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CONSIDERATION OF TI{E D~nj~FT P~EPORT 0_~' SUU~-CO}~4ITTEE I I !  (A/AC . 1 3 8 / S C  . I I I / L o  5 1  a n d  
Add.l ) . '~ . . . . . . . . . . .  

• . : . . .  " 

Mr. !GIJCHI (Japs_n.)~ Rapp.or%.eui~> i - a t r o d u c i n g  t h e  d r a f t  ~ r e p O r t i  s ~ i d  t h a t  
.' . ' t "" .,." ~" 

he h a d  s o u g h t  %he Sub ~ "  " ) ~ ' ~  ~ " " " • . -~,o~l_tbee s .~ic_~s,.n,_:e. concernmng the fo:m an.d.co~- : 1.~¢en.%" .of -%ha"t 
., ). . .,. . ..- .. 

£ocumen%. Part I dealt ~.ri%h +he historical backgmound of the Sub-Committee's work 

• in. 1971~ !972 and 1975, Pa:r% Ii vas a su~mmars~.o£ %he general debates on scientific 

research and %ma/~.sfer of techno!ogy~ while Par% III would be devoted %o %he mepom%s 

-- -i .] -- of Working Group 2 on nol!ution m~.£ Working Group ) on %ra~sfer of %eclln.olo~j and 

scientific research, 'l]~e Sub-Oonmit$ee's achievements would be mainly reflected in 

the latter par% of %he mepor%~ since i9 was in. the Working Group %ha% mos% o£ its 
• 

delibema%ions had been~.conduo%ed. Wi%h the help of %he Seore~aris.~ he had tried %o 

keep %,he draft report imp&r%ial~ factual a/qd we!l-b&lanced~ sun d he hoped that i9 

could be adopted, without much con%roversyo 

Mr. STEI]YER (Secre$ary o£ the Sub-Commit,tee) drew attention %o some small 

changes which should be made in the draft repo~"t (A/AC.138/SC.IIi/L.51). in 

paragr.aph 16 i %he words " ~ named Working Group 5 ~ " should be ~ inse9%e-@d--a-%f%-e-i ~- %he 

words "a Working Group" in -the third line. In. foo%n.ote 2 on. page 4~ Venezuela should 

be added %o %he list o£ members of %he Working Group. A% the top of page 5~ a main 

heading reading "!I. Su.~m~a~D ~ of general deba+es '' should be inserted before %he 

sub-heading preceding paragm"aph 20 Finaily~ a main heading reading 
% 

"III. Reports of Working Groups" should be inserted after paragraph 66 on page 16. 

, The CHAIP~V£4/,i suggested tha%~ since parag~aphs I to 19 were purely factual 

and ~ppeare d in other repor%s~ Part ! shou!¢! be approved as a whole~ ~,rhile 

paragraph 20 et set. should be considered paragTaph by paragraph. 

He sugges%ed %ha% pureiy c~a£.,mn.g emen.dmen.ts should be discussed directly 

be%ween the delegations an.d the Secretariat. 

I_% !wa_s_ so a~.@~. 
,' --,~ 1~ - , - I  

~r, BA~!DUR (Turkey) poin.$ed out %ha% i% ~,~as confusing %0 refer to seasons 

of %he year in connexion with. sessions of %he Sub-Committee and its Working Gr.oups~ 

since seasons varied according %o %he .geographical posit,ion o£ countries, He 

proposed %hat %he actual months in question should be mentioned where appropriate. 

I% was so ai~4~.te!~ ' 

~_~i" YTURRiAG-& (Spain)proposed %ha+, the re_terence %,0 !0C in paragraph I0 

' "  UI~YES~0" %o make it clear that %he should oe amplified by the -,fords "of ~-" ': • . 9 

• 

In%ergovernmental 0cesm.o.~aDhic Com~ission was no% itself a specialized agency. He 

also proposed that the last sentence o£ parag~-'aph !-j should be dele%ed~ since the 

information therein was o£ no importance %o reacer,~ o£ the report. 
-" .u 

T h o s e  a m e n ~ , l e n t s _ ! : e ~ ' e  ~.9-o,: ~ d  



• . 

.In reply to questions., by Mr, KOLCHAKOV. (Bulgaria) and ~'~S_S )~R/ANI_ (France), 

the.; CH&I~N.. said .that the. countries listed in the footnotes on pag@s::i~5 and 4 were 
• - . .~ 

.... th0se.., which were official ,. members . .of the Wo.rk.i.n.g..Groups in question.. 
.... :.~i . . . .  " ~"~ 'J'~.,'~ "r., ~ • 

• . ( )'"asked whebher it was necessa~ J to go into the • , • .... ....~ lV'm. FATTAL Lebanon 
" ~ - - z ~ , .  ' " " " :/ i..-/ ~- i ..-;i .,.' ...... . ,.. " • .... "' - . --"i :.. • 

historical . . . . .  backgTolmd of the S.ubkCo~ttee's work as far back as 1971, 
.. 

The C}L~~N said that :the"...hi'storical back~.o.und of the work .of the 
• " " -  " " .  ~ . " i "  . " . "  .. : . . ' " : i  > '""  " " 

Sub.-Consmittee had. been inserted.:,.t..61~.mee.tl.ial., wish expressed at a meetingbetween the 

Chairman of the plenary Cc,~m;i-b~ee s;nd the ~qappor,ficurs of the Sub-Con~nittees, It 
., 

should-be-borne in mind that %he Committee's report ..... ~s .... intended to show non-members 

how i%.s work had developed. The R-'.~pporteur of the plenaz~j C0mmit%ee would consolidate 

the historical backgrounds in the Sub-Committees' reports as he thought appropriate. 

~a_r~~,h__s_=l ,t.P,_]._~.~,,_~-s amended~__w_ere~ad0~=t_gd. 

. The CHAIRM&N reminded the Sub-Committee that the Rapporteur had taken the 

~:::rGoaution of circulating the teleran@ paragraph~ of Part II to'~'inte~es:%e'd " delegations 

for their approval. 
"'~ .] 

- ] " "  ; ' - ~ -  , l :  7 ; . -  - ; C - "  , " . ~  l [ ' )  h P O  
• _ ~ . ; , , , , , , , : . = . . ~ .  

• . . .- 

k"i::',s ""t '°-T~.-mJ.~h.t.~.O~.,_ (7"rance) suggested a drafting change in t h e  French text . 
'-" . .... • 

i,i:2,.ra~-a-oh 20 Qas adp~p..ted. 
,. .. 

• . . .. .. 

. 

. : . -ara ~ r a ~ h  2 2  . . . .  

" )tis,s""M~:RIAN_______I (France) and i@, LoPEZ REINA (Co!ombia) suggested drafting 

chanNe.s i n  t h e  F r e n c h  and Span inh  t e x t s ~  r ~ s p e c t i v e l y .  
. . 

• . .  . . . . . . . .  • . 

V ' a r & ~ & ~ a o h  2 2  :.-~, S a d o p ~ e : ~ _ ,  ' . . . . . .  
• , . . .  

~ 7 & . . p _ ~ e ~ . ~ .  P : ~  . . . . .  

• . .  . 

, . .,.- - - - - ~ - - ~ . -  . - - ' . ~ ' ~ "  Y T U P ~ R - l a G & _ : ( , S p a i n ) _ .  . s u g g e s t e d ,  a d r a f t ± n g  t h a n . d e  i n ,  t h e  S p a n i s h  t e x t  . 

. . . . . ~  , :, . . . .  . • . 

P,.--..~.'-a c - - . a .~h  2 4  " ' 
. . . . ,  • . . . . . . . . .  f . .  . . .  . .  : . 

• - ' ~ -  ~&"~ " ( S p a i n ) , " " P ; o p o s e d  % h a t  
. . .  :" . .  " - - T - ,  ... , . .  - . . . . . . . .  ' . . , . -  . . . . . . . . .  ~ ,  ,.-.'--..--..~..,.-. . . . .  

the i,ords "of the freedom" ~.n the pe~ultimate i{ne Sho~Id be deleted, in Order to 
. :• :. .~.. . ,.. 

maintain the balance between the views of those who advocated restrictions on 
" : ,  . • : . :  • . . . .  • . . .  . , .  

r e s e a r c h  and. " . . . . .  " " ' "~ t_,iose ~ho c0nsi~ered that research should b e  m~r~stricte~, 
" " " " i "  • . . ,  - : .  " . .  • " . "  " . 

. . . .  • , , . . . .  . . .  . : ~ . - ,  ,. • • 

. . . . : - "  . . . . .  , . .  -. . . . .  , . .  : . : . .  . .  . 

. . . .  : , , , , . ,  < . . . . . . . . .  

• . . .  . .  
• • . . ,  

. 
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. .  

/ i " -  " " ]t~ro NAS2!<i0V;~(Y <0nxon of Soviet Socialist Republics) and 
• . 

Mr. NoY~~AI~ (United States of America) said %hat~ in their opinion~ the existing 
/ 

%ex% accurately[ re:iiected tI~e views expressed bsr advocates .of %he two schools of 

thought. 

........ Miss }'~R~NI (Frar_ce) said that the last phrase did not convey over-all" 

advocacy of restrictions on research~ since %.he word "abuses" ~ms cotmterbalanced 

by the word. "freedom". 

Mr° Fi~JEiREDO BUSTA!,iI (Brazil) supported the Yugoslav proposal, since 
. 

- ...... the-phrase '!unburdened by restrictive meas-uresii~-adequateiy conveyed the idea Of 
• . 

freedom of research. 

Mr. S____~IF__~U (Ethiopia) also supported the Yugoslav proposal. Noreov er, 

the existing wording of the last phrase presupposed that freedom of research already 

____ existed, .... whereas that was not the case, One Solution might be to insert the words 

"freedom of" before "marine scientific research" in the second line of the last 
• . 

sentence. 

Miss CAS}~Y (Canada) also supported the Yugoslav representative's views 

and :suggested that the ~gnole phrase after the word "abuses" should be deleted. 

~!~. I'{BOTE~:(Kenya) said he agreed %hat the paragraph did. not satisfactorily 

reflect the opposing views expressed, in the debate. The phrase "unburdened by 

restrictive measures" in fact meant "free': and should be replaced by that word. 

Moreover~ the advocates of restriction were not motivated solely by concern for the 

protection of the marine envlronm~n~ 

Mr. iGUCHI (Japan)~ Rapporteur~ thought that approval of the Ethiopian 
.. 

and Canadian sug~{estions .~i(~%% provide a solution. 

or  

said tl~t those proposals seemed to be acceptable. ' 

i,.e (Spain) 
"freedom of marine scientific research" would still erroneously imply the existence 

of the freedom in a2o.e.stion. 

I~b. FIGUEIREID BUSTANI (Brazil) proposed that the last part of the 
.. ., . 

sentence should, read "..° those ~.-,~o wanted marine scientific research to be free 

and. unburdened .by restn..-ictive measures and_ tl~e views of those who wished to have 

the marine envirornuent protected from pos-~ible abuses.': 

It ~.~s so agreed. 

Pa_ra _hs~raph i2~ ~. _as _amend e d~~_ . . _a  don t e~:~ 
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. ~ : ~ Y T U P ~ R I A G A ,  (Spain) said_ that. the Spanish tex.t w a s  not ole&r .and needed 

redrafting. He would make some :s~ggestions to the Secretariat in that connexion, but no 

changes-.of substance would be involved. 

Par 2 5 was A. . . . .  

P ra  ,.aph, 2 6  .... 

Mr,. B D.~. Cm]~ (Dkra in ian  Sovie t  S o c i a l i s t  Republ ic )  s a id  t h a t  ~,he Russ i an  

t e x t  of  %he f i r s t  sen tence  needed to  be brought  i n to  l i n e  w i t h  the E n g l i s h  t e x t .  

~ . . Y T . ~ ! / ~ G A  (Spa in) - - reques ted  t h a t  a d r a f t i n g  change be made ...... ~ - t ~ e  f i r s t  

sen tence  of  the  Spanish t e x t .  

P a r a g r a p h  26 was adopted 

P a r a g r a p h  2 7 :... 

~. KOLC~0~VV .(Bulgaria) said that the .paragraph did not give a balanced 

interpretation of the %W0 schools of thought. A text along the followMug lines should 

be included., either to replace the second sentence or as an addition to the third 

sentence: "Opinions were expressed that freedom of scientific research was based on 

international law and usage". 

....... BOHTE (Yugoslavia), supported by Miss I@mlAN~. (France), did not think that 

the second sentence should be deleted since, together with the first .sentence, it 

reflected one school of thought. The amendment proposed by the representative of 

Bulgaria concerned the other school of thought .and would, if accepted~ have to be 

linked with the third Sentence. . -  

l~r. ~BOTE (Kenya) said %hat he had no Objection to %b.e inclusion of an 

additional sentence or pl.~rase reflecting the point of vie~,~ of the exponents of the second 

school of thaugh%. On %he other hand~ the use of %he word "impossible" in .t-he third 

sentence was.incorrect ~ "inappropriate" would be preferable. ' " 

~.. BURCI~/K: (i~crainian Soviet Socialist Republic) agreed with the. Bulgarian 

representative that the paragraph was not balanced. -He suggested that the third sentence 
• . i " , .. . . . . . .  

should be rep:.Zaced.by wording a.16ng" th~ following lines: . ' ... • • 

"On th@ 'other-hand, it wasp0~inted out that the freedom Of scientific research was 

one.of the genera.!ly.irecognized, freedoms, of the high seas"and that for cen%ur.ies 

this freedom had been exercised in practice. -It was emphasized %hat it was ". 

inappropriate to l~nit the right %o conduct scientific research and that the 

concept of the freedom to carry out such research should be reflected in the 

convention." 

Alternatively, he would be prepared to accept an amendment along the lines of that 

proposed by the Bulgarian representative. 



A/A_C. 158/SC. III/SR. 46 

Mr. YTU___ ~IAC-A (Spain) said that the Ukrainian amendment was more acceptable to 

his delegation than the Bulgarian amendment. ... 

Mr-/BOHTE (Yugoslavia) said that he doubted very much whether scientific 

research on the sea-bed~had been carried out for centuries. Furthermore, he 

considered that it would be almost impossible to achieve perfect balance in every 

paragraph of the report. .- 
.. . - 

The CHAI~_4~_ said that the Sub-Committee should not, in its concern.- for 

balance, lose sight of the fact ~hat the report must be an accurate refl~o-tlen of 

the discussions ~hat had ac_tua_l!y ..... taken place. 

Mr. BALLAZ (Trinidad and Tobago) said that he had serious reser.v.ati0ns about 

the amendment suggested by the Ukrainian representative. Views expressed by a " 

minority should not be given the same weight in the report .as~.those expressed by..a • 
.. 

larger number of delegations. In his view, the draft report as it stood presented a -.l~.. ..... 

sufficiently balanced picture, f-the-Sub-Committee' s di~c~ssion, .......... - .-. 

"" Mr. McKERNA~.T (United States of Amerlca) ~ agreed:.""T~e paragraph should be " 

left unchanged exc~pt:f0r the replacement of the word "impossible" by "inappropriate" 

in the third sentence. • ' 

So i t Socialist  epubl o) th t could not : 

Agree with the views expressed by.the, two previous speakers. The posit~0n and 

arguments of each delegation should be reflected in a balanced way in the report. 

The paragraph was unacceptable to his delegation as it stood. 

The CHAI~{N suggested that further consideration of paragraph 27 should 

be deferred until an acceptable solution had been found by the delegations concerned-J " 

~It was~so agreed. " " .. .. 
• . 

• . 28 : 

: l~Ir. YTURRIAGA (Spain) said that the meaning of paragraph 28 was no%c.iear. ' 

For example, he wondered what States were being ref.:erred to in the third .line. The 

word "restrictions" was unsuitable and should be replaced by some word such as 

"regulations" ' ' 'norms" or "standards" 

Mr. de FIGUEIRED0 BUSTANI (Brazil) observed that the 0pening part of the 

paragraph was so worded as to imply that scientific research wasalready free. The 

true situation would be conveyed if the words "one should recognize that" were inserted 

after the word "~hile" He agreed with the~"Spanisi~ representative's criticism of the 
• : 

. . . .  

• . . - 
. . .. 

. .  . . . . . 

• . ... .. . 

. : • . ... - " . . ' . . .  
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word "restrictions"~ it should be replaced by the word "rules". :Finally, he proposed 

insertion of the words "rights and" after the words "takes into account the" in the 

third line. 
• . 

Mr. KATEKA (United Republic of Tanzania) said that the view outlined in 

paragraph 28 seemed paradoxical because if restrictions were imposed on scientific 

research it could no longer be free. It would be more logical either to drop the 

latter part of the paragraph after theword "restrictions" or Go replace it by the 

words "so that it takes into account the interests gf p~ther States". 

Mr. IGUCHI (Japan), Rapporteur, suggested that the words "restrictions in 

cases where it did not appear to take into account the interests of other States or . .. 

ignored" should be replaced by the words "rules, regulations and standards so that 
.°. ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

it took into account the rights and interests of other States and adhered to". 

.... Mr~--de-F!GUEIR~. 0 BUSTANI (Brazil) said-th-~t--Nince paragraph 28 expressed 

a view that was not substantially different from that held by the proponents of the 

freedom Of scientific research it might be dropped altogether or perhaps incorporated 

at the ~ end of paragraph 27. ...... 

Mr. NASINOVS,Y .(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the subject 
b 

of paragraph 28 was of great importance and had been discussed~ at considerable length. 

Many opponents of the freedom of scientific research had mistakenly accused its 

champions efadvocating absolute freedom whereas the latter recognized that it could 
• . . 

be subject to restriotions, for example, in order to prevent pollution. The 

paragraph reflected a view expressed by many delegations including his 9~,n%~ and there 

was no reason why i ~- should be dropped. ~ile paragraphs could not be deleted merely 

because they failed to satisfy a particular delegation~ if such a procedure were 
. 

followed most of the draft report might disappear. 

~ne Rapporteur's suggested changes had rendered paragraph 28 more acceptable. 

Mr. SEYI_FU (Ethiopia) said that the real distinctions between the three 

schools of thought that the Rapporteur had sought to reflect in paragraphs 27 and 28 
• . 

was difficult to discern. If it was the case that the supporters of the freedom of 

scientific research had not argued that it should be entirely untrammelled, 

paragraph 28 would haye to be redrafted. He suggested as a solution that the word 

"while" in the first line should be omitted and that the words "and/or recognized 

that" should be inserted after the word "protected". 
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• ~ " . . . . .  . . .  

. "  ' . .  . . . . .  . .  : . . . . .  

..... }~r, ~ [ ~  (United Republic of Tanzsmia) felt that paragraph 28 mighb be 

maintained and the.proposed chs]]ges to the latter p.art of paragm:aph 27 might prove, to 
. . . .  .. ~.. . . :. . .. ° .. . : . . . .  . 

.., . . .. . . . . - .: .... • ....,. ~ ~ .i, .. " . . . .  " 

b e  u r i n e  c e  s s a r ~ j  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -. 
....i :~.!" "" ..:. . ':: :" " . '.2:.:: " . . . . .  .) 

}~. NcI~RNAN (United: States of Nnerica said that the Rapporteur's m:0dified ..... 

text for para6~aph 28 was acceotable. That paragraph was certainly not redundant since 
. i"  . - :  . / :  : .  !. . : " (  . .  : ." . : : . . .  ~ . . . . . . . .  ~ _ . : . . : . .  " . .  - " ~ " " . .  . , "  . . . , : . -  . : .  ~. . . . .  . 

i t  o b v . i Q u s l y  d e a l t  w i t h  a d i f f e r e n t  v i e w  f r o m  t h e  o n e  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  l a s t - s e n t e n c e  . o f  
• - .:: ~ . .  • . . . . .  . "  : . : .  . : . .  - . . . .  . ; . . : .  , . . . .  ~ . : " " .  , . . . '  . .  .. - . . . .  , , - :  - - . .  . . -  : . ,  .. 

paragraph 27. Hence he could not agree with the Drazilian representative, 
. . . .  .: . . ~ . . . . . . .  . • . . ..,. • . 

• , . . . . . . .  

The CHA~,~ suggested ,that the delegations which had commented.on.. .... 
.. . . . 

;. .: .. 

paragraph-28 be requested .to work out a compromise_text .......... 
' • . . . " . . • : . . . .  : .  : . 

.it was so a~reed, 

P ar~a~aDh 29 . 
. . . . . . .  • . -;. ,.. : . . -. • .. . "" ":: -. " " .. " " 7 "  

P a r a , ~ r a p h  2 9  w a s  a d o ~ d ~ ,  s u b j e c t  t o  d r a f t i n g  c h a n , ~ e s  i n  t h e  ' . F r e n c h  . : t e x t .  ,. . . . .  . . . . . . .  . 

P a : r a ~ a p . h ,  ..5.0 , .  • : : . . . .  . .- 
• . . . .  

Mr. BURCIL~/K ' {Ulcrainian So.viet S0Cia!i-s%--Republic)-guggested the insertion of 
..... • ~-~: ' , . .... .:',. .'. . . ..: . . . . . . . . . .  , ..... • 

the words "and the continental shelf" s~ter the wor&s ';'t"erritorial sea" in %:he four.th 
,: .. / --.-.... . • , . , . . . . . .  

• . , 

line, , ' 
. . . .  ... . . . .  . , : . - ... ... .:- -,: . 

. . y  ~ • " ; .  : - .  . . .  . . . .  

F i r .  d e  F I G U E I R E D O  B U S T A N I  ( B r a z i l )  p r o p o s e d  that t h e  wo.r.d. " a n d ! '  after t h e  . .  
• . . - . . .  

• . . 

words "coastal State" in .the fourth line should ,be replaced by the words, "and/or" and 
. .  , • . . . .  . .  : . . .  , ~ . !  . • . . . . . .  : • ...~ ~. 

... . ~ .  • .. ., :..,.:.......,. ...... 

that the words ".sovereib~nty and" should be inserted before the word "jurisdict.ion!' in, 
, : : : :  . • . ; " . :  . .....: : .  . . . . .  ' , - . .  . . . . .  , . . . . . . . .  . , . .~, 

the same line, 
, ,,,!-, ... , ..... : .... : 

• .. 

The CH~-kI2MA/~ said it seemed superfluous %O. refer ,to the sov, ereign$y of a 
.~, ,," , . ... • . . ..... i . ,. • .. 

coastal State. since it was implicit in the institution of the %e:rri.t..0rial sea ..... 
• . : . . . : •. . . . .  

1{r, McKEPATAN (United States of i~.merioa) said that the Brazilism amen¢]men%~ 
" ' .  . " ( . . ,  . . . .  i.% ............. :~ . . . . . . . . . . . .  " . . . . . . . . . . .  "- ' ' - '  . : .  • " ' "  

would be acceptable provided the difficulties over paragraphs. 27 and, 28 were resolved 
• . ; ' " . . : , . ' : "  " ' .  . . . .  . )  . , . :~ . . . . . . . . , - : , ~  ~ . .  ,6 . 

. 

• Fir. KOLCB]'flg0V (Bulgaria.) . said that the term "areas under itsl j.trrisdiction~' 
• . .. : .. 

. . . . . . . .  

was meaningless for some countries and should be e~cluded particularly .if .paragraph 30 
.. . . . . . .  

was intended to reflect their views Such areas should not be mentione¢] in con.j.unction 
• , . " . :  . .  • , . . ,  - . , r ". " . . . . :  • . "  m " ~  . . .  ' .  , . - . . . . ~ .  , . . . . . ,  

w i J]h the territorial sea. . . . . . . . .  . : , 
• ~ .  .. : . . . . . . . . . . .  .. 

}~e, gALDEZ (peru) said tha,t the Brazilian &men&ments were acceptable, His 
.. , . . . . • . ' ; .  . . . .  - ,  . .  .. , . . . . . , 

delegation , among others, .always used. the terms "sovereignty and jurisdiction", in 
• . ... 

.. . j . . . . .  .. 

j ux t apo s i t ion, . . 
.- / . . ~ :  . . ' . .  " . • . . ,  . . "  • • . . . - . .  • . . • . 

k~... BURCma< . ( m ~ a i n i a n  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Re>ublic) o b s e r v e d  t h a t  a.. p r o p e r  
. .  

. .  

balance had robe strugk b:etween paragmaphs 27 mad 28 which referred, to the high, seas 
• . 

sc]icti . . , and areas outside national ,jr~'i ' on and paragraphs 29 and 30 dealingwith the 
. . 
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territorial sea, the continental shelf or "zones of national jurisdiction". The 

agreement of the coastal State was necessary for the conduct of scientific research 

in the latter three areas. 

He had no objection to the Brazilian amendments. 

MissCASKEY ' (Canada) said that the Brazilian ~lendments were acceptable. 

Paragraph 29 reflected the position tsl~en by the Soviet Union delegation snd some others 

but it should be borne in mind that the term "zones of national jurisdiction" had not 

yet been adopted or defined. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

_Tjb~e~ ~Ukrainia n _and .  ~ Brazilian amendments to #ar a~_a]3h 50 ~,~ere~ adP/Lte_~d. 

P~ra~raph 30,. ~S ~_~amended~ ~,JaS~ado]Dte d. 

(Somalia) appealed for reason and urged members of %he 

Sub-Committee not to indulge in captious criticism of the Rapporteur's tits,ft. 

.......... The meetin~w rose at 6.30 ll, m. 
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