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Distinguished delegates, that concludes our discussion of item 2 Of the 

pro~"amme of work of..our Sub-Committee, which deals under si~ separate headings, with 

the status, scope, functions and powers of theinternational machinery. 

Unfortunately, it seems that our Chairman will be unable to join us for some time. 

Before his accident, he had already announced that he would sum up. the discussion on item 2 
• b 

and he had prepared an outline of his statement. The Bureau, as ~,,zas alrea.dy stated 

earlier, has e ndeavoul~ed to complete such a t.as I~. For this reason, in the ~bsence of the 
, o 

Chairman and in furtherance of his wishes, the Bureau now presents .the follo~,~ing 
.. 

summary Of our discussion of item 2. 

We would like to disclaim any ambition to compete with the summa~ records as a 

source of factual information as to the attitudes of delegations° T~his disclaimer is 

perhaps even more appropriate in the case of item 2 than it ~-ras with item if, because 

of the 1.ai~ge number ofsta%ements that have been made, bothhere in Geneva and during 

our first session this year in New York, and the detailed native of the views expressed. 

It is our main objective now to try to identify, broad ares, s of agreement and 
• . , 

disagreement in regard to the machinery 

~,¢e have had a most interesting and useful discussion about the ±ntei~uational 

machiner~j. Delegs, tions have stated their views with precision and clarity, and many 

have combined these qualities with the further commendable attribute of brevity. It must 

be a source of satisfaction to us all that our Sub-Committee has managed, in the time 

avails?01e to us, to complete the initial consideration of the subject matter on its 

prog~amme-of work. 

GE. 72-1459! 
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By ~ay of introduction , it is perhaps worth noting the point made by several 

delegations that a close relationship exists between items I and 2 of our work 

programme, in the sense that the status~ scope and b~sic provisions of the r4gime 

will have to reflect themselves in the status~ scope, ftmctions and powers of the 

machinery. The r4gdme and the machinery, to put the proposition another way, will have 

to be compatible with one another. If ~°~e consider t_his proposition, we sugoes~ that it 

will lead again to the conclusion that we shall have to deal ~zith several basic 

questions before we can reach a more advanced stage in our work. 

Amor~g those are the areas which ~ill be reserved for the r4gime and machinery; 

the resou_~ces which will be covered; and the range of powers and functions of the 

ma chi nery. 
.... 

Quite a few dele~tions ~ar~ed that a decision on the area of the sea-bed that 

should be subject to international control was important and would influence decisions 

on machinery. They urged that work on this subject should be pushed ahead. Some 

delegations stated their views in regard to the limits of the area On ~the other hand, 

referring to the agreement reached on the orga!~ization of worlz, some delegations also 
., 

• • .. ° 

were of the opinion that the ~uestion of limits should be dealt with primarily in Sub- 

CommAttee Ii. 

We turn now to the various matters identified in our prog1~amme of work. 

(a) Organs of the international macl~inery~inC!ud±~ OomPositio_n~p!~oced_ures 
and dis-0ute settlement: 

It appears to be a fairly common vie~.~ that the international machinery ~should be 

the e~ecutive and administrative arm~ SO ~0 " .... Spe~, of the r@gime, sa~d that both the ............. 

r@gim@ and machinery should be established by an international treaty, or treaties. 

Many spes~cers argaed that participation in the treaty, or treaties ~, and therefore in 

the act iv±ties of the r@gime and the macl~inery, should be open to all States. They 

considered that that ~.rould accord ~Tith the Declaration of Principles in 

resolution 2749 ()~XV).° 

Some spesA~ers considered that the machinery should have international legal 

personality and e~plained that by this they meant that it should have~ for e~ample, 

power to conclude agreements to ovm and •dispose of proper~y, and to conclude contracts ~ 
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Msny spe~i~ers contended that the machinery should have strong saqd clearly defined 

powers to enable it to achieve the primsi]y purpose of the rg~ime which, as set out in 

the De cl s_~ati on of Principles, is to provide for the orderly stud safe develop_~z~en9 and 

rations2 ms]~agement of the international sea-bed area s~d its resources, and for 

ezpandin6 opportunities in the use thereof, and to e~sure the ec, uitab!e shaming by 

States in the benefits derived therefrom. 

I% is fsir to add in this regard that the differences of opinion concerning the 

scope of the machine,r, which I mentioned earlier, in turn hm'~'e given rise to 

differences ,in regard to the nature and functioning of so~e of the component p~rts of 

the machine~7. 

It would seem from many of the statements we have heard that consensus or 
. 

nee~r-consensus may exist as to the need for the basic machinel~y to consist of at least 

four !~/nds of rosin organs or procedures: 

first - there would be an A..ssembly, Or plenary body, ~-rhich would be the main 

legislative and _.no!icy-me/ling organ. Many spesl~ers set forth their views on the powers 
. . 

that should be vested in the Assembly and it was possible here to note a degq"ee of 

broad accord in the Sub-Coz%mittee. Many spes/<ers, for e]~mnlo!e, argued in favour of 

giving each member of the Assembly one vote in its deliberations, but agreement does 

not seem yet to exist as to how decisions will be taken. 

second - there would be a Coun~J l . or executive body which would e~ecute the 

policy decisions~of the Assembly. Agreement exists that the composition of the Council 

should be such as to enable it to be representative s~d to operate effectively. There 

are differences ho~,rever in regard to the size of the council, the interests that should 

be represented therein, the manner in which the C0~cil should be composed, and the 

decision-msJdng process. 

third- I could detect no dissent from the view that it ~ill be necessary to 

establish an s~Iminist~ative service or secretariat. 

fourth- rosiny spes/~ers said that it will be necesss~ry to establish procedures for 

the settlement of disputes. Some considered that this should be in the nature of a 

separs~te t'_,~ibunal, which would be part of the machine~y to be set up. Others foresaw a 

rSle for the International Court Of Jus;tice; still others seemed to feel there might be 

a place both for a separate tribunal aud for the International Court of Justice in the 

settlement process. Although quite a few spes/~ers favoured a~ procedure (perhaps 

including conciliation and mediation) leading to compulsory settlement of disputes, 

this too is sm sa-ea where consensus does not exist at present because other spes/~ers 

favoured non-binding processes. 
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We have coveredso far four main organs or processes, on which some form of 

consensus seems to exist. Of course, other suggestions for the creation of major 

organs of machinery were made. One suggestion, for examplg, was for t~e establishment 

of an economic and technical commission, or similar body, which might have specific 

responsibilities in regard to the actual conduct of operations. Another suggestion 

was for t h e creation of an en%e~rise, which ~..~ould have the power to u~dertake all 

activities relating to exploration and exploitation~ either directly or through a 

system of Contracts for services or joint ventures. 

It is obvious, of course, that there were many suggestions, of a precise nature 

as to additional powers which the machinery should have and the bodies that might 

exercise these powers. Such powers would presumably either be exercised by certain 

of the major organs or delegated to certain subsidiary organs. 

(b) Rules and practices relatin~ to activities £o~- the - explpra%AOp~ e~_kq~l:0itation 
~and management 0f %h_e _re s0urpe~_ of_ the~ _are_a, as_ we!l as~ those re!ating to.. the 
preservation of ~%_he _mar__ing_ _environmen t _and spientific r esea.rc_h~ in ciuding 
technical assis_tanc e to d~evelop'!ng countries: 

This sub-item invited comments of delegations on..the nature of the rules .and 

practices, or the code %o be adopted to regulate those activities in the 

sea-bed area that .are %o be under the control of the .r4gime ~d machinery. 

Several delegations expressed the view that the treaty should allo~ for 

flexibility in regard to the formulation of rules and practices, so that these could 

be modified to keep pace with technology. It was argued in this regard that the 

treaty should specify the general parameters of the system of control for .ezqp!oration 

and exploitation, ~d ..... thai rules and practices could be promulgat.ed-as necessary within 

tho se parameters. * 

As noted previously, ~/,% the view of many delegations %his brings "ran %he question 

of the scope of the r4gime and machinei~y- that is, for example, %he questions of 

whether the treaty ~II apply only to the sea-bed or to all of ocesa~_ space, what will 

be the limiis of the sea-bed area, whether the treaty will apply to mineral resources 

only .or to living resources as well~ and whether it will be responsible for the other 

activities besides matters of exploration and exploitation. These are familiar 

problems and i% is not necessary to deal with them in any detail again at this stage. 

But on their resolution would depend to-some extent the rules and practices that ~,~II 

be applicable. 
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This, however, is a convenient point to raise a further question of fundamental 

importance to the type of code we shall have to negotiate. This could have been done 

under point 2 (a) but because of its direct relevance to the matter of rules and 

practices now would seem to be the appropriate moment. We refer, of course, to the 
_ .  

difference of attitude that exists as to whether the machinery should be empowered to 

conduct e~loration or e~loitation itself or whether it should be a licensing body in 

this regard. ... . 

%~Je use the word "fundamental" intentionally here, because we believe that if ~.~e 

could resolve this problem, the way would be open to the achievement of a broad 

consensus on one of the more important aspects- of the international r4gime. 

In this connexion, some representatives argued that the machinery should be 

responsible mainly for issuing licences to States for purposes of exploration and 

exploitation, as well as for certain activities associated with this function. 

On the other hand another group of states contended that the machinery alone 

should have the power to e~lore and exploit in the ~ternational sea-bed area, for 

example, through a corporation or enterprise which would be part of the machinery and 

which could make use of contractors or participate in joint ventures. 

A third group of States appeared to see a solution lying in a mixed system of some 

sort Whereby the authority might both issue licenses an__~d have the power to explore and 

exploit itself, either directly or through agents engaged for the purpose. 

A few speakers, including some whose delegations favoured giving the machinery 

a power of direct operation, said that, in the initial stages at least, licensing 

would necessarily be one of the main functions of the machinery because it would take 

time for this machinery to develop the capacity to operate itself. They saw this matter 

of timing as a practical problem, however, and one that could be resolved within the 

authority at an appropriate stage. 

Some speakers argued that States should be the basic entity authorized to take 

part in sea-bed operations , and that States in turn could sub-license operators to 

carry out exploration and e~p!oitation, or undertake it themselves. The view was also 

expressed that the machinery ought to grant licenses directly to physical a~d juridical 

persons, and without interposing a State between %tSelf and the individual operator. 

Some speakers put forward views as to the t2~pes of licenses that might be issued for 

the areas and types of minerals they should cover~ and how the rules covering the grant 

of licenses should be drama up. 
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Some speakers stressed that a system of rules and practices, if i% were to be 

satisfactory, would .have to contain provision for security of title, so that operators 

could have a sound basis from which to work. Some also considered that such a system 

would have to provide adequate incentives for operators to undertake activities of 

exploration' and exploitation. 

Many delegations made useful suggestions as to additional or complementary powers 

which in their view the machinery should possess, and which might be embodied in agreed 

rules and practices, such as, for ~example, the questions of inspections and safety 

measures, preservation of themarine environment, scientific research, and dissemination 

of information. .. .. ..... 

The view was expressed that, in regard to the control of pollution, the machinery's 

powers should notbe limited to pollution aman~ling from sea-b~d activities, . :b:ut should 

extend more generally to other related .types of pollution. The view was also ex~pressed 

that in considering the preservation of the marine environment a practical approach to 

formulating a system of joint responsibility as Between States and the international 
• • 

community would be to draw on %he experience of States in the development of anti- 

pollution measures arising from control of exploration and exploitation of the . 

con t in en tal shel f. 

Tl~e view was expressed that in any intermediate zone, the application of certain 

general international standards would be mandatory. Two examples of such standards 

would be the protection of the marine envir0nment and the prevention of unjustifiable 

interference with other uses, such as navigation, in the superjacent waters. 

Some other views e~pressed were that operations in the sea-bed must not result 

in any unjustifiable interference with other activities in the marine environment; 

that the machinery should have powers with respect.to the maintenance of the territorial 

and jurisdictional integrity of the sea-bed area, .and the harmonization of the various 

uses of the sea'bed and of these With the uses of the superjacent waters~ that 

liability for damage ~.:as an imp°rtantmatter for consideration; that provision should 

exist to enlarge the powers of the machinery as its competence developed~ and that 

powers ~would be necessary to control the effects of sea-bed production on land-based 

industries, .- • . .... : " .. • " 
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(c) ..The=egultable ~sharing: i n the benefi ts rob e derived fr~.;m the areaz bearing_~ 
~n d :.the _sPecia.1. ' interest s ~d. needs of .deve].oDin~ countries t whether 
coastalor land-locked 

This subject clearly requires further attention. M~ny deleg'ations discussed 
, . 

it in their statements, but for the most paz.~ what they h~d. to s~y was of a 

general nature .... Basing ourselves on the Declaration of--Principles, we might 
. . 

take it that there is broad agreement~ or very nearly broad agreement, that 
• . . 

the r4gime to be established should ensure the equitable sharing by Jtates in 

the benefits derived from exploration and exploitation. It might be argn~ed~ 
• . 

too, that equitable sharing is a logical extension of the principle of the common 
.. 

heritage of mankind. I% is difficult~ however, to take the matter much further 

than this. . .  

it is to refer to the S or t -Ge e  's 

study in document A/AC.158/58 entitled "Possible methods snd criteria for the 

sharing•by the international community of proceeds and other benefits derived 

from the exploitation of the resources of the area beyond the limits of national 

jurisdiction"•. This brought out clearly the difficulty and complez~ity of the 

task of arriving at an agreed method of sharing benefits, and demonstrated that 
b 

certain basic decisions will have to be taken before we can accomplish that 

%ask. As if to illustrate this problem, the view was e~koreSse~d that it is 
• . 

• . 

difficult to formulate meaningful detailed views on the dis%riLution of benefits 

in the absence of more precise parameters relating as well to the international ° 
• . 

a r e a  and  i t s  r e s o u r c e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

A fairly commo~ point made during the discussion was that the term "benefits ~ 
.. 

• 

comprised more than financial benefits, or revenues, but it is still a mat ~ ~e~ for 

further.discussion as to the precise nature of these benefits. A view was 

expressed that the concept encompassed raw materials and scientific information as 
• 

well. The question of the provision of training and the transfer of technology 

was also raised under this general heading • It"WaS ar~s~.-ed~ inaddi~ioh, that : 
• • . . . . . . . . . .  

revenue s ...should not be d~_stributed in the form of.-aid, ~..,u ~, directly. . to pardi_ clpa~_~.~::±~" " 

States for use as they deemed desirable. 

As %o the criteria for distributing benefits, one position, wkich was fairly 

widely taken, ~as that the developing countries deserved special consideration. _/,_ 

view was e~[pressed that benefits should be distributed to participating States 

according- to their needs. It was argued also that the total benefits should be 

divided in the first instance into two portions, one for the developing countries ~d 
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one for the developed cou~tries, and' "-'- ~n~. the portion for tile developing countries 

should be a subs tanti a/ one. Some speakers saggested the use of combined criteria 

of population and per capita income~ ~uoth£r view was that distribution should 

be according to the inverse ratio of contributions %o the United ~ations itself. 

l;Je must conclude, we think~ that no oonsensus exists as to the criteria that 

should be used for dis%ributing b .~,~s" s~ .... ~haL. further study of this matter 

will be necessc~r. It "s w srth notLng, h~,-ever~ ~.h.~ a view was e~pressed that 

%he basis of distribution of benefits adopted for any period of %ime should be 

revie~ed once every five years, to permit adj~:stmen% in the light of changing 

c irc r~s %anc e s. 

A further view put foz~,~ard was %hat the Isnd-locked and shelf-locked States, 

~0~ho considered ~hm~ question to be of grea% mmpor-~_~ce, should have their particular 

interests borne in mind, in respect of distribution of benefits. 

A view was also e~pressed %ha% there col~id not be a b~ly eo~itable system 

of benefit sharing unless there were also some provision for revenue sharing from 

ins-otto:n+, areas of ihe contin.en+.s3_ ~2~rg.im ±ha% oontelned v~_,~aole deposits of 
• 

..... ~ - " '~ for de-i;~:i~-~-. the imoun% of internatiOnal pe-~~.x,le~:., a:~ gas, The precise fom.,~a ............ 

revenus- f-.,~om an intexmediate zone was negotiable., It was f~rth~r stated in this 

_~,.n =:e-g.z~a -},hat i% ~.~ouid be possible %o rely on existing i~ute~national mid regional 

develop.-men% organizations for pumposes of distribution. 

A con%ra~ view was %h~% i% %~ou~d be %:..-ong %o c, hsmne! fin,.~ncia! benefits %0 

r-.zqy in-:~ "~.-.~,a ~I.~.~+"--~ " organi..za~" crisp± of e co!~ o~.c and-6~.ol~,nical' _. as sists_nce ~ I~%s%ead, 

ssme mechanism shoml.d be devised %o ensure ~,,ha% %he benefits should accrue 

directiy %0 o~a~s° 

• . J. .. One deleg'a%ion recalled i%~ co~a~u~'s re~-~diness io oon%rii'..ute %0 the in%erna%ion.a! 

oomm~r, i izy a percenie~e o~ b -~" ~" ~ so :ro~ sn in%ernediate zone bu% from 

+.,he whole of the ~ " .._. ='~' ~ 5oriefi sc~-bed and the conhin.::n%.al ~'~e "i {" u~.. r.~ 

( . a )  . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  £ ..... . . . .  . . . . . . .  . ; : - ,  " .  - " 

.... %~ ei ~' .~ in~ and marke %in~, of +h-~ reso~.ces of %he smea~ .including< =~__.~__i~roces 

This~ too~ is a subject Upon which there are divergent views and which will 

t~r ~her s%udy. 
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Consideration of this item raised issues .that were clearly important for many 

delegations, whose representatives expressed concern %hat sea-bed production might 

upset marketing patterns and create difficulties for laud-based producers of the 

resources in question. Quite a few speakers u~ged that the machinery should have 

the power to control the production, processing and marketing of the resources of 

the area. Some representatives appeared to envisage that any machinery set up for 

this purpose would function with the interests of the developing countries concerned 

in mind. This category of speakers saw the machinery's powers in this regard as 

being extensive. 

One Suggestion was that, in addition to conferring such powers on the machinery, 

a small unit for price stabilization should be set up. A further view was that 

control of production from the area beyond national jurisdiction could be achieved 

either through limiting the number of concessions granted, by setting aside a 

certain proportion of production, or by a stabilization tax or by some means of 

compensation. Another suggestion was for the use of the device of international 

commodity agreements or for setting a ceiling for the production of minerals of which 

a surplus existed on world markets. It was stated that the methods and procedures 

used should be subject ~o constant review in the light of developments. 

Other speakers saw a role for existing international organizations, such as 

UNCTAD, in minimizing any harmful effects of sea-bed production. The view was 

expressed in this connexion that the machinery should adopt, in consultation, and, 

where appropriate, in Collaboration with the competent organ or organs of the 

United Nations and the specialized agencies concerned, measures designed to minimize 

and eliminate fluctuations of prices of land resources and any adverse economic 

effects caused thereby. It was pointed ou + in this regard that the difficulties 

of establishing a system of international production or price control Were likely 

to be formidable. 

Another view was that, with minor exceptions regarding cobalt, which were 

hypothetical, the projected expansion of world demand for minerals was such that we 
-- 

could not contemplate any significant adverse impact on laud-based production. The 

implications of trying to set up an international system of production or price 

controls were so weighty that ag~ attempt to do so could only have an adverse effect 

on the achievement of our objectives. 
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, ... 

• . . ... . . 

Some sPe~,=ers referred %o reports of exploratory activities being condu6%ed in 
.. 

areas beyond national jurisdiction. Following discussion of %his questi0n~ the 

Sub-Committee asked tlle Secretariat to gather and make avaii able %0 i% receh% material 
.. 

on %he subject. We now have before us some useful informa%i0n in %his regard, in 

document A/AC.i38/73, which has been the subject of a Sepirate debate during the cumr en%- 
• . .. 

• . 

session of our Sub-Committee. 
. .  .. . . .. 

In this general regard a number of delegations argued that States which have 
• , 

companies eng-&ged in exploratory activities should give assurances that they Would not 

u n d e r t a k e  c, ommercial  e x p l o i t a t i o n  of  s ea -bed  r e s o u r c e s  i n  t he  a r e a  beyond "the l i m i t s  of  
: '.. ". .;. ",. 4 " " 

national j.urisdiction prior to the establishment of the r4gime. It was Suggested in 
• 

this context that the Committee might unanimously reaffirm resolution 2574 D of the 
. . ... . 

General Assembly. " " " ' : 
• . . . . . . . .  .. , . 

Although it was not directly connected %o item 2 of our programme of work, the view 

was expressed that if it proved impossible to get early agr@ement:on the rggime and :. 
, • . . . . .  

• . .  

machinery it ~-night be desirable to create transitional machinery which would have 
• 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  r e ~ l a t i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  r e s p e c t  of  e x p l o r a t i o n  and. ~ . p l o i t a t i  o n  on • 

the sea-bed beyond national jurisdiction pending the entry into force of the r4gime itsei'f. 
..: F • 

Arguments a g a i n s t  t k i s  view were e x p r e s s e d  on the  gr6und t h a t  n o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  shou l d  b@ 
4 

• . . .  . ~ , ,  ~ 

given to this matter prior to certain decisions~being taken on the natur@, scope and 
• . 

powers o f  ..the mac t~nery ,  
, .  

(e)  T h e  par}ioular needs  a n d p r o b l e m s  _of land" iocke,d, coum_%ries : ' : 

" Quite a few speakers commen~ed on this item. Many of %hem considered thati:"the 

particular needs and problems of land-locked countries deserved S~mpathetic consideration. 
, . . • . . . . . " . . . :  .. 

@ 

Some speakers made %he point that manyof the land-locked States were als0 developi~ 
... .. °. 

States, and .that developing land-locked States deserved sp"ecial consideration in %his 
• -t • • , 

context. 

Some speakers also linked the problems of shelf-locked States with 'those Of • 

land-locked States. They argued that shelf-looked S%a%es; because %hey s hared"%o a 
-. .. - . . 

certain extent the problems of land-10cked States, als0 recruited special sympaihetic 
• f . : -  . "  " " "  " '  " i - "  " , • . . :  • 

considera.tion. 
.~, 

m @ 
:.- , . . . .  . . 

Various suggestions were put for~¢ard for dealing equitably with the problems Of 
:. . . .. 

land-locked~ and also she!f-locked~ States. One Was that land-lockedStates deserved 
• - .. 

special consideration from the point of view of represen%ation on the organs of ±he 
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machinery; some speakers added that shelf-locked States also deserved special 

consideration in this regard. A further view was that land-locked States, and perhaps 

shelf-locked States, should be accorded some preference in the sharing of benefits. 

Some speakers made more specific suggestions as to the means of approaching and 

handling the problems of land-locked countries. One view was that the international 

machinery should provide opportunities for training in marine technology and for those 

States to conduct activities of exploration and exploitation- either individually, in 

partnership with another State, as a member of a group of States, or in co-operation 

w± th the sea-bed authority. 

It was argued, too, that the problem could be approached in a regional framework 

as well as at the global level, but that this aspect could not be usefully discussed 

until some agreement on limits had been reached. In this context the view was expressed 

that joint or regional ventures were subject to political arrangements w~_ich might not 

be feasible in all regions. 

Some speakers, in considering the particular difficulties of land-locked States, 

saw these as falling under several headings: first, right of access to the international o 

sea-bed area, including the transit of persons, minerals and equipment to and from 
k. 

coastlines, and adequate means of transport and communications; second, transit through 

the inland waters and territorial seas of coastal States; and third, the need for 

facilities on coastlines to permit activities of exploration and exploitation. 

A view was expressed that the proposed treaty should declare that land-locked 

States had a right of transit through the territory, internal waters and territorial ........ 

seas of coastal States to the international area for purposes of ~xploration and 

exploitation, leaving the precise manner of the exercise of this right to be worked 

out bilaterally. Coastal States, however~ should be under an obligation to conclude 

such bilateral arrangements on a reasonable bas±s. A further view was that the 

principles of ~he Convention on the Transit Trade of Land-Locked States should be 

incorporated in the law of the sea as eventually negotiated. 

(f) Relationship 0 f the international machinery t O the United Nat±0ns SYstem: 

Perhaps the main point made under this item, which attracted only a limited number 

of Comments during our discussion, was that most if not all speakers seemed to envisage 

that the r@gime and machinery would be established through an international treaty or 

treaties, which would thereby create a separate entity in the international arena. 
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Some speakers took the view that the authority should be in the United Nations 

system; others argued that it should remain outside .that system. The latter category 

o f  s p e a k e r s  seemed to  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  cou ld  n o t  be s u b o r d i n a t e d  to  t h e  

United Nations or forun part of the United Nations system as commonly conceived, but 

t h a t  some f o r m a l  l i n k  s h o u l d  e x i s t .  

It was also suggested that certain rules and procedures employed in the United 

N a t i o n s  G e n e r a l  Assembly  m i g h t  be s u i t a b l e  f o r  u s e  by the  a u t h o r i t y °  
A 
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