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I:.'~ ~. VALLART 4 (!~{exico)~ Chairmsi%.]of <:.].<~orl~i_m2< Group 2 on Narine .p.oll..ut~:on, 

introduced document A/AC.:I38/SC, III/L.52 containing the note addressed by him %o %he 

Chairman Of Sub-Co:rail%tee IIi with 'the .... agreement Of %lie members of%l~@ Working :Grcmp~ ' 

to inform the Chairman of the results of the Group's work in the field of marine 

pollution. The %$[or1~ing Group had;takeli note of,certainrex.is.prepared at informal 

consultations Those texts were reproduced in Annex 1 .! 

Alternative texts ...... submitted by the Brazilian delegation were reproduced in Annex 2. 

I " ~ .  Mr. OLSZO~.:(Polm~d).~ Cnam_man of Working ..Gr.ou;.o 3 o.n l~mine Scientific 
~. . .. • . • ~: . . . .  . 

Research m~d Transfer of Technology, said that .the Working Croup had held ten meetings 

during the session. In accordance with its terms of .reference~ it had considered the 

proposals formally submitted in docm'~lents A/AC.138/SC.III/L.18, L.239 L.31, Lo54~ 

L. 42, L. 44 s~d !L.-Nj5~ as ~l!--as ~ certain relevsnt tex~s reproduced-in-~~<<-~::. 

doo~mlent A / A C . l 3 8 / S C , I I / L . 2 0 .  " " -i . . . . . -  .i::.... ..... 

Its discussions ha8_ been concerned with the definition and objectives of marine 

scientific research~ but it had not mans,ged to begin consideration of the question of 

trs.usfer of tecbn~olo£,~. At its first meeting,~ the Working Group had decided to hold 

informal consultations open to all delegations. Those consultations had produce.d, a - 

number of texts which ~ere am~exed to the note addressed to the Chs~irman of. 

S u b - C o r m n i t t e e  I I I  ( A / A C . : i S O / S C . . I I I / L o 5 5 ) .  " T h o s e  t e x t s  w e r e  based o n  proposals a n d  

s u g g e s t i o n s  b y  d e l e g a t i o n s  i n  t h e  W o r k i n g  C - r o u p o .  D u e  9o  l s ~ c k  o f  t i m e ~  h o w e v e r ,  t h e  

Worldng Group had no% been able to consider all the draft ~rticles contained in the 

proposals stfomitted to Sub-Committee III. Consequently, i-~ h:~,d confined itself to 

t al.~ng no t e o f tho s e t ext s, 

I'~o VALDEZ ZAI,~TDIO (Peru)said he was grateful to $he Chaim~en of Working 

Groups 2 end 3 for their efforts~, wl~ich had been a.ssisted by the Secretariat. The ,. 

discussions in the Working Groups ~n¢l drafting groups had facilitated exchanges of 

views~ but his delegation felt ~-~--"- descite the efforts of the Chairmen of the 
., 

Wori..~ing Grou-os and members of del~,:ions t.he texts presented did not reflect all 

_ ~h~,~ the ]4orking Grou~s had not ~ therefore~ carried on% the opinions expressed and ~ ~ 

their terms of reference, 
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~q%e informal groups~ of limited membership, had not considered all the proposals 

submitted %o them by delegations sa~d~ due %0 both lack of time and the complexity of 

%he questions involved~ the Working Groups had taken note, without examining_ them, 

of the texts prepared by %he informal groups. Furthermore~ those texts had been 

submitted in English stud had no% been translated ~ into the other langua~.~{es. The reportS 

submitted by %he Chairmen of the Working Groups as ~rell as %heir annexes were therefore 

informal doot~nen%s which, as such~ could not be considered by the Sub-Committee. It 

should be added that more substantial progress would have been achieved if certain 

qu~es%Lions: bound up with the subjects dealt with by the informal groups had been settled 

beforehand. 

~r], ~ASINOVSTzD/ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said %ha% Working 

Groups 2 and3 had endeavoured to carry out their terms of reference, and l~e was 

grateful %o the Chairmen of those Groupswho~ ].~ith~he~elp of the Secretariat~ had 

done everything within their power to make some progress. 

Nevertheless~ the results achieved by the }/orking Groups caused some concern with 

regard to the documents to be submitted to the Conference. Of the thirty-five articles 

to be devoted to the question of marine pollution~ those that had been considered by 

the Working Group on Marine Pollution, about half, were pre~ented in the form of 

alternatives and had not been given a second reading, as they shotdd have. The 

Working Group on Scientific Research had only examined a third of the texts put forward 

as a Basis for the" convention , and there again several alternatives hs~l been proposed. 

In fact, there Was not a single draft article that had not given rise to doubts on the 

part of some delegations. 

That ~ situation ~.,ras due not only to the Conflicting views of delegations and to 

lack of time, but also to the fact that a number of fundamental questions had not yet 
• .. • • 

been settled, even provisionally. The Working Grou~s had no% yet succeeded in 

establishing a standard terminology for the basic concepts of international law. That 

applied particularly to the concept Of national jurisdiction. In the various drafts, 

different terms ~¢ere used to describe the same concept and new concepts also made 

their appearance, such as zone of maritime sovereignty, ~zone of national interest9 

and economic zone. 
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The Soviet deleg~tioi'~ Cow, sidereal that States should enjoy full soverei~.ty within 

t h e i r  boundaries.~ bu t  tha t .  i t  was i m p o s s i b l e  to  fi:.: a r e a s  o f  j u r i s d i c t i o n  . . e i t h e r . f o r  
. . . . =  

marine pollution, or for scientific research- IvIarine pollution knew no bo%u~daries. 

For example~ pollution originating in the re.gio~ of Ecuador could spre~%d to Nexico a4.?d 
• . . 

• . . 

the n via the Gulf Stream to the North Atlanti% Norway and even further~ finally • 
• : . • : . . 

settling in the polar regions. Fizny similar examples could be quoted Establishing 
• . . :  . • • • . . ~ • ~ .  e ~  . i 

an area o f  j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  the p reven t ion  o f  p o l l u t i o n  would not  help to solve the .. 

problem of the protection of the marine enviro_,~n~ent. 

............... ~ring ihe discussion in Working Group 2~--it .... had been suggested that a p:rocedur.e ~ ...... 

for inspection of ships should be drama! up~ it had even been proposed that som e ..... . , 

countries should have the right to perform certain activities on behalf of other 
• . . . . . .  

States. That .kind of proposal was not justified. ~'Jorking Group 2 had held a long 

discussion 0n ~standar¢]s for the discharge of pollutant substances by ships. In the .. 
'.'.. ............. • .. ' . ~. 

view of his delegation~ that question should be conside.red by LMCO and.not by the] ..... ....... 
.. ., 

Sub-Committee. IMCO had appoin.ted a group of ezq~er:bs which had ~dopted recommendations 

for the establishment of a special committee on pollution by ships., and. those 
• . . . . . .  ; , 

recommendations had been adopted by IMCO. The Conference must confine itself to 
: .. .. 

laying down general principles for the control of marine pollution an:d leave it.to 

the specialized ..a.gencies to workout specific stai°idards. , . 
. : .- . 

The Sqviet delegatio]~ also 9onsidere d that .~.]o attempt should be made to limit othe: • : . 

possibilit~ of car rfjing out scientific research in the oceans. Freedom of research 

was indispensable if the field of knowledge open %o all mankind was to be ~idened .... 
. , . ,  - . 

Only such freedom could form the basis for i.nteri~.ational co-operation in that sphere. 
• . . 

It was therefore disquieting to note that some de!eLztions wished to limit research 
. . .  :, ~ .. .. 

in large areas, which would become exclusive economic zones or zones .of national 

jurisdiction. Those zo~es might wel! .e.mbrace practically half.the oceans of the world. 

In such circumstances it might be necessai~(~ before org~.nizing an expedition~ .to obtain 

the permission .of forty or fifty States... Such provisions ran the .risk of defeating the 

Committee's aim,• which was to extend oo--o-oeratio.u and develop economic relations. 
-~..- . , .  ~ : . . . .  . , . :  . . . . . . . . .  

Research. W0Uld.:be reduced and the i : .~terests o f  a l l  States~ p a r t i c u l a r l y  the deve!opin.g 
. .  

• 

States, would suffer. Those were extremely serious matters which must be taken into 

account during consideration of the articles on the protection of the marine 

environment and research. 
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Mr. VELU~ (Nal ta)  s a id  •that he had submit ted p r e l i m i n a l j  d r a f t ] . a r . t i c l e s  

Working Groups of Sub-Committee IIl had, il~ respect of matters within their competence , 

taken account of some of the proposals made in. that document, and he wished to express 

his thanks to the Chairmen of the Working Groups. 

Fir. BEESLEY (Canada) said that he disagreed categorically with the view that 

the Sub-Committeehad not made-pr0gress. If %he results achieved were judged by any 

objective standard a~.d compared with those of the other Sub-Committe_es_,_ or if the 

agreed texts which included-most .... fundamental oblig~tions with respect to the 

pr6servation of the marine environment were e~.a.mined, it had to be admitted that the 

Sub-Committee had made substantial progTess, considering the difficulties in getting 

the Sub-Committee and its Working Groups working. He was therefore very troubled to 

hear a note of gloom. ...... Xn__fs~ci~he__prog±~ess achieved was such that.-t-he-Oonference 

could go ahead with respect to marine.pollution. They had a text laying down the 

basic obligation to protect the marine environment from pollution., which did not 

exist in international law.. The text stated that States should take all necessary 

measures to protect the marine environment from pollution, from all sources~ the 

measures were •t0 include land-based as well as marine-based ~ " sources. 

Anyone who had worked in that field for a certain length of time with a genuine 

commitment to the .preservation of the enviro~~.ment a~d the development Of. intern.atior~l 

.law, could not. fail. to coi"~clude that what had been. done in Sub-Committee III would " 

have major significance for the deveiopmen t. Ofinternational law. He had just 

returned from a seminar held at The Haga~e on-some of-the questions before .the 

Sub-Committee and a few Weeks earlier had "taken: part. in .another seminar.of- the same 

kind"and he wished to state that, considering what had already been done", if the 

Sub-Committee continued to try to provide for enforcement and to detemnin.e whether. 

international standards were necessary whether they were developed by IMCO or by 

other means, it would already have established the framework for a general 
. . . .  

comprehensive safeguardin:g treaty. That was a considerable achievement, bearing 

in mind the number .of obstacles to be overcome and, in-particular, the difficulties 

in. using the results of the Stockholm Conference.. 
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~:Ir. YTUP~RIAC-A (Spain) thanked the Working Groups of Sub-Committee III s~qd 

their Chaii~nen~ Mr. Vallarta and ~r. Olszowka~ as well as the members of +he Secretariat 

~£~o had helped themo 

He regretted however that for many of the meetings of the Working Groups there 

had been no interpreta%iono He also regretted that a number of the s~-ooroved texts 

had not been considered by the Workin@ Groups themselves. Lastly~ in document 
.. 

A/AC.138/SC.III/L.52 there should be a reference to the prel~ninszv draft su.bmitted 

by I}lal%a (A/ACoI~8/SC°II/L,28), which contained a. ~,.rhole '°L • one, pier devoted %0 pollution, 

8/ad also to %he relevs~n% sections of other docm~len%s submitted %0 S~o-Conmli%%ee II, 

: . ,...l{ro ~[cKEP~AN (United States of America) said he %hour:h% the~-~ %he reports of 

%he Chai~en .of.~:he..Workin~ Groups:clearly reflected the work done~o Z .those gro~ps. 

He also. Zhough% that %heir work had enabled . some pro{tess %0 be ma~e~, obviously i~, 

would,~:>have been~-b-e%-%-@~.iT-Duo-nusiderat$on of all the ques%ions---h@,d-bgen-oQmp!e%ed and 

draf%s.:}:had be.en ~.p.repgred 0n.~a!l:..~of .them. .He.~ ~he~l~ed the Working Groups and their .. 

Ch&irmen:; I~i~ Vallsm.%~,. an.d.{..}<~r:. O!s.zowka, who had had %0 deal ~:~i-bh some veit]r delicate 

ques%i:ons, " .... 'i.. .: : A-.~'..- . . .. ... - .. " 

:}~_+ :~SSAIN.. (P~/<i.stan)-~ sa.id he too thoughttha% substsmtial .progress had been 

made in Working Croup 2-.and in::.W..orking-.Group }... He wished .to th~nk:,the Chairmen of .those 

%~.~o ~rotrps s,s- .well-.,~<S-: the Secre..taria.t:.... 

" . .~,.~r-~.[.BO.RRAYO~ REYE. S.~(Guatemala) said that even.if %he Workin~ Groups of .. 

Sub-Commi.-'~%.e~i ITI h~d~~e% solved..~ all %he difficulties, %hey hs~d. accomplished some 

sa%isfactor-y..wOrk s~d he -bhs~%ked'-iheir C h a i r m e n  .. .~- .. : ' .-. - 

.. • , ~ h a ~ - i n t h e  n o t e  by t h e - . . .  • t,~r. STE.I~FER, ..:Secr~%a~j : o f  .the. S u b - C o m m i t t e e , .  s a i d  ~- ~ . 

Cha imuan  of W b r k i n g . . G r o u p  2 (A/AC 1 3 S / S C . . I I I / L . 5 2 ) ~  the w o r d s  "8.s w e l l  as  i n  " 

docmnen% A/AC.138/SCoII/L.59" sho~.Id be added after "irmex !" in the fourth line of 

the last paragraph, . • .,". .... .: '. ..i!. - .. 

n~TER~I RZPORTS ON THE worn( OF T~E • WORKING. GRO~JPS. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Mr.(.ZECERS ( C h i l e )  s a i d . h e  w i s h e d t o  suppo-,% t h e  s t a t e m e n t  by  t h e  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  C@.nadao The W o r k i n g  Croup on ! ' Ia r ine  P o l l u t i o n  emd t h e  W o r k i n g  Group  
• 

• ~ . • _ ~.-: I 

on Sc!en~mf~c Researcn he, d bot.h..made progress. The agreed texts which had been dr&~.aq 
.. 

up bore ~.-rJ.%ness %o the ~npor%s~%ce .of the wor!< done, .-:: 
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Interna%ional c~stomary law was dynamic in character slad interna%ional instruments 

paid a great deal of attention 9o custom~ thab applied particularly to the Geneva : 

Conventions of 1958 But in 1958, many members of the United ~,s,~ions had not yet 

achi -~ . . . .  eve~ independence - %he African S~a%es in par-~icular. 1% was therefore necessary 

%0 carry out e, reappraisal of international cue,born, of which an imports_hi e!emen% was 

%he ~/~ila%eral declarations of States and the reactions to. %hose dec!ara%ions. 

~,[r. I:iANANSA_LA (Philippines) said the,% af%er sometimes exhausting stud 

repetitive deliberations, -~he two Workin~ Grou:ps had produced good re sul.%s. Those 

results-would perhaps h~,ve been better still if ~6~-g~in-delega%ionS he~d: .sho~,m a more 

acco~nodating spiri%. However %hat might be, he shared Csmads,'s opinion on the 

quality ofthe work accomplished. '~ 

iir. BURCF~_ (L~rainian Sovie% Socialist Republic) said he %00 was gra~eful • 

%o the two Workin{ Groups and their Chairmen. However~ %he resulbs achieved were ....... 

scarcely conducive %0 optimism. On many ques'~ions %here were no s;pproved texts, no% 
.. 

even a,l%ernabives° }.lore %hs, n. half %he ar%icies had no% been exs~.ined. ].¢hen %here 

~rere alternate%yes, ~hey were • often very different end mere repetitions of earlier 
q ~ • 
ara~ t s. 

I i ~  d o o ~ r ~ e ~ ' G  ' A / ~ C . i 5 8 / S C . Z I Z / L .  5 2 ,  i t  ~-~'o~llc] h a v e  been: ]a~t%ter i%o% ..%o hs.~re m e n t i o n e d  
• 

'@ ~ " . 
en~ozcement in %he second ps;rs~graph, as that question, had created procedural 

.. .. 

difficul-~ies in Working Group 2, which had not considered i-~. .. 

The CHA~,i~I ssjid that document A/AC.138/SC°III/L. 52 had alre~,dy been 
• . 

som0roved by i,@or]rin,~ Groum 2 sad could n0t now be auended oy the Sub:C : " 1 " ~" • ~ OIi~!l u -~ e e, 
• 

i;ir,. I{OLTCI-~ROV (Bul~aria) said he agreed ~.ri'~h %he representative of %he 

Dqcrainian SSR %ha% enf0r0emen% should nothave been mentioned in %he second paragraph; 

i% should have been mentioned in the following psma~rs, ph with the subject, s ~olhich the : 
• . . ,1. ~ . : . . .  . . 

Working C-rou~ had begun %o consider. 

~. }.IBOT~ (Irenya) s~id %hat his de!e.£.,:e.,%ion, lilr_e '~hose o~ '~ B~!gs, ria and %he 

Dqcrainie:n SSR had %81cen part in the work of Working Group 2~ sad %.......ha% %he..q~estien of 
" .. '. ;..'., ; •. 5 • • . . . .  ... 

enforcer~en% had been considered by the Working Group~ -[;he seoqn~i•"-para~rojph. of. . . 1 

.. 

doo~mten% A/AC,158/SC,I!I/L.52 ws, s a true r e f l e c t i o n  of  %he f a c t s .  

I'{r. BAILEY ( A u s t r a l i a )  s a i d  he wished to ths~jc %he Chaisnen of t he  Working 
T . T ~  . . Croups° ±~ did no% share the pessimism of the representa~ives of %he Soviet Union and 

the IP=rainism SSR with regard to the results. The ~,.rork alres~dy smcomp!ished by 

Working Group 2 could provide the basis for a convention. Like %he representative of 

Kenya~ he considered %hat the question of enforcement had been fully disc[issed. 
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:: ~'-Y_~IAGA: (Spain) said he also .disagreed with the comments' of the 

representatives of the Ukraine and Bulgaria The question of enforcement had been 

considered, even if no text had been drafted. 

- . .~. KIRTQN (Jamaica) said that the Working Group had made grea~ progress 

and had prepared the way for the future negotiations on the articles which 1~ad been 
.. 

submitted to them., rEqe work done on enforcement had been well described in document 

A/AC. 138/SC. III/L. 52: ...... 

TheCHA~ .. said that document A/AC.138/SC.III/L. 52 could not be amended° 

......... The ...... opinions expressed on the subject.would-be-entered in the summary records: 

The terms of reference of Working Groups 2 stud 3 were to draw up a certain 

number of draft artioles~ %hey had largely done so. Moreover~ the documents of 

delegations retained their valueo • ' 

On behalf of the Sub-Committee~ the Chairman thanked the two WorkingGroups 

and their Chairmen~ Mr. Vallarta and Mr, Olszowka~. who had solved~ a • gTe&t many: .... 

delicate problems. He also thank.ed the Secre%ariat~for their valuable help . 
. . 

He suggested that the Sub-Committee include the reports of the ~orking Group.s 
... 

in its report to the Committee. 

N~_. Y~!AG A (Spain) said that before tha~ .wks done his delegation-would 

like to see the Spanish version of the note by the Chairmen of Working Group 5 

Mr. VALDEZ (Peru) expressed the same wish. He would also like to see %he 

Spanish translations of the agreed texts drawn up by the Working Groups. 

The CHAIRMAN.said that the report of Working Group 5 would be translated 

into Spanish when the Sub.-Committee '.s report was drawn up. As regard:s the agreed 

texts, with which they were all .familiar, they would be translated and ar~nexed %o 

the reports Of the .Working Group. .~. 

He suggested that the Sub~-Committee include the reports of Working Groups 2 and 5 

(A/AC°!58/SC.III/L. 52 and 53) iu its report %o the SeaT-Bed Committee. ~ 

It was So agreed. . .  

PROPOSAL TO SEND A LETTER F R O M  SUB-C01~IT~E III TO THE IAITERGOVE~NTAL MARITIME . 

CONSULTATIVE ORGANIZATION 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Tanzanian delegation had proposed that IMCO 
.. 

should be kept informed of the Sub-Committee's work. He asked if the Tanzanian 

delegation had produced a precise text for its proposal. 
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• . -Mr, KATEKA (Tanzania) said that hisdel egation would like the Chairman of 

the Sub-.Committee to send a letter to IMCO~ reading as-follows: " 

~. .... ' ..."I have the honour to inform you that, at its ... session,.-Sub-Committee..III 

requested me to. convey the-..following to.you~ •~ • 

"In view of the interest shown by the Sub-Committee in the_ work. and scope .. 

of the proposed IMCO.Conference. t.o..be held in October~1973, it.was felt that 
• . 

the views of the Sub-.Committee .should be .conveyed to that Conference. It is • .. 

:..the. view of the Sub-Committee--that t.here should be co-operation between the . 

Sea-Bed Committee ~d~IM_~CQ_in~_ so far as. marine pollution from vesse~-i-S ....... ... 

concerned. In this respect, the-.Sub-Committee wishes to stress that whatever 

'.~.~-:is decided by the .IMCO Conference should in no way prejudice the work of- the. .. 

..Law of the Sea Conference to be held in Santiago next April. On behalf .of 

the Sub-Comn~ittee, therefore, I am requesting you to.address a note to the 

• Secretary-General .... of~th~--IMCO~CS~erence conveying the views .of the. 

Sub-Committee expressed on IMCO in one document". 

:Mr. ~LLA-(Malta),.thamking ~the .Tanzsmian delegation for its proposal,.. 

suggested-that delegations interested should discuss the .draft. with the author with.... 

a view.tomaking any necessary.modifications to it. • ~-. 
b 

...... " 'Mr. BRIGSTL~ (United Kingdom) Said he agreed with the representative of ~..~ 

Tanzania that all States should follow the work. of the IMC0 Conference that was .:... 

to be held in October. The report of Sub-Committee III should also be sent to 
• . 

t.he IMCO Conference. ' On the other hand,..it was not appropriate .:to ask tha.t the work 

of the IMCO Conference..should in no wayprejudice the. work of.the Law of. the. Sea 

Conference, since that would mean holding up IMCO's work on. marine p011ution, which 

was already veryadvanced The letter should be~ drafted, in more enco~uraging terms. 

Mrl. • IEESLEY (Canada) ~ ~said~he too.°~elcomed the Tanzanian proposal but shared 

the doubts ~ expressed by • the United Kingdom representative. The letter to~ IMCO 

should be draf.ted-very carefully and avoid mentioning purely technical qnestions 

which fell within the~ competence of IMCO° It should ~ keep strictly to questions 

relating ito the law of the sea Which were the province of the Commit'¢:ee~. such as the 

right 0f~ interventions w~o ~should- set envi~ronmental - s!andards applicable to. shipping- 

the ship owners, the coastal State or both- who should enforce those standards 
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if they were both national and international~ and ~hether the coasts~l St~°e should 
• . 

have a residuary right in thematter. ~hat was essential was not to~ impede i..the 

work of 2NCO~ so i t  was i m p o r t a n t  to  weigh  the  te rms of the  l e t t e r  v e r y  c a r e f u l l y .  

His delegation Supported the M~:tese propossl and was willing to collaborate in. 
• . 

... 

drafting a text. - 
.... 

Mr,_ZEGERS (Chile) thao!<ed the Tanzanian delegation for its pr0posal and 
. -. 

s a i d  he s u p p o r t e d  the  view exloressed by the  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of  Canada. Chi le  had 

been one of the first todraw attention to the terms of reference of the conference 

summoned by IMCO, nam@ly-~-~o .... consider a draft convention for the pre-vention of • 

p o l l u t i o n  from ships~ s i n c e  t h e y  p a r t l y  Over lapped  w i th  those  of the  f u t u r e  .: 

United Nations Conference on the La~.~ of the Sea. In his government's opinion, IMCO 

was compe ten t  t o  d e a l  w i t h  m a t t e r s  c o n c e r n i n g  s a f e t y  of  n a v i g a t i o n  and p o l l u t i o n  by 

ships but not to draw up general standards for the law of the sea, which was the. 
- . .. :. . 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  the  P l e n i p o t e n t i a r y  Confe rence  convened by--the United. . . lgations~iat  
. . .  . 

Santiago in April-May ]974- ..- 
• . , 

His delegation shared the view of the Tsmzanian. delegation that all members of 
• .°. . . . . . . . .  

21riCO should  a t t e n d  the  Confe rence  to  be h e l d  ~ .  Oc tober  1973.. I t  a l s o . t ; h o u g h t  t h a t  .. 
• . 

IMCO should be informed ofthe Views of the Sub-Committee aud~ in that connexion, 
b 

he would r e a d  ou t  a l e t t e l  ~ which had been  c i r c~_ la ted  i n f o r m a l l y  t o . o t h e r  d e l e g a t i o n s  

by the deiegatiog~of Kenya and which seemed "co him •to be clearer than that proposed -: 
... 

by Tanzania. Kenya's lette~-read as follows~ ..... 

"A conference h~s been i " ' convened~ under the auspices of IMCO ~ October. 1973, 

to discuss and approv4 a'convention on pollution from vessels, . This effort 
• 

d u p l i c a t e s  t h e  W o r k o f  tl~e Confe rence  on the  Law o f  ~he Sea.., convened by the  
. . .  

General Assembly for April--MoOr 1974 in Santiago and detracts .from the man. date 
• .. 

of the said Conference, tendi~ to affect the unity of the law of the sea. 
. . . . .  ..-. ,. 

Any draft convention"onmarine pollution which may come out from the IMCO 
• 

... . :. 

Conference should h~ve to be~ forwarded" for consideration and approval by. the. 
• ..... 

Conference on t~e""~a~Jof %he sea." 

In the event of a drafting g~2oup being appointed to work out the ....~text. . of a ... .. 

lettertobe".sent %0 the IMCO Conference~ his delegation would like to. be .a member...:.. 
. . ~ . .. • ; 
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" Mr. I~BOTE (Kenya) said he supported the statements by Can.a.da and. Chile. 

The purpose of the Tanzanian proposal was to establish co-operation between IMOO and • 

the Preparatory~Committee for the Conference on the Law of the Sea. In his view, 

IMCO had every reason to establish such co-operation if it wished all States to ta/~e " 

part in its October 1973 Conference. The text drafted, by the Kenyan delegation, which 

the representative of Chile ha~ re~dout , had the same aim as that of the Tsnzanian 

delegation. He would, be willing to take part in a meeting to draft a satisfactory 

text . . . . .  ...... : • 

-- .... Mr~___,_¥TIIRR/_AGA (Spain) Said he approved 0fL~th-e--Tanzanian proposal generally, 

but, like: the .Canadian and. Unitedl Eingdom delegations, felt that there was a need to 

reconsider the wording of the letter. He consequently supported, the Maltese proposal. 

." Mr. FATTAL (Lebanon)said he must poin.t out. ~hat it was ifor the.Plenary 

Committee to .communicate its views ~o IMCO and .... itha_t_~la~es were afraid, that the 
. . . . . . .  

IMCO Conference.might cut across principles that might be adopted at the Law of the 
i 

Sea Conference: it was for them to go to London .in October. • 

Mr. ABDEL-HA~ID (Egypt)said. Lhe supported the Tauzauian proposal and shared 

the view: expressed by Canada and Chile: that there was a n:eed to establish co-operation 

between IMCO and the Preparatory Committee :for th~e~ Conference. " Delegations appeared 

to agree with the idea of establishing a drafting group to workout the text of the 

l e~tter to be sent to the IMCO Conference, and he proposed that the group Should take 

the two texts ~ that had been read out as a basis for its work. He would like ~o be a 

member of the group. : • " . . . .  " ..... • 

Mr..VALIARTA (Mexico), su~pporiting the Tanzanian draft, Said that the purpose 

was to draw the attention of repreSentatives attending the IMCO: Conference to a problem 

that:.IMCO sometimes tended to forget ~ His delegationthought that the date Of the 

IMCO Conference had! been chosen deliberalely so as to precede the Unite~. Nations 

Conference on the Law of the Sea. In his vieW, the letter to be sent to the General 

Committee of the IMCO Conference .should. also ask that the opinions expressed in the 

Sub-Committee on the subject of the IMCO Conference should be circulated as 

Conference document~ ~ it Was also desirable that the representatives of the developing 

countries should go . to London to expre:ss the Viewsof their countries to IMCO. 
.. 

-: 
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}Jlr. NASINOVS~C£ (UniOn of Soviet Socialist Republics) said %hat 'his delegation 
• . . .. . 

had no objection %o establishing cOntact with the IMCO C0nferenceand agreed that it 
." . ,.. ,- ... 

• . . . . ~  

would be help~u! to send IMCO the documents prepared, by Sub-Com~nittee III. It :was 
.. .. 

right and proper that co-operation should beestablished between two plenipotentiary 

conferences. On the other hand., iris delegation did not approve of some. of the 

s~ggestions that had. been made cohcerning the content of the letter. One Could not 
• . . .. 

request a conference not to take any d.ecision that might prejudice the work of another 

conferenoe~ particularly when one was not in a position to communicate to it the 

d..oc~o~nents to be considered by the Second conference. Thele£ter to be "sent to IMCO 
• .. . . • 

would have to be very oareSully w@rded 6undhis delegation would like %0 participate 
... .. 

in the drafting, ' " 
t .. 

~.~i, ~'[cI~R!~M~ (Uni%ed. States ofAmerica)saidhe approved o:f4he" s ~ e s t i o n  
• • . ° . . .  . . : .  , 

-that--a--Smat~-arafting group shotad be set up-to-study-and/review the ~Tanzan~an:text; 
provided, the Dew text Was tien submitted to the Sub-Committee. I{e supp0r%ei"%he 

statements by Lebanon and the USSR, and thdUgh% that"the 9eievant documents of 

Sub-Co_~/mit%ee IIi"a~id the other Sub-com~t%ees Shouid be"attached to:':"the :letter to be 
• ~ - , :° .. . . . . . . .  ~ °  

s-e"n/-:t0 t~e II,~CO Conference and ~ha% the hope Should be expressed that co-ol~erati6n 
• . . . . . .  : . • • : . . . . .  . .. 

would be esiabiishedwith ~ view ~o organizing the campaign 'agaifist::[;oliution"gr6m 
. . .  . . . - 

ships as soon as possible. . ...... 
• ,. ~ . 

Mr. BAILEY (Austral ia)said he weicom;d the':'Tanzanian isroposil. His country 
• . . .  . -  . . . . .  . : . . 

hoped %o see~  Wi~@ )epresentation of"Sta%es a% the IMCO " .  Cor~ -~erence' '", aS; weii as": 
. .  . . . .  

• - .  . - . -  . . . . ,  

co-ordination between that Conference and the Conference on the la~.~0f %he sea. 
• . ~ - . , • . % , . . . . .  • . . : . .  , • .. . 

..iustralia supportedl %he ~altese ~o~o:sal and .i@6uld like %o ~M~e part in' %he 
consultations ov<er %he d.~afting of- :i-he :tax% :of";he ietteri " *" ' : " 

The CHAIRMM~ slid)-.%ha% al"~ delegations that had spoken Supp0r%ed in principle 
• . , .  . . . , ,  . . - .  

the proposal to s@nd a letter to :the IMCO Conference to: b@ held. in O'ct6ber"i973,-as well 
.. 

- 
• . . . . . .  . . 

as "the suggestion that a drafting group sh6uld be set up" %0 prepare a rex% for 
• °.. 

. ° . . . . 

submission tO the Sub-Committee H"e suggested that the .d.raf~ing group be composed Of 
• . 

• . _ .-. . . . . .  

the delegations that had. expres,@ed: a .wish tO p"articipate in %he drafting, namely, 
. . . . .  

. 

Tsmzania~ l,ialta~ ~he United I(£ngdom~ Canada, Chile, Kenya~ Spain, Lebanon, Eg~yp%~ 
.. 

Mexico~ USSR, the UnitedStates and Australia, endthat it be asked to meet as soon 

as possible. 

It was so ag_ree@.~. 

The___ meeting., rose at I. 20 ~..m. 
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