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B. To follow (Part 2)

C. Ttem 2 of the Prqgramme of Work

27. Discugsion of item 2 of the pfogramme of work, relating to the status, scope,
functions and powers of the international machinery, began during the March session,

when the Sub-Commitiee heard 42 speakers. It concluded during the July/August session,

when the Sub-Committee devoted four meetings to hearing an addiiional ll-speakeré.

28. BSeveral delegations made the general point that a close relationship existed
between itemg 1 and 2 of the work programme, in the sense that the status, scope and
basic provisions of the régime would have to reflect themsgelves in the gitatus, scope,
functions and powers of the machinery.

29. It was a fairly common view that séveral basic questiond would have to be dealt-
with befors the Sub-Committee could reach a more advanced stage in its work. Among -
those guestions were the areas_ﬁo‘which the régime would apply and in relation to-which
the machinery would have regulatory authority; the resources which would be covered;
and the range of powers and functions of the machinery.- _
30. Many delegations considered the question of limits in relation to the régime and
machinery, speaking along the lines of views expressed in the discussion of point 1 of
the programme of work, which are reflecied in para. 13 of document A/AC;lBS/SC.I/L.18.

(&) Organs of the international machinery, including compogition,.proceduresd and
digpute gettlement: ' . .

31. Many speakers considered that the international machinery should be the executive

and administrative arm of the régimea and that both the régime and machinery should. be

established by an international-treaty or treaties of a universal character.

GE.72-14652



1/L.18/4dd.1

32, Mamy speakers contended that the meohlnexyﬁshauld have girong and olesrly deflned
powers 1o enable 1t to achleve the primazy. pqrp"sepof the régime which, as ‘sot out
in the Declara%lon ‘of Pr1n01ples, wag to provide for the orderly and safe development
and rational mansgement of the international geéa-bed area and its resources, and for
expanding opportunities in the use thereof, and to ensure’the equitable shering by- =~
States in the benefits derived therefrom. h L l- o -‘
33, Some speakers considered that the maohlnery should have lnternatlonal legsl
pergonality and explained that hy this they meant that it ghould hsve, zor example, :
pover to conclude agreements, to owvn and dlspose of property, and ETE coﬁclude -
contracts. ' ) - ' ‘ ' '
4. It xes a common view that the bsslc maohlnery should con51st of at lesst four :
k;nds of maln orgsns or procedures. ' ' o
flrst = an Assembly, or plenary body, whlch would be the organ where all States
partles 16 the’ treaty ‘would be represented any speakers ‘set forth ‘their views ‘on
the powers ‘that should be vested in the Assembly and 1% was pogsible here to note
a degree of broad accord in the Sub—Commltﬁee. Many speskers, for example, srgued
in favour of giving each member of the Assembly one vote in its dellberatlons, but
agreement éld not seem yet to exist as to how de01s1ons should be" taken. ’
second - a Counoll, or executive body. Agreement existed that the oomposition
of thé Council should be such as to erable it to be representstlve and %o operate
effectlvely. There weré differences howsver in regard to the size of the Coun011 . the
interegis ﬁhat should he represented ﬁhereln, the manner in whlch the Councll should
be oomposed and the de01slonrmak1ng PrOCESS. ' '
It was p01nted out that current proposals before the Sub-Committee env1Ssged B
a repreeentatlon on-the Council of between 18 and 35 states.  In regard to voting -
procedures, although many speskers consideéred -thab each state should hsve'ene‘voﬁe;;-
noe agreement ex1sted as to whether de01slons should be taken by s1mp1e maJorlty, or “by
gome grester or otherw1se quellfled form of majority. I% wes srgued that the
composltlon end procedures must ensure sdequate protectlon for those ststes wﬁOse
positions will be mogt affeoted A view was also expressed that decisions should bs .
taken by consensus as far as matters of substance were concerned. Views were

expressed against adopting the procedure of consensus or forms of privileged voting

rights.
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third -~ speakers appéared to agree that it would be necessary to establish an
adminigtrative service or secretariat. |

fourth - many speakers sald that 1t would be necessary %o establish procedures
for the settlement of disputes. Some considered that this should be in the nature
of a separate tribunal, which would be esiablished by the treaty along with the
machinery. Others foresaw a role‘for the International Court of Justice; gtill
others seemed to feel there might be a place both for a separate tribunal and for
the International Court of Justice in the settlement process. A number of speakers
favoured a procedure (perhaps including conciliation and mediafion) leading to
compul gsory settlement of disputes, which some viewed as of critical importance, while
other speakers favoured non-binding processes.
25, Other suggestions for the creation of major orgéns of machinery were made.
One suggestion, for example, was for the establishment of an economic and technical
commigsion, or similar body, which might have specific resgponsibilities in regard
to the actual conduct of operations. Another suggestion contemplated the establishment
of an operations commission, a rules and recommended practices commission and a
boundary review commission. A further suggestion was for the creation of an
enterprise, which would have the power to undertake all agtivities relating to
expldration and exploitation, either directly or through a system of contracis for
services or joint ventures. ' |
36, The questibn whether the machinery should be empoﬁered to conduct exploration or
exploitation itself or whether it should be 2 licensing body in this regard was one
on which a wlde range of views were expressed.
37. Some representatives argued that the machinery should be responsible mainly for
issuing licences to States for purposes of exploration and exploitation, asg well as
for certain activities associated with this funcition.
38, Other_speakers contended that the machinery alone should have the power‘to exp%ore
and exploit'in the international sea-bed area, for example, through a corporation or
enterprise which woﬁld be part of the machinery, and which could make use of contractors
or participate in 301nt ventures.
39, Still other speakers appeared to see a-solution 1y1ng in a m¢xed gyatem of gome
gort whereby the authority might both issue licences and have the power %o explore and

exploit itself, either directly or through agents engaged for the purpose.
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40. & number of speakers, including some whose delegations favoured glVlng the
machinery a power of direct operation, said that in the initial stages at least llcenslng
would necessarily be one of the main functions of the machinery, because it would

take time for this machinery to develop the capacity, both technologically and
financially, to operate on its ocwn. Theéy saw this matter of timing as a practical
problem, however, end one that could be resolved within the authority at an appropriate
stage. ‘ :
41, BSome speakers argued that States should be the basic enfity authorized to take
part in sea~bed operations, and that States in turn could sub-license operators to
carry out exploration and exploitation or undertake it themselves. In this chtext
some delegations described the ocutlines of possible arrangements to ensure that there
was an equitable allocation of licences to participating States. The view was also
expxessed(thatfthegmachinery ought to grant licences directly to physical and Juridical
persons, and. without interposing a State between itself and the individual operator.

In this connexion it.was stated that such physical and Jjuridical persons could be
sponsored by1and_umdér the supervigion of a contracting party. ' ‘

A2, One delegation favoured a comprehensive approach to the problems of ocean space -
and locked forward %o the creabion, not of an agency or authority but of an institutional
gystem. In the view of this delegation the institutional system should be competeht
not only to develop and msnage ocean space ard itg resources beyond national
jurisdiction for the benefit of mankind, but should also be competent to deal with -

a wide range of mutbters of interndtional ¢ oncern, inecluding *the preservabion of the
marine emv1ronment and the maintenance of law and order; in ocean gpace. In this
copnexion the delegation suggested the creation of a machinery comprising an Asgenbly,
a Council controlling three main comissions, an international marine court and a '
secretariat. ‘ ‘ :

43, -Some other views expressed were that operations in the sea~bed must not regult

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

that liability for damage was an important matter for consideration; that provision
should exist to enlarge the powers of the machivery as its competence developed; ahd

that powers would be necessary to comtrol the effects of sea~bed production on land--

based industries.



AfAC,138/SC.1/1.18/44d.1
page 5

(v) HRoleg and practices relating to activities for the exploration, exploitation
- and management of the resources of the area, as well as those relating to the
preservation of the marine enviromment and scientific research, including
technical assistance to developing courtriesg:

A4, Geveral delegations considered that the treaty should allow for flexibility in

regard to ithe formulation of rules and practices, so that these could be modified to

keep pace with technology. It was argued in this regard that the itreaty should
specify the general parameters of the system of control for exploration and
exploitation, and that rules and précticeé could be piomulgated as ﬁécessany within
those parameters. Some delegations noted that this raised gquestions concerming the
scope of the régime and machinery, on the resolution of which could depend to some
extent the rules and practices that would be applicable. ' .

45. Some speakers put forward views as to the types of licences that might be issued
and the areas and categories of minerals they should cover, and how the rules covering
the grant of licences should be drawn up. _ o

46. Some speakers stressed that a system of rules and practices, if it were to be
satisfactory, would have to contain provision for security of title, so that operators
could have a souwnd basis from which to work. Some also considered that the system
would have o provide adequate incentives for operators to undertake activities of
explofation and exploitatioﬁ.

47, Many delegations made suggestions as to additional or complementaﬁy powers

vwhich in their view the machinery should posgess, and which might be embodied in
agreed rules and practices, such as, for example, the gquestions of inspections and
safety measures, preservation of the marine envirvomment, scientific research, and
disgemination of information. Some other delegations expressed the view that
scientific research was not an appropriate subject for regulation by the machinery.
48. In regard to the control of pollution, it was argued that the machinexy'!s powers
should not be limited to pollution emanating from sea-bed activities, but should
extend more generally to pollution that might affect the sea-bed or the activities
carried out there. The view was also expressed thdt, in congidering the preservation
of the marine enﬁirOnment, a practical approach to formulating a system of joint
responsibility as between States and the international community would be 4o draw

on the experience of States in the development of anti~pollution measures arising

from control of exploration and exploitation of the continental shelf,
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49. BSeveral speakers referred to the concept of an intermediate zone on which a

working paper had been presenﬁQd 1n‘March (see para. 7 above) The v1ew was expresaed

that in sny such zone, the appllcatlon of ccrbain general lnte“natlonal standards
would be mendatory. Two examples of such standards would be the protectlon of the
mariné envirbnment and the provention of unjustifiable interference with other uges,
such as névigatioﬁ, of the superjacent waters. +

(c) The eguitable sharing in the benefits to be derived from the area, bearing in
mind the special interests and needs of developing countries, whether coasgtal
or land-locked

50. Many delegations discussed this subject in their statements. Referring to the

Declaration df.Principles, they argued fthat the régime to be established should
ensure the equitable shaving by States in the benefits derived from explbration and
exploitation. _ . |

51.. In this regard, the Sub—Commlttee had at its dlsposa] the Secretartheneral’s
study in document A/AC.138/38 entitled "Possible methods and criteria for. the

sharing by the international communityfof proceeds‘and other benefits derived fxom
the exploitation of the resources of the arga beyond the limits of national
Jurisdiction”. This considered the: problem of arriving at an agreed method of
sharing benefits, and demonstrated that certain basic decisions will have to be

taken before that task can be accomplisghed. The view was efpressed that it would

be difficuli to formulate meaningful, defailed views on the dlstrlbutlon of beneflts
in the absenne of more precise data relating to Ihe lnternatlonal area and its
TEBOULCES. _ - , ,

52, A fairly common point made -during the dlSGuSSlOR was ﬁhaﬁ the term "beneflts"
comprised more than financial benefits, or revenues. A4 view was expressed that the
concept encompassed raw materials and scientific 1nformatlon asg well. The questmon
of the provision of training and the transfer.of technology was also ralsed under o
this general heading. Some delegations p01nted out in this context the degirability
of all partieipating states, irrespective of their geographic@l o econémic situation,
being able themselves to- take part direcily in the exploitation and exploration of_ '
the resources of the area. :It was argued, in addltlon, that revenues should not

be distributed in-the form of aid, but directly as of right as their share of the
common heritage te participating sStates for use as they’deeme& de51rable.

53. As to the criteria for distributing benefits, one posxtlon, whlch was lalrlj
widely taken, was that the developing countries deserved special con31deratlon. |

A view was expressed fthatbt revenues should be distributed to pardicipating Sitates
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according to their needs. It was argued dlso that the total revenues should be
divided in the first insfance into two portions, one for the developing countries
and one for the developed countries, and that the portion for the developing
comtries should be a substantial one. Some speakers suggested the use of combined
criteria of population and per capita income; another view was that distribution
should be according to the inverse ratio of contributions to the United Nations itself,
It was suggested that the basis of distribution of benefiis adopted for‘any preriod of
time should be reviewsd once every five years, to pemmit adjustment in the light of
changing circumastances.

54. It was stated in this regard that it would be possible to rely on existing
international and régiohal development organizations for purposes of-distribution.
A contrary view was that it would be wrong to chammel financial benefits to any
international organizations of economic and technical assistance. Instead, some
mechanism should be devised to ensure that the benefits accrued directly to States.
55. A further view was that the land~locked and shelf-locked States, which
considered this gquestion to be of great imporbance, should have their particular
interests and needs borne in mind, in respect of distribution of benefits.

56. In regard to the concept of an intermediate zome the vigw was expressed that
there could not be a truly equitable system of sharing wnless there werse also some
prdvision for revenue sharing from important areas of the continental margin that
contained valuable deposits of petroleum and gas. For this reason an intermediate
zone including at least part of the continental margin would be necessary. The
precise formula for detemining the amount of international revenue from an
intermediate zZome was negotiable.

57. One delegation recalled its country's readiness to contribute to the
international commmity a percentage of benefits accruing not from an intermediate
zone but from the whole of the territorial sea~bed and the continental shelf,

(d) The economic comsiderations and implications relating o the exploitation
of the resources of the area, inciuding their processing and markebing

58. Consideration of this item raised issues that were clearly important for many
delegations, whose represeniatives expressed concern that sea~bed production might
upset marketing patterns and create difficulties for land-based producers of the
commodities resources in guestion., Some speakers urged that the machinery showld
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 coumntries

concerned in mind. They saw the machinery'!s powers in this regard as being extensive.
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5¢.  One suggestion vag thatl, in addition to conferring powvers of this nature on
the machinery, a small unit for price stabilization should he set wp. 4 further
view was that control of produciion from the area beyond national jurisdiction
could be achieved either through limiting the number of concessions grented, by
setiing aside o certsin proportion of production, by a stabilization tax or by some
means of compensation. Some delegations suggested the use of internalional
commodity agreements which would céver both sea=bed end- land-based production. There
was 2lso a éuggestion for setting a ceiling for the produciion of minerals of
vhich a surplus existed on world markets. It was steted that the methods and
procedures used should be subject %o constant review in the light of developments.
60. Other sneakers sav a role for existing international orgenizations, such

as UNCTAD, in minimizing any hermful effects of sea-bed production. The view was
expressed in this’ comnexion that the machinéxy'should‘adoﬁt, in consultation with
snd where éppropriéfé in colleberation with, the competent organ or organs of

the United Wations and the specialized agencies conderned, measures des;gned to
ninimize and eliminate fluctuations of prices of land resources and any adverse
economic effects calised thereby. STt vas pointed out in this regeid that the”
difficulties of establishing a system of lnternatlonal produ0uion or price control
were likely to be formidable. R '

61l. Another view was that, with the possible éxcéptions of ecbelt, the projected
expanSLOn of world Hemend for the minerals concerned was such thai any significant
adverse impact on 1and;basedfproduction from the introduction of nev sources of & :
supply in the ses~bed need not be contemplated. The implications of trying to’
get up an interna tlonul system of produciion or price comtrois vere so weighty
that any aittenpt Lo ‘do so could only have an adverse effect on the achievement

of the objectives of the sub-comnittée. Moveover, the objéctives sought by

the proponents of such a system could not be achieved in the absence of a system

Fhere. was 1o need for o sys»cm of this

that involvedJland‘ﬁ%odub$ion as ‘well.

kind and its consideration shoqu 1ot be permiti sed t0 1mpu1r other work. It
was argued that, as regards proce381ng ana,marketlnﬁﬂ an attempt to deal with

the comblex factors 1nvolfed cou & keep the submcommltuee ot vork fdr many years,

for these vere part of o set of queaLlons going beyond +he scope of our endeavours.
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‘62. Info:mation,wag givén about work being done by certain companiés in the
deép—sea_area;‘ It ves stated that the nrocedures for recovering metalufrbm
nodules proﬁised:to become econcmically profitable in the near fuiure and

on the hasis of the.progreés made there was reason to hope that minerals

on the sea-bed could be.exploited before 1980, BSignificani new resources
would then become available to meet menkind's growing needs and to produce
fQVenues for the international community. This shoved the great importance

of eétablishing é'regime to ensure the orderly and raticnal development of
those Tesources.

63; A mmber of delegetions argued that States vhich have companies engaged
in exploratory activities should give assurances thet they would not undertake
commercial exploitation of sea-bed resources in the area beyond the limits of
_wnational jurisdicfion prior to the establishment of the regime. Some
haeiegations suggesﬁgd'in this context thot the Committiee might unanimously
réaffirm résolution 2574 D of the Genersl Assembly. Other déiégations
reiteratedJreservations about that resolution. |

64. The view vas expressed that if it prové& impossible to get early agreément
on the regime and machinery it mighf be_desirable to create transitional
machinery which would have-fesponsibility for regulating activities in respect
of explérétion and eﬁploitation on the sea-bed beyond national jurisdictibn'
pending the entry into force of the regime itself. ‘Arguments against this view
veTe eﬁpressed on thé grounds that no.considération should be‘given to this
matber wntil certain decisions vere taken oﬁ”the natire, scope and povers of
the machinery. t was alsc stated that the establishmént of transitional
machinefy migh% delay final agreeméﬁt on the regime and machinery.

65. Ehe'SubeCommittee.asked the Secretary-General to gather and meke available
to it recent material on the subjebt of activities being conducted in afeas
rbeyond national jurisdiction. This is contained in document A/AC.I;B/?;,

which the Hnder—Seoxetary~Geﬂefal for Eeonomic and Social Affairs introduced

at the forty—eighth‘meeting of the Sub~Committee‘(éee paragraph 6 above).

This report was the sﬁbject bf a separate debate at the forty-ninth and fiftieth

meetings of the Sub-Committee (see paragraphs .... below).
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(e) The neriiculsr needs and problems of land-locked countries

66. Guite a fev speakers commented on this item. Mony delegations considered that
the particular needs and problems of land-locked countriss deserved sympathetic
consideration. Some speakers mede the point thal many of the land-locked States
rere also‘develoﬁing States, snd that developing land-locked States deserved
special consideration in this context.

67. Some speakers also linked the problems of shelf-locked States with those

of land-locked Staies, They argued that shelf-locked States, because they shared
to & certain extent the problems of land-locked States, also merited special
sympathetic consideration.

68. Varlous suggestions vere put forword for dealing egquitably with the problems
of land-locked and algo shelf-locked States. One vas that land-locked States
deserved specisl consideration from the point. of view of representation on the
organs of the machiherﬁ; some sgpeakers added that shelf-locked States also dessrved
special consideration in this regard. It vas argued that a distinetion should bhe
made between primarily coastal and primsrily non-coastal States and that the two
categories should be represented egqually in the organs of the machinery. A
further viev was that land-locked States, and perhaps shelf-locked Statesg should
be accorded some preference in the sharing of benefits. -

69. 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 opporitunities for training in marine
technology and for those States to conduct activities of exploration and.
exploitation - either individually, in parinership with another Sitate, as a
nentber of a group of States; or in co-opneralion with the sea-bed suthority.

T0. It was argﬁcdj'%oog that the problen could be approached in a regional
framevork as‘well zg at the global level, bui that this aspect could not be
ugefully discussed until some agreement on limits had been reached. In this
context the vieu ves expregsed that joint or regional ventures vere subject o
noliticel arrangements which might not be feasible in all regions.

71l. BSome speakers, in consldering the peariicular difficultics of land-locked
3tates, sav these as falling under several headings: Ifirst, right of access to
the international sea-bed aresz, including the transit of persons, minesrels snd
equipment to and from coastlines, and adecuate means of trensport and comminications;
second, transit through the inland waters and territorial seas of coogtal States;

and third, the need for facilitiss on coastlines to permit activities of exploration

and expioitatlion.



A/AC.138/5C.1/L.168/A4d.1
vage 11

72, A view wag expressed that the proposed treaty should declare thatlland—locked
States had a right of transit through the territory, internal waters and territorial
seas of coagtal States to the international area for purposes of exploration 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 bagis. A further view was that the
principles of the Convention on the Trangit Trade of Land-Locked States should be
incorporated in the law of the sea as eventually negotiated, '

(f) Rélationship of the international machinexy to the United Nations system

T3, Most if not all of those who spoke on thisg item geemed to envisage that the
régime and machinery would be established through an international treaty or treaties,
which would thereby create a separate entity in the international arena.

T4. Some gpeakers took the view that the authority should be in the United Nations
gystem; others argued that it should remain outside that system. The latter
category of speakers gseeted to. congider that the authority could not be subordinated
to the Tnited Nations or form part of the United Nations system as oommonly conceived,
but that some formal link should exist. It was also suggested that certain rules and
procedures employed in the United Natlons General Assembly mlght be suitable for use
by the authorlty.

. Mineral production from the deep~sea ares

75. The Sub~-Commitiee, at its 49th and 50th meetings, discussed the question of

mineral production from %he ares of the sea~bed beyond national jurisdiction. This
was in addition to sn earlier discussion, during the March seesion, under item_Q_(d)
of the Sub~Committeé‘s programme of work. This separate discussion is summarized

in paragraphs above, '

76. The Tnited Nations.General Assembly, in its resolution 2750 A (KXV), had asked
the Secretary-General, in co-operation with UNCTAD, to study the problems arising
from the production of certain minerals from the area beyond national Jurisdiction,
to submit hig report to the Sea-bed Committee, ahd to keep the matter under congtant
review. The Secretary-General's report (A/AC 138/36) was dlscussed-at the session of
the Committee in July/August 1971. _ )
T7. During the consideration of this matter at the March session in 1972 (see
paragraphs above), the Secretary-General was asked to include in a subsequent
report information regarding the latest developments taking place in this field.
Accordingly, the Secretary-General provided a report entitled "Additional Noites on
Possible Economic Implications of Mineral Production from the International Sea-Bed
Area', The Under—Secretary-General for Economie and Social Affairs introduced this

report at the 48th meeting of the Sub-Committee (see paragraph 6 above).
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78. During the discussion in the Sub-Commiltee an account was given of certain
activities in the area of the sea-bed beyond national jurisdiction. Reference was
made to proposed 1egisiative action that would ensble the issuance of ligences for
operations in the international sea-bed area. Reference was alsc made to a draft
decigion (A/AC.lBS/L.li) submitted in the Committee during the March sesgsion. It was
suggested that Stéfes which were thinking of authorizing the exploitation of sea-bed
resources should invite their nationals to exercise moderation end should not encourage
them in their activitias, The matier of deep~pea mining should be kept under consgtant
review in the United Nations and UNCTAD Secretariats, inthe Sea~Bed Commitiee and by
UNCTAD itself. o A

T9. It was argﬁed that the probable increase in the supply of mineralé from land

deposits coupled with sea-bed production would inevitably tend to .lower prices fox
those minerals. If it were decided to exploit the sea-bed for the benefit of mankind, .
meang wust be provided to engure that the adverse effect on the developing countries
should not outweigh the benefits they received. It was suggested that the sea-bed
authority should have sufficient powers to control and regulate production so as to
prevent or mitigﬁte unfavourable effects on fhe economies of the developing countries. .
Further study of the questlon would be necessary.

80. Other delegatlons, although welcoming the Secretary—General’s report, congidered
that it would be appropriate to adopt a cawtious approaah to some 0¢ the v1ews 1t
expressed. They indicated that they felt the report mlght glve a mlsleadlng impression
of the pogaible impact of mineral production from the international sea~bed area on
world markets and on the economles of land-based producers. These delegations believed
that production from the seawbed was likely %o be commercially feasible only at

current prices and that minerals from the sea-bed were likely only o meet part of the
expected increase in world demand. In their opinion the report contained some errors
of fact and in some cases the authors had used data and drawn on published sources

that were of quesﬁlonable rellablllty. |

81. These delegations argued that the existing state of knowledge and technology made
it d@ifficult to meke fixm predictions. They.pointed out that, although a certain
amount of experimentation was in progress, no commercially proven process of
exploitation and metallurgy existed at preseni. Insofar as it was possible to make

a judgemsnt at this stage, however, they congidered that it was unlikely that the

exploitation of manganesge nodules would depress the price of the metals concerned and
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that therefore it would have no adverse effect on exisiing land producers. On the
contrary, they contended that in the long run the development of new sources of supply
would benefit the world, incliuding those who were consumers of the metals in guestion.
82, Differing views were sxpressed on the question whether the current scale éf
activities in regard to mining on the deep sea-bed meant that exploitation, as opposed
to regearch and exploration had already begun.

83, The view was expresged that all commercial research and experimental activities
concerning deep-sea mining should be goverhed by a transitional international régime
and machinery hased on the General Assembly's Declaration of Principles, pending the
entry into force of the internationsl sea-bed convention now under negotiation. Views
were also expressed against the establishment of such trensitional measures before

the question had been considered thoroughly, and decisiong taken on Important aspects
on the grounds that this would prejudge the permanent régime and machinery and'delay '
its establishment. _ '

84. Some delegations recalled that, as already decided, the Secretary-General of the
United Nations and the Secredary-leneral of TNCTAD would be keeping this subject under
review and would be providing the Committee with additional information. They looked
forward to examining further reporis. A suggestion was made that future reports be
organized to separate reliable source data frow more speculative data., Similarly the
interpretation of data should be separated from the data itself. .

85. The Chairman reiterated an appeal he had made at the March session to the effect
that the govermments cconcerned could best assist the process of reporting by providing
the Secretary-General with information available to them bearing upon the question.

The Under-Secretary-General for Ecoromic and Sccial Affairs echoed this appeal.
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