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R E P O R T S  ON THE " .PROGP~ 'SS ' :0F  T ~  WOF~K 0 F : " T ~ ~ I S ~ : ~ 0 ! ' ~ t l T T E E S  ( c o n t i n u e d . ) '  . .. 
. . . .  . . ,  : :.:..:.,.. 

i . n ? i t e d  t h e  Chd i rm~. . - : .Qf i ( ; i i h ; e  S u b - c o n m ~ i t % e e s  t o  s u b m i t . .  % h e i r  T h e  
::.-.. • . . .  , . 

.: : : :  , .  ' . ., ~ .: i: f f ' :  . .  ! . ! : % :  i: . : .. , . 
reports....". - . ... .... ..:..-, :i.,... -:,:. - . . ,  :..... ~ .: :.....! 

• . . . . . .  . 

. . . .  _ _ _ _  - 2 - .  F~.o ~,_,JGO (C~nerQon)~ Chairmai.-q o£.Sub-comm~i.%.%ee I~ said %hat on 9 July 1975 
• . . . . .  . . . . .  . . _  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  : . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

t h e  S u b - c o m m i t t e e  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  h a d .  h e l d .  i_%s s e v e n t i e t h ~ . ~  m e e t i n g  i n  t h e  . . o o . u ~ s e .  o f . . w h i c h  t h e  C h a i r m m %  

of the Working Group~ },k~o Pin%o~ had submitted a detailed progress report. I~ the 

statement which.he hJ~nsel¢ (!,~ ~ Engo) had. ~ mad e:.. a.% ' that meeting~ he had, outlined the 
. . :  ." .:.. - ' . , .:  . . . . .  . .  . ~: i . . . . . : . , "  ~..'.. - . . - , .  ° " " . . " . . . . : . .  L . , < .  . " . .  . i :  " . . . . . .  . . . ' . . .  : : : . : . . :  : . . . . .  
• . . . . . . .  . .  . . 

proposals he .%n.%.em..~]~ed ...to.l.St_bm~i~t).%o %he sub"Co.hi,tee .... regamd.ing the work programme for 
• . !-i. 

the rest of the sesslon., ne Sub.2.bon~nit-~ee had decided %hat his sta%emen%~ together 
. . . .  - ~ "  .,... ~ , . . .  ' .. . : .  . - . . . .  T - .  < . ~  . . t .  : ? . . . " . .  

with the report o~."-° .%ne]_ .Chairm~.~n o,f the }forking. . . . . .  Group should, be:.reproduced in extenso 
. . . . . .  ~ : .  "~.- . , . . . .  . , .  • . . ..- ...,- . : " : "  

i n  the s u ~ m n a r y  record t ~ , / A ~ , , . l p o / ~ I C " i ! / S R . ( 7 0 )  o,, . .  . • 

F r o m  i ~ ,  P i n t o ' s  l a s t .  r e p o r t  i S  w a s  c l e a n  t h a t  %he  . q u e s t i o n s  w h i c h  a r o s e  c o u l d ,  b e  

d i v i d e d  i n  t w o  c a . t e g o r i e s ,  T h e  f i r s t  c o v e r e d  t h o s e - o n  w h i c h  t h e r e  w e r e  n o  w i d e  
. . . . .  . . . 

divergences of vie{,}~:as %S substance. ~ Even"regarding generally aee:ep%@d principles, 
.. 

• . .. 

however~ differing opin.~ions had been expressed, an.d various prop o-:~iS" s{~bmitted " It 

was clear from %l~e discussions that all She aspects of the Su:b-oommitiee~s work ~ei~e 

closely linked and could not be separated. ..: .!~i..~:.i]..~..i.i:..- ' ]'. .. :.: / 

T h e  s e c o n d ,  c ~ % e g o ~  c o v e r e d  t h o s e  q u e s t i o n s  o n  w h i c h  n o  c o n ~ n o n  g r o u n d ,  h a d  b e e n  
i ..... A,-<- .Z-- : : : . .L.]  ". " - , - . .  " .....'i,.~ " .  . . . . . .  .~. .... ' .  . . . .  ' . '  .-.. . . .  ........ .:.:~-.:-::"... --. 

found as regards the substance. The Working Group had cont~_nueo~ it~.~s~udy of %he 
. . .  

..ev~aen-b t!~at ~he '"qttest~n 'of %he problem of the international machinery. I% w:as: -.:i, • 

relationships between the various bodies proposed raised fundau%enta! problems° In 

his opinion ~an±o-,~. "decisions on questions of that kind would have to be ts/<en at the 
• ..... 

appropriate %JJne at the political ] evelo One would need to be very opt~istic ..to hope 

+ , ~ .%o +~ for a solution a% co~m~it%ee level. It was the delegations represen~iz g he various 
i"..:.'.:".) :~.;:"., ,""7.. ' .. :. "i . . . ..," . . . .  ' ' " ~ " ." -' ' ' ' . ...-i ., ...:< " ". .. :.:. " " .. ": "~... ". . . . . .  ' " : - ' • • " - 

commun~,$.~es.:.o£.:~n%ere.st. ~ n a ~  l ~ a d .  %.o. d e c i d e  , , , ~ h L n . .  ~ ~ ~ su.~h.~ o e c i s i o _ ~ , : i . s . n Q u l o - 1  ..~ .... ] ' b , e . . % . a k e n .  . 

'.!:.;~ ! - t n " - : t h e  ~ s % a % e r h e n , t  : h e  h a d . . m a d  e .-$O~-the S Z ~ k c o m m i % t e e  , ;ive-. ha:d::" s u g g e s t e d  a. m e r i n O d  
, . . . . ,  ((;-- ;-~. -... " . .!:i.:"~":.~ • . . . . . .  ; .  " 

i':'i:: ..... , '  ..]'....,. ] : :: --. " '" - . . . . . . . . .  
w h i c h ,  n i g h @  o e  a p ~ l ~ e c .  % o  $ l ~ o S e  ;bWo "oroa~!"  c . a t e g o r ~ _ e s "  " " 0 f  i ~ l ~ e S t i 0 n s ;  " I% nms.. t  .~-o.t. b e  

. .  

forgotten that %he Conmui%tee was ~ !~Dre~p,a.ra-'~ory '' co~ni%-tee~ in.other:i;v~ords~.'-that its 
• . : , . , . .  - . , . -  ..... ..... . . .. -....,•; ] ..... : 

" . . . .  : - T . . . " . . i J ( " 3  . . . . . . .  :..h". " • , ,  " " " . . . .  " . . . . . . . . . . .  : :  . . : . -  - : "  • ' . : :  : ' 

b a s i o . . , . . . % a s . k < w a s  . . . . .  $0.l.~u.%,, b . ~ f o r e l . - ~ h ' e  Cor~ere~ice.:[he.var±o~s..trend,s 0 £  . 0 p i n i 0 n .  t h r o u g h o u t  . .. 

t h e  w o r l d  r e g a r d i n g  a l l  t h e  ± r e p o t % a n t  p r o b ! e m s . r e ! a t i n g  %0 t h e  l a w  o f  t h e  s e a ,  ' T h e  " 

C o m m i t t e e  m u s t  t h e r e f o - , - e  d e s c r i b e  t h e  p r e s e n t  s i t u a f i ± o n  a s  c l e a r l y  a , s  p o s s i b l e : . .  
. .  

He h a d  t h e r e f o r e  a d v i s e d  t h e  m e m b e r s  o f  -~he S u b - c o n ~ T ~ i t % e e  t o  s e t t l e  t h e  

fundamental problends f-,~om a general standpoin'~ and to express their views frankly° 

~ ~,,~or].< ou.~ procedures for preparing draft articles They He had also reques%ed th.~.n to -~- 



should try to reach a consensus on the articles on which most delegations were agreed in 

principle " With regard to the other articles riley should submit various drafts 

~-L t but should only adopt that method expressing as far as possible the o iTferen views, 

as a last resort. Footnotes and squai-e brackets should be used sparingly° 

The qUeStion of the reports 0f the various sub-co~ittees and the report of• the 

plenary Committee to be submitted to the General Assembly9 and] perhaps to the 

Conference on the Law of the Sea, should be considered very seriously.~ The officers 

of Sub-committee i would continue their consultations on the question and he ~ould : 

refrain from co~mnent for the time being~ At the plenary Conm~ittee level, however~ it 

should be remembered that the questions assigned to the various sub-co1~nittees were 

interdependent. It might be useful to set u:p a body to facilitate discussion between 

the various officers on questions Of interest to the three Sub-committeeso 

~o GALII~DO PO~£L (El Salvador)9 Chairman of Sub-committee 119 said that the 

Working Group of the whole of Sub-committee II had held six meetings in the pass week•, 

during which it had considered the question of the continental shelf in connexion with 

the economic zone and preferential rights. Particular ~nportance had been attached, to 

the study of the criteria for delLmiting the continental shelf. The criterion of 

exploitability seemed difficult to apply in the current star@ of technology and should. 
... 

be replaced by something more precise Distance and depth had found considerable .... 
:., 

support as possible criteria. Proposals had been made for the establishment of•an 

intermediate zone under trusteeship° 
• . . - ,  

The Working Group had• considered the following questions~ r4gime of the economic 

zone and subjacent waters9 scope of the 1958 Convention on the Con{inen%al Shelf•~ 

degree to which ~he soverei~ rigl~ts of States would extend, to the part of the 

continental shelf beyond the 200 mile lim.it~ si%d harmonization of interests. On 

15 July~ %he Working Group had d.ecided to make a detailed study of a number of 

questions relating %o the delimitation of continental shelves~ particularly the 

continental shelf of is!m%d.s° 

16 ° July was %he final date for the submission of proposals whici~ would be 

examined, with %he help of a comparative table dra~,~n up by the Secretariat° Nine 

proposals had been submitted Some were new~ others merely revisions of earlier 

proposals. The Sub-comm±ttee would meet as often as necessary to allow delegations 

to introduce and explain their proposals. 



. . .  
. 

• . . . . .  

• . 
. . . .  

The officers of the Sub-comml..,~.tee"~ " were, - due ~-~o :~-_,~ee.t. on..!~!.7. Ju~y" ~ to. examine .: 
• . . . . 

ques%i0ns: 6g"%he .:o~Taniza:t.i0n!: .o.f .work .... The .geog.i~aphi.:q:al :gl?oups -had announced,. - • 
• . . . -  ~ . 

their intention" of holdin,~"¢onsul%.ati0ns %.0. d~,a~,~r...:UD.~, j0"int, texts %0 facili*~ate • -"..~ ': :.:":. 
• . . . ,.. :.{" 7.., . . . . . .  

discussion. .. .. : 
• . . . . . . . .  ~, 

• . , :. . . . . . . . -  -,. 

. . . . . .  i . " • " " i:~ . . " :~:i~- - ~" " • 

• )h' van.. der ESSEN (. • • Chairman. of Sub-commi.%tee III, sa£..di: th.a.t-the 
• . . . .  ,... ...: : - . . . .  ... . . 

• - . . . . . .  . , . .  . . 

Sub-:commi%%ee:.'had::"held/.On!y one m.~-%ing...~ :: ~: .%o . . . . . .  .fixthe closi.ng.:::d~a..te - £or..%he:nomes. of : --.- 
• .. . . .... . . . . . . . .  . 

s p e a ~ e r S . f b r  t h e - : . i a s ~ p a r % ,  o.f  t h e  iwo. rk  p r . o g T a m m e  : .which had.:  b e e n  a d o p t e d . . - m o r e  t h a n '  ' " 
•. . . . .  .. . . . . . . .  ... ...: .... ...... . . . . 

• . . . . . .  

a yee,9 a@o.. Tha.%:<~ast.; par%.-, concerned: transfers of. [echn9{.!.O.g[<.., . Ten spea/<ers had --- " 
• " • .. • ..[ .... ::, v-.: .~ 

alread_y., put -~h'eir.: n~mes:" ~Ova~. .to2 %~e tWO meetings to be he.ld-, during" the curren%.-- " . :"":--" 
• .• . . . -  . .: .. 

week, m.~'d tiuk% 's.hd~.Id-.~br"in~ . tse ::gef.iera! debate- in Sub-committee llI .toi:.~;ien~.:; ':~ . .... :-. " '"-." 
. ...• . . . .  . . .  • •. .. . ~ , . 

.},i6miwhi.le-.t~.6,:.Wo,~kih6 ~- C-rou) on pollution s~id the environrnen, t.:.w.as c0ntinuing:~. )q/::"~.-.::;..."... 
' - . . .  I . ' : : ~  : :  . • • 

its work under th'e::"6b_&.;i~,a~ship OJ~-.~{r. . Va!ia,"%a~ ~'e.pi~esenia%ive..of Mexico "-l~,-~'a.~ ~--.:-'; . ~ 

mainly studyin~ -.: %he -.(qu~-:s:%io~ ~ o£ .... standards in--:, pollution matters, and- t~wfin.g =io ...~ecide 

whether-such"" s%~dards. :shbuid be in-%ernational .or national as well • The Worl~:ih~ -I: G.~.~Up ':-:~ 
• • . . .. 

h a d  h e l d  S @ v ' @ ~ $ : m ' 6 . @ t i n ~ S  '.' and" .Sm. -~ , i i e r  6 ~ o % p s  h a d .  a l s o  me-%° ...-. . . . . .  - . . .  .<..-:,..i:::[~:~ !i:.,:--.-":.-:.-..~i:-:.. 

Las%'-.sp~in~:".S~b2%bmmi~%eeI.tI h a £ ' s e % .  u p  a Wor!,2-~ng G r 0 u p  o n . S c i : e n % i f i c  r e . . ~ @ ~ - h  ! :"-:<": 
• - .  . 

: , "  ~ c .  , . ] . . '  , . 

u n d e r  %he c h a i ~ m ~ s h i - p - o f  ?,'k' 01s~owxa~ repreSenta,-tive of-Poland .who~-ho~,¢e!.verli.:-i.,./a!s <:.i-~-:- ::~:~ • 

n o t : d u e : " $ o  a ~ r i - ; v e i ' ~ a  ' ' G e S e v i  t i l l  ~-~ f e , , i r . . d a y s  late~'-..As, a m e e t i n g . ' . . O f  th,e-  wer.~i-h.¢L:"@-r6~ti... .--:,: " 

had"been:.ar~smce~:"~br "~-he. :roliowingmornin.~.~ he proposed, subject. :%6 %he..::chairm~:!~...s.:.i:. , ..... . .;~ 
• •. . • ..- . • 

apDroval~ • .{.akifi~.-%he-ihair himself in order bo 'set@le. the question of %-he: submi:sSi6n " ...... 
' •- . . . . " . . - . : " .  . : .{" . i .  ' ; 2 . . . :  ' :  " " ' . . . . .  : " '  " " ' " 

, 

of the necessary,, documents fo)r the preparation of a compars,bive table ..on. scien.%-.if!i:o -- 
.. 

r e s e a . . r - c ~  a n d  t h e  %i~ansfe~--of"%.'.e6hn01o~,r.:'- ' :"" - • " - -  " :  ....... " . . . .  " 

T h e  " CHAIBFL&I:I S a i d .  t t a a %  t--~e.: O f f i c e r s  h a d  j u s t  c o n s i - d e r e d  ~ } o  - q u e : S t i o n S ;  o n e  :".:.-:: 

o f  w h i c h  h a d  j u s t  b e e n  m e n t i o n e d  t ) y  ~h.e::"Cha±~.~man . o f  S u b - ¢ o n ~ i % . t e e  I i " : : ' " • T h e f i : r s t  ' " ' "  .... 
. . -  , .  

q a e s b i o n  . G o n c e ~ n e d  %he. c o m m i t % 6 e , . s . . r e p 0 { ~ %  . . . .  i + h a d  b e e n  d e c i d e d  +~ha%-"":$hel-"rep:or% '~.-  " : '  ' 

oue:h% %0 b e . t e a a y - i : n  t i m e  so % h a ¢ " m e m b e r s  o," t h e .  ~ n e . r a l  A s s e m b l y  w 0 u l d ! : h a v e  • - '-t  
• ' . . .  

• - . .  

s u f f i c i e n % - " - % i m e  t o  . S t u d y  i % ,  " . . . .  . "  . " : : :  )~.: . . .  . .. - .  " " > "  " " " ~ ' 

1% had also been decided %ha% the in-b~od.uction ~o the repor%:i~ should~-beta • ":": -:: 
• . . 

background study.-of %he" Commi-t-%ee."s ~0rk toll &ate on %he question" of.. %he":iaw,'of the " 
• . . 

". . • - . . : .<. 

s e a ,  R e ~ a r d i n g  % h - e - . S u : ~ o ~ ~ ' e .  o f . . % h e  r e p o , ~ :  i ~  had.. b e e n  ] : ) o i n t e d i  o u t  %ha.%~ s i n c e  " . ~  . , ~  ~ . , _ ~  ~ b  ~ , . . . .  _ . . - .  

. . .  

• . . . 

" J ' " ± C 0 1 q u  t h e  Commi%-tee  %.~s,s'. ~. :pre[0e~z~a-+J0ry " -  "- . . . .  .~. cs  ..... z~epor~  . s h o u l d . '  ~ a i n ; - d r a t %  a r % i c ! e s  _ co:m~ • u.5-ee ~. . ..,.. . . . . . .  .. 
. .  

• • . . , . 

o n  w h i c h  .... d g r e e m e n f ; - : " h ~ ,  been."-~eached . . T h e  p o i ~ i i . S  On which.., . . . . . .  fihet~:e. . Were:. .. ... , . S t : i i i  d i f f e r e n C : e s  

, " . - i :  .":.::. " . . .  . . . . .  ' :  " . . 
. .  

• .. . ,  . . . . . . . . . . .  • . . . . . .  



of opinion would be noted in the report with appropriate comments. As for %he 

documentation mud ennexes.~ it had been noted that they should provide as much 

information as possible for those who had not tsuken part in the Committee's work9 

without being too voluminous° 

At an early meeting~ the rapporteurs of the plenary Committee and sUb-committees 

would have to come %o some agreement about the content and presentation of the. report. 

The ~ternationa! Hydrographic Organization had submitted a request to be 

allowed to attend meetings of the committees° If there were no objections~ he 

would consider that ,.~as agreed. 

.. ~:{r. PAPd)_O (Malta) said that the question of marine - pollution and the 

protection of the marine environment canoe within the Committee's terms of reference 

and was among the questions on which draft articles had to be prepared. He therefore 

considered it desirabie to drzw the Committee's attention to the initiative token 

by the United States at the last session of the-Council of the Inter-C~vernmental 

I~ritime Consultative Orgm%ization (~[C0). The United Sta~es representative had 
• 

stated that it was n:ecessaz3r to develo:o methods for controlling the discharge of 
. .  

pollutants from ships as ~.~ell as effective and dynamic internation~l institutional 
.. 

arrangements to ensure such. control, lie had proposed that ~'4C0 should be the 

international..agency responsible for, controlling ship-generated pollution and -.- 

should establish a i~'larine Fm_vironment Protection Committee for the purpQse, to 

develop, adopt and bring to the notice of C~verr~nents the new regulations relating 

to marine pollution applic.able m%der the conventions for ~;~hich INCO was responsible. 

If there were no objections~ the regulations would enter into force on the date 

notified by the Committee. The latter would be empowered to amend the regulations, 

by unanimous decision, without the consent of the contracting parties. -It could 
~. .. 

also give technical .and practical.advice to Nember States on pollution prevention 

methods and measures to be taken in case of ~ ' pozlu~ion, consider the establishment 

of regional sub-co~nittees and supervise the observm%ce of T~C'n ~'~,,'~ conventions on 

marine pollution. To en&ble it to perform those new functions, D;iC0 would have 



E/A0. Z  S/SP,. 9 6 .. S 
.. 

• . . 

to increase its staff~ and that would have budgetai~ ° 5m.,up!icatioms. :I%.ha.d been 
. . --,: .- 

..... . .. .. . .: . 

suggested that ~ ad hoc comm. :btee should be asked to study the United St ~ a ~ s  

proposals iud Subln~t a repo-r-~-t, on theln to the ]}.{CO Con: erence~ on ~.{ar.in e . . . . . . .  Pollution, 
• . . .-. . • . . ... . .  . . . . . 

to be He£d:~±~197~? ..... The United States :oroposa] s apoeared to have been well 

received by a l l  members of  the  IMCO Council~ ,and one r e p r e s e n t a . t i v e  had expressed.. 
.. 

• . • -- .. . . • -. • . ~ • ;-. '. . .  . -,~ . . 

%he :'4fei.~'"~h&$ t h e y  prov£ded a good o,.nDort-o]lit Z to revie,.r the s ta tus  of the 
. . . .  - . .  . . . . ~,. , , . . .  , . 

org~ iza@ion,  which~:had so fa-r been only consu l ta t ive .  
. . . .  . . . - . .. . .  . .  . }  • . .  

He Shgred::{he concern of the United States representative with regard to 
• " " "i" " . -  • . . . .  . . - • ~ . . .  " . • . . .  

marine po!luti0n, b-at was surprised that the United States should have made such 
.: • : .. ... • 

a proposa l~  p a r t i c u l a r l y  to ~J.CO, 
. 

- V • " . '  . . 1 .  There was in fact no immediate danger to the marine en ironmenu bu:tra:ther 
. 

• . . . . -  . . .. . ..:. - 

a progressive deterioration~ the consequences of which ~roui'd be felt only in one, 

two or three generations t~ le .  The pol!u~ion of the marine environ/neht"caused by 
. . . . .  : . . . . .  , . • . . . . ,  . ' ~ : . . . . :  . . ,  . . . .  : • 

the discharge of pollutants from shi~s might be about I0 per cent~ but was certainly 
• . 

• . • : : . .  . 

not more ]than 2'0 per cent~ of global marine pollution, it was therefore inadmissible 
. . . .  

• . 

to concentrate attention on that particular factor of pollution, particularly since 
• " . . : .  . . .  ... • . 

80 pe r  cen t  o f  the  20 p e r  cen t  was caused  b y . s h i p s  be lona ' ing  to not  more than  a 
- -  : . • ~ . " "  . %. .  - } - . ' . -  : .  - . <  -... . . . ~  

dozen countries. Finally, the serious cases of pollution were to be found in 
- • . ~ . .  . ... 

• . : -. , • ., ... . 

waters within the juz-isdiction of heavil~r industrie, lized coastal States. 
r, ~ : ' .... " ' . . . . .  ~h~re~ ~,/as therefore no genera3, emergency snd the international comz~unitY 

: .. .. . .. .. . : . 

still had t~ne tO msl-~e a rational study of the best means of contro!!ing marine 
• : . : . - ; -  . ]  . : 

pollution. Moreover~ the industrialized cotu~tz'ies which were mainly responsible 
• .: . . . . . .  .. 

• . . ,.. 

for suchpoiiution could ~ confe-o snd tsl~e the necessary : " measures without recourse 
.. . . . . . • . . ' . .  . 

to an Lntergo-¢errLmental ~ " at ion. o r~ ~/ql z 

: .- . .. .. .... . . .. .. :... 

~,~at was lacking from the united States proposal ~.~s,s any provision for an 
• . . • .. : . . . .  .- . . . . - . ., 

action for damages by a Coastal State against the " . _ • .,_I~,~ State whe n a shi-o of the 
~ . . . - .  . " . • ~ :  . : .  • . . . .  . . .  ~ : . - : -  : . . .  

flag Sta{e pblluted waters within the jur:Lsdiction of th.e coastal State. The 
~ . . .. . . . : "" . .. . . .~ 

• . .-.,.- . . . .  . .. . ." . . . - ... 

international community should simi!arly have the :eight to institute proceedings 
..; . . . . .  .: : . . .. 

against a State ~,.~hose Ships poilu.ted .international ~,~aters. 
.. 

. . .  



-. . - 

Nor did the United States proposals tske into account the c]uestion of assistance, 

in case of pollution by ships~ ~ to countries ~.,rith only very limited resources and 

technical capacity. Ho~,.~ could such cotmtries observe the numerous regulations issued 

by a body of whose existence they were hardly a~:Tare? Moreover~ the United States 

proposals dealt only ~,~ith pollution caused by ships and sought to confer the 

responsibility- for araftlng regulations on a consultative organization ~hich played 

a relatively unimportant role in the United hrations system. 

His delegation considered that the problem of marine pollution should b e vie~ed 
• . 

from an entirely d_I~eremt s:ngle It ~as pre~ared to .~lace its trust not in 

regulations dra~.m up by a technical body but in the acceptance by the in%ernationa! 

community of new principles of international lair. First~ that a State was responsible 

for: the damage from ~hatever source caused to the marine environment ~,~ithim• the 
.. 

jurisdiction of another St•ate or_ to the marine environment beyond.its national ....... 

jurisdiction by physical or legal persons trader its jurisidction or by ships flying 

• its flag. Secon@ly, that the international ¢on~nunity.was competent to take action 

against a coun%r~r ~.rhich polluted, or permitted the pollution of 9 the marine 

environment beyond its nation8~l jurisdiction. In both cases, action should be taken 
• . h. 

not against %hOse ~:rho he~d caused %he poilu%ion stud who mlgh% be ~.~Tithout financial 

resources, but against the Sta.%e conc~erned. ~%e tribunal responsible for judging 

such cases should be international• stud impartially constituted. Of course . 

regulations were no% ~,~ithou% value and %he establishm'en% of general non-disoriminato~ 

regula%i0ns or guiding principles for %he conduct of States woul¢! be useful for 

assessing cases of negligence in the matter of marine pollution, 
' 

~4i%h regard tO the procedure favoured by the United States, he said. that the 

proposals concerned had been submitted-%0 the Comnoil of an intergovernmenta!... 

o rgahization whose functions did no% ez[tend %o pollution. There was no mention of 

pollution or preservation of the marine enviro~nen% in %he DIC0 Convention.. His 

delegation was no% opposed to I~[C0's bontinuing to be a forum for the .discussion of the 

control of _pollution ~oy ships - even though the question ~as not aC.tually within _~-~ 

competence - because %ha% ~.,~as a useful" ~ __. l~_~erna%ional servioe~ but it ~,.ras oDDosed ½o 



- -  o ~ = -  " 

T ~ ' ~  u : , _ o _ _ , ~  . . ~ . . . . -  . . . .  - . j y  'b.<cq.,ic..chalkS'g@ ..4_;Ld " 3 I C O !  s :fu:.,~.c '~4-- i~.~: - i n . t r o d u c e  O. ;gy.;--~{h~!..t m i g h t  l o.ok l i k e  b e . . , c k s t a i r s  
. . / .  : . . ~  . -  : : - . . . .  - . . .  

m e t h o d s , . . '  " l?.~CO" d . " -Coumc i ! -  a n d  ~ L s s e m b . l y  v : e r e  no%,  e-....ttended by.... ,o .o . l iu -b io_u.  e~:T.oerts o f  
• . . - . :  . - . .  . . .  . .  • • -" ."-  . . . . . .  , -  " : . ' .  ' - . . -  . g T  - .  ~, . .  : - . "  . . . . . .  . 

• ~ . . • 

m e ~ b e : r  S t & : t " 4 s  ! b . u " t . b y  r ~ : ) r e : s e n t a % i v e s - - ¢ ! e c i ~ -  ~ ..... " - -, - _.n~ .... ~..zSh %ec~m.ical. asnects of na.vigE...%ion 
. • " . .  - . : ,  - .. " " " "  - " . . '  . ;":..  i '~ ( ~'  , :. ~ . - - . " , :  • :. -.. , .- .!;" . - .  :":":: , " .  . : . . . .  . .  

, , ~ . .  . . .  

Only three or four cleve!o.-.,;)ing ooLm%.r&es "...fete re~r.esen.tecl, on the !!"iCO Comici]. ~ ~:rhi I e 
.. ,.- .s -~- , . ,: . . . .  : :.. - . . . . .  • " " " . . . . . .  ' 

: . " : . . . . . . . .  " '  . i '  " " " - , " ' : - ; -  ' ' :  ' . . . .  ' " -  , : ~ . .  . , ' .  : - . .  . . .  " . . . . . . . . .  

%ha% m % :~6% ,~reveub %he orgox~j..,'.~,%io:a from dea.,!in~e£fec.%ively. ,-:~th %l.le %edhnics,l _ -  , . • . . ~ .~  . :  " . . .  . . . . .  : - . .  - : - . . - ~  ~ .  . . .  
. .  , . . .  . , - ' ,  . . .  . . • . : . : . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . - . . . . . - - . . .  

. . . . . .  

• . - ' . ~  -~ 

s . s D e d ~ s . - L o f - . : n a . . ~ i g a t i o z l ,  i .~  l%.e.ro_.--y.:.-m~.e_e ..At .co,! lDe%en.$ , to @.enl "...,i.$h s~.,...z_~.,~--~ ..... 4 = D o J - ] - u % i 0 n  .... o n  
- -  . - : . .  • . . . • . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . -  - . . .!• • : .  ~ - -  , . .~ . - _ . ~ , :  : . . . .  

. .  . . ' . '  .. . . . .  { . . . _  . . . . - .  . .  - .  . .  • . . .  . .  .. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  • . . . .  

,..~. world-~...,ide basis~ n,r,,r%icu]_-~;r.].y....~:he,.t i% or:me-%o enac%ing re~].a%io_,-~_s' %ha% ",ere 
. . : : ]  . : - . .  ' . . . .  " . . . . . .  ..."i.,."::"..;"" .-.. . . : / . . . . .  i .  .- 

- - -  - - - -  - -  - -  - _ _  _. __ __ __  _ - b J n d i n r s o n " a l l . S t a t e - s  • • .... ....,:- • - - ~  ~ ~ , . . .  . . -  - 
• • . • . . . .  { . . . .  . • . . . .  . - ~  - . . . . .  . . . . .  f -  : ' . . ,  

• T h e :  '" 1]).{ 2uO . . . .  ::: ...... : ~ ~ " . ~  ̂ ~- ' Cotm'o•z.,. o r .  ,'.o_~ m b i y  c o u l d  r : o t  c o n s ± t i e r  ~ ua..o .c chsm.ge i n  t h e  • J - . i K . ~  ! ~  e ~ " 

{ - .  . . -  " . ., . - . . . . .  ' : "  " .. . - . . : . ; . . .  :: , - . ,  . " . . . ; : : ' h  - : :  " 
• . . .  . -  . .  . . .  . . . .  . . 

organ:iz,-..o.i.%i'dh's fut-~c.%ions ::i%-hou%--firm-~ r~ro~.osi.,,:~g, .%0 i.%s member Slates e,:oisro-ori.-:~%e. 
• .-. ,-:..:,.... ' .  . . .  . "  , . . : : -  : . .  . ' . .  . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . ' "  :., .. . : ! . . :  : : . . , ,  .- -:... . . . .  . . 

am.end~en%s %0-its .Conven.%$oz~' If he.- £~mc%ions "...;ere %0 be .Confe-.,"red on IMC0 fn the 
• ~. ".. . .-.. : •• .~. :. ,. .:,: .:- ,. ... , 

?. . ,  . . :  , . : ; .  . . . . -  . . . .  ' .  . • . ,  

f i e l d  .... o f  m ~ r i n e ,  l:)o.],]-u~:ion-,co:,h%(,"o.:!-, t h e  5 .~ .~ ro~ .~ r±c . . . .~e -o rocedure  : . . r o u l d b e . . . t o  subm~i"~"'~ : ' :  
. . . . .  .. • ' " " ' . 5 ' , . . . .  : . . . ' -  " • .- " . : :  " " • " 

• " " " . . . . . . .  " :" : ":"" " " ""'" :" " """" -"' " ' " " " " ' " r-~ ..... ~!. 

resolulion, %:0 %hs,~: e£.f.e.c % :%oi %he:.,.Uni%ed i,Tr:%ioas General Assemblyi %he o%a%eo members 
.~ : . . . . . .  . . . . .  .- . _.. . . . . . .  . ,  . . . . .  • . ; -  . ; .  : - :  . - : : ~ :  - - . . . .  . - , . : ,  

of I~.{CO w o u i d  . t h e n  b e "  o o ~ s u : l  t e d  ' " : -~ • " ' - • anG ~,-.,.-?]?ro<)rie,%e ~mendments %0 %he i~,ICO Convention 
• .  . . : - : :  .: . . 4 ,  . . .  • 

. . . .  " . , : . . . . . .  . : • • ... - ,  . " -~"~: :  i : ,7 : ,  : . .  : : . ~ : : , ; . (  . g . - : . . '  

coi{~d;then be -f6rmuia.te,;l,--d.iscusse rl .~:a'~( "1- finP,!l_y, ac!op%ed, firs% in %he Econohzic a-z'd 
. . . .  . . . . .  . . . ,  . . . .  . .  -- . .  " " ... " . . . . . . . .  • . : :  , . ~ , : .  i::]',.: ,::.,.;".". 

• ! : .  • , 

Social CounaiL., %he co-ord_inP_..~in~ i&oo y of .%he... U,-ii%ed . . . .  N.ations.. sysiem, e.nd %hen. in : .%he 
. . . . .  : . . .  . . . . . : . . :  . . . .  ; { : < . . . .  . , .  • : . . . .  . . . : '  ' : "  . . .~: .  : : . .  . :-=, . -  - :  L . . / . , . ' : . - ,  

General Assembly. 
• , • " :' • .'; "i":. ,:.':~!:"::::,C ', " : - 

. " - " :  . . ' - 9  " " • • • . .- .: -- " • 

............. Z ~ " : % h a % p r o c e & u r e  :..,6re ~]o% :fO!].O~,.:ed~ . i ~  c o u l d  h a p p e n .  %he, t .a s -oec i a ] . i : . - ; ed  a g e n c y  
: ~. .....~ ' i - . : . . .  : .. . . : -  • 

• . . . . , 

might:" s$u~]y? ~nd-anDly Droisosal s"Ou%sid_e i%s comp.e ten.ce~.  :..ri%hou% reference.. %0 the 
• . . ... -. . . .~ . . . .  .::. .;. :. :. ( . ...... 

Econdmic ~and Social Council Or %he Gei.~.era! Assem.b!y, Tl.%e..% i:r0uid be a grave mis%~ke 
• . 

. . • . ~ -  . , ' . -  . - , .  : .  

• : - • . r , . - ,  . -  - . ' .  ' . -  " - ' : .  

. , . b -o ,$h - f rom , the . : : cons%i tu%ion . , -~ . . i  -o6 i~ , . t . . .Of  V i e ~ r - ~ . . . - i ~ h  r e g a r d :  %0 %h& o r g e ~ i . - ; a . % i o n  ~ t s e ] _ f  " 
"~y - . . - - ;  " ~ - - : . . . . - ;  .', . . .  ' - . .  • , . . . .  . . .  " .  : " . . . .  - . , ' :  . . . .  . .  , . ' "  . ' . . [ - . :  - ' : '  . . - . . - . .  

" : a . n d _ f r 0 m  %he P o i n t  o f  v i e v  o £  G o -  :.rc:__-.,~.~:.u__ono '"~ S ' i  b e l b . ! e e a  Un~ % e d _  _._ ._t:,f~i%ions. b o d i e s °  ' L o y  O n e . ,  
~o . . . .  - - ,  - -  . . -  . . .  . . . . • . ~  . . . . .  . - . . . ;  ' -  - .  _ . . L  • 

of them mi~ii%:"seek %0 e : c c e e d  .i_%s Comp.e%6nce, .bu% i% ".,.rould be' %he f'irs% time %h:~% ~. 
• .. .. . . . - . . . 

speciali'.:.ed agency ha,c! a.%%em.~ted-.'to Ch~-'~. bl%e main purpose of ~ %f4 Sta%u%oz~y fuD_c%ions, 
- . : - - .  . . . .  ' : ~ " ~  . . . , . . - - . . . . - .  . .  " .  , . -  . . , .  " - . .  ~ . -  . , " . . . .  . . ,  . ; . , .  

. . . .  . . • . . . .  

L a s $ 1 y : ,  t h e . . . u i t i  . t ed  S t . r . . t e s .~ .3 ro : , ~osa l s  v e r e . .  %0 b e  s u b m i % $ e c !  £ o r  S.do~_~tion i n  
.. . -.. . • . .: : ' : ] 7 . .  -. 

: . .  , . . .  : • . .  . . - "  . . . : . .  . ; . ,  : . .  , . .  • . . . . ;  .- . . , .  

_ ~ ] ' tO be %e.!~e s,c%ion. ' i n  Oc%ober.~ '%hoJ% ~..-ras %0o soo~ for the G~-.'e~:':--'.~. As.semo_y ab]...e %0 
. . . . . .  , ...:.. :,.. .... . . : : jj. 

' . . . . . . .  ~ " - 0  J ' ~ "  ' " " " those c..ircu,ms%ahces~ the ,~ec----~ec:. C o~m~it.tee sl~o.u]_d ac!o;o~ some -ow~ced_ure tha.% ,...:ou]_d_ 
" . " " • " , "'" -- "'~ o. . • , - '..._ .'.i " : - ~ ' 

. . .. .. 

m s k e  i %  : p . o s s i b l e % o  s t u c ! . y  . t h e  U;.:~.i%~r~ c'*o*~-~~c...~ .... ~ ~___..oo_a_..~ro s ! s ,  b o t h  £ r 0 m  t h e  o o n s t i t u . t i o : n , s , 1  
. .  " - '  " . .  . - " , .  < . " . : T .  . .  • . . - : ; . 1 ;  - : • . . . . . . .  • . . . - . . . .  ! . t . : .  . . . . . .  . . .  

• . . , .  . 

ea.%d tl~e... Subs.%sm%i.Ve-ooin% o£ vie-...:~ before %hese were adop.ted. 
• . :  .. . .  i... :..: : ; - - . , . .  : . .  " . - .  • -- ; . . .  . .  - . . .  - . .  ' . . . .  ) : : . : . ! , : .  :.. i ~ : - '  

• - [ . -  ; . . .  

. .  , .  

" " " " ' ' : .  " . . . . .  , "  " : : . i ' ' ' . : . ' .  " " "  " " "  - : " " " 5 " - : " .  : ' ; : . . .  , :  ' : -  " 



T~h e C ~HA.IP~[A~N said that~ trader the terms of operative paragraph 8 of 

General Assembly resolution 5029 ~ (~G~Vil) IMCO had been invited to co-operate fully 

with the Secretary-General in the prepsloations for the Santiago Conference, F6r 

that purpose it would have %o submit draf-,~ articles~ inciuding articles on marine 

pollution. . .. - : ' -. 

• 

He felt that the Committee should. ~_.~-o-oia "~ starting a discussion o:~ the Ikmct.ions 

o f  LI~iC 0 .  
• . .  

FLr, AGUIIff~R (Venezuela)~ spes.ff~ing on behalf of +he Latin American gx.0u--~ 

and his own country~, congratulated the new State of the Bahamas on its accession to 

independence. It ~as appropriate that the Committee should welcome that event~ for '.. 

the Bahamas was a developing country which was largely dependent on th& sea, " 
• . . . . 

Ffr, LEIY."~.z~ (Austria)~ said that he washed to comment on the reparts 
: . . 

I ~ ~ • submitted to the Committee by in_ Under-Secretary-General for Legal Affairs 

He was pleased :chat .the studies requested by the General Assembly in 

resolutions 3029. Band C (~1%~i) had been presented in the form of a single report. 

entitled "Economic significance, in tei~ns of sea-bed mineral resources~ of the 

various limits proposed for national jtu~isdiciion '' (A/AC,138/87)o The presentation ~ 

of the facts was thus more balanced and %he consequences of the various so]utions 

envisaged stood out more clearly. The criticism had been made by some representatives 

that the presentation of the facts could influence the outcome of the Committee's 

deliberations. ActuallY ~ without a report .of that kind~ the various coUntries wouldnot 
- 

have :been on-sin equal fo +" ~, o~ns. Some would not have had any mesm_s of ob-t:aining the 

information given in the re]?ort~ so that a service had therefore been rendered to 
.. 

them. Austria was one of the c otm.tries ~.~hich had first pro~osed that the report 

should be prepared, It was ~.qs.d that -'-'" _ " " ~_ ~e report had been finished within the time-.-. 
.. 

limit set and tha~l~ed the Secretariat officials responsible. ' • " 

, .. 

He also thanked the Secretariat for its report entitled "Sea-bed mineral " 

resources: recent developments" (_&/AC.138/90..' " ~ 

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) ~ai~ ~- "~ he' thou~%t that ~4CO's activities mentioned by "~ne 

-- "'. ~ - f representative of Malta raised a real oroblem° IMCO was contemplaL, zng the adoption 

of a convention on marine pollution in October. The adoption of a separate 

convention of that hind could very well restrict the scope of the Sea-bed Committee 

and also that of the Third United ~~ ~-" _ '_,,.,,a01ons Conference on the Law of the Sea. I~IiC0 was 



" .'-. " . --- ,-U .- 

responsible for dealing with naviga%iona! safe%y~ no% with pollution. The question 
. . . . . .  . .. ~... . . . ,  . .. . . . . . . . .  . .: 

o f  "~he a d o p t i o n  Of  a c o n v e i : ~ - ~ o ~  bs-Z;~CO had h o ~  b e e n  pu+. e i % h e r  ~o Che. E c o n o m i c  ~ ~ 
• 

• ' [ .  : "  . .  . . . . ' . ,  . . - . . . .  , . • , " . . 

S o C i a l  C o u n c i i ~  o r  %0 %1~e G e n e r a !  ~ " "~ * -  ' ' ~.ssemo!~. dr %0 the Sea-bed Corami%tee..I~I was 
• , 

more~ I~~CO WaS J:enlali-6'2~g i'ts i~erms oz ~ z-e:.?ez;ence.wi-ihout eniarNing its :comp0si%ion. 
.. 

... .. • .• . .... . . . . •  . . • .. . • . 

Few de~eloping c0u~~.~4ie -o. :;,Te~ ~a me~.~ers, " " " " ...... :~. :~-.. 

Again~ problems of m~J.ne pollution could hardly be d-iscussed~apart from .~iie 

q u e s % i o n : " ; f  t h e  r i g h t ,  s: a3d, d t v b i e s  o f  :¢das-bg l  S t a t d s ,  A t  t h e  ne~:b m e e t i n g  he i n b e n d e d  

t o  a s k  a g u e s % i o n  a b o u t  t h e  r e c e u %  o i l  s p i ! l a g e s  i n  C h i l e s _ u  wa~6ers f o l l o w i n g  sa~' • 
. .  . .  . .  : . ,  

• - • . .  ~ t : " : . i  . . . . : . .  - . " - : . . . .  

accident toa tard~e2~ ~..r~ich ha.d affected Chi!e'"s fiSheri@s :-1% w~'s-:.i.mp~or,.tan% to 
'" . 

-:" • " - . t .: • . , . • . . . .  

O U ~ a  6 r o c e d d r e  J" -~' ~~ " ~ " .,o± seu,~!ang dls-6ubes arising out o.~ si%uations of ~h~'b kind.. work 
• . . " i  • . . ,  . . . . . .  - . . .  . . .  . . .  , .  . . : ' .  

in c0nclUsi"0n~"~l-e ' em~~hasized ~n~,-c' ',.-c,I~...,~O must not adopb.either final - ,.-"-:.: ...... -.~:.,~.. • 
• . - .  . . • . . . . ~ /" . 

recommenda~ions 6r"a giobs2J_ conv~n%ion in Oc%o~er./ ..... 
, .. . " : . • : . . . .  ... • • . . . . . . . . . . .  / - . . . . .  

F~, 'STE~NSOI'I (O%li-,~.ed Sis/ridS) said. he agz-eed with %he chai.l.-..~.~n.:-,~i%ab %he 
. . . . . . . . . . .  ~ . . ! :  - ~  ! . .  i " . . .  - • " . • . ' ,  

C o m m i t t e e  S h o u l d  a v - o i d  a n y  ~ i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  " " ......... ! . . . .  f ~u tC%ions  o f  II~iCO. . . . .  . ..... :i ,...!:: 

His deiega%/Oii"4,i6~21d_ &n!arge"oni%S d.raf% &rtic!es on pollu$iOn ~n.:"sub.e-.: .- 
• - . , .  . : . ~ :  : . ; . . .  . .  . . 

Committ@e (II-i) oh Wednesds.y~!8 Ju!y~ andreply to a humbler of .c,.u@sti.Ons:.w~h."l~6.d,...: 

j u s t  b e e n  a-"ed""sk .......... " " " " " " ' . . . . .  .... For t h e  i':..l.or~ei~~ ~ " . -  ae VTould confine himse!f":~o s.~ating .-~I~" '~' :~iis., '; " 
: . . • . . . . .  . ~ . . . - : :  . ; . .  " '  . . . .  . . . 

c o t u n ~ y " S '  oO:~oern:~waS i.o rnai:e %he b e s % - u s e  o f ~ h e  %echnicai::oossibilities:::ofi!i%he I:- " ":: 
" " " • : ' . . . . . .  " • : . . . .  • . : .  . • k ~  . • . . . 

o r ~ ' a n i / & % i o n s ~  i ~  %he  U n i t e d  ,,,~:"."-.-'" ":"-~z on~ ~ Sysbem" . . . .  . . . . . ,  . . . . . .  " . . . .  
. . . . . . -  . . . •  . 

• . . . . . .  , . .  . , . . 

' " H e  w o d i d  t r o t  % o h a v e  bhe t e ~ : : - O i " ± D e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  p r o p o s a l s  d i s t r i : ~ u l e d . : ¢ o  a l .7  
• . . • , . .  , . .  . . " 

the members o'f '  the Commit-bee, " . . . . . .  :- i. • " . .  
• ~ . .  . '  . . . . . 

_ _ '  " , -  , <Ja-r~,azcs,) said ~-4au h i s  c o u n t r y  w i s h e d  t o  c ongra±.u lb ;%e ~he . 

. . . . . . . .  ~" '-~ ~ ~'- ~ -bd: w h i c h  it was ~ i 9 / : e d ,  b y  g'eogra, pby.~ . ? ~ g u a g ' @ j  newiy independent'State o- -~ne ~a.-~.:,~s ~ - 
• " " " " " : ~ . - "  i " . : .  " • 

culture a~,d Way of lifeo The Bahamas adidJamaica had simiiarprob.lems--co~:cer~_ing :::... 

the reso"omceS"of the ses.~ wh/~'~. he"i;O~.~ed .... cbe conference would help %osoive.. -I."fa~y 
: : '  : , . -  ;. . . .  • . . . . . . . . . .  .. . . 

• " ' ~ - ~  - I - ~ ; , '  " 
~ . ~  - of the problems ~iow ~.~o ~._n~ s;:-uJied ,.~.:,, ~-,e"Commi~ee and which would la~er be %~en."u.p 

• . • . . . - . . . • . . 

by %he, Conference ~ arose in "~.ne W-es"b Indies~ which' %bus h a2d an impor%ai~% parS %0 " ' • 
. . . .  .. / ., . . . , . .. • 

p l a y  i n  %he s e a r c h "  } o r  s o i u b i o n s : .  ~ie '~no-,.2e~ -~ %ha% -bse:; n e w i e g a l  r e g i m e :  %o be wor~ceo.'~ -~ 

out would be a factor of uni%j.-and ~,...,ould ~5r0mote p~ace anddeveloDmen% 
t 

". .... - • , . '~] .-- . : .. .. 

- : - :  . . : .  : , ~  " ' . . . . . . "  

• , .  . . ,  . . , . . . . . . .  

• . .  . . .  . - 

• . . . . . .  . . .  

• . . . . .  

" ' 2  . . . .  

• . . ,  _ 
: . :  . . .  
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. .  • . , ' . .  

- "  . .  • . .  • - . ~ . . 

" " ~,[r OHI0 (SingaPore) said .that~ as one of the sponsors of General Assembly 
• . . ~ . -. 

resolution 5029(XXVIi) reques.ting the Secretary-General to prepare a comparative 
. . : ~ '  . . .  . ~ ' : . . .  . "  : . 

study of the size and economic importance of the international zone~-his delegation 
• . • . . : "  .. 

noted :wi~[ Satisfaction that the study (A/AC.138/87) had just been distributed. He - 
.. , .. . , . 

congratulated the secretariat on its efforts in preparing the s~udy. The authors . 
..~ 

of the resolution had fully realized the difficulties the Secretariat would meet in its 

task and had asked the Secrets~ry-General to prepare the study on the basis of the 
• . 

• . . • • 

information at his disposal~ that was why the Secretariat had been reduced to 
- : 

speculation about certain little-kno~.a% areas of the sea and had had to content itself ~ 

with assessing the probable development of technolog~j in the exploitation Of the 

s e a - b e d . ,  • 
• . , . . • . 

From a first reading of the study~ it seemed clear that the establishment of wide:- 

limits "Of na~ional jurisdiction over the sea-bed would strike a crippling blow 

at that new international machine~j which all would like to see created.. He would .,.. 

confine himself to that preliminary-remark for the time being; his delegation would 

be making a full statement at a later stage . . . . .  

t,Ir. /~IAS-SCitPd~]~BER ( P e r u )  s a i d  he  w i s h e d  t o  t h a n k  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n  o f  k r a l t a  
. .  

• . .  • . 

for. having called the Committee's attention to the new United States proposal on the . 
.. 

control ofmarine pollution~ and to support the views expressed by the delegations 
,. 

. 

of Malta and Chile. His delegation believed that all delegations were fully, entitled 

to express their views on that important matter, which fell within the terms of 
• .: : • 

refer@nee of the Preparatory Committee of the Conference on %he Law of the See:. 
.. 

.. 

" " l~r. BEESLEY (Camaaa), s p e a / c i n g  on %he ,.7ork of the Sub-Committees and 

Working Groups~ said %ha% his delegation welcomed the progress made in Committee III 

on marine pollution~ and particularly the fact that fresh proposals.were to be 

submitted~ i% merely hopedthat those fresh proposals would not jeopardize the 
• : : 

consensus already achieved but would help to maintain it. His delegation was 
• . 

concerned however that Sub-Committee III had. not yet started serious work on the. 
:,-o : 

question of scientific research end"had only broached the fundamental problem of %he 
. 

t r a n s f e r  o f  t e c h n o l o ~ / - .  
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With regard to the United States proposal to the ~!CO Counci!~ to which the 

delegation of Malta had dra~jn attention~ his delegation was awaiting ~.-ith interest 

the explanations which the United States delegation was to give on %ha%-[-£-db~@ct in 

Sub-Committee I II: That proposal was a ne~,r element which fell within the compe, t ence 
. . . .  " : . . . .  " . . . . . .  " • " ' " :- 7 -  . :.: " 

of the Co~mmittee and ~-,~hich it should therefore consider. Indeed~ it had, a!readY bden 

suggested that the tezms of reference of %he machil~ery to be set up should be extended 

to cover both fishing and pol!ution. 
;~ i: :i :' .... " ..... -: .... : i~{ : :~::,::.' :~ :ii.<,!: , " >% ~:~ 

• . .:. 

The work of Sub-Commi%iee II seemed %o have reached %he siage of negotiation on 
• " .... , ...... : t,: ~>] ,/,::: , <.- ~.::; .... ~ • ~, .... : - ...... ii <:~, < " :: ;~':~i, ::)-i.:!~ 

%he high:iY controversial ques'tJ]O~of {l~e i~mits"o::f {~ati0nal jurisdiction, cer.%ain ..... 
• . • .. : .. . . . .  ..: . . . . .: . : .'..... ~ :., .., . . : .-:-.- i,- :-{ < .... :. ....... .... -, . ........... :~ .-,: :- ! {: ~';:. {~<:<L~@:':O>::~<:L+i~ 

%rends were eviden%~ no%ably in favour of distance as %he fu.ndomen%al cri%erio~ 
:... [.:.: i . .  ; i  ' : : . ~ , <  . j :  : - 5 ' .  <':.: .  : . ,  < .,..[. ~ ....: ( : . . . . : - : . . .  : - : . . : .  .. ' , ~: . . . . . .  . .  . . - . . , - :  . . . .  . ,:-. : : iii . . . . .  :! " ". :.".:. ;::-..."..."-.:'i i:., , "  <:: . .~ ' . , {  ,:., .,. :. ':,"7.;:~..."~:~ 

, - " " " - " " ~ -~ - ~  - : " ~ . . . .  " . . . . .  " ~  n . . . . .  : . . . .  ' " :  although some delegations also zavou, re~ ~eptho T~~e group zn favour oz dzsta_.ce as , 
: " " . . - .  . . . .  - - . .  : -  - ' . . . .  : -  " . .  . "  . . . . . . . .  . , .  : ' - :  - -  . " . .  • • . '  " . ,  ~ . . . . .  " . . . .  " ".'" . ? ,  ~ • - ' • . . .  . ' "  : ;  ' t  . ~  " '  . : . ' . ,  ~ ' ; " . ~ -  " ' : '  . . ~ ! : . . i : ' . . - . . "  

the criterion inoludedboth supportersoftl~e t~...ro~hL!ndred naatica!-~ile limit as well 
• . :" , ¢:  i! ,:~f::- :: 7;"!i 

as countries which wanted account %o be %a<en of %he exisiing righis of States over 
• " : : " .  :. : . . k . . . - > ~ " . t  -:.,: : . . . - : - !  . . . . . . .  - . . i t " . .  : -:~.- . : . . : , .  , . . . - - .  . . ' . . . . . .  . . . . .  -,,:.. . ," . .  . . . < : . _ ! j ~ . .  : . , ,  : { . / , - : ~ ! . . . > i ~ .  

%he continental shelf beyond, the ~,.:6-hundred mile iimit. At .%he other extreme, were 
- " ; " ~. . • . . . .  . .- . . . .  • - ." .- , , ' . , : . : i i : j . '  i . -  % ' "  ':i~.-. 7 : ~ : ~  i i . r . " :  ~ ~{ " .i ! :  . " : ,  ,{. i. i . , I " . :  ,-.< ' .... " ..".'.'.. - : " :  . .  ' . . . .  " • : - . : . .  " . . . i  • . i .  : " - . . . . . . . . . . .  - > .  

those who were opposed %o any rigl~.~s being recognized over %he tone'inertia! shelf 
• . ... t... - .  ~- . . : - . . .  , . .  ! . . .  : . . .  . . . . . .  :-. • . .- .  :.> ~ , ,  ..;. ~. ., .-...,: .... - .  !,., . .  -..,,...., ..,. -... ,:.,,,,:-..,, - 

b e y o  - - < ' n o  the " w o - "  ' ~ r  - t ;  ' : v  ~ nun~ en " " ..... : . . . . .  ' . . . . . .  " '  . . . .  ' . . . . . . .  ' : : "  . . . .  m i l e  i i m i { , '  O o n c r e % e  proposa]_s on the e x P ] _ o i % a % i o n " " o f  % h e  ......... - . 

• " .~ .... -"" ." • ."  . . ! ;  " " ~ " . . . . .  ..... ! .... . - . . . . . ,  :...! , ::'..:; . . " :  '- :...:.t .. ,' " - -- .<-..  " . . .  i . . .  ..,', ...... ' " '>,i::" ", :.: ,.,-'- < " :  . . ' , "  

zone also vari@d widely 8rid i% was desirable Sha% specific texts should be provided 
. . . .  • .. - .. . . . .  .~ : , , . - . .  ~- .~ , . , . ,  , . .~: . i~ . . t . . . - . . i - i , . i . . , . . . : ,  

a s  a . . b a s i s  for discussion. - . . . . .  

.Sub-Committee' I sho,uld no~:} tackle %he t~,~o fLtndm~.en%al qu~'S:%J.6n::s~"~:,}l~~".~]~ "[~ad been 
: ! " %  " ' - . ' ! " - " "  ' " . < : "  ' " ' i " - -  :~ " . . - " . . .  ..... . .  . - .  . " ' . . • - . - : . . . . . .  ,:.. < . . . , . .  - .-.::-.- :;.- . .-.{. .-.  " '. " ! , i  ':"" : " - < . . " -  : " ' ; "  , .  . . . 

en%r~s%ed t o  i%~ nam~.ely~ the creation of an a~%hori-~r with j~risdiction over %he 
. ~. .  : " . ( ..:,,. --- .i::- - - :  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  " .. . ... ,. " .-.~.. i".  - . . . .  : .~if'.'....,i.. ,":: -~- . : . : : " !  

' ' . . . . . . .  ' " "  ~ " "  ~ ' : ~ 0  sea-bed and .the ocean floor and the ~" ": " ~ .b.eyo'n.d. ~eiermlna%zoL %he in%erna-%ional zone 
: . .  i..-. i.-:.,.!-. •-...-....--.<"i '.:".. '-  " . . . . . .  i-::-: ' : -  - - -  . . "  " .-..-... . ~.-.. . . " . .  - . .  ' £ i '  ~<-..-!: ..,: :'"..~ 

national j~risdic%ion. 
~ : ~ . . " : - . . . . i " , : -  " ~' : :  " " -  : :  : ' " " " "  . . . .  " , . . . .  ' .  ~: : !  . - :i .L:" : " ~ " . . . .  ,..".--";"-.. '.9.:~..:." ' ' 

With regard ..%o the Secretary-General '° study on %he economic significance of %he 
. . ,  ": ": . i :  " . . . . . . .  ' ~' ' " " : "  " :  . ] . .  4 <` . "  : " . . ,  " ,-~ " { - ' . :  ' ' ~ . " i  . .... i '  " ' . [ : ¢  . :_ : . . " " ' '  

various limits proposed for national jurisdiciion~ his delegation res.er.-¢.ed %he right 
• ~: . , ~ . . . < : - . . ~  .-. - , :  .,:.: .- . , .  • . .,:... . . -  : '. " - , . . i . : ,  ,:~: 'ii.!!~!i~::ii:::.-k. ....... :i..-~... 

% o  s t z b m i t  i % s  o o m m e n % . S  ~ a % e r  a n d  r e v . e r %  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  o f  . ~ h e  c o m m ~ % % e e ) ' " s  " ..... % e r m s  o f  
" [  . . . . .  -.-" ' :  - / 2  : : "  ' ' ! -  . , : ,  . " - , . . .  " ; .  " ~: " :}.-:"-'.:;.,..'.,.-- - . . . . .  • : : - . . .  ' .  :ii : :  . i :  ' .  ' - . i . . ,  ..... . ' . ~ . . : .  : .  " ' - . ' t , ' . . . . . :  .:-<. " 

. . . . . . .  - . . _  

r e f e r e n c e  i n  z o o d  t i m e  f o r  a d i s c u s s i o n  . b e f o r e  % h e  I I . , { C O .  C o n f e r e n c e  i n  O c { o b e r ,  , 
, ... ,. ;,: ; . . .  . . . . . .  - . . . . . . .  . . - . . ,  . . . - .  ,- --.. ,--: ..... v -: . , - . . .  ,- " .. ./.. ' 7  [. . . " . . .  - . . .  . . . .  ': ":...,...... : '~ ...... . ] : . i i : . <  i " . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

• . :  . . . 

 ha - he 
- : : . ~ .  " '..'. . . - ' : :  . . . . .  : : , "  " "  • . . . . . . . . . . .  . ' ;  - i i ~ . : . " .  - : . : . ; .  - " ' : " - " : "  . . . .  : " -  '< : . -  b ! . .  . : - . i - " : . : . : ; - . .  . ' : -  [ . " - . - i .  : : 

concerning %he control of.marine Doilu%ion b y  ships should be considered bY. %he 
" . .  . i - : . , - , : ~ . : ] . : " :  " . ! - " : " "  ; . -  : . %  ' , - . : - ! " i . . ~  :... ' "  :-",'.!:" ' -  " ~' ' " : '  : ~ ' . . . . .  - " . < - " ! . . " : : ~ ~ :  . . . .  

Commi%%ee~ for %here could be serious conseou.ences if a consultative organization 
• ~ .; - " . - " ' " .  , : "  ! : . . ' . : : .  i i  : : :  . . . .  - , , . . , . . . . : . - . -  . . . .  " - ,  .,,-,. .. . . i " i .  . ~ :..---.. " : .  . . . ~ .  : "  - " . . . ! . i , , ~ i -  .i--.:i ~-:. ': ' -  ' , ~  , " ' . , .  i " ~ ~. ' : . - . . . i . " i  . . . . .  

which was not ~niversa]ly re resenta%ive we~ e authorized to enact legislation on 
: . - - .  , .  , P  . ~: . . -  . . . . . ~ . ,  . - . ' . . ~ .  -- . . . -  . # 

• . . . .....- . . . . . . . - ]  - i . : - . . . . -  . ! :< "':: " . . .  ,. . : , : :  . . . . . .  . ' - " : : : :  :. : . 7 , . ' . ~ j .  - : " £ [  " ' : "  -. - " -  : : '" : - . : . ' } . " - : . . ~ . : . . ' . .  ' . - ; " :  :i,. .. " : : '  " t " . ' '~ '  . .  - : -  ' " " . "  . . . .  . - " . . . . . . . . . .  " 

questions of international co~cern, iie]:%ya had very clear ideas about anti-pollution 
- "  .. :,'.. • >..::, :.-:i".: :. .. :: - - :  . . .  " : . . - ' Y .  _ i ; . i < - .  

me%hods ~ but was no% represented in .~iCO. 



- ! . ~ -  

Mr. HALL (Secretaz3r of the Conmittee) called attention %o three new 

documents which had been distributed to delegations. One was a study by the 

"Pacem in Earibus" Founaat_on~ entitled ':The Ocean Development Tax f', which had 

been distributed in accordance with a request made by the Committee the previous 

year. The other two had been submitted by the delegations of the Netherlands and 

the United States respectively on the subject of the Secretary-General's study 

in document A/AC.I~8/%87. 

MESSAGE OF CONGRATULATIONS BY THE C01{'4iTTEE ON THE. OCCASION OF THE 
INDEPENDENCE OF THE B~HAFmS 

Mr-_ ~CHAO (Singapore), l~r, AR_!AS-SCHI~!BER (Peru)~ Mr, BEESLEY (Canada)~ 

¥ NGO ana on beh f of thei  

delegations, said they wished to congratulate the new State of the Bahamas on its 

accession to independence. 

Sir Robert JACKL!N.G (United l~ingdom) said that he was glad to see such 

a warm welcome being given to the new State. He ~Tould be happy to support a 

suggestion for a message of congratulations from the Committee. 

The C HAIP~I~ suggested thai h'e should send a message of congratulations 

from the Committee to the new State of the Bsl~a~as. If there were no objections, 

he would take it that the Committee approved that suggestion. 

The me eting_r_ose at l.O0., :pore. 
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