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GENERAL STATEMENTS (continued)

The CHATRMAN said that the Committee had met to be informed of the progress of
the work of the Sul -Jommittees and their Wo king Groups, but 1hat it would first hear
some delegations which had specifically requested permission to make statements. In
that coanexion, he recalled that the general debate had been concluded and that in
principle, delegations would not ask for ihe floor -except on a specific point relating
o the negotiations in course orrin order to submit a propogal .

Mr., BAKULA (Peru) re-stated the aims of the world conference that was to
meet to establish a new régime governing +the utilization and exploitation of the seas,
s defined in General Assembly resolution 2750 € (XXV), and said that he wished %o
make a few comments on the subject. Firstly, the conference would be world-wide in
scope; it was essential that all States should participate if the foundations were
to be laid of a just, universal and stable order which would guarantee_that the seas
were used for the benefit of all mankind. oecondly, the confefeﬁcé'would be
responsible for elsashorating a new convention on the law of the =zea;, to replace the 19 58_
conventions which were cut-of-date and had Deesn drafted in the absence of mamy Staﬁes._
which had not acceded to indevendence at the time. ' o

In followed that the standards to be establighed’ shoulr1 take account of the new
facts that had arisen in comnexion with the law of the sea smince the io58 and 1860
conferences, and more particularly the fresh principleé applied by a growing number of
countries wvhich affirmed their right o regulate the use of the resources of the gseas
adjacent to their crasts wil hln a limit of 200 nautical miles. Those develonments,
which were culrenﬁly reglonal lﬂ oharaabﬂr, could not be ignored by the 1974.conference.

-The third consideration was that account would have to_be,tagen of the 1gter95us
and needs of*éil‘Stéies, particularly those of the'déﬁelaﬁiﬁé dbﬁhffies;"bothféoastal
and land—lookqd bourthly and lastly, his delovatlon hoped uhab the Preparatory
Committes would sucoeed in preparing, preferably by‘consensus, a text that would be
acceptable to 311 and that it would concentrate its efforts along those lines,
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After that survey, he wished to draw some conclusions from and maké some
comments on the curfent situation and prospects with regard to the elaboration of
conventions on the law of the gea that would be adap.:d to the realities and needs
of the day. 'The discussions that had taken place so far had brought out a very
definite tendency to mwake a distinction in matters of ocean space between an area
subject to the authority of the:coastal States, with a waximum limit of 200 miles -
apart from the casge of continental shelves extending further - and en area subject
to international jurisdiction{ﬁé&éﬁd fhéﬁ limit. At the same time, the idea wvas
ggining ground of setting up an international anthority to take the necessary steps
to administer the international area as the common heritage of mankind. The legal

nature of the two proposed areas had yet to be defined,; ag had the limits of the
ights and jurisdictions of the various States on the one hand and of the international
authority on the other. '

With respect to the area under the authorltj of the coastal State, there were
again two theories: one which upheld the sovereignty and Jurisdiction of the coastal
Btate over the sgea, the sea-bed and the subsoil thereof within:the_limits of the
| national area, and ancther which would divide the area under thé aﬁthority of the
State into a tervitorial sea 12 miles in width with a rlﬂht of innocent passage and,
beyond that limit, a patrimonial sea or economic zcne w1th freedom of nav;vatlon and
overflight. His country, which supported the 200~mi1é thesis, and which had
defended its maritime sovereignty asgainst the incursions of forelpn &1pots,
protected_its fisheries energetically and vreated a highly prosperous indusiry, would
not retreat a single step with respect to the recognition of its sovereigniy and
Jurisdiction over the sea adjacent to its coasis. It hoped that other States would
defend themselves in the same way against the pretensions of the major Powers and
their policy of hegemony.

With regard te the functions of the internationzl authority responsible for the
sea~bed ares beyond the limit of national jurisdiction, comtroversy contirued between
the supporters of a simple mechanism with_powers Jimited to issuing permits to
private, State or multi-national undertakings to explore and exploit and said afea
for their own profit on payment of royasities to cover the cost of the administrative
cperation of the mechaﬁism5 and those who provose’ that an lnte mational Authority

be set up with adequate powers to explore and exploit the area and its resources,
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either alone or in asscciation with the infterested wndertakings. The international
futhority would then also have the vight to enact provisions concerning the
protection and safety of human 1life, pres: *vation of the mar’ne environment and
péaceful uses of the sea-bed arez.

In addition to those powers, the Maltese delegalion had proposed that the -
international Authority should exercise similar funciions over the superjascent
waters of the international seca-bed area and, inter alia, that it be empowered to.
adopt standardls designed to prolect the exercise of freedom of navigstion and
overflight in the ares and to guarantee the conservsation and rational exploitation
of its living resources. Such a suggestion was favoured by Peru, which considered
that the so-called high seas should be an interrnational sea, subject to provisions
enabling it to be used and enjoyed by all States as the common heritage of menkind,

On the other hand, his delegation could not conceal its astonishment at the
suggestion which had heen puti férwar& - even though unofficially -~ whereby the concept
of the common heritage would bhe extended to the vhole of ocean space, including ihe
gea, sea~bed and subsoil of the national ares which began at the coast. The
International Ocean Authority which would govern that "heritage" would adopt '
regulations to protect freedom of navigetion and of overflight in the area as well
as the laying of cables, pipes, etc. That Authority would delegate to the'coastal
States the exercise of scme adminiétratiVe functions and the right to apply the
aforesaid provisions in an economic rescurces zone nob exceeding 200 nautical miles,
and would receive half the income accruin~ to those exploiting the resources of the
seg~-bed and its subsgiltyrdj

Hig delegaﬁionr%as convinced that those proposals were impraciicable, at any
rate in existing circumstances. In view of the grave difficulties and conflicts of
interest that separated the developed from the less-developed countries, it would
be illusory to bestow upon international orgsnizations the powers which each State
had the right and duty to exercise itsell so as o ubilize the adjacent sea for the
advancement and welfare of ibs people. His delegaticn had already had occasion,
during discussions in the First Committee at the twenty-sixth session of the General
Assembly, to explain why it was opposed to the idea that States should renounce

their rights over the continental shelf in the name of a hypothetical common interest
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when, in actual Tacl, only a-few Powers would profit by it. The underprivileged
nations could not he asked to;rengunpé Qealth that was vitally needed by their |
peoples. - The Great Powers,-which-had formerly invoked "freedom of the seas" to

Justify their policy of domination, hoped to revive the concept under cover of the.

idea of a "common heritage". THis delegation wished %o state once again that from

the outset, the concept of the "commor heritage" had designated the zone and the
resources lying beyond national jurisdiction, and that it intended to abide by that
interpretation. S

It should be recognized that some Great Powers accepted the limit of 200
nautical miles as an immutable element in the new formulation of the lav of the sea.
Nevertheless a simple recognition of that kind, if not qualified by the . altributes

requested by the coastal Siates, would not sclve the problem. It was not only the

extension or extent of ithe national ares thatl wias at stake, but the interests of the
coastal populationg within that area.

_ The countries that advocaled a national area of 200 miles might have differing
opinions as to the legal nature and the designation of that area, but %hey wvere
agreed as to the vights which the coastal State should exercise, rights which
expressed the natural relationship between the seé, the fand and its inhabitents.

It was on that relaticnship also that the legitimate priority of the coastal
populations was based with regard to the disposal of resources in the coastal area.
The powers requested by the countries championing the 200-mile limit, including
protection of their.sovereign rights over renewable and nbn#renewable TeS0UTCes,
the sea~bed and its subsoil, preservation of the marine environment, and go forth,
were intended to preserve the legitimate interest of the said coastal Staltes and to
promote their development.  Peru, for its part, having eliminabted all fTraces of
colonialiem, would oppose with the same determination any new form of colonialism on
the seas., The coastal countries of the third world would nol permit standards to
be imposed upon them that encroached on their full right ‘o dispose of the nafural
resources situated in their territories and in the adjacent seas. They knew that
their cause was also that of other coastal nations, which although more developed
hed ne hegemonic intent, and which éhared their desire to establish a new legal

order in which justice would replace the abuse of power.
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Since March 1971, when the Committee had begun its work of preparing for the
world conferénce, hig delegation had been endeavouring to present with all possible
clarity and frankness the positions of his Government on the main subjects under
consideration, Its frankness had often been expressed in formulae which, if they
appeared harsh, simply reflected the harshness of the living conditions of most
of the Peruvian people. At the current snd last stage of ‘the preparatory work,
his delegation wished to express in the Torm of a concrete draft the main basic
principles that should be accepted and developed in the fubture convention on the
law of the sea. A working paper was being prepared, in co-operation with other
countries, to be submitted to Sub~Committee IT, since it contained only provisions
applicable to the national and inbernational areas. In Sub-Uommittees I and III,
bowever; his delegation would contime to defend the.principles and propesals
relating to the régime of the sea-bed beyond the limite of national jurisdiction,
‘as well as the preservation of the marine enﬁifonment, scientific research and

the transfer of techmology.
‘Mr, TAYLOR-KAMARA (Sierva Leone) said that as a coastal State, his country

attached great importance to the future conference on the law of the sea on grounds
of national security and of the conservation of its resources for development
purposes. On the other hand, as a member of CAU, his country unféservedly gupported
that Organization's Declaration on the Issues of the Law of the Sea, published as

a Comnittee document under the symbol A/AC,138/89.

His delegation observed that at the close of its spring session, the Commitiee
kad teken no substantive decisions, nor had it adopted any report, although it had
dealt with a large number of questions assigned to it in General Assembly N
resclution 2750 G(XXV). His delegation noted further that besides Sierwa Leone, -

a number of African, Asian and Buropean States had declared themselves in favour

of a 200 nautical milesg limit, within which the coastal State would exercise its
jurisdiction. For its part, his country had proclaimed a territorial waters

limit of 200 nautical miles by an Act of 1971, those "territorial waters" comprising
the territorial sea and inland waters. That initiative had been termed a
Bynilateral extension of tervitorial watersh.

At the time of the 1958 and 1960 Conferences, Sierra Leone, like many
other developing countries, had still been a colony, and consequently should not

be bound by the terms of the conventions emansting from them, since the negotiations
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had been carried out by tne colonial powers. HlS delcgatlon took the view that

States should have the lght to dellmlt thalr terrltorlal seas’ 1n accordancexith
d-naﬁural condltlons and thelm aevalopment needs. Slmllarly it snould be posalble“""

for adaacent marlne resources o be used for the benellt of ooastal States and

hnelghbourlng 1and—locked States, ‘and not be plunde*ed by dlstant natlons. The law

of the sea should no longer e an 1nstrument of polltlcal, economlc and mlllt&ﬁy

domlnatlon.
In hlS delegatlon's opinion, 1t should be p0351b1e to use a more flex1b1e
and preclse method to determlne the extent of a coastal qtate's Jurlsdlc+1on over

the contlnental shelf; to the extent that the statutory prov151ons of other States

were not affected
waever thab mluht be, the maJor obgectlve of the Commlttee now’ appeared to be,

to reconCLIe the dlvergent 1nteresus and views of countrles. The Commlttee mlght

perhapu w1uh to examine closeiy on the one hand marltlme interests, as opposed to
those of coagstal States seeklng control over wide areas of national Jurlsdlctlon,
and on the other the 1nteresﬁs of coastal States w1sh1ng to control the natural
regources adjacent to tnﬂlr coasts. a8 opposed to the intevests of 1onghdlstance B

flshlng nations., Tt also thought that the land—locked countrles' rlght o_ access

to +he sea should be recognlzed
Whatever the size or width of the economic zone, his delegatlon thought

that a coastal State should exercise full soverelgnty over all the main mlnerals

and over llVlng resources, bub should not 1nterfere unduly with freedom of mOVementi

~and overfl;ght and the laylng of cables and plpes, by other S5t aﬁes.
There were numerous States Whlch had contlnental shelves extenalng beyond

their territorisl waters. The Comm1+tee might con31der the pogeibility of flndlng

a practical and workable solution to the guestion whether the continental shelf of
a State ended at the same point as the territorial waters, or‘ﬁhether & State éould_
resexve the right o claim the whole continental shelf, whether or not it extenaed
beyond the limits of national jurisdiction.

As for marine pollution, his delegation supported the view that States snould
undertake to adopt the nccessary meagures, including 1eg151atlon, to prevent
polliution of the marine environment froﬁ any éource, whother a land-locked or a
coastal country. States should have the right to take measures within the limits
of their national jurisdictions te protect the ecology of the zone where no

internationally-agrced measures existed.



A/AC,138/5R.95 -8 -

Hig delegatlon hoped for a treaty conoernlng the pellution of the sea-bed,
whereby zhe contractlnb parties would be responsible not only for its local enforcement
but also for keepin a close check on dumpi g activities in their respective areas.

Any ;nuernatlonal régime aimed at protecting the resources of the seéa should take

account of the various fishing methods., In zddition, there should be no limitation on

the freedom of scientific research in the oceané,‘which alone would make it possible

for the numerous and valuable mineral resources of the sea to be exploited.

Vevertheless, whenever research was to be undértaken that might affect the interests of

a coastal State,'thaf-Stafe should be given prior notification. Where necessary,

scientists from that country could be invited to take part in the research work.
Mr. RATTRAY (Jamaica) said that as a result of the deliberations of the
the interests of therintefnaﬁiqgal cbmmuhity'were

Sub-Committees and working groups,
Tt was time to make a realistic

now beginning to appear in a truer perspective.
assessmént of the situation with a view to taking the procedural measures necessary
to ensure a greater harmonization and co-ordination of national and regional positions.

The new legal structure which the Committee was seeking to establish would remain a

fragile thing if the existing inequalities were perpetuated. The fact that the:

Committee had been endeavouring for three years to draw up a ligt of subject and issues
relating to the law of the sea, and that it had begun to delimit the range of the
various jurisdictional areas, clearly showed that the new régime must seek to reconcile

national, fegional and sub-regional interests, while af' the same time tzaking account of

the interdependence of the international community. In fact, ocean space was regarded

as an area capable of meeting the needs of mankind, and it was for the Committee to

create the over-all conditions in which that ohJectlve could be attained for the

greatest benefit of all. ‘
In order %o accomplish that task, the Committee should be careful not to.

underestimate the scope of any decisions it took concerning procedure and the
It could no longer be content with general debates on the
It must draw up an

organization of its work.
whole range of issues relating te the law of the sea.

organizétional plan, whose logical starting-point would be the consideration of

fundamental issues in a ryegional or sub-regional context. An analysis of those issues
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showed that there were areas of convergence and residual areas of divergence. The

Committee comld not usefully-consider.the'aréas of divergénce until it had reconciled
the various 1nterests involved in the areas of convergence. '

The areas of convergence were ?argely the result of accidents of geography and
history which had created a very marked degree of interdependence between particular
States. Thus, such questions as the delimitation of the territorial sea and the
creation of new zones of economic jurisdiction assumed vital importence in relations
between States. Whatéver might be the justification for a zone of economic
juris&ictioh, it was essential that such a zone be acceptable to all the States which
formed.parﬁ_pf it. It would indeed be intclerable if, in the waters adjacent to
several neighbouring Sfates, a situation was created which would unduly disturb the
traditional habits or economies of countries dependent on those walers for their very
survival, The creation of zones of economic Jurisdiction must therefore be accompanied
by effective and permanent guarantees for the preservation of traditional rights in.

adjacent waters. Any zone of economic jurisdiction must accommodate the interests of

neighbouring States, particularly those States whose traditional rights would be
adversely affected by the extensicn of the jufisdiétional limits of other neighbouring
Staies, or those States geographically, Eiologically or ecologicallj disadvantaged
which would derive llttle benefit from an extension of their jurisdiction, )

Once it was recognized that the Committee was deallng essentlallv with patr¢monla1
waters, the strategy to be followed in further negotiations became self-evident. The
real starting-point for any .giobal gettlement of the many issues confronting the
Committee wag the reﬂonciliation of regional interests cn a regional basis in conformity
with established principles and rights, which would be embodied in the global treaty
itself. Admittedly, the global issues were no less important, but it would be
unrealistic to attemnt to settle the question of global 1nterests‘before:settlxng‘that

of naticnal jurisdictions in a regional or sub~regional context.
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In:thef.eennexioﬁ, some of the proposals already submitted to the Committee
reflected in.allarge measure matters of regional or sub-regional comcern. Mention
might be made, in particular, of the OAU’deeiaration on the izsues of the law of the
sea (A/AC 158/89) At the current stage of the Committee's work, it wag essential
that evety geographlcal region or sub-region should adopt a position regar ding the
particular issues conffontlnﬂ it. In that respect, it should be noted that there were
many points of agreemenL, but also o fundamental diverﬂﬂnce, between the OAU declaration
and the draft artlcles submitted by Colombla, Mexico and Venezuela (ﬁ/&c 138/50 II/L 21).
It would seem that the underlying philosophy of the declaration was that the African =
countries should be given the right to expleit the rescurces of the sea throughoﬁt the ~
area, eurroundiﬁg the African continent, in accordance with the economic interest of
the African peoplee, In addition, the declaration gave expression o a magnanimous
concept of African brotherhood by providing for the exploitation of the living resources
of coastel States by thelland~loeked and other disadvanteged countfies. ‘It was also
generally.known that the Latin American ceuntfies were making serious efforts to
aocommodate the interests of the digadvantaged countries of the region, one of which
wa.s Jamalca. Because of the geographical conéitions peculiar te that region, it was
perhaps more difficult than elsewhere to find a golution. But given the goodwill of
the Latln-Amerlcan Staﬁtes3 there was every hope that complete agreement woulé be
reached on the question.

He therefore coneldefed that within the areaslof convergeﬁce, delegetion should
seek t- 1dent1fy and reconcile their interests as speedily as possible w1th1n a |
reglonal or sub—reglonal context and that on effort ghould then be made o harmcnize  .
the interests thus reconciled as between the groups representing the Vafioﬁs‘regiehs;
Bfforts should be oriented in that direction, because it was clear that only if those
problems were solved could other problems pesed in the residﬁal areas be bfought'intef
proper. perspective. ' o B -

! Mr. CARROZ (Focd and Agriculbture Organization of the United Nations) gaid
that at the end of its previous session the Committee had requested FAQ tc prepare an
up~to~date version of its publication concerning limits and status of the territorial
sea, exclugive fishing areas, fish congervation areas and the continental shelf

(FAO Fisheries Circular No.127, 1971). The revised version, published under the
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symbol FID/C/12?/Reval,1contained a sumnary in the form of a synoptic table of the
rights invoked byrcoastal States as embodied in their legislation or in; international
agreements- to which they were parties. The States concerned were urgently requested
to-indicate any changes that might have occurred since the publication of that document.
. The Cormittee had also requested FAO to complete its document on the distribution
and migrations of the most widely-known fish species. & new version of that document
would bhe distributed in a few weeks.
REPORTS ON THE PROGRESS OF THE WORK OF THE SUB-COMMITTEES _

. Mr, BNGO (Cemeroon), Chairmen of Sub-Committee I, said that his Sub-Committee
had held one meeding which had lasted only five minutes. The Working Group had then
“continued its work on.the internmational machinery. But the Sub-Committee was to hold
an important meeting fthet afternoon, at which the Chairman of the Werking Group would
submit a detailed progress report. He would therefore prefer to wait tmtil the
following plenary meeting of the Commitfee before making a full report on the situation.
He outlined the difficulfies which the Working Group.was'encountering in performing
its task. Tt might perhaps be desirable to make some changes in working methods, It
would seem necessary, in particular, to facilitate informa% negotiations, which had

now become indispensable.
The CHATRMAN said that the necessary steps would be taken to ensure that the

delegations concerned had at their disposal every facility for holding informal

consultations. ,
Mr. GALINTC POIL (81 Salvador), Chairman of Sub-Committee IX, said that the

sub-Committee had held one meeting during the nprevious week and that the Working Group
of the whole had met on three occasions. During the meeting of the Sub-Committee, he
had made a statement on procedure which had been endorsed without discussion.
hecordingly, the Sub-Commitiee was now following the procedure adopted at its session
in Wew York. As a result of that agreemenﬁ, the Working CGroup would haﬁé as much time
a8 was needed for a thorough consideration of the questions falling within the mandate
of the Sub~Committee. The Working Group had decided to fix 16 July as the time-limit
for the submission of proposals; thet would not, however, prevent States, if they.
considered it necessary, to submit further proposals at a later sfage, either during
the current session or at the forthcoming confersnce. The sole purpose of that.

decigion was %o facilitete the Committee's work.
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At the most recent meeting of the Working Group, those latin-American countries
which had submitted the draft articles (B/AC.138/5C,.I1/L.21) and the States members of
OAU which had sponsored the declaration contained in document A/AC.158/89 had
announced their intenticn of meeiing with a view Lo conbining the two documents into
one. That was a very important step, which betokened a genuine desire to reach an
agreemént. '

The Working Group had continued consideration of the quesgtions to which priority
had been given in New York.

‘He was somewhat concerned aboub the report of Sub-Commitiee IT and the report of
the plenary Committee. In the past, the time devoted to substantive qﬁestions had
been limited as a result of general debates and procedural discussions. It was possible
that that might happen again during the present session. It would perhaps be useful,
therefqre, to begin consideration of the main outlines of the re@éft within 2 few days.
Delegations should also be kent informed of developments, and draft reports should be
distributed in advance. The Sub-Committee would thus be able to devote more time to
substantive questions ard to limit to a reasonable period the time taken up in the
preparation of its report. In his opinion, due consideration must be giﬁen to that
guestion,

The CHATRMAN asked why the Working Group had set 16 July as the deadliine for

the submission of proposals. The representatives of the latin-American groups and of

the OAU would be given all the necessary facilities for meeting informally with a view
to reaching an agreement, Like Mr. Galindo Pohl, he thought thét the drafting of the
report should begin as soon as possible, but pointed out that everything depended on _
the result of the substantive discuésions, which obviocusly had priority. He urged
delegationé-not to become involved in leng discussions.

Mr. KEDADI (Tunisia), Chairman of the Working Group of the Whole of Sub-
Committee II, pointed out that the Chairman of Sub-Committee II had already reported
on the progress made by the WOrkiﬁg Group. With regard to the indicative date of
16 .July chosen for the submission of proposals, he said that proposals submitted after
that date would be treated in the same way as the others. In setting that date, it had
simply been intended %o give delegations a working tool so that all of them would have

the documentation needed to participate in the negotiation phase.
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| In the Wbrklng Group of tne Whole, delegations. had shown tnat thc 1mportanoe
of the tlme—factor had not escaped them. They desired that the substance of
questlons should be taken up w1thout delay so that the preparatloﬂ of the draft
artlcles could go Lorward He commended the splrlt dlsplayed by the members of the
Working Group in that‘rgspect, and welcomed‘the $uggesthns that had been made with
regard to informal contacts. Some délegations héd already agreed to,ﬁeet in those
conditions: tﬁyee from Africa, three from Tatin America, and Australia. Others
would undoubtedly follow their example. He tocked upon that as a satisfactory

method of preparing a joint text.
Mr., CASTANEDA (Mexico) noted that both the Chairmem of the Sub-Committee

and the Chalrman of the Working Group had requested that negotlaﬁlons should begin
1mmedlately 50 that progress could be made with the preparation of 301nt texta.

| In that conﬂex1on, he had noted that the serious- questlons ralsed 1n '
Sub-Committee IT had led delegations to make a number of proposals based on
fundamental but dlvergenﬁ ideas. Some delegations, for 1nstance, had stated that
they were in favour of the establishment of an economic area. That idea, which had

not yet been ﬂlearly and fully def1ned, was one of the baseo for the p081t10n adopted
An alnost 1dent1 cal idea had heen defended ty scne Latln—ﬁmerlcan
He ;elt that

by the Afrlcan rme.
‘countrles as well namely, Colombla, Venezuela and his own country.
if countries held 51m11ar views on a fundamental matter, they should negotlate

among themselves 56 as to ‘bring those views into closer alignment.

In the Workln@ Group of Sub-Committee II, the representative of Senegal had
.appealed in that sense to the latin American countries, suggesting that a meeting
should be held between the countries of the two feglons, in whlch.three countrles
would act as spokesmen for Afrlca. A meeting of that klnd could be very useful,
as the delegatlons taklng part mlght succeed in adoptlng a JOlnt text 4o eXpress
the fundamenﬁal ideas which ‘they shared. Iven if the negotlatlons d¢id not lead o
agreement on all p01nts, it should be p0551ble o reflec+ every trend in a collectlve
text. ' o
The African countrles, boweVer; also w1shedAto embody the 1deas of the
Declaration of Addis Ababa in a legal text. Their intention was conmendable but )
should not delay negotlatlons w1th Iatin America. In his oplnlon, the African
countrles Should,not await the preparatlon o' a deflnlblvn text: on the one hapa
such a text czystalllzed posatlons and would compllcate the negotlatlonﬁ, and on

the other, time was pressing and %hat approach was liable to leave too little time
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for the elaboration of a common text. He therefore urged the African group to
participate in the negotiations forthwith, without waiting for a text %o be produced
on the basis of the ideas contained in the Declaration of Addiz Ababa.

The CEATRMAN also stressed the value of informal consultations, and hoped
that such a proceduré would be accepted by the Chairmen of all the sub-committees
and working groups. All delegatiohs were entitled to participate in the '
consultations, not merely those which had submitted proposals.

| Mr. VAN DER ESSEN (Belgium), Chairman of Sub-Committee III, drew

attention to a change in the membership of the bureau of the Sub~Committeées

Mr. Espinosa Valderrama of Colombia had been reﬁlaced ags Vice-Chairman by Mr. Zuleta
from the seme delegation. '

Sub-Committee ITT had so far held only one meeting, on the afternoon of
Wednesday, 4 July. It had decided to proceed with the'programme of work approved
in.the spring of 1972. The fourth item on %hét programme - transfer of technology -
was £11ll awaiting consideration, and a general discussion was to be held. The
list of speakers for the general discussion would be closed on the evening of
Wednesday, 11 July. ' o

Referring next to the two Working Groups of Sub-Commitiee III, he said that
one of them, which was concerned with environmens and pollution, was doing
excellent work under the leadership of Mr; Vallarta of Mexico. The other, set up
at the close of the spring session to deal with scientific research and the iransfer
of technology, had not met so far, as its Chairman, Mr. Olszowka, had not vet |

arrivad,
Mr. STAVROPOULOS (Under—Secretary;General for Legal Affairs), representing

the SecretarymGeneral introduced the documents whlch the Secretariat had been
requested to prepare for the session.

" The report entltled "Econecmic 81gnificance, in terms of sea-bed mineral
resources, of the various limits proposed for national Jurlsdlcilon“ (A/hC 138/@7),
had been prepared in response to the requesis made by the General Assembly in
resolutions 3029 B and C. The Secretary-General had thought it more approprlate
to combine the reports reguested in one document, as the basic data involved were
the same. in each case. The General Assembly resolutions specified that the studies
were to be based on the infoxrmation at the disposal of the Secretary-General. At
the same General Assembly session, it had been expléiﬁed that the Secretary-General

should also rely on consultant assistance and on information which Governments might
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_be able to provide. The material available to him applied to four limits which

were specified in document A/hC.lEB/BT. He had also bhenefited from the expertise

of comsultants dre-m from & number of countries. As the rveport hed had to be issued
rapidly, it had been impossible to correct some errors.

In accordance with a request made by the Comnittee at its spring session, the
Secretariat had also prepared a report on "Examples of precedents of provisional
application, pending their entxy inte force, of multilateral treaties, edpecially
treaties establishing international orgenizations and/or régimes" (A/AC.138/88).

The precedents selected had been used to illustraite certain characteristic
procedures. Of the eight cases studied, four concerned the preparatory arrangements
made with respect to certain specialized agencies, and the fifth relafed to thgnr
Imterpational Atomic Energy Agency. The 1968 International Sugar Agreement had been
examined as an example of the provisional application of an agreement seltting up an
international commodity organization. the last two cases concerned the provisional
application of two regional treaties establishing an international régime and an
international body respectively. The nature of the arrangements made in each case
was indicated in a2 comparative table on pages 6, 7 and 8 of the document.

The third document requested from the Secretariat (at the spring session, like
the second), entitled "Sea-bed mineral resourcess recent developments"
(A/8C.138/90), was actually an interim report. It was not exhaustive but simply
indicated new and significant developments that had occurred since the submission
of document A/h0,1§8/73 on the same subject. In accoerdance with the undertaking
given by the Secretary-Generzl at the last session, a more detailed report,
prepared under General Assembly resolution 2750 A (XXV), would be submitied in 1974.

| Fellowing: the announcenent by Mr. HALL (Secretary of the Committee)} of the
meetings fo be held by the Commitltee, its sub-committees and their working groups
during the week, and in regard'to the comments made on the subject by Mr., ENGO
(Cameroon}, Chairmen of Sub-~Committee I, My, BEESIHY (Canada) and
Mr, THOMPSON FIORES (Brazil), the CHATRMAN urged the Committee to make the best

possible use of the facilities at its disposal as regards summary records and

interpretation at meetings. To do so, it was necessary that even the small
delegations should be represented at more than one meeting at a time. That might

be difficult to achieve during the current week, but he hoped they would manage o

do so during the next few weeks.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.
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