAN FLOOR (A/AC.135/WG.2/R.5 and R.6;  E/4487) (conclude.d) 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Working Group's attention to a provisional draft 

of the part of its report dealing with the item under consideration which the 

Rapporteur had prepared to expedite the adoption of the final report. On behalf 

of the Group, he extended a welcome to the Chairman of ICC~ who was attending the 

me e ting. 

Mr. ABDEL HAMID (United Arab Republic)~ referring to paragraph i (a) of 

the note by the Chairman (A/AC.135/WG.2/R.6)~ asked whether the Economic and 

Social Council had already considered the Secretary-General's proposal for an 

e=panded programme of international co-operation to assist in a better 

understanding of the marine environment through science (E/4487~ paras. 235-267) 

and the United States proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration 

(A/AC 135/SR Ii, pp. 5-6) and~ if so~ what action it had taken on them. With 

regard to paragraph i (b)of that document~ rel&ting to regional co -operation ~ he 

pointed out that the arrangements made for one region were not necessarily 

s:pplicable to others and that the economic, political and other realities of the 

region concerned must be taken into account in each case. While he was not 

ninimizing the importance of such arrangemehts~ Some problems were better 

understood by the countries of the region themselves and their views were of 

paramount importance in devising workable arrangements and mu~t be taken into 

account if the arrangements were to be successful. He wished the report to reflect 

that view. 

Mr. TI .LAEARATNA (Ceylon) hoped that the assertions made regarding the 

paucity of existing information on the sea-bed and ocean floor were motivated 

c':clusively by geo]_ogical considerations. In that connexion) he commended the 

iialtese representative for having placed the matter in its proper perspective. 

On~- of the conclusions reached st the Committee's second session had been that 

substantial resources existed on the sea-bed and ocean floor beyond the limits of 

national jurisdiction. Paragraphs 247 and 275 to 277 of the Secretary-General's 

re]~ort (E/4487) made it clear that much more co-operation would be necessary 

be forc~ an:y significant progress could be made. Part Ill of that report provided 

va_].uaL].e t.:~.ui,~iciinc,~! for mu"-:~r~j.z~rJg j.ntern~.t.iona], co-cp,~"ratior~ .]'.n ~J~ri:,t~ s~:i~.~:L::; 

a n,] t,,~ (:b.r~o ].o {~y. 

/ ~  o ~ 
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Th~ report also made it clear that the mandate given at present to the 

United Nations and intergovernmental bodies was not sufficiently precise. 

l~oreover~ since the developing countries faced special problems even in 

developing the resources of their own continental shelves~ the subject required 

much further consideration. 

He therefore welcomed the Belgian proposal for the establishment of a 

standing committee which should be~ not a technical body of experts, but a. fully 

representative body like the Ad Hoc Committee itself which should co-ordinate, 

supervise and direct all activities concerned with the exploration and 

exploitation of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. The United States proposal for 

an international decade of ocean exploration was~ no doubt, a verY constructive 

proposal but nevertheless it appeared to run parallel to that of setting up a 

standing committee, to deal with all sea-bed and ocean floor matters. In his 

vie~ the activities envisaged in the decade proposal should be linked in some 

~ray~ to the standing ccmmittee, which would have over-all authority. 
% 

He recognized the excellent work done by the Intergovernmental Ocealnographic 

Commission (IOC) as an expert body~ but he felt an international body dealing 
% 

exclusively with all aspects of maritime subject~ was very desirable. 

Mr. KEISO (Australia) said that his delegation did not feel that the 

~orking Group's terms of reference should be construed too rigidly. In any case, 

General Assembly resolution 2340 (XX) referred in paragraph 2 (c) to exploration 

as ~,~ell as conservation and use. 

The Working Group itself had recognized~ in paragraph 7 of its progress 

report (A/AC.135/L.I~ annex I)~ that knowledge of potential marine mineral 

resources was scant and that present knowledge was more or less satisfactory for 

only a small part of the continental shelf. That meant that knowledge was very 

meagre indeed for areas beyond the limits of national jurisdiction which it was 

the Committee's responsibility to consider. There could therefore be no question 

that there was a need for further exploration and research~ fully supported by 

the "international co~munity. 

International agencies had~ of course, undertaken some activities in that 

general context and Australia had participated in one such activity~ the 

International Indian Ocean Expedition. Accordingly~ his delegation commended the 
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Secretary-General's proposals for an expanded programme of international 

co-operation and the United States proposal for an international decade of ocean 

exploration. In his vie~,r~ the adoption of the excellent United States suggestion 

~ould not only focus attention on the potential of the oceans but would also 

encourage Governments and international agencies to take an active part in 

promoting co-operation in all matters concerning the sea-bed and the ocean floor 

and the superjacent waters. At the same time, he stressed tha.t much thought would 

have to be given to co-ordi-nation and planning in order to avoid uncertainty about 

administrative mandates~ which could lead to duplication, overlapping and waste. 

While the expansion of lOC's programme of work to implement the Secretary- 

General's recommendations and the United States proposal should not require any 

basic change in its character, it was necessary to ensure that IOC preserved its 

essentially scientific status and did not become involved in areas of activity 
.. . . .. 

that were~ properly speaking, the concern of other united Nations bodies~ His 

delegation had abrays consistently advocated a narrower rather than a wider 

interpretation of the identity and role of United Nations bodies. It wished to 

stress~ however, that broadening the base of IOC should not be interpreted as 

broadening its field of competence. It was particularly concerned to ensure 

effective co-operation between IOC and FAO and IMCO. 

Mr. MIADEK (Czechoslovakia) said that~ ~.~hile his country lacked the 

facilities for conducting research in the sea-bed and ocean floor, it agreed ~¢ith 

~ _ ~ .  o~e maritime countries that knowledge of the resources of the sea-bed was 

iz~.sufficient and that further research ~..ms necessary. In his view~ it was 

desirable to limit State activities concerning the sea-bed and the ocean floor 

])eyond the limits of national jurisdiction to research and exploration for the 

ne~'.t few years and to leave the exploitation of the resources thus discovei"ed for 

later discussion. International co-operation in exploiting the resources of the 

sea-bed and ocean floor ~.~ould require the working out of difficult co-operative 

az"rsngements and the establishment of a special international body~ which 

presupposed international agreement on such issues as delimitation of this area. 

Research~ on the other hand~ was governed by the principle of freedom for all 

States. A highly acceptable, international body like IOC should co-ordinate 

res,'earch activities and compile the data gathered from the explorations conducted 
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by individual States and make them available to all so that the land-locked countries 

would also be able to take part in research and exploratory activities. In that 

connexion it might be useful if the rights and obligations of States and 

international organs were defined in an international treaty. 

Mr. BETTINI (Italy) said that, as the debates at the second session had 

shown, the exploitation of the resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor 

presupposed an advanced technology and considerable financial resources. He 

therefore wondered whether the most appropriate means of furthering surh 

e~:ploitation might not be to encourage, private, efforts by individuals in various 

countries~ who could pool their technolggy, knowledge and capital. That in turn 

presupposed the establishment of an international company - perhaps by the 

International Bank or some other appropriate international organization - which 

could be set up under.international !aw..and have no.particular nationality or 
.. ,. 

linl[s with any particular national legisla.tion, He was aware of the difficulties 
q 

and problems implicit in his suggestion but hopedthat the Working Group would give 

it consideration" as a means of precluding privileged situations and of ensuring 

that all countries~ whether .large or small~ developed or de~eloping could share 

both de ,jure and de facto in the exploitation of the sea-bed. 

Mr, DIACONESCU (Romania) said that~ if exploitation of the resources of 

the sea-bed and ocean floor was to be just and economically effective~ the technical 

means of exploitation must belong to the peoples~ the concerned efforts of all 

States would be necessary to achieve that goal. His delegation~ which favoured 

economic~ technical~ scientific and other co--operation between States based on the 

principle of equal rights and mutual advantage~ would support any initiative 

leading to the development of international co-operation in the Committee's field 

of competence, His delegation therefore attached great importance to the 

Sccretary.-.General's proposal for an expanded programme of international 

co-.operation for the reasons given in paragraph 255 of his report, 

His delegation also supported the United States proposal which would 

encourage the efforts of States to explore and exploit the resources of the 

sea--bed and increase co-operation between the competent specialized agencies and 

oo° 
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inter-governmental organizations. Such national and international research would 

be the very paragon of scientific co-operation. His de legation believed that IOC 

should play the leading role in co-ordinating such activities and that regional 

co-operation could be of the utmost importance in promoting international 

co--operation. 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) considered the recommendations made by the 

Secretary-General in his report (E/4487) for international co-operation in the 

exploration and development of marine resources, especially his proposal in 

paragraph 277, to be highly useful However~ it was not clear from paragraph 256 

why or how the base of 10C was to be broadened. He was inclined to agree with the 

Japanese and Australian representatives that the functions of IOC should be 

e~:panded~, but not its statute, at pressnt. He could not at the present stage 
• . . . . . . .  . 

coL1mit his Government with regard to the financial implications of broadening the 

base of IOC. ~ 

The United States proposal for an international decade of international 

e::ploration should neither prejudice nor preju@ge whatever action the Ad Hoc 

Committee, the C'.eneral Assembly or the future possible standing committee might 

J -  ] ~a~.~e to promote the peaceful uses of the sea.-bed and .the ocean floor In view 

of the United States representative's reply ~'to a question from the Indian 
° 

representative at the previous meeting, he pointed out that the developing countries 

~.:ould have great diffj.culty in financing their own research programmes without 

outside assistance and their inability to take part in the programme for that 

reason hardly augured well for the success of the decade° The proposal therefore 

reouired further dis cuss ion ~ 

~i nal co.--operation wherever feasible His de le g.~ tion favoured re ~_.o - 

the . l~Eo (E uador) said that~ even though s~enda item under Mr BEI,[- '~' c .~ 

discussion ~.ntitled the Committee to discuss the exploitation of the resources of 

-ti~e oc(-an floor~ he agreed ~..~ith the Czechoslovak representative that such s 

discussion was somewhat oremature as much further exploration would be necessary 

beforG international co-operation in the exploitation of the resources d is co ve re c] 

became possible. The agenda item itself sac-mad to recognize that point of view 

].~,- referring to "prospects for o o. exploitation ..... "~ which suggested_ a phased_ 

o o o  
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approach. In his view~ the most important phase was internaotional co-operation 

designed to amass knowledge of existing resources and the ~echnical and economic 

possibilities of their future exploitation. The Secretary-General's 

report (E/4487)~ which had been submitted to another Organ~ the Economic and 

Social Council, went far beyond the Working Group's terms of reference. 

The interna.tional decade of ocean exploration proposed by the United States 

~rould make a substantial contribution to the exploration of the still unknown 

ocean depths. His delegation considered that essentially scientific undertaking 

to be of very great importance and fully supported it. At the same time it felt 

that the part of that programme dealing with the living resource~ of the sea was 

also outside the W6rking C.oroup's manda.te. Moreover~ the proposal was not yet in 

final form and might give rise to jurisdictional problems; it might therefore be 

better studied in the plenary committee, . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

His delegation attached great importance to the-possibilities of regional 

co--operation~ advocated by the Italian representative~ which represented a ne-,; 

approach to the question of internal seas and land-locked countries. 

One of the essential principles that must be stressed in the report was that 

scientific exploration did not confer any rights with regard to the future economic 

exploitation of the resources discovered through such exploration 

Mr. GRANELLI (Argentina) said that the fragmentary nature of man's 

kno~:fl~dge of the oceans~ which covered 71 per cent of the earth's surface, was 

reason enough for intensifying.scientific and technological investigation of the 

marine environment. His delegation therefore fully supported the Secretary-General's 

proposals for a.n expanded programme of international co-operation in marine 

science and welcomed the United States proposal for an international decade of 

ocean exploration. It was gratifying to learn that the Economic and Social Council 

had recently urged the General Assembly to endorse both programmes and existing 

programmes of I0C concerned with the same subject° 

In fact~ IOC~ through its Consultative Council~ and such scientific bodies as 

the International Council of Scientific Unions (ICSU) and its Scientific Committee 

om Oce~n Research (SCOR) should become involved in the planning and evaluation of 

-an~ ~ international programme of ocean research° The advice of those bodies should 

"oe sought befor~ any decision was made on enlarging the role of IOC. 

Io ~ ~ 



A/AC.13 /WG.2/SR, 3 
(Mr. ~ranelli, Argentina) 

-24~ 

His delegation had already expressed some reservations about the proposal 

contained in paragraph 277 of document E/4487 and associated itself with the 

statement of the delegation of Ecuador that the fundamental principles of any 

international programme should be that participation in ocean exploration 

conferred no exploitation rights on any participant and that national jurisdiction 

over the continental shelf should be respected ~or similar reasons his 

delegation would have to reserve its position on the United States proposal that 

certain areas should be designated marine preserves until full details of the 

proposal became available" the sea~ after all~ was a continuum and the reservation 

of unduly large areas for such purposes might well restrict normal maritime 

activities, 

His country~ like others in the Southern Hemisphere~ had experienced great 

difficulties with regard to position-fixing for vessels and platforms engaged in 
• . .  

ocean research and therefore believed that special emphasis should be given in the 

e:'~panded programme tothe, kind of activities described in paragraph 125 of the 

Secretary-General's report. His Government. also considered that the example of 

the ECAFE sponsored inter-governmental prospecting programme (E/4487, annex XI~ 

paras. 16--19) was one which could usefully be copied in Latin America and it was 

prepared to participate in any such programme and to contribute to a. joint 

regional equipment fund for ocean research. The tremendous advances in the study 

of the South Atlantic that had been made during the International Geophysics! 

Year were an indication of the benefits all countries could expect to derive from 

iutensified study of the marine environment and Argentina was prepare@ to 

..participate fully in amy international efforts to that end° 

Mr, ARORA (India.) said that the preliminary draft of the Group's report 

submitted by the Rapporteur ~.ras very useful° The paragraoh relating to the 

international decade of ocean exploration might~ ho~,~ever~ be expanded to include 

tile reservations and comments expressecl by a number of de.!egations. The order of 

the ~,,~assages_ relating to inte"~ns.tional co-operation_ might be altered so as to 

em!?hasize the importance ~.~hich many delegations attached to the role of the 

United Nations in promotj_ng such co.-operatj_on~ and the sentence eY_pressing that 

view might be reworded to read- 

/~QO 
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"Many delegations felt that the United Nations should play an essential 

role in promoting, co-ordinating and supervising the exploration and 

exploitation of marine mineral resources." 

In view of the Group's lengthy discussions on the respective roles of the 

United Nations and 10C in the proposed expanded programme it might be useful to 

include in the report a more comprehensive description of the proposal in 

paragraph 256 of the Secretary-General's report. Moreover, his delegation 

endorsed the view that the broadening of the base of 10C, referred to in that 

]?roposal~ implied only that the Commission's programme should be strengthened and 

not that its competence should be extended. 

Mr. CROSBY (Canada) observed that the agenda item the Working Group was 

considering well expressed the chief purpose of the Ad Hoc Committee's work- to 

ensure better utilization of the resources of-the sea-bedand ocean floor for the 

benefit of mankind~ an undertaking which necessarily involved international 

co-operation. As implied throughout the Secretary-General's report (E/4487)~ to 

im-.orove man's scientific and technical knowledge was a prerequisite for the 
b 

development and exploitation of submerged mineral resources~ it x,~zas onljr when the 

marine environment was better understood that the nature and distribution of 

marine mineral deposits could be assessed and economic methods of exploiting them 

de ve lope d, 

His delegation accordingly ~..zelcomed the Secretary-General's report and the 

proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration. It be lievec] that the 

i~orking Group was in a position to take e practical step to~.:zards implementing 

those proposals by suggesting to the Ad Hoc Committee that it should indicate to 

the General Assembly the desirability of requesting IOC to receive proposals for 

scientific programmes from States and institutions and to study and make practic81 

suggestions in respect of those projects. The kno~.rledge acquired through those 

projects should be. made available rapidly to all concerne@ and would; of course.: 

supplement that s, cquirec] through other bilateral and multilateral programmes 

dealing with the same subject. The" Assembly should also be advisedl that IOC 

~.zould have to be strengthened if it ~.,zere to undertake such additional 

res~ons ib ilities. 

o o  ° 
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Mr. YANKOV (Bulgsria) said that the Working Group had rightly concluded 

at its second session that the only way of meeting the challenge of man's 

fcnctration into the ne~ ~Torld of the deep ocean was to promote international and 

co-operative efforts in marine exploration. Paragraph 253 of the Secretary- 

C ensral's report contained an excellent summary of the principal objectives of 

such co-operative efforts and his delegation endorsed the conclusion implicit in 

that paragraph that activities in the initial stages of the expanded programme 

si~ould be predominantly scientific. Indeed, existing scientific kno~,rledge of the 

marine environment and marine resources was so fragmentary that intensive 

international co-operation during the investigation phase was essential to lay the 

groundwork for subsequent development and exploitation of those resources. 

His delegation supported the Secretary-General's proposals concerning the 

c:_.o_ce of institutional machinery to co-ordinate~ supervise and implement the 

e~panded programme a nd~ in particular, his recommendation that an existing body> 
.h~ 

ICC~ should undertake that work. It agreed tha.t IOC~ appropriately strengthened 

:.~oul<] fulfil the administrative technical and financial requirements for such an 

institution and believed that no ne~,,~ international bodies should be established 

until the capacities of those already in operation had been fully utilized. 

His d~legation~ representing a State whose coasts were on an internal sea 

.governed by an international r@gime:, fully supported the section of the Rapporteur's 

~.~o..k_ng paper relating to special forms of regional co-operation. It believed~ in 

fact~, that all forms of regional and international co-operation - multilateral~ 

bilateral~ inter-institutional and extra-institutional - in marine research were 

to be ~ncouraged. 

In conclusion he supported the United States proposal for an international 

Ccc<~de of oc~.an exploration~ The proposal should form an integral and valuable 

:,art of the expandec] ~ro~amme proposed by the Secretary-General 

Mr. EAST~tAN (Liberia) said that his delegation ~¢holeheartedly supported 

t]:c proi}osed expan@c-d programme; it was only through active international 

collaboration in marine activities that the enormous gaps in man's scientific 

l 1 .l • ~nowl~dge of tn~ oceans coul(~ be filled° 10C~ duly strengthened anti amplified~ 

~;:c.,~: tlne appropriate body to undertake the detail~d planning and administration of 

t~c cxoanded programme. Nevertheless~ in view of the acute need for permanent 

/ o  ~ o 
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arrangements for pooling knowledge and finance~ the suggestion that a standing 

committee should be set up within the United Nations to deal with marine science 

and operations had great merit. 

The proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration was a valuable 

one and should be incorporated in the expanded programme. 

In conclusion, he said that Liberia~ like most of the developing countries~ 

believed that it should have the opportunity to share in the resources of the sea, 

directly or indirectly, and to participate in their development, whenever possible. 

Mr. FLEMMING (United Kingdom) said that although his delegation agreed 

that scientific exploration of the resources of the sea was a prerequisite for 

their development and exploitation~ the scientific aspects of ocean exploration 

~zere not, in fact, the Working Group's central concern. Its primary function was 

to consider practical economic and technical measures for promoting international 

co-operation in the ex~loration~ conservation and use of the sea-bed and the ocean 

floor with the ultimate aim of utilizing marine resources for the benefit of 

mankind. A number of speakers had already pointed out that~scientific exploration~ 

unless carried to the stage of exploitation~ vzas an activity which yielded no 

immediate economic returns and he supported their contention that exploitation was, 

indeed~ one of the principal concerns of the Group and should be given appropriate 

prominence in its report. 

His delegation agreed that the problems of scientific ocean exploration ~ere 

of a global nature and required international action for their solution. It 

considered~ however, that the exploitation of marine resources could be carrie@ out 

most effectively on a regional basis. 

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile), referring to paragraph 6 of the Rapporteur's 

provisional draft~ stated that, although his delegation favoured the concept of an 

international decade of ocean exploration> the Working Group could endorse it only 

~rithin the context of its terms of reference. The report to the A@ Hoc Committee 

should stress the fact that oceanographic research di@ not automatically confer 

the right to exploit the resources discovered and that oceanographic research 

should be widely publicized. 



A/AC.Z>5/Wa.e/S .Z3 -28 - 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt that the order of 

~eragraphs, . 4 and 5 should be reversea~ bee~use~ the Secretary-General's proposal. 

had preceded tn,~t of the United States. He failed to see why some delegations 

,.:_~ic!. not consider the two proposals, to be ComPlementary which they certainly were 
.. 

Paragr.a.ph 6 should reflect the Comments made about the decade more ful.ly. 

The Indian representative's amendment to paragraph ii conflicted with his 

delegation's vie~,~ that IOC should have !primary responsibility for organizing and 

developing international co-operation in sc.ientific oceanographic research, 

no%ably for the international decade :o:f ocean exploration. 

He agreed ~ith the representative.s ofCzechoslovs.kia~Ecuador and Bulgaria 

tl).at the report should stress the importance of international co-operation at the 

]present stage of research into the use 0 f. marine mineral resources for the 

. ~bene fit o f a Ii mankind ............ : .... .......... 
. . . . . .  . .. . . . .  . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Paragraph 9 rightly refleeted ..the.. Italian representative's comments on the 

neeo for increased regzonal-co-.opersltion-to complement international efforts in 

scientific research and the deve.loPment o.f ne~.¢ techniques. However, that 

representative's suggestion regarding +,,he establishment of an international 
..- 

, . 

company was utopian s.t the pres.e:nt stage.. 

The Working Group should make firm proposals regarding intern~qtional 

co,-.operation~ going beyond the purely, scientific aspects of the matter~ and the 

A..'.:! Hoe Committee's mandate should be extencTed to permit more thorough study of 

t i :e implementation of General Assembly resolution 234-O (XXII). 

Mr. ODA (Japan) stated that a distinction must be drawn between 

international co-operation to assist in a better understanding of the marine 

cnviz'onment through science and international co-operation regarding development 

and c:}~ploitation of marine mineral resources. IOC was competent to deal solely 

-.~i-th the former an(~ the United N@tions shouIc! be responsible for the latter. 

T'::c re!evant par~.gre.].?hs of document E/I.!.487 should be mentioned in the Working 

C-k"oup's report to avoid any ~onfusion concerning the functions of the United 

LTation,r-: anC !OC. The terms' of referencc of thc.~ Working Group and the Ad Hoc 

Co~....-nittee we-re confined to the deep ocean floor beyond the limits of na.tional 

-~,~°~sc]iction; the concept of ~0n international decade. of ocee.n e~:]?loration~ which 

--~'~-;~:.. ~~elec~.~+J_on~ warmly aiDi.0reci~ted~.._ . was much broader, in scope. . 

• o • 
i 
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Mr. TILAKARATNA (Ceylon) felt that th~ question of an international 

decade of ocean exploration should be discussed during the consideration of 

!practical means to promote international c0-qperation in the exploration~ 

conservation and use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor~ and the subsoil thereof~ 

and of their resources° 

Mr. FELLE~!S (Belgium) noted with si&tisfa~tion that certain speakers had 

mentioned ~.~ith favour the suggestion of Belgium that the A.d Hoe Committee shoul8 

be transformed into a standing committee. 
" . .  

• . 

Mr. ..... MAURTUA (Peru) said that the .specialize-d agencies could undertake 

certain studies in the field under ¢]iscussion~ provided that the subject matter 

fell strictly ~,;ithin their purviews and.that there were no political implications. 

True international co-operation required the free exchange of scientific 

kn0~.zledge and experience~ recbgnition of the individuality Of each State and 
• . • . 

careful co-ordination~bet~.reen global efforts, and n&tional activities directed 
. 

to~..~ards similar~ends. Nothing should be done..at the. international level that 
• 

~-7ould prejudice the interests of individual ]S~,tates '. 'Technical. . ... assistance should 
. . . . .  

be granted willingly~ for all countries w@r¢-~.~orking towarcls a common objective . 
.. 

I-is delegation endorsed the Secretary-General"s propos.als and the idea of an 

international decade of ocean exploration. 

Mr. de BREUVERY (Representative of the Under-Secretary-General for 

E_conomic and Social Affairs)~ repiying to the United Arab Republic representative's 

question regarding action taken by the Economic and Social Council on the matter 

under discussion: pointed out that the Council's .Co~ordination Committee hsd 

recently ido!pted two draft resolutions relevant to .the Working Group's programme. 

• S The f i r s t ,  on r e s o u r c e s  o f  t h e  s e a .  reque.s te :  d .the e e r e t a r y - G e n e r a l  " to  fol lo~.r  

c l o s e ! y  ne:..~ d e v e l o p m e n t s  w h i c h  may o c c u r  .in f i l e lds . .  o f  ma r ine  m i n e r a l  r e s o u r c e s  
. . ' .  . - ' .  

exploration, evaluation and exp!oitat~on beyond .the continental shelf and the 
. . .  

possible implications thereof~ and to report ",be~n appropriate to the Economic and 

SooiaZ council" (E/458t , draft resolution operative paragra, h 4). rb_e other, 

dealing ~:Tith a. long-range programme ?~or the exploration of the sea, invited the 

Ceneral Assembly "to endorse the concept of a co-ordinate~ long-term .programme of 

oceanographic re.~earc~, ..... r.]esigned, to incrcss ~-~_ . ,.,-in.the interests, of world economic 

i • /ooo 
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development, the resources available to all people of the world, taking also into 

account such initiatives as the proposal for an international decade of ocean 

exploration and several international programmes already considered: approved and 

adopted by the Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission for implementation~ in 

certain cases, in co-operation with other specialized agencies" (E/4584, 

draft resolution III, operative paragraph 4). 

Mr. ABDEL-mM!D (United Arab Republic) felt that the Working Group's 

report should use the wording of the Economic and Social Council resolution in 

referring to the proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration. That 

proposal should be considered as one element in an expanded programme of 

international co-operation and not as a separate parallel project. 

He hoped that the Secretariat would be able to prepare a brief paper 

summarizing recent Economic and Social Council action relevant to the sub j'ect 
• . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

under dis cussion: I/ 

Mr. ARORA (Indi~.) agreed that the United States proposal should be 

incorporated, in the expanded programme of international co-ope~ation. 

, The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m.~ 

_,]/ An information note (A/AC . . . . . .  195/WG 2/R 8) was subsequently issued 

o o o  
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ADOPTION OF THE REPORT TO THE AD HOC COMMITTEE (A/ACoI35/Lo!~ ~nnex I, 
a/Ac oJ-55/  J./Aaa. ) 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Working Group should discuss the section 

of its draft report relating to the proceedings of the current session 

(A/AC.135/WG°2/R.I/Add.I) paragraph by paragraph. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph i 

Mr. GRANELLI (Argentina) said that he assumed that the "other 

authoritative sources" referred to in the paragraph included the memorandum 

submitted by the Italian Government (A/AC.135/I/Add.9) and the United States 

proposal for an international decade of ocean exploration. 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria)~ Rapporteur~ confirmed that that was so. 

Paragraph i was adopted. ' 

Paragraph 2 43 

Mr. FLEMMING (United Kingdom) observed that it had frequently been 

pointed out that the Group's terms of reference did not include the superjacent 

waters of the areas of the sea-bed and the ocean floor which were the subject of 

resolution 2340 (XXII)° The phrase "marine mineral resources" did, however, cover 

minerals in solution in sea-water and he proposed that it should be replaced~ in 

Daragraph 2 and elsewhere in the document, by the words "mineral resources of the 

sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof". 

Mr. HOSANNAH (Brazil)and Mr. CROSBY (Canada) supported the proposal. 

It was so agreed. 

Mr° GAUCI (Malta) proposed that the first sentence of the paragraph 

should be deleted, since it appeared in the earlier part of the report 

(A/AC.135/Lol, annexl). 

After a discussion, in which Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America), 

Mr. CROSBY (Canada)~ Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) and Mr. GAUCI 

(Malta) participated~ the CHAIRMAN suggested that the words 'TAs previously 

mentioned in the report" and an appropriate documentary reference should be 

added at the beginning of the paragraph. 

It was so agreed° 
/ 

/ o o o 
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Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) proposed that the words "for the benefit of all 

mankind" should be added at the end of the paragraph. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph 2~ as amended~ was adopted. 

Paragraph 3 

Paragraph 3 was adopted. 

Paragraph 4 

Mr. ODA (Japan) proposed that the words "through science" should be 

added after the phrase ".°. a better understanding of the marine environment"~ 

in order to retain the wording used in operative paragraph 3 of resolution 

2 72 (xxl). 
It was so agreed. ............ . . . . . .  

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) proposed that the final sentence of the paragraph 

should be amended to read "and diffusion of scientific and related knowledge in 

this field". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph 4, as amended, was adopted. 

_Pa_rag___raph 5 

Mr. ARORA (India) said that his delegation was somewhat uncertain about 

the meaning of the phrase "... the economic implications of it are obvious" at the 

end of the paragraph and wished to reserve its position pending further 

clarification by the United States delegation. 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) associated himself with that observation. 

Mr o McKELVEY (United States of America) said that his delegation had 

spoken in some detail at the twelfth meeting of the Group about the potential 

economic benefits to be derived from increased geoiogical~ geophysical and other 

scientific knowledge of the ocean floor and had pointed out that the acquisition 

of such knowledge would pave the way for successful exploitation of the marine 

mineral resources with which the Ad Hoc Committee was concerned. He accordingly 

proposed that the phrase under discussion should be replaced by the words 

"°.o would have great potential economic benefits"° 

o ° ° 
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Mr. GAUCI (Malta) said that the United States amendment had removed his 

doubts about the meaning of the final sentence. He proposed that the words "for 

all countries" should be added at the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialis'~ Republics) doubted whether the 

resultant text would be an entirely accurate statement of the facts. It was true 

that scientific exploration was a prerequisite for exploitation of ocean floor 

resources, but meaningful economic returns could not be expected until after 

exploitation was well under way. It might therefore be preferable to omit the 

reference to economic benefits by deleting the part of the sentence following the 

word "proposal". 

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) proposed that~ in order to obviate any doubts about 

the accuracy of the final phrase of the paragraph~ it should be replaced by the 

words "... would offer great potential benefits for all countries". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph 5~ as amended, was adopted. 
_ ~ ~ . . . . ~  • 

Paragraph 6 

.... Mr. de BREUVERY (Representative of the Under-Secretary-General for 

Economic and Social Affairs) said that he had attended the forty-fifth session of 

the Economic and Social Council and could assure the members of the Group that the 

Council had, indeed~ favourably considered the proposal for the international 

decade. As the foot-note to the paragraph indicated~ the Council had~ in operative 

paragraph 4 of resolution 1381 (XLV)~ invited the General Assembly to endorse the 

concept of a long-term programme of ocean exploration~ including such initiatives 

as the p~'oposal for the decade~ and had noted~ in the sixth preambular paragraph 

of that resolution, lOC's endorsement of the same concept. 

Mr o ABDEL-HAMID (United Arab Republic) proposed that the full text of the 

-elevan~ passage of the Council's resolution should be incoloporated in the 

paragraph. To do so would~ moreover~ expedite the Group's consideration of the 

text° 

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria)agreed. 



~35 ~ A/AC o 35/W o2/SRo 4 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the proposal° 

He further proposed that the phrase referring to lOC's consideration of the decade 

should be replaced by the text of the 10C decision endorsing the concept of the 

long-term programme~ as reproduced in Council resolution 1381 (XLV). 

Mr. MeKELVEY (United States of America) agreed that the texts mentioned 

by the two preceding speakers should be quoted in the Group's report but that it 

would be sufficient to reproduce them in foot-notes. 

He endorsed the proposals of the United Arab Republic and the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics and further proposed that the last sentence of paragraph 6 

should be retained. 

Mr. KELSO (Australia) supported the proposals of the United Arab Republic 

and United States representatives. Paragraph 6, as redrafted, reflected the 

Working Group's discussions of the subject more fully. 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt that the last 

sentence could be more concisely drafted to read- "The Working Group expressed its 

appreciation for this proposal and generally supported the concept of expanded 

international co-operation in the study of the resources o~ the sea-bed and the 

ocean floor." 

Mr. ARORA (India) felt that the reservations expressed regarding 

paragraph 6 should be included in the final text of the paragraph~ although 

paragraph 7 also reflected some of those reservations. 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) felt that it was inappropriate 

to conclude a paragraph which expressed the Working Group's support of a proposal 

with reservations: the reservations could be recorded at the beginning of the 

next paragraph. 

Mr. ARORA (India) proposed that the last sentence of paragraph 6 should 

read- "While some delegations raised some questions and expressed some 

reservations~ the Working Group expressed its appreciation for this proposal and 

generally supported it." 
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The CHAIP~I&N suggested that the Working Group should suspend consideration 

of paragraph 6 until it had completed its discussion of the rest of the document. 

It was so decided. 

Paragraph 7 

Mr. ARORA (India) felt th~at itl was inappropriate to use the phrase "On 

recom~mending the Decade", since, as. paragraph 6 indicated~ the Working Group had 

only expressed general support for it.. 
• . .  .. • . 

• . . 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria); iRap.p6r%e.ur~ pointed out that the word 
• , . 

.. 

"recommending" was to be construed: in,the light of the preceding sentence~ and that 
• . , . - 

. . . .  

it referred to those delegations" which;., ha.d endorsed the concept of the decade. 
., . .  

Mr. DANIELI (United Rep.ubliciOf::Tanzania) felt that the fourth sentence 

should be redrafted tomake .it-clear~-.tha~ the entire Working Group considered that 
. 

scientific investigation could- not.trentel any rights of exploitation. 
• . . 

. % ~  • . . ' .  . • . . • • 

Mr. KORT (Union o.f.Sovie:t""S6ciaiis% Republics) proposed that the word 

"exclusive" should be inserted..:bet-Ween.:.~he ..words "any" and "rights" in the fourth 
.. . 

• . 

sentence o 

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) proposed that the word "commending" should be 

substituted for "recommending" in the fourth sentence. 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet SoCialist Republics) objected to that change, 

since all delegations considered the Secretary-General's proposal for an expanded 

programme of international co-operati0n and the concept of an international decade 

of" ocean exploration to be complementary. The original version of the sentence 

should be retained, with the insertion of the word "exclusive", as he had just 

suggested. 

Mr o ZEGERS (Chile) remarked that many delegations had stressed that 

scientific investigation did not create any rights of exploitation. Therefore~ 

if the words "other delegations" were used in the third sentence, the word 

~"exclusive" would be inappropriate in the fourth sentence~ however~ if the words 

~"the Working Group" were used instead of "they" in the fourth sentence then 

"exclusive" could be retained° 

o o o 
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Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) suggested that, in order to 

accommodate the proposals made so far~ the third: sentence should begin with the 

phrase "Other delegations~ while commending the decade~ pointed out .... " The 

fourth sentence could then be replaced by a separate paragraph beginning. "The 

Working Group recognized that scientific investigation should not create any 

exciusive rights of exploitation on the ocean floor beyond the limits of national 

jurisdiction". 

Mr. MAURTUA (Peru) objected to the inclusion of the word "exclusive"~ as 

it was essential to convey the idea that scientific investigation did not confer 

rights of exploitation of any kind whatsoever. 

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) was gratified that two important points were 

reflected in the paragraph, the Working GrouP.'s approach to the decade and the 

,statement. of principle on rights of .exploitation. The use of the .words "any 

rights" was inappropriate~ as it would exclude countries participating in the 

investigation from subsequent exploitation of the resources discovered- the point 

was that joint research should benefit all..countries and that exploratory research 
"to 

should not confer exclusive rights of exploitation. 

Mm. FELLENS (Belgium)~ supported by Mr. McKELVEY (United States of 

America)~ proposed that the phrase should read "should not automatically confer 

rights of exploitation". 

Mr. KELSO (Australia) proposed that the sentence should read- "It was 

pointed out~ on the other hand~ that scientific investigation does not preclude 

rights of exploitation." 

Mr o KIKHIA (Libya) felt that the fourth sentence should remain unchanged. 

The CHAIPdV[~N said that the sentence should either reflect the view shared 

by the entire Working Group~ in which case the word "exclusive" should be included~ 

or present the view of some delegations~ in which case that word should be omitted. 

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) recalled that his delegation's endoJ:sement of the 

concept of the decade was based on the ass'umption that scientific investigation~ 

when carried out on behalf of the international community~ did not confer ar:y 

rights of exploitation whatsoever° 

o ~ ° 
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Mr. GUERREIRO (Brazil) proposed that a further paragraph should be added 

to the effect that the proposed expanded programme and the decade of ocean 

exploration should inclUde practical plans for enhancing the research capabilities 

of the developing countries. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Working Group should suspend 

consideration of paragraph 7 until it had completed its discussion of the rest of 

the document. 

It was so decided. 

Paragraph 8 

In reply to a question from Rear-Admiral LANGERAAR (Chairman, 

Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission), Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) 

said that the difference between the words "deVelopment '' and "exploitation" as .... 
• 

used in the paragraph~ was that the former referred to those preliminary activities 

such as digging wells~ f~ the case of oil~ or building access tunnels, in the case 

of mines - that were necessary to open up a deposit for subsequent exploitation. 

Mr. KIKHIA (Libya) pointed out that the words "should be restricted to its 

scientific scope and not be broadened so as to cover international co-operation in 

the development and exploitation of marine mineral resources" seemed inconsistent 

with the view expressed by the Chairman of IOC at the Ad Hoc Committee's 

!5th meeting to the effect that the Commission's help need not necessarily be 

limited to scientific advice as it had for seven years been dealing with 

organizational and other problems. He proposed that the words "which is to promote 

research with a view to learning more about the nature and resources of the oceans 

through the concerted action of its members" should be deleted because they seemed 

to place a restrictive interpretation on the functions of ICC. 

It was so decided° 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt that the whole 

paragraph was superfluous and should be deleted° The report already stressed in 

several passages that IOC would be responsible for scientific research and the 

IOC document (A/ACoI35/17) made it clear tha~ the Commission felt that~ in order 

to ensure the most effective possible co-ordination in the future of the 

exploration and exploitation of the resources underlying the open seas~ it would 

0 0 G, 
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have to deal with many organizational problems. Moreover, the ICC programme 

described in that document indicated that IOC regarded direct exploitation of the 

mineral resources discovered as a matter faling outside its competence. 

Mr. DANIELI (United Republic of Tanzania) also supported the deletion 

of paragraph 8~ because it was premature to define the work of IOC. 

Mr. ARORA (India) felt that the paragraph served a specific purpose and 

should be retained, especially as it was an accurate reflection of the view 

expressed by a number of delegations during the debate° He presumed that the 

words "marine mineral resources" would be changed~ as the United Kingdom 

representative had suggested at the outset of the meeting. 

Rear-Admiral LANGERAAR (Chairman, Intergovernmental Oceanographic 
. . . m . _ . _ _  

C o m m i s s i o n )  f a v o u r e d  the  r e t e n t i o n  o f  p a r a g r a p h  8 .  W h i l e  IOC would neve r  a t t e m p t  
. . . . .  . . . . .  

to expand its sphere of activities to include the development or exploitation of 

t h e  r e s o u r c e s  o f  t h e  s"ea-bed and o cean  f l o o r ,  t he  i n s e r t i o n  o f  t he  words "and  

organizational" between the words "scientific" and-"scope" would reflect the fact 
• . 

that IOC's work was not limited to scientific matters. Ind~ed, if it was, it would 

h a v e  no need  f o r  t h e  a s s i s t a n c e  o f  t h e  two s c i e n t i f i c  a d v i s o r y  b o d i e s  a p p o i n t e d ,  b y  

IMCO and FAO~ 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) supported the change recommended by the Chairman 

of ICC. 

Mr. DEJAMMET (France) proposed that the words "It was felt that" should 

be replaced by the phrase "Some delegations felt that". 

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) supported the French amendment because his 

delegation~ for one~ was not authorized to comment on the s.tructure, functions 

or competence of other inter-governmental institutions° 

Mr o ODA (Japan) and Mr. KELSO (Australia) supported the French and IOC 

amendments ° 

The amendments were adopted° 

Paragraph 3~ as amended~ was adopted° 

O O G  
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Paragraph 9 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) considered the second 

sentence illogical: it was inconceivable that any exploitation would be undertaken 

in the absence of scientific knowledge, or that exploitation would contribute to 

research rather than the other way around. The sentence could well be deleted. 

He proposed that the words "It was also noted" should be replaced by the phrase 

"Some delegations noted", because the View expressed was not shared by all. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. GAUCI (Malta) observed that paragraph 9 was an accurate reflec-tion of 

the view expressed by his delegation except for the words "at a rapid pace" What 

he had actually said was that exploitation would progress independently of the 

activities in question. He therefore proposed the deletion of those words. 
.. 

• : . . 

" it was So decided 

Mr. FLEMMING (U.pited Kingdom)~ said that., howevel ~ paradoxical the second 

sentence might seem~ it was nevertheless factually true. The work done by 

engineers and technicians often provided a foundation for subsequent scientific 

knowledge and continuing engineering and commercial advances did in fact further 

science. That was an important .point which should be retained, 

I! 

Ym'° KIKHIA (Libya) proposed that the words of exploiting re,sources 

beyond the continental shelf" should be changed to read "of "~ ~ _'" -t ex.~)_, oi .u-~ng he minera! 

resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of ,2resent national 

jurisdiction" 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) supported the Libyan amendment° 

The Libyan amendment was adopted. 

Mr HAQUE (Pakistan) proposed that the words "for the benefit of t~-j 

mankind" should be inserted at the end of the paragraph sud wherever the word 

"exploitation" occurred elsewhere in the i::,ext. 

It was so decided. 

Parag:caph 9~ as amended~ w a s  adopted. 

/ 
~ ~ o 
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Paragraph !0 

Mr. FLEMMI~G (United Kingdom) said that paragraph i0~ which reflected the 

view expressed by his delegation~ failed to draw the distinction he had attempted 
e 

to make~ namely~ that~ since scientific problems - such as mapping a:nd the magnetic 

and gravitational fields of the world's oceans - were global in their occurrence, 

plans to solve them must be g]~obal too~ on ohe other hand~ economic resources 

would be found concentrated in specific areas and the work of exploiting them would 

therefore devolve upon individual countries or small groups of countries having 

.L. 
interes,~s in the area. He therefore proposed that the paragraph should be replaced 

by the following text- 

• "The requirement for more information about the nature of the sea 

and the sea floor is universal and therefore there is manifest need for 

greater" co-operation in marine scientific exploration and research at a 

. - g l o b a l  level-~ -Although the resources of the-sea-bed a r e  scattered in . . . . .  

limited areas of' concentration~ many delegations Stressed that world- 

wide inte~,~national co-operation should also be considered from now on 

in order to encourage the exploitation of these resources for the 

benefit of all mankind." ' 

Mr. AROBA (India) supported the United Kingdom amendment° 

M r .  KIKHIA (Libya) and M r .  McICELVEY (United States of America) also 

supported the amendment but felt that the first sentence of' paragraph !0 shm~.id 

be retained. Tt could be inserted as the second sentence of the United Kingdom 

amendment ° 

It was so decided. 

ng~ l~aragraph i0, as amenci..d, was a~o.pted. 

Mr. Arora (India)~ Vice-Chairman~ took the Chair. 

t ° a r a ~ r a  ph II 

_Mr. FLE~I~ING (United Kingdom) proposed, the insertion of the words "or 

local" after the words "at a regipnal" and the insertion of the word "practical" 

after the words "t°he possibilities of" and the replacement of the word "more" by 

"especially" in the first sent n c e  o The ~.o:_d " e ~ ~ processing '~ in the third sentence 

should be "dai:,a-pro~essi~-,~" 

/ 
/ o . . 
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Mr o GRANELLI (Argentina) supported those amendments 

The amendments were adopted° 

Paragraph ii, as amended~ was adopted° 

Paragraph 12 

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) said that~ since the Working Group could not now 

foresee all the possible legal forms of organizing international co-operation and 

since future co-operation might in specific cases require the establishment of new 

institutions~ the second sentence should be broadened and made more fie ° ible. He 

suggested that the second sentence should be replaced by "Thus it would be 

desirable to promote co-operation~ this could be done by existing regional and 

international organizations and by any other means that might be considered 

feasible and applicable". 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America)~ Mr. KIKHIA (Libya)~ and. 

Mr. ABDEL-HAMID (United Arab Republic) supported the amendment. 

The amendment was a~pted. 

Paragraph 12, as amended~ was adopted° 

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m. 
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ADOPTION OFTHE REPORT TO THE AD HOC COY~ITTEE (A/AC.!35/L°I~ annex i~ and 

A/AC .155,/R.1/Add °!) (concluded'] 

;, p "  The CHAIRMAN sugges0_d tha% the Working Group should consider admissible 

only those proposals for amendment which were submitted in writing to the Rapporteur 

or to the Bureau. 

It was so decide~. 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria) ~ Rapporteur~ referred to the amendment proposed by 

the United Kingdom and amended by Argentina at the preceding meeting~ according to 

which the expression "marine mineral resources" would be replaced by the following 

new wording. "mineral resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil 

thereof". It might perhaps be preferable to replace that amended text by the 

expression "marine mineral, deposits" which implicitly excluded minerals in solution 

.... in sea water. 

If it was adopted~ that expression would be used in paragraphs 2 (first 

 e te oe), S, ? (seco a  ente oe). 

Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) considered the wording 

suggested by the Rapporteur unsatisfactory~ for research had proved the existence~ 

on the surface of the sea-bed and ocean floor~ of minerals which could not properly 

be called deposits° His delegation; for its part~ preferred the United Kingdom 

amendment as modified by Argentina~ which covered all minerals that were at the 

bottom of the oceans and. that were not dissolved in sea Water. 

Mr' PROHASi<A (Austria) ~ Ra~porteur~ ;,Tl~ha_ ew his suggestion~ in view of 

the CSSR representative's objection° 

The United Kingdom amen6ment~ as amended by Argentina~ was adopted° 

Paragraph 7 

. ~ "' _ said tha~ the second sentence of the Mr PR,JHAoI(A (Austria) ~ Ra0porteur~ 

original draft text should be left unchanged in the English version~ as follows- 

"They °therefore held the view that both proposals should more appropriately be 

r! discussed in the Ad Hoc Committee. 
_ --. . .. • 

ooo 
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Paragraph 8. 

Mr. PRO~LhS.KA (Austria)~ Rapporteur~ proposed that the word "and" after 

the words "restricted to its scientific" should be deleted from the amended version 

of the draft text. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Paragraph o 

Mr, PROH~SKA (Austria)~ Rapporteur~ suggested that the words "mineral 

resources of the sea" in the last sentence of paragraph 9~ as amended, should be 

replaced by the words "mineral resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor and 

subsoil thereof". 

The amendment was adopted. 

Paragraph i2 

Mr. PROHASKA~(Austria) ~ Rapporteur~ suggested that the words "among these 

countries" should be added after the words "to promote co-operation" in the second 

sentence of the m.~ended text. ~- 

The amenc].ment was adopted. 

Paragraph 6 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria), Rapporteur~ read out to the Working Group the 

revised text of pa~agraph 6 proposed jointly by the Soviet Union~ the United[ States 

and the United Arab Republic~ as follows- 

"The Economic and Technical Working Group noted that the Economic and 

Social Ceuncil- Invites the General Assembly to endorse the concept of a 

co-ordinated long-term programme of oceanographic research designed to 

increase~ in the interests of world economic develop',.~ent~ the resour~ses 

available to all people of the world~ taking also into account such 

initiatives as the 0roposai for an International Decade of Ocean 

~. -~ i interna+iona] programmes already considered~ Exploration ame:_ severn . . . . . .  . 

approved and adopted by ,the Intergovernmenta! Oceanographic Coi.mnission 

for i:.~plementation; in certain cases, it.. co-operation with other specialized 

g[l .-'. • Gzouo expressed appreciation f the proposal for the age~.ucies .,he Working ~ . - .- 
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decadeand generally supported the idea cf expanded internaticaal 

co-operation in the study of mineral resources of the sea-bed and the 

ocean floor and the subsoil thereof. It was also noted that the IOC 

considered the proposal for an IDOE as a useful initiative for broadening 

and accelerating such investigations and for strengthening international 

T! co-operation. 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) suggested that to accommodate the proposal made at 

the previous meeting by the representative of India~ the sentence immediately after 

the quotation from the Economic and Social Coun~ci! resolution should be amended to 

read as follows:~ "While some delegations raised some questions and asked for 

certain clarification, the Working Group expressed appreciation of the proposal...". 

The new text of paragraph 6~ .as thus amended, was adopted. 

Paragraph 7 ter 

Mr. PROHASKA (Amstria), Rapporteur~ read out paragraph 7 t_e~ ~ the text 

of which was as follows- 

"The Working Group felt that both the proposed 'expanded programme' 

and the 'Decade of Ocean Exploration' should include concrete plans aimed 

II at strengthening the research capabilities of developing nations. 

Paragraph 7 ter was adopted. 

Paragraph 15 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria)~ Rapporteur, informed the Working Group that the 

representative of India had proposed the following two amendments- 

i, At the beginning of the third sentence~ replace the word "some" by the 

~..~ord "many" 

2o In the first sentence~ replace the words "in promoting co-operation in 

development and exploitation., o" by the following new text ° 

I! promoting, co-ordinating and directing the development and exploitation...". 

The CHAIRMAN requested the Working Group to discuss the two amendments 

separate!y~ in the order in which they had been pr:.0posedo 

! 
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Mr. ARORA (India) pointed out that the amendment to the first sentence 

of the paragraph which he had submitted to the Rapporteur was also supported by 

ten or so other countries~ including Kenya~ Ceylon~ Pakistan~ Liberia~ Libya, the 

United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia and Malta. 

Mr. HAQUE (Pakistan) said that in fact most if not all of the developing 

countries represented on the Working Group had been of the opinion that the United 

Nations should be given the responsibility mentioned in the third sentence of 

paragraph 15 of the draft. 

Mr. FLEMMING (United Kingdom) pointed out that the question of technical 

assistance to developing countries for the development of the resources, of the 

continental shelf did not fall within the terms of reference of the Ad Hoc 

Committee, which had ~o deal only with the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the 

limits of present national jurisdiction° Nevertheless~ his delegation sup.ported 

the provision of such technical assistance to developing ~ countries~ and was not 

opposed to the question being mentioned in the Working Group's report to the 

Ad Hoc Committee. 

The Indian amendment to the beginning of the third se@tence of paragraph 15 

was adopted. 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) said that he could not accept 

the Indian amendment to the first sentence of the paragraph~ for it went beyond the 

terms of reference of the Working Group and the Ad Hoc Committee. 

His delegation suggested that it should, be replaced by the following amendment- 

"in promoting and co-ordinating co-operation in development and exploitation..o". 

It could never accept the idea of entrusting the United Nations with the direction 

of the ar-tivities envisaged in the first sentence of paragraph 15~ If the Indian 

representative pressed his am.endment~ the United States delegation would ask for 

a sentence to be added to the report specifying that in the view of other 

deiegations, the Working Group had gone beyond its terms of reference in approving 

n ~ • that amencm~eat 

Mr. ODA (Japan) supported the view expressed by the United States 

representative. 

/oo~ 
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Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) was of the opinion that the idea of'co-ordination 

should be retained if the Working Group did not wish to limit the scope ofthe 

proposed text. MoreOver~ while the United Nations might well play a role in 

promoting and co~-ordinating co-operation in development and exploitation.of the 

resources of the sea-bed and the ocean floor~ it was not in a position to direct 

exploration and exploitation activities. 

Mr. ARORA (India) said 'that he could accept the compromise wording 

proposed by the United St-ates representative and supported by the Bulgarian 

representative, provided that the other delegations which had supported his 

proposal also found it ac.ceptab!e. 

Mr. ABDEL-HAM.ID (United Arab Republic) supported the representative of 

I n d i a ,  

Mr. ZEGERS ( C h i l e )  p r o p o s e d  t h a t  t h e  words  " b e y o n d  the  l i m i t s  o f  n a t i 0 n a !  

j u r i s d i c t i o n "  s h o u l d  be a~ded  a t  the  end o f  t h e  f i r s t  s e n t e n c e ,  as  amended b y  

i n d i a .  

The C h i l e a n  amendment was a d o p t e d .  

The I n d i a n  amendment t o  t h e  f i r s t  s e n t e n c e  o.L p a r a g r a p h  15~ as fu r~ ,n~r  amended 

by Chi!e~ was adopted° 

Paragraph 15~ as amended~ was adopted. 

.~-ar ~ graph 16 

Mr° PROHASKY~. (Austria)~ Rapporteur~ read out an amendment submitted by 

~-~, l ete the remainder of the pa~nagraph after the words the delegation of ~. aly to de__ 

' "' ~ "  e "int.:_ national =, ~-' co-~opere sion", and repla~,e~ it by the words "by considering_ ~.....~ 

concept of international enterprises". 

~ j .  K r . ~  ~ z ~ . [Um_.on o f  S o v i e ~  S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c s )  proposec!  t h a t  t h e  ~¢~ords £ v j j .  • , j j .  ~ ° _  ° . . . . .  

' " I t  was"~ at  the beginning o f  the paragraph, should be rep laced by the words 

"Certain delegations had:' -- as  the present wording did not reflect the view o ~ the 

majority. 

Mro ABDEL-HAMID (United Arab Republic) e~nc~o.r,~ " sed the Italian amendment° 
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Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America) suggested that the pz'esent 

wording~ which seemed to him to be too neutra].~ should be replaced by the sentence 

"Certain delegations also favoured internationa! co-operation in the private 

sector':. The new wording would express the ideas that had be.en put eorward~ 

without overstepping ths Working Group's terms of referen<.'e. 

° . he felt Mr YANKOV (Bulgaria) supported the italian a.mendment~ which~ 

reflected a realistic approach. As there v;as no legal, precedent.~ it would be a 

long time before the concept of a legal body that did not c:-~me under national 

jurisdiction could be defined. As things were~ even a vessel flying the United 

Nations flag had to be registered in some State~ and the establisbment -~ _ , . . . .~ .  a n 

international legal order was still a remote possibility. 

Mr. KELSO (Australia) proposed a compromise solution, to add, after the 

first sentence as modified by the Italian amendment~ the formula proposed by 'the 

representative of the United States. 

Paragraph 16. as thus amended~ was adopted. 

Paragraph 1 7  (3) 

Mr. PROHASKA (Austria), Rapporteur~ read out an amendment proposed by 

the Soviet delegation, to insert after the words "and investigation of the "narine 

environment" . the words "including the proposal of the Secretary-General on the 

expanded progralm~ie of research and the proposal of the United States on the 

International Decade of Ocean Exploration". 
. .  

Sub-paragraph !7 (3), as amended, was adopted,~ 

Paragraph 17 (5) 

Mr. PROi~S!~.~.~ (Austria).~ Rapporteur~ recalled that the Japanese delegation 

had pi°oDosed replacement of the words "aiming towards the develoomemt and 

exploitationo°°" by the words "aiming towards interr,,ational co-operation in the 

development and exploitation . . . .  '~. 

The amendment was adopted.. 

M r  P~.~.JHAoKA _.a Rapporteu~ reaa out an amendment ,~,o!L~osea by the 

Soviet delegation to the end r,~-, the iparagr~:~...~:h~ to c.~ing Jt into l~ne ~.,~-ith the 

wording of pa~.~agraph 277 of document E/44,37° 
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Mr. de BREUVERY (Representative of the Under-Secretary-General for 

Economic and Social Affairs) explained that a number of typographical errors had 

slipi~ed into paragraph 277~ and a corrigendum would be issued to cover them,. The 

words "technical assistance" should be added before the word "activities" and the 

words "beyond. the limits of present national jurisdiction" after "the whole 

ocean"~ in addition~ the words "for resolving" should be replaced by the words 

"for aiding the solution of" and the word "administrative" by the word 

"organizational". 

In the light of those explanations~ Mr. KORT (Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics) withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. McKELVEY (United States of America)wondered whether it would not be 

advisable to add, at the botton of the last page of document A/AC.i35/R.I/Add.I, 
• .. 

a foot-note concerning the modifications to be made to paragraph 277. 

Mr. KIKHIA (Li'$ya) proposed that the word "imoortant" it_, the first line 

of sub-paragraph (5) should be replaced by the word "essential". 

That amendment was adopted. 

Mr~ KEISO (Australia) proposed that the amended text of paragraph 277 

should be distributed in conjunction with the final text of the report so as to 

make an up-to-date version availabie to Governments~ which were using an uncorrected 

text. 

The CHAIRMAN said that agreement had been reached on the wording of 

sub-paragraph 17 (5) on the understanding that there would be a foot-note 

indicating that paragraph 277 of document E/4487 was to be revised. 

Sub-paragraph 17 (5)~ as amended by Japan and Libya~ was adopted° 

The CHAIR~IAN called upon the Working Grouo to consider the draft report 

as a whole° 

' Rapporteur~ presented to the Ad Hoc Committee, Mr. PROH_~SI<_A. ! .Austr ia  ) 

for its approval~ the editorial changes to document A/AC,135/Rol and document 

A/ACoI351/L.I~ annex i~ set forth in the working paper dated 21 August 196,9. 

The changes set forth in the working paper dated 21 August 1963 were adopted, 

/ 
o o o 
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Mr. GRANELLI (Argentina) withdrew the reservations expressed by his 

delegation with respect to the report on the resources of the sea~ which formed the 

~ubject of foot-note i to annex I of the draft interim report of the Ad Hoc 

Committee (A/AC.135/L.i~ annex I~ page I). He proposed that foot-note 2 o~'annex I 

to the same document should be reworded as follows- 

"The delegation of Argentina had reservations with respect to the 

working principles set forth in point 5 on the grounds that they were 

not wholly compatible • with the present state of oceanographic knowledge 

bearing in mind~ in particular, the fact that. 

(i) The descriotion of the working principles was technically 

incomplete and should be elaborated upon~ 

(2) The list did not cover all the geological and topographical 

factors. It should be supplemented by a description of other 

geomorphological irregularities on the sea-bed and the ocean floor." 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Working Group should adopt the draft 

report before it~ 

The draft report of the Economic and Technical Working Group 

(AA/AC .135/R.1/Add. 1) was adopted. 

Mr. FLEMMING (United Kingdom) paid tribute to the excellent and ski].ful 

manner in which the Chairman had summed up the various opinions expressed during 

the Group's meetings on complex technical matters~ His delegation accepted that 

the Chairman's summary did in general represent the course and f!avour of the 

discussion, with due allowance for the fact that some delegations might, in the 

interests of consensus~ have abstained from objection or supported compromise 

statements in view of this~ his delegation reserved its right to comment further 

on these summaries after due considerati.on. 

After the customary exchange of courtesies~ the CHAIRMAN declared the 

second session of the Economic and Technical Working Group closed~ 

The meeting rose at 12~50 p.m. 
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