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~ . , . - ,  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  r ~  " ~ " ,C. " C " J "  . " ~'~r~C i,..~D~.,~. . ~ ,  ,~-----:T !_~2,1]._D-~ .... _dEter pt),~ }lappori~. . ,u~." of Sub-ColmniL-Cl; . : :e  iI~ ~'or , . ; . ended  the . 

report of the Sub-Committee~ which~ he said~ had adopted i% unanimously,. He outlined 
. .  

the con%ents of %he ei.~cb_% annexes -chat ~..,rou!d be app" '-~ ~. eno.ed %6 %:~e Sub-Con~nittee s " 

report° 

Mr.. ., Y A.~.U4.0~. (~.ulgaria) and ~.~ro :!.;~-.P;0Z.~.IKCI.V (Ukrainian ;~;ov ie% Socialist 

Republic) said that paragraph 69 dig not ad.equately sunLmarize the statement referred 
• . 

to i n  % h e  paragraph,, The W o r d s " o v e r  :]i,i~ ~.. e w a t e r  c o l u m n  a n d  i t s  r e s o u r c e s "  s h o u i S  b e  

~ .  " 1  . A .  . o insert ca before ~he ..... "~ ~ ' " w o r a . s  .oeyono_.: . .12 n a u t i c a l .  m i l e s  
. .  

- .. 

2%r° ABDEL-I£&MID (F~_~ypt)~ i;'.apnow-t.e~A ~ of Sub-Cor~nittee Ii~ acceptea that 

modification° 

'~ ~ ': ' " ~- as revised~ was adopted as an annex .to the ~..ne . . r e D p r . t  .P:A -:".u.b-C.9.n.m.l. ~. k e. e .I,l.~ . . . . . . . . .  , ......................................... 

Comm..[_it t e e  s rep..o:r$.o .. . . . . . . . . . . . .  • . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . .  

T h e  CHJ-t.!~$~T ~ spealc_nc on  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e ~  thar f iced t h e  o f f i c e r s  and  

secretariat of bub-Conm~ittee ii on the skil-rul way in which they had discharged their 

complex and ~.-~ moult task 

I"iro VELLA (Ma!ta)~ Rapporteur~ read out some corrections to the &raft 

,, ' • should report° On pa,~:e I~ the figure "! " after the heading "Historical Baci¢g_'ound':~ 

be deleted° The word "However" should, be deleted •from the third sentence of the 

third paragraph on .page 5, On pa~:e 4~ -the number of the General Assembly resolution 

cited in the fourth line should be 2574 C I~~ _ <~,~:: ) and. the w o r . !  "had" sl~ould be inserted 

after "General Assembly:' in the first line of %he second paragraph° Tl~e third 

paragraph on page 5 should be~!in with the words "In paragraph 5 of %he same resolution". 

in the third line from the bottom of page 6 the words "referred to in ps~ragraph I 

. :~h.~ve" ShOulc! b e  del~' r, _ . • ..... ~e~.~.o Footnote 12/onbage i0 should be replaced[ by%he words 
. . .  

. .  

"Official ReoorCLS of the Twenty-ol_cbn Session of %he General Assembly~ Supplement Noo21 

(A/8421~ annex II~ !)", A new seven%h para~draph.sho.uid.be inserted on page 14~ 
... 

reading "At the 94%h meeting~,, on 2 Ju~y~.~- %he Cor~m~ittee heard ~._ statement on behalf of 

the Secretary-Genera± by ~'~r, V Winspeare-Ou!cciardi~ Director-General of the Office 

~ . . 4  of the United .Nations ~ Geneva"° 

-~ . . . .  ~ -~ ° the report on ~age 16 Finally ~ two new _.nara~:rap~s s~:,c) ui d be ~.actec: at the end o_~ _ _ 

reading as follows: 

"At its lO!s%~ !02nd o ~ __ ~:_ ~- -- ~nc-  ].O~rd. meetin~.:s~ on 22~ 25 and 24 Augus~ 1973~ %be 

Con~nittee aciop%ed the reports of Sub-Conm]ittees I~ II and IiI an{[ decided %o 

• ~ / ~ 
_ . • -~-, ..... ~ The e~)orts of the annex %hem to the Dresenu report <A~_<;~.~..s / o r .~ 



Sub-Committees contain~ whether in annexes or in the body of the report~ the 

teXts-which have been submitted to or prepared in t1~ese Sub-Committees and in 

" %heir WOrkin. S Groupso 
• .. 

Recommendations 

The Committee has noted that the General Assembly requested it~ in 
• . • .. 

op@rative paragraph 2 of resolution 3029 A (Xk-ffll)~ to submit its report with 
. 

rec0rmmend£%ions. Various questions were considered by %he Committee in %his 

connexion/ includihg the question of the adequacy of the preparatoz~ wo~, 
' . . .  

• . 

I t was eviden%~ however, that these questions were the subject of differing 
.. 

views and~members of the Cormnit%ee considered thai assessment of the preparatory 

Work should in the circumstances be left to the General Assembly"° 

H r .  CHADHA (India)~ referring to the new penultimate paragraph of the draf% 
• . 

report~ said that the opening words erroneously implied that the reports of Sub- ... 

Committees I~ II and Ill had been adopted at the IO!st~ IO2nd and !O3rd mee.,%..ings~ 

respectively. He therefore suggested that the words "the reports of Sub-Committees I~ 

II and iii" should be replaced by "the reports of its Sub-Committees"o 
. . 

• 

Hr. V_~__.LA. (Hal-ba)~ Rapporteur~ a<,:reed to that amen¢Imento 
.. 

Hr. ROMANOV (union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegagion 
• " k ~  

had some misgivings as to the reliability and accuracy of the historical background in 

the first part of the draft report, for example~ the third paragraph on page 3 

referred to a consensus on a draft Declaration ~ Of Principles o~'~overning the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor, and the sub-soil thereof~ beyond the limits of national 

jurisdiction, whereas a number of delegations had subsequently abstained in .the 

General Assembly vote 0n tl~at draft. He proposed that the last sentence of that 

paragraph should be amended to read "it was subsequently adopted by votes .in favour~ 

none agains%~ with abstentions~ as General Assembly resolution 2749 (X~gV)"o 

He wished it to be recorded~ however~ that the USSR delegation had not expressed 

approval of the passages of the report describing the adoption of the Declaration. 

T_h.j__C.HA!P~N " suggested that the penultimate sentence of the paragraph in 

question should be~in with the --~ " . .  woz-~:s The largest measure of agreement was~ however9 
.. 

achieved .°o"o 

Hro VE~LA (Halta)~ Rapporteur~ accepted those amenSments° 

Hro HAirY (Australia)~ referrin£ ° to the fifth paragraph on page 14~ pointed 

out that while many countries had followed the Committee's proceedin£.:s closely as 

observers~ %here were add.i%ionai countries whi ~' " "~" c~._ would, take a sm.,,,.s;nm~zcant part in the 

work of the Conference. For example~ the ii'ederal Republic of Germany and the 

German Democratic Republic~ which would undoubtedly soon become Members of the 

United Nations~ would be in a position to make important contributions° 
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~fhile his delegation looked for~:rard, to hearing the constructive ideas of all 

those countries at the Conference itse!f~ it considered it important that thei.r 

ideas should be available as soon as possible~ so that when the Conference opened at 

Santiago all .oartiolpants would be a~.rare of ~h~ basic -oositio~s of other countries and 

could thus get do~.m to negotiations uithout delay° 
.. 

A!%hough some ~..on-members of the Co:.,mni-~tee had given their vie--,~.~s on various 

aspects of its ~ro-ok in %he Gene~ai &ss~;~]~l~ or in other oonte:c~s~ it would be 
• . 

desirable for the General Assembly to take certain practical steps to facilitate the 
. . 

absorption of a wider circle of vie~.rs and. interests into the documental%ion to i~o~ 

submitted to the Conference Thus in issuing invita~zo,_s to the Conferenoe~ the 
. . . .  . 

• ~ "  .l 

Assemoly could invite States ~;~ ~~_,~_,~ ha.c,, not ~oeen members o~_ the Cor~ittee to submit 

in wr_i%ing to the Secretary-Genera! general views on the list of subjects and issues~ 
• . 

or specific proposals for draft articles of the C~mvention. A time-iimit might b e 
• . . . 

indicated within which the Secretariat would be able to have those documents translated 
• . ; • . .. 

and reproduced, Aooe1~tance of such an invitation would of course not debar amy State . 
.. 

.. . . .  . . 
. . . .  

from ms~-~ing its views kno~m orally at the Comferen.ce or from submittin@: the proposal s 
. -  

.. . . .  . . 

at that time.~ but the submission of views and proposals in writing might enable 
. "  

delegations to confine their ,_sene~al_ _. statements at Santmago' " to ma~ters ~'eauirin~" oral 
• . . . 

presentation and to avoid repetition on views and. proposals already recorded and 
,. .. 

.. 

circulated. 
.: 

Something could also be done-~o hel-o new participants %o ~ :. absoT o the d.ocumenta%ion 
. 

of t h e  Committee. H i : s  delegation h a d  already stressed i n  Sub-Colm~ittee II the 
.. .. . • • , • .. 

importance of sUbmi+~ting docu~nents in a form which would make it easy for all 

participants: in the Conference %o understand thoroughly %he political reality 

underlying %hevte~:~s and interests revealed by the Committee's work° It was to be 

h~6Ped that s, dequate inde::in~: ° ~.rould enable even those who had not s.ttended the 

Con~nit flee " "'" " " s meetings %o ascertain quickly the attitude of s.ny country on any i%emo 

Anumbe~ ~ of dele~0tions had unofficially e~pressed interest in the Australian 
.- : . .. . 

• . . , . .  

proposal. He uas not sU~-gesting_ -'-"~na~' a formal recommendation should_ be made z_._'~ the 

Committee's report~ lout his delegation inb ~ -~ .~ _... eno.ed to submit a pro~osal in the 
.. 

. 

Fi~st~ Committee of %].~_e Genera._l Assembly~ in connection with _,.n~z-~a~.lOnS- -" .... " %o the 

Conference~ if further infomnai oonsu!tsjtio~,~_s sho~...;ed that such s. step uould be 

appropria%e ° 
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~'.'b.. S'~_~W~_ei_-..lian#>: .(Chins,)~. referring to the same pars,~_~aph on l)aEe 14, 

said that his delegation objected to the inclusion of the Khmer Republic in the list 

of.observers. China considered that the Royal Govez~ment of Natidna!..Un.ion of Cambodia 

was the only legal gover~nent of that country and that the Lon clique had no right to 

represent Cambodia in the Co~mmittee. 

• n "y]~ I~'~. ZEGERS (Chile) saz(~ that Sub-Oo~:~ittee ! had been z__zormeo, in ~,~arch by 

the representative of the Secretary-General that a comprehensive report on recent 

developments relating to sea-bed mineral resources would be submitted in,. good time for 

the Conference on the La~:7 of the Sea,. i4ention should be made of that fact at the .end 

of the second.parag_~aph on page 15 of the draf-brep.ort, 

Th__~e. Ch~_!_!~:~l_{ ~o ~.-o.~dested that the ne~.: sem~e, nce mi.g.ht read. ~ "The . - 

Secretary-General's repres n~ ' .. e__ua~ive stated that a complete reioort on +,.he subjec%.-ma.t:.%er 

of the resolution would be submitted in advance of the first substantive session of 

%he. Conference .in ss~n%iago." " 

The Chilean a_mtndm_tnt.~ as drafted b~ ~ the Chairman° was a~,,__o~ed, .. 

I~rQ ~iIRC___. ~ (Rome:nia) said that it would be more fitting,' to transfer the 

list of Countries ths, t were members of the enlarged Committee from footnote II~ on 

pa~e 6~ to the body of the .... ~ . .. ~-e±Jor~ particularly as that had been done in the case of 
h. 

the list of observers on page 14o The same should be done in the case of %he 

countries enumerated in .footnote I<,.~ on page Iio 

i% would be.preferable to d.ele%e the words "Y.l_ember States': in %he opening 

sentence of the para@~fa]ph on pa,2~e 1A listin,g the countries which ha@. participated in 
*i" . . " 

the work of the Cor:mlittee as observers, In connez~ion with %ha% !is%~ ~,Thich included. 

the IGhmer.Rei~blic~ he stated ths, t the only iawfhl representatives of Cambodia were 
, . . 

those appointed bY the Royal Government, of ~.[ational Union,. :. 

The C~IPG'~%N said. that as ~6he Co~mnJ.%%ee was not. concel~ned with..problems 
. ~  . ~ ,  .... 

.. 

of recognition he hoped member.s.~.~ould not fee..! constrained to s~,~e their:l?osition 

regarding Carabodia, rm~.~ Romanian representative's statement vould of course appeal- ~ .u ~ i  ,_. . . . . . .. • 

in the summary reecho_, : . 

~h-', }:~RC,~% (Romania) observed ~,~,~ i% ~.,..~as no~nal practice for a dele@ation 
% 

%o state its position regarding %he representation of another State, 
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.. ~ ~Lr.. BOTI-DE-.-. ( Y u g o s t a v : i a  .) . s a i d  t h a t  h i s  G o v e r n m e n t . ~ s  a t t i t u d e  t o  :bhe 

Khme..r.R.epublic.:.~.~as ~,~.¢l!-kn.ewn a n d  a c c o r d i n g l y  h e  f u l l y  a s s o c i a t e d  h i m s e l f  .%,ith t h e  
. .  

• s%a:t.ement.s made b y  . the ~ep:re.S@h%a.%ives 0f  C h i n a  a n d  R o m a n i a ,  ' . 

.... • :!-.". ~,/ro GAUCt (~D' l t s . . )  s a i d  t h a t  h e h a d  a s u g g - e s t 4 o n  %o make f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  

4-~q - u~_~ report. 

_r£h_e CtLAi___~.~I'~[ s a i  d - $ h a  % if .%he  "-"~.~,. . . . .  - "~ . . . . . . .  • ' ~ u ~ e . s t z o n  encounterec: no oDposition it could 

be incorporated in the repo~!t~ : Other~,Tise{~ %he liaitese delegation ~,;ou!d have to 

s u b m i t  i t t o - t h e  F i r s t  ~ '~ -' " ..... . . . .  CoL~m~zt~-ee- 0 f  the."-(~ener .ai  A s s e m b l y .  

• "M.r. GA.UCI ( F f a l t a ) -  s a i d  t h a t  h i s d e l e g a t i o n  h a d  s t a t e d  in S u b - C o m m i t t e e  I I  

that certain advanced technological projects already in use and others likely to be 

operative in the foreseeable future migh-t~. " have manifold repercussions.on ~he uses of~ 

and dCtivi%ies in~ the marine environraent %hat were difficult to evaluate. In " 

particu!ar~ he had in mindmodern technology relating %o the cons%ruction of 

underwater and floating insta!lations~ the constr~tction of artificial islands •and 

underwater oil storage tanks~ underwater habitats~ the.use of.fish-processing ships 

and Of liquefied natural gas carriers~ and other modern developmentsinmarine 

capability. " 

It ~ould be difficult for all delegations to propose or .consider aDpropria%e 
- -~• - 

draft articles applicable %0 those uses unless their full technological implications 

and potential repercussions were better ~mderstood. Accordingly, the Secretariat 

might be ~equested to secure the services of a panel o£ independent experts~ about 

four or five, who would be asked to prepare a short report 0n.%he foreseeable 

implications~ say wzthin the next five ye~rs~ of technologic .... i advances° 'l~e panel's 

report need not :icontain any: recommendations. 

He ~Jas aware that his suggestion had financial implications but believed that 

such a report ~,~ou!d be essential to governments .for the be~ter assessment o£ the 

legal requirements necessitated by such technological advances. 

The C}~l,~.~i, said tlqat a statement on the financial implica%iohs of the 

suggestion would have to be subzmitted by the Secretariat to the General Assembly. 
• 

He had been infox~.ed that tb~ere would be little clifficulty in: finding e~oerts for 

such a panel. ~ • 
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K r .  ROIWiANQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) raised a n  objec'tion to 

• discussion, of .the Maltese suggestion, because it was the practice not $o entertain 

fresh .pro~iosa.ls during the consideration of draft reports, 
• . . l 

- .The CHAI_~,ZAi~ i-~ied that in. view of the objection there could o~ no further 

discussion of the Mal-tese suggestion, It would have to be p~"esen.ted %o the 

First Committee. o f~.the General Assembly, 

• • . . . . .  ~-,~- .. . . . . . . . .  .. ..... ~ ~ ,I I~ IQiLONJI TSHIICiIJ. (Zaire) aokeo. ~nat the correct name of his country 

namely "Zaire" be .inserted in. mlnex I! (page ~;) of the report of Sub-Co~7~it.tee I 

( A / A C . i 3 8 / 9 4 )  i n s t e a d  of the '~Democratic Republic o f  t h e  Congo"~ w h i c h  w a s  mentioned 

as.having taken ipart in. %he general debate at the itth meeting. 

The C HAIP~(L~d,[ stated th.a% that correciion would be made. 

/ 7 "~ o / . T h e  d r a f t  r e p o r t  ~ . ~  ................ z ......... ,g .  a s  . r e v i s e d  s ~ d  a m e n d e d ~ ,  w a s  a d o l . ~ t e d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  A, AC.~o L.Izl ,~ ....................................... - 

CLOSU  OF S SSIO ..1 

F~. CASTAi~._D~] (Mexico) said that he wished %o make some c0~ents on. the 

progress, that had been made and on a possible future course of action.. Na%-~¢,,-~l~ the 

results of the session., could not be assessed without taking into account ~,rhs, t had been 

achieved during the past three years. A new juridical and most promising con.cept~ 

%ha% of the economic zone~ had been. to a,.great extent developed ..... in. %,he course-of %he 
h. 

Committee's discussions and was certain.].v the most importan.% posi%ive adva~n.oe. His 

dele:ga%ion, had felt some optimism at the.:.M~rch session~ in. !{ew York~ becam~se a,..basis 

seemed to exist for a broad measure of. agreement from which-a future law ..o.f .%he: sea 

could be evolved but the presen% session, he,@_ proved disappointing because of %he 
.. 

failure to conso!idate differ.in.~ .vie~:rs in.tO..-,.a g~nuin.e agreemen.%, 

I% had already been .st=~te<,. by:.a number of delegations that~ although various 

groups of otat~s ~ = had . . . .  made :considerable ,~onc,esslons~" those had not evoked s, ready 

• _ , _ ~,n.~cn his o~.m. willin.g~3.ess to negotia,%e on. the pa-,"t of other g~OUDS Even. the gTouD %0 ~1 " 
• ~. -q 

delegation bel.onged~ ~jhich favoured mq. econ.omic zone: of up to 200 miles Imn.keo. with 

a narrow terriioria!-:..sea~ had not done its best to produce a. broadly representative 

consensus. 

l~arin.g %he g~?adual process of creating in.tem%n.ation.al rules and standards ~h~re 

was always a phase when " -~" .... " ~ als which ~,rere followed by znct.~v.tdual countries mac:e propos 

n.ego%iations. The present session had been -the occasion, for the presen.ta%ion of 

proposals, A% the o-~v~.se% %b_e.re had only been a few on the economic zone an.([ n.o~,r there 

were some 20 Unfortunately die sponsors aax_ no% shown any readiness to wi~L<:.c'av~ 
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bheir own. proposals or smlalgsm~ate them ~..~rith. those of others s~nd appeared to be leaving 
• . 

such negotiations to %he ne_~c-i~ sts~ ~ The: • oo~o '. ~z" 1:,~_.±:,~"-S~,s% des~ re to maintain their 0~.m. 

proposals seemed to be linked with a belief; which caused his delegatio!3con.siders~bie 
• . 

con.cern.~ that universs 7~ rules of ,%}.~e. 7oT_~u., of-,t.he sea could onlybe established x, rith 
• 

the express agreement of every S~;ate and throu~ .the +~reaty-making process, Si~oh a 

proposition was ex%remeiy d~ngerous m~.d ~..~;as not borne out by history, For e~-~smple~ 
- 

no treaty e:<isted establishing a twe!ve-m.i!e limit for .the territorial sea but %ha.t 

limit was n.0~,~ claimed by a large majority of countries by virtue of uni!a%eral 

declara%ions PI~ch .the ssme was gradually %akin.g place in. respect 0fthe economic 

zone. Between 70 a3m.d 80coun.tries had enacted legislation or had made declarations 

about an. economic zone by virtue of which it x,:ras no longer a mere proposal but had 

acquired a legal mea~!.in.g, " . . . . . . . .  

_ mn.tern.a~lonal ru_es or s-~.~.dards in any The refusal to accent the creation of " ~" ] 

other manner than .through a treaty ~,ras the more objectionable as i% could ultimately 

enable any one coun.try to frustrate ~he Will of others, it was in.tolerable for some 

States %o be able to exercise a. veto in.inltel~].a%ion.al legal matters sm.d to defend a 

-juridical status quo which many other States mi@h% find unacceptable, 

The idea of an economic zone had ]oeen. supported by a n~mber of de!ega.tions~: 
t 

whose View could have been stated without any value judgmen.t in. %he report of 

Sub-Committee II~ yet :bhere had been. opposition, even. to that. Such s~]. attitude did 

not bode Well for even.%uai!y reaching a conse:~sus_. . Until a few <~ays ~ ~ " ~reviously~ h~_s 

delegation had beeu in favour of adherin.g to %he timetable set for ~¢he Conference 
~'. ~ • 

believing that a broad agreemen.-t would be achieved on. the economic zone. That maw, n.g 

proved impoSsible~ the ~,#i~Oie situation ~:ras changed and there wasno realiyadeqt~ate 
: . ' ..{. "~. • 

basis for the Conference 'to ~,~ork on, Therefore~ additional %ime for preparatory 

work might be needed a T'bhough i + was unlike4y %ha.t the "' --" . . . . . .  uon~nzttee i-~self could do 

a~vth~n.g.~ ._ useful or make !~roch further progress ,~ l[s st~cture an.c: composition ~:rou!d 

have to be changed and delegations ~,;ould have to modify their attJ.9~de. 

His delegation, b~] ..... =-' _ .~_±ev~.~ .that the Conference should consist of three s%s,ges. 

The first should dea.! ~.{i.th organization, and proce~k~re and might take place beginning in 

7 9 7  4-"  ~:~ the last week of November ~7~i for ~hre_ ~,eeks The. second should be for :.~re7~m~n-~-~ ~_~ _ ~. -~--~ ,~_ ~.~_~.,~ 

negotiations and might take place in the spring of 1974 for about four ~.-reeks, The 

_ _ 2 ; 3 , ! l ~ O O m  orecise da0~ shouTd b ~ co-ordinated ~-~itll the meetii~..g of the Grouo of 77 a% :~ " ~" 
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The second stage should involve the participation of all members of the Conference~ 

so that countries that had no% ~itherto participated could express bl~eir poi~.ts of 

view in a general debate. ~he question, of the economic zone could be discussed at 

that stage. The third stage might take place in the summer of !974~ ~,flaen the.work of 

d r a f b i n g  ar~C"icles could, beg±n. Ho~,rever) in. o rde r  tha% the Conference  shou ld  have am 

adequate basis on. ~,~hich t0 ~-rork dur±n.g the surmner of 1974~ there ~ras need for a 

s m a l l e r  body to u n d e r t a k e  the  %ask of d e t a i l e d  n e g o t i a t i o n  and draf t in .g~ :for which 

task a body consisting of 90 countries was probg)ly too large. 

Y_n. any event5  he fel% ~hat  h i s  d e l e g a t i o n ' s  p r o p o s a l  s h o u l d  be d i s c u s s e d  in. 
- .  

"New York and the possible need recognized to postpone the last stage of drafting the 
. . .  

texts for"Sm~tiago, i~ might be~ for instance~ th£,t ths~t work should take place .in 
• , 

• . . .. 

Augus% ra%her t h a n i n  June .  in. conclusion.~ he sa id ,  tha% %he op in ions  m~.d %he f ee ! in .g s  

of disappointment he had expressed~ together ~,rith the proposal that he had made~, had 

been-made on. b e h a l f  of h i s  o~.~m, d e l e g a t i o n  on ly  mad d id  mot r e p r e s e n %  %he c o n s i d e r e d  
. .  . 

. ,  : 

. .  • 

view of any regional g~_~oupJm.g° 
• . : 

The CHAIP~L~I suggested that the Mexican proposal should be discussed in 
• . .  

New York rather ~han a% %he present session, of %he Committee. 

Mr. BEESIE~Y (Canada) said %ha% bl~e _Mexican sta%emen.% was of great 
.-. 

importance and contained a most oon.s%z~.c~ive approach, I should be given de%ailed 

consideration, by members of %he Committee. He agreed with %he vie~.r %ha% international 

standards evolved from S~te~n practice_ and that there was a need for a broadly agreed 

framework for She Conference0n the La~,.r of -::he Sea, 
• , 

• 

in. his delega~ion.'s vie~,,r~ %he Colm:~it%ee had made progress duzing its present 

session.. Even if %tea-by articles had n.o% emerged~ a!%e2na%ive texts had been. 

produced which had made ~he position, of all delegations much cleal-er thin% the~ hs~d 

been before. It should be remembered %hat %he C " ~, " ~  " ~ " " o~.~%%ee could n.o% codify a /~ . c t  o_e~elop 

international law in. %he same ~,~ay as a %ightl2/ [~.J.t gTou.p like -~he ln.terz~..a~iQnal le,~:~ 

Commission.. Nor was ib a plenipoten%iary conference, The %ren.d of its work ~zas more 

%o~,.~ards progressi~;e development of %he law rather bha~q. codification,: althougl~ bo~In 
.. 

• 
• 

aspects were in.vblved in its work° 
• .. . . . . .  .:•: 
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The general trend was %o move away from the tr~al~monal features of the law of 

%he sea- State sovereignty and the freedom of the high seas - towards the creation 

of a law of nations that would embrace two new concepts - %he co~on~heritage of 

ma!~kind sad the economic zone° The iatter's principles were a long way from %he 

~raditionai laissez-faire approach sad %he concept of the com~mon heritage of ms_nkind 

was the very antithesis of State sovereigr~ty. " ~ ~s the oceans were pu~ to new Uses~ 

new _nrobl~'~mo ~' emerged -.and new approaches became necessaryo Even if i% were wholly 

suacessful~ the Third United ~[ations Conference on the Law of the Sea could no% be 

expected %o be valid for all %ime~ Conse¢]uen%ly~ it was right that most of the draft 

articles should reflect %he need for new appr0aches~ Nevertheless~ there .was no need 

%o drop entirely all %he traditional ooncepts~ many of which were capable of 
.. 

adaptation. 

It was clear %hat no delegation was ready for final negotiations. Tha9 stage 

would not come until the Conference began a% San%iago~ In the meantime~ delegations 

had made their positions clear on %he various issues~ and i9 could therefore be said 

%ha% preparation for %he Conference had been at least partially oomp!.eted. The 

success of the Conference would~ of course~, depend upon the necessary political will 

of Goverr~en%s and would require not only trade-offs but also s]~ element of sacrifice 

from each delegation's most desirable positiono Consequen%ly~ his deiega%ion was 

against any in,mediate decisions on %he timing of %he Conference. 

• His delegation was also against %he policy of confrontation or voting as a mes~s 

of achieving results, si~oce a third of the membership of %he Conference would be able 

to block any major issue. There were, o£aourse~ large majorities in favour of the 

concept of 9he ao~on heritage of mankind and %he economic zone~ but there were rela%ed 

issues still to be reso!ved if those two concepts were to become part of international 

• ..~ .~ 4" 17 -- . : Law. He q]oi%e ~gr~ed with ~..e representative of Hexico that no single country should 

oe ailowe@ to exercise a Veto on decisions of the Conference as a whole. 
-. 

While accepting that there might perhaps be. a need to consider postponing %he 

]onference~ his de!ega%ion would greatly regret such a postponement° 

He agreed witli the Hexican proposal that efforts should continue to be made during 

~he General Assembly~ at a procedural session of the Conference, to develop the 

~rsamewo~m £o~ the Confe-r.ence ÷.--~in~ into account the concepts of the common heritage -- _ _ ~ u . . . .  - ~. ~ . . . . . .  

)f msmi~_ind &nd the economic zone. 
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Hr. TU-NCEL (Turkey) felt tha%~ on a broad interpretation of the Committee's 

mandate from the General Assemb!y~ its resu!%s gave cs.use for satisfaction. 

Delegations had submitted alternative %exts~ wb.ich C~verrmlents could now study- texts 

which would form the basis o£ future work. 

The Committee had successfully brought to a conclusion the firs% phase of %he 
. .  

preparatory work of %he Conference on %he Law of the Sea. Future work would consist 

of several phases~ and wi$hout wishing %o prejudge the fu%ure~ he suspected %ha% %here 

were still a few years of tenacious effort required. 

His delegation did no% see any reason $o chsmge %he %imetab!e but felt %ha% that 

question should be deal% ~ith by the General Assembly. 

With regard %o the Mexican proposal~ he e~ressed the view %hat the requirements 
• . ~ . . . . .  

of all States were no% properly tsken into account. It was unrealistic %o think that 

legal norms could be prepared on the basis of a majority vote~ as the representative 

of Mexico had suggested. The notion that legal norms that migh$ a% first be 

unacceptable %o some States would after a period of use receive general ratification 

was most hazardous~ and i% was essential %o respect the principle of universality. 
. . .  

~ .  

Conseguen%!y~ he urged the Co~ittee %o eschew numerical majorities s~d %o endeavour 
• _ 

%o obtain a representative majority~ It was essential that negotiations should be 

given pride of place in any future work and in rules of procedure and %hat they should 

be given time %o bear fruit. 
. . . . .  

~{r. YA}~<OV (~ulgaria) said %hat his delegation was most anxious ~ha% %he 

preparations for the Conference on %he Law of 9he Sea should be adequate and had 

been alarmed by the inconsistency displayed by those delegations which supported the 
• 

.. 

concept of %he common heritage of mailkind while claiming large smeas of the ocean as 

their ~erri%orial seas. 1% feared that what mi:jnt today be called an economic zone 

would~ if %he international commnnity did no% react~ become a territorisA sea tomorrow, 

stud i% deplored the excessive claims being made by geographically advantaged States at 

the expense of the in%ernationa! community. 

He agreed with %he representative of Canada +.hat ~here was a need for delegations 

%o make sacrifices from narrow national positions and not %o set store by nm-aerioal 

majorities o 
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- I ] It would be a matter for great regret if the ocean should be divided up iii m\,oh 

the same way as the earth's ],and surface had been divid~a up by %he original colonial 

Powers. Colonialism had Since collapsed and had been declared a crime by the 

- ~, . . . . .  ~- o u !  d ~ n r e . r . n . i n  ~..:h A l e  . intcrnationa ~ ccnTmLni%~j~ ~,,~,~ rh .~.:: no o~,~ silent the ocean' s ,.:,.~.~~ ~-:~ 
.. 

was distributed on the basis o£ geo-poiitical considerations that had no real 

justification, 

A f t e r  r e m i n d i n g .  :the Comr~.it+,~e o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  s - o . c c e . s s e s  i t  h a d  a c h i e v e d  si:-,.c.:., 

' ''" ~ " he urged "~- ~- .- its essao±msnm,,.ent~ ~h~% a spirit o£ accommodation and compromise shoulJ 

now be displayed. The initial stage~ consisting of %he sub~,-mission of draft artic."_-s~ 

o I D . . 8 . d ~ . A  , . - . , . ~ L , . .  ~, would pave %he ~ay %0 preliminary negotiations on %he major issues In %he ....... ~" ...... 

new concepts had emerged and ne~; tenets had been elaborated. The @onferenoe had 

an enormous %ask before i%~ and %here would be no progressive development or 

codification of the !a~,J of the sea unless adequate preparations were made. O,:e 

• ,_, -, .... ~ '  -i % i c a !  ' c n d e r s % a n d i n g  b e L ; , . ; e e n  pre-requisite for progress was~ of course~ a a'enuine .:.. ...... 

delegations. He pointed ou%~ however~ %hat well conceived and ~,ell drafted proposals 

~. . .LI~, .b would facilitate l,~olitica]., nesotia%ions~ -whereas proposals and draft ar%icles ~.,:?,. 

were not %echnically mature would m~l<_e no contribution to significant political 

nego%ia%i0ns Consequently., there was a need for serious legal! and %ethnical ~,,,::rlc 

on many o£ the draft artic!es~ so as %o ensure %hat they were capable of forming a 

basis of negotiations. To perform such ~,~ork~ i% might be necessary %o establish 

a small ~'rou~) of ~xper% jurists 

His delegation was firmly against Shy ~reasonable procrastination~ since 

r'ni].ateral action by some Si-ates might ha e an adverse effect on ~h:e pr.ocess o£ 

treaty nego%iationo It wanted to hold zne Conference as soon as possible and 

hoped %hat adequate preparation would ensure that i% ~,,Jas meaningful. 

He 4Lid not rule out the continued existence of %he Committee as a means of 

" u_~ ~. .... '" _. ~ ..t. :.~,.~ving closer ~o a t ...... sty ,.p, the law o£ the sea and rei'~e_,'u.~ed ]'.:is delegatJ..o~±':s 
-' . . 

"~'~ " ~ ' ~ r - : - - - I  ~" / , ' -~n ~-iew ~na% d e s p i t e  %he d i s a  ........... a~:~ . . . . . . .  o¢ L c m n g  st~,,~,,.. -[;he ,.~.-'~sensus... :.. . . s y s t e m  p r o v i d e d .  

m o s t  r e l i a b l e  b a s i s  f o r  f u t u r e  n e g o % i a % i o n s  i t  ~ a s  e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  t h e  p r i n c i p ] ~  

o£ common ag.z-eemen% s h o u l d  b e  m a i n % a i m e d ;  " s i n c e  i t  w a s  t h e  o n l y  e f f e c t i v e  b a s i s  f<~:: 

u~.~iversality of acce~-Lance , .  , . . . .  " 

The CHA!i@,:P~i'I said that as %here ~,~ere still many delegations that wisbe~ 

temen~s~ ne wcuid adjourn the mee ozng to 5 p.m. that af%ermoo:n. %o make closing sta .... ~'~ 

,[me :,..'-e~,-~ir:,q ~ rose av., 1.25 p.m. 
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