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CONSIDERATION OF QUESTIONS REFERRED TO-THEJSUB—COHMITTEE BY THE COMITTEE UNDER
THE TERMS OF THE “AGREEMENT REACHED ON ORGANIZATION OF WORK" AS READ OUT BY THE
CHATRIMAN AT THE 45TH MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE HEED O 12 MARCH 1971 (conmtinued)

(A/AC.138/SC.IIT/L.27-41).

fmeCmHMMNlmntw%mesmmymsofnnnm&dqrﬂammgtoﬂw
preseratlon of the marine enviromment, scientific research and the development
and transfer of technology to introduce them. o

Mr. MOORE (United States of America), introducing the draft articles on
the protection of the marine enviromment and the prevention of marine pollution
submitted by his delegation in document A/Ac.lss/sc.III/L;4o,'saié that marine
pollution was a global problem requiring a truly international solution and that
the many new and intensified ocean uses to be cbnsidered by the Law of the Sea
Conference might pose éignificaﬂt*risks of environmental damage which must be
dealt with promptly and effectively. The Conference should establish an adequate

_Jurisdictional basis for co-ordinated 1nternatlonal action, which would have to be

adapted io .the needs of each specific threat to the marine environment. Vessel—
source pollution problems, for example, were fundamentally different from those
raised by land-based sources or sea~bed regource asctivities and required different
solutions. A distinction must also be made between jurisdiction to set standards
and Jjurisdiction to enforce such standards. The United Stateg delegation had
tried to provide for those requirements in its draft articles.

Section A of the draft articles, dealing with the basic obligation to protect
the marine enviromment, had been left open and would be based on the cutcome of
the .discussions ir the Working Growp and tie Sub-Committee. The Section B dealt
with competence to establish stendards, differentiating between pollﬁtion from
vessels’and pollution from activities under coastal State jurisdiction in the
coastal sea~bed economic area. The propesed international sea~bed resource
authority to be set up under the Convention would establish standards for those
activities and also for activities under the control of the authority in the ares
beyond. Since the coastal State would have primary responsibility for the
managéme@# Qnd control of sea-bed exploration and exploitation activities, it
should have the;right‘to establish s%ficter standards for the activitiés under its

Jurisdiction in its coagtal éea-bed economic ares.



-3 - A/AC.138/8C.ITI/SR. 41

At the Committee's spring session his delegation had introduced a working paper
explaining why”if"coosidered_fhat standards for vessel-gturce pollution should be
intefnationally established. Decause of itg technical bompetence and experience,
IMCC should be designated as the internaticnal organization responsible for
egtablishing those standards. To ensure that new problems were adequately and
rapidly dealt with and that all countries imterested in participating in‘'the -
esfabiiehment of sich standards would have an cpportunity to do so, the
United States had proposed in the IMCO Council the creation of a marine envirornment
protectlon committee for dealing with vesgel-source pollution. That committee,
vhose membership would be open tc all interested States, would Be empowered to adopt
reﬂulatlone and circulate them directly to Governments without review or approval by
the IMCO Aesembly or Council. The regulations would then come into effect
automatlcally unlese oprosed by a spe01fled number, or category, of States.
committee would have reglonal sub-committees for considering sclutions to regional

The

_problems.
The draft artlcles provided for the 1nternatlonal establishment of speclal

standards for Dpeca.al areas and problems. There iwere provisiong enzbling port
Stateu; 1n accordance with their general right to regulate vessels entering their
ports, ﬁo apply hlghef vessel-~source pollution standards %o such vessels, "and flag
States to contlnue to do so for their own flag vesgels. There was also provision
for co—operatlon among the various international organizations active in ﬁhe
environment fleld, including the United Nations Environment Programme.

The ‘sections of the draft dealing with enforcement were intended to provide
a&equate enforcement authority to cope with the variety of pollution problems
ar151ng from seaebed activities and from vessels. The coastal State was given
complete authority to enforce both its own and international standards for sea~bed °
activities under iis gur;solctlon in its coastal sea-bed economic area.  Since other
States might be effecfedﬁby poilution from such activities, provision was al®o made
for international inspection to ensure compliance with the internafional standaxds.
Flag otates, port Statee ‘and coastal States would all ghare specified enforcement
rights and dutles W1th regard to pollutlon from vessels and would be’ able, by

avreement, to authorlze otler States to act for them in the exerclse of those rights

and the performance of those duulee.
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The flag Sﬁate weuld continmue o have enforcement responsibilities over its
vessels; although such authority would not be exclusive, and would assume a specific
obligation to enforce international standards in.the case of vessels flying its flag,
subject to the right of other Siates to have recourse to obmpulsony dispute
settlementsproceﬁures to ensure that the obligation was fully discharged.

The port State would be able to enforce polluticn control standards in the case
of vessels using its ports, regardless of where violations ool place.

The coagtal State would have rights and remedies that would fully protect its
environmental. interesis; provigion was made for dealing w1th the four major marine
pollution problems facing a coastal Stabte: serious maritime cagualties off its
coasts; violations of international standards presenting imminent danger of major
harmful consequences, persistent and unreasonable failure of & State to enforce tﬁe
international standards with respect to vessels flying its flag, and general
violations of the standards. | —

The 1969 Intervention Convention, which enabled the coastal State to take direct
action to prevent, mitigate or eliminate a major threat of ;Qil pollution in the
cage of maritime casualties, was being expanded %o apply tqﬂﬁdllution by other
substances. .The coastal State should also be allowed to take direct enforcement
measures, including detention or, where necessary, arrest, in.;rder tq prevent,
mitigate or eliminate imminent denger of major_harmful'conseqﬁences due to a
violation of the interﬁational standards, gince sefious polluition was possible
without the occurrence of a maritime casualty. ' ' ‘

All States, whether coastal or not, would have the right to lodge a comblalnt
through the dispute settlement machinery sgainst a particular flag State whlch
unreasonably ang. ‘persistently failed to enforce the 1nternatlonal standards. IF the
complaint was upheld, coaatal States would he authorlzed to take addltlonal
enforcement measures, including measures on the thh seas; agalnut a_l vessels of
that flag violating the lnternatlonal standards. ' o

.There was also provigion for a general system for dealing effectively-With
ordinary violatiéﬂs 6f the international standards.. Vessels suspected of such &
violation would be required to supply relevant information requested vy the coastal

State concerned. If the vegsel was bound for a port in the coastal State, the Tatter

could request an immediate on-board inspection and deny‘port entny 1f the request was
refuged. If the suspected vessel was headed elsewhere, the coastal State might

forward evidence %o a mort of call of the vessel or to the flag State,in which case the

port State or flag State would be reguired to undertske an investigation,-in which the
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coastal State would be entitled to participate. If the investigstion revealed a
violation, the port State might institute proceedings, but if it did net, the flag
State would have ¢ do so. The flag State’'s obligation to institute proceedings and
ensure adequate penalties would be enforceable through compulsory dispute settlement.

Other draft_articles'dealt with State responsibility, penalties, liability for
vireasonable enforcement measures, mulfiple proceedings and co-operstion. There
was also.provision for compulsory dispute setflement. If the rights and duties of
States: set forth in the proposed-Convention were to have -any meaning, the parties to
- it must agree to settle all disputes peaﬂéfuii&.”““The United States could not agree
to many of the propesals it had itself made in the Conmittee if fhere was no general
system of compulsory dispute settlement.

The United States proposal for ‘the establishment of a new marine environment L
protection committee in IMCO, copies of which had-been airculated to members of the
Committee, would in no way detract from the jurisdiction of the Sea~Bed Committee,
or prejudice the options of the Law of the Ses Conference regarding the jurisdiction
of Btates. There was general agreement that strict international standerds were
7 negded for the protection of the marine environment and thé United States provosal
was designed to ensure that those stendards were expeditiously and affectively '
eatablished. Thexre could be no question that TMCC had broad authority, under its
Charter,  to deal with vessel-source pollution problems, and it had been active in
that field since its incepiion.

Mr. MBOTE (Kenya), introducing his delegation's draft articles on the
prevention and control of pollution in the marine environment (4/4C.138/SC.ITI/L.41),
- said that it had taken as guiding‘prinqiples the provisions contained in articles 8,

11, 15, 1€ and 17 of the 04U Declaration on the Issues of the Law of fthe Sesa
(4/40.138/89), end in document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.4C, on the exclusive economic zone.

His delegation believed that the Charter of the United Nations and established
principles of international law empowered sovereign States to exploit thelr natural
resources in a manner consistent with their own environmental policies. But at_the
same time they had a responsibility not to cause pollution that would damage other

-States or the enviromment as 2 whole. Each State sghovld therefore formilate and

implement whatever measures were necessary to protect the environment.
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The main burden of cleansing the marine environment sheould be borne by the
industrialized developed countries, which were the main polluters. Infortunately,
industrialization and aimost every lmmar gctivity caused pollution, and although Kenya

fervently hoped that it could preserve its unpolluted environment, it had espoused
the cause of economic development through industrialization and could not become a
party to neasures thaf.might have an adverse effect on its econocmic aspirations.

Article 1 of his delegation's draft articles provided that coastal States had
the righ% to establish marine zones within which they would exercise jurisdiction or
contrel for the purpése of preventing or,min;mizing damagé to their marine environmegt,
and the reason for that provision was that 80 per cent of mafine pollution originated S
from land and the remaining 20 per cent, although Originating from the activities of
both coastal and non-coastal States, affected only coastal States. Article 1 was a
defensive mechenism against the dangers to Kenya's 1living regources, beacheé and
tourist amehities‘thfough pollution in the marine environment and through'internatiéﬁal-gm
land-baged scurces of pollution suéh as international rivers, lakes etc.

Draft article. VIII provided that States should co-operate directly or thfdugh
competeht in%efnational or regional bodies, taking into account all relevant factors
including the source and type of pcllution, geographical and ecoiogical aspects of
specific awreas, and, as appropriate, the economic characteristiés of the countries
concerhed. His delegation did not consider it necessary to formulate intermationsl
standards of marine pollution contrel to be implemented exclusively on an international
basis, because it was not in the interests of any State to pollute its own waters,

"let alone those of others. Consequently, rll States could be expected to. take maximum
account of agreed international standards. There was no reason to fear that the
developing coﬁntries, say, would adopt standards that were too low, because they
treasured their;present relative freedom from pollution and would, if anything; adopt
higher standards. Agreed.pollution contrel cbligations would need fto be carried out
- through bilateral aﬁﬂ miltilateral co-operation, having regard to ail relevant factors
and pariticularly the economic capébilities of countries to discharge such obligations.
That could not be the case, hoﬁever, unless all States were technicallylable to
participate actively in the necessary measures on an equal footing.  Therefore, with
respect to the transfer of téchnolbgy, the advanced couniries had a duty to assist less
privileged countries in the training of personnel, dissemination of pollution research
data and the provigion of the necessary pollution control equipment. In the even®t of
emergencies at sea, the affected States; and particularly the developing countries,
should be entitled not only to emergency assistance from the infernaticnal community

but also to whatever aid was needed to minimime the pollution danger.
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With regard o the United States proposal in IMCO fhat a new permanent body should
be established to caryy out IMCO's‘environmental responsibilities, his delegation
considersd thai the propcsed new functlons should be performed hy $he Unlted Nations
Environment Programme, with IMCO actlag ags the latter g technical &enar%ment The
United Nations Environment Programme should als0 be respengible for admlnluterlng any
other existing or future conventions or orgmnlzatlona concerned with the prevention of’
poliution to the marine environment. ' '

As to ligbility for damages and settlement of disputeé, his delegation believed
that damage cccurring in areas beyond national jurisdiction should be dealt ﬁithwﬁy
the States or internatiéﬁéi'Organizations respongivle gnd that the aﬁﬁggbiiate
international body should ensuﬁe that there was complianca_with agreed prbcédures.
Within nebional jurisdiction, the coasbel States concerned should deal with pollution
according to their own law. His delegation's views on the settlement of disputes h
were still flex1ble,,buj41t would be pointless to promulgaﬁe international_ law unless
an efficient system of settling disputes was agreed upon, and Kenya would therefore
participate fully in formulating appropriate clauses. T

Pinally, his delegation undertock to revise the draft articles to bring them into
line with the progress being made in the Wbrking Groups. '

Mr. GARCES GIRALDO (Colombia) said with reference-to the transfer of
technology that he wighed to streés the international éommunity's fundamental

respongibility to ensure that the bénefits derived from the exploitation of marine
resources contributed effectively towards narrowing the gap which now separabed some -
nations from othera. For over ten years the international commnnity héd'been expressing
concern and the desire to accelerate the develoumcnt of the less advanced countrles by
the epplication of science and technology, but it was dlscouraglng to see how little
progress had been achieved since the United Nations Conference on the Appllcatlon of
Science and Technology for the Benefit of Less Developed Areas in 1963 '

No one now questioned the mutual advantages to be gained from a broa& programme of
transfer of technology, and his delegation believed that the implementation of such a
policy with respect to the cceans and their resourceé could be beneficial to'preéent
and future. generations.  The just and equitable ruleé which must be appiied to it had
fortunately already been agreed upon by the United Nations General Assembly in‘1970,
when it adopted its Strategy for the Second_Déyeiopment Decade. The Strategy had also
prompted the Latin American delegations to:suﬁmit their proposal concerning the regime
for the sea-bed and ocean floor,‘and sub-séil thereof, beyond the limits of national

jurisdiction in 1971 (A/AC.1%8/49).
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The authors of that draft had proposed, in a chapter on the international
machinery, that the international suthority should itself explore and exploit the
resources of the sea. In order to ensure the active participation of the developing
countries in the application of marine fechnology3 they had also provided for the
establishment of regional oceamographic institutions, technical assistance facilities,
the co-operation of experts at the request of the developing countries, the employment
in the internmational machinery of personnel drawn from the developing countries, the
location of processing plants in those countries and the establishment of joint
ventufes. S e ﬁﬂ_m; -

The proposals submitted at that time by the industrialiszed countries had been
directed to the simple_granting_of Jicences, which would have the effect of excluding
the developing countries completely from the technical exploitation of marine resources.
That approach had fortunately been rejected by a large majority, and it was pleasing
to note that now, as the Conférence an the Law of the Sea drewnearer; few countries
still insisted on the maintenance of anachronistic privileges which had no place in’
the international machinery. ' S

Where the use‘of technology in resource exploitation, scientific research and the
conservation of the marine environment was ooncerﬁed, the interests of individual
States must be fairly balanced against those of the international community. As the
delegations.of Colombia, MEXico‘and Venezuela had proposed in document
A/AC.IBB/SC.Ii/Z.Zl, in the patrimonial sea the coastal State should have sovereign
rights over all resources to a distance of 200 miles from the coast, without prejudice
to freedom of communication, and should exercise Jjurisdiction cver the preservation
of the marine environment, scientifig‘xeéearch and pollution control. To enable
the develbping countries to exploit'thg.resouroes of the patrimonial sea effectively,
however, it was essential to ensure that technology was transferred equitably through
regional institutions or joint enterprises with the participation of industrialized
States, possibly acting in co-ordinatien with the international authority.”

It would be helpful‘if the forthcoming Conferenoe ort the Law of the Bea could
be provided with a study which would enable it to establish the main objectives of
the transfer of technology and also rules for achieving’itlin a rational and
progTeésive manner. Heference might be made in the study teo various kinds of
prograummes designed to promote transfefs at both the international and the regional

level. It was essential that the developing countries be given access to technical
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kndwledge, whether or not it was protected by patents, under fair and reasonables
copditions; techniques must be adapted to meet their needs; they must be helped
to aoquire techmical know-how more quickly; and opportunities must be created for
persomnel from the develdping countries to receive training in marine science and
technology and to participate fully in activities at the internmational level.

With regard to préservation of the marine enviromment, he gald that it was clear
that States had a duty to preserve the environment; at the same time, the inability of
the developing countries to control pollutlon had also been recognized. In order to
preserve the marine environment it wasg necessary to analyse its ecology. Tt was also
negessg;y"ﬁo determine the nature of pollution in order to control it, and neither
process could be carried out effectively without scientific research. The exploitation
of the living and non-living resources of the sea likewise depended on scientific
research, which, however, was too costly for all but a few countries.

Technical assistance from the more develoPed countrlep could help the developing
“countiies to achieve their resource exploltatlon and poilﬁtlon control obgectlves.

The preparatlonB for such assistance on the part of donor and reclplent alike were
all-important and should be the object of their combined efforts.

There were thus, three main points to be con51dered in connexion w1th the transfer
of technology: first, & study should be undertaken with a . view to devising an
international éet_of rules governing technical assistance and tranafers of technology;
secondly, States and other bedies involved in scientific vesearch should support
parallel programﬁeé of technical assistance, including transfers of technology, almed
at the countries of the zone or region in which the research programmes were 1o be
carried out; and lastly, all programmes of scientific research, technical assistance
and transfers of itechnology should be co-ordinated and guided by one 1arge technical
and scientific body directly answerable to the international authorlty.

Mr. PERISIC (Yugoslavia) recalled his delegation's statement the previous
year to the effect that as scientific research tended to limit the freedoms of the
seas, 1t was evident that in the interests of peace and co-operation no new freedoms
could be instituted on the old basis of ineguality. His'délegation had also
supported the request of the developing countries to be allowed to participate in and

benefit from sclentific research on the sea and ite resources.
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A'request.fof i ghter TESuTlCthﬂS on act1v1t1es conneoted with the sea mlght
appear o the develored countries as an obstaole to the further development of scmence
and teohnology. Tne oev91001n oountfles, Dearlné in mind the prlnolple of tne
common herltage, Tock a alllerenu v1ew, lnslst;ng that their interests should on no
acoount be olsre arded in the elaooratlon of new rules of conduct. ’

The transzer of technol og; and the Uroblem of it 8 flnanolng had not recelved
the full atuentlon of the United Natlone for some time orlmarlly ow1n@ to reSLSuance
from the vested lnbeTEth in she ex 1st11& markeus for teonnology,' Effo ~tg maoe o;
the develoo&ng counurleu had, however, brough? about notable changes, in partlcular
the Settlnb uo of new 1ns-x‘:l.;atlons under the ausplces of UNCTAD, LCE and the Economlc
'and Soclal Gounc;l to oeal with luunre problems relatlng it} ihe transzer ol tecnnology
Various UNCTAD bodies had al readv oonurlbuted con51uerablv to the study of many
aspects of that Questioﬁ,. ' _ L

The transler ol technolo 'l 1nvolved all—sectorﬂ of econom;o actav;ty N _j I
Unfortunately, the grow;n eohnologloal aependenoe of the develoolné countvles oIl the
developed countrles gave oause lor grave ooncern, parsloularly in view of the fect B
that it tended to hamge their. defelopmenu efforts. It was therefore essentlal in the
| lnterests of e 1clency tﬂat new machlnery for deallng w1th the transxer o‘ technology,
notably w1th regara uo speciiic areas such as the sea bed and 1ts resources, should be
co-ordinated with existing Unltea hetlons bodles.

. The oontlnulnf Sltu@ulaﬂ 1n.w31ch only a few of the most developed oountrles _
could beneflt flom the a“ollcatloo of technology to uhe explorgtlop and exp101tatlon
of the sea—bed did not 1ﬂ3rove the oooltlon of the dev91001ng oountrles. Hls
oelegatlon aooordlnblj sudoorted ihe1l requesb for the ESbwbllShmeﬂt of 1nternatlonal
centres to provide information on teoanology markets; such centres should helo o “eauoe
the total cost of braQSlers, which 1 eplesented one cf the major obstacles to
development programmes. - Transfers oX technology might oe carried out mors efl101cnuly
and put Ho beﬁter_uae,if instituiions were also set up in theodevelop;ng counirles,__

a3

themselves to analyse various aspecis of the .process.

Experience Irad shown zhat the '"ansfer of techmnology on a, oommer01al ba51s was.
not in keeplnb ol ther ﬁith the pringinles on which marine research should be,oaeeq‘on
with the general wnrincinles of internationai development policy. IEfforts must be
made to egtablish new relations among States with regard to the market for technology
in general and with particular regzard to the sea and its resources. The setting up of

a new legal regime and machinery offered opporiunities to achieve that aim,
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Where the expioi%aiion of the sea-bed was concerned, most developing countries
were technologically in the position of least developed countries. Special plans
should therefore he made 4o train personnel and establish appropriate institutions
in those countries, in accordance with the programme for the development of the least
developed countries drewwn up by the Third UNCTAD Conference. Only the direct
participation of dévelbping‘countries in exploraticn and exploitation, which
necessarily modified the traditional concept of techrical assistance, could place

the developing countries on an equal footing with the developed countries and

effectively bridge the ever-widening gap beiween them.
Yugoslavia was the co-~ordinator of s working group concerned with the

preparations for the Confeérence of the Heads of Stabte of Hon-Aligned Countries to be

held in Algiers in September 1973. On the draft agenda for the Conference was an item

entitled "Co-ordination of nolicy with regard to the nexi Con;erence on the Law of the

Sea'. The epconomit® aspecis of the Law of the Sea, scientific research and, in
particular, the itransfex -of ltechnology occupied the same prominent place in the work
of that working group as in that of Sub-Committee IIL. '

- Mr. NASIHOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said it was not by

chance that his delegation had supported the proposal of certain developing countries
that the question of transfers of téchnology should be referred to the'Workihg Group
dealing with "scientific ressarch. MNModern oceaﬁbgraphic researéh was ex%remely costly
and complicated, and frequently required funds and resources ﬁhich were beyond the
means even of moderately developed countries. It was therefdfe'desirable that a
considerable number of countries should participate in such work. Soviet
oceanographers had recently had the o“aortunltj to carry out 1nveSulgatlons in
co-operation with scientists from a number of developlng‘countr;e¢. On one research
vessel, for example, nineteen scientists from various weét African countries had
participated in a sne01al seminar orranlzed by FAO. Cn other 00C&ulOﬂS, also on
board Soviet ships, experis from Chile and’ Peru had parulclpateé in sclentlflc wor“
with their Soviet colleagues, and Egyptian and Iraql sc1entlsts had takeﬂ pa4t in

expeditions.
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Participation in scientific expeditions was of course only one of the measures

which could help to increase the capabilities of the developing countries in the
area of scientific research. There was much work to be done on such matters as the
implementation of joint programmes, the transfer of scientific and technical information,
joint action to assist the developing countries-in establishing scientific research
cantres, and the setting up of machinery for transferving patented know#hbw. The
question of the transfer of technology was, in‘this view, directly related to the
principle of freedom of ‘scientific research on the high seas, for unless that principle
was upheld there could-be no real international co-operation in the study of the oceans.

In July 1972 Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland and the Soviet Union had
signed a Declarationon Principles of Rational Exploitation of the Living Resourcés of
the Seas and Oceans in the Common . Interests of ALl Peoples of the World (A/AC.138/85).
He suggested that $that Declaration might offer a basis for the formulation of draft
articles on the transfer of science and technology and more particularly on guestions
relating to Fisheries and fighing. Ardicle 4 of the Declaration expressed support
for the struggle of developing countries to establish independent economies, and
sympathy with their aspirations to create modern fishing industries of their own. It
also noted the need for co-operation with the developing oountrles in the sphere of
marine fishing, the need to asgist the deéveloping countries in the establishment of a
modern marine fishing industry with the necessary shore installations and . the need for
aid in the training of national cadres for the fishing industry. ’ )

In his delegation's view transfers of science and technology must be based on
agreements belween the couniries concerned, and the socialisi coﬁntries would, on a
bilateral basis, elaborate and implement programmes of technological transfers related
to all aspects of marine research, resource exploitation and pollution control.

He drew attention to the draft article for a convention on scientific research in
the world ocean submltted earlier by his delegation and those of Bulgaria, Poland anl
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (A/4C.138/SC.TTT/L.%1), article 5 of which dealt
with the prqvigiop_of assistance to developing and land-locked countriesz in matbers
relating to research and the training of scientific staff. Related provigions were
contained in article 6 of his delegation's draft articles for a convention on general
principles for the preservation of the marine enviromment (A/ﬂﬂ.lSB/SC.III/L.52).

Those proposals might, he thought, provide a sound basis for the elaboration by
Sub~Committee IIT of provisions relating to transfers of science and technology to

the developing countries,
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Mr. PAPAGEORGIOU (Greece) sald that his delegation supported in prlnolple
the proposal that sclentlflo reuearch and the transfer of technology, which were closely
1nterrelated, should be considered together by the Working CGroup established by the

Sub-Committee for that purpose. Work in prepariﬂg the international Convention would

be futile unless there was Full co~operation on the question of transferring technology.
Indeed, the concept that the sea beyond the limits of national jurisdiction belonged

to the world community would be nothing but an empty theoryiif the fechnologibal'
achievements'and inventions were not transferred to all countries for peaceful uses.
Peaceful and productlve co-operation between the peoples of the world depended upon
allow1ng the developlng countries equal use of teehnologlcal aohlevements, which

should themoelvee be comsidered as belonging to mankind ag a whole.

His delegatlon believed that the proposed international nachinery and the
technologlcally advanoed countries should dlrect their efforts towards traneferrlng
technology to the developlng countrles and training the latier's personnel. The
gupply of materlale and uystematlc tralnlng would resuldt in parallel aot1v1t1es teklng
place in the exp101tatlon of the sea and in scientifié researoh, Trom whlch considerable
benefit would accrue to the internationsl commnity. Greece, for its part, had '
already tranglated its views into action: its merchant marine schools were open to
trainee officers from the deééiéﬁiﬁéhcéﬁﬁffiés. Those schools were equipped with
the most advanced means of marine technology and scientific navigafion and trainees
from the developing countries could benefit from them on an equal footing with Greek
nationals. _

Mr. VELLA (Malte)eaid that his delegation congidered that the United States
proposal in the IMCO Council that a new marine enviromment protection committee should
be set up under the auspices of IMCO would be prejudicial to the forthcoming Conference
on the Law of the Sea. Such a step meant exvanding IMCO's terms of reference, and

it was therefore a constiiutional matter, which involved all members of the United
Nations. Since the Sea-Bed Committee was a preparatory Committee for the Conference

on the Law of the Sea, it was directly affected by any proposal that conflicted with the
objectives of the Conference, His delegation had nc objection tc the discussion of

the issue in the Sub-Committee, although perhaps it was a matter that should be dealt
with by the Main Committee. He read out to the Sub-Committee a statement made fto the
Council of IMCO on 5 June 1973 by Mr. Russel Train, in support of his own view that

the establishment of a new IMCO subsidiary would be prejudicial to the work of the

Conference on the Law of the Sea.
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. The ques tlon of the dlstrlbutlon of revenues from seambe& Tosource act1v1t1eu
Was . alreadJ a hlghly controverﬁlal questlon and it would be wrong'to compllcate lt
- further by decldlng that fubure revenue wouid be partly used +o make a contrlbutlon_
to the copt of machlnery created ouls lde ‘the Conference‘ |
_ He had ulmllax ObJeCtanu to the KEnyan propoual thét the reopon51b111tle° and
func+1ons enVLQaged for ﬁhe marine env1ronment protectlon commlttee should be glven
to the Urlted Natlonu ZEnvironment Programme, because the Conference on the Law of
) the Saa was the only machlnery app01nted by the General Assembly to undertake a
éénéral rev;ew of the law of the sea, 1nclud1ng the establl hment of an 1nternailona1
body w1th competence 1n the marlne env1ronment The Unlted States and Kenyan
px0posa1u, and any other attempts to create new bodles wlth competence in the marlne
environment or to dlvert i‘unctlonu that the Conference mlght give to the future '
mlnternailonal authorlty would haxe a fragmentlng effect and were contrary to the .

oftuatated Vlew of the members of the Sea~-Bed Commlttee that a unitary and
After all the protectlon of the marlne
on which

comprehen51ve approach should be adopted.
!:enﬂlronment vag one of the queptlons in, the llst of BubJectv and isgues

the Commlttee was. worklng.

- The meeting rose -abt 5:20 pim.
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