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I.INTRODUCTJON 

1. Sub.-Committ'ee II, which was one of;'.the '' tb.r~e.·;Sub-Committees of the 1Wlaole .se1: up , 

in March i91r:- ·coiitf,1ued its work during 1972/ . Jfnder the terms of the lafi-e!mfent cif ·;: 

12 March 1971 .bri ,:i;he organization of WO;~v oi""~he Committee on the Peaceful Uses of 

the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the limits ()f_National Jurisdiction.,, the 

following subjects and issues were allocated to Sub-Committee II: 

"To prepare a comprehensive list of subjects and issues relating to the 
law of the sea, including those concerning the regime of the high seas, the 
continental shelf, the territorial sea (including the question of its breadth 
and the question of international straits) and contiguous zone, ·fishing and 
conservation of the living resources of the high seas (including the question 
of the preferential rights of coastal States) and to prepare draft treaty 

• • articles thereon. It is understood that the Sub-Committee may decide to · draft 
articles before completing the comprehensive list of subjects -and issues· 
related to the . law of the sea. 11 

2. With regard to the outrtanding. issues that under.: the above-mentioned agreemen:t: -> 

were left to be determined later, the Chairman of .the Committee at its 66th meeting, 

on 27 August 1971, read out the following agreementY: • · 

"The question of the international regJ.llle should receive a certain priority 
as explained by the co-sponsors of the original draft resolution later adopted 
as resolution 2750 C (XXV) and as implied in the terms of that resolution. 
This would mean, in the first instance, the allocation of more time to 
Sub-Committee I. • 

, "While each Sub-Cammi ttee will have the right to discuss and record its 
conclusions on the question of limits so far as it is relevant to the subjects 

. allocated to it, the main Committee will not reach a decision on the final 
recommendation with regard to limits until the recorranendations of Sub-Committee II 
on the precise definition of the area have been received, which should constitute 
basic proposals for the consideration of the main Committee. 

"The question of peaceful uses is allocated to the main Committee, it 
being understood that each of the Sub-Committees is free to consider it 
insofar as this question is relevant to its mandate." 

3. Sub-Committee II held in 1972, during the Committee's sessions, two series of 

meetings - the first in New York from 1 to 30 March, and the second in Geneva from 

17 July to 17 August. • In March it held nine meetings; in July/August fifteen 

meetings. 

1/ Official Records of the General Assembl 
Supplement No. 21 A 8421, para. 19. 

y Ibid., para. 22. 

session, 
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4. Being a sub-committee of the whole, Sub-Committee II was composed of the States 

members of the Committee as enlarged by General Assembly resolutions 275o·c (XXV) ' • . 

and 2881 (XXVI1. Also present were observers of the Member States of the United Nations 

which accepted the invitation to participate as such in the Committee I s proceedings. 

FAO, :LI\.EA., IMCO, UNESCO and its roe·, WMO and UUCTAD, were also represented at the 

meetings .as observers. 

5. At its twenty-fourth meeting, on 1 !>larch 1972, the Sub-Committee decided that 

o:ficers tempora:l.'ily absent would be replacer-I, pending their return, by members of 

their respective delegations. Thus, Hr. Diggs (Liberia) and Mr. Kostov (Bulgaria) 

acted as Vice-Chairmen during the tempora.r~r absence of :V.tr. Holder and Jvlr. Yankov 

• respectively and Mr. Kassem (Egypt) as Rapporteur during the temporary absence of 

Mr. Abdel-Hamid. In the absence of Mr. Galindo Pohl, the Suh-Committee at its 

thirty-third meeting, on 17 July 1972, el_ected Jvlr. Martinez Moreno (El Salvador) as 

Chairman. The Bureau of Sub-Committee II was comr0.sed of the following officers: 

6. 

Chairman: Mr. Reynaldo GALIN])() POHL (El Salvador) 
(during the March meetings) 

Mr. Alfredo MARTINEZ MORENO (El Salvador) 
(during _ the July/Augusc meetings) 

Yice-Chai:rmen: Mr. M. Burleigh HOLDER (Liberia) 

Ezed..:.ne KAZEMI (Iran) 

Alexander YANKOV (Bulgaria) 

Necmettin TUNCEL (Turkey) 

Shaffie ABDEL-HAMID (Egypt) Rapporteur: 

Mr. 
Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

As adopted in 1971, the agenda (A/Ac.13s/sc. II/L.1) of the Sub-Committee, 

reproduced in paragraph 92 of last yea.r's report, read as follows: 

"l. Opening of the session. 

• 2. Election of officers. 

3. Adoption. of the agenda. 

4. Consideration of questions referred to the Sub-Committee by the 
. Committee under the terms of the "Agreement reached on organization 
of work" as read by the Chairman at the 45th meeting of the Committee, 
on 12 Narch 1971. 

5. Adoption of the report." 
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7. '.l.1he guidelines for the organization of work of the Sub-Committee, as agreed in 

1971, were contained iri a: letter and a st"aterrient of the Chairman, recorded in 

paragraphs 93 and 95 of last year's report. · The letter (A/Ac.130/sc.n/1.2) read 
. . 

inter alia as follows: . 
ti • . . . . . . . . . . . 
11 2. To -accomplish its mandate the Sub-Committee may aciopt various procedures. 
All procedures that · are customary in the United Nations practice are open 
to . its choice. 

"3. The -Sub"."'Comrni ttee may wish to commence its work with an exchange of views 
concerning the subjects and matters allocated to it 1 including the question of 
the preparation of a comprehensive list of subjects and issues relating to the 

. law of the sea and the preparo.tion of draft treaty articles thereon~ In due ·
time, when appropriate; the Sub-Committee may establish working groups to 
consider in detail specific aspects _of the Sub-Committee's work programme. 

ff 

and the statement specified that: 

"I understand that in accordance- with the procedural -decision, taken yesterday, 
delegations may submit concrete proposals, including draft articles and may 
make a statement -explaining these proposals. In that connexion I should like 
to remind you of the text of my note of 18 March 197i (A/AC.138/Sc-II/L.2), 
which was adopted as _ a guidance for .the work of the Sub-Comrni ttee during the 
present session, an extract from which reads as follows: [see ,{J,rst s~ntence 
of point 3 of the letter :reproduced above in this paragraph]. 

:i'l'he Sub-Committee naturally intends to pay particular attention to the 
preparation of the list of subjects and issues related to its terms of 
reference. Consequently, for the sake of proper methods of work and 
organization of meetings, I hope that delegations will limit their remarks 
to explanations of proposals; these proposals will be discussed in detail 
la·ter, at a sui tabie moment, in accordance with , the 'procedure which the 
Sub-Committee considers appropriate ·, possibly through the estal>;t.;i.shment of 
working groups." • • 

8. Paragraphs 98 and 99 of last year's report contained the following expl~ations 

in connexion with the consideration in 1971 of the questions referred to the 

Sub-Cammi ttee: 

1'.98. The Sub-Cammi ttee considere'd the questions referred to it by the Committee 
at its 3rd and 5th-20th meetings,' he1d on 19 March and from 27 July to 
23 .August. DJ.ring. the discussion which took place at those meetings several. 
representatives made statements of a general character and on particular 
aspects of the questions referred to the Sub-Cornmi ttee ., The importance of 
the Sub-Cormni ttee I s work in the context of the preparation of the future 
conference on the law of the sea was generally recognized. The Sub-Committee 
concluded the · first stage of its ,-rork, namely the general debate on the questions 
referred to it, and started the preparation of a comprehensive list of 
subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea. 
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• 1199. It was generally agreed that the preparation, at the present st~-e, of a 
comprehensive list of subjects and issues on the law of the sea should be • 

• undertalcen with a certain flexibility in. order to be able to a.djust the lj_st 
in the light -of the progress of work; • it- ·being understood that whether or not · 
a particular subject or issue was included in the list would not prejudice the 
position of ._any delegation regarding the intrinsic value or substance of the 
subject or issue concerned or regarding whether or not such a subject or 
issue would eventually be included in the agenda of the future conference on 

· the law ·c:>f the se9-. It was also . ui1derstood that the list would not prejudge 
the order of priority for consideration of the subjects and issues. During 
the session the possibility that the Sub-Committee might decide to establish 
working groups to deal with subjects and functions relating to the 
Sub-Committee's mandate was not excluded." 

9. When the Sub-Committee was reconvened on 1 ~larch 1972, the Chairman made, at the 
. . . 

• . . , 

twenty-fourth meeting, the following suggestion on the programme of work which was 

accepted at the same meeting by the Sub-Committee: 

" ••• the Sub-Committee should not prepare a new programme of work. The old 
programme should be considered. in the light of the explanations provided in • 
paraf,.rraphs 93, 98 and 99 of the Committee's report (A7B421), which were drawn 
from the Sub-Committee's report. It ~,as clear that the. general debate had been . 
concluded and that the Sub-Committ.e.e should proceed to prepare the comprehensive 
list .of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea. In order to save 
time ••. the Sub-Commit_tee should continue to follow the programme o;f work 
ad.opted at Geneva, as SJ)ecified in paragraph 92 of . the report • 11 

10.. As it appears from the summary records, at the conclusion , of the 197.2 March series 

of meetings, the Cha.irman ·of the Sub_;Committee reported orally to the bommittee as 

follow~ 
"The Sub-Committee had held several meetings, during which it had h8ard 

the statements of various delegations on substantive questions.. At the same 
time, in conformity with a decision talrnn at the beginning of the session, 
informal consultations had been held between the African, Asian and Latin .American 
groups with regard to the list of subjects and issues _relating to the la;, of • 
the sea to be submitted to the third Conference on the La.w of ·the Sea. The 
list that had been submitted following t .hose consultations. (A/AC.138/66) . had 
subsequently. been considerea at a meeting and had also been the subject of 
consultations between various groups. Unfortunately, those consultations had 
produced no result, · and therefore he regretfully informed the Committee that 

. Sub~Committee II had' qeen unable to achieve its assigned objective of preparing 
a definitive list." 

j/ See summa.ry rec~rd of the seventy-sixth ~ession of the Committee 
(A/AC.138/SR. 76). . . • 
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11. The various d(}cuments submitted to the Committee were at the disposal of the St;.' J ·

Commi ttee, including a new volume of the United Nations Legislative Series 

(ST/LEG/SER.B/16) containing texts of recent national legislation and treaty provisions 

relating to the law of the sea provided by Governmmts of Member States. 

12. In addition, and pursuant to requests previously made, FAO submitted information 

concernl.'ng regulatory fishery bodies (A/ A~.138/64), conservation problems with speciaJ. 

reference to new tech..'l'lology {A/i.c.138/65), an expanded and revised atlas of the living 

resources of the seas (FID/C/126-Rev.1), fishing methods likely to have adverse eff ects 

on the conservation of fishery resources (FID/c/147), sedentary, migratory and inter

mingling species, their habitat and distribution (FID/C/148), and a series of fishery 

country profiles. 

II: CONSil)ERATION OF QUESTIONS REFERRED TO r.l'HE Slf.B-.COMMITTEE BY THE COMMITTEE mmER 
THE TERMS OF THE AGREEMENT REACHED ON THE ORG.ANIZATION OF WORK RE.AD BY THE 
CHAIRJ.WI AT THE FORTY-FIFTH MEErING OF THE COMMITTEE ON 12 MARCH 1971 

13. -The Sub-Committee considered the questions referred to it by the Cornmi ttee at itG 

25th, 27th to 32nd, and 34th to 45th meetings, held on 15 and 22 to 30 March and 18 J-:.ily 

to 16 August 19723./. A series of informal meetings were also held in connexion wi·~h 

the elaboration of a, comprehensive list of subjects and issues on the law of the s ea 

under the chairmanship either of the Chairman of the main Commi ttee2f or of the Ch,-:drman 

of Sub-Committee II, or jointly. Consultations and neg.::itiations among delegations 

concentrated on the elaboration of the comprehensive list requested by General Assembly 

resolution 2750 C(XXV). 

14. It was generally agreed that the list of subjects and issues on the law of the sea, 

without being necessarily complete, should b8 prepared following a comprehensive 

approach and ~houlcl attempt ,to embrace a wide range of possibili tes. It was also 

understood that the list would not establish the order of priority for consideration of 

the various subjects ·and issues and that sponsorship or acceptance of the list would not 

prejudice the position of any State or co17.,11it any State with respect to the itemc. ( ::, it 

or to the order, form or classification according to which they were presented. It ; ras 

generally agreed that the list should serve as a framework for discussion and drafting 

of.necessary article~. 

M An index to sUIJre1ary records of the Sub-Committee is given in Annex XXI to ·cr:-: 
present report. 

, 5./ See summary records of the seventy-sixth (A/AC.138/SR.76), and Reventy-seventh 
(A/Ac.138/SR.77) meetings of the main Committee, held on 30 March and 17 July 197?. 
respectively. • 
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15. As in previous sessions, emphasis was placed on the need for t aking into account 

the interests of all States, developing and de~reloped, coastal States, land-locked 

States, States with short coastlines, archipela.go States, island States, shelf-locked 

• States, States with narrow shelves, Ste.t cs with broad shelves, etc., the special 

interests and needs of the developing_ countries, whether land-locked · or coastal, and 

all relevant aspects of the problems to be studied ( lcgd, :po:1.i ti~ ~:i_ , strategic, economic; 

social, t echnical, scientific, etc.) a..:: well as geographical considerations. Reference 

was also ma.de to regard for general international interests in connexion with various 

matters. 

16. Concerning the preparation fo a comprehensi.ve list of subjects and issues relating 

to the law of the sea, the Sub-Co.nunittee had befo::., it, in addition to the proposals 

submitted in 1971Y, a list to be submitted to the coni~erence on the law of the sea 

proposed by Algeria, .Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon, Cey3.:,on 2 Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, 
' Cyprus, Ecuador, Egypt, El S,. l vclor1 Ethiopia, Fi,jJ .. Gabon, .Ghana, Guatemala, Gu:v.§:P,q;, 

Icelru1d, India, Tndonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast , _Ig.mai~a , Kenya, Kuwait, Liberia, I,ib:& 

~gascar, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauri tiuo, Mexic_~~ Norocco, NicaragJ.a, Nigeria, , 

Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Romania, Senegal 1 Sierra Leone, Somalia, Spain~ 

Sudan, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vcriezuela1, 

_Yemen, Yue;osl~via and Z2irc (A/AC.138/66 and Corr,2) (see text in Annex I). Amendments 

to the list of subjects and issues sponsored by these fifty-six Powers were subsequently 

submitted : by Malta (A/Ac.138/67) (see text in Annex II); by the ~d States of 

America (A/AC.138/68) (see t ext in Annex III); by Greece and Italy (A/AC.138/69 and 

Add 1) (see text in Annex IV); by Japan (A/Ac.130/70 and A/A~.138/78) (see texts in 

Annexes V and XI); by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/Ac.130/71) (see text 

in Annex · VI); jointly by Afghanistan, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Czechoslovakia, • 

Hungar:,6, Mali, Nepal and Zambia (A/AC.138/72 and Corr.1) (see text in Annex VII); by 

Turkey (A/AC.138/74 and Corr.1) (see text in Annex VIII); jointly by France, the 

Netherlands, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Nor_thern Ireland (A/ AC.13s/76) 

(see text in Annex IX); and by Poland (A/AC.138/77) (see text in Annex X). A list of 

subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea was also submitted by~ 

(A/ AC.138/75 and Corr.1) (see text in Annex XII). These documents ~,ere the subj ect of 

intense consultations which led to the adoption of an agreed list of. subjects and issues 

as indicated in paragraph 48 below. 

§/ See Official Records of the General Ass embl • Twenty-sixth Session, Supplement 
No. 21 (A/8421, para, 101 and Annex 1, 2, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 15 and 16. 
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17. !n accordance with the agreed guidelines on the organization of work mentioned in 

the introduction to the present report, some representatives made statements on certain 

aspects of the subjects and issues allocated to the Sub-Committee. At the same time, 

the following documents were before the Sub-Committee : draft articles · on the breadth • 

of the territorial sea, straits and fisheries submitted in 1971 by the United States of 

America (A/Ac.13s/sC.II/1.4)'J/; a working paper containing a draft ocean space treaty, 

some parts of which dealt with subjects allocated to Sub-Committee II, submitted in 

~971 by Malta (A/AC.13s/53)Y; a draft article on .fishing together with an explanatory 

note (A/AC.138/sc. II/L. 6) and draft articles on straits ,1sP.d for international navigation 

(ii/Ac.13e/sc.II/1.7) submitted in 1972 by_ the Union of Soviet Socialist Rep-1.blics) (see 

texts in Annex XIII and XIV); a working paper on management of the living resources of 

the sea (A/AC.138/SC.II/L.8) submitted in 1972 by Canada (see text in Annex XV); a 

revised draft fisheries article (A/Ac.13s/sC.II/L.9) submitted in 1972 by the Unitea 

States _of America ( see text in Annex XVI); clrc>,ft a,rticles on excl.usi ve. economic zone • 

concept (A/AC.138/SC.H/L.10): submit:ted in 1972 by Ken;va (see t_ex:t 1:r1 ..r.nne:x: XVII); a 

working paper on 'Principles for a fisherie1:; regime (A/ AC. 1-38/SC. II/L.11) submitted in · 

1972 by . Australia and New Zealand ( see text .:i..n .Ann~x XVIII); and proposals for a regime ·· 

· of qsheries on the high seas (A/Ac.13s/sc.II/1.i2) submitted in 1972 by Jauan (s~e text 

in Anne?C XIX) • While a preliminary excnange of views took place on _scm1e 2,spects of 

these documents, the Sub-Committee, however, did not proceed to a detailed examination 

of them. 

18. During the debate, .refer.ence was made to the topics enumerated in Gener al Assembly 

resolution 2750 C(XXV) and to other-related matters either contained in working papers 

submitted or in statements made in the Sub-Committee. 

19. The points referred to concerning the territorial sea were its nature and 

characteristics, including the ~uestion of the unity or plurality of regimes, . . the 

breadth of the territorial s ea, the global or regional criteria, as well as geographical 

criteria (open seas and oceans; semi-enclosed seas; · enclosed . seas) t · define such breadth, the 

question of the del.imi tation of the territorial sea, and the various aspects involved, 

'Ji Text in Offfoi~l Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-sixth Session, 
_Suwlement No. 21 (A/8421), l\rl.Ilex IV • . 

§./ Text in j.pid, Annex 1, 11. 
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historic waters, straits used for international navig-a.tion ( see paragraphs 21 to 23 

bE:low), the sovereignty of the coastal State over its te:r:ritoriaJ. sea, innocent passage 

through the t<~:rri torial sea as passage not :prejudici::::1. to the :oec:tce, good order or 

securi t;y of the coastal State, and freed.om . of navig'ation 2nd overflight resulting from 

the questi.on of plurality of regimes in the ter:d torial sea. 

20. '.!':, (: E, +,'..,.r ::, -characte:cistics and limits of the contiguous zone and. the rights of the 

coast.ql State in imch a zone with regard to national security, customs and fiscal 

contro:i_, sani ta ti.on and. immigration regulations ,rere also referred to. In this 

.connexion reference was made to the 1Jrot2ction of inte:::-national rights 2nd interests in 

t't:e zone. 

21. With respect ,:;o straits r eference was made to the differences in their relative 

importe.nqe for international navigation, to straits used fo:c international navigation, 

t0 straits within 2rchipelagoes 1 2~,:i_ to the present customary and treaty regimes on 

straits. 

22. The point was made, in this connexion, ths.t innocent passage through straits used 

:for international , navig2,tion as recognized ana. regulated at present with regard to 

vari01.;,s categDries of ships harmo1,.ized adequ2,tely, on the one hani, the sovereignty and 

the protection of the interests of coastal States ( sec.u:ri ty requiret1ents, prevention of 

risks, safety of navigation, measures to combat pollution) and, on the other, the 

interests of international navigation. It was also stated that navigation in straits 

within the territorial sea was subject to coastal State regulation on the same basis as 

regulation of navigation in any other part of its territorial sea and that the right of 

the coastal State to enact regulations was inherent in the exercise of its sovereignty 

over its territorial sea. It was mentioned that such enactment of regulations and its 

implementation were never 2.rbi t:ra.ry and that the right of innocent passage as recognized 

and regulated at present could not be suspended through straits used for international 

navigation. Existing civil 2,viation regulations already provided for overflight of 

foreign territory by civili2n aircraft, including straits in the territorial sea,. It 

was emphasized that a distinction should be made between the true interests of inter-

national navigation and the deplo;yrnent of naval and air forces at sea. Finally, it was 

stated that although a different regime for passage through straits would seemingly 

provide for safety of navigation and security requirements, in fact, suggestions to 

that effect ,-1ere superfluous, since they were already covered by existing international 

law, did not provide the coastal States with reaJ.' enforcement powers, and aimed at 
' 

purposes other than promoting the .interests of civil internationaJ. navigation. 
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23. From another point of view, it was stated that the interests of international 

navigation required free transit through and over straits used for international 

navigation because the regime of innocent passage might be operi to various 

interpretations and might not offer all the necessary safeguards. It was also 

stated that free transit through straits used for international navigation ,1as 

collateral to the freedom of the high seas and facilitated com1m.uiications between 

States. It was added that free transit should be maintained through and over 

straits use.d for international navigation connecting one part of the high seas with 

another part of the high sea.s. Reference was also made · to free transit through 

and over straits connecting one part of the high seas with the territorial sea of 

a foreign State, but it was also stated that the regime of innocent passage ·should 

prevail in those straits. Free . transit, it was suggested, should be subject to 

certain internationally agreed regulations which the coastal State· and the flag-State 

would enforce. It was also suggested that the coastal State would have the right 

to designate corridors for transit, but it would not be entitled to interrupt or 

stop the transit. It was added that navigation should comply strictly with these 

regulations which should provide for the prevention of accidents and pollution as 

well as for fla€'""State strict liability for damages caused to the coastal State by 

accidents resulting from deviations from internationally agreed regulations. It 

was also added that free transit would be exercised in' accordance with strict rules 

intended to avoid causing a:ny threat to the security of the coastal State. In 

addition, it was stated that the law of the sea treaty should require St~te, 

including military, aircraft to normally observe existing civ~.l aviation 

regulations, and also require State aircraft to operate at all times ,,ith due 

regard for the safety of navigation of civil aircraft. State aircraft exercising 

a free transit right would be strictly liable for accidents caused by deviations 

from such regulations. Finally, it was underlined that existing international 

agreements on s 1,rai ts should not be affected. · 

24. With regard to continental shelf, points were made in connexion with the nature 

and scope of the sovereign rights of coastal St~tes over the continental shelf, the 

duties of States in respect of the continental shelf, the outer limit of the 

continental shelt ~d the applicable criteria or a combination thereof to define such 

limit, the question of the delimitation of the continental shelf between States and 

the various problems involved, for instance the delimitation betveen adjacent or 

opposite States, natural resources of the continental shelf and scientific research 

in the continental shelf. 
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25. Reference was made on the one hand to the exclusive economic zone beyond 

the-territorial sea and on the other to _coastal State preferential rights or other 

non-exclusive jurisdiction-01:er resources beyond the territorial sea. 

26. With regard to the exclusive economic zone beyond the territorial sea the 

points mentioned were: the nature and characteristics of the zone, including the 

rights and jm-isdiction ·of coastal States to living and non-living resources of 

the zone and to pollution control and scientific research in the zone; the duties 

of States in the zone; the limits of the zone and the criteria applicable to the 

establishment of such limits; the freedom of navigation and overflight in the zone; 

regional arrangements relating to the zone; fisheries, including exclusive fishery 

zones, preferential rights of coastal States, management and conservation, protection 

of coastal States' fisheries in enclosed and semi-enclosed seas, and !egime of 

islands under foreign domination and control in relation to zones of exclusive 

fishing jurisdiction; sea-bed within national jurisdiction, including its nature 

and characteristics, sovereign rights of the coastal State over natural resources, 

limits and criteria applicable to define them and delineation between adjacent and 

opposite States; prevention and control of pollution and other hazards to the 

marine environment, including the rights and responsibilities of coastal States in 

that respect; and scientific research. During the debate reference was made to 

the draft articles on exclusive economic zone concept submitted by Kenya as well as 

to the Declaration of Santo Domingo of 7 June 1972. 

27. With regard to the coastal State preferential rights or other non-exclusive 

jurisdiction over resources beyond the territorial sea, the points mentioned were: 

the nature, scope and characteristics of these preferential rights .or other 

non-exclusive jurisdiction; sea-bed resources; fisheries; prevention and control 

of pollution and. other hazards to _the marine environment; international co-operation 

in the study and rational eXPloitation of marine resources; settlement of disputes; 

and other rights and obligations. During the debate reference was made to draft 

articles and working papers submitted by Malta, the Union of Soviet Socialist· 

Republics, Canada, the United States of Amer_~a, jointly by .Austra]-ia and Neu Zealand, 

and by Japan. 

28. More specific points regarding fisheries and exclusive economic zone or coastal 

State preferential rights or other non-exclusive jurisdiction are noted in paragraphs 

30 to 34 below. Reference was also made to the rights and interests of land-locked 

States in regard ·to the· exclusi've economic zone enc. to coastal State preferential 

rights or other non-exclusive jurisdiction. Regard for general international 

interests was also mentioned with respect to maritime zones referred to in 

paragraphs 26 and 27 above. 
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29. As to the re~ir:e cf the h.5.gh sPas reference was ms.d.e to its nature ai.l.d 

characteristics, to the rights and ciuties of States on the hig:h sEw.s, to the que;:itiol'!. 

of the freedoms of -che hig:h neas.and their regulation, to freedom of navigation 

through and overflight of the high seas and. other freedo!!lS or uses, in part.icula:r 

to fishing a...'1.d. :regulation, man3ge:-!ent. a.l'),d cor.:.Servation of the living re sottrcen of 

th.e high se,1s (for cpeci.fic r,obts on the m-:'1tter see paragraphs 30 to 34 b:low) 0. s 

well · as to the laying of su.b-ID.9.rine cables and pipelines on the bed of the hi2.h U ~f .D. 

I-Ient:l.on uas also re.'3.de of the prevention and repression of slavery; pi:r:acy and iilici t 

tra.ffic in drugs on the hig:h seas 1 and of the exercise of ho-t pursu . .i t on the h5.gt:. 

oe.as n.:.1d other ma tte:::s. For free access to t:h·a sea of lrmd-locked count:t' ::i.t~s and 

rel2.tcd n.o, tters see pa.."'.'agre.p.1:is 36 :md 37 below. 

30. Concerning fisheries and conse~vation of .the living resources of the sea beyond 

the territorial sea, reference wz.s made to :rational utilization of such :r.esa.J.rcBs 

because of their ll:;,ortance in ensm·ine man's nutrition, to the situation of St~~tes 

dependent upon their coasta.1 fisheries for their livelH1ood or econo~ic developmcrn.t1 

to the interests of other States, particularly least develoy~d ccunt:r·ies, · 

geograp.11ically dioadvantaged States, including land.-locked and shelf--lockd. 

cmmtries, and developed States with local or geottraphica.lly isolated popile.tions 

hecwily depena.ent ori fisheries and States dependent on long-d.istant-liater fisheries, 

to the different ty-pes of fisheries ruid f:-.shery exploitation, includi...11g oonut n.1 

fisheries and tradi tinnal or historic · fisheries in coa~d;al waters, to the prciblc•r1s 

deriving from over-exploitation or under-utilization of resources, to coastal 

fishery resources as a pa:r.t of the natm-al resources of t.."1e coa6ta1 S·i;F.te, to 

mea,suree: for conserve.tion and develop!!1t:nt of the living resources of the sea. and 

ito ·protection against pollution and other hazards having harmi'ul effect, to the . . . 
reJ..aticm.shj.p b<.:!hreen the protection of the marine environment as a whole and the 

conservation e.nd management of the li.ving resources of the sea, and to the 

distinction a.nd the relationship bE:tween conse:r·vation and utilization of the living 

resources of the sea. 

3.1. , Reference was made to the need for more precise rules, on a world-wide or 

regional basis, with respect to regul~tion, allocation, ma.nagerr:ent, control, a.pd 

conservation of fisheries beyond the territorial sea in. accordance with criteria for 

equitable and rational utilization of the living resources and te.kili.g into account 

the relevant economic, social, sicentific (biological, ecological, geographical and 

geolpgical) . factors involved. HO\rever, different views were advanced with regard to 

the regime or system which should be established. 



32. A number of delegations recognized t hat coast2.l Sta tes sought to :reserve for 

their nationals living resources of the sea in ar-eas adj a cent to their coasts. There 

we.s a wide support for the view th.et this entailed certa in specific rights 2nd duties 

for all coastal States with respect to utilization, alloca tion 1 management and 

conservation of such resources. Particular reference was made to developing coa.stal 

Sta tes and the view was t-ridely expressed tha t eny future regime should safeguard the 

special interests and rights·of developing coastal States. Eq_ually 5 reference was 

also made to States or areas heavily deuendent on fisheries whose special inter~sts 

and needs should be taken fully into account in a.ny future regime. Br oa dly speaking , 

coastal States' rights were expressed in either of two forms: exclusiv e sovereign 

rights or preferential fishing rights. On the other hand, a number of dele_gations 

considered it necessary to take into e.ccount the interests of distant-wnters 

fi8heries a.nd the migratory char a cteristics of species. 

33. Some representa tives elaborated on the particul2.r r egi me on fishi ng end 

conservation of the living resources of the sea which, in their :iew, should be 

established. An example of an approa ch based on the concept of "exclus ive economic 

zone" under which the coastal St a te would have sovereign rights 2nd t he exercise of 

exclusive jurisdiction, inter alia , over the living resources of an economic zone 

which would not exceed 200 ne.utic2-J. miles was conb.ined in t he dr2. ft 2.rticles 

submitted by J<:_ep_,Y:"__ ; an example of an 2ppro2.ch ba sed on the principle of the freedom 

of fishing in the high seas subject to preferentia l rights of developing coas tP-1 

Sta tes in the area directly 2.dj2cent to their territorial se2. (not exceedin.s- 1 2 I!'.il es), 

including the right of reserving annu2.lly ior itself a gi ven sb, .re of the allo,:able 

Cn. tch in accord2.nce with its fishing ca pe.bili ty, vas cont2.ined in t he dr2.ft crticle 

submitted by the Y._n_i_oA _o_f_ !3_o_v_i_e_t __ S_o_c_i_c\l_i_s_t __ R_e_p_u_}J]:i~f3-; a n ex2.IllpJ.e of· i.'. functionel 

approach under which the coastal St 2-te ~-:ould h,w e t he exclusive r:1an;cr;er:ient and 

regulatory jurisdiction o'f coast2.l fisheries ( coRstcl 2.nd 2.n2. dromous spe cies) a s 2 

custodianj under internatione.lly a greed principles and rules; a nd would h2ve 

preferenti 2.l rights; potentially exclusive f or some species, in the €:Y.J:Jloi t a t ion 

of such resources uas cont2.ined in the working paper submitted by _C_E'T,_2£?_2 ; 2.n exe.mple 

of a species appro.?. ch under v!hich the coast2l State would recul.:, te o.nd l1:1Ye preferentinl 

rights to coaste.l and 2.na.dromous resources to t he limits of their ni[;,rra tory r c1n ge, 

including the right to reserve to its elf .:lll e.v2. il2ble catch of these resources it 

could ha rvest, while recognizing thcc. t the unique 11:).ture of highly 1:1igratory oce2nic 
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species was such that only interne.tional organizations could properly perform the 

,management function, was contained in the revised draft article ,submitted by the 

:!Jni_t_e§_ _S_t_a_t_e_s __ o_f __ f:!n_f!_r_i,2_~_; an e}:ample of a zonal approach under which the coastal 

State would have exclusive jurisdiction over the living resources of the sea with 

certain exceptions in a wide zone adjacent to its territorial sea to be exercised 

in accordance with certain be,sic principles reflecting the coastal State I s right~ 
. . 

and responsibilities with respect to the resources was contained. in the working pa.uer 

submitted by Australia and New Zealand; an example of a.n approach concerning 

preferential rights for protection of coastal fisheries, particularly of developing 

coastal States, in relation to distant-water fisheries of other States in areas of 

the sea adjacent to the 12-mile limit, which would entitle a developing coastal 

State to a preferential catch corresponding to its harvesting capaci-i;y and a 

developed coastal State to a differentiated preferential catch in case the protection _ 

of its locally conducted small-scale coastal fisheries wa.s necessary, was contained 

in the proposals submitted by ~aPE'::;~i and a zonal approach _tinder which there would be 

international mn.ne.gement of ocean fisheries~ together with exclusive jurisdiction of 

the coe,stal State ove:r living resources within a 2OO-mile economic zone to be 

exercised in accordance with treaty-defined principles, was contained in the draft 

ocean space treaty submitted by 1~~1-.t~• 
34._ Different evaluations were made o'f the effectiveness and accomplishments of the 

existing international or regional fishery organizations or commissions as set up at 

present. Certain representatives stated that they should be strengthened and 

developed 7 particularly on a regioncl basis, because they provided. the best framework 

wi thin which conservation and management measures could be formulated and agreed .upon 

internationally. As for highly migratory species some de.Legations stated that 

international fishery organizations provided the most appropriate mechanism for 

conservation and ma11.agement. Another view was tha t this wa.s also the case with 

respect to anadromous species.' DiTferent vie~rs were also expressed on the role and 

competence! of fishery organizations or commissions in the future, according to the · 

che.racteristics .considered more appropriate I Or 1,ne regime . on fishing and. conservation 

of the living resources of the sea be~~ond the terri torie.l sea to be established. 
' . 

Another· view expressed was that inLerna'tional fishery organizations should be 
. . . . . . . . . .· . 
integrated within a more comprehensive framework. Mention. was also made of the 

enforcement pbwers of the coastal State in the framework of that :i."egime as well as 

of the need of procedures ' for the peaceful settlement of fishery disputes, including 

compulsory e.rbi tration procedures. It wc.s e.ls9 suggested that control and enforcement 

powers should primarily be vested in the regional fisheries organizations. 
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35. Reference was also made to the international regime for the sea-bed and the ocean 

floor beyond national jurisdiction, to its nature and characteristics, international 

machinery ror tl:ie ar ~a and its structure, functions • and powers.- the e·conomic 

implications resulting from the expJ:oHa1iion of the resources of the area, the equitable 

sharing of benefits bee.ring in mi'nd the special interests and needs of developing 

cShntries, whether 'land-'-locked or coastal, the definition and limits of the area, the 

harmonization of the uses of the area and the use of the area exclusively for peaceful 

purposes (for the sea-bed within national jurisdiction see paragraph 26 above). 

36. Various points concerning the land-locked countries were made in connexion with 

the high seas, the sea-bed beyond national jurisdiction and the exclusive economic zones 

or preferential zones beyond the territorial sea. It was agreed to consider the general 

principles of the law of the sea concerning such countries and more specifically the 

foll9wing points: free access to and from the sea, including freedom of transit, means 

and facilities for transport and. comnrunications and equality .of treatment in the ports 

of the transit States; free access to the international sea-bed area beyond national 

juri~diction; participation in the international regime, including the machinery, and 

in the equitable sharing of the benefits of the area; the living resources of the sea; 

and the 2·esou1.·ces 1 pollution control and scientific research in exclusive economic zones 

or preferential zones beyond the territorial sea. The .particular interests and needs 

of developing lru1d-locked countries ' in the international regime for the sea-bed and. in 

regard to the living resources of the sea were also mentioned, 

37. In this respect ·reference was also made to agreements (bilateral or regional) to 

be concluded, although likewise this reference was questioned by delegations of land.:.. 

locked countries which considered that their interests would be better and more 

appropriately safeguarded by international agreements. 

38. Reference was made to the :interests and rights of shelf-locked States, States with 

narrow shelves and States with short coastlines, particularly with regard to the 

internat_ional regime for the· sea-b~d area beyond · national jurisdiction, fisheries and 

free· access to and from the high seas. The special interests and needs of developing 

countrie's faliing within these categnries were also referred to. Mention was made of 

the ' interests and rights of States with broad shelves, including those which had 

exercised sovereignty thereon for a period of :time. 
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39. Hei"erence was made to various kinds of archipelagoes and to the criteria applicable 

to them., The special characteristics of archipelagic States were also mentioned, and 

in this connexion it was stated that archipelagic States would :r-equire special treatment 

as they were more than a group of islands. It was also added that the special 

interests and needs of archipelagic States with regard to economic development, political 

stability and national security would r equire a special regime which would also 

accommodate other interests by providing- for the innocent passage of foreign ships 

through designated sealanes in archipelagic waters. 

40. Reference was made to the various kinds of islands and to the criteria applicable 

to them such as their size, their location, their population , the marine space related 

to them in order to make a thorough study of the different situations which may arise. 

In particular the regime of islands was referred to in connexion with islands under 

colonial dependence or foreign domination or control or under the sovereignty of a State 

,a.nd'located in the continental shelf of another State in a different continent. Islands 

were also mentioned in general as well as in specific contexts such as the territorial 

sea, the continental shelf and their delimitation, exclusive economic zone beyond the 

territorial sea and other related matters. 

41. On the other hand, views were expressed by some delegations who emphasized the 

indivisibility of territorial' sovereignty and jurisdiction and referred to the dangers 

inherent in drawing any distinction behreen islands according to their size, their 

location, their population and between island States on one hand, and islands under the 

jurisdiction of a State on the other. Stress was furthermore laid on the non-existence 

of a generally recognized concept of continent or of continental shelf as well as on 

the unacceptability of putting forth notions which would apply to some continents and 

not to others. The regime for enclosed and semi-enclosed seas . and for artificial 

islands and installations was also referred to. 

42. It was emphasized that the foregoing reference to islands in no way relates to 

island States. Nore :particularly, with respect to the law of the sea, no distinction 

in the application of rules could be made between coastal States and island States. 

43. It was also statGd that dependent island units maintain their inherent right, on 

attaining indepertdence, to claim on a basis of equality all rights enjoyed by 

independent coastal States. 
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~,4. With reg2.rd to the preservation of the marine environment, the points. referred to 

we1,e .the 1.o0urces ':0f:,pollu1;1op en,t. other hazards · and r:1easures to combat· the;,, , the 

measures to·. IJ!'Eis_erve the . :{:Ua:J..ity and ecological bal:ai1ce of the marine environment, the 

respons~btJ.-it;,0
'. a.n9-_ 1i0bili:ty for damR.L.re tC?· the marine envircmr:nent . a..'1d to the qoastal 

State , tlle responsibility .':'Ind lia.bJ...tny ior· c:lrunages res-..ilt~ng 1·rom the 'use. of th2.t 

envirorun•,m1 r the :.dgp.ts . ti.nd .. duties of coastal States, and international co-operation to 

preserve the ma~-:-ine environment. 

45. In connexion ,ti th · scientific research, .refe_renoe was made to . the nature, 

character:s. sti.cs: and obJect:i..ves 01 scientific research of the oceans, to regulation of 

scientific research, to 2.ccess to scientific information 2-11d to international 

co-ope r ation. Different views were expressed on the auestion of freedom of scien~ific 

rese;:i..rch, especially ,·Ti th regard to maritime spaces other th?.n the high seas. 

46. So far as developnent and tr2.nsfer of techr,ology are concerned, the points 

mentioned were the development of technological capabilities of developing countries, . 

the sharing of knowledge and technology between developed roid develo1)ing countries, the 

trai.ning of personnel from developing countries and the transfer of technology to . 

developing count:ries. I-:; was reiterated that the Sub-Committee, through the Committee, . 

should recommend to the Genera.l AsseI'lbly to rccuest the relevant specie.lized agencies 

and the industrial and developed States to expend or accelerate the tr2in..i.ng of 

personnel from the developing S-i;~.tes in all :.ce spects of marine science and technology. 

A further point mentioned was contrt- 7_ in the use of such technology 2~s .might have • 

13erious effects on marine environment. 

47. • Reference was 11irnvise made to cuestions such as regional · arrangements end 
' universal arrangements, peaceful uses of the ocean space, zone ::, of peace and securi:ty, 

transmission .from the high seas, archaeological and hist():rical treasures on the sea-bed 

and oce2_TJ. floor beyond the limits of nationill jurisdiction, the e11-riancing of the 

uni versa.I pe.rticipation of States ih multi lateral conventions relating to the law of 

the sea, and•the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

III. ADOP.rION .OF THE LIST OF SUBJECTS Al-TD ISSlTES REL.ATilTG. TO THE L.I\.W OF THE SEA 

48. At its 45th meeting, hel9- on 16 August 1972, the Sub-Committee 2,pproved the list 

of subjects and issues relating to the le.w of the sea resulting froE1 the informal. 

consultations and negotiations; . The approved list! is there.by transr.ri tted. t .o, .the 

Committee. It reads as follows; . 

"Explenatory Note 

The present list of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea has been 

prepared in ~.ccordance '?-t1l • General Misembly resolution . 2750. C' (n.'V). 

The .. list is not necessarily complete· ·nor does· it establish the order of priority 

for consideration of the various subjects and issue·s. 
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I 

Since the list ha's been prepared following a comprehensive approach and 2.ttempts • 

to embrace a wide range of possibilities, sponsorship or acceptance of the list does 

not prejudice the position of ai.iy State or commit any Ste.te with respect to the i terns 

on it or to the order, forn or classific2,tion according to which they 2..re presented. 

Consequently the list should s erve as a framework for discussion and dra.fting of 

necessary articles. 

List of subjBcts and issues relatin~o the law of the sea 

1. International r egime for the sea-bed and the ocean floor beyond n 2.tionaJ. 

ju;dsdiction 

l .1 Nature and characteristic s 

1. 2 International machinery: structure, functions, powers 

1.3 Economic i npJ.ications 

1. 4 E~uitable sha.ring of benefits bearing in mind the special interests and 

needs of the developing countries, whether coast2J. or land-locked 

1. 5 Definition and limits of the a.reJ/ 

1.6 Use exclusively for pe aceful purposes 

2. Territorial sea. 

2.1 Nature and characteristics, including the auestion of the unity or plurality 

of regimes in the territorial sea 

2. 2 Historic v!e.ters 

2,3 . Limits 

2.3.1 Question of the delimitc.tion of the territorial seai various 2.spects involved 

2.3.2 Breadth of the territorial sea. Global or regional criteria. Open seas 

and oceans , semi-closed seas and enclosed seas 

2. 4 Innocent pa ssage in the territorial sea. 

2. 5 Freedom of n .:wigation and overflight resulting from the 0ue stion of 

plurality of 1·egines in the territorial sea 

3 , Contiguous ~one 

3 .l Nature and characteristics 

3,2 Limits 
... 

3 . 3 Rights of coastal States 1-.ri th regard to national security, customs and 
' . 

fiscal control, s2nitation and immigration regulations 

1/ To be considered in the light of the procedural agreement as set out in 
paragraph 22 of the report of the Committee (A/8~21). 



Straits used for int~rne,tional navigation 

4,1 Innocent passage 
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4, 2 Other related mdters including the auestion of the right of trcmsi t 

Continental shelf 

5.1 Nature and scope of the sovereig.1. rights of coastal States over the 

. continental shelf. Duties of States 

5. 2 Outer limit of the continerital shelf: applicable criteria 

7,3 Question of the delirni tation between States; various aspects involved 

5.4 Natural resources of the continental shelf 

5. 5, Regime for ,Ta,ters superjacent to the continental shelf 

5.6 Scientific research 

Exclusive economic zone beyond the terri toric?l sea 

' 

6.1 Nature and characteristics, including rights and jurisdiction of coastal.. 

States in relation to resources, pollution control and scientific research 

in the zone. Duties of States 

6.2 Resources of the zone 

6.J Freedon of n avigation and overflight 

6.4 Regional arrcm.genents 

6.5 Limits: applicable criteria 

6. 6 Fishe:des 

6.6.1 Exclusive fishery zone 

6. 6. 2 Preferential rights of coastal States · 

6.6.3 Management and conservation 

6. 6.4 Protection of coastal St2,tes' fi[heries in enclosed and serni--et).closed seas 

6. 6. 5 Regime of_ islands under foreign dowination and control in reh,tion to zones 

of exclusive fishing jurisdiction 
- . 

6. 7 Sea-bed .within n2.tiorial jurisdiction 

6. 7 .1 1T a ture and cha.racteri stic s 

6. 7. 2 Delineation between adjacent mid opposite States· 

6. 7 .3 Sovereign rights over natural resources 

6.7.4 Limits: applicable criteria 

6.8 Prevention and cOrttrol of pollution and other ha~_ards to the marine 

environment 

6.8.1 Rights and responsibilities of coastal Sta,tes 

6.9 Scientific reseal'ch 
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7 • CoD..stal State preferentie.l right s or othor non-exclusive ,j1rr.isdic+ion ovsr 
;:•E: ·.;ouT~:es beyori6 i:;iw territorial 1.wa 

..., ,1 Nature, .scope e_pj ch,.racter::..sti::::s 

7 .2 Sso.-b.sd ::esou.rces 

7.3 Fisheries 

'i. 4 Preventi.c.,;.-1 <1nd control 01' :PO) l 1 ·;tion and oth9r :1azarc1s t.-: tile m.?.rine 
environment 

7 • 5 International co-opera·~ion in the study aLd rational exp:i.r..)ii; ;;, tion of 
marine resources 

7.6 Settlement of disputes 

7. 7 Other xi;;: .:2 und obli.cat~.on.s 

8. Hi,4:h seas 

8.J Natu:r:2 and ch2.ract.2ristic0 

Rights and <lutir!: of S<;a-c;es 

Question of the frsedo:n.s of the high seas anc. their r egulation 

Na.nagernent and (;Onserv,~tio:1 of living resources 

Slavery, pirc,cy, drugs 

Hot pursuit 

9. Land-locked countries 

9.4 

General P:rinciples of the Law of the Sea concerning the land-locked 
countries 

Ri.ghts and interests of land-locked countries 

Free access to and from the see.: freedom of transit, me ens end 
facilities for transport and communications 

Equality of treatment in the ports of transit States 

Free access to the international sea-bed a=ea beyond national jurisdi·ctior 

Participation in the international rfgime, including the machinery and 
the equitable sharing in the benefits of the area 

Particular interests and needs of developing land-locked countries in the 
international r~gime 

Rights and interests 01 land-locked countries in regard to living 
resources of the sea 

10. Rights and interests of shelf-locked States and States with narrow shelves or . 
short coas tlines 

10.1 

10.2 

10.3 

International r~gime 

Fisheries 

Special interests and needs of developing shelf-locked States and States 
with narrow shelves or short coastlines 

Free access to and from the hi.gh seas 



11. Rights a.'11.d interests of Staternyith broad shelves 

12. Preservation of the marine enviro;:mwnt 
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12.1 

12.2 

12.3 

Sources of pollution and other hazards and measures to combat them 

Measures to preserve the ecological balance of the marine enviror.imAnt 

Responsibility and ·liability for damage to the ~arine environment and to 
the coastal State 

Rights ar.d duties of coastal States 

International co-operation . 

13. Scientific research 

13.1 Nature, characteristics and objectives of scientific research of the 0ccn.ns 

13.2 Access to scientific i.nformati:m 

13. 3 TnternF..tional co-operation 

14. Development and transfer of technology 

14.1 Development of technological capab1lities of developing c.ou.ntries 

14. 1. i Sharing of knowledge and technology betwe.en developed and developing 
countries 

14.1.2 Training of personnel from developing countries 

14.1.3 Transfer cf technology to develo~ina countries 

15. Regional arrangements 

16. Archipelagoes 

17. Enclosed and semi-enclosed seas 

18. Artificial islands and installations 

19, Regime of islands: 

(a) Islands under colonial dependence or foreign domination or control; 

(b) Other related matters. 

20, Responsibility and liability for damage resulting from the use of the marine 
environment 

21. Settlement of disputes 

22." Peaceful uses of the ocean space; zones of peace and securizy 

23. Archaeological and historical tr8a9ures on the sea-bed and ocean floor beyond the 
limits of national jurisdiction 

24. Transmission from the high se2.s 

25. Enhanc'ing the universal participation of States in multilateral conventions 
relating to the law of the sea" 
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49- It was agreed that items 6 and 7 might be treat~d simultaneously. 

50. Certain delegations, in eA'J)ressing and explaining th&ir acceptance or the list, 

reiterated the importance they attached to the understanding referred to in the 

explanatory note. In particular, they emphasized their understanding that the list 

could in no way circumscribe the righf of delegations to advance their ideas or · 

points of view or prejudice their substantive positions on ari.Y item. · 

51. Some delegations reserved their position on certain items of the list. The 

relevant statements made thereon by such delegations are recorded in sunm1axy reco:r·ds 

A/AC.138/SC.II/SR.44 and 45 of Sub-Committee II. Other delegations pointed out that 

the reservations in no way ai'fected thG provisions contained in paragraph 3 of the' 

explanatory note of th(, list. 

IV. FUTURE WORK OF TJB SUE-CQ!vJVlITTEE 

52. On 16 August, following agreen:.ent in the Suo-Co:imr.ittee on the list of subjects 

and issues, the delegations of Australia and Canada ,.;abled 2. paper containing 

proposals for _the .;future orgar>ization of the wo::i:-k of Sub-:-Commit-cee -II. These ar:e 

contained in document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.14, which is attached as Annex XX. TiJ'l\e _was 

not available to give it detailed cons_ideration. The hope was expressed, however, 

that early agreement would be reafhed on · the organization of the future work of ·the 

Sub-Committee. 

V. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE 

53. At its 47th meeting, on 17 August 1972, the Sub-Committee adopted thP. present 

report and decided to transmit it to the Committee. · 
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L.Note: the text of the documents referred to in the annexes listed below 
will be inserted in the edited version of the repori/ 

ANNEX I 
List of subjects and issues relating_ to the ,law of the sea to be submitted to the 

Conference on the Law of the se-a sponsored by Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon, 

Ceylon, Chile, China_, Ciolombia, Qongo, Cyprus, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, 

Fi.ii, Gabon,~. Guatemala, Guyana, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, 

Ivory Goa.st, Jamaica, Ken.ya, Kuwait, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malaysia, ?'.auritania, 
' 

Iv.lauritious, Mexico, !;t>rogco, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Pa..;.ama, ~. Philippines, 

Romania, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Trinidad-and Tabag£, Tunisia, 

United Rep_ublic of Tanzania, Uruguay:, Venezuela, Yemen, ~lavia and Zajre 

(document A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

L,text to be inserte4,7 

ANNEX II 

.Amepdments submitted by Malta (document A/AC.138/67) to the list of subjects and 

issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on the Law of 

the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

L,text to be insert(;lg/ 

ANW".uX III 

Amendments submitted by the United States of America (document A/AC.138/68) to· 

the list of subjects a..'ld issues relating tc the law of the sea to be submitted to the 

Coruerence on the Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 
L,text to -be .· inserteg] 

ANNEX IV 
l'unendment submitted by Greece and J:..i~h (document A/AC.138/69 and Add.l) to the 

list of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the 

Conference on the Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

L,text to be insertegj 
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~"'INEX V 

Amendments ,submitted by Japan (document A/AC.138/70) to the list of subjects 

md issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on the 

Law of' the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

Ltext to .be inserted/ 

.ANNEX VI 

Amendments -submitted by the trnion of Soviet Socialist Republics (document 

A/AC.138/71) to the list of subjects and issues to be submitted to the Conference on 

the Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

Ltext to be inserteg/ 

ANNEX VII 

.Amendments submitted by Afgha.µ1stan; Au~tria., Belgium, B'.)livia, Q..zech'?_§_lova.kia, 

Hungary, Mal:i,_, Nepal and ~ambia (document A/AC.138/72 and Corr.l) to the list of 

subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference 

on the Law of the Sea (A/AG.138/66 and Corr.2) 

Ltext to be insertegJ' 

AffilEX VIII 

Amendments submitted by Turkey (dpcument A/AC.138/74 and Corr.l) to the list of 

subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference 

on the Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

• Lt,-ext to be inserteg/ 

h,NWEX_+X 

Amendments s.:ubmit, ted by France, the Nethe~lands and the United Kingdom of Great. 

Britain and Northern Ireland (do~ument A/AC.138/76} to the list of subjects and issues 

relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on the Law of the Sea 

(A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

{text to be inserteg/ · 

Ai'\JNEX X 

Amendments submitted by Poland (document A/AC.138/77) to the list of subjects 

&nd issues relating to the law of the ·sea to be submitted to the Conference on the 

Law of t:1e Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

&ext to be insertegJ° 
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Amendment submitted by Japan (docwnent A/AC.1.38/78) to the lis:t of subjects 

and issues relating to the. law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on the 

Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) 

Ltext ~ be inserteg/ 

~ XII 

List of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to 

the'Conference on the Law of the Sea submitted by Malta (document A/AC.l.38/75 and Corr.]). 

Ltext to be insertegJ° 

ANNEX XIII 

Draft article on fishing (basic provisions and explanatory note) submitted by 

the Union of Soviet Socialist Renublics (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.6) 

Ltext to be inserteg/ 

Al.1NEX XIV 

Draft articles on straits used for international navigation submitted by the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.7) 

Ltext to be inserte~J 

Al"\JNEX XV 

Working paper on management of the living resources of the sea submitted by 

Canada (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.8) 

Ltext to be inserteg/ 

A1'll'IBX XVI 

Revised .draft fisheries article submittedby the United States of America 

(document
1 

A/AC.138/SC.II/L.9) 

Ltext to be insertegJ • 

ANNEX XVII 

Draft articles on exclusive economic zone concept submitted by Ken.ya 

(document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.10) 
·Ltext to be insertegJ° 

ANNEX XVIII 

Working paper on principles for a fisheries regime submitted by Australia and 

New Zealand (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.11) 

Ltext to be inserteg/ 
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ANHEX XIX 

Proposals for a regime of fisheries on th~ high seas submitted by J~JL~tl 

(document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.12} 
Ltext to be inserteg/ 

ANNEX XX 

Proposals for the future organization of the work of Sub-Commit.tee II su.h:n.:Lt.ted 

by Australia and Canadg (A/AC.138/SC.II/L.14) 
.Ltext to. be· inserteg/ 

ANNEX XXI_ 

Index to summary records of Sub-Committee II 

Ltext to be inserte~ 




