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c o n s u l t a t i o n s ,  a compromise  w o r d i n g  had  been  a~_reed on f o r  p a r a g r a p h  ~.1. T h e  

o r i g i n a l  t e x t  would remain~ w i t h  t h e  a d d i t i o n  o f  %he word " g e o m o r p h o ! o g i o a l "  a f t e r  She 

word  " g e o l o g i c a l  i,. 

Paragraph 51~ as revi sea ~ was a, do_d_~ted. 
• " r- _~ . . . . . . . .  ., __ _ ...... (A AO. 8/SO,II/L. 58/Add.l) New ~a.z_~ra__Dh_ts %0 be inserted between-p~ragraphs 5p and ~ /-- 13 

. _ - - .  tnao %he delegations taking par% in %he ~ AGUIIJ-R (Venezuela) said ] * 

informal consultations had agreed~ as part of %he compromise reached on paragraph 51~ 

on the text of four new parag_~phs to be inserted between paragraphs 55 and 56. They 

would read as follows" 

"Sbatemen%s and draft articles on the patrimonial sea or exclusive economic 

zone referred %o 12 and 200 miles respectively in connexion with the maximum 

limits of the territorial sea a~d pairimonial sea or economic zone. 

"}.9~ximum limits proposed regarding the territorial sea~ a zone of national 

sovereignty and jurisdioiion~ exclusive economic zone or patrimonial sea~ 

preferential zone beyond the %erri%oria! sea,~ economic sea'~bed area~ national 

ocean space and fishery zone ranged from 12 %o 200 nautical miles. 

"Statements were also made regarding coastal Stale jurisdiction over. 

sea-bed resources or fisheries based on geologioal~ geomorphologioal~ economic 

or biological criteria~ either alone or in combination with dis%ante limits. 

"On %he other ha~.d~ it was stated ihai the extension of exclusive rights 

of the coastal States over She water ooltmm and its resources beyond 12 nautical 

miles was ra~jus%ified." 

The four nelL_patna rr~s were adopted. 

Par.___ ao~~ .... 6______0_~C 

1 !7)_ T .~k_L. _~m~'____T~~:~____ ~ ( = ~ ~ ) ,  ~=;por~e=~, s~i~ ~ha~ ~ e  ~e~e~a~ons o~ ~ e  

United Sta%es~ Ca~ada~ Nox~,,,ay and Spain had s~greed on %he text of one of the 

paragraphs %o be inserted after paragraph 60~ referred $o informally as paragraph 60 C, 

I% read: "In %his.connexion~ i fi was stated %ha% the r4gime applicable %o the waters 

contained within a fring e of islands along %he coas~ was clearly established under 

international law. " " " 
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~&emstau&Ln~6f . . tha9 t e x t  was thab " i t  l ' e fe r red  t o - i s l a n d s  b e l o n g i r 4  to  %he co~,~stal 
• . . . . .  . , .  

• J _  S t a ~ e .  

N.~._VIS (Secretariat) said that paragraph 61 shG~Id be replaced by 
.. 

• . 

paragraphs 61 and 61A~ tO read as follows. ~ " " 

"61. Reference was made to the '' -~ • rmgn~s of landlocked and other disadva~ntaged 

States~ developing' or developed, %o: tlie exploration and exploitation clothe 

' natural resources, living siqd non-living, of sea and sea-bed areas comprised by 

an exclusive economic zone or a pat rlmoniai . s ea~ or other forms of resource 

jurisdiction whi:ch-the coastal State would exercise. S-batements ~ ~,~T.ere made 

regarding the rights of landlocked and other disadv~%%aged States neighbouring 

such areas to exploit, the living resou~ces therein on an equal and 

" 'non-discrim~.natol~y basis and tO %heir responsibilities for conservation ~nd 

management. Reference was made to the rights of developing geographically 

disadvantaged coastal States to exploit the living resources of. %he maritime zone 
• h. 

.. 

in a region or sub-region. The view ~.:,~as expressed that such-rig/qtS should be 

enshrined in the general mu!tilatera! treaty and %hat the guar~un%ee of %hose 

rights was int~nately li:/ked with the acceptance of limits of such zones. 

Reference was also made to free access by Such States:/to the areas in question 

and, as regards landlocked States, to facilities .for trans.por% and commt-,/~ica%ions 

and non-discriminatory treatment in the ports of the respective coastal State 

under appropriate bilateral~ regional or other arrangements specified in the ne~.:r 

convention, Reference ~,~as further made to-the need .for adequate procedtu~es for 

%he settlement of disputes. 

"61A~ Reference ~'as made t o  %he rights or privileges of.na%ionals of 

neighbouring developing disadvs~taged States -~o participate in the exploitation 

of the living resources ,.of the sea ~-~,i%hin their exclusive economic zone or 

patrimonial sea on a basis of equality ~.ri%h %he nationals of the co-astel State 

with"such modalities %0 be~.~orked out bet~¢een the coastal States sl%d the 

disadvantaged States Concerned, The vie~, ~,zas expressed that insbead 0f 

treatment, on anequal basis~ prez~erential treatment Should be accorded to 

........ nationals of developing, ,~ landlocked ::or -o%her--disadvs~%taged States "Tis-l-vis " " 

third State~." 

~ne nes,~ Dara~aT)hs 6.]. and 61A were adoD%edo 
.,.~.....~.~-.~~,~,~.&~,~.~,:~.~,,~~,~ ~ _. ~ . , .  - ~ ~ ~ ~ .  
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Pa_ragra h~_~ 

, I'.{r. hAL ,LAH (Trinidad and Tob~o) said- that the vie~ em-pme.~.~el by his 
... . . . .  . . ~ .• •. • - . .. . . . . . .  . . .  • . . , •. • . : .: . .. 

delegati0n on the question of islands had no% been reflected in paragraph 62. He " 
• . , - .: 

therefore proposed the insertion after %he third sentence~ of ~ sentence that-would 

read: 

'!It was also stated that no distinction whatsoever should be made between islands, 
,. 

irrespective of their size and.. population~ and continental land masses~ and that 

the criteria relating %0 the delimitation of the territorial sea~ the continental 

shelf, the exclusive economic zone or patrimonial sea s_ud the matrimonial sea must 

apply to islands in the same way as they applied to continental land masses." 
.. 

In the fourth sentence, he proposed the insertion of the words "other than those of 

island States sad archipelagic States" after the word "islands". 
... .. 

Mr. Ai(YAI4AC (Turkey) said that his. delegation had no objection to the 
.. .- . 

amendment proposed by the representative of Trinidad and Tobago. 

His d.eleHation wished %0 propose some amendments to the secQnd part of 
• . 

.. .. 

paragraph 62~ which reflected, the school of thought to whichhis delegation subscribed. 

In %he fourth sentence,, the words "certain types of" should • be inserted before %he 

word. "islands" and. the word. "geographical" should, be replaced by the word 

"geomorphological". A new sentence should be added at the end~of the paragraph %hat 

would, read: 

"If, was further stated that the existence of special circumstances stud the 

consideration to be given to such circumstances did. not prejudice %he principle of 
.. 

the indivisibility of sovtreibomty of States but related merely %o %he detel~nination 

of the maritime spaces of the islands concerned.". 
.: o 

Mr. ZOTIADES (Greece) .said %hat paragraph 62 as i% stoodwould have been 

quite acceptable %o his delegation since i% contained, the necessa~r bals~nce. His 
.. 

delegation had no objection to the addition proposed by the representative of Trinidad 

and Tobago but~ if. it were accepted, it would wish to have the first half of %he 

paragraph expanded to reflect its own view. He therefore p~op0sed, first~ %hat the 

word "criteria"~ in the firs%~ second and fourth lines of the paragraph~ should be 

replaced by the word "principles"; and~ secondly~ %hat .%he end of the third sentence of 

the paragraph~ after the word "made" should be replaced by the words "to the princiDles 
• 9 . .. - 

of %he med.i~n line of equid.is.tance as well as .to the principles of the sovereign 
• 

equality of States~ of the indivisibility . of %erritoxial sovereignty and its 

---implica.iions um_~er international ...... law .... and _%he__Char.%er of-the United }[ations". 



- 5 -  
A/ACo 138/SC iI/SRo 80 

. . .  

• . .  
, 

l,~r. }ilRCEA (Romania) said that he had asked the Rappor%eur %o include~ at 

the end. of paragraph 62~ the sentence: "Mention was also made of the problems raised 

by the existence of islands~ and particularly islets~ in maritime spaces %o be 

delimited"o if the Rapporteur was unable %o include that sentence~ he Wou!d like to 

see add.ed~ at %he end of the paragraph~ the following sentence: '~1% wa.s argued in this 

connexion that %o treat islands~ and particularly isle%s~ on an equal f6oting with the 

actual coasts of States would have a distorting effect on the delin~itation of maritime 
.. 

. . . . - ~ . .  

s p a c e s " .  • - ' , 

12~r. P ~ ( 0 T O S I ~ N A P A  ( l ~ a d a g a s c a r )  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  p r o p o s a l  o f  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

of Trinidad and Tobago. 

As %o the second, proposal of the Greek representative~ however, his delegation 
• .. • . 

would prefer %o see no reference in paragraph o~ to the principles of t~e sovereig~ 

equa!i%y sad indivisibility: of &tates since~ in that oontext~ such a _e~erence might 
. • .'C 

be interpreted, to mean %hat a State could declare itself to be both continental and 

insular. Those principles had a universally accepted neutral cbnnotation and. should 

not.•have, conferred upon• f~.hem an interpretation ' which might have regrettable results in 
. . . . . . . . .  ~." . . . .  - . • . . ".. . . .  

the fut~ure, 
• " . . . . . .  " : ! ,  ..... .. ij ........ i = .  . . • 

1,'Ir. ROUX ( F r a n c e )  s a i d  t h a t  h i s  d e l e g a t i o n  w o u l d  h a v e  acce-p ted]  P a r a g r a ! ~ h  62  
. .  . .  

• . .  . .  . . 

as originally d.rafted~ but if amendments expressing other ~. views were to ~e i1~corporated, 
. . . . . . .  ~ ~:.-.. 

his delegation would also like its own views to be included, lie therefore proposed 

adding~ at the beginning of the !ast sentence of the paragraph, the words: "Reference: 

was also made to individual national, interests~ which led to the id.ea of distinguishing 

between islands and continental land masses~ and it was stated that such interests 

could be satisfied without infringing in any way the fundsmlental Principles of the 

equality of States and the indivisibility of their sovereignty," 

},~r. JACOViDES (Cyprus) said that his delegation would, have liked to see 
• 

inoluded~ before the final sentence of paragraph 62~ the follo~ing sentence: "It was 

also stated %hat~ ~%atis mu~smdi•s~ islands are in the ssme position~ in so far as 

rights and obligations are concerned under intem~ational law~ as continental 

%erri%ories"o He would not press for the amendment~ however~ in the li@ht of the 

proposal made by the representative of Trinidad. and Tobago~ which he was ~. prepared %o 

accept. 

As regards the second. Greek proposal~ he suggested that its style might be 

improved, by ad.ding~ before "%he principles of the media~ line" the word.s "the 

ap0iicability of" - • ~ . . ; ... 

He Sup~.~orte~ ~ the proposal of ~ ~ ~ :_ _ Tz-mnm~a~. and Toba<m • to add "other than %hose of 

island States and. archipelagic Sta, tes"~ since that would safeguard %heir interests° 
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He had, no objection to the Turkish suggestion and supported %he inclusion of the 
..,. 

French amendment. 
• : . .. 

Th_ e CHA!~H { asked ~he Greek re,oresen%ative~ if ~n~ could acce-p%_ %he 

s~b-amendmen% proposed by the preceding speaker° 

~'~_ ZOTIADE_S - (Greece) said, %I_s..~ . ~ * while he p~eferred his o~.,,m tex%~ in a 

spirit of compromise he could do so. 

Mr, :ABDEL-.,}L~¢I~9 (Eg~yp%) Rappor%eur~ said %ha,% the amendments proposed by the 

representa%ives of Trinidad, stud Tobago, Turkey and Greece could be incorporated in 
.. 

paragraph 62. He suggested %ha% %he French and. Romanian s~nendmen%s should form 

separate paragraphs. 

~: .... A~_TDERSON (United TAingd0m) said that he was prepared %o accept %he 

proposals~ subject to some minor drafting changes. 

Nm I .... AKy~MAC. (Turkey) suggested %hat~ as paragraph 62 had now become so long, 
.. 

a new paragraph should, be started with the present fo~urth sentence beginning with the 

words "It was also sta+~ed °..". 

~aragraph 62; as_ ~me nded~b,Y_%h9 ~repre:sentative s]of. Trinidad ~d Tobag 0,~ T urk%y_~ 

9re e C_e,: ~ Romani a and: Fr~ c-em~_ffaS_ ~ ad 0~ e do 

~aragra~h 6]5 

lWLr. G~&RB! (}[orocco) said %ha9 the brevity of the reference %o historic 

rights appeared 9o give i% %he status of an almost unanimous recommendation of the 

Sub-Committee, particularly When i% was read in the light of the next paragraph which 
. 

began with the words "No consensus was reached ~'. He did no% believe i% was the 

Rapporteur's in%enti0n to imply that %here had actually been a consensus on historic 

rights and he therefore suggested %ha% a truer perspective would be given by adding 

the following sentence 

"It was pointed out however~ that While the criterion of continuity and 

~minterrupted acceptsmce was essential for ~he definition of historic rights~ no 

State could claim historic rights in the contiguous waters of another State on the 

basis, in particular~ of a fo, rmer or recent colonial presence or occupation by 

force". 

~. _BE!_~90ZA (Philippines) said that he believed that paragraph 63 of the 

draft report was intended to reflect a statement made by his delegation. He had no 

objection ~o the proposed. }~oroccan amen~tment if it was intended to reflect a statement 

which %he Moroccan representative had made. 

~{r .... NJE~GA--(-~enya) said %hat he had no object±on-~o paragraph.63 as it stood 

but would like to insert after the words "adjacent ~o its coasts"~ the words 



"or in its historic bay ~. L~iie he had not made an actual statement on the subject~ 

that view was reflected in a document submitted by his delegation and he therefore 

considered it tantamount to having been stated His delegation a~,~ched importance to 

%he point and~ if necessary~ would restate it at the present meeting. 
. . . . .  

• • . . 

Mr. GHA~RBI (Morocco)~ ~n repiy tO the com~nen% mad~ by the Philippines 

representa%ive~ said th&t his delegati0nhad made a statement ona subject corm~.ected 

with paragraph 63~ but had not made a. specific statement on the subject of his .proposed, 

amendment. He was under the impression~ however~ that i% had been agreed that the 

report would be no% merely a sumlary of the debate but a reflection of the opinions 

prevailing in the Sub-Co~m~i%%ee.: For that reason he considered that his amendment 

should be included. He~ too~ was prepared if necessary %o make a s~atement on %he 

subject at the present meeting. ~ut i% had been indicated at a previous meeting that 

no% all delegations would be expected to speak on every s-ofojeci of in~eres% %o them. 

The repor%~ however~ which was She collective work of the Sub-Commit~ee~ should contain 

a balanced reflection of all the views held~ particularly on matters where 5ational 

interests were at stake. 

~: ~AO (Mali) said, that his de!ega%ion ~,gi~ole-heartedly supported %he " 
• . 

Moroccan proposal. It was essential to ensure that foreign Powers did not 0.se 
- .  

paragraph 63 as the basis for claims that they had ~_ historic righ~ to perpetuate 
• 

their presence opposite %he coasts of sovereign States. That question %~as also closely 

related %0 the point made if_, paragraph 57. " .... ' 

He also agreed with the Moroccan representative tha%~ even though a delegation 

might not participate ii~_ a debate~ perhaps for reasons of courtesyor to save time~ it 

was fully enti%ied to express its views a~ a !a%er s%age~ if necessary during the 
• . .  

considere~tion of the draft report. 

:.~ ~Y$OZA (Philippines) said, %ha% his delegation had no objection %o ~bhe 

various amendments which had been made~ provided, that the basis for those amendments 

was reflected in th.e records. He suggested that in the Moroccan proposal ~he word 

"however" should be replaced by the word "a!so~o 

Mr. I(ALOI,!J! TSHIF~~ (Zaire) supported the Moroccan proposal~ which might 

be sm~ended to indicate clearly that historic rigq~ts should not stem from a colonia.l 

situation. 

g_r. ABDEL-HAI~IYD (Eg~p%)~ Rapporteur~ said, that it had been suggested~ an(]. he 

agreed~ that it would be more appropriate to place paragraph 6~ after paragraph 38 of 

the draft report. All that remai~-~ed then was to incorporate the amen0men%s proposed 
.. 
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by the delegations of Morocco, Kenya~ the Philippines and Zaire. To that end~ he 

suggested that the representatives of those countries should con.sl~t him in order ~o 

agree on a suitable form of words. 

!t was agreed that_ the procedure s~ested by_ the Rap_porteur should be followed. 

ParagraPh 63~:~ as am.ended in accordance with that proc%dure~ - .... ~!~as-adopted. 
• .. 

Paragraph 64_._. 

F~r. TUNCEL (Turkey) said thathis.delegation was unable to suppor.t the 
.... 

paragraph because it implied that a consensus might have been reached on other, more 

important questions, which was not the case. He therefore proposed that the words ~}.To 

consensus was reached" should be re,laced by. the words "There was no discussion" which 

would leave the ques%ion open. 

~,~_~.AGU!~ (Venezuela) opposed the Turkish proposal, since a discussion had 

in fact taken place. Indeed, his delegation had been one of several ~hich had opposed 

the proposal. He therefore proposed that the paragraph should be deleted. 

Mr. ZOTI/LDES (Greece) said that he oppose d .the Turkish amendment and 

supported the Venezuelan proposal. 

Mr. JACOVIDES (C~prus) said that he opposed both the T~mkish and the 

Venezuelan amendments. I% was only right that the report should contain Some reference 

to the discussion on the question. 

l~r, H~Y (Australia) suggested that the problem might be solved by the 

replacement of the words "No consensus Was reached" by the words "No action was taken". 

Mr: _ROSENTA ~ (~lexico) supported the Venezuelsm proposal. 

. ~ .L • ' Mr. O'DONOGRIYE (New Zealand) supported the Australian proposal 

Mr,~TUNCEL (Turkey) s a i d  tha%~ s i n c e  h i s  delega%i.on i n t e n d e d  9o revert t o  the  

question in the General Assembly~ the paragraph should be retained.. ;He therefore 

suggested that the first four words should be replaced by the words "various references 

were made ...". ' 
.. 

Mr. ZOTIADE;~__ S (Greece) said that the report should reflect what had actually 

occurred in the Sub-Committee. He therefore suggested the following wording~ ''A 

proposal that a study be made on geomorphological s~d bat hymetrio aspects of various 
.' . ... . . 

islands Was submitted. However~ objections were raised to this proposai~;" ' 
.. 

Mr. NEEDLER (Canada) suggested that the best course would be to agree %o the 

Venezuelan proposal to delete the paragraph. 
• . .. 

It was so a reed. 
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~ 6]__W.9op__.ad o ~ .  e d.__,. 

~r. C-A:UC! (~'4alt~) proposed that She words "set forth in Annex ..," in 
• . 

paragraph 67 should, be replaced by the words "as follows"~ since the report of the 
... 

Sub-Co~nittee would itself consti:bute an a~mex %o the report of %he plenary Co~mnit%ee, 
• ... 

~:~..BAigJ.L.A (Peru.).supported tl~e i'~it.ese proposal, 

_ "~ in a sDiri% of Compromise I:'k~o ABDEL-PIi~D (E~pt)~ RapDorteur~ said ol_at~ 

he w~s prepared %o accept the }~altese proposal. He nevertheless suggested that %he 

first three parag-2apns of the report .of the Chairman of %he Wor~ing Grou-p should be 
• ~ • • . .. 

deleted because [hey were already covered in paragraphs ~I-53 of the report of %he 
:.. 

,Sub- C o m m i t  tee. " 
• . 

• . 

• ivi ". : ROSENTAL ( i ' , i e x i c o )  p r o p o s e d  bha% t h e  second s e n t e n c e  ' o £  .. paragraph 6 7  

should be deleted since i% was meaningless: 
.... 

~'{r, ..'.N~<EN_GA_ (!Cenya) proposed %hat the following sentence should be inserted • 
• '.: . . . .  

after %he firs%, sen-~ence...o£. %hat r ~ph " , pa agrai ~ This report ws, s d.iscussed ~ and ado.o-~ed 
.. 

. . . .  , :.. . .. 

at the 77th rfieeting on .2-1 August 1973.~. " . " 

k~. ~L&J-APAI£SE (Sri Lai~=a)agreed %ha% the report of-%he Chairman of %he 
• . 

Working Group should, be included, as an integ~.~al part of the repor% of the Sub-Coimnittee, 

He did not agree that any parb of the d rsL% para~s-0h should be deleted', ~ ' 

' ,I~. YT~A{IAGA (Spain) s up.p:orted the proposals made by the representatives of 
.. 

i.Vk~lta~ i f f e x i c o ,  a n d  K e n y a .  - 

},~r, DAO (i'~li) proposed, that %he references %o "%he Chairman" of %he Working 
.. 

. . . .  

Group should be deleted from paragraph 67 since the Chairman Ts report had been 

adopted by the Sub-Corm-aitteeo 
.., 

}'%°__~ GAUCI (i'.falta) s~?porbed the proposals made by the representatives o£ 

]"ie±ico s~d Kenya. ... " " 

..... l'~h ~. FBEYA (..C~neroon.) supported all the proposals which l~ad beenmade in 
.. 

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

co~¢nexion with t h e  report of the Chairma~ of %he Working Group, 
• . 

• . 

. - . -  -.,. . - .. 
..~o TU~C~ ( . ~ r k e y )  suggested %o b h e  Rapporteur %ha~ paragraphs 6b s~_d 67 

. , 

might be combined~ stud might " .1 ' " .. .incluo.e a reference both to the letter of 18 Au6nlst ' ' a.n¢~ 
• .. 

t o  t h e  l e t t e r . o f ! 6  i ,ugu.s% 1 9 7 5  ( A / ] : ~ C . t 3 8 / S C ~ I I / L o 5 7 )  t o  t h e  C h a i r m a n  o f  t h e  . . . .  

hub-Committee from %he ChaJ.rma/:.,~ of %he i/orking Group. He agreed with the " 
., 

,, 

representative of ~~-~ " '~ ~enya~ wl-Gn reference to %he adoption of %he report~ that it shotgid 
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first be indicated that the Chairman of the ],iorking Gromp had. submitted his report 

at the 76th meeting of the Sub-Co,toni%tee on 20 August 1973~ and that a sentence 

should be inserted stating that the report had. been adopted by the Sub-Con~ittee a% 

the 77%h meeting] That would, be an accurate reflection of what had happened. 
• .. 

~ ~@o DAO (~a.li) said it appeared that his suggestion had been misund.erstood.~ 

he merely wished to suggest to the Rapporteur .that. in paragraph67 the.words "of thee. 

Chairman" should be d.eleted.~ since the reference should be %o the report of the 
. .  

Workin~g : Group. . ..... . . . 

_i,.~. B~ftBOLIA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he thought it: was 

inappropriate %o delete the-words "Of-%he Chairman"-from paragraph 67~ and.asked, the 

representative of i~.li not to insist on that suggestion. . 

i~m. ~YAlkq{O~ (Bulgsa"ia) said. that when the report of the Chairman of the 

Working Group had. been d.fscussed~ it had. been done on a somewhat informal basis 

through the making of various suggestions and.. colmnents~ it had not been approved 

paragraph by pa.ragm-aph~ because .of sld.ortage of time. I% was. his delegation's 

understanding that the Chairmmi O.f -bhie. Working.Group. had been asking for advice from 

the members of the Working Group in the drafting of his report~ and in fact 

document A/AO.158/SO. II/Lo61/R@v.1 r e f e r r e d  to t he  r e p o r t  .of %he Chairman of  t h e  
b 

Working Group. 1% would not be correct now %o .at%erupt %o chau~ge %he legal sta%us 

of the report. . 

At the sa~e time he wished %o express his appreciation of the work., done by the 
. . . . .  

Chairman of the Working Group~ and. %o make i% clear that Bulgaria's comments were in 

no sense a criticism of the Chairma~%~s ef:for%s~ being desig~--,ed., only to pu% on 

record what %he"situation ~as, He accordingly hoped tha% %he delega%ions who wished 

%o change the formal position of the report of %he Chairman of %he ~,./orking Group 

would not insist on their, suggestions° 

.T,~b. }iiP~Oi (Australia.) said %hat in tl~e discussion on paragraph 15 o£ the 

r e p o r t  of  t h e  ~,;iorking Grou2p (A/AC.158/SC.  !I/L. 61 /Rev .1 )  $ h e r e  had been a r e f e r e n c e  

%o t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t he  £ i n a !  fo rm in  which the  c o n f e r e n c e  room p a p e r s  would, be 

considered, ini~elation to paragraph 67. Hehad suggested ..s,t. the time that the 

conference room papers should be included in an annex not. in the order of the list.- 

of subjects and issues~ but alternative ~%er alternati.ve~ in the order of the 
• . 

items and sub-itemso He m~d.erstood that the secretariat was proceeding on that 

basis~ e_ud he looked ~ - - _,. _ . • _,orwa~od to seeing" a clean .copy of the ~3roposed annex 



- ii- ° 138/sc. II/s o so 

The C~l~'~v~l~ suggested, that the ~uo-Oom~nmttee might approve the proposals 

%o which there had been no objection. ~h.ere had been a proposal to delete from 

c ~ "Vsrious observations were made. " It had also paragraph 67 the se~ono, sentence~ . 

been suggested, that %he report of %he Chairman of the Working Group should be 

incorporated, in the Sub--Comnittee~s report but in a wa.y that would show that i% was 

a separate d ocm-~en-b, It also appeared that %here was no objection to the proposal 

by Turkey that parag~'aphs 66 and 67 ~,nould be combined aa:~a that there should be a 

--. IF 
. t h  reference both to the ~e%tez- of !8 August a1~d to the .]_eSter of' _.o August from e 

Chairman of the l¢orking Croup. 

[2~e sl~___ngn~gent s men t_ioT?ed by_..~h e C.l~a!rf~.3an - w _ re adoD ted~o 

The CI{AIP~x~ ~ invited the Co~mnittee %0 adopt the report as a whole~ as 

sjnende d. 

The e, or u as a wn.ol e~ ao amena ea~ was ad.rj~ted.._ ~. 

. . . . . . . . . .  
The CHAl_~£fl congi~atulated the Con~nit%ee on its adoption of the report~ in 

a spirit of friendship and hs~rmony~ siter having overcome g2eat difficulties. He 

also expressed, his thsa%ks to all those who had contribu%ed to the success of %he 

Sub-Co.hi%tee ~ s ~,~ork. 
"h. 

~i 1~ o _De_me.~etin{ rose at 8 20 ~q.1~. 


	MAIN MENU
	PREVIOUS MENU
	---------------------------------
	Search CD-ROM
	Search Results
	Print

