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GENERAL STATEmeNTS (continued) 

The CHAIP~JL~N said tha,t the Committee had met to be informed of the progress of 
.. 

%he work of the Sub ..... Co.~mittees and their Wo-,king Groups~ but that it would first hear 

some delegations whichhad speci~ically requested pe~nission to make statements. In 

that connexion~ he recalled that the general debate had been conc!uo.ed and thai in 

principle, delegations would not ask for the floor,-excep% on a specifio point relating 

to the negotiations in course or in order to submit..a proposal. 

Mr. BAKULA (Peru) re-stated the aims of the-World conference that was to 

meet to establish a new r4gime @overning the utilization and exploitation of the seas, 
. 

a,s defined in General Assembly resolution 2750 C (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 essentia,1 that all States should participate if the fotuudations were 

to be laid of a just~ ~u~iversa,1 and st~abJle .... order which would guarantee that the seas .......... 
.. 

were used for the benefit of all mankind. Secondly, the corm~erence would be 

responsible for elaborating a new convention on the law of the see,,~ to replace the 1958 

conventions which were out-of-date and had been drafted in the absence of many States 
... 

which had not acceded to independence at the time. 
• . . 

In followed that the Standa,rds to be establish@dshould ta~e account of the new 
.. .. • .. 

facts that had arisen in c0nUe~ion with the taw of the sea, since the 1958 and 1960 

conferences, and more particularly the fresh principles applied by a, growing number of 

countries which affirmed their right to regulate the use of the resources of the seas 

adjacent to their coasts within a limit of ?00 nantical miles. Those developments, 

which were currenf~ly regional in c hara,cter~ could not be igmored by the 1974:.ic.onference. 
., .. 

The thir.d, consideration was that account would hslve"to be taken of the interests ... 

• . ~ .'.... . .. " .:~.. 

and needs of"aii:;Sta,tes, pa,rticularly those of the devei6Ping c0uJutries, both/coastal 

-' r his delegation honed tha,~ the Preparatory and land-locked. Fourthly and la.s~15 ~ . . . .  
.. . . . . .  : . . . . .  

• . : . . . .  .. . .. • 

Comn~itte;e-would succeed in preparing'~ preferably by consensus~ a text that would be 

acceptable to all 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 make some 

comments on the current situation and prospects with regard to the elaboration of 

conventions on the la~.r of the sea that ~ould be adapL~d to the i~ealities and needs 

of the day. The discussions that had taken place so far had brought out a ve~7 

definite tendency to make a distinc tion in matters of ocean space between sn area 

subject to the authority of thecoas%.al States, with a maximum limit of 200 miles- 

a~art._ from ..the • case of oontinent.al. . .... shelves e~tendlno~- "" p_ further - :s.~ an area subject - . 

to international jurisdiction..~bey.ond that limit. At the same time~ the idea ~: ras  

gaining ground of setting up an international authority to take the necessao ~ 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,~ as.had the limits of the 

rights :and jurisdictions of the various States on..the one hand and of the international 

authority on .the other. 
• . . .. .' 

i With respect to the area under the authority of the coastal State~ .... ~here were 

again two theories: one which upheld the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the coastal 

State over the sea~ .the sea-bed and the subsoil thereof within the limits of the 

national area, and m~other which would divide the area under the authority o9 the 

State into a territorial sea 12 miles in width with a right of innocent passage and, 

beyond that limit, a patrimonial sea or economic zone with freedom of navigation and 

overflight. His country~ which supported the 200-mile thesis~ and ~.~hich had 

defended its maritime sovereignty against the incursions of :foreign fleets, 

protected its fisheries energetically and ~reated a highly prosperous industry, would 

not retreat a single step with respect to ~he recognition of its sovereignty and .. : 

jurisdiction over the sea adjacent to its coasts. It hoped that other States would 

defend .themselves in the same way against the pretensions of the major Powers and 

0 ~ ~r their policy of he~emonz~. 

With regard to the functions of the international authority responsible for the 
.. 

sea-bed area beyond the limit of national jurisdiction~ controversy continued between 

the supporters of a simple mechanism with powers limited to issuing# permits to 

private, State or.multi_national undertakings to explore and exploit and said area 

for their o~m profi t on payment of royalties to cov~r the cos~ of the administrative 
.. 

operation of the mechsnism~ and those ~,,~ho propose,f, that an in~e~nationa! Authority 
• . . 

be set up with adequate powers to explore snd exploit the area and its resoturces~ 
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either alone or in association with the interested undertakings° The international 

Authority would then also have the ri~t to enact provisions concerning the 

protection and ssJfety of human life, pres~ .~vation of ~ the marine environment and 

~eaceful uses of the sea-bed area. 

In addition to those powers~ the Maltese delegation had proposed that the ~o. 

international Authority should exercise similar functions otter ~he superjacent 

waters of the intei~ational sea-bed area and, inter_alia, that it be empowered to• 

adopt standards designed to protect the exercise of freedom of navigs~tion and 

overflight in the area snd to guarantee the conservation and rationsl exploitation 

of its living resources. Such a suggestion was favoured by Peru~ which considered 

that the so-called high seas should be an international sea, subject to provisions 

enabling it to be used and enjoyed by all States as the common heritage of msnkind. 

On the other hand, his delegation could not conceal its astonishment a~c the 

suggestion which had been put forward- even though unofficially- whereby the concept 

of the common heritage would be extended to the whole of ocesn space, including the 

sea, ses-bed and subsoil of the national area which began at the coast. The 

International Ocean Authority which would govern that "herits~g~" would adopt 

regulations to protect freedom of navigation and of overflight iq the area as well 

as the laying of cables, pipes, etc. That Authority would delegate to the coastal • 

States the exercise of some administrative functions and the right to apply the 

aforesaid provisions in an economic resources zone not exceeding 200 nautical rmiles~ 

and would receive half the income accruin* ~ to those exploiting the resources of the 

sea-bed and its s~J~soil ..... 

His delegation was convinced that those proposals were impracticable~ at sa~y 

rate in existing circumstances. In view of the grave difficulties aud conflicts Of 

interest that separated the developed from the less-developed cotlntries, it would 

be illusory to bestow upon international ' organizations the powers which each State 

had the right and duty to exercise itself so as to utilize the adjacent sea for the 

advancement and welfare of its people. His delegation had alrea¢ly hs~l occasion, 

during discussions in the First Committee • at the twenty-sixth session of the General 

Assembly, to explain ~:~hy it was opposed to the idea that States should renounce 

their rights over the continental shelf in the name of a hypothetical co~on interest 
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when~ in actual fac~ only a.;few Pqwers would profit by it. The tmderprivileged 

nations could not be asked to renounce weaTth that was vital]It needed by their 
. 

peoples. The Great Powers, vhichhad formerly invoked "freedom Qf the seas" to 

justify their policy of domination~ hoped to revive the concept ~tnc]er cover of the 

ides of a "common heritage". His delegation wished to state once aga±nthat from 

the outset~ the concept of the "common heritage" had designated" the zone S_nd the 

resources lying beyond national jurisdiction, and that it intended to sJ~ide by that 

int erpre% at i on. : 

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 law of the sea. 

Nevertheless a simple recognition of that kind, if not qualified by theattributes 

requested by the coastal States, would not solve the problem. It ~,ras not onlythe 

extension or extent of the national area that was ..... at stake, but the interests of the 

coastal populations within that area. 

The countries that advocated a~ national area of 200 miles might .... l~s~ve dlf~erlng 

opinions as to the legal nature and the desi~qation of that area, bu'~ ithey were 

agreed as to the riggers ~d~ich the coastal State should exercise, ri~ts< .~ which 
'L. 

expressed the natural relationship between the sea, the land and its inhabitants. 

It was on that relationskip also that the legitimate priority of the co sJ:sts]l 

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 soverei~ right s over renewable and n on~renews~o_e resources, 

the sea-bed and its subsoil, preservation of the marine environment~ c~nd so forth, 

were intended to p~eserve the legitimate interest of the s~id coastal States and to 

promote their °development. Peru~ for its part, having eliminated all traces of 

colonialism~ would oppose with the same determination any new foz~n of colonialism on 

the seas. The coastal countries of the third world would not pel~nit standards to 

be imposed upon them that encroached on ~heir full right to dispose of the natural 

resources situated in their territories and in the adjacent seas. They knew t1~at 

their cause was also thsfc of other coasta-1 nations, which although more ~developed 

had no hegemonic intent, and which shared 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 conference~ his 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 and last stage of the preparatory work~ 

his delegation wished to express in the form of a concrete draft the main basic 

principles that should be accepted and developed in the future 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 II~ since it contained only provisions 

applicable to the national and international areas. In Sub-Committees I and III~ 

however, his delegation would continue to defend the principles and proposals 

relating to the r~g±me of the sea-bed beyond ~he limits of national jurisdiction~ 

as well as the preservation of the marine environment, scientific research and 

the transfer of technology. 

~r. TAYLOR-~~A (Sierra 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 conse~Jation of its resources for development 

purposes. On the other hand, as a member of OAU, his country unreservedly supported 

that Organization's Declaration on the Issues of the Law of the Sea~ published as 

a Committee document under the symbol A/AC.138/89. 

~s delegation observed that at the close of its spring session~ the Committee 

had taken 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 \ 

resolution 2750 C(XXV). His delegat&on noted further that besides Sierra Leone, 

a ntuuber of African~ Asian and E~ropean States had declared themselves in favour 

of a 200 nautical miles lirmit, ~±thin which the coastal State would exercise its 

jurisdiction. For its part~ his country had proclaimed a territorial waters 

limit of 200 ns~utical miles by an Act of 1971~ ~hose "territorial waters '' comprising 

the territorial sea and inland waters. That initiative had been termed a 

"unilateral extension of territorial waters". 

~ Sierra Leone ~ like many At the time of the 1958 and 1960 Corm e_ences~ 

other developing countries~ had still been a colony~ and consequently should not 

be bound by the terms of the conventions emanating from them~ since the negotiations 
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had been carried out by the colonial powers. His delegation took the view that 
• . .. . . "'" ~ . - ... • . ; .::- • 

States Should have %he right to delimit their territorial seas in accordance ~%h 
• . .. . . . .., . . 

<~: natural••conditions and 9heir development needs. Sinalarly it Should be possible 
• . .. .. .. . . . . 

foradjacent marine resources to be used for the benefit of coastal 'states and 
• . • . . .. : • .. . 

neighbouring land-locked States, and not be p!u_udered by distant nations. The law 
-,.; • : ". .. • . 

of the sea should" no longer be an instrument of poiitidal~ economic m~d military 
@ 

@ 

• . " . . .  • { 

domination. 
• . 

• . .. 

In b~S delegation's opinion, it should be possible to use a more flexible 
g B 

• .: . . . 

~d precise method .to de%ermine the extent of a coastal Sta%els jurisdiction Over 
• . . • 

• . • : • ~. 
, .. 

the continental shelf; to %he extent %hat the statutory provisions of other Stat'es 
• . ... . . . . .  .. 

j- . . .. • 

were not affected. " 
• -. . . . .  • . . .. : 

.: However that mi.gh% be~ the major objective of the Committee-now:appe&.'red to be, 
• : • ~.: .... .~ . : . .  • . .. .. -. 

., . . . .  . 

%o reconcile the divergent interests and views Of countries. The con~ni%tee r~gh% " 

perhaps wish %o examine cioseiy on the one hand maritime in%crests, as Opposed to 
• . : . : • 

-<. .. . 

those of coastal States seeking control over ~,ride areas of national j.urisdic%ion~ 

and-on  the other the interests of coastal States wishing %o control the natural 

resources adjacent to their.coas%s.~ as opposed to the interests of long-distant@ :: 
. :~..'?: , . . . .  . •. 

. 

fi.shing nations. I% also thought that the land-locked countries'_ right of access 

to the sea Should be recognized. " . ' 
........ , . • : 

• 

Whatever the size or width of the economic zone, his delegation thought .' 
.. 

%.hat a coastal State should exercise full sovereignty over all the mainminerals. :: 
• • . . .. , . : . 

and over living resources~ but should not interfere unduly with freedom of movement, 
• :. 

.. . • . : 

and overf!ight~ and the laying of cables and pipes, by other States, 
• . . 

.There were numerous S t a t e s  .which .had c o . n t i n e n t a l  s h e l v e s  e x t e n d i n g  beyond 
- . . ,  . .  

their territorial waters. The Committee might consider the possibility of finding 

a practical and .workable solution to the question whether .the continental shelf Of 
• . 

a State ended at the same point.as the territorial waters~ or whether a State could 
.., 

reserve the right to claim the. whole continental shelf~ whether or not itextended 

beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. 

As for marin e polhtion, his delegation supported the view that States should 

undertake to adopt the necessary measures~ __ . . . . .  •7 . . . . .  ~ucluding legislation~ to ~revent 

pollution of %he marine enviromnen% from sm~y source~ whether a lazed-locked or a 

coastal country. States should have %he right to ts/~e measures within the limits 

of their national jurisdictions to protect the ecologtr of the zone where no 

internationally-ag~eed measures existed° 
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His delegation hoped for a treaty concerning the pollution of the sea-bed~ 

whereby the contracting parties would be responsible not only for its local enforcement 

but also for keepin.i' a close Che6k on d~mpJ.~g activities in their respective areas. 

Any i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r~gime aimed at p r o t e c t i n g  the  r e s o u r c e s  of  ghe sea shoulfi ta._ke 
• - . .  . . 

account of the various fishing methods. In addition, there should be no limitatibn on 

the freedom of scientific research in the oceans~ which alone would make it possible 

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

Nevertheless, whenever research was to be undertaken that might affect the interests of 

a coastal State, that State should be given prior notification. ~ere necessary, 

scientists from that country could be invited to take part in the researc~o wo~. 

~Jl~r~. ~RAT?RAY (Jamaica) said that as a result of the deliberations of the 

Sub-Committees and working gr_oups~ the interests of the international c0mmunity were 

now beginning to appear in a truer perspec+~ive. It was time to make a realistic 

assessment of the situation with a view to taking the procedural measures necessary ° 

to ensure a greater harmonization and co-ordinaiion 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 liszt 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 r4gime must seek to reconcile 

national, regional and sub-regional interests, while at the same time t~king 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 objective could be attained for the 

greatest benefit of all. " ...... 

In order ~to accomplish that task~ the Committee should be careful not to 

~mderestimate the scope of any decisions it took concerning procedure and the 

organization of its work° It could no longer be content with general debates on the 

whole range of issues relating to the law of the sea. It must draw up ~an 
• 

organizational plan~ whose logical starting-point would be the consideration of 

fund~mentai issues in a regional 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 ¢~uld not usefully consider th e areas of divergence until it had reconciled 

the various interests involved in the areas of convergence. 

The areas of convergence were !s~gely 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 ass~ed vital importance in relations 

between States. Whatever might be the justification for a zone of economic 

jurisdiction~ it was essential that such a zone be acceptable to all the States which 

formed part of it. It would indeed be intolerable if, in the waters adjacent .to 
.. •'- o 

several neighbouring States, a situation was created which would ~nduly disturb the 

traditional habits or economies of countries dependent on those waters for their very 

survival. The creation of zones of economic jurisdiction must therefore be accompanied 

by effective and permanent guarantees for the presets/at ion 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 extension of the jurisdictional limits of other neighbouring 

States: or those States geographically, biologically or ecologically disadvantaged 

which would derive little benefit from an extension of their jurisdiction. 
.•. 

Once it was recognized that the Committee was dealing essentially with patrimonial 

waters, the strate~r to be followed in further negotiations became self-evident. The 

real starting-point for any global settlement of the many issues confronting the 

Committee was the re oonciliation of regional interests on a regional.• basis in conformity 

with established principles ~d rights, which would be embodied in the global treaty 

itself. Admittedly, the global issues were no less important~ but it would be 

unrealistic to attempt to settle the question of global interests before settling that 

of national jurisdictions in a regional or sub-regional context. 
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• . . . 

In 'that connexion, some of the proposals already submitted to the Committee 

reflected in a large meastlme matters of regional or sub-regiona.l concern. ~rlention 

might be made~ in y.~-~rticular~ of the 0AU d~claration on the i.~:,sues of the ia~.r of the 
• 

sea (A/AC.138/89). At the ct~rrent stage of the Committee's work, it was essential 
: . 

that every geographical region or sub-region should adopt a position regs, rding the 
.. 

particular issues confronting it. In that respect~ i$ should be noted that there were 

many points of agreement, ,JL.~ also a fundamental divergence, between the 0AU declaration 

and the draft articles submitted by Colombia~ Mexico and Venezuela (A/AC.138/SC.II/L.2!). 
.. 

It would seem that the underlying philosophy_ of the declaration was ~]~~ . . . .  the ~.,]frican ' 

countries should be given the right to exploit the resources of the sea throughout the 

area surrounding the Afr/can continent, in accordance with the economic interest of 

the African peoples. In addition, the declaration gave expression to a mab~ns~imous 

concept of African brotherhood by providing-for the e~ploitation of the living resources ~ 

of coastal States by the land-locked and other disadvantaged countries. 'It was also 
• 

generally known that the Latin ~nerics;n countries were making serious efforts to 

accommodate the interests of the disadvantaged countries of the region~ one of which 
.. . 

was Jamaica. Because of the geographical conditions peculiar te that region9 it was 

perhaps more difficult ths~n elsewhere to find a solution. But ~iven the goodwill of 
.. 

the Latin-American States, there was every/ hope that complete agreement would be 
• . ;~ .. 

reached on the question. 
.. 

He therefore considered that within the areas of convergence~ delegations should 

seek t.. identify and reconcile their interests as speedily as possible within a 

regional or sub-regional context and that sn effort should then be made te halzmonize 
., 

the interests thus reconciled as between the groups representing the various regions. 

Efforts should be oriented in that direction, because it was clear that only if those 
. . 

problems were solved cotuld other problems posed in the residual areas be brought into 
• . . . . .  

proper, perspective. 
,o•. ....................................... 

~F~r. c~J~Roz (Food s~cl_ AgTicu!ture 0rganization of the United Nations)said 

that at the end of ~t _ . s previous session the Committee had requested FA0 to preoare .an 

up-to-date version of its pu?olication concerning lJm~.its and status o-~ the territorial 

sea, exclusive fishing areas~ fish conservation areas ~.~nd the continents~l shelf 

(FAO Fisheries Circular No.127~ 1971). The revised version~ published under the 
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symbol FID/C/127/Rev.I, contained a summary in the form of a synoptic table of the 

rights invoked by coastal Statesas embodied in their legislation or in:international 

agreements-to which they were parties. The States concerned were urgently requested 

to indicate any chsmges that mmoh~ have occurred since the publication of that document. 

The Committee had also requested FAO to complete its document on the distribution 

and migrations of the most widely-kno~n fish species. ~& new version of that document 

would be distributed in a few weeks. .... i 

: . '~ " ~ said that his Sub-Committee • Mr ENGO (C~meroon), Chairman of oub-Commltt~e I, 

had held one meeting~ which had lasted only five minutes. The Working Group had then 

continued its work o~the international machinery. But the Sub-Committee was to hold 
• . 

an important meeting that afternoon, at which the Chairman of the Working Groupwould 

submit a detailed progress rep0rt.~ He would therefore prefer to wait until the 

following plenary meetJmg of the• Committee before m~ing a full report on the situation. 

He outlined the diffioulties which the Working Groupwas encountering in perfo~ling 

its task. It might perhaps be desirable to make some changes in working methods. It 

would seem necessary, in particular, to facilitate informal negotiations, which had 

now become indispensable. 

The CHAIR/~N said that the necessary/ steps would be taken to ensure that the 
• . 

delegations Concerned had at their disposal every facility for hold~]g informal 

consultations. . ~ .  

Mr. GALI~.rDO POITL (El Salvador)~ Chairman of Sub-Committee II, said %hat the 

Sub-Comuittee had held one meeting during the previous 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. 

Accordingly, the Sub-Cor~m~ittee was now following the procedure adopted at its session 
• . 

in New York. As a result of that agreement, the Working Group would have as much time 

as was needed for a thorough consideration of the questions falling within the mandate 

of the Sub-Committee. ~e Working Group had decJ.ded to fix 16 July as the time-limit 

for the submission of proposals~ that would not~ however, prevent States~ if they 

considered it necessary, o submit further proposals at a later stage, either duming 

the current session or at the forthcoming conference. The sole purpose of that 

decision was to facilitate the Com~nittee's work. 
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At the most recent meeting of the Working Group, those Latin-American cotuqtries 

which had submitted the draft articles (E/AC.138/SC.II/L.21) and the States members of 
OAU which had sponsored the declaration contained in document A/AC.158/89 had 

announced their intention of mee%ing with a view to combining the two doctments into 

one. That was a very import~nt step, which betokened a genuine desire to reach an 

agreement. 

The Working Group had continued consideration of the questions to which priority 

had been given in New York. 

He was somewhat concerned about the report of Sub-Committee II and %he report of 

the plenary Committee. In the past, the time devoted to substantive questions 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, 

therefore, to begin consideration of the main outlines of the report within a few days. 

Delegations should also be kept 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 and to limit to a reasonable period the time ta/~en up in the 

preparation of its report. In his opinion, due consideration must be given to that 
b 

que s t i on. 

The C HAIP~V asked why the Working Group had set 16 July as the deadline for 

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

the OAU would be given all %he necessary facilities for meeting informally with a view 

to reaching an agreement. Like }J~r. Galindo Pohl, he thought that the drafting of the 

report should begin as soon as possible, but pointed out that everything depended on 

the result of the substantive discussions, which obviously had priority. He urged 

delegations not to become involved in long discussions. 

Mr. F~DADI - (Tunisia)~ Chairman of the Working Group of the Whole of Sub- 

Committee II, pointed out that theChairman of Sub-Committee II had already reported 

on the progress made by the Working Group. With regard to the indicative date of 

16 July chosen for the snbmission 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 to g~Je 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 Working Group of the ~q%ole, delegationshad sho%~ that the importance 
. . . .  ~~..i.. . " . " " 

of the time-factor had not.escaped them. They desired that the substance of 
"i ~ • .. . . . . .  - 

questions should be taken up without delay so that the preparation of the draft 
, • ... !.~ . . . . .  

a r t i c l e s  cou ld  go for~.rard. .. He commended t he  s p i r i t  d i s p l a y e d  by the  members o f  t he  

Working Group in that respect, and welcomed the suggestions that had been made with 
• . 

regard to informal contacts. Some delegations had already ag~eed to .meet in those 
• .. . 

c o n d i t i o n s :  t t~ree from A f r i c a ,  t h r e e  from I, a t i n  Amer ica ,  and. ~ u s t r i l i a  O t h e r s  

would undoubtedly follow their example. He looked upon that as a satisfactory 

method of  preparing.-  a j o i n t  t e x t .  

Mr. CASTANEDA (Nexico) noted that both the Chairman of the Sub-Committee 

and t he  Chairman Of t h e  Working Group had r e q u e s t e d  t h a t  n e g o t i a t i o n s  s h o u l d  b e n i n  

inmlediateiy so t~t progress could be made with the preparation of joint texts. 
. . . .  

~In - that  connex ion ,  he had noted, t h a t  t he  s e r i o u s  q u e s t i o n s  r a i s e d  i n  
j .  • . . . . .  , 

Sub-Committee II had. led delegations %o make a number of proposal s based on 
• . • . : 

• , 

fundamental but divergent ideas. Some delegations~ for instance, had stated that 

t h e y  were.  i n  f a v o u r  .of t he  e s t a b l i s l ~ n e n t  of  an  economic a r e a .  That  i d e a ,  which  had. 
• , . ,  . . 

not yet been clearly and fully defined, was one of the bases for the position adopted 
:. -" • " ~ h . .  

by tile African gToup. An almost q dentioa! idea had been defended by some latin-A1nerican 
• . . . 

• ., . 
• ... . . 

countries as well, namely, Colombia, Venezuela and his o~al country. He felt that 
• : . . .  • .. 

if countries held similar views on a fundamental malter, they Should negotiate 
. . . .  . 

among themseives so as t0-bring those views into closer alignment. 

In  t h e  Working Group of  Sub-Committee I i~  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of  S e n e g a l  h a d "  

appealed in that sense to the latin American countries, sUggesting that a meeting 
• . . 

should be held between the countries of the two regions, in which three countries 
: , -. . . ' . .  • . . . 

would, a c t  as  spokesmen f o r  A f r i c a .  A m e e t i n g  o f  t h a t  k i n d  cou ld  be v e r y  u s e f u l ~  
• . ,  . . 

as the delegations taking part might succeed in adopting a joint text to express 
• . 

the fundamental ideas which they shared. Even if the negotiations did not lead to 
• . . . . . .  

agreement on all points, it should be possible to reflect every trend in a co!iective 
• -. • : • . ,. ~.. 

t e x t .  
• } . . .  - . 

. . . ,  

The African countries~ however, also wished to embody the ideas of the 
• . ..... 

Declaration of Addis Ababa in a legal text~ Their intention ~s commendable but 
-' .) - 

should not delay nego%iltions wit~ Latin America. In his opinion, th'eAfrican 
. . . .  ~.. 0, . .. -. • -" 

c0unt:ries should not a~i% the 'preparation of a definiti.v.e text: on t:he one hand., 
• . 

such a :text crystallizedpositions and would complicate the negotiations~ and on 

the other, time was pressing-and %ha.% approach was liable to leave %oo 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 to be produced 

on the basis of the ideas contained in the Declaration of Addle Ababa. 

The CHA!R~N also stressed the value of informal Consultations, and hoped 

that such a procedure would be accepted by the Chairmen of all the sub-committees 

and working groups. All delegations were entitled to participate in the 

Consultations, not merely those which had submitted proposals. 

• Mr, VAN D m ESSEN (Belgium), Chairman of Sub-Committee III, drew 

atten%ion to a change in the membership of %he bureau of the Sub-Commi%%ee: 

Mr. Espinosa Valderranm of Colombia had been replaced as Vice-Chairman by Mr. Zuleta 

from the same delegation. 

Sub-Committee III had so far held only one meeting, on the afternoon of 

Wednesday, 4 July. I% had decided to proceed with the programme of work approved 

in the spring of 1972. The fourth i%em on %ha% programme- transfer of technology- 

was still awaiting considera%ion, and a general discussion was to be held. " The 

list of speakers for the general discussion would be closed on the evening of 
" 

Wednesday, ii July. 

Referring next to %he two Working Groups of Sub-Con~nittee III, he said thai 

one of them, which was concerned with environment and pollutioa.~ ~s doing 
• • 

excellent work under the leadership Of Mr. Vallarta of Mexico. The other~ set up 

at the close of the spring session %0 deal with scientific research and the transfer 

of technology~ had not met so far~ as its Chairm~n~ Mr. Olszowka~ had not yet 

arrived. 

Mr. STAVROPOULOS (Under-Secretary-General for Legal Affairs), representing 
the Secretary-General~ introduced the documents which the Secretariat had been 

requested %o prepare for the session. 

The report entitled "Economic significance ~ in terms of sea-bed mineral 

resources, of the various l imi ts proposed for national j u r i sd ic t ion"  (A/AC.138/87), 

had been prepared in response to the requests made by the General AsSembly in 

resolutions •3029 B and C. The Secretary-General had thought it more appropriate 

to combine the reports requested 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 information at the disposal of the Secretary-General. At 

the same General Assembly session~ it had been explained that the Secretary-General 

should also rely on consultant assistance and on information which Governments might 



- : [ 5 - -  

be able to provide. The material available to him applied to four lin~its which 

were specified in doc~nent A/AC.138/87. He had also benefited from the expertise 

of consultants dra-,a~ from a number of countries. As the report had had $o be issued 

rapidly, it had been impossible to correct some errors. 

In accordance with a request made by the Committee at its spring session~ the 

Secretariat had also prepared a report on "Examples of Precedents of provisional 

application~ pending their entry into force~ of multilateral treaties~ especially 

The precedents selected had been used to illustrate certain characteristic 

procedures. Of the eight cases studied, four concerned the preparatory arrangements 

made with respect to certain specialized agencies~ and the fifth related ~o the 

Lnternational Atomic ~..er~r Agency, The 1968 International Sugar Agreement had been 

examined as an example of the provisional application of an ag~reement setting up an 

international commodity organization. The last two oases concerned the provisional 

application of two regional treaties establishing an international r4gime and an 

international body respectively. The nature of the arrangements made in each case 

~.~s indicated in a comparative tab!e on pages 6~ 7 and 8 of the document. 

The third document requested from the Secretariat (a@ the spring session~ like 

the second.)~ entitled "Sea-bed mineral resources: recent developments" 

(A/AC.138/90), was acridly an interim report. It ~s not exhaustive but simply 

indicated new and significant developments that had occurred since the submission 

of document A/AC.138/73 on the same subject. ~ accordance with the undertaking 

given by the Secretary-General at the last session~ a more detailed report, 

prepared trader General Assembly resolution 2750 A (XXV), would be submitted in 1974. 

Followinc the a~mouncement by l~. ~LL (Secretary of the Committee) of the 

meetings to be held by the Committee, its sub-committees and their working groups 

during the week, and in regard to the continents made on the subject by ~. ~GO 

(Cameroon), Chairman of Sub-Committee I, Fir__~. EES._~I~ (Canada) and 

M r. THO~.~S.ON FLOI~S (Brazil).~ the CHAIP~N ur6~ed the Conauittee 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 t!~at even the small 

delegation.s sho~d be represented at more than one meeting at a time. That might 

be difficult to ac~hieve during the current week~ but he hoped they would manage to 

do so during the next few weeks. 

The. meetin< e___a _% 1 j!.m. 
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