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• . .  . . . . .  

. . ~  ; . 
• . • 

Mr. ABDEL-I£~}.!iD (Eg~.pb)~ Rapport.eur~ _introducing an informal ~evited~ text 

of  paragraphs~ 3£'"to 4~',.,. n o t e d  that,  par~~s:Dh,@'"D4. ~ "~o 36~ as r ev i sed~  h & d a i r e a d y  b e e n "  
, . - . . .  . .  

~ ' . . ;  : . .  . 

adopted.' 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Hr. YTDIRiAC~ (S.ps, in) requested that the final text of the report should 

mention all the points raised by Spain during the discussion. The revised draft of 

p a r a g r a p h s  34 to"4.']-"o!m.i~ted .som~. Of %her~"-~ ; : . : : ' : " '  " ~ ' 
: . ' " ' i Y .  " "  " i "  

The CHAIBHAI,I said tl~at bhe secretariat would ensure that all points 

raised ~,ere duly recorded in the report 

Para_gra~h_3~ .. ~. .. -. ...~., .... ... .. -..- .. 

Hr .... AB___DEL-HAHID (EgD:pf,) ~ Rapporteur~ drew attention to the char~.ges made " 
• . . . .  . , -  .. . . -. . . . . . 

to the  d r a f t  o f  parag~a~,~n 37 as i t  h a d  appe.a~e:d .... :" ~ . .... .'m.. n document A/ .&C.138 /SC. I I /L .58 /Add .1 .  

In the first sentence the phrase "similar concepts of national sovereignty and 

~ - ~  jurisdiction" had been insert~a after the word "concept" and the words "intermediate 

zone" after thewords "fishery zone or righiS"", ' The i'ollowing sentence had been 

inserted after the second sentence~ "The view was also expressed %ha~ another defect 
. . . .  . : . ( . . :  : ~ . ,  . . " . . . . . . .  

of the Geneva Conven~ion was the vag~eness of its provisions with regard ~o the 

baselines for measuring the breadth of the territorial sea". The last sentence had 
.. 

been replaced by the following passage. : .. 

"19 was also stated ~hat the question of the uniform breadth of the 
,.. . • . . . . .  - . 

territorial sea Sho~d not be Connected~with the recogniiion 0{ zones or 

other points of coastal State jurisdiction in the adjacent sea areas. 

I% was further stated thai. the determination of the breadth of the 

territorial sea was the concern not only of the coastal State or States~ 

but also involved the interests of the entire international community. 

lt was observed that the determination of the breadth of the ~erritorial 

sea should depend on the legal r6gime of the zone adjacent %o the 

territorial sea am_d~ in ps,rticular~ on the nature ~d conten~s of the ........ 

rights of the coast,al State and its jurisdiction in such a zone." 
• . 

. . . .  . 

~ir. _S~AP0_ZHN!/~0V (Ukrainism Soviet Socialist Republic) s~:~ggested that ~he 
• . 

words "or other points of coasia.! Stai e jurisdiction" in what was now the sixth 
• . . : 

sentence should be amended to read "or other kinds of coastal State jurisdiction". 
• .] " .i. 

Hr. ABDEL-~BI~"iiD (E~ypt)~ R~pp0rteur~ agreed to that amencLmen~ 

Parawrs~0h ~" as revised and a ~ . e ~ ' _ - ,  a .do~ed .  



..2It .... .ABDEL-H/~'4~ ( E g v p t ) ~  Rappor%eur~  s a i d  %ha% %he %e±t  .o f .p .aragtraph 58 
• . .  

remained unchanged, ' " 

Mr~ TUNC~L (Turkey) said. he agreed with %he %ex% of paragraph }8 bul would 

like i% recorded %ha% during %he deba%6 m~y speakers had mentioned %he desirability 
, .... 

of negotiation on limits in %he case o£ adjacent coastal States. 
• .. 

Parag'raP h 58~, as con%a,ined in document AAC 1 8 SC;il L 58 Add,l 'was a ~ ,  
. : - ... 

~ir .  ABDEL-HAI'..ilD (E~<p%)~ Rapporteur~ said %ha% in the third sentence the 

phrase "including ships wi%h special characteristics~ .aS"well aS regulations for 

%he protection of the marine environment and for marine pollution" had been .added, 
. . . .  . . 

T h t - ~ i t t t o w i n g  s e n ~ e n c e  h a d - ~ e e n  i -nser t .ed-af@e~-,  t h a t  sen.%enoe.:. ..... : " . in  t h . i s  oOfinexion 

the view was expressed that such coastal reg-~la%ory powers were no% compatib.ie with 
• . . . 

%he princip!e of. innocent passage", The following %we sentences ..had been added 
,.. 

"l .- .] "- . .. 

to the end of the Paragraph: 
• .-. - . . . .  

• 

"I% was also stated @in_~::l; :~here was no need. %o revise the concept o£ 
• : . . -.... - ,  

innocent Passage as ~~ applied in %.errit0ria! sea areas other than straits : 
" . " . .  .-. -'. ..i' ..~ . . . . 

u s e d  fox; in%erna@ional navigaiion, Reference was made to t_he establishment 

of an appropriate and binding" dispu{e- set%lemen% machinery,,"', .. 
: . . . . . .  . . . - .  . - 

P • . . . . . . . . . . .  

4 o  " " :  • - . . . . .  " " 

P a r a g r a D h s  £0 and  zg . t_~s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  d o c u m e n t ' ; .  . 7. -,!:.::-..-.:.... 
. .  

w e r e  a d o o t e d .  - ..... 

• 

The followin_~ text was adopted f0r insertion af~e ~ ~ as 
• .. 

.. 

" T ' I  ~ ~ragraphs=,_ :::: 41A and ./I~,., 

"41A, 1% was stated that there should be es%abAisheaa r4gime o f:naviga%ion 
. : . .  

• . . 

through the %erri~orial sea and through s~a-aits used for international 

navigation which would involve passage u~c],e~; treaty-de£imed: conditions 
l i • . • .-: ... - , . .  

supplemented by a b" r~. ~, zn~zns: dispute settlement machinery forN~ng point: of 
.. 

. . . .  

international ins%mtuu_lons for the oceans 
• 

" 4 ! B .  1% was s t a t e d  %hat t h e  o n l y  p r o b l e m  ~m_der d i s c u s s i o n  w i % h ~ r e f e r e n c e  - 

io %he list of subjects and issues was %ha% of straits used for international 

na~Iga0ion as th, ey were c:ef_xn~d by interna$ionsllaw, 'v 



~ h  42 
• . . 

~ir. ABDEL-Bi:2',:~D (Egypt)~ Rapporteur~ said that the revised paragraph 
, .. ,... 

s h o u l d  r e a d  as  f o l l o w s  ~ 
• . . 

"It was stated that in s%.ra.its used for international navigation all ships and 

aircraft, should enjoy %.he same freedom of navigation and overflight for %he purpose 

o f  t r a n s i t  as  %hey have  i n  t h e  h i g h  s e a s . " ,  . .  

~. N'~S!_NOVSKY (-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the USSR 
• . .< . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ... ,,. . . . . . . .  • . 

unders$ood the term '~s%raitsuseci"for ii~%ernati0nal navigation" %o mean Strai~s 
: . . 

. . . . . .  ~L.." . . . . . . . .  

comnecting , isle parts of the high seas. 
• . 

m 4 

• .... . 

Pe~..agqiaph___~, a___s revised~ was adpi~e.d .. 
.. 

P a r a  _~_ ___aP._ h~: :__.4.5., .. .. . 

Pa_ra_g~a'ph__h 4 5 ,  as  c o n t a i n e d  i n  d o c u m e n t  A/AC.i58/SC.II/L 58_~~ .1_m - s ado  t 

P a r a g r a p h  :..44 
• . . 

.)it. ABDEL-~D (Egyp%)~ Rappor%eur~ said that the phrase "~der whatever 
.. 

r@gime would be applicable" had been deleted from the first sentence~ and the 

following sentence inserted after that sentenee~ "In ~his connexion, i~ was also 
.. . 

stated %ha% there was ..no need for prior no~ice and authorization". The word 

"f~u~.ther': had been inserted before She word '~s%a%ed" in %he last sentence, 
-- .-: b 

~ h  44, as revise d~ was ado-~. 
o Q 

The CHAI~~ invited %he Sub-Committee io resume consideration of ½he 

t e x t  o f  %he d r a f t  r e p o r t  as  c o n t a i n e d  in"documen%:~[/KC.,138/sC.II/L-:58/~~-d.i:. 
~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

h 

............... M'~]~. ~ E ~ Y  (};[e%herlanclS) sa ia%h~a%~-he cdidcept  o f a  geog~ais ! i i0a l Iy  " 

disadvantaged State had not been defined and would indeed be difficult %0 define. ' 

As used in the proposals submi%.ted~ i% usually mean% a Sta%.e wi~o~%. convenient ..... 

access ~o or economic in%crest in marlne Spade; ....... However~ '~he !nd6nesian represen- 

tative had. argued %ha,% being situated on s%.rai%s used for international n&vibo~.%ion 

could also be considered a disadvantage. A more appropriate term might perhaps be 
.:.. 

-. 

found in order to avoid confusion. 
: .. 

Mr, ABDEL-H~Iy~_~, (E~fpt)~ Rappor~eur; suggested that the words "as 

g e o g r a p h i c a l l y  d i s a d v a n t a g e d "  s h o u l d  be r e p l a c e d  by %he words "%o be i n  an 

unfavourable geographical po.sitiom". 



. :.[ ..... . . . . .  ... . - 

Mr. KUSUNAA~'~-~,DJA (Indonesia) sad Mr. VOH~g~ (Malaysia) supported that 
:.. 

suggestion. 
• 

~_h_45, as revisedwas ado tp_~ 

P a r a ~  
• . :  . .  . . .  

Miss RUIZ CERUTTI (Argentina) suggested that She penultimate sentence~ 
• . . 

referring to the judgment of the International Count of Justice in the North Sea 
• . . :. 

. . . .  . • .._.. . 

Continental Sh~,If cases~ should be inserted after the first sentence in %he 
,. 

. . . .  

paragraph~ making it %he second sentende~ and that the following sentence should be 
: . . 

inserted after it: "It was further s%abed that, since national jurisdiction 
• 

.... 

e x i s t e d  ove r  the  c o n t i n e n t a l  s h e l f  p r i o r  %o the  p r o p o s a l  to e s t a b l i s h  an i n t e r -  
~ • . ,  . . 

. . . .  - .  

national sea-bed area, the acquired rights of coastal States over the continental 

shelf should be recognized". 

Mr. NJ~TGA (Kenya) suggested that the following phrase should "0e added to 

the  s e n t e n c e  r e f e r r i n g  to  the  judgment  o f  the  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Cour t  o f  J u s t i c e ~  -"but 
. . . .  

. . '  . 

it was emphasized that the cases were concerned only wi~h delimitation of the 

c o n t i n e n t a l  s h e l f  be tween  S t a t e s  and no t  w i t h  t he  o u t e r  l i m i t s  o f  the  c o n t i n e n t a l  
• . .  . 

. .  

shelf". 
... 

Mr. ROBINSON_. (Jamaica) supported that  suggestion. 
• 

l~r. PARDO (.I~lalta) suggested that the words "depth'and breadth criteria" 
• . . 

• 
. .  

in the fourth sentence should be replaced by the words '"criteria of depth and Of 
. . . .  

. 

.. 

distance from the coast". 
-. 

• , . 

: Mr. BREd[NAN (Austraiia)supported the amendment proposed by Argentina 
.:. 

.. . . • . 

since it reflected a statement made by his delegation~ and the amendmen~proposed 
. . . . .  

.. 

by Malta. He suggested that the word "geomorphological" should be inserted before 
. . .  

the word "geological" in the fourth sentence. The Kenyan amendment would be 
0 . . . .  . 

acceptable if it formed a separate sentende beg.inningwith the words "It was also 
: . . . . . . .  

stated .that .,.". The word "emPhasized" would upset the balance of thereport~ 
.. 

which at present used such neutral expressions as "It was stated that ..." or 

"Reference was made %0 ,. ,". 

~@. 0XMAN (D~ited States of funerica) said that the Kenyan amendment 
: . 

.. 

accurately refl~cted the substance of remarks made about the judgment of @he 
.. 

. . .. . . . .  . , .. . . . . . .  

International Court of Justice~ although the judgment itself in fact dealt with other 
• 

matters besides delimitation of the continental shelf between States. The amendment 

proposed by Argentina would be difficult %o accept~ as it would give additional 

prominence to the rights of_ooasta,l States~ while no reference was made in the 

paragraph to the duties and oblig~.,tions which were intimately connected with such 
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rights, That issue~ raised on •numerou s.Occasions by his dele .ga%i.on~ might,lhowever be 

more appropriately dealt with in paragraph 56~ to which %he United States nigh..%:-:- 

• . ~ ~ . . . . . . . . .  -''" ...... 7 ....... • propose substantial amendments %o ensure that it.. adequately _e~lected his ..... .... .... 

delegation's views, The United States would no% then wish to amend paragraph 4.6.. 

,Mr, TUNC________~ (Turkey) Said that the present rex..% .of the ~sentenoe dealing 

with %he-judgment of the In*~erna.tionalCourt of Justice adequaiely .reflected the. 

references which had been.made to it during the discussion., At %he Committee's 

previous, session~ the .~arkish delegation, had dealt ~t some length with %he ques$i.on 

of the delimitation of marine spaces with reference to t.he Court's judgment, That 

judgment deal% mainly with the legal aspect of continental shelf delimitation between 

adjacent anti-opposite S%a~es~. but also raised the geological and geomorphoio.gical 

aspects~ defining the continental shelf as the natural prolongation of %he land mass 

under the .sea, The reference to the judgment in the paragraph was therefore quite 

rightly followed :. by a reference to the question.of delimitation be.%ween adjacent.-, and 

opposite S~a%eS Argentina's amendment dealt only with the legal aspect of coastal 

States' rights and should not be so placed as to appear to follow from the reference:..-- 

to the Court's judgment, Kenya's amenS~nent should no~ be in the same sentence as .... 

%he reference to %he judgment of the International. Court-of Justice~ as .9.h~% judgmen~ 
. . . . . . .  

had also been mentioned in Corn~exion with matters other %hart %He outer.l, im&is of the 

continenial shelf, He was .tHerefore in favour of keeping the present wording Of 

paragraph 46 and placing the proposed amendments in a separate paragraph dealing -. 

with differen% aspects of the continental shelf question. . .... 
. I ~. " Mr, IKrD.ERSO~ (United Kingdom) said he was in favour of K~epzng %he present 

neutral wording of the sentence referring to ~he judgment of .the International. Court 

of Justice~ although the sentence could be. inserted earlier in the paragraph if ~ha% 

was the gene_~al wish, I% quite rightly expressed :no opinion on %he Court's decision: 

If Kenya's amendment was ad, op%ed,~ i% should be placed in a separa.te sentence and the. 

phrase "which described the continental shelf as the natural prolongation, of the land 

mass under %he sea '' should be added %o the sentence referring to %he Court's. 

judgment. 

Fir. FIGUEREDO (Venezuela) supported %he suggestions made by the re~resen-. 

tatiVes of Argenii#'a~ Aus-braiia am, d. Malta and agreed with %he United Kingdom thai...,.:. 
• 

the reference to the judgment of %he International Court of Justice should :be kept ...... 

in its present form, -- ' .--.,..., 
... 

....................................... . .................................... • ..... :-" . .: . 
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Mr. ZOTIADES (Greece) agreed with the representative of }Jialta that the 

o i erion of aistance from coast  eohnioal . -mo e   propria{e 
• .;.... . . : .. - 

• .:. 

breadth. Otherwise paragraph 46 Should remain as drafted. The other amendments 

proposed would destroy its balance. The sentence dealingwith th e judgement of the 
• . ...... • .. .. 

International Court of Justice was sufficiently general to cover all the r6i~erences 
: ~ • . . . . . .  . .. 

. . . . .  . .. ~ . . 

made to it in the discussion. 
.. 

Fir. NJENGA (Kenya) said tha'~ in a spirit of compromise~ he would ag~fee to 
• . . . • • ....... .. ..- . 

the suggestion that his amendment should form a separate sentence ~oeg±nnmng~ " .... with the 

words "lt was stated that". He would find it difficult to accept the additional 
.. 

. . . .  . 

phrase proposed by the United _Kingdom about the natural p r016ngi~i0fi:Of tlie !ahcl in&ss 

under the sea~ as that had not been the only aspect of the case men%i6fi@~, .... Th@ge ~kd: .... 

. . . . .  : " " " "  ..... : .... ° " d also been a reference %o the Court' s finding that ~he continental shelf was qualmfme . 

by the concept of adjaoency~ Which did no% extend beyond I00 miles. If the United 

Kingdom maintained its amendment, he would be obliged %o insist on a reference %0 %ha% 
• . . . . .:. .. . . . . . . . . .  

concept of adjacency. " ' 
. . .. .. 

• . . 

~ . .  OSH!FL& (Japan.) proposed that the words "and to the resources of the 
.~ 

continental shelf" should be added at the end of the last Sentence. 
• ... • . . . 

}/~_, ~de A P~UJO C~ASTRO (Brazil), referring %o the comments mgd@~b~.( th@ United 
..~. 

States representative on the amendment proposed by the Argentine representative, and 
• 

in particular his reference to paragraph 56~ said that the Rapp0rte9.9" h/d:~o~en " wise 
- . - 

• .. . 

n.o% to: mention pollution control and scientific research~ since those topics had been 
." 

. .  

extensively discussed in Sub-Committee Iii and would be covered in its 'repor~ :. 
• . : . : • . , . ,. 

• 

Nevertheless, his delegation ~ - iully appreciated the United States point Of view~ which 
• : . 

might perhaps be accommodated by the addition of a fewwords in paragraph 46~ after '~:": 
.. 

• ,. . . ." . 

the words proposed in the Argentine amendment. " . . . . .  

Iv!_~ O_L_~{iN (United States of America) assured the Brazilian represen%ative 
.. 

that his amendment to paragraph 56 would be shOrt a~:f@~<~'dh,!d"not "be c0htroversial. 

Fkc. JACOViDES (Cyprus) said that his delegation was -willing to accept the I ..... 
• .. .. • .-- . .' ~ . : 

paragraph as it st, ood~ howeve1~ ii ~ the text was t0 be changed~"i% sl~o~Id be amended 

along the lines proposed by the I'/~ltese and I(enyan representatives. The words "and 
. . . .  

the relevant rules of the 1958 Geneva Convention" might also be added atthe end. 
... 

• . . . 

' }@. ~DELLHA],IID (Egypt)~ Happorteur said he f e l t  that  %he pa~graph could 

be adopted if the following changes were made: the reference to the !n%e~national 

Court of Justice should 0e moved up~ a-no. the Kenyan amendment sho,~!ct follow it~ as 

sub-amended by Australia~ the word "geomoz~ohological" should be inserbed~ ~]d the ~ 

Argentine~ Japanese and ]'~altese amendments should also be accepted. The United 

ICingdom representative had withdra]~m his amendment° 
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Mr .jACOVIDES"( ' " ~- " . Cyprus) said that he Would no% press has amen.dmemt.~, on the 
,. 

m ~ d e r s t a n d i n g  tha% i% Was - c 0 v e r e d b y  t h e  r e f . e r e n c e  t O  . t h e  G e n e v a . . C o n v e n t i o n  i n  t h e  " 

s e c o n d  l i n e .  o f  " p a r a g r a p h  4 6 .  • . . . .  " " ' 

Mr ,  PARD.0. :" (Mal ta)  s a i d - t h a t  t h e  .words  ' " ~ . ' . s t a n o e  f r o m  t h e  c o a s t "  m i g h t  b e  

c o n s i d e r e d , o n e - s i d e d ; ,  t h e  w o r d s  " . d i s t a n c e . f r 0 m  %he c o a s t  o r  f r o m  a p p r o p r i a t e  b a s e l ~ n e s "  
- .  

might be better. • • 

• " The CI~AlP~~-sa±d that the Nal@ese representative's Sugges.tion-,was:-acceptable 

to the Rapporteur. " ' .. 
. .  

Pard ra h " 4 6 .  as amended was "ado ,o t ed ,  " ' 
- -  - . .  • • . . .  

P a ~ "  hs - "4  a n d  4,8 - 

Mr. OXV~A~.(United States of America) proposed that the last sentence in: ' 

p a r a g r a p h  47  st~0"u!d b e c o m e  t h e  second-se l i t~-ez~c .e  of. p a r a g T a p h  4 8 .  

I t .  was  s o - d e c ± d e a l .  • , . . . .  

F i r . -AR.tAS SCHP~ZBER ( P e r u )  s a i d  t h a t  h e  W i s h e d  t o  m a k e  i t  c l e a r  t h a t  h i s  

d e l e g a t i o n  t s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  c o a s t a l  s t a t e s  was  a s  
- . .  . 

indicated in document A/AC,I38/SC,II/L, 27, " •. - ,-, " . ~' ' 

Mr, P~'IIREZ .(Ecuador) also drew attention to the contents of d0cument " 

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

' F I r , "RAJAPAKSE ( S r i  L a n k - a ) . p r o p o s e d . t h a t  t i l e  w o r d  " e x c l u s i v e ' "  s h o t ~ l d  b e -  " 

inserCed before the word. "ec0n.omic'": .in what was n.o.w .the second sen.fence of paragraph"48. 
.. 

-". -l~Ir. _PA_RDO (~alta) propose~ the addi%i0n~ at the end of paragraph 48, of a 

sentence reading:. "Reference W~s also.made to.~he interest of the international ' 
• 

commtm/ty in effi.oient .resource-t~anagement within, the exclusive economic zone". 

Mr. ABDEL-H~rLI~D -(Egyp%), Rapporteur~ said that the amendments proposed ;" ..... 

by the Sri Lanka a~d l~Itese represen%atives were .~ccep%.able~ ..... ' " '" 
, 

. "  . ' • . " ~ • • • . "  • • - " . "  " - " , ~ n : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . ~ r a p h s  ..... 4 ~ . . a n ~  a s  amenaed, w e r e n ' t ,  i . . . . .  

Parao.~a'oh-~9 

• :!~I..~. BORRAYO tXEYES ( G u a t e m a ! a ) s u g g e s t e d  a d r a f t i n g  change.5.±n. . . t t ie : . - -Spanish 

text, 

I Vir., PAR/)O (},b, l t a ) s a i c l  t t ~ a t  t h e  Is ,  s t  sen%ence  seemed rather h a r s h °  I t  m i g h t  

p e r h a p s  be t o n e d  do~rn b y  t h e  d e l e t i o n  o f  %he w o r d s  " a n d  U n l i k e l y  t o a c h i e v e  t h e  p u r p o s e  

f o r  wh:i  ch  %hey w e r e  $n ten .dec l i '  .,. • ' " • .... -:-: --," -. " .. -.' " " 
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p aragr}phs .47 and 48 and the firs% part of paragraoh 49 reflected the view of %hose 
. ... 

... 

who were in favour of est~olishing exclusive economic zones. He therefore had no 

objection to their inclusion. The last sentence in paragraph 49~ however~ expressed 

his delegation's view, and those who were in favour of econonic zones were not entitled 

9o tone it down. The text should be left as it stood. He proposed that a further 

sentence reading "It was also stated that the establishment of exclusive, economic zones 

might .be prejudicial to the rights and interests of other States." should .joe added at 

the end of the paragraph. . . . . .  ..~.. 

, ~<r~. PAP,_DO (Malta) suggested %ha% the new sentence proposed by the , .. • 

Soviet representative might be better placed elsewhere, • .. . ......... . .,. 

}~kr. NJE~[GA (Kenya) said his delegation would find it difficult to-accept- . 
• . 

the deletion .of the words "and, unlikely %o achieve the purpose for which, they were .. . 

i n t e n d e d " :  

~{r. W.7~IRY (Netherlands.) proposed the deletion .of the word "o.remature" since 
• . 

. . . . . . .  . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .  

he had no recollection of any delegation expressing the view that regional economics-: .... 

zones would be premature~ He agreed with the }{altese representativetha% the sentence 
..l . . . .. 

• . .  . . . .  

proposed by the Sovie.t .re.presentative. would be more appropriate, in another par~.aph, 

... ,. i~liss C .ABRERA (Mexico) said she wished to make it. clear %ha%9 'in her 
.. 

delegation's view~ the exclusive.economic zones concerned were regional .or subregional 

zones and. tha-t the last sentence should be interpreted in that light. .. .- 

}Jkr. I~JENGA (Ifenya)~ referring %0 the Netherlands representative's proposal .. 

that the word "premature" should be deleted~ pointed ou% that, the Kenyan delega.tion had 

in fact erpressed the view that such exclusive economic zones would be prematum.e~ . ~ .  

.~ 

because of the lack of regional, organizations capable of making stud enforcing %he 
. . . . . .  :: 

tel evan% regul ations. . 

}Jk ~. ABDEL-HAM~D (~Egypt),. R apporteur~ suggested that the new sentence proposed 

by the USSR representative should be included as a separate paragraph after 

paragraph 51.:.. . . . . .  . .  . . .  
. .  . . . . .  

~[r. NAS~-~OVSIC/ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed to that 

suggestion... 
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~@, ~ ~ f N '  G A . . . ( Z a m b i a  ) s a i d  t h a . t ~ . . . . i n  t h e .  l i g h t  o f  t h e  .~..n.e.n~!.e...n,$...p.lIQ,'posed b y  

. . . . .  :rlohed%o propose %he a~o.ltion~ at %he end of-pam./graph .J~9~ %he USSR reDresen$-ative~..he ~, "~" .. . . """ 
,.. 

o£ a new. sentence reading: ,'The view..:.w&s e:~ressed %hat there appeared" %0 b@ 

inadequate safeguards being,,.made for the -" ~,'~- ~ " rl,.d,n.is m~d interests, of aeveloplng is/qd-looked 
-._ " ) ._ .. " " : . . .  " " • . .~ . . . .  " " : " " 

• a n d  . o - t h e r  : d i s a d v s n % a g e d  .S%a%.es." . " " : . .  
.. : :. . : . :..- . . . a • " 

. . . .  . . 

• . I : ~ ~ ' k . } / . . ~ D ,  . ( E ~ . p t ) , ~  R a p n o r t e u r , - s a i d  t h a t  . t h e  p o i n t  r a i s e d . , b y  t h e . "  , 

Zambian . r . e . . p ~ e s e n ' ~ a t . i ~ : e  w a s .  already covered, by paragraph 4 8 ,  " ' '. . . . .  

....... ..., ]~_,  .gAO .(Malt) a~reed with the }4altese representative %hat the !as% sentence 
• . . - r - ~ . . - ~ . . - ~ - .  " " - " ~  " , " " - " • " • . . . . . .  

was rather %oo strong, He suggested the addition .of the words '~'~les.s cer%ain 

appropriate arrangements were preliminarily adopted.': at %he end. of t;he, sen%:enoe. 

bh ~. I'.~AYA (Cameroon) s a i d  that: in addi-ti, on to the .:practic-al di.fficulties ,.to 
. . . . .  

which the K.enysn re~r-esent.ative had referred ~ -at the moment %here was!..no accepted legal 

basis for %he co.!%cept of a. regional eoon omi ~ . zone~ i}le Wondered wh.e%her .some re,ferenoe 

%o that matter could not be included in the report, ," .i. ... 

.... ..... • .... ~]~_APOZ}{~,iI{0.'~ ('Jkrainian Soviet S.ocia!is%-Re~r~b!io) .said:<.%ha:%,.th.e Zambian 

prop,0sal, was ,an. independent.one and w~s., not covered, by paragraph -~- i:: 
• .. 

. . . . . .  • . . . .  

}.ft, i\[JEI~GA (Kenya) proposed that the .English text o f .  %he amendment .submi%ted 

by Malt should read ;'unless appropriate arrangements were adoDte~". . . . . . .  
": ' . . . . "  .i t.". --...::. " "" .. " . . . . . . .  - . ,. " . . . .  ~- 

~.~ ABDF~-HANID (Egypt) ~ RaDpo.rt eur~ accepted the }.{enya~ ,.v:er.sion...i. The 
. . .  

Zambian proposal, could ,be .included. in paragraph 51 A, which wo~Id con%.ain, the. . 

Soviet Union's sen ten0e, The point made by the representat.ive of Cameroon would.- 

certainly..be covered., in,. the,. report ,-:. ' ,: 
• . . . .  " . < "  . .  .- " -  . . . .  . .  . . ~ - .  . . . . -  . . . . . .  . . . . .  

. . -  . ~ ! ~  4 9 , . , a s  a m e n d e d ,  w a s  a d o ~ o % e d ,  . .-".  " 
. . .  

. . . . . . . . .  . . .  . .  , • " " 

. .  

.~. ~,[r.. TRESSEL.T (Norway) pro~o.s.ed %ha% %he. Dar.agraDh .s.hould. be split into two .... 

sen%ences~ so as %0 reflect %he different points o£ view that had been expressed ° " ' '. 

%here would be a Ib~l stop after %he words .,:a . .... a.,l s "D %rimoni ca" .with ,%he .:remainder of 
• " -':: • " '"" ,1 ... .. " . . . . . .  i ', • "'.. " ," : " - .: ,i ...- -. ".: -. -J .................... 

• . . .  

t h e  p s m a g r a p h ,  b e i n g  a l t e r e d  m u % a t i s . m u - ~ . . a n d i s ,  . . . . . .  • . . . . . . . . . . .  .. • . " -  ... 
. . . -  . . . :  

~{r. 0XNJ~I (United States of America) welcomed the amendment proposed(by-: " . 

l,[o~,.ray, His o~m. dele,.ga~ion' s .proposal was no t~ ..however~. rgfleo'~ed in % h e . .  ...... . .............. . .... p.aragraph~, ..... 

• ~ ~ f l  and he therefore proposed that a text sho~3.d be ~,daed %o read as follows~ It .was .. .... 

c,~. navigation no%ed '~,hat coastal S%ate economic jurisdiciion should not affect freedom ~ 

and overfligh.% and other ri;~hts %0 carry o~.% .non-resource ac%ivi%ies. It was also 

stated that some activities should be suJojec% %0 coastal State regina%ions in %he 

exercise of its economic-jurisdio:'~J~on;" . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
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I~. PARDO (Malta) supported the Norwegian amendment. The wording after the 

words "patrimonial sea" did not, however, correspond with the position of his 

delegation~ and the United States amendment did not help matters. With regard to 

the United S t a t e s  r e f e r e n c e  to freedom of  n a v i g a t i o n  and o v e r f l i g h t ,  h e w o u l d  p r e f e r  
• . 

the phrase "navi~.ation and overflight under internationally accepted regulations". 

He proposed that a new sentence should be added to read along the following lines: 

"Appropriate regulations should be adopted by intelmational institutions and enforced 

by a compulsory dispute settling procedure with regard to navigation and overflight". 

~r. ZEGERS (Chile) noted that the paragr&ph did not refer to the questions 

of pollution and scientific research and suggested that a general reference should be 

included to cover the position~ The simplest solution would perhaps be to add, after 

the words "patrimonial sea 'r~ the phrase "~lth the only limitation the exercise Of~the ' 

r i gh t s ,  of  Coastal  S t a t e s  in  the zone". 
• . . . 

. .  . 

Mr. NJENGA (Kenya) said that the United States proposal would destroy the 
,.j 

delicate balance so carefully established by the Rapporteur in paragraph 50~ the idea 

should be expressed elsewhere° On the  o ther  hand, he l i k e d  the Chilean s u g g e s t i o n .  
, . .  

the addition of a sentence to reed as follows= "It was seated that~ under the 

concept of n a t i o n a l  s o v e r e i g n t y  mad j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  a p l u r a l i t y  of regimes could be 

accepted for internationa! navigation". 

Mr. OX~[ (United States of America) said that paragraph 50 must reflect 

what had actually been stated on the subject of navigation end overflight and 

non-resource activities. He then reminded the S~Jo-.Committee of what his delegation 

had stated on l8 July 1973 snd what it had proposed in its draft article 4. The 
• . 

first sentence of his amendment to paragraph 50 was intended to recapitulate his 
.-. 

.. 

o~ delegation's position and the secondsentence to reflect what other delegations 

had said. With regard to the Ecuadoriau amendment~ he had not referred to other 

aspects that were alien to the economic zone. 
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~Ir~ RA~ilREZ_ (Ec:u.ador) said that ~" ,-_is delegation' s smlen~nent~ which was 
• , .. . . . . . . .  

designed to cover also the positions of Paragmlay~ Peru~ Dk~uguay ' and others~ related 

directly t0 the question of navigation. 
{ 

~k', ._iBDEL-H~H~I..ID ~Egypt) ~. Rappor.....te.uz:.~. su~mn. ~rizing the diso ussion~ sugg~es.ted 
• .. 

that the N0r.wegia-~ .amendalent should be .adopted ~ the }-kltese proposal~..-:to add a.:new 

sentence, at the end. of the paragraph sho~dd be adopted~ the Ecuadorian-amendment 

should form. new paragraph 50 A~ the Chilean amendment should be adopted~ and the 

United States amendment shored £orm new.paragraph 50 B, 

ParaRraph. 509 as amended~ was adopted. 

~ 0  A was ado~o~ted. . 

Par~,raph. ;50 ~ was a a o ~ ~ .  . .  

. . . .  

F~. FIGUEPd~DO (Venezue la )  p roposed  that .~a s p e c i f i c  r e £ e r e n c e . . s h o u l d  be made 
. . . . .  

An the  paragT..aPh to the  s u p p o r t  e x p r e s s e d  f o r  the  f i g u r e  o f  200 n a u t i c a l  mAles as  t he  

outer limit of the economic . . . . .  zone.of the patrimonial.sea9 without prej'udfbe..to the 

fact that some delegations had sug.,gested other form~dae° .H.e.also propose'd.that the 
.: . 

word "geomorphological" should be..adrled between the words "geological," and "economic" 
. . ~ . . .  -. , . . • . . . .  , . 

in the fourth Jine of thei~arag'r_i.p'h~' .. 
.... 

• . ~. 

Fir. YANI~O__~V <Bulg'arla~.~ referring ~o the first Venezuelan amenS/nent~ said 

that if a fair balance was %o be established~ it would be necessary to indicate the 

opinion of several othez ~ delegations on that subject° He wotLld therefore propose 

that a sentence should be added at the end of paragraph 51 recording i%he view that 
. . .  

suoh..an excessive extension of the outer limits of economic zones .might affect the 

interest of the intez~na%.ional community in t~_e equitable use of the riches of the 

seas • 

~.~ro [TIEYTE (Dk~ug~ay) and Fir. BORRAYO !KEYES (Gua temala )  S~:pi)orted the .. 

Venezuelan araeudraent. 
• .: . ...:. .. 

IVLr ZEGF/~S (Chile) said that his delegation also supported %he Venezuel..s.~ 

_ ~ ' ~  proposal. /Lltogether a-pproximately 80 States supported the ~oure of 200 nautical 

miles~ mnclua~ng the 41 African States parties %o the Addis Ababa Decla~atJon~ 22 Latin 

American States~ includLng" the 14 signatories of tl~e Santo Domingo Declaration~ 

Australia and Canada and about 8 other western States~ 7 or 8 Asim% States and 

Yugoslavia° That support had been expressed in proposals~ in formal deb&tes~ and in 

the informal ~e ~ ~"~"~' of the ~¢~orking Group 

.......... The meetin 6 was sus:oended at 6.3_~j!.m and resigned a~ _7~io 



Pit FIGVEREDO (Venezue_a/~ support~ed by  ~."~i ° . ROSENT&~L ( i%x ico)  and' 
• - .  . . . . .  

• . . , - 

" ~ proposed that a new second sentence should be added to lv~°o ZARATE i, Colombia~ ~ . . 
. . . . .  . .. ... .. 

parag'raph 51 to read~ "In statements m£d_ draft articles on the patrimonial sea Or 
. . .  

• . 
• . .  

• . . . . . 

exclusive economic zone~ a distance of 200 nautical miles was suggested as a maximum " 
. . . .  

- . . .  

limit for this zone.". 

.... Hr. YANI(OV (Bulgaria) said that if" a specific fig'~re was mentioned for %he 

e x c l u s i v e  econom±c zone~ t h e  %ext would  be u ~ f a i r  and: u n b a l a n c e d .  The re  were  o t h e r  
. .  

specific figures for which greater support had been sno~,,n than for the 200-mile limit 

to the exclusive economic zone. For ex&m:ple, %here had been more support for the 
. . . .  • . . .  . . . .  

.'... 

12-mile limit to :the territorial sea~ but no reference %o that figure had been 
• ... :.. • .. 

included in the text. The situation m ight~ perhaps9 be rectified by inserting after 
. . . . .  . - 

the Venezuels/% sentence a rum%her sen@once to read~ "It was poin$ed out~ on the 
• . .. .. • . 

.. .. . ..,. 

other hand~ tha~ such sa~ extension of the limits of %he economic zone wa~ n0t 
• . . . . ., . 

• , . : • . ", . • % . 

justified. ". 
. ; ~ .  [ . . :  . " .  . 

/ % • . 

Hr .... NAS!NOVSKY \Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) Said bha% the 

Venezuelan amendment %0 paragraph 51 was quite unacceptable %0 his deleg'a%ion. The 

whole  report was based on an ag~reement among delegations .not to indicate any limits 
" . . ., 

. . . • 

in nt~erical, tez~nso..If the Venezuelan proposal was adopte~ in any guise, it would be 
.. . . . ,... 

necessary to reconsider a number of oara~.-r.aphs %hat had already been agreed upon. He ": . . . . .  ~ £ ~ - -  ._ . • . 

• . .$ .: . .. 

• 

t h o r , ' h i  t h a t  .%he . . r eprese i i%at ive  of . ,Venezuela ,  and. h i s  s u p p o r t e r s  s h o u l d  C o n t e n t  " 
• . .  . • 

themselves with the. fact that %heir position was duly reflected in the sunnnary z~ec0rds. 
• i; . . . . .  

Fa'. GROND~L . . ( I c e l a n d ) s a i d  . t h a t  h i s  d e l e g a t i o n "  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  VeneZUe lan  
. . .  

araendmen%, it was inconceivable that there should be no reference to the 200-mile : 
• . .... 

limit for rthe patr hnonial sea or the exclusive economic zone in view of" bhe Very 
... 

q 3 o wide su :ppor t  i t  t_aa r e c e i v e d  i n  t h e  Sub-ConmJ.t%ee 
• . . 

• . - . .  % 

(United. States of Am erzca) fully 5.g'reed with the representative l~c. ON~L~/~ " ~, 

o£ the Soviet Union. The unanimous ag%~eemen% that there should be no reference to 
.. : . .  . 

specific limits had apparently broken do~m, If the Venezuelan amendLmen% were adopted~ 

it would be .necessary. to re-write s. n~mber of other-oaragriphs 11~ the report-. It 
.-, ... 

.-. . . 

mig'h%~ indeed~ become neces~zry to mention a Specific figume Whenever a s:ig~ificsm_% 
... ..: 

n~nber of delegations had supported it. For ex6u~iple~ a. parallel Sentence would have to 

be inclv~ded in Daragraph 57 regarding" the 12-mile limit for the territorial sea. If 
.. .-- . . , _~ 

j ,L _~ we;'e %hen proposed %o refer to other, less widely suppor%ed~ specific limits for 
.-, . . • 

the breadth of %he %erriboria! sea~ then tlhe requirements of fair pr0c@dure would make 
. . .  

........ i% necessary to make similar references-~ith regard t o  other q.uesti0ns~ SUch- as  
• " . .  ,--. 

coasia! State jurisdiction over resources. 
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Mr.., FICJJEPd~D0 (Venezuela) said that the limits of the exclusive economic 

zone constituted an impor~antpa.rt 0f the over-s.ll political a,greement. 1% should 

be remembered %hs.t the acceptance of s. territorial sea with s. width Of 12 miles 
• 

was dependent Ul0On the s.ccepts.nce of s. 200-mile limit for the economic zone, The 

two iimi%s went together, I% ws.s necesss.ry for %he report to reflect wha.t had" 

occurred, in the Sub-Committee° 

His delegation would willingly agree to a. reference to the figures proposed, for 
! . 

the continents.l shelf~ the territoris! sea and so forth, It could, s.lso agree to the 
• : .; . 

• . . 

Bul ga.rian amendment, 
• 

.Nir, HAFNER (Austria.) said tha.t his delega.tion preferred the original text 

of Pa,rs..graph 51, Now that the discussion had. been reopened, however~ the Venezuelan 
... 

compromise seemed to be the best solution, 
-.: , , ;  

• . 

Fir, IfJENGA (Kenya)said tha.t if the United. States proposal regs.rding 
• .. 

pa~a.gra.ph 37 wa.s a.dop%ed~ his .delega.tion would suggest the addition of s. second 

sentence recording the view tha.t the 12-mile limit for the territorial sea. would be 

unacceptable unless the proposal for a.n exclusive economic zone of a. maximum of 

200 nautica.l miles was also accepted° 

_Mr_.. AR.....!AS-SC~.IBE ~ (Peru) sa.id %ha, t if the United. Sta,tes proposal wa,s 

a.dop%ed, his d.e!ega.tion Would. also propose s.dding s. sentence to p.sra, grsph 57~ to the 
- . .  

• , .. ,. ~ ... 

effect that a. maximum, limit of 200 nautical miles had been Suggested. for %he 

ad.ja.cen% sea. over which the cos, sial State exercised sovereignty sad jurisdiction. 

I~_o ZEGERS (Chile) said %ha.t the United S%a.tes propose,l concerning %he 

limits of %he territorial sea. would be a.ccep%a.ble provided %hat %he Kenyan and, 

Peruvian suggestions were adopted, 

Mr,._.FIG~~p0. (Venezuela,) s,lso supported. ~he I{enya.n sad Peruvian suggestions, 

iir, AYIKLA LA,,sSO ' (Ecuador) supported the Peruvian suggestion. 

CA.oT~LO (Bra.zii) said ths.t~ if the discussion on O:srs.grsph 37 
Y . < . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  . " t . _ ? . .  - - 

wa.s. to be reolpened.~ he would have a sentence to add. 
.. 

Fir° YANKOV (Buigs.ria.) proposed, tha.t a.l! %he amendm.ents~ including his own~ 

shoul d be withdrs~ and. ths.t the Sub-Committee should revert to the original text of 
. 

ps.ra.grsph 5]-~ in order to a.void revising the entire report to include references to 

specific iimi%s. 

~.~_r_. C7_EG]L~(!ICZ.. (poisnd) and .M/r_... .... 7~.DAD~! (Tunisia.) supported ths,% proposal. 
- .. 

!I~r,...ABDE~.b-H/@~ID] (E~/pt)~ Rs.pporteur~ suggested tha, t the best solution might 
• . 

be to lea.re pa.rs.grsph 5!_ _s,s .... it_ stood s.nd to include s. new psrs.grsph~ 36_A~ %o read ........... 

as follows: "Suggestions made regs.rding %,he brea.dth of the territorial sea,~ the 

continental shelf~ the ps.trimonia.l sea.~ the exclusive economic zone9 the preferentis.] 

zone beyond the territoria.l sea.~ the economic sea-bed s, res.~ the na.tions.l ocean sps.ce 
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a:nd the exclusive f.isheries zone are se% for%h in the proposals and dra,f% artioies 

annexed to °this repor%"o The teleran% doc~men%s could be iis~ed in a foo%note. 

Hr. NAS!NOVSs~!,?f (Union of Soviet Sooia.lis% Repubiics)~ Kr. S~6POzHNIKOV 

(V£ ra i n i an  Sov ie t  S o c i a l i s t  Repub l i c ) :  ~£r. ROBINSO~T (Jamaica.), Mr. -TBADI{YAY (Nepa l ) ,  
• . .  

~ ,  PAB~O (Ma.lta.)~ i~> .... ~ . . [D.oz/ ! - (Ph i ! ipo ines)  and Mr.. CIEC-LEv¢ICZ (Poland_) suppor ted 

t ha t  suggestion.. 

Mr. ARIAS-SO}!~IBE ~ (Pe~!) said he had no objec%ion %o the course- suggested 
• 

by the Rapporteur~ bu%-thought %hab the paragraph should also eon%ain a :referen6@ 

%0 the seas under na,%iona.l jurisdic%iono 

• }{ri:_.~:IG_~~p. (Venezuel.a) sa id  %ha% h.e could not  a.ccep% %he Ra.pporteur's 
s o l u t i o n ,  s ince i % . i ~ o r e d  %he very  core o f  %he p'--oblem before  %he Sub-Committee. 

i f  the repor t ,  wa.s merely  %0 r e f e r  %0 s%a.%emen%s made i n  %he deba.%e~ a l l  the 

su]Sstan%ive pa.ra.gr&phs could be de le ted  and repta.oed by re fe rences  %0 summa,z~j records 

o f  %he debates and %0 %he dra.f% a.r%ioles d.isoussed i n  z~he Working Group, The 

ques t i on  o f  ].imi%s was one o2 %he key issues c o n f r o n t i n g  the Committee and %he 

f'or%hcoming Co~C.erence~ and %he re.port re.us% r e f l e c $  a l l  %he po in t s  o f  v iew %ha.% had 

been expressed. -. 

Hr. MB_A.YA. (Cameroon), .}~r: .... RosE}F,~ (}~exico), Mr] ZEGE-P~S (Chile) and. 

Mr. VIEYTE (:Uruguay) agreed with $he Venezuelan represen%a.%ive. 

Z.he.C_~!.m..m~. suggested %ha,% pa.ra.~aph 51 should be l el% in a.beya:noe, 

pen.ding.consulta~ions bei~-~een.%he-Ra.pporteur and interested, delegations. 

I% was so a.~reed, 

(Argentina.) sa,id she hoped. %ha.% %he whole qu:es%ion of 

limits-would be considered during %he consultations and.%ha.%..appropria.%e changes 

would be suggested for pa.ra,gzaiphs 57 and. 46. 

Mr. ~~DLER (Cana,da) said-that his d.elegation hoped that the consultations 

would, result in a. sJ~ple~ ,~enerally a.eoepta.ble text which would inoorpora.te the 

essence:-of..:the Venezuela.n and United :S%a.%es proposa.ls. ' . . . .  " 

" • }.{_r. A/TDERSOI~ (United. I{ingdom) said %hab his delegation would have 

preferred, the so!u%ion su,gges%ed by-the Rap por~deuro A discussion on limits could 

continue i.ndefini%.e!y, 

~@o Yanko~..." (B~a.l~,~ria) t;ook %]-::,e Cha, i ro 

Xew p a r a g r a p h  q].A . ~ -  j - .  

%{r.~ . . . . . . . . . .  A-B.DEr, , Tii}..g:D (~.,~g:>;,p . . . .  ~ .;~ ~. Ra.Dpor-[;eur~_ s a i d  t h a t  ti~e._ t e x t  p r o p o s e d  bv.~ t h e  

So ie%-de]_-ega-{i~d-;~l~:::ii::,.¢-ii:,~e d i scuss ion  on pa.ra~'ra.pb 49 and accepted ]:)v 1,he 

C . , . .  Su.b--. o m m _ ~ t t e e  w o u l d  b e  i n s e r % e r ]  a.s n e w  pa ra .g rap ]~ .  51A:  

Para£.'raph 51A was a dopted.~ 
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• • 

.... ~o.  AP~O (Malts,) proposed, the  i n s e r t i o n :  of the  f o l l o w i n g  sen.~en.ce as new 

p a r a g r a p h  51 B~ ".J:".:eference-~.,ras a l s o  made. '-o the need  t . o . c o n s o l i d a t e  the .concepts  of  

the t e r r i t o r i a l  s e a  and the  c o n t i n e n t a l  S h e l f  w i th  t h a t  of  the e x c l u s i v e  economic 

zone i n t o  a new c o n c e p t  0 f n a t i o n a l  ocean, sps~ce Wi th in  a . p rec i se  o v e r a l l  l i m i t  b a s e d  

on. a dis%ante criterion," 

Mr. N DAO ( ~ u r i t a n i a )  said that  the pa.ragraph was not e n t i r e l y  acceptable 
.~. 

%o his dei"~ga%ion, In the declaration by the Organization of African Unity 

/ s9  " (A/AC",138 )9 no d ± s % i n c t i o n . w a s  made be tween %he e x c l u s i v e  f i s h e r i e s  zone sm.d the  

exc lus ive ,  economic Zon.e~. ~ h e r e a s  the  r e p o r t  t_~eated them as s e p a r a t e  zones ,  

He"theref0re Suggested either that the words "Concerning fisheries" should be deleted 
.. 

from the first senten.ce~ or %hat a sentence along the following lines should be 

inserted before the Second senten.ce.~ "For certain, delegations~ %his zone ff's 

merged With the exclusive economic zone", 

~_~. ABD___ E_Ic~.i~IID - (Eg~ot)~ Rapporteur~. sa~d %hat the Sub-Committee's 

discussions~ and~ con.sequen.tly~ the dr~t report~ had been. base~ on .%he list of 

subjects and issues adopted in 1972. It would therefore be a little difficult to 

introduce the idea pu.t foz~.rard.by the Mauritanian representative° He expressed the 

hope that the Mauritamian delegation, would be satisfied if its Views were reflected- 

in. the summary record, 
: :. 

Mr '~ DAO (Mauritania) accepted the solution suggested by the Rapporteur, 

~, '_F~JA~_J~.~E (Sri Lanka)proposed %hat %he firs% sentence should be 

replaced by %he following two sen-%ences ° "Concerning fisheries~ statements were made 
.. 

on the .right of ooas%a! States to establish sin. exclusive fishery zone beyond their 
... 

%erritoriai Sea, Accoro_~ng %o those statemen.%s~ the coastal State would exercise 

sovereign rights for the purpose of exploration~ exploitation~ conservation sm.d 

managemen.% of the living resources~,, including fisheries~ in. that zon.e~ sa~..d could 
.. 

adopt~ from %ime to  time.~ such measures as i% may deem appropriate." ... 

He proposed the insertion of the word "due" before "regard '~ in. the last 

s e n t e n c e ,  



An. essen~ia! idea oenzn~_ the concept of the exclusive fishei~ies zone ~,~.as that in. 

matters of dispute arising in respect of the ,zone and of operations in i t~ the 

paramountcy o£ the judicial institu+ions of the ¢oasta! States would be r.eco~ized ~d 

accepted, A sentence reflecting that idea should be included somewhere, in She 

paragraph. ~ If his suggestion was accepted~, the Rapporteur could be requested to 

formu!ate an appropriate seni, ence and decide where it could best be inserted in the 

paragraph ~ 

Mr, ABDEL-!IA~.ID (Egypt)~ Rapporteur~ said that the proposals made by the 

previous speaker were acceptable to him • 

-~4r. NF~EDLER (Ca~n.s~da) propose@, that the word "it" in the first senten.c e 

should be replaced by "they". He also proposed that the phrase "~he legitimate uses" 

in the last sentence should be repliced by '!other legit~nate uses". 
• . 

Mr. ;,~BDEL~-i~[_D (EgT~t)~ R&pporteur~ e~ccep%ed those amen~nents, 

I,~r. 4RIASzSC~TBER (Peru) noted "bhat paragraph 52 did not  n e c e s s a r i l y  

r e f e r  to the zone of  so v e r e i ~ t y  emd n a t i o n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  His de lega t i on ' s  
. . . . .  

position, with regard to fisheries in. zones of sovereigm.+y a~d national jurisdiction 

had been. stated during %he Sub-Conmlittee's discussions and was set out in 

z 8/sc, zz/ . 54. ' 
. .  

M~c. RAMI}~Z (Ecuador) stated tha,9 his delegation, considered the sovereignty 

and jurisdiction of -bhe coastal State in adjacen.t seas to extend %0 all the resources 

existing in such areas~ including fmonery resources~ ~ibhou5 prejudice to 

intern:ation.al co-opera-bion in. the field of con.servation, 

He reserved the right %o p!ace On record a specific reference to the 200-.mile 

limi%~ in. the light o£ %he issue ~,,~b/ici-~ ha.d been left pending under par~_~gra~h 5.1~ 

~,ir. S[JGi~~!.~ (Jape~)proposed the insertion of the following ne~,~/paragq~aph~ 

at an. appropriate place ]3et~een. parag~i, aphs 52.and 60 "Concerning fisheries 

statemen.ts were made ~egardin.g the right of - -~" _ __ participation of third States and the 

need to protect ~he rights of Sta-bes whose na,$iona!s have habitually fished in a 

particuiar area". 

Mro ABDEL-I-!~,~.!!.,!D. (Eg~,-p%.)~ Rapporteur~ suggested that the Japanese proposal 

shou ld  be taken, up when the Suo--Cor_~.t,~,e.~ c o n s i d e r e d  pa.ragra.ph 58 

I t was s o a~reec~ 
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The CHAI~~'T drew attention to the amendments proposed by the 

representatives .of Sri La!ica and Ca,ns,da,~ which had been accepted by the Rapporteur. 

~ a  h~~._as s~nendedz was ado~:., • 

pa.ragra_ph 5~ 3 . .. 

Mr+ TP~SSELT (Norway) proposed the insertion of the following phrase after 

the word "respect" in the second ]ine~ " to the need fo~ co-o-0eration between 

_+_ tt coastal States and the appropria,~e regional a,n~l glo.bal organizations~ o 

Mr. BRET~,~AN (Australia) proposed that the phrase "non-discriminatory 

character of such regulations and pro.~rs,mmes" should be replaced by "need for such 

regulations and progran.~nes to be of a non-discriminatory character"° 

Mr. ~OTE (Kenya)proposed the deletion of the phrase "and .to the liability 

of coastal..States for dams-~ due to ill-management" 

Mr. PAHDO (~-~alts,) PrOposed that the word "responsibility" should, be 

replaced by "international responsibilities" and t.hat the word "power" should be 
• . 

replaced, by "right". 
• . 

Mr. NEEDLER (Canada) propose..d that the phrase "re£erence was made" should 

be replaced by !'references were made". 

Mr. ABDEL-HAI',~.ID..(Eg~t)~ Rapporteur~ accepted those amendments. 

~~5_33a_as.amended~ was a ~ .  

Mr. McT!~,~$2~~ ~' (Unite,,~~ States of America) proposed . the insertion.:. ,°f .the 
.. 

following ne w paragraph~ ., 

"Statements were also made. regardinF: the establishment of coastal State 

jurisdiction .:,vet coastal species to :hatever distance %hey extend off-shore 

and .over anadromous species throughout their migTatory ra,nce with . 

international reg~a!ation oi; highly migratory species. The need for treaty 

~rovisions ensuring conservation~ ma~rimum utilization and compulsory dispute 

settlement in connexion with coastal State jurisdiction was discussed. 

Reference was made to the duty of the coastal State to permit other States .. 
• 

to fish for that part of the allowabl ~ catch exceedin~ its narves ing capacity 

at a,r~r given time~ bsJ:.~ing into account trs,ditional fishing and the interests 

of other States in the.region.".. 
.. 

Acceptance of that newp, arag'raph would entail the deletion of the last three 

sentences of paragraph 58, which reflected the views expressed by his de!ega%ion° 

Drevious speaker should start with a phra~ such as "Reference +va~ a.lso made to '" .- ~ ~ ,~.~ © ~ ~ 

rather than "Stat ~+ ~ .... em+n~s were also made regarding ~ 

Hr, OX~S.,@,II - (Dhited States of ~m~erica) said that the New Zealand sub- 

amendment was acceptable to his de!eoa~.io~ 
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L~ustralia,) said tha,% .Darts of pa,ra~raph 58 reflected the 
: .... . 

7 | ' ~  . . . . . .  . . . . .  views of his delegatio.n~ ~.,,-~_zcb. might conseq~_ent.ly have to o~ose a =ororJoss,! by the 
. . . 

United Stat~s d~G ' to o "L~_egacion ms,ke deletions in that paragraph 

Mr. voLKov (D%'_,i0n o¢ Soviet Socialist Republics) ss, id that ~n .... ._. x_•s delegation 
• . 

was opposed to deieting all or par% of paragraph 5S° 
.. 

The CHAI~'ru.'~'T suggiested that the new parag'raph proposed by the U=mi:bed S%s,tes 
• . . . . . . .  

delegation s_~ould be -~aken up when %he Sub-Committee considered paragraph '=° . . . .  1 0  ° 

It was so a~¢ree. C!ao 
• ... 

• . 

Para~oh 5 zl 
-..... 

Mro GRONDAL (ice?_and) proposed -cLe' ~ deletion of the word... "developing" at the 
.. 

. . . .  

begil~aing of .+,he secor,.d lineo 
• --: . , .• 

Mr, VOLKOV (Union of' Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed-bh.e]L.ie~e%i0n of 
• "" . . . .  " " " .L.. " , 

the word '~neighbouring ~' in %he ,oenultimate sentence° " ....... 
... 

.. 

Nro LAPOiNTE (Cma<~d.a) proposed t, he "~ ' : " mLser-cion of the phrase "appropriate 
• ,. 

s h a r e  o f  t h e  ,t b e f o r e  " a l l o w a b l e  f' i n - b h e  , s e c o n d  s e n t e n c e .  
Pi i 

I 
. . . .  . . 

The amendments were adopted. ' 

Psraf..~as amended was ado- ted 

..Pa, r a ~  ) h ~ _ ~  

2 . a . r , - ~ . ~ ~  5 ~,,ra s a~L ~;~-~'e~i, " " . . . . . . . .  

Pa'ra~ra~h~_~~5 6 .. 

• i " " )_fr. 'OX~A~r ii!:~i%ed States of" America) said that ~he first s emtence in 
• L: • • " -. : 

paragraph 56 was..incom~lete a~.md proposed tha, u it should be redr-afuec~ uo rea.d~ 
• . . . . . . ;:- ... 

i 

"Reference was ms,(le~ in co~_uexion wi~h the e~cercise of such exclusive rights~ to 
i 

• . . 

%he rights and du-bies cf coastal States wi-bh regard to the Drevemtion of " " 

_pot!u%ion~. %ne~ . . . . . . . . .  -.,?,-~.ve~.~bion o f  u n r e a s o n a b l e  i n t e r f e r e n c e  w i t h  na, vz6.,°a.tz" -" o~_-~ o v e r -  • . . .  : .  
• . .  

• . .  • 

• _ J _  • f'7 i#¢]'~t and other ~ses~ -b]~-_.~ probection of snch f~,~e ~~_ -,.~_<~n investmen~ as is 
. ~ ' - -  . -~'-. !. 

permitted , m~d the Sharing of some re.venues for interna~ions,l communi~7 "...?u-<poses~ 
• • _ :• • ,• . 

particu].ariY the economic arz.,anoemenu of' develo-oir~g countries l',a %hi.~. re.g'ard~ 
• .. 

... 

. . . .  

r~_-~f'e~-~,~nr.~:~,.~ was ........... m~s~ +o %he need for %he com-oulsory~ settlement of dispu~,e ~..'''~ • 
• 

. , • • . 

}4r.  },[BAYA (Cameroon)  o b s e r v e d  th .a t  %he LLu i ted  S%s,tes box% r a n g e d  Over t o o  
. . -  . . .  

. .  . . . . ,  . . .  

many~ s u b . j e c b s ,  i!re. . . . . .  "r~ile_-r] %o see -bh~:_ co_rmexion bei,,,,.,~een t h e  pre,.zenuio_n~ - -~  o f  ?.?01?ution_ sz~(.'.'_ 
• ; .  . .  • 

%he protectio-n of forei,s.:~- inve~-~,menus,~'- ~ He eJso_ wondered who would be jud~; of ~ne~ *uher 
• L 0 

| 

in%erfe:rence with navigation etc. ws~s unreasonable° 

}{r, NJE'N-,r.jA (Kenya) s~id th.mt the United States amendment .%hould .be made a 

s e p a r a t  e -par.agra;ph ............................................. 
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Paragraph 56 itself should be reworded %0 read~ 

"Reference was made to the rights and duties of coastal States to prevent 

and control pollution and other hazards to the marine environment in the 
• . 

exclusive economic zone. Reference was also made to the rights and duties 

of coastal States in respect of scientific research Am the zone."° 

Mm. DAO (Mali) said that as paragraph 55 dealt with rights of coastal 

States, the United Stat~s text~ which was concerned with the obligations of ¢oasSal 

States~ vis-k-vis third States~ should become paragraph 55 A. 

Fir. 0~_~ (United States of ~nerica) accepted the suggestion made by the 

representative of Malt. 

The ,enyan _amendment to 2a_r~ph_~6 was ado %~9 ~. 

ParaErap~h~56~ as amended2, was ado~$edd. 

pollution should be omitted from %he United States text for a new paragraph 55 A as 

the question was dealt with in paragraph 56. 

FLr. .... Q~{ (United States of America) said. that the reference was not 

entirely redundant as his text referred back to paragTaph 55 whereas paragraph 56 

was more general. 
b 

The United~States text for a new ~ ~ 5  A was ado %p_~.. 

Par_a gr~_a]o._ h 7 

Mr. FfBAYA (Cameroon) said that he was unable to understand %he purpose of 

the word "other" in the last line of paragraph 57. Colonial Powers enjoyed no 

ri~l%s and privileges a~ all in an economic zone of a tel~fitol~j u~qder their 

domination and control. 

Mr. BORRAYO P~vYES (Guatemala) ag~feed. 

Mr. NJ~GA (Kenya) proposed the deletion of the words "for that territo~r" 

after the word "establish"~ the deletion of the word "other" after the word "enjoy" 

and %he subsiituiion of the words "with respect to" for the word "in" after %he word 

"privileges". 

Mr. DAO (Malt)said that paragraph 57 should be recast~ particularly as 

the States over which foreign domination and control was being exercised were not 

present to defend their o-~n interests. It might read: "... or to enjoy the rights 

and privileges attaching-thereto". 
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~, IMBAYA (Cs~eroon) ~aid that the text of paragraph 57 as amended by the 

Kenyan representative ~s"preferable to that proposed bythe repres.en.t~.tiv.e..of Mali~. 

wNoh was not free of ambiguity, .. . . 

~-~..~r, DAO (Ma!i.) said that if the Kenya~u amendments were felt to produce a 

clearer text, he would not press hisamendment, ' " ' " 

The Kenyan amendments were adioS_ted ~. ,~ 

P ara~_ap._h .... ~Tx_as amend__ed~, was ado~edd.  

Mr. BP~NMT ( A u s t r a l i a )  proposed t h e  d e l e t i o n  o f  t h e  l a s t  p h r a s e  i n  t h e  

first sentence~ reading~ "a~d the contribution ... non-living resources" ~ since the 

content of that phrase was no~,.r covered in paragraph 55 A. 

Mr. AYItLO-,~ASSO (Ecuador) asked that a new paragraph, the ie:xact wording of 

which co~].d be left %o the Rapporteur~ should be inserted in the draft report to 

reflect the View of the authors of the joint proposal contained in document 

A/ c  38/sc. T/  54. 
The new paragraph should State that the view had been expressed that all 

fisheries in the area of the soverei~uty and jurisdiction of the coastal State should 

be under the exclusive control of that State without prejudice to any intemnational 

co-operation on which agreement was reached with o.ther States particularly in respect 

of conservation, . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

~.fr A_RIAS~.SC~_IBER (Pe ru )  s u p p o r t e d  t he  r e q u e s t  b y  Ecuador ,  

Mr. OLSZO$~A (Poland) said that the addition proposed by Ecuador would only 

be acceptable if the views of the delegations holding differing opinions were given 

equal prominence, For example~ the Polish delegation consideredthat .fisheries 

problems should be.resoived by conferring on coastal States certain.pre.f-e.r.ential 

rights while at the same time giving certain rights $o other States.., 

Turning.to paragraph 58J he proposed the insertion of the words "the rights of" 
• ~! - other States and in particular after the words "or jurisdiction" in the third line~ 

the insertion of the ~.~ords "s~d to the role of international fisheries organizations 

in the regulation of fisheries:' after the word "species" at the en~,~....o~"]!...the..a~econd 

sentence~ a~d the. transfer of the phrase "in particular developing ~S.tates ,., 

heavily On fishing" tO follow the words "coastal State" in the third-sentence, With 

those amendments the text o£ paragraph 58 would .conform with his delegation's vieWs~ 
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deletion proposed by the Australian representative because the phrase in question 

reflected the views of several deiegations including his own which hadmade proposals 

about preferential rights and non-exclusive jurisdiction. Those views had only been 
-. 

summarized in a very broad way and they were not adequateiy covere!d in th@ new 

United States text for paragraph 55 A . .......... 

Mr. PJ~JAPAKSE (Sri Lamika) proposed the deletion of the word "special" before 

the words "rights by landlocked" in the fourth line. 

He pointed Out that %he role of international fisheries organizations and the 

interests of States dependent on fisheries were already mentioned in paragraph 54- 
• 

Mr. PARDO (Malta)Said that the Australian proposal to delete the last phrase. 

in paragraph 58 Would cause insurmountable difficulties. That sentence already gave 

a very inadequate picture of the fundamental position of a certain delegation. Perhaps 

the problem could be resolved by putting a full stop after the words ,'disadvantaged 

States" and then inserting a new sentence in place of the existing last phrase of the 
• 

first sentence reading~ "Reference was made to a contribution by a coastal State %o 

an international authority out of the revenues derived from the exploitation of natural 

resources within its jurisdiction". 

position was now fully covered in the new paragraph it had proposed_ following the 

discussion on paragraph 53~ his delegation would have no objection %0 %he maintenance 

of paragraph 58 with the amenS~nents proposed during the discussion. 
'. .... 

1% had no objection to the addition proposed by the representative of Ecuador. 

Mr. BRE~,~AN (Australia) said in reply to the representative of Singapore~ 

that he had proposed deleting the last phrase in paragraph 58 because the point was 

already covered in the new paragraph 55 A . However~ he could accept the alternative 

proposed by the Maltese representative~ which would more accurately convey the sense 

of the discussion. 

9ho. ANDERSON (United Kingdom) pointed out that the Ecuadorian proposal related 

to item 6 of the list of subjects and issues~ which was covered by paragmaphs 48 %o 57 

of the report. Since paragraph 58 was concerned with item 7 of the list~ it nigh be 

bett@r to insert the Ecuadorian text earlier in the report. 



}4r0 ABDEL-HAMI-D (Eg~-t.) ~ Ra.ppor~eur~ sug@ested thso% the Ecuad0rian. proposal 
. . . . . .  " , ' . . .  • ; ; j ,  . . . .  

- . 

should become paragTaph 53 ~ and ~"~-~ ~o ..... ~ _, w,:.a~,~ the new u~;~r~,,~rapn proposed by the 
..... :. - ~.. 

United States following one discussion on i J  . . . .  c ~ . ~  . . . .  -'~ 55 should becom.e paragraph 5,7 A 
. . 

1@ AYALA lASSO (Ecuador )  and Mr HcKEB2?AN (ui~i$ec] S t a t e s  o~ A.r..:;erioa) a g r e e d  
_ ~ . • . , ,  . - . % . .  :.~. . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

t o  those suggestions. . , . • : . . . .  
. . . . .  - 

• l~b. OSH~v~ ( J a p a n )  sugges t : : - : d  ~ h a t  a s e z r l ; e n c e  s h o u l d  b e  a d d e d . a t  %.he end. o f . . . .  
: .  

the  new pa ragTaph  57 A ~ reading-  " C o n c e r n i n g  anadromo.~s speci,~s~ the  view was e x p r e s s e d  
. .  

%ha% %he r e g m l s . % i o n  o f  %his  s p e c i e s  s h o u l d  b~ ]_e f t  t o  %he e x i s t i n g  r . .~,s~, la%ory b o d i e s "  
. ~ "  . ~ . . .  • . .  • 

• . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

N~.. HcKEP@~AN (United Sba%es of America) said that he had no objection %0 the 
. : . 

Ja~anese~ pro~osa~.~ but thought that i +~ shouid_ form a separate paragraph 
• 

~@...ABT/EL-.HAi~.fiD (Egg~p~)~ Ra!0por%eu~c~ said %ha% the. Japanese -he'.mr sho.ul d . 

becpme paragraph :...58 A 

.... The  new : p a r a ~ a m h s  ~ 53,A;~ ..... 57 A a n d  ~ A  w e r e  a d o  t ~ ~ .  

Mr. BRE}~TAN ( A u s t r a l i a )  w i thd rew  h i s  p r o p o s a l  i n  f a v o u r  o£ t h e  M a l t e s e  
, .  

. . .  

amendment., to .%he second sentence of paragon%oh 58° 
. . . . .  : .. 

• 

~ r o  AlffDP~EASEN (Denmark)sugges/ced :that th-c~ words "regions and" should be 
.. 

inserted before "S%a%es whose economies depended he..,avi,!y on fishing" in %he penultimate 
: . . . . . .  

sentence, of parag~x.aph 58. 
• . , .,.. . . 

• /. 

F i r .  A~DEL-}~i~ID (Egypt) ~ Ramporteur ~ said• tha ~ h@ cou.l-d accept that am.endmen% 

as well as all %he other changes %0 parag~oaph 58 that were still before the 
.. 

Sub-Committe e. 
. . . . . .  

. ~ r a ~ a ~ _ h ]  58, a s  . . . .  ~ n t n . d e d ,  was  a d o ~ e d ~ ,  .. 

The mee-~ir~.~_!~.--~s sus ended at II ~ .a e~,~m~ ~-~ -~% ]I ]0 ~ ....... ~ n om, ,.~::m~ r .-s~om. :~  ~ _~~.=. ~ ,.,.,_~, .... 
. .  

Mr re. WALI~:~TE (Netherlands) asked for the insertion of a new para~aph~ ~he 

placing of which could be left %o the Rapporteur~ it should preferably come before, 

~arag.maph 58 and. after %he ara~..~r~b.s dealing with special zones - P ,b ]: . . . . . .  It would read~ 
. . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  

"R~:ference Was made %o %he creation of an intermediate zone or zone of mixed 
. . -.. . . .  . "...-;.. '... .. . 

• . . ~' . '  ~ . ' : - ~  r . jurisdiction as a means of acco~m;1o~a~,_ng the interests of %he in%ernati0na! community 
• . , . 

with those of coastal and of disadvantaged States ~' 
. . . .  o ...... . ". . . . 

. . . .  ,..... 

The _~[ethe~7 an@.s rtDos --____ .. - . . . .  - • ...... ~__~ . . . . . .  , al was adoDted~ 

P a r  aa~ra~ h 5_~ 

Mr. BOZHILOV (tulgaria) said-~ha-o in order o r_ ~ ~ t eflect %he discussion 

aa~thfully the worc~s "freedom o-f scien-tific research ~' should be inserted after the words 
I | ~  - 

....... ~., in one fourth senter.ce of par.ag-_cap!q_ 59- Also it would be more 

logical for that sentence -go be transferrc~.d to the he,Tinning of the pa,ragTapho 
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Mr. PA_RD___ 0 (])~lalta) read out an ~mena.men~~ ~" ' Ice ~.:ished %o propose %0 the 

third sentence in order to reflect his delegation's view, He would have no 

objection to the l_z:.:esent fourth sentence p::eceding his new text° 

}rm, LAPOINT.__ E (Canada) said he was aware of the fact that iffalta was in 

favour of making all uses of the " ~  ~ " ~ -  - r  ~ -  .. hl~n seas suojec~ to trite_national regulation but 

other delegations were less ambitious and would have preferred to retain the third 

sentence of paragraph 59 in its Dresen% i or~._ 

" }.{r, VOI/(OV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) noted that in. the ~ioscow 

Declaration by the socialist countries reference had been made to the rational 

exploitation of the living resources of the sea9 a principle which nobody had 
• . 

contested at any of the Sea-Bed Comnittee's sessions. Accordingly~ he proposed the 

insertion of the words "as well as abou% the necessity for the rational exploitation 
• 

of the living resources of..%he sea '~ after the ~,~0rd "regu. fated'; in the second sentence. 

~r PARD_______~O (I,,~Ita) said that he had reached agreement ininf0rraal discussion 

with the Car, adian representative on keeping the third sentence of the Rapporteur's 
" " .L 

text and adding a"new sentence reading "1% was also stated that in &ddition ,~o. 
• . 

• 

marine pollu%ion~ navigation overfli~-ht~ %he laying and main%ensm_ce of submarine 

cables and pipelines as well as scientific research~ other activities should Ice 
b 

subject to non-discriminatory " r ' " intexna~lonal re~gulation through appropriate 

international institutions". 

Mr, BOHTE (Yugoslavia) said. that it would be preferable to keep the fourth 

sentence of the Rapporteur's text~ as it ~,~ras~ Since i% was o%jeo%ive an@. well balanced.. 
..... 

..... 

Otherwise he would have to ask for the insertion of an additional sentence reading~ 

"Reference was also made %o the fact that there was no such freedom as freedom 

of scientific research~'o 

~H~, NJENGA (Kenya) suggested that in-the fifth sentence the word 

"maintenance" should be replaced by-bhe word ~'management"o 

Fbo OLSZO!;.~_ (Poland) said that many delega%ions had referred to the role 
• 

f~" I of international or regional rlsnery organizations and not only in connexion with 

highly migratory resources° He therefore proposed the deletion of the words "in 

particular with regard %o highly migratory resources" in the last sentence. 
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l~koo BURCKIK ( D k r a i n i a n  Sovie% S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c )  supported-[he 
. .  

Bulgarian amen@nnent~ ~J~.ich corresponded %o the view of a number of delegations. 

~'~e Yugos l av  d e l e g a t i o n ' s  v iew c o u l d  be s t a t e d  i n  a s e p a r a t e  s e n t e n c e .  

I'~. de AiUkUJO CASTRO (9razil)observed %ha% the freedom of' scien%ific 
• 

.. ... 

research had proved to be :a controversial issue .and had given rise to protracted 

tl " £ " " ' debate, so that inclusion of ~e ~,ulgariam amendment was undeslraole. Horeover a 
.. . .... 

reference was made in the joint "Canadian and l%.Itese proposal to the retoulation of 
.. :.. , . . . .  

s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h  i n  the  h i g h  s e a s  . . . .  
" .  . .  . . -  . 

~r. VOLKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the Polish 
-. . . -.. , 

. . . .  -.. 

amen~aent~ which would ms~ke the last sentence of para~maph 59 more s.ccurate. 
• , 

Hr. OSHIY~ (Japan) suggested %hat the Polish representative's point nti~h% 

be met by t h e  i n s e r t i o n  o f  t h e  words " i n  c o n n e x i o n  .with t h e  r e g u l a t i o n  o f  f i s h e r i e s  

in general and_" after the words "fishery organizations". 
• ... : 

I'~. OLSZOD~iA ( P o l a n d )  .... s&id tha% %he J a p a n e s e  amendment was a c c e p { a b l e  b u t  
. . .  . - -  

he nmtst maintain his own proposal ~o delete the phrase '~in particular o.. migratory 
.. 

resources". ' .... 

Hiss RUIZ CERUTTI (Argentina)proposed. the addition of the words i'and in 

p a r t i c u l a r  f o r  t h e  b e n e f i t  o f  d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s "  a t  %he end Of t he  p a r a g r a p h .  

iVbo HcKERNAN (United States of America) strongly %upported the Japanese 
• : .~ . .. --. 

amendment~ which  a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t e d  the  view. o f  h i s  d e l e g e . t i o n .  
i.  . "  - ' . i  . .. . . :  . . . .  . . . . - "  ,. 

Nm ~ . A~TDERSON (United Kin~id0m ) SUpported the Japanese amendhuent. He had 
... . . . . . .  . /  . 

-been a s t o n i s h e d  by t he  B r a z i l i a n  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s  a s s e r t i o n  as  he  had  n e v e r  h e a r d  i t  
" • ~ " . 1 % "  " • ' . - .  .... ' . . "  " - 

argued that scientific research on the high seas was not free, subject to reasonable 
-,. .:. : . 

• . . . . .  :.. 

regard for the rights of others, lie Supported the Bulgarian amendment. 
• _ . .. . . ,  . :, ...- 

}@. ABDEL-HA~,~D (E~vpt)~ Rapporteur~ sis, ted that the amendments proposed 

• c,- Canada and Halts jointly, Argentina by the delegations of Kenya~ the ~ovmet Union~ 
... -:... : 

o ~ . ~  and Japan were acceptable He would have thought that the ~.Igarian amendment was 
.. 

,. ~ . . .  . . . . .  

already covered in %he joint Canadian and Maltese text. : 
• .. . • . .. 

• . . 

The CHAIRH&N pointed out that the joint text referred to the re~m~.lation of 
... ,. 

• . ,  

scientific research by international instituti0ns"Qher~s,~s the Bulgaris~n:'~b~h~ent 
'. 

related to the freedom of scientific research in general. 2 ~::- ...... 

~;h'o ABDEL-H~tMiD (Egypt)~ Re~pporteur~ said that to meet the Bulgarian 

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s  p o i n t  t he  words "as  w e l l  as  to  the  q u e s t i o n  of scient±f2c::"gesearch" 

could be added at the end of the fourth sentence in paragraph 59 following the word 
: .,: . •. 

" p i p e l i n e s " °  Such a form o£ words would  be n e u t r a l .  

...." 
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}.{r, BOBTE (Yugoslavia) said that if the Bulgarian proposal entailed the 

addition of a reference to another freedom~ he would insist on his proposal being 

inserted separately. 

F~', PARD_____~O (Fklta) suggested that-bb_e problem could be settled by using the 

wording of the Convention on the High. Seas and endin.g the sentence with the words 

cables and pipelines and to the other freedoms of the high seas", 

~[r. O]G~{,~ (United States of America) supported the ~Laltese suggestion. The 

draft Convention on %he HigT, Seas prepared by the International Law Commission had ..... " 
• . . : .. . . .. 

contain.ed a reference to freedom of gcientiffc: research~ but that ref.er...ei~e:e:::had been 

o m i t t e d  f rom t h e f i i i a l  Conven t ion .  The  r e i e V a n t  par% o f  a r t i c l e  2 o~ t h a t  i i s t r u m e i ~ t  :" ' 
• . , . • . . . . . .  ' . . . .  . .  

might be"pardphrased to read~ /'and %0 the other freedoms of .¢he highi:s:eas. ~ee6g~.ized 
• • .-. . . . . . . . .  . . .:. • 

by the general principles-o£ in.~ern.~%ional ].aw ii " " .. ; :" " ~" ' '~ 
. . . , . • 

Fir. BOHTE (Yug6slavia)said l~e Couid:ag~.ee t0 %he compromise s0ihtion: "":"' ': 

suggeS~ed b~r~he NaItese and United States repreSen%atives, " . ...... -i.'....... i... 

"" FIrl,j"BOZHILOV (~"u]_garia) a g r e e d  to  t h a t  s o l u t i o n .  t ie  still thought, however, 

thal it would have been. logical %0 beg/n %he paragTaph wilh %he sentence in. ques%ion, 
• . . -. . . . . . . 

s i n c e  t he  t e x t  Was l a r g e l y  t a k e n  from the  COn/yen%ion On the  Hi.g~ Seas - and.. was g e n e r a l l y  
. . .  . . . .  . 

• . , ~ . . . . .  

acce~¢,e~, " -' • 
\ .  

• : . . • 

~Ir. FKBOT~E (Ke~.~a), r e f e r r i n g  [o t h e  l a s t  s e n t e n c e ,  s a i d  %ha%."t.he]:~question 
• . .  . ~ . .  • . .  . . . . 

of  S c i e n t i f i c  resea_~-ch al;.d %ranSfer  o f  t ec t~ ]o logv  was so i m p o r t a n t  as  t o  w a r r a n t s  ~ 

s e p a r a t e  p a r a g r a p h ,  He t h e r e f o z l e  pi~bposed %h.at t he  ' i a s% sen.ten;ce 0f:paragi~aph:~ - 59 s h o u l d  
• . . .  . . 

• . . • . . 

end. with the Words "was also stressed" and ~l~a% /he following new paragraph 59~<should 
• . ..... . . . .  • . : • . .  . . 

be in.serted::" :"Reference was marie"to %~e needfor promoting marine scien%ific ~k~esearch~ 
. . .. - .. . . - [.. . , :. . " .  . : . .  . . .  . 

particularly in the deveiopin.g c0~%ries, a.ndaiso the need %o transfer :imarine ' • 
... .. 

- . . ..- . . . . . . . . .  : • 

techn.olobo~, from develop6d %0 developing States di~ectly 'or %~rough-.--agp:~bpria.-%e- 

_ _  __ _in%ern.ationai or~aniza+.,Jons~'": ..... " " ' ~ " .... " ' ': " " ~ :"" '- 
' -. -. . . .. • . . . 

- ' -  ~ Rapporueur~ acc@pte~ the United S-baSes and Kenya~ '- 
• . .. : ~ . .  

amen.dment~ in addition to bhose he had acce "i: -~ • " "" " .... " . . . .  " .... " p~ea ear,~m ev., 
• 

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

P a r s  ra:~h as amended, 'was ado~ted, . . . . .  
• . . . 

The n e w  ~ a r a  :ra~h_~~ed. . . . .  . . . . .  
. . . 

. .  . . 
• . 

Mr.. NAN. D3~,, T ( F i j i )  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  t he  e~.d o f  the  f i r s t ,  s e n t e n c e  should, be 

altered to read: "determine whether or not a group of islands cen.sbituted an 

• (,/ archzpezaoo", since the discussio~n_, of the -:-n evan%.~_~ proposals , ~ , • 

, . , o.~m, ~ the ..last and L £8) had mainly ce:,utred on- %ha%- ...... q:~estion i-!e also suggested '-" ~ ........ 

sentence should be 6.eleted~ since he !lad .... ]seen ~.~i~b 7~~..,._~ to find any referen.ce 9o %he 

subject in the summary :records, 
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~b. YTURP~AGA (Spain) proposed ~ilde additi6n of a new paragmaph 60A 

reading "1% was also stated tha% %he special : " " 'regmme f0r"arc~pelagic States should 

be equally applicable to archipelagos which are an integTai part of a State". 

• Fir. ANU)ERSON (United Kingdom) said that his delegati0n's position on the 

question of archipeiagio States was not reflected in paragraph 60 amd proposed that 

the following text should be added a% the end of the paragraph: "It was also 

suggested that the concept of the arohipelagic State was not accep%.ed-tu~.der existing 

international law amd that if %he concept"iwere %0 be included in.a new convention 

on %he law of %he sea a precise definition would be needed~ as well as safeguards for 

international navigation m%d a satisfactory prooedt!re for %he settlement of dispu%es"~ 

Mr, PARDO (~ita)agreed with %he representative Of-Fiji that %he ~- last 

sentence was" 0~scure and should be deleted. With regzrd tO .%he:. United Kingdom 

amendment, he suggested that the following sentence should be added after %ha% text: 

"In. this connexion~ it was also stated that t£~e in%erests of archipelagic .States might 

be fuiiycovered by %~'e concept of the exclusive economic zone or by that of national 

ocean, space"'. Fina'liy:~ he supported the Spa/%ish representative's suggestion. 

}~. _TUNCEL (.Turkey) said %ha% if the Spanish representative insisted on 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  k ~  

the inclusion of the text he had proposed, the Turkish delegztion would be obliged 
, 

%o oppose it and to explain its position, at length, The P~zpporteur had submitted a 

well-balanced text on. the question of archipelagos~ referring %o the special position 
• 

of archipelagic States and %o the criteria deterTnining whether o.r not a group of 

islands constituted an archipelago. The idea implicit in the new .~%ragraph proposed 

by the Spanish representative was thus covered"by the first sentence o£ paragraph 60. 

.[~._N~~ZA: (Philippines) supported "%he amendments proposed by-%he 

representative of:Fi~"i. " He hadno objection. {6 the inclusion of .the amendments 

proposed by the United Kingdom and ~ita~ on condition that the-follo~.m_'ng sentence 
. . . . . - 

was addedafter shbs~e amendments: "On the o~her hsmd~ the View was also..e.~pressed 

that the special status of the waters of an archipelago is an existing and a, ccepted 

concept now seeking reco~ition in a positive and explicit mar~.er as in.dispensable 

to the preservation, of the security~ integrity and unit} ~: o,f the archipelago.,"' If. 

the Sparish amendment was accepted~ it should be inserted as a separate paragraph. 
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Nr. VOLK. OV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that paragraph 60 

related only to archipelagic. States. !£ the Spanish dele~a~zon~" ihg:~~&d bn 
• .~.... 

introducing a new paragraph concerning ordinary archipelagos~ his delegation would 
• . . .  . , : ' . L  "" ' i  " ' i '  

wish the following sentence to be inserted in that paragraph~ "In this connexi0n~ 

it was stated that the regime of archiPeiagic States must not be ex~ende:@ tothe 

ordinary archipelagos of coastal States.". 

~@. YTURRIAG_A (Spain) said that hAs delegation's proposal was not a new 

proposal but merely r e f l e c t e d  the proposals  and statements made by h i s  de legat ion  

during the Sub-Committee's discussion on the subject of archipelagos. He had no 

objection %0 the suggestion that i% should be made s~ separate psmagTs~ph Neitherhad:" 
• " i ' . ' -  " . .  :" . "  " .  

he any objection to the amendment proposed by the Soviet representative. 
• . . ." t .. , . . 

Mr KusuNAATMADJA (Indonesia) supported the amendments . . . .  ~ " :  . . . . . . . . .  = " "  . proposed by. the 
• . . 3  . :  . ., . ; .  <; ... • . . .  • .. . " . 

representatives of Piji .and the Philippines. 

~ r ,  ~,icK~,RNAN (U.~_tted S t a t e s  o f : A m e r i c a ) c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t  t h e  same p o i n t  .... " ...... 
• , : . .  " . . .. . . . . . . .  • • . . . . . . . .  . . .  ~.. 

should not be made . . . .  twice i n  the report .  "The sentence proposed by thePh i i i pp ines  
. .  . 

• . .  . . . . . ~ .  . ,  • . . 

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  an@. the first s e n t e n c e  o f  t h e  p a r a g r a p h  were  .... concerned" w~:%~:~%ie same 
• . : , . . :  . .  " . . . .  - . , :  ; ,  . , 

issue. Either one might be retained~ but not both. ' " 

~ '  T U N C E ~ : " ( T u r k e j )  Said %hat Statements made b ~ : ~ e t  " ' " "  " : e g a ~ ' O n : ~ ' d ~ i n g  the 
• • - . : ] " "  " . . J  ~ . L . . . . .  " ' " " 

Sub-Committee is discussions were reflected in the st~mmary records. The: face"that 8: : 
• . • . . .  ;.. . . . , . . . . .  . - . . . . . . .  -, * . . . . .  . 

delegation had made a Statement did not necessarily give: that .... d.eiega@:iOn the right to 
• : '  . . . . . . . ~ ,  . . . .  . . .. , ,  . - :  . . .  

have its statement reflected in the report. The Sub-Committee ha~ not discuss@d the 
• • . . . . .  .~......., . . ~ . .  . . . . . . . .  • . 

question of archipelagos in sufficient depth. His delegat:ion h~i maae no sta~emen% 
-./. • . , .  • . . .. .. . 

on the subject~ b u, t that d~d not necessarily :mean that it slated the Views expressed 
• . . . .  . • . ' : :  ~ . . . . .  • , 

by other delegations. If %he Spanish delegation insisted :that its Views should be 
• • , .  . . . . . .  . . ; ] . '  % ' . . :  • :. {" • . . : " . ' , : ' :  , :  :..] 

reflected in the rePort~ he would r e q u e s t  that h i s  aeiegat~on's opposi~g:"views should 
. . . .  . " : i h.< _] 

+-~o, ~ " .... '~: . . . .  be r e f l e c t e d  

}%ro N~DAN ( F i j i )  sugges%ect %hal% %he problem ~igh% be solve¢i~"by inser@:~ng 
• " " . :  " . - - . . . - ~  ~ " r  ' • . "  . . . .  

the following text: "A suggestion was made that the special regime for ......... 

archip.elagio States should apl01y equally to coastal archipelagos. Otb_erdelega%i6ns, 
:, .." . 

• 

howev.er~ expressed a contrary view. ". 
• : .. - 

• ' ". ~ ' -:' ~i. 



- 2 9 -  i38/sc. I!/sR. 78 

~ir. YTUP~RIAGA (Spain) said %hat the proposal by the Fiji-.rep.resentative 

was acceptable to his delegation on condition that the text propose{d ~oy the Spaniii 

delegation was 'adopted. The notion of a "coastal archipela,i~ii!O:': {:}iS unclear to his 

delega~iOn~ al'~hou~% %he difference between an archipelago ~ form±:hg :par% of a State and 

archipelagic State was clear. He had no objection %o the second part of %he 

sentence~ n6r %o the incorporation of the %ex% proposed bY i%he Soy&e% ~6presen%ative. 

~. BAP.&BOLIA (Union of Soviet Socialist Rep~'~!ics)suggested %ha% %he 

difficulty might be overcome simply by arrangi~ for %he respective positions, of ,the 

Spanish and. Soviet delegations to be explained in the smmmary"recor.d] ~ 
• . 

~r___. YTUPJm_____AGA (Spain) pointed, out %hat his del~gation's views were <~ 

already reflected in the sun~nary records, l~oreover~ specific proposals along the 
. 

same lines as his deiega%ion's %ex% had been submitted in a number 0i" doctunents. 

In particular~ he wished to draw the Sub-Committee's attention 9o the Chinese 

delegation's proposal contained in paragraph 1(6) of document A/AC.158/SC.II/L.54~ 

which the Spanish delegation had supported. 

_Mr. ~N~OZA (Philippines) said that his delegation had been perfectly 

satisfied with the amendments proposed by the Fiji representative and had itself 

proposed no addition or amendment to paragraph 60 until the~United Kingdom and 

Maltese representatives had proposed their respective amendments. The Philippine 

delegation's amen4_men% had merely been designed %0 balance %he %ext. The first 

sentence of paragraph 60~ as originally draf%ed~ ~¢as neutral and referred only %o 

the special position of archipelagio States~ without stating what kind of special 

position that w a s .  He therefore regretted that his delegation could not agree to 

the United States suggestion that its amendment should not be taken into account if 

the first sentence was retained. 

He now wished %o ms/{e an alternative proposal~ namely that the first and second 

sentences should remain as they were~ with the amendments proposed by the Fiji 

representative~ that the third sentence should be included in a separate paragraph, 

with additional material reflecting the amendments proposed by the United I(ingdom~ 

Maltese and Philippine representatives~ and that the amendments proposed by the 

Spanish~ Soviet Union and Turkish representatives, ~.~Thich dealt with another aspec$~ 

should be included in a further separate paragraph. 



Mr, ~IIREZ (Ecuador) proposed the addition of a new sentence to be added 

a,t the end o.f....$he pa,ra.graph~ to read as follows~ "i~oreover~ ~efere6ce was made to 

archipelagos, that. form. par t .of a. St.ate and:. to the method of measu~ring the base lines." 
... : . .  

That idea was contained in a number of proposals~, including .an alternative submitted 
. . . . . . . .  . 

m ~ 
. . . . . .  . -. . . . .. f 

by his delegation. ,.. 
• . , } f"; -.:;~.. -, • :. .. .. 

Mr, BARABOLIA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics proposed that the 

report, should contain two.separate paragraphs containing the amendments submitted 
• . 

by the Spanish delegation omd his o~m. . . 
- 

• . 

The CHAIP~{ said. ~hat further discussion of paragraph 60 would be 
: .  

postponed zmtil the following, meeting, . 
• . 

• . 

The mee~o " .  in~,r_ose at : I ~  .io s~.m~ on Thtu~sday"~i 2]~__August° 
.. . . . . .  

I 
• . ~ . .  . . . 

. . .  

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