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OPENING OF T~ SESSION 

Mr. KUTAKOV (Under-Secretary-General for Political and Security Council 

Affairs) declared o~en the first session of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of 

the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the Limits of National Jurisdiction. He 

welcomed the members of the Committee and noted that a large number of them had 

played a conspicuous part in the deliberations of the Ad Hoc Committee which had 

been the fore-runner of the present Committee~ as well as in the work of the 

General Assembly. The participation of the newly appointed members ~ould give 

still greater weight to the Committee's deliberations. All delegations would now 

have the opportunity to give further consideration to the best methods of reserving 

the sea-bed and the ocean floor for peaceful purposes and of utilizing their 

resources in the interest of mankind. He was sure that the spirit of co-operation 

which had been shown in the Ad Hoc Committee would also be carried forward into 

the work of the new Committee. 

In establishing a standing body~ the General Assembly had wished to underline 

the importance of international co-operation in a vast yet insufficiently known area 

and to emphasize the need for careful study of the far-reaching implications of any 

decisions taken on the subject of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, recognizing at 

the same time that it was essential to achieve a rapid solution to certain vital 

problems. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

Hr. DANIELI (United Republic of Tanzania) proposed that Mr. Amerasinghe 

(Ceylon) should be elected Chairman by acclamation. Hr. Amerasinghe~ the outgoing 

Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee~ was an eminently qualified diplomat whose 

leadership had guided the previous Committee and had led %o the establishment of 

the new one. 

Hr. SCHUURMANS (Belgium)~ Hr. PINEBA (Chile)~ Hr. TOMOROWICZ (Poland),  

Mr. AROm (I ai ) and Mr. mSA    ppo tea p opo al or the 

delegation and associated themselves with the tribute which had been paid to 

Mr. Ame ra s ing he. 

Mr. Am eras in,he (_Ceylon) was elected Chairman by acclamation. 

Mr. Amerasin~he took the Chair. 

° ° o  
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The CHA!RkTAN said that, following informal consultations~ it had been 

agreed that the Committee~ like the Ad Hoc Commi4tee~ would establish two 

sub-committees. The candidates who had been nominated to serve as officers of the 

full Committee were the following ° the representatives of the United Republic " 

of Tanzania (Mr. Danieli), Chile (Mr. Pi~era)~ I~orway (Mr. Evensen) and Poland 

(}iro Tomorowicz) as Vice-Chairman; and the representative of Malta (}~b. Gauci) 

as Rapporteur. If there was no objection; he would take it that the nominees were 

elected. 

It was so ~decided. 

The CHAI~}~ invited ~.~h". G a u o i  to take his seat as Rapporteur. He 

suggested the establishment~ as had been agreed informally~ of a legal sub-co~uittee 

and an economic sub-cormuittee~ the pattern of representation in those bodies would 

be similar to the one for the corresponding bodies of the Ad Hoc Colmuit-~ee. 

Mr. POPPER (United States of America)~ noting that the names of the 

sub-committees did not accord with those of the Ad Hoc Committee~ suggested that 

the question of the exact titles of the sub-cor~aittees should be settled when 

their activities were defined. 

The CHAIP~,~AN said that the titles "leo- i sub-committee" and "economic ~a 

sub-committee" would be considered provisional. 

The proposal to e s~a!~lisl% twp - st~bjco!~mittees was adopted. 

The CHAIP~.~AN stated that the candidates nominated to serve as officers 

of the Economic Sub-Committee were Mr. Denorme (Belgium) as Chairman, Mr. Arora 

(India) as Vice-Chairman and ~b. Prohaska (Austria) as Rapporteur. The candidates 

nominated to serve as officers of the Legal Sub-ColmuiZtee were ~h ~. Galindo Pohl 

(El Salvador) as Chairman~ i!r. Yankov (Bulgaria.) as Vice-Chairman and Mr. Bada.wi 

(United Arab Republic) as P~apporteur. If there was no objection~ he would take it 

that the nominees were elected. 

It was so decided. 

T T r  Mr. I~TA~OV (Under-Secretary-General for Political and Security Council 

Affairs) read out a message to the Committee from the Secretary-General. 

The Secretary-General regretted that he was unable to be present and eo~ressed 

his best wishes for the success of the Co~aittee's work. The Committee would be 

..o 
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(Mr. Kutakov~_Under-Secretary-General 
for Political and Security Council 
Affairs ) 

carrying • forward the imp_or:tant tasks begun by the Ad Ho__~c Committee~ and ~,.~ould have 

o'- I J_ one additional funcoions and duties laid down in General Assembly resolution 

2467 A-D r~r~TT~T <~m~±) of 21 December 1968o The Committee could rely on the fullest 

co-operation of the Secretariat. In its debates~ the General Assembly had 

underscored the comple~ity and e~,~tent of the problems -the Committee was to deal 

with and had recognized that the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed and 

the ocean floor should benefit mankind as a whole; irrespective of the geographical 

location of the States concerned~ and taking due account of the needs of the 

. . omo ~e international developing countries It ~.~Tas therefore necessary to pr 

co-operation in that field. The new Committee should be a f0cal point for the 

elaboration of appropriate measures for ensuring such co-operation and for-the 

co-ordination of the activities of international organizations. Its functions 

were therefore highly important and its - endeavours would have profound consequences 

for -the future of international co-operation and for the United Nations' capacity 

to attain the goals laid down by the General Assembly. 
-~. 

The CHAIRI,~N recalled that during the last session of the Ad Hoc 

Corm~aittee~ it had been decided that any Member State could be accorded the status 

which would entitle it to be represented at all meetings of the full Committee and 

its sub-conmnittees and to contribute to the debates. He welcomed the 

• u _  .] representatives of the specialized agencies and expressed the hope that ul_ey would 

be able to attend the Committee's -forthcoming Session. 

0P, GANIZAT!0N OF WORK (£,'~ z38/l ana 2 ) 

Mr. DENOR]k~E (Belgium) said that the General Assembly~ in drafting 

resolution. 2467A <,,,~±.-I{V~rTT )) had borne in mind -the vie~,,,Ts expressed during the 

proceedings of the Ad Hoe Committee and had sought tO profit byits e~:perience° 

His delegation ~qas pleased to note that the members of the Committee e~<pected to 

make use of. that experience and had-turned to-the officers of the. Ad Hoc Committee 
• . 

for assistance in continuing the work which it had begun° 

In order to facilitate the discussion; his delegationj after conducting the 

broadest possible inquiriesj had prepared a working paper putting forward some 



(Mr. Denorme, Bel~itml) 

ideas on the organization of the Committee's work. It had seemed advisable to 

retain the division of work between the Committee~ its Legal Sub-Co~mmittee and 

its Economic Sub-Committee~-the last dealing also with the technical aspects of 

the Cormmittee's mandate. It had also seemed helpful to outline a prograr~e of 

worh~ without limiting in any way the freedom of action of each sub-committee. 

That procedure would make it possible for the Governments concerned to have an 

idea of-the programme when they appointed-their representatives~ who would be 

aware of the general lines of -the plan of worh and would then be better able to 

prepare for the discussions to be held during the session. 

In drawing up the plan~ his delegation had been guided by two considerations. 

The first related -to -those functions which had been indirectly assigned to the 

Committee by resolutions other than the one setting forth its terms of reference. 

Various resolutions had provided for the preparation of studies and reports to be 

submitted for considera%ion by the Committee during 1969. The Secretary-General 

should be given sufficient time to prepare those documents. Thus~ the Committee 

would not be able to consider them advantageously until the su~aer session. 

rI7"L-~ ,_~ second consideration concerned the scope of the Cormmittee's terms of 

reference. It was clearly impossible to do everything at once. It was necessary 

to set short-term objectives and concentrate on one or two priority items. The 

latter might be the formulation of a statement of principles to serve as a guide 

for international co-operation in the field under consideration~ and a preliminary 

study of conditions governing economic e~loitation of the resources of-the 

sea-bed and-the ocean floor° 

At the General Assembly's twenty-third session his country had emphasized 

-the urgen-~ need for preparing a statement of principles. Before the codification 

of precise rules of international law in one or more conventions could be 

undertaken~ it seemed necessary to define certain principles in order to prevent 

the appropriation of undersea areas by any Power and to reserve the sea-bed and 

-the ocean floor for peaceful purposes. Several working papers had been 

incorporated in the report of the Ad Hoc Conm~ittee~ and cl~aft resolutions had 

been submitted to the First Committee. Those documents would be transmitted to 

the Commi%tee for its consideration. Accordingly~ there should be no further 

delay in undertaking-the consideration of those principles° 

.o. 
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(Mr. Denorme, Bel~ium) 

The legal status of the sea-bed and the ocean floor was~ moreover~ not the 

only point at issue~ for it ~.~as also necessary to determine a r@gime for the 

e~ploitation o -° submarine resources. The total of six weeks available to the 

Committee would not be sufficient for the completion of that comple~ tasl<; but a 

preliminary study could be undertaken of economic conditions favouring the 

development of those resources in the interest of mankind as a whole. A 

c]istinction~ had already been drawn between the technical capacity for e~,~ploit "in~ ~," 

mineral resources and the cor:m~ercial profitability of such exploitation~ and a 

number of features to be incorporated in such a r@gime had been identified, In 

part icular~ it had been shown that it was necessary to encourage States or their 

nationals to make considerable investments~ by G~a.ranteeing them equitable returns 

and security. At-the same time~ the main objective had not been lost sight ofj 

namely that the e;:ploration and ez~loi-tation of-8he sea-bed and the ocean floor 

and the sub-soil thereof must be carried out -for the benefit of mankind as a whole. 

The working paper prepared by his delegation (A/AC.138/I) had been inspired 

by the conclusions dragon from the debates of the Ad Hoc Committee a.nd had been 

the subject of consultations with the greatest possible num~ber of delegations. 

The "general guidelines" mentioned in section 5 of the paper set forth useful 

considerations for -the orientation of the Committee's work~ having been based on 

the preambles of t~o resolutions adopted by the C[eneral Assembly. After reading 

out that section he observed that the Cormmittee thus had guidelines which had 

already obtained the approval of the international conmunity and that it would 

thus be in a position at its two forthcomin~sessions to lay the ground~ork for 

an enterprise which would have consequences of considerable importance for all 

mankind. 

Mr. ARAUJO CASTRO (Brazil)~ on behalf of the seven Latin American 

members~ introduced the draft programme of work which they had prepared 

(A/AC°I38/2)~ the sponsors would provide any. necessary clarifications and ~.~ould 

consider any suggestions which might improve the draft, The program~ae of workj 

inspirec] by the guidelines set forth in re~!ution 2467 (~,~Tmm)~ . . . .  ~ ~.~ was intended to 

make the ~vorl< of the Committee as fle~,~ible as possible~ it was for that reason 

that the sponsors had not attempted to submit a more ambitious draft° 

o.. 
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(Mr. Arau.io Castro, Brazil) 

Sub-paragraph B (a) had been predicated on the consideration that it was preferable 

to examine simultaneously all the legal standards and all the organizational 

principles in question in order to avoid jeopardizing the possibilities of 

agreement by considering certain questions in isolation~ especially when the 

legal sub-committee came to the stage of recommending specific proposals to the 

full Committee. It ~.~as also essential for the legal sub-co~aittee to examine 

thoroughly the study that was being undertaken by the Secretariat in accordance 

~,~ith General Assembly resolution 24-67 C (][XII!)~ paragraph I, so that the 

Committee would be able to report to the twenty-fourth session of the General 

Assembly as planned° Only after completing -the work outlined in sub- 

paragraphs B (a) and (b) of the programme of work (A /A C .138 /2 ) would the legal 

sub-committee be in a position to elaborate a statement of principles on the whole 

question. 

Hr. OULD DADDAH (~,,%uritania) said that he was pleased at the co.ntinuation 

of the work undertal~en with regard to the peaceful utilization of the Sea-bed 

and the ocean floor, ilis delegation~ ~hich was participating in that task for 

the first time~ hoped to obtain some clarifications on the functions of the 

sub-committees and on the manner in ~,~hich their reports would be submitted. The 

two working papers before the Committee raised interesting questions~ such as 

that of the order of priority to be fixed. It would be advisable~ however~ not 

to take final decisions concern" ~ Ins the organization of work until all delegations 

had made their~ views heard. 

The CHAIR~I~N recalled that it had been decided during the preceding 

year to establish a legal and an economic and technical sub-committee~ while the 

full Co~nittee ~ould consider the reports of the two groups and concern itself 

with the political and military aspects of the question. Each sub-co~aittee 

would determine its own procedure and could deal with any question falling ~ithin 

its terms of reference. The reports of the sub-col~aittees would be adopted by 

general agreement° At the present meet'in o~ the Cormnlt~ee must take a decision 

on the over-all organization of ~7ork~ but it would allow the sub-committees 

considerable freedom in that connexion. Any new proposals of a general nature 

~ould be submitted to the full Committee. 

.o° 
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Mr o AROP$'~ (India) said thathe thought -the }7orhing paper on the 

organization of work submitted by the Belgian delegation was very useful. The 

document submitted by the Latin American group was largely based on the Belgian 

one, which would make it easier to consider. The problem was to alloca.te the 

work between the Committee and its two sub-committees and to indicate the items 

to which those bodies should accord priority during the next two sessions. The 

General Asserably~ in its resolution 2467 A (~D[Iil)~ paragraph 2 (a), had requested 

the Con~nittee inter alia to study the elaboration of the legal principles and 

norms which would promote international co-operation in the exploration and use 

of the sea-bed. That study should be entrusted to the legal sub-committee and 

should be given priority~ in the light of certa.in principles on the.use of that 

area which had been set forth in the preambles to resolutions 2340 ()~II) and 

/'X]rTTT 2467 A ~ ~_). The resulting discussion would lead to consideration of the 

legal r4gime applicable to the exploration and exploitation of the resources of 

-the sea-bed~ a question to ~.Jhich his delegation attached considerable importance. 

The second part of the mandate set forth in resolution 2467 A (XXIII)~ 

paragraph 2 (a)~ concerned-the economic and other requirements which such a 

rigime should satisfy in order to meet the interests of humanity as a whole~ the 
%. 

study of which should be entrusted to the economic sub-committee. That Sub- 

Committee should also study the means of promoting the exploitation and use of 

the resources of the sea-bed (resolution 2467 A (XXI!I)~ paragraph 2 (b))~ as 

also the progress made in the e~q~loration of those resources and in the techniques 

of exploitation~ and the measures ~lhich the international cmm~unity should take 

to prevent marine pollution which might result from such e~-~loitationo The full 

Committee should undertahe the study called for in resolution 2467 A (XXIII) 

paragraph 5 (reservation exclusively for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed)~ and 

the study of the questions mentioned in paragraph 2 (c) of that resolution° 

The Committee and its two sub-comm_~ittees would also have before them the 

report which the Secretary-General~ pursuant to resolution 2467 C ('"~ ~lll) ~ ~:,ja s 

to draw UP concerning the establishment in due time of international machinery 

-for the promotion and e:~ploration and exploitation of the resources of :the 

sea-bed. The full Committee~ like the economic sub-committee~ ~Jould have to 

O Q O  
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(Mr. Arora, India) 

e~camine certain parts of-the report to be dra~Jnup by the Secretary-General~ 

under resolution 2467 B (-3fI!l)~ on the question of pollution. The report by 

U},]ESCO called for in resolution 2467 D (]C[!II) would also be submitted to -the 

General Assembly-through the full Committee. The report to be dra~.m up by-the 

Secretary-General for the Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly 

pursuant to General Assembly resolution 2414 (]O[ili) would be of considerable 

interest-to the Economic Sub-Committee° 

While his delegation had no objection to the allocation of items as indicated 

in the working paper submitted by the Belgian delegation (A/AC,13$/I)~ it hoped ~ 

-that the titles of the items -to be referred to-the Committee and its sub-committees 

would correspond as closely as possible to the language used in the General 

Assembly's resolutions. A!so~ wherever it might be necessary~ the studies prepared 

by the Secretariat in the previous year for -the Ad Hoc Committee should be brought 

up to date~ if possib!e~ before the Com:lit-tee's ne~_t session° That observation 

applied in particular to the Secretariat's working paper on the military uses 

of the sea-bed (A/AC.I~5/2$)~ which his ~ ~ delegaoion had found most interesting 

The CHAIE~N~ replying to a question by l i t °  OULD DADDAH (},{a.uritania)~ 

said that all members of-the full Committee could be members of the sub-committees. 

As in the past; efforts would be made toprevent the two sub-committees from 

meeting at the same time. 

Mr. POPPER (United States of America.) said that the two working papers 

submittedj as well as the observations made by various delegations~ should be 6iven 

careful attention° He supported the Indian representative's remarks concerning the 

need to reflect closely the language used in the General Assembly's resolutions~ 

and observed that as the Belgian delegation had not intended to limit the 

competence of what it called the Economic Sub-Co~m~ittee~ it should also concern 

itself with technical questions. It would be far better to follow-the terminology 

used in the A ~ " ~C< HOC Colm.~.ittee~ i.e. Economic and Technical Sub-Committee". 

Otherwise it would not ]De possible to attract-the interest of scientists and 

economic groups directly concerned. 

The CHAiRI~AN said that he thought there was no reason why the Committee 

should not use -the titles and terminology adopted in-the past° 
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Ym. DE NORHE (Belgium) said that he had proposed a simpler name for 

one of the two sub-cor~ittees for reasons of convenience. A definite decision in 

that regard should not be taken until the tasks to be carried out had been 

specifically allocated between the Committee and its sub-committees. It was also 

important to establish~ if only provisionally; the work programme for each of the 

two sessions. To that end~ and in order to reconcile any differences~ private 

consultations should be held between the sponsors of documents A/ACo!98/I 

A/AC. 138/2. 

Hr. BEESLEY (C'anada) said that the draft working programmes outlined in 

documents A/AC°I38/I and A/AC°I38/2 were similar in many respects but that as 

far as the activities of the legal sub-co~uittee were concerned there were some 

differences as to whether~ for example~ it should take up first the question o-f 

general principles or that of the legal rggimeo That point should therefore be 

discussed and the parties concerned should hold consultations° Also~ it was 

essential to establish a precise terminology and he accordingly felt that the 

name "Economic and Technical Sub-Committee" should be retained. 

~. OULD DADDAK (Mauritania) thought that consultations should be held~ 
b 

iJ-1 w_0n the participation of all interested delegations~ before the Con~-aittee took 

a final decision on the organization of its work That would allow for the 

submission and consideration of any further proposals that delegations might wish 

-to make° 

Hr. ARAUJO CASTRO (Brazil) thought that the question of the organization 

of work should continue to be considered by the Cormmittee~ which would enable other 

delegations to express their opinions and submit proposals° After that~ the 

sponsors of documents A/AC.13$/I and A/AC.I~8/2 could hold consultations~ having 

any such new elements in mind. 
e 

Hr. GAUCI (Halta) said that consultations had already been held and 

that he thought it would be easier to reconcile any differences by examinins them 

in a small group. 

... 
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H r .  HENDELEViCH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the 

proposal to retain the title "Economic and Technical Sub-Committee". As far as 

-the organization of the Committee's work was concerned~ he agreed with-the 

representative of Erazil that delegations should formulate observations and 

submit proposals to the Com~ittee and that consultations open to all should follow~ 

for to exclude any delegation would augur ill for the Committee's future work. 

rr~r The CKAIEDZN su~s~es-ted that all the dele~ ~- .saoions which had submitted 

proposals~ notably Belsium~ the Latin American group and India~ should hold 

consultations in which all interested delegations could participate. 

Hr. K}{AI,~CHET (Ku~ait) said that he wondered if~ apart from the matter 

o -° organizing its work~ -the Committee was not calling into question its mandate 

as defined by the General Assembly. He asked the Chairman to postpone the 

Committee's next meeting by one hour in order to allow the members of the Group 

of Seventy-Seven who were members of the ~Co.~m~ittee to meet. 

The CHAIPd,~N said that he did not think the terms of reference laid 

do~.~n by the General Assembly were being called into question. 

Mr. APAUJO CASTRO (Brazil)~ supported by Hr. DE~i0RHE (Belgium)~ thought 

that it would be better if delegations first e~,-_pressed their views in the 

Colm~ittee~ which would make it possible ~to hold more -fruitful consultations later. 

. @_elesa olons belonging Kr KHANACKET (Kuwait) said that he thought the -~ ~-'-" 

to the Group of Seventy-Seven ~ould be willing to meet at the close of the 

following meeting. 

The meeting rose at ! p.m. 
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SUM,JARY RECORD OF THE SECOND i,~EETING 
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Chairman- Mr. AHERASiNCHE Ceylon 



 /AC.l S/SR.2 

ORGANIZ~TION OF WORK 

Mr. MENDELEVICH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) introduced the 

draft programme of work of the socialist countries contained in document 

A/AC.138/3. His delegation' s guiding principle, in drawing up the programme, had 

been that most of the tasks entrusted to the Committee by the General Assembly in 

resolution 2467 A (XXIII) had two aspects - the legal, and the economic and 
\ 

technical - and consequently that many questions should be discussed by both 

the legal and the economic sub-committees. 

His delegation also felt that the Committee should benefit from the experience 

of the Ad Hoc Committee to Study the Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean 

Floor beyond the Limits of National Jurisdiction. The Committee had already 

followed its example by setting up two sub-co~littees and by electing many of the 

same officers. However~ its terms of reference were somewhat broader than 

the Ad Hoc Committee's had been" whereas the latter had only studied the 

question of the peaceful uses of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, the Committee 

was expected to make recommendations to the General Assembly on all problems 

connected with the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national 

jurisdiction. In addition, the Committee was a permanent body and should~ 

therefore, study the problem of the organization of its work in the light of long- 

term objectives. Unlike the Ad Hoc Co~mittee~ She Committee was ~in a position 

to discuss all the problems entrusted to it under General Assembly resolution 

2467 A (XXIII) in depth and from all angles. 

He proposed that the Committee's March session should begin with a general 

discussion on all the problems for the purpose of making the various delegations' 

views known. Such a discussion would require only a few days but was, in his 

opinion~ of great importance. The two sub-committees would then begin 

examination of the questions which directly concerned them, after which the 

Committee would again meet in plenary to discuss the preparation of its report 

to the General Assembly. He emphasized the importance of combining general 

discussion with expert examination of specific problems. 

... 



M_~ro BE ESLEY (Canada.) said that the USSR proposal ha.d considerable merit~ 

a " z while there was merit in voicLing a compartmentalization of work~ the Committee 

should be aware of-the danser that-the need for each of its organs to refer 

constantly to the other might inhibit the -'- ~" ~ ~a,~!n~ of decisions. 

In his opinion~ -the suggestions made in the Latin American draft programme 

of work (A/ACoI3$/2) concerning the Committee's plenary meetings and %he 

meetings of the economic and technical sub-committee~ though not broken down 

by session as in the Belgian document (A/AC.!D$/I)~ were, with slight differences 

in wording~ identical ~,,~ith-the suggestions contained in the latter document. For 

e~:a, mple~ points A (a)and (b) relating to the plenary mee~cings in the Latin 

American document were to all intents and purposes identical with points C (a) 

and (b)of the Belgian document's proposals for the full Committee's summer session~ 

and point A (c) of the former was implicit in point C (b) of the latter. With 

regard to the economic and %echnical sub-con~ittee~ points C (a)~ (c)~ (d) and (e) 

were very similar to if not identical with the equivalent points in the Belgian 

document, but point C (b) had no counterpart in the Belgian document and he would 

therefore welcome a clarification of its meaning. 

The only difference of substance between the two documents arose in relation 
~. 

to the meetings of the legal s ub-co~aitteeo In his delegation's view~ both 

possible interpretations of the word "r6gime ~' - as a set of principles of law 

or as a possible future form of machinery - fell within the Colmmittee's ma, ndate~ 

but the sponsors of the Latin American draft programme should clarify which 

meaning of the' word they intended in their po_no B (a) His delegation would 

have some difficulties ~.~ith points A (a) a.nd (b) of the Belgian proposal° If the 
/ . j o Con~ i t tee  was to adopt a regime cons isGlno o f  a set  o f  l e g a l  p r i n c i p l e s ~  i t  must 

s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  and m e t h o d i c a l l y  adopt each p r i n c i p l e  in  turn~ ~ o r k i n g  on the  

basis of lists of principles submitted by delegations. The USSR suggestion 

regarding the principle concerning exclusively peaceful purposes~ which raised the 

problem of the interrelationship between legal and economic matters a, nd 

demi!itarization~ must be part of such a r6cime. Moreover~ a r6gime consisting 

of a set of principles definitely implied more than merely one or two principles. 

Point B (a) of the Latin American document ~la, s merely a restatement~ not.a 

clarification~ of the problem and was follow, Ted im~edia, tely by point B (b) calling 

/O O ~ 
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for the consideration of-the Secretary-General's report° He hoped-the sponsors 

of the Latin American draft ~ould clarify why they he, d proposed that particular 

order for the programmes of ~7ork of the two sub-committees. 

Hr. POPPER (United States of America) said that as the documents before 

the Committee showed~ there were many possible a0pproaches that could be taken° 

In his delegation's vie~ the Committee's best course would be to adhere as closely 

as possible to the terms of General Assembly resolution 2467 A (~,~T ~!I) ~ since 

any departure from it would imply priorities and degrees of emphasis witlz which 

-the General AsseS01y might not agree. His delegation was -therefore proposing an 

outline programme of ].{orL: (A/AColS$/4)which it considered flexible, general and 

closely related-to the actual wording of the General Assembly resolution. 

Hr o H!LD~D- rAG (United Kingdom) comsmo.ered° ~ that the Belgian document 

(A/AC.!~Po/1) ;  w h i c h  f o l l o w e d  c l o s e l y  t h e  guidelines l~,~id down i n  %he two r e l e v a n t  

G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  r e s o l u t i o n s ;  c o n t a i n e d  a. g o o d p l a ,  n o f  w o r k .  Ke h o p e d  t h a t  t h e  

s p o n s o r s  o f  t h e  o t h e r  p r o p o s a l s  w o u l d  c o n s u l t  ~ i t h  t h e  B e l g i a n  de l e -@a t ion  i n  o r d e r  

t o  a g r e e  on a s i n g l e  c o n s o l i d a t e d  progra lmue o f  work  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  al! .o I n  t h e i r  

c o n s u l t a t i o n s ;  t h e  s p o n s o r s  o f  %he v a r i o u s  ~p roposa l s  s h o u l d  ke<ep i n  mind t h e  
I ~  • . o . l _ j _  desirabi l i ty  o f  ela, b o r a % i n g  a s e t  o f  p r i n c i p l e s  on W~z±ch t h e  Coi~]_ouee c o u l d  b u i l d  

i n  t h e  f u t u r e °  D e s p i t e  some d i f f e r e n c e s ~  -.,the Commi t tee  had a l r e a d y  r e a c h e d  

~n~ formula,% ion of a se-t of principles agreement on certain basic principles and '-~ ~ 

could and should be its major achievement of -the year. As regards the titles of 

the sub-comm~ittees; he could agree either-to "Economic and Technical ~' or to 

"Economic"; on the assumption that the sub-committeeTs discussions would be broad 

enough to include economic; technical and other related aspects. Recalling that 

the Committee had inherited not only its officers but also a tradition of 

. . . . . . . .  ~ r t  s . ~ a r a g r a p h  6 o f  e f f e c t i v e  work  f r o m  t h e  AC Koc Co~m~i-tteej he  s o ronb~y  smppo e~_ ~,0 

_ ci!a.L L,&eile the Belgian document~ erm0hasizing ~ ' his delegation a.t .... ~- d grea, t impor-~anc ~ 

to the Con~ittee' s ~oroceeding, by ~e<, neral asreeme~.-t~ 

Hro OULD DADDAH (iTauritaaia) said that neither the Belgian nor the 

Latin American proposals conta, ined any refeT°ence to the possible danger which 
• , - r~. 

e~,~ploita..tion in the contiguous zone - which ~,m,s clearly beyond -che limits oz 

national jurisdiction and therefore within the Committee's mandate - might present 

to the sovereignty of' States; es-0ecially the develo-oing countries; over %heir 

territorial seas as defined in their national legislation° ' 
/ o  Q o 
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Mr. GALINDO POHL (El Salvador) said that there should be an organic 

connexion between the plenary Committee and the two sub-co~nittees, and that a 

relationship between the activities of those bodies should be established at the 

very outset of the work. He therefore supported the idea of holding a preliminary 

discussion in March dtLring which the various delegations would have an opportunity 

to stress those ideas which most concerned them and to lay down guidelines for the 

sub-committees. The latter would then have a common basis for their work and 

would deal with the items assigned to them within the broad framework of the total 

programme. In that way some balance would be achieved between the matters dealt 

with in plenary and the work done by the sub-con~mittees. 

The Latin American draft progralmme of work which his delegation had co-sponsored, 

differed from the Belgian working paper only in respect of the programme of the 

legal sub-committee (para. B). The attainment of the legal sub-committee's basic 

objective - the formulation of a statement of principles - would necessarily 

take some time; on the other hand, some results would have to be submitted to the 

General Assembly at its next session. There were various ways in which the legal 

sub-committee could approach its task. The approach suggested by the Latin 

American draft programme of work was that the elaboration ~of the statement of 

principles (point B (c)) should be preceded by two previous exercises (points 

(a) and (b)). The first would be a very preliminary examination of the legal 

and organizational requirements of the r@gime to be applied to the sea-bed and 

the ocean .floor, Incidentally; he wondered whether the English word r~quirement 

accurately conveyed the meaning of the Spanish word "requisitos"... ~ which referred 
_ 

to the conditions and elements of the legal r@gime. There was always an 

interrelationship between the abstract and the specific, between legal principles 

and a legal r4gime. Since~ however~ the Ad Hoc Committee had already explored the 

question of principles to some extent, and Governments had had an opport~nity to 

state their Views, at least in a preliminary way~ on the principles, it seemed 

advisable for the legal sub-committee to start with an exploration of the rather 

more specific question of the legal r@gime. It would then consider under point 

(b) the somewhat Separate question of international machinery. The machinery 

was part of the r@gime, but the two questions were not identical" there could be 

a r@gime which contained no machinery. As the structure of General Asse~o!y 

/ 
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resolution 2467 (XXIII) indicated~ the existence of a distinction between r@gime 

and machinery had been established and accepted. Thus the requirements of the 

r@gime mentioned in point ~ (a) of the Latin ~erican draft progralmme did not 

refer specifically to machinery. The Latin American delegations thought that the 

exploration of the somewhat more specific problems in points B (a) and (b) would 

make the subsequent consideration of' the principles more fruitful. 

He supported the suggestion that the sponsors of the various proposals should 

agree on a joint text. Th~ t~sk should not be too difficult since there were 

common elemen+~ in all the proposals. He also agreed that it would be desirable 

f~r ~ne joint text to follow the wording of General Assembly resolution 2467 (XXIII). 

Mr. DEJA~'4MET (France) said that the Belgian working paper and the Latin 

~erican draft progra~ne of work were not really far apart. His delegation 

welcomed the clarification of the Latin American text provided by the representative 

of E1 Salvador~ and particularly his statement that the machinery referred to in 

General Assembly resolution 2467 C (XXIII) and the legal r@gime were separate 

questions. It saw much advantage in the idea of a time-table as suggested in the 

Belgian working paper. On the other hand, the Latin Auerican~text was right to 

refer to all the General Assembly resolutions, including resolution 2467 C (XXIII). 

Since there were no great differences between the two texts~ however, he supported 

the suggestion that the sponsors of the proposals should endeavour to produce a 

joint text° He shared the view of the USSR and United States representatives that 

it would be wise for the programme to adhere as closely as possible to the wording 

of General Assembly resolution 2467 (YO<ilI). 

Mr. cOX (Sierra Leone) said that while there were no major differences 

between the Belgian and the Latin American texts~ his delegation would prefer the 

Latin American draft programue, which mas concise, specific and clear. He agreed~ 

however, that the two proposals could easily be combined and that consultations 

should continue to that end. The USSR and United States proposals also contained 

cogent points. His delegation would like to have one additional matter considered 

in connexion with the formulation of principles~ namely, the possibility of 

establishing provisions to ensure that there could be no abuse of the ocean floor. 
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(_~r t,~COx, S.ierra:Leone ) 

That point was related to the question of' machinery~ but as the representative 

of E1 Salvador had indicated, the question of machinery could not be completely 

dissociated from .the question of legal principles. 

Mr. DENORME (Belgium) wished to make it clear that it had never been hi~ 

delegation's intention to submit a programme of work, even of a provisional nature. 

The Belgian working paper~ as its title indicated~ simply contained suggestions 

concerning the organization of the Committee's work. 

It was important to draw a distinction between a progra~ue of ~ork and a mere 

distribution of tasks. The Committeers mandate had been set forth in General 

Assembly resolution 2467 A (X~(III) and had been the result of a great deal of hard 

work. It was not his delegation's intention to alter it in any way~ but he felt t~t 

it was not sufficiently specific to constitute a progra~me of work for a standing 

Committee. The suggestions his delegation had put forward in document A/AC.138/I 

were not~ however~ intended to be a complete programme of work for the coming 

decade, but merely represented a few ideas concerning the problems which might be 

discussed in the year ahead. It was for the Committee to choose its own priorities 

and to make the best possible interpretation of the mandate given it by the 

General Assembly. In order to achieve the results expected of it~ the Committee 

should not only establish its objectives but should also draw up a plan of action 

desiguued to attain those objectives~ He felt that a general discussion, lasting 

perhaps one or even two weeks~ would achieve little since the views of most 

delegations had already been pz'esented in the Ad Hoc Committee and in the debates 

on the subject in the C~nerai Assembly. It was clear that the General Assembly 

expected the Co~nittee to establish its o~n short-term objectives on the basis 

of the work already done. He shared the vie~J of the United States delegation that 

many different approaches c¢~a!d be taken, but stressed that it was important to 

select the shortest and most direct route. 

Many delegations had pointed out the similarities bet-ween his own delegation's 

suggestions and the draft prograimne of the Latin American delegations. He 

regretted the fact that it had not been possible to hold consultations between the 

delegations concerned~ and assu!~d the Co~m~ittee that his delegation was fully 

prepared to take into account any suggestions which might be made. 

/°.. 
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In answer to a question by the representative of France, he explained that his 

O 4" delegation intended that the two sub-c r~:ittees should take into consideration all 

the reports submitted by the Secretary-General on the subject which was currently 

available. With regard to the differences between the tasks which his delegation 

wished to entrust to the economic sub-co~nittee and those suggested by the Latin 

American delegations, he explained that his delegation had somewhat amended its 

earlier proposals in the light of additional information and the suggestions of 

other delegations. 

He agreed with the Canadian representative that the establishment of a legal 

rdgime was impossible without detailed consideration of the principles involved. 

A careful reading of the document submitted by his delegation would reveal that 

such was its intention. Of course, it would be impossible to ~consider all those 

principles simultaneously; the task would have to be approached systematically with 

the purpose of producing a final synthesis on which the legal rdgime could be based. 

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) emphasized that the idea of the draft programme put 

forward by the Latin American delegations was to provide a flexible tool w~ich 

could help the Committee to organize its discussions and w~ich could be used by 

the sub-committees in setting up their individual programmes of work. The Latin 

American delegations had not sought to define any basic principles because they 

believed that such work should be carried out by the Committees as a whole; nor had 

they attempted to divide the work between the two sessions because they felt that 

the Con~nittee should discuss the question of priorities in its general debates. 

The Latin #~nerican countries greatly appreciated the suggestions put forward by 

the Palgian delegation: the purpose of their own docwnent was merely to present 

the Committee with an alternative. 

The CHAI_~AN said it was necessary for the delegations which had 

submitted documents outlining their suggestions concerning the programme of work 

to hold consultations before the Committee reached any decision on the subject. 

Attention should be paid both to the distribution of responsibility and to the order 

of priorities~ bearing in mind that the Committee was a permanent body and needed 

guidelines only on the main points to be discussed during the coming year. The 

.°. 
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work Should~ if possible~ be divided bet~,~een the two sessions, since it would 

greatly assist delegations in making their individual arrangements. 

The meetin~ rose at 5.20 ~:_m. 

°°o 
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ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

Mr. DIGGS (Liberia) said his delegation regretted that so many documents 

had been submitted in connexion ~ith the programme of ~ork. He urged delegations 

not to cling to ~obdurate positions but to combine the various proposals into a 

flexible and workable plan of action. 

The representative of Malta had stressed~ during an informal discussion~ that 

the most important decision of the Ad Hoc Committee had been that there indisputably 

existed an area in the sea that ~as beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. 

The first order of business of the Standing Committee should~ therefore~ be to 

define that area and take steps to prevent claims and activities which might 

prejudice its international status. Undue delay in deciding on the legal status 

of the sea-bed and the ocean floor would only increase the complexity of the 

question~ as long as the door was left open for unilateral claims over parts of 

the sea-bed by developed countries with the capacity to exploit them. As a first 

step~ the Committee might give serious consideration to the principle that it was 

now no longer possible to make any new claims to areas outside present national 

jurisdiction. ~ 

His delegation believed that the Committee should proceed strictly along the 

lines laid down in the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly. The proposals 

of the Soviet Union adhered to that line~ but the formulation of the principle 

that there existed an area of the sea-bed lying beyond national jurisdiction was 

more carefully spelt out in the Belgian proposal. 

The developing countries had a large stake in the equitable resolution of the 

question~ and it was only with the co~operation of the technologically advanced 

countries that they would be able to reap the benefits to be derived from so 

rich an area. 

Mr. P ABETAFIKA (Madagascar) said that the Committee was faced with two 

separate problems" the distribution of work between the two sub-committeesj and the 

priorities to be given to the various points constituting the Committee's terms of 

reference. He emphasized the importance of adhering as closely as possible to t~e 

mandate set forth in General Assembly resolution 2467 A (XXIII) 

Where the allocatibn of ~7ork was concerned~ he was pleased to see t~at t~ere 

were no fundamental differences between the various proposals submitted to the 

Committee. The two sub-committees should deal ~ith those questions which directly 

o • Q 
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. . 

concerned +hem~ while the full Con~nit-~ee should discuss matters which went beyond 

the legal j econornic or technical aspects - for exsmple~ the questions of the 
.. 

reservation of the sea-bed for exclusively peaceful ~urposes~ and long-term 

program~es relating,to oceanographic co-operation and pollulion of the sea. 

Since delegations would have ample opportunity to express their views in the 

sub-conmlittees~ his delegation felt that it would be pointless to hold further 

general discussions. ~The lines along which the Com~aittee should work had already 

been laid down in General Assembly resolution 2467 A (kq~lll) and in the report 

of the Ad Ho_~c Committee (A/7230) 

With regard to the question of priorities, his delegation felt that the 

legal sub-committee' s first task should be tp make an inventory of the principles 

involved with a view to drawing up a statute. The most important task of the 

economic and technical sub-committee was to study ways of promoting the 

e~loitation and use of the resources of the sea. 

In his view~ the spring session should be devoted to the study, of the most 

urgent questions~ and also of those questions on which a near-consensus had been 

reached in the Ad Hoc Co~aittee and the First Committee. ~The summer session could 

then be reserved for general discussion of those questions by the full Committee 

and for the eonsideration of othe~ matters. The Committee could not~ however, 

e~ect to accomplish everything in the space of one year. It should proceed in 

stages~ establishing short-term objectives but not losing sight of over-all aims. 

A speedy decision on the question of priorities and the adoption of a schedule of 

meetings would + greatly help Govermnents in m~king their arrangements. 

In conciusi6n~ he drew attention to the question of the contiguous zone, 

w~ich had' not been specifically mentioned in any of the resolutions of concern to 

the Committee. He hopedthat the legal sub-committee would give some attention 

to it~ since it affected many of the developing countries in whose interest the 

exploration and exploitation of the resources of the sea was to be carried out. 
, 

I,h~ FAIC~nEDDIi~ (Sudan)said that two main points had emerged from all 
- ~ ~ ~ ~ .: __ 

the suggestions put forward regarding the programme of work" first, that in mapping 
.. 

out the Committee's course of action no elements should be Lutroduced that might 
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( The Chair[trail.) 

Ad Hoe C~,r~]ihlOb,~e ha.d formula. ,,:e d but had not had time to 0.7scuss, Both-those 

ma-tters should~ however~ be referred to the sub .... committees; so tha-t they could 

discuss the aspects ~,.~hich directly concerned them° ]fie su~{gested %hat each 

sub...committee should decide its own priorities~ subject ~-~ the a~-ailabi!ity of 

..... u_. J. docume~, bao c i o n ,  

Tl" - .? ~ r:e dia~ . . . . . .  no% i n t e n d  t o  . , . n , ] i c a t ~  t~o~.,~ t h e  ~ o r k  s h o u l d .  ~-~,.~,.~ c! i .v i~!~ "-~,~. b e t w e e n - t h  t w o  

s e s s i o n s ; ,  bu t ,  he s u g g e s t e d  % h a t  t h e  s p r i n g  s e s s i o n  s h o u l d ,  be d e v o t e d  l a r g e l y  %o 

d i s c u s s i o n  a n d  %he s u m m e r  s e s s i o n  t o  d e c i s i o n - t a k i n g  

Mr~ ARORA (India) drew attention to a wor]-ing paper submitted by a number 

o f  African a n d  A s i a n  d e l e g a t i o n s  ( A / A C , 1 3 8 / 5 ) o  He h o } e d  t h a t  t h e  C h a i r m a n  ,,.~ou.]_d-tat~e 

h -  ,_ the vie~,Ts of the Afro.asian delegations into account in dra].Ting up t .... e work nlan 

Hr. HYDER (Kenya) endorsed the views of the representatives of the Sudan~ 

Belgium~ Halta~ the United Stat, es and the Soviet Union. He did not wish to add to 

the already large number of working papers but would acquaint the Chairman 

privately ~.~ith his delegation~ s vie~,~s o 

Hro PANYAEACHUN ('~""~a ,-~ :.. iland) sup,,oo:°ted the Sudanese representative' s 

suggestion; but asked ~,~hether the Chairman intended to make his-o-wn decision or to 

su.bmzo a draft -work programme Cot adoption at the ne_-<t session° 

He nointed_ out tPat some of ='.....,-.~::. .... working . . . .  papers~ notably that of tl~e Soviet 

• rr~- "1 m " . . . . . .  , , , ~.Land Un!on~ made n.o refe~"~nce  ÷~, Oen.era 7 A s s e m b l y  r e s o l u t i o n  2467  C ,;VVTll)_,.~.:~ z ha~ 

had advocated adoption c)f %.hat reso!ution~ and he ho}ed %hat %he Chairmar~ would not 

fail i:,o take it int ~o cons=c:erationo He also hoped tha-t the Secretariat would be 

able to submit the re I 7 ~'~+ ~ o~ .... caz]_ed for in that resolution in good time for the summer 

session. 

Mr ,<,--~r, ~ (United States of A~~lerica) pointed out that General Assembly o 1 ~_'~..,JH~R _. 

r e s o i < r t i o n  2467  C (XXll!)~. ,~as r e f e r r e d  ±.o e x p l i c i t ,  l y  i n  p o i n t  ! i  ( } )  o f  %.he 

programme o f  ~.,7ork p r o p o s e d  fo:~2 t h e  l e g a l  sub.--commit tee  i.n h i s  d e l e g a t i o n ' s  ~.aper 

( A / A C o l } $ / 4 )  and  i m p l i c i t ! r f  i n  !~oint  ! (3)  Of t h e  same p a p e r .  

Hr° H~!'.NDELEVICH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the f.ive- 

Power d-r'~ fi-:.__ ~ p"~ogram,:..."!e of' .... ,,,7 oJ- ~-.< </a_, ~,/AC ° 138 //~) made ~-i,~ re feren_ - ~ ~~: ~. to ,._~neral'~ ~ Ao sembly"o 

---T ,- .~ - ,~  ~,,.~£,ich has voted r e s o l u t i o n  2~k-.. ( ' " ~  C ,,'ZX_~Z.L], b e c a u s e  t h e  sub~,_l%c, i n g  d e l e g a t i o u s ,  ~. 

. . . .  z he final programme against t.tat -<esoi.ution~ cont, inu_ed to oppose it in substance° ~' 

o z  wor~ :  s h o u l d  : re~ '~ r  or].~., t o  ~ - o n s ~ c : e r a + i o n  o f  - " ~  ~' ~- -" ~ s~.-~ o e c r e  b a r y - G e n e r a . l '  s r e p o r t  u n d e r  

t h e  res~-~,7~+~"<.~ a n d  ~r~o-l-; . . . . .  t o  : i t s  o r o v i s J . o ' : l s .  o r  o b j e c t i v e s ,  / ° , ,  
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Mr. KELSO (Australia) said that he welcomed the flexibility of the 

° .~ Chairman's zn .... nded approach~ ss ~ell as its close adaerence to General Assembly 

resolution 2467 (XXIII). in i~is view~ the allocation of work between the 

sub-committees should not be too firm • the full Committee could settle any 

- 

dzf~erences that might arise between them. 

Mr. TAI@~BANOV (Bulgaria) observed that~ since all members seemed to agree 

to the Chairman's statement and to his method of devising a programme of work for 

the Committee's next session, the Chairman need now only take note of that 

agreement and proceed to his task. In shy case~ the Cheirman's final proposal 

if J.t so desired~ at its s~ring would be s~bject to amendment by the Committee~ 

session. 

Mr. KHANACHET (Kuwait) said that his delegation supported the Sudanese 

representative ts suggestion~ since it was sure that the Chairman would act in the 

Committee's best interests, Would take account of all the working papers and would~ 

whenever necessary, consult groups which had views on the Committee's programme 

of work. 

Mr. DEN_0RME" - (Belgium) wonder@d whether the prograhlme of work envisaged 

by the Chairman would include a general debate of two or three days ~ duration and 

what such a debate would cover. He also wondered whether the Committee intended 

to decide at its current meeting on the proposals made by his delegation in 

sections 6 and 7 of its ~orking paper (A/AC.13$/I). If-the Committee needed any 

working documents for its spring session it would have to ask the Secretariat to 

_ t~m now. begin -oreparing ~ 

M r~t AP.ORA (India) said he also felt that the Committee should take a 

decision on section 7 of the Belgian document at the current meeting. When asking 

for working papers for its spring session, the Committee should also ask the 

Secretariat to bring the documents that had been submitted to the Ad Hoc Committee 

up to date. 

The CHA!R~N assured the delegations which had submitted doct~m.ent 

A/AC.138/5 that he wouid take their suggestions into account in formulating his 

proposed programme of work and that he would consult the various groups~ each of 

which could nominate two representatives to speak on its behalf. His final 

proposal~ including his suggestion for an introductory discussion of three days 
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(The Cha i . ~ n a  n ) 

on peaceful uses and on the sets of principies~ would have to be considered by the 

Committee at the beginning of its spring session. 

With regard to section 7 of the Belgian proposal~ he suggested that the 

Committee should request the Secretary-Genera ~,_~ in addition to the tasks to be 

undertaken under General Assembly resolution 2467 B~ C and D (XXIII)~ to bring up 

to date or to supplement, as appropriate~ the studies and documents submitted to 

the Ad Hoc Committee~ to issue a revised summary of views of Member States taking 

account of the views expressed at the third session of the Ad Hoc Committee and the 

twenty-third session of the General Assembly, and to prepare a preliminary note on 

the economic considerations conducive to promoting the development of the resources 

of the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction in 

the interests of mankind. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. PARDO (Y~ita) wondered whether the Chairman was proposing a draft 

programme of work for the Committee or a suggested allocation of items to the two 

sub-committees. He welcomed the suggestion that the full Committee should hold a 

general debate on principles but, since the sponsors of ~he various proposals on 

principles which had been made in the First Committee had withdrawn their draft 

resolutions on the understanding that they would all be referred to the standing 

Committee~ he hoped that more time would be allowed for detailed discussion of that 

subject. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolutions to which the representative 

of Malta had referred were implicitly included in his suggestion relating to the 

items left over by the Ad Hoe Committee and the First Committee. What he intended 

to submit to the Committee was a proposed allocation of items~ which would also have 

some features of a programme of work. While he had concentrated on General Assembly 

resol~tion 2467 A (XXIII) in his statement~ he was aware of the relevance of 

resolutions 2467 B, C and D (XXIII). He suggested that the reports ui~der the 

latter resolutions should be placed on the agenda of the full Committee and should 

be referred to the s ub'con~nittees for an expression of their views; when 

appropriate. 

It was so agreed. 

..° 
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d e c i s i j o n  o:c~ t h e  p : r o g r a n k m e  o f  w o r k . ,  

-<.~ m~- ,, .~ '~ "-@ . . _. , .e.d t, n e  n ...... :_I~%t, HE~., (Uni ~_d Sta-.es of America ) suDpo_~ ''+ ~-~ Canadia suggestion, 
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in their dP!egations if' the word ~'%ec'hnica!" was omitted from the s~9-committee's 

title, 

H ~  " ...... " ' ° which 
%. 
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He r'~::;o.~s+e@ rl).a= ,..c,.= Sec, ..... ris,~ should Drebmre for the CommAtree's spring 

sessic)n a documen% summari.~in~_ ,g~ the ~,,'i~v~s._ ~r~,._ Hemi0r-r States ,...ond the texts of the 

~ . . .  4 - . ~ "  ~.~ drai'i::, re~-o-..~.~ons submitted 2o the General ~s.se'..nbly at its twenty-third session, 

, TH. .~ r : -m ° (Un _ :~-um ~ ...,;.'.r ,.,ju_,r~ ited States of America) said he as .... d that +he 

Secret~ric~-t pmr-er would also include the proposals conce:L'ning sets of principles 

submitted in the J',.d Hoc Cor,_,m~ittee (A/7230, pars. $9). 
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___ <'. _.. -~~ . di su~stion, which was in W,~. GOWLAItTJ (Argentin~),_u~;;!0orte.a t ..... Cans an -o<-- 

stcord wil_<h the terminology us~¢i -in -three of-the ~rc.rking papers submitted to the 

~,,_ • t + . e  ,~ oi ]1/- i  3_ e .  

Mr. ]YSTNDELEVICH (Union of So',-iet Socialist Republics) also supported the 

C a n a d i a n  s~-~o-e~+ion....~o ,.. ~. ~ ~ . ~ i n ~ , , "  . . . . . .  -the t,:--:c}).nicai s~-pects~ o f  o p e r ~  t ~ o n s  o n  t h e  s e a - b e d  a n d  

-;-~,~ o c e a n  ~%oor  ~.,.re~'. ~ a ] . r e a d <  s r e a ~ i t y ~  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  :, .:. . whereas izL~-~r e conormic aspects were still 

unclear /.{ore,'.0v:~-r~ t,-.chn~,Log.y o ~ .... .~,~,r,o~e;~ co-<)pe!'stio~ 

Mr. ARORA #'india),, ~.~>:~inted c, ut that there wso~ no clear consensus concerning 

th ~ a-° '--~ <i,,ce ~:--, =. ,,iz!e of the sub-conkmittee, ...... .~_;,:, paper submitted by eleven countries of 

.t.,. '!,.t ~ 1 .~- ~ ,  / c~_e Tn~.,.'d ' W o r l d  ( / - ' : / A C . I ~ 8 / 5 )  refer.:~ec-t t o  t h e  ''~- . . . . . . . . .  -,,- S u b - C o m m i t t e e "  ±,_ ,c . . . ;n  . . . . . . . .  c . He 

o'uestioned the advisability of the Co~i-t-tee~s ap.oee~ring to abdicate its functions 

to the Cheilw.an and deferring decisic, ns u.ntil the next session] it might be 
, 

pref@rab!.e to continue discussion of %he organisa%ion of work and at the same time 

attempt to agree on the nomenclature. Othem,~ise~ it might be difficult for the 

Ch.~_~-;rm. an to al!oca-he ~he work 

Hr. }IYDE~R (Kenya) said that~ s!though his delegation was a sponsor of 

document A/AC.i}(~/5~ it was in favour of retaining the wording previousl,y used~ 

"" " Te ~ i Sub ~ ~-~- " name!~r, Econom:Lc and chnira -~omm;_~ee . 

Mr. BEE ~r-~v "'" o ~ . , ~  ( < , s n a r l s )  i : h o u g h ~  t h a t - t h e  C h a i _ ~ a n ~  who  had. b e e n  e n t r u s t e d  

L ........... e sr0onsib!e task of detem~_ining the a~,cetion ,of work~ could 

conveniently decide on the most appropriate name in the course of making that 

Mr. EVANS (Australia) stressed that., in his view~ economics was a vi~.al 

aspect of the issue. Since the technical and economic aspects were inextricably 

inte.~'re!ated~ there appeared to be no substantial reason for not retaining the 

previous %i±le, He urged That a decision should .be %aken~ so that Governments 

~,,Tould have e, de~L~nite idea of the Committee's future work 

/ \ • 

Mr. OLIS,%"~.Ki~ ...... kNi~eria)~, ao-reed~_~ that a decision ought to be taken. In 

accordance ~.,,<ith the Com.mi-ttee's es-,_"!ie~ ~ decision to follow the traditions of the 

i<i Hoe (]ommit%ee and to) -_,;e-elec% the same officers~ his delegation was in favour 

-'~-~ re~caining the name "~conomic e.,.~ . . . . . .  - _. cnn-cal S~.~L Co mmit%ee" 
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The CHAIRKAN noted that the majority of the Committee appeared to feel 

that a decision should be taken,, the consensus apparently being that the name 

"Economic and Technical Sub-Committee" should be retained. He asked whether the 

indian delegation still had reservations. 

Hr. ARORA (India) replied that he would like to consult the other 

dooument A/AC.138/5. 

Hr. FAKf-I~EDDI}IjE (Sudan)observed that, in co-sponsoring the eleven-Power 

paper~ his deiegstion has been quite oblivious of any possible implications of the 

use of the word "Economic" . There had no _ ~ instead of "Economic and Technical" 

doubt been sound reasons for the original wordinG~ and he saw no harm in retaining 

-T + 

Mr. COX (Sierra Leone) said he did not think that the point was s vital 

one~ since technology was clearly an important aspect of economic productivity. 

T_he word "Economic" could be taken to cover technical matters. 

Mr. ARORA (India) said that, after consultation, the sponsors of 

document A/AC.138/5 were prepared to accept the title "Economic and Technical 
k~ 

( • I! o S~b-,jomm_mttee 

The CHA.iR~&AN said he took it that that wa, s now the unanimous view. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRHAN invited the Committee to consider the question of its rules 

of procedure and those of the sub-committees. The point was mentioned in the 

Belgian working paper (A/AC.136/I, sect, 6). With a vie~,¢ to maintaining the same 

spirit of co-operation as had prevaTlled in the Ad Hoc Committee~ he suggested the 

f'ollowing fo.~mJ.la - 

"T~e members of the Committee agree that~ as subsidiary organs of the 

General Assembly~ this Committee and its sub-committees will function within 

the framework of the rules relating +o the procedure of committees of the 

General Assembly. Subject to this understanding, the members of the Committee 

have a~e~d that in the conduct of ¢,he work of the Committee and its 

sub-committeesj they will use their best endezvours to adopt their 

reco~muend~tions by general agreement and without recourse to voting." 

/eQ~ 



In reply to a question put by Mr. AR0m~ (India), Mr. DENORME (Belgium) 

confirmed that the wording of the second paragraph of section 6 of his delegation's 

working paper ~as identical with that which he himself had used in the First 

Committee in introducing the draft resolution which had become General Assembly 

resolution 2467 A (XXIII). 

The CHAIRMAN said he conceded that the two formulae were not identical~ 

but he had borne the previous statement in mind and kept to its spirit. 

Mr=. 0ULD DADDAH (Mauritania) felt that a distinction should be made 

between the first part of the Chairman's text~ referring to the rules of procedure 

of General Assembly committees~ which the Committee was of course bound to follow~ 

and the second part, which was only a recommendation and was not of primary 

importance. Provided that that was clearly understood~ his delegation was prepared 

to leave the wording regarding consensus to the Chairman. 

The CHAIN said he had fully realized that the second part of his 

suggestlon might be controversial. He had merely felt that it might be conducive 

to progress for-the Committee to emphasize from the outset that its approach to 

procedure would be aimed at reaching agreement without recourse to voting. It was 

clear from document A/AC.13$/I, section 6~ that the sponsors of the initial 

resolution did attach importance to that point. 

Mrf PAR~ (Malta) stated that his delegation would prefer a form of 

words closer to that of document A/AC.138/I, section 6. While he would be willing 

to agree that the members of the Committee 'should "use their best endeavours", as 

stated in the Chairman's formula, there was no assurance that those endeavours 

would be successful. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the matter should be left for him to decide 

in the light of further consultations. 

~!_t=_~ as s9 a,g~reed._= ~ 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the tentative dates for the second session 

of  t h e  Commit tee ,  10-28 March 1969, i n  New York, were c o n v e n i e n t .  

It was so agreed. 
. . . .  

CLOSURE OF T~ SESSION 

The CHAIP~{N declared closed the first session of the Committee. 

The meeting rose a,t 5.50 pom. 
@ 0 0 
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OPENING OF THE SESSION 

The CI~&I~'~AN declared open the second session of the Committee. 

ORGANIZATION OF WORK (A/AC. 138/$ ) 

The CHAIP~,ZI{ informed the Committee that since its first session~ he ha d~ 

as requested~ consulted the various geographical groups with a view to producing a 

plan for -the Committee's organization of work that ~ould meet with general 

agreement. His aim had been to identify the spheres of activity of the Main 

Committee and its two Sub-Committees and to list the items in the order followed 

in General Assembly resolution 2467 (XXII!). Consequently~ as was stated in the 

first sentence of document A/AC.138/$; there was no order of priority nor any 

question of interpretation in the proposed allocation of items. He had dealt 

first with the items allocated to the Main Cor~aittee because it was logical that 

they should precede those allocated to the two Sub-Co~mmittees° As a result of 

that procedure~ the references to the operative paragraphs of the General Asserably 

resolutions ~{ere not in alphabetical order. Although the text of resolution 

2467A ()G<~III) had generally been followed ve~v carefully~ in the items allocated 

to the Economic and Technical Sub-Committee the words "economic and technical 

requirements" had been used instead of the resolution's words "economic and other 

requirements" in order to avoid an inappropriate extension of the terms of 

reference of that Sub-Committee. 

It did not seem necessary to mention~ as some delegations had suggested; that 

the Main Committee would serve as a focal point for synthesizing all aspects of 

the question~ since that was obviously the Maim Committee's function. The most 

urgent imuediate need }~as for the two Sub-Committees to start constructive 

discussions; and he hoped that they would do so without delay. 

~{r. GALINDO POHL (El Salvador) praised the impartiality of document 

A/AC.138/$~ ~Thich~ in his view~ had successfully found a co~mmon denominator ~hich 

avoided controversy. Although his own and other • delegations would probably have 

some reservations~ the document was a viable working Daper~_ and the open'in~ ~ 

sentence had done much to achieve a compromise. No important points had been 

omitted in the document° 

oo. 
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Nr. DE~0R~$3 (Belgium) joined with the representative of E1 Salvador in 

~_ a praising the document. As his deleoabion did not believe that much Dro.sress would 

• s ~a ,,emen~,s ~ ~ _ be a.chieved b~r general ......... he sin,sled aut parasraph 4 for s~oec~a,l men-tion. 

His only regret was %ha.t~ since the purpose of %he document was-to allocate 

responsibilities~ i% did not state tha.t the ~ain Committee should serve as a 

focal point for synthesizing all aspects of-the question° 

Mr° HIRZA (Pahistan) said %ha% al-bhou~h-the £sia.n group was some~,,~ha% 

7 

disappointed tha.% no-t all its constructive an<: fa.r-rea, ching ideas had been 

incorporated in document A/AC ~ .... _ .ipo/$~ his dei.esa0ion supported the proposals ano: 

regarded, the omission a.s evidence of the impartial attitude of the Chairman~ whose 

delegation wa.s a member of the Asian group. Tie. thousht that the introductory 

sentence on the question of the order of priority and interpretation would ena.ble 

-the Co~m~ittee %o e~press unanimous approva!~ and he ~ave special praise to 

paragr&ph 3- He hoped that a spirit of conciliation ~,;;ould dominate the session. 

Mr. AROP~ (India) con~nended the Chairman for the numerous consultations 

which he had held with regional groups since the circu!ation of his informal 

working paper on IL' February 1969. The Asian group was hi.shiy sra,tified that many 
~. 

of its idea.s (A/ACoI38/5) had been incorporated in the proposals (A/ACoI38/$). 

His delegation supported the document. . 

- ~' ith the ~0revious speakers that document Mr. PIi,[EPA (Chile ~, agreed ~..~ 

A/AC I~8/8 was a,n excellent compromise The only ,~oint he wished to make ~,~:as b~_a~ 

~-~ ,~iroun have been a more logical -the compromise proposed by ~ne Latin American o - = ~ , , f o u l d  

solution for the items allocated to the Legal Sub-Co~m~itteeo It would be better 

if paragraph (i) were %o follo~,~ paz~agrs.ph (ii) ~ s].nee the internationai machinery 

was intima, tely linked with the requirements %o be satisfied by the r@sime referred 

-to in mars.graph 2 (a) of resolution 24~7 A (~-~T~T ,. -'-" . . ~'_._) In any event~ one relationship 

between the two General Assembly resolutions could not be affected by the manner 

in which the ~tems ~.mre a.!locate '~ His de~e~ation su~0~orted ~ - a l b ~@ ~"O~DOS S 

Mr. ST. JOHN (Trinidad ~nd Toba, so) said that his delega.tion suppor-ted the 

Chairman:s proposals (A/AColg~/U) w±tnou~ pre0udice %o its r~_gr:o -~o bring up 

substa.ntive i o _ c ° He ~pprovec]~ in par oicular~ of _°sues as and ~,,:hen the o casion arose ~ ~- 

-the opening sentence~ which ~2roperl¥ removed, any sisnificance ~rom ~_~e order ox the 
• 

items and also implied the r~t_~_: of the-0wo S~,~b-Co~mi4tees~.~ to dete~mine_, their own 

priorities. He ~.;,as in favour of reports bein.s pro%~ced in all ~,,~orking ia.nguases. 
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Ylr. Iv~,J~-DELEmIICH Union of ooviet oociali~o ~{epublics) added his voice 

to those of the previous speai<.ers in expressing general approval of documetTt 

A/AC.138/5. On the other hand~ he criticized the omission in the Legal 

Sub-Cormmittee's progra,~e of the instruction which was contained in operative 

" :~_ °467 A (XXIIi) but which, in paragraph (iii) of document paragraph 3 of resoJ~u~ion ~ , 

A/AC.!~8/8, had been made a responsibility of the _Main Cormlittee. It was v ~+-,_~ali¥ 

important to prevent the nuclear arms race from continuing Under the high seas~ 

and th.e disar~a.ment ne.~otiations made the subject particularly timely and 

relevant for the Legal S~o-Committee. Furthermore, since it ~ras hardly 

possible for the Legal Sub-Corm~~ittee to study the elaboration of ,the legal 

principles and norms referred to in paragraph (i) without also studying the 

reservation of the sea-bed exclusively for peaceful purposes~ logic de~nded 

that paragraph (iii) of the Main Cop.~l~ee s allocation should become the second 

paragraph of the Legal Sub-Conm~ittee's section. He drew attention to the 

repetition in paragraph (ii) (b) of the Legal Sub-Committee's section of the item 

allocated to the Main Committee under paragraph (v), . 

Ilis delegation rese~¢ed its. right to make a general statement when it felt it 

appropriate and conv~n~e~ nt to do so. Furthermore~ it thought ~hat the ~.eLgian .... 

representative's argument against the value of general statements ~as .... 

i] 7-supported__ by the fact +hat~, ~~.~_s own general statements at the twenty-third 

session of the General Assembly had clearly enabled progress to be made. 

The CHAirmAN appealed to the USSR represe~,tative .not to press his 

O O proposals. Document A/AC.I~o/o was based on concessiohs made by the varlous 

groups .of States~ incTud~pp_ ".` - ~o the socialist group~ and its present format was 

regarded as generally acceptable. 

l~r MENn~. T • -~:~~iCH (Union o¢ Soviet ~ ~ialis% ReDub!i ~_ ~joc ~_ cs) ~aid that h~s 

delegation was anxious to co-operate in the Co~ittee~s work and would therefore 

accept document A/AC.!38/8 without amendment. (~ the other hand, no argument ha@. 

been advanced to counter his own~ and he hoped that the Cotmuittee would give 

due attention to the important and timely question of the reservation of th.e sea- 

bed and ocean floor exclusively for peaceful purposes. 

• . . 
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Hr. KHAg[hCHET (Kuwait) thought that while the Chairman'~ proposals might 

not represent the best possible working programme, they were the only acceptable 

compromise. His delegation particularly welcomed the acceptance by all Committee 

members of the principle, stated in the first paragraph; that no order of 

priority or question of interpretation was implied in the proposals. 

}.{r. CACERES (Peru) said that his delegation was optimistic over the 

outcome of the Com~aittee's work~ for the United Nations environment was a 

guarantee that the rights, interests and aspiration of his own and other 

developing countries would be considered in their proper perspective. Although 

the proposed working progran~ne did not fully reflect its specific vie~s, his 

delegation considered its position sufficiently safeguarded by the statemen% of 

principle in the first paragraph. 

Hr. ARAUJO CASTRO (Brazil) said that the proposed working programme, 

being a compromise, was not entirely satisfactory to his delegation, which, 

however, accepted it in a spirit of co-operation. He took note of the statement of 

principle in the first paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN said that if there was no object!on, he would take it 

that the Colmmittee approved the proposals in document A/AC.138/8. ....... 

It was so decided. 

C THER MATTERS 

Question of summary records 

The CHAIP~4AN pointed out that, in its report (A/7361), the Committee on 

Conferences expressed the view that only the Main Committee should be provided 

with summary records. The latter ~mst therefore request its two Sub-~ommittees 

to consider dispensing with such records. 

As to the question of rt~es of procedure for the Main Committee, he proposed 

to undertake consultations with all groups of States with a view to the • 

formulation of. rules of procedure acceptable to all. 



A / A c ~  i %.R :" '  -, , .~ -  . . . . . . . .  .~ I ,-~.t~.. 4 - 4 2  .... 

L:~.:< }o]. ~:~ b i.O.r_~ {_;~L b ,/ [i !. L.~c~ u.Y].%.: .............. :- ................................................. ~ ....... ,< . . . . . . . . . .  15 .... 

"~ T T ~ " ..... ,:: T ]:'][ ~ C [ ] . h  i B J j ' ~ [ / k } ~ - - ]  r ( ~  C [[ '  ,][-- __[. ~I" ~[ I [[, ]:--~{} . . . . . . . . . .  "1 -- " " -- - - ~ "  " __ 
I " ' ( ] I <~ ( ] , O ~j. o - r  A q u a . _ o n ~ - .  C. f :~. tmon 04" t h e  ion~_ c, e d  

[:~'J3 C)'e t ' flA ['] d !-.'~-. I'~ 7L ~<]. 1.'/" "}] "[~' ] : i@ S @ '~iS ~].- [ ' ] , i  ") ]- '  J" ]]'L C} C @ <i~-~ i : ]  '"] ~" " ":' "~ ::~" "''" "]~'" i ("~ e x . - p e  : r ' i m o  :uis ; ....... p _ l  ,_ s s  ~. ........... e d s y - m p a t  h y  -t o t ]lIe , -  - . . . .  . . _  _ . . . . .  ' , .  ~ . )  . . . .  : .~ . .  A . . . , . k  . t  . . . . . .  . . . . .  

U n . i % c d .  < . . . . . . . .  --~t I "~ . . . . . . . . .  '1" ~]  :[ .~'~ ! ~" ]" {'7' aVi.*~ O _ [ { ' i f e ] . " e 6 .  c : o ] - i d E : l ~ n . c e ; - ) b O - b ] . % e "  ' ¢  ,.7, t c  ,.:,.,<:!i5 (]}OV @ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  p @.,.,'7. L, - - O f - ~ [ i l ~ ,  

i!,_.:,~ YOST ( U b i - ¢ e d  Si:~,ate.s ,IS ] E ' A m e x ' i c & )  s a i d  t h a t  h i s  d . e l e g ~ . b i u r i  wouX(% 

c o n v e y  t h e  ,.r'ha,:L:r..'man.~s ..... g..e...-_.~ -z i ,.-.x :,.s s,.::-.:..~<,im.en-i~s t o  h ± s  Gc',,/<r.r.~rr, eE, t a n d  to Aqu.,_-.~na,..,.t 

r,:,R¢rri.,.",L~ '" ~: "ng::.}Cf ,-,+" i.- -" ..,~ 

r - , . 4 - ~  . . . . . . .  t .  *- ' o -  - - 4 . -  ) h . ] .Lie 18.eef;]..-r:~ r O S e  8~, 4.~.~.i') ~3 i71 



- 4 3  - 

SUI'~,fARY RECORD OF THE FIFTH HEETING 

IIeld on Friday~ 28 March 1969~ at !1.55 a.m. 

Chairman" Hro AHEI%~ S INGHE Ceylon 

°oo 



""~ ~\ . . . . . . . . .  -bOt41i lT.~s , , ,  I S ' i T E R  F~ROM THE Lt±&.KR.MAN OF THE TP:]GA% SUB ~ '~" ' "~~? 

T h e  CHAIE£I'~AN r e a d  o u <  ~:~ ] _ e % t e r  f r o m  t h e  C h a i r m a n  o f  t h e  L e g a l  

.... at %he .;..e Sub-Committee" stat]_ng~ t },' _ _ ga]_ Sub-Committee had no% considered it necessary 

to pre}are a progress re~,ort and that i% would consider its final report at the end 

of its August session,, The Chairman requested the Cc@mittee to take note of that 

communi cation ~ 

STATEH2~NT BY THE PA.P~OP,.TF, UR OF THE ,~,u~eCHIC AND TECHN_~uAL SUB-COMMITTEE 

Mr PR01£A.SV~.. (Austria) ~ E~.D.~or oeur of the Economic and Technical 

Sub-Comm_t~e~ i ' e~ af+~r . . . . . . .  annc)uncing:~ ~.[~at,. the text of the interim progress report of the 

Economic and Technical Sub-Committee wou]_d be issued early the fo!lo}~ing week~ said 

that he }~ouid o-ire a brief sommary of the Sub-CormtlitteeTs activities 

In conformity -~ ~-~'~ _ _ • w~,o~ the proposal,- in document A/ACoI38/8~ the Economic and 

Technical SuJD-Committee had decided on a two .... point working program~ne 

(A/KC, o~.,~,j~ ~/SC, ~,o/2) o Under the first item ,~.= that .programme ~ the Sub-Committee' s 

task had been chie?!y to brir, g ,,~D to date those ~oarts of the Ad Hoc Committee's 

report relating to the exploration and exploitation of marine mineral resources. 

Fe,~.,~ ne~,~ facts had emerges Am .~nat connex~;on~ and available ~data ~ad genera_ 

confirmed ,<,.Je figures put forward the previous year With resard to the second 

PL .. • item~ s_ie Economic and 'Technical Sub,~Ccmmittee had examined the follo~ing points 

(a) general considerations ~,,~ith respect to the ~,,~ays and means of promoting the 

exploitation and the use of sea-bed resources j (b) particular problems involved in 

the ?i rst ,phase of ma.r~ mineral, resources develoy~ment" the establishment of 

basic documents~ (c) ~articular ]Drob!ems related to the second and third phases of 

-~ " ~ .... ~mn... ization zones and marine mine.ra] resources c~e~v.~loi~ment " the exploration of ~'° ~-ral 

t.he evaluation of their ex~loitabiiitv ° and (d) :~,~<ticu]_a:r oroblems related to the _ _ .. j y ~ - -  _ 

fourth phase of marine resources develoi:ment ° the exp!oi.tation of mineral deposits. 

_-m ~_] 

To a large exoent~ L, me basic data needed for the full use of the ocean floor 

and the efficient develoyment of its resources were missing° In tlhat connexion~ 

the vie~,7 had nevertheless been expressed that the prospector and developer might 

-precede the topograo~.~e ,~ and survey ~,~o]_ogist at sea~ as t.hey had on ~and As to 
_ ~- ._ o . ~  \ - ~_ 

the second~ third and fourth phases of marine -mineral resources develo~ment~ the 

Sub-,-~r'ommittee had been informed O.L~ methods in use on the cont~n~__.e~ta_~~ ~ shelf° It _~ad 

..° 
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(Y~r. Proha~ka~ Au s tria) 

been suggested that-experience so gained should be taken into account when 

considering the development of the resources of the ocean floor beyond the limits 

of national jurisdiction. 

The Economic and Technic~l Sub-Co~aittee had unanimously adopted a proposal by 

the Indian representative that the Secretariat should prepare a study ~f the measures 

taken by various Goverrments with regard to the development of the mineral 

resources - in particu.lar oil and gas - of their continental shelf. Various other 

suggestions had been made s nd would be considered at the Sub-Committee's next 

session. Finally, he drew th~ Committee's attention to the provisional progrs~rmme 

of work for the August session of the Economic and Technical Sub-Committee 

(A/AC. 38/sc 

STATE~NT BY THE CHAIRM{~I OF THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL OCEANOGRAPHIC COi~{fSS!ON ,.OF 
tm~sco 

Admiral LANGERAAR (Chairman of the Intergovernmental Pcean~graphic 
• \ 

Commission o~ UNESCO), having thanked the Committee for inviting him to be present 

during its debate and for giving him an opportunity to take part in it, said th&t 

he would briefly outline those activities of IOC which Were of particular interest 

to the Committee ......................................... 

The IOC was giving increased attentionto the needs of the dev~loping 

countries and hoped that a greater number of them would take-part in its ~,~ork. 

The Commission was strengthening its capabilities and expertise through such means 

as the estahlislmment of an Inter'Agency Board. In response to the C~neral 

Assembly's request, IOC~ which had invited the Member States represented in the 

Ccmmittee and other _bodies of the United Nations system to submit proposals and 

recommendations, was developing a long-term, expanded programme of oceanographic 

research the results of which would be fully accessible to all countries. Reports 

• (~-~ on the activities ~ the !OC working groups concerned. With the legal impediments to 

scientific research and ~.~J.th the legal aspects of ocean data acquisition sy~tems~ ~. 

would be forwarded to the Ccmmittee as soon as possible~ ,, 

He was gratified that the membership of iOC had increased from fifty-eight to 

sixty-three countries during the previous sixteen months0 ~ Membership of the 

C~mm_ssion was open to all States members of a specialized agency and had no 

@ @ Q 
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(Admiral .... Langeraarj Chairman 
,of  IOC O f D1NESCO) .... 

financial consequences. It was astonishing that, of the forty-two States 

represented in the Cormmittee, fifteen were not yet members of IOC, which had been 

entrusted with the co-ordination of the international scientific community's 

oceanographic activities. The Commission intended to promote the acquisition, in 

that field, of knowledge of a truly scientific nature. 

The Consultative Council of IOC had adopted a number of recommendations, 

several of them in response to General Assembly resolutions 2413 (XXIII), 

24.14 (XXIII) and 246 7 (XXIII) as well as to document E/4487. Those recommendations 

were evidence of the Commission's willingness to co-operate~ to the greatest 

possible extent, with the Secretary-General and the Committee. 

Among the recommendations adopted by IOC were the following" 

9.1. The IOC endorsed General Assembly resolutions 2413 and 2414 (XXIII), 

whereby the appropriate agencies were invited to extend to the developing countries 

all possible technical assistance in respect of fisheries development and 

conservation and the development of mineral resources, and it ~ stated that it ~las 

prepared to provide scientific information under its terms of reference. 

9,2. The IOC stated its readiness to assist-the Committe@ and to furnish it 

with the documentation necessary for its ~ork~ ..... ~n accordance with operative ................. 

paragraph 2 (c)of resolution 2467 A (XXIII). 

9.3. The IOC expressed its ~Tillingness to co-operate in the study which was 

proposed in operative paragraph 4 of resolution •2~67 B (XXilI) and was to be 

undertaken with a view to combating pollution of the oceans arising from the 

exploration and exploitation of the ocean floor. 

9.4.A. In accordance with resolution 2414 (xxIil)~ IOC had decided to 

implement a long-term programme of oceanographic research in which provision would 

be made for strengthening the existing marine educational and training programmes 

and for initiating new programme s. 

9.4.B. In accordance }~ith resolution 246 7 D (XXIII), IOC requested its 

Chairman" to bring to the attention of Member States the invitation to formulate 

proposals for long-term national and international scientific programmes before 

i Aoril so that those programmes might be considered by the working party which was 

%o meet at the end of April; to inform UNESCO that IOC was prepared to carry out 

the request made in operative paragraphs 4 (a)~ (b) and (c) of resolution 

! 
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Chairman to the Secretary-,Oenera~ c o n c e ~ " n ~ n . .  ,'- the scope o f  the Inr.:g-~-~-'rm e~b-~z~,....e _ kJ. " 

programme of oceanographic research° That; letter-had been subsequently issued as 

document A/AC, !3$/iO. 

9.$- The Bureau of IOC had recognized the need -to strengthen 10C and broaden 

its base in order that it mi~<ht be able f-.o dis '-~- _ . . . . . . .  ~ c,_,.~.~rge 1is n e w  r e s p o n s  ~ ~ - , i . i i t i e s  f ' o z "  

the foznnuiation and co-ordination of %he lon{~-term expanded program.me for 1;he 

investigation of the ocean and its resources° It had s;£m~.itted a iist.~ accompanied 

b~r, pertinent o u.bg..st~" ~. ~ ions~ of. seven-teen items r, over~nrzo the meastr~"es ........ +akeno 

9.10. The iOC had decided to transmit to its members and %0 the Secretary- 

. . . . .  ° " " -  } .,. Le  ~a i General the summary report of the ~irst meetzng o f  the !OC %b:.rkmng , . ~ - roup  o n  ._. 

• ~ues%ions related to Scientific Investigations of the Oce*~ns., 
%. 

He felt tha.% TOt! ha@. so ,_az' done ever2%hi~-,o ~.?ithir_, xts power and wibh~n i ',~ 

_z. o - n 

terms o.f -<"eference %o respond to tin.-'-'. requesos for s.:ss.~.s%ance and advice addz'essea. 

to it. H~ hoped hm~t the ~omb ~ ..... ~ ~,?-,~ of e -~- of !~C ouJ_d b_,_,_ng . . . . . . .  ,.~_, . . . . . .  o:i?:4S t b .  C~,~:,~-,:_-:_ o t e e  a n d .  w ~-~' 

&bout an increase in knowledge a, o o u ~ ,  t h . ~  o c e a n °  

GENERAL STATEY~NTS 

Mr, POPPER (unite ,~,o. States <of i{@'~ eri.ca)" sai5 ....... 'cna. +'' ~;. with ~i-~.~=,.,..,..~.v end o2 tb=,..:,_ 

~ ~ ..... u , . k ~ e c _ i d e d ~  i n  t, h e  i . n % e r - v a i  between Committee's work~ m&].ly questio~is sol±~_ rems:ined'i ...... ~ . . . . . . .  

%.he end. cf %he present session a.nd Au~(us%~, h.is d e!eg.9:1:,ion wo.,,:~.!d. si:,u.d~y %he 
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(Mr. Popper, United States) 

The principle of the reservation of the sea-bed exclusively for peaceful 

purposes was supported by the United States~ but it was important that everyone 

should be in agreement on the meaning of those term.s. In that connexion~ the 

provisions of the Outer Space Treaty and the discussions which had led to its 

conclusion could provide an example for the definition of "peaceful" activity in 

accordance with international law and the United Nations Charter. That Treaty 

had carefully delineated what military activities were prohibited~ other military 

activities were not incompatible with the notion of the reservation of space for 

peaceful purposes. His Government envisaged a similar approach in the area of the 

sea-bed. As President Nixon had stated in a letter presented on 18 March 1969 

to the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, the United States was interested 

in working out an international agreement that would prohibit the emplacement of 

nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed. Such an 

agreement would prevent the extension of the arms race to that area~ which would 

thus be reserved for peaceful purposes. 

One should not~ ho~ever, overlook the fact that the sea-bed had already been 

utilized for certain military purposes, e.g.~ for communicatiQns end navigation 

aids. Furthermore~ the existence of submarine forces required defensive measures 

Such as the installation of warning systems on the sea-bed. Als0j oceanographic 

research ~as carried out or supported in part by military personnel using 

non-weapons military equipment. Accordingly~ complete demilitarization would have 

the effect of prohibiting certain necessary and desirable activities. Moreover~ 

it would be impossible to seek a blanket prohibition of conventional weapons, since 

the problems of verification would be insuperable. 

What should be envisaged were practical measures to avert the main danger~ 

namely~ the possibility of the emplacement of weapons of mass destruction on the 

sea-bed~ the ban on weapons of mass destruction being required perhaps to be 

extended to cover launching platforms and delivery vehicles. Since the objective 

of such a prohibition would be to prevent the deployment of specified weapons on 

or beneath the sea-bed~ the ~ord "emplace" must be carefully defined, end a decision 

must be taken on whether tJhat word applied only to permanent installations affixed 

to the sea-bed or also to containers or carriers whose operation required physicai 

contact with the sea-bed. Whatever agreement was reached in that regard should 
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not affect the waters above the ses-bed in view of alresdy existing armsmemts and 

the need to avoid infringement on freedom of navigation. Effective verification 

procedures };ould be required, and consideration might be given to establishing a 

right of access and inspection~ as provided for in article XII of the Outer Space 

Treaty. Such a right would be based on reciprocity and would not be subject to 

veto. In order to svoid dsngers to personnel and the disruption of normal 

sctivities~ provision would have to be made for advance notice. The prohibition 

would be restricted to weapons of msss destruction, since it would not be feasible 

to inspect all sea-bed installations. His country believed that the area covered 

by such an agreement should comprise the entire sea-bed and ocean floor beyond a 

narrow; coastal band. The method chosen to define that band should lend itself to 

uniformity of interpretation and should be equitsble. In that regard it would be 

desirable to study the technical problems that were involved in various depth and 

distance criteria. 

As the Committee had shown an interest in the problem of arms control on the 

sea-bed~ the foregoing remarks were intended to inform it of the position which 

the United States would take in the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmsment~ the 

body best qualified to work out the terms of acceptable agreements on arms control. 

As to the work done in the Sub-Committees, he felt that the debates in the 

Legal Sub-Committee gave cause for hope that an agreement would soon be possible 

on a set of general principles and that the informal consultstions to be held 

before the third session might well lead to progress in that direction. The 

Economic and Technical S~b-Committee, for its part, had prepared a most valuable 

report. His delegation was pleased that~ st its next session; that Sub-Committee 

would begin its consideration of the long-term programme of oceanographic research, 

including the Internationa! Decade of Ocean Exploration. In that connexion~ his 

delegstion noted that the Intergovernmental 0ceanographic Commission was actively 

engaged in preparing its proposals for the comprehensive outline of the long-term 

progrsmme. The United States of America was also making efforts to give effect 

to resolution 2467 (XXI!I). !t had, for example~ requested the United States 

National Academy of Sciences and the Nstiona! Academy of Engineering to draft 

recommendations on the scientific and engineering aspects of the United States 
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contribution to the Decade~, A study on that subject was to be published in April 

and ~,,-ouid be made available to the Committee. At the August session~ the Committee 

could also study the interim report to be prepared by the working group of the 

Intergovernmemtal Oceanographic Commission which was to meet in June. 

Mr. KHANACHET (Kuwait) said that it ~,3as a source of satisfaction to his 

delegation that the Comm~ittee~ despite some difference of opinion on certain 

issues~ had reached a ~,lide measure of agreement on certain fundamental legal 

principles concerning the reservation of' the sea-bed exclusively for peaceful 

i-,urposes and-the use of its resources in the interest of mankind. The debates on 

the economic and technical aspects of the matter had also identified the problems 

involved and had made it possible to compile useful data. Ho~ever~ it was not 

possible to say that there was s wide measure of agreement on any particular course 

of action relating to the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed. His 

delegation was confident that the Secretariat would show its usual expertise and 

cleaT" vision in discharging the task conferred on it by General Assembly 

resolution 2467 C (XX!!i). it hoped that the study now in preparation ~ould cover 

ali aspects of the problem of establishing a regzme for the~.sea-bed and that the 

study would be pragmatic in approach so that the Committee could take the necessary 
• 

decisions in due time. His delegation was more than ever convinced that any 

futuz'e activities on the sea-bed shou.ld be under the a~thority of some kind of 

international machinery~ it was therefore necessary to establish an appropriate 

international framework for that machinery° His delegation ~ould like to give its 

views on the form that the international machinery might take because it believed 

that the Secretarial;_ _~ in discharging its task~ might derive some advantage from 

taking into account the views of Comn~ittee members. 

His delegation conceived the machinery as a technical and administrative body 

entrusted with the task of organizing~ controlling; administering, directing and 

co-ordinating scientific research~ geological and topographic surveys and all other 

operations relating to the exploration and exploitation of the resources of the 

area beyond-the limits of national jurisdiction in co-operation with competent 

international organizations and specialized national private and governmental 

institutions. 0nly such a body would be able to instil confidence in the minds 

.°. 



-51- A/AC. 138/SR. 5 

(Mr. ~.~uanachet, Ku~ait) 

of potential operators that the rights which they had been granted would be 

upheld. Such rights would be embodied in service contracts which would be of 

fixed duration and would apply to particular phases of operations. The operations 

might~ whenever feasible~ be carried out in part by the machinery itself but would 

in general be carried out in association with private enterprise or on the basis 

of joint ventures with government enterprises or international consortia that 

would represent either private enterprises or governmental and intergovernmental 

concerns. The form of association should be adopted-to the operation in question. 

In his opinion~ the projected machinery should be governed by certain 

fundamental principles~ the most important of which were the following- 

(l) exploitation for the benefit of mankind as a whole~ taking into account the 

special interests and needs of the developing countries~ including land-locked 

countries~ (2) rational, and complementary exploitation of sea-bed resources~ 

(5) prevention of marine pollution and other hazards harmful to living resources 

of the sea and coastal regions~ (4) active participation of developing countries 

in all operations relating to the exploration ar~ exploitation of sea-bed 

resources, including scientific research~ (5) organization of a long-term training 

programme with a view to enabling developing countries to contribute more 

effectively to the functioning of the machinery~ (6) remuneration. (a) equitable 

distribution of income~ through appropriate United Nations machinery~ according 

to the principle of the maximum benefit to mankind~ (b) a fair return to investors 

and adequate remuneration to concerns engaged in various operations; (7) allocation 

of a certain percentage of income to the United Nations in order to increase its 

resources and enable it to expand its activities in the field of international 

development. 

The machinery which his delegation envisaged would have a special legal status 

as an autonomous body co-operating closely with Govermments~ international 

organizations and national institutions° The composition of the executive body 

and the secretariat of the machinery should be based on the principles of 

universality and equitable geographical distribution so that all poiiticai~ 

economic and social systems might be represented° 

0 8 0  
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That outline represented only the preliminary views of his delegation~ which 

would have more to say on the problem of the international machinery when it had 

examined the Secretary-General's forthcoming study and the views of other 

delegations. Clearly, it would not be possible to formulate any general 

~rinciples for an international " " regzme unless the ultimate objective and the best 

means of attaining them were clearly defined. The legal status of the machinery 

must be closely linked to the operations it would carry out] those operations~ in 

turn~ constituted a practical objective ~Jhich was to be achieved by cresting a 

proper legal order. 

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF GENERAL EISE~HOWER, FORMER PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF A~IERI CA 

The CHAIRMAN paid a tribute to the memory of General Eisenhower, the 

great soldier and outstanding statesman, whose death had just been announced. 

Speaking on behalf of the Committee~ he requested the delegation of the United 

States of America to convey his condolences to Mrs. Eisenhower and the family of 

the former President and to the Government of the United States of America. 

~r. POPPER (United States of America), speaking on behalf of his 

delegation and his country, thanked the Committee for the expression of its sympathy 

on the death of General Eisenhower, who would continue to be revered for his 

services in time of war and for his devotion to the cause of peace among nations 

ss Head of State. He would transmit the Committee's condolences to the former 

President's widow and family. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 

/ o o o 
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TRIBUTE TO THE I,,S},IORY OF GEI,NEPAL EISE}~OWER~ FORMER PRESIDENT OF THE U_NITED STATES 
OF A~,~ERICA (concluded) 

The CHAIPd',~N~ speaking on behalf of the members of the Co~ittee, paid 

a tribute to the memory of General Eisenhower~ former President of the United 

States of America. He e~ressed his sorro~,,~ to the United States delegation and 

the hope that it would convey the Cor~mittee's condolences to -the United States 

Government and General Eisenho~qer's family. 

GE~]ERAL STATENENTS ~ concluded) 

Mr. ~JLAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

work accomplished by the tyro Sub-Com~nittees during the second session was undeniable 

evidence of a more profound approach to the substance off the questions being 

considered. The e~[change of views among States had led to a clearer understanding 

of the problems relating to the peaceful uses of the sea-bed and the ocean floor 

beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. It was to be hoped that the Com~aittee 

would now proceed to the solution of those problems in accordance with the 

interests of mankind as a whole. 

In the co~<rse of the discussions~ differ" ~ in~ views had emerged regarding the 
~, 

approach to the various problems and their relative urgency. In the Legal 
• 

Sub-Committee~ for examp!e~ differing inte~retations had been given to the concept 

of the ocean floor as the '~common heritage of mankind". There had also been 

disagreement on the question of drawing boundaries for the area of the ocean 

floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. Certain delegations~ moreover 

have maintained~ with insufficient reason~ that the existing norms of international 

law were not applicable to the ocean floor. They had held that the reservation 

e~[clusive!y for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed and ocean floor did not exclude 

certain military uses of that area. 

His delegation felt that the question of prohibiting all military uses of . 

the sea-bed and the ocean floor was of paramount importance. In that conme;~ion~ 

a draft treaty prohibiting the use of the sea-bed and ocean floor and the subsoil 

thereof for military purposes had been submitted on 18 ~,[arch 1969 to the Eighteen 

Nation Comm!~te on Disarmament. The Committee on the Peaceful Uses of th~ 

e ~ Sea-Bed could assist in preventing the ~:oension of the arms race to the o~ean 
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floor by endorsing the principle that the concept of the peaceful uses of the 

sea-bed and ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction entailed a 

complete prohibition of the use of that area for any type of military activity. 

The discussion in the Economic and Technical Sub-Committee with regard to 
i 

the progress made in the e~ioration and exploitation of the resources of the 

sea-bed and ocean floor beyond the limits of national jurisdiction had brought out 

the fact that knowledge concerning those resources ~jas very limited~ At the 

present time, the industrial e~loitation of those resources did not seem 

technically feasible ~ 

Since it would therefore be some time before practical exploitation of the 

resources of the deep-ocean floor became possible~ the efforts of States should 

bear mainly on oceanographic researcm and exploration~ and international 

co-operation in that regard should be e~anded. 

Attention had been drawn to .the imperative need for specific measures to 

prevent pollution of the marine environment in connexion ~.~Tith the disposal of 

radioactive wastes in the ocean and as a result of activities connected with marine 

e~loration and exploitation. 

As it had not been possibl~ for the many important and ~ ~__ coY~ple~ problems before 

the Economic and Technical Sub-Co1~mmittee to be .fully examined in the time available~ 

the report of that Sub-Cor.r~ittee was of a preliminary nature and should not be 

regarded as e~ressing the commonly agreed views of all members° The information 

lot given in the report concerning national e~eriences in prospecting ~ and 

e~loiting marine mineral resources had been offered in the hope that it might 

contribute useful guidance for the elaboration of a system of international 

co-operation in marine mineral resources development. 

It should be pointed out that certain delegations in the Economic and 

Technical Sub-Committee had atte~Jpted to prejudge the solution of the problem of 

an international r6gime governing the exploitation of marine mineral resources. 

An attempt had been made to impose methods of co-operation Which were not in the 

interests of mankind as a, ~lhole but rather favoured the interests of capitalist 

monopolie~. 

In view of the misapprehension of some delegations regarding the policy of 

the Soviet Union~ he wished, to reiterate that his country; together with other 

° -br socialist States~ was carrymng out an exo~nsive prograrm,,~e of oceanographic research° 

/ 
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The data gathered in the course of that research would bring closer the day when 

the resources of the sea-bed and ocean floor beyond the limits of national 

jurisdiction could be exploited for the benefit of mankind as a whole. 

His delegation felt that the legal principles and norms to regulate the 

exploitation of marine mineral resources would be effective only if they reflected 

the interests of all countries - socialist~ non-aligned and Western alike. 

It was to be hoped that the work done by the Committee at the second session 

would assist it at the third session in taking a realistic and practical approach 

to solving the problems of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. 

Mr-HILDYARD (United Kingdom) said that the time had come to assess 

what had been achieved and to consider the possibilities for the Committee's work 

at its next session. Little was known as yet about the sea-bed and related 

9roblems~ and the Coi~mittee's task was not likely to be completed for years. One 

question of great importance concerned the implications for individual States of 

the various proposals and suggestions studied by the Colmmittee. As the 

representative of Malta had said~ no general goal~ even if accepted in theory~ 

could obtain the support of States in practice unless it could be shown that their 

legitimate interests would not be endangered. 

The Economic and Technical Sub-Committee had carried out much useful 

clarifying work in connexion with the economic and technical developments in the 

field and also in regard-to the economic requirements for any legal r@gime 

governing the sea-bed and ocean floor. The report of that Sub-Committee was a 

very full and comprehensive document which should be valuable not only to all 

members of the Committee~ but also to all States },lembers of the United Nations. 

By comparison with the Economic and Technical Sub-Committee~ the Legal 

Sub~Cormmittee appeared to have made less progress. It must be realized~ however~ 

that Member States could not be e~ected to go very far in elaborating detailed 

legal rules without a reasonably clear picture of their implications. It was for 

that reason that his delegation had suggested that work on a r@gime and work on 

delimitation should proceed by equal steps. It also supported the argument put 

forward by the representative of Canada that discussion of possible r6gimes should 

have priority for the present~ with work on delimitation following at an 

appropriate time° 
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His delegation believed that the Legal Sub-Committee had done useful work 

in further clarifying the legal status of the area; the applicability of 

international law and the relationship bet~Jeen activities on the sea-bed and other 

marine activities. It welcomed the proposal for further informal consultations 

bet}~een delegations or groups of delegations in order to reach agreement on a 

statement of principles which ~lould command general support. His delegation had 

always been in favour of such a statement; but had not ~ished to see it become a 

cause of division rather than one of progress. A statement of principles could 

be use,~ul in providing a framework for future discussions] the results of the 

proposed consultations could be profitably considered at the next session. He 

hoped that a reasonable balance would have been achieved by then between the work 

of the two Sub-Committees and that a sensible order of priorities would have been 

established. 

In any case~ his delegation believed that the nature of an international 

t • 

regzme was likely to be a major item at the August session. An international 

regzme~" " if it ~as indeed to promote international co-oDeration_ in the exploitation 

of the resources of the sea-bed for the benefit of mankind~ should satisfy certain 
kJ 

specific criteria Such a r4gime ~1ould be ineffective unless it proved acceptable 

to the membership of the United Nations as a }~hole. It should therefore be 

generally equitable~ should offer a balance of advantage to all States; including 

isnd-locked States; and should take into special consideration the interests and 

needs of the developing countries. It must provide a firm and continuing basis 

for the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed and for scientific research~ 

without imposing excessive restrictions. It should take into account the need for 

conservation of the resources of the sea-bed and the need to limit pollution 

arising from their exploitation. In addition~ it should contain effective 

provisions for the settlement of disputes. His Government favoured the 

establishment of an international r4gime on those lines as soon as practicable. 

His delegation had listened with interest to the statements made by the 

representatives of the United States and the USSR concerning the reservation of 

the sea-bed for peaceful purposes. Delegations might wish to have the 

opportunity of expressing views on the interaction between that and other matters 

o°° 
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before the Committee. However~ his delegation believed that detailed discussion 

on arms control questions should be pursued in the Eighteen-Nation Committee on 

Disarmament against the background of the other work of that Committee. 

If the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed was to achieve 

satisfactory results~ its members must endeavour to understand the problems and 

aspirations of others with a view to accommodation and reconciliation. If it 

proceeded in that spirit~ the Committee should be able to continue to make good. 

progress and to look forward with confidence to fulfilling the high hopes which 

had been placed in it. 

Mr. SCHUURMANS (Belgium) said it would be worth while to review what had 

been accomplished by the Committee at its current session. The Main Committee had 

not met at great length but had rather conferred many of its duties on its two 

Sub-Committees. It had~ however~ been able to draw up what might ~be called its 

"chart@r"~ or allocation of duties~ and had established the basic guidelines which 

would govern relations between the Sub,Committees.and the Main Committee. 

His delegation wished to express publicly its satisfaction at the results 

achieved by each of the Sub-Committees° In the Economic and Technical 

Subo-Committee~ there had been sufficient time only for a preliminary exchange of 

• views on possible systems for the economic" exploitation of the sea-bed. Although 

it was probably too soon to make detailed observations concerning the conclusions 

resulting from its discussions~ two of those conclusions already seemed to command 

attention. One was that potential investors could really be attracted only by 

favourable terms and serious guarantees. The other was that the Committee should 

bear in mind that the sea-bed and ocean floor were the heritage of all mankind and 

that their resources should be used for the benefit of allo Those considerations 

should be taken into account in establishing a system for the exploitation of, the 

area in quest ion. 

The Legal Sub-Committee had taken the first steps towards fulfilling its goal 

by adopting a. programme of work and by enabling its members to explain and compare 

their views° Nevertheless~ a great deal of work remained to be done if the 

Committee was to formulate a generally acceptable statement of principles to serve 

as a basis for an eventual legal r6gimeo His delegation had already presented its 

. • 
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views regarding the general outline of such a document~ and was pleased to state 

that it was prepared to participate in informal consultations during the next few 

months. It had stressed the importance of defining the geographical area "beyond 

the limits of national jurisdiction" and had suggested that the problem should be 

approached from another angle~ namely~ by defining the sea-bed and ocean floor~ 

which were the subject of the Committee's terms of reference~ in°a more precise 

manner. In that connexion~ it had noted with interest the draft resolution of 

Malta~ to which the Belgian Government would give careful attention. 

In February~ his delegation had suggested that the Secretariat should prepare 

two documents~ and its suggestions had been adopted unanimously. He wished now to 

express his satisfaction at the quality of the documentation provided. An 

excellent working paper enumerating the principles contained in the various 

proposals submitted to the Committee and summarizing the views of Governments on 

them served to supplement and bring up to date the useful statement of opinions 

which had been prepared the previous year. Moreover~ the preliminary note 

submitted by the Secretariat and setting out the economic considerations which 

would promote the development of the resources of the Sea~.bed and ocean floor 

beyond the limits of national jurisdiction in the interests of mankind as a whole 

had been extremely well received by the Economic and Technical Sub-Committee. 

Several new and very important reports were currently in preparation. The 

Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO was working on a detailed 

outline of the scope of the long-term programme of oceanographic research~ and the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations was preparing the report envisaged in 

General Assembly resolution 2467 C (XXIII) concerning the future r6gime for the 

sea-bed. A third report on the prevention of pollution would probably not be 

completed until the following year. His delegation was convinced that all the 

members of the Committee would endeavour to make the best possible use of the 

forthcoming documentation. For its own part~ it would co-operate fully in the 

Committee's efforts to carry out the task entrusted to it. 

ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN~ noting that the members of the Committee had been divided 

over the Norwegian proposal to set up an informal working group to discuss general 

principles during the inter-sessional period~ suggested that informal consultations 

/o • o 
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should be held among the various delegations represented on the Committee~ between 

the present time and the beginning of the third session. Such consultations~ to 

be conducted under the auspices of the Chairman of the Legal Sub-Committee~ would 

be designed to facilitate the task of achieving common agreement on the question of 

the general principles to be considered in the early part of the third session. It 

was hoped that the fullest co-operation would be extended by all delegations to 

the Chairman of the Legal Sub-Committee for that purpose. He trusted that that 

suggestion would meet with the approval of all delegations. 

Mr ~ POPPER (United States of America) said that his delegation had no 

objection-to the Chairman's suggestion. He stressed that the consultations would 

be of an informal nature and would not have any financial implications for the 

United Nations budget. 

Mr. KULAZHENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed that it 

would be useful to hold consultations among various delegations between the present 

time and August. His delegation considered~ however, that the consultations should 

be limited to clarifying the views and positions of delegations. The actual 

drafting of a statement of general principles should be left for the third session. 

Mr. PANYARACHUN (Thailand) said that he welcomed the statement of 

consensus read out by the Chairman~ and he expressed the hope that all delegations 

would co-operate fully with the Chairman of the Legal Sub-Committee so as to ensure 

that no momentum was lost. 

Mr. ARORA (India) said that he had supported the Norwegian suggestion 

for the establishment of a working group to continue with the work of drafting a 

declaration of principles. He was confident that the Chairman of the Legal 

Sub-Committee would give enlightened direction to the informal inter-sessional 

consultations that were to take place. The first step to be taken in the task of 

reaching a common agreement on a set of principles was~ of course~ to clarify the 

different positions that had been stated. 

He welcomed the statement which had been made by the Chairman of IOC and the 

news that that body was planning to expand its technical capacity so as to be able 

to cope with a heavier workload without widening its terms of reference° Its 

• • • 
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proposal for participation by the developing countries~ whose limited resources 

might otherwise impede their oceanographic progress was most appropriate° 

The statements by the United States and the Soviet Union had been most 

interesting and would~ he hoped~ be developed at the next session. He could not~ 

however~ agree with the Soviet view that certain delegations had attempted to 

prejudge the question of an international r@gime. After all~ the Economic and 

Technical Sub-Committee's programme of work (A/AC.138/SC.2/2) had been debated and 

adopted~ and it did not conflict with paragraph 2 of resolution 2467 A (XXIII)o 

Views had also been expressed on the ways and means of promoting the ez.<ploitation 

and use of the resources of that area. 

He hoped that the Secretariat~ in preparing its report on the proposed 

international machinery~ would take account of the useful ideas put forward by the 

representative of Kuwait. 

Mr. ST. JOHN (Trinidad and Tobago) said-that although he had favoured the 

Norwegian proposal that a working group should be set up to prepare a declaration 

of agreed principles based on the "A" and the "B" principles set out in 

paragraph 88 of document A/7230, he was willing to rely on'the informal 

consultations to achieve the same result. The invitation from 10C was most ~,~elcome~ 

and his country would give serious consideration to participating in that body. 

Mr. O LISEMEI(A (Nigeria) welcomed the statement of consensus and said that 

Nigeria was eager to participate in oceanographic research° The developed 

countries had made many interesting contributions to the debate: and if~ in 

addition~ they made training facilities available to experts from the developing 

countries~ the oceanographers of the latter countries would soon be able to join 

future expeditions. 

Mro GAUCI (Malta) said that: as members of the Committee would be aware~ 

his delegation was very willing to participate in informal discussions designed to 

achieve a balanced position. The initiative taken by the representative of 

Thailand had been most appropriate. 

O O 1 1  
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The CHAIRMAN said that if there was no objection~ he would take it that 

the Committee was in favour of the informal inter-sessional consultations which 

had been suggested, 

It was so decided, 

The CHAIRMAN •said that it was planned that the next session should be 

held from ii to 28 August 1969 in New York. 

It was so decided, 

Mr, VINCI (Italy) said that although there were practical~ financial and 

procedural reasons why the next session should not be held at Geneva~ he did not 

think they were insuperable° He proposed that the Secretariat should be asked to 

overcome the practical and financial difficulties involved and that~ with regard 

to the procedural difficulties~ the Chairman should be authorized to request the 

Secretary-General to poll the membership of the General Assembly with a view to 

obtaining a waiver of the decision that the next session should be held at 

Headquarters° 

Mr. POPPER (.United States of America) pointed out that since the 

Committee would not be holding its August session at Geneva Qn the invitation of 

any Government~ there would inevitably be •financial implications. His delegation 

would reserve its position on the issue. 

The CHAIRMAN said that if there was no objection~ he would take it that 

the Committee authorized him to make the requests proposed by the Italian 

representative. 

It was so decided. 

Mr, KHANACHET • (Kuwait,) ~ speaking on behalf of the developing countries 

urged the Secretariat to issue the report on international machinery requested 

under General Assembly resolution 2467 C (XXIII) in good time for the August 

session and preferably not later than May, 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat would make every effort to comply 

with that request but could not promise a firm publication date. 

CLOSURE OF THE SESSION 

After the customary exchange of courtesies~ the Chairman declared the session 

closed. 

The meeting rose at 4, 50 p,mo 
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