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I. INFRODUGT.JON

1. Sub-Commlttee II, which was one ofi'the three.Sub-Committees of the Mhole .set up-
in Mhrch 1971, cont:nued its work during: 1972._AUhder the terms of dhe iagtebnent of -
12 March 1971 on the organization of worxl .of “the Committee on the Peaceful‘ﬁses of
the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the limits of National Jurisdiction, the e
.follow1ng subjects and issues were allocated.to Sub-Commlttee II:

"To prepare a comprehensive list of subJects and issues relating to the
law of the sea, including those concerning the régime of the high seas, the
continental shelf, the territorial sea (including the question of its breadth
and the question of international stralts) and contiguous zone, ‘fishing and
conservation of the living resources of the high seas (lncludlng 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 comprehens1ve list of subgects and issues -
related to the law of the sea."

2. With regard to the outgtanding issues that under.the above-mentioned agreement: -
were left to be determined later, the Chairman of the Committee at its 66th meeting,
on 27 August 1971, read out the following agreement2 '

"The question of the international régime 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 1nstance, the allocation of more time to
Sub-Committee I.

"While each Sub—Committee 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 recommendations of Sub-Committee IXI

' 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 Assembly, Twenty-sixth session,
Supplement No. 21 (A/8421), para. 19. .

2/ Ibid., para. 22.
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_4. Being a sub-committee of the whole, Sub-Committee II was composed of thé States
nembers of the Committee as enlarged by General Assembly resolutions 2750‘0, (xxv)
~and 2881 (XXVI). Also present were observers of the Member States of the United Nations
vhich accepted the invitation to participate as such in the Committee'’s proceeaings,
FAQ, IAEA TMCO, UNESCO and its IOC, WMO and UNCTAD, were also repre ented at the
meetings as observers.

5. At its twenty-fourth meeting, on 1 March 1972, the Sub-Committee decided that
officers temporarily absent would be replacéd,‘pending their return, by members of
 their resﬁective delegations. Thus; Mr. Diggs (leerla) and Mr, Kostov (Bulgaria)
acued as Vice~Chairmen during the temporary absence of Mr. Holder and Mr., Yankov
.respectively and Mr. Kassem (Egypt) as Rapporteur aurlng the temporary absence of
Mr. Abdel-Hamid. In the absence of Mr. Galindo Fohl, the Sub-Committee at its
thirty-third meetmg, on 17 July 1972, elected Mr. Martinez Moreno (El Salvador) as
Chairman. The Burean of Sub-~Committee II was comrnsed of the following officers:

Cheirman: Mr. Reynaldo GALINDO POHL (EL Salvador)
(during the March meetings)

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

Vice-Chairmen: Mr. M. Burleigh HOLDER (Liberia)
Mr, Ezedine KAZEMI- (Iran)
Mr. Alexander YANKOV (Bulgaria)
_ Mr. Necmettin TUNCEL (Turkey)
Rapporteur: 'Mr. Shaffie ABDEL-HAMID (Egypt) |
6. ~As adopted in 1971, the agenda (A/AC.138/SC.II/L.1) of the Sub-Committee,
reproduced in paragraph 92‘of last year's report, read as follows:

"l., Opening of the session.
"2. Election of officers.
3. Adoption. of the agehda.

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 Comm;ttee,
on 12 March 1971.

5. Adoption of the report."
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7.3"The.guidelineS'for the organization of work of’the'Sub-Committee, as agreed -in
v1971,.were contained in a ;?tfer and a statement of the Chairmah, recorded in

~ béfagraphs 93 and 95 of last year's report. The letter (4/AC.138/SC.II/L.2) read
inter alia as followsi- '

tH
Soeseveo sy

"2, To .accomplish its mandate the Sub-Committee may adopt various procedures.
All procedures that are customary in the United Nations practice are open
to its choice, o

"3,  The Sub-Committee may wish to commence its work with an exchange of views
concerning the subjects and matters allocated to it, including the question of
the preparation of a comprehensive list of subjects and issues relating tc the

~law of the sea and the preparation of draft treaty articles theresn., 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.

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 shculd like
to remind you of the text of my note of 18 March 1971 (A/AC.138/SC-II/L.2),
which was adopted as a guidance for the work of the Sub-Committee during the

. present session, an extract from which reads as follows: [see,first‘sqnteQCe
of point 3 of the letter reproduced above in this paragraph].

"The 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
later, at a suitable moment, in accordance with:the procedure which the
Sub-Comnittee considers appropriate; possibly through the establishment of
working groups." ' .

8. Paragraphs 98 and 99 of last year's report contained the following explanations
in connexion with the consideration in 1971 of the guestions refé:red to the

Sub-Committee:

_ "98, The Sub-Committee considered the questions referred to it by the Committee
at its 3rd and 5th-20th meetings, held on 19 March and from 27 July to
23 August., During 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-Committee., The importance of
the Sub-Committee's work in the context of the preparation of the future
cenference on the law of the sea was generally recognized. The Sub-Committee
concluded the first stage of its work, namely the general -debate on the guestions
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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- 199, It was generally agreed that the preparation, at the present stage, of‘ a

comprehensive list of subjects and issues on the law of the sea should be
undertaken with a certain flexibility in order to be. able to adjust the list
in the light of the ‘progress of work; it being understood that whether or not
a particular subject or issue was iricluded in the list would not prejudice the
position of any delegation regarding the intrinsic value or pubstance 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 of the sea. It was also uliderstood that the list would not prejudge

.the order of prlorlty 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." '

When the Sub—Commlttee was reconvened on 1 March 1972, the Chairman made, at the

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

accepted at the same meeting by the Sub—Commlttee.

10.

",.. 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
paragraphs 93, 98 and 99 of the Committee's report (A/8421), which were drawn
from the Sub-Committed's report. It was clear that the general debate had been
concluded and that the Sub-Committee 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-Committee should continue to follow the programme of work
adopted at Geneva, as specified in paragraph 92 of the report.™

As it appears from the‘sumﬁary records, at the conclusion of the 1972 lMerch series

of meetings,'the Chairman of the Sub-Committee reported orally to the bommittee as
follow

"The Sub-Committee had held several meetings, during which it had hsexrd
the statements of various delegations on substantive questions. At the same
time, in conformity with a decision taken 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 law of
the sea to be submitted to the third Conference on the Law of the Sea. The
list that had been submitted following those consultations (A/AC.138/66) had
subsequently been considered 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” been unable to achieve its ass1gned objective of preparing

a definitive llst "

3/
(4/AC.138/SR.T6).

See summary record of the seventy-sixth session of the Committee
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11. The various documents submitted to the Committee were at the dispogal of the Sth-
Committee, 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 Governments of Member States.

12. In addition, and pursuant to requests previously made, FAO submitted 1nformatlon
concerning regulatory fishery bodies (A/AQ.138/64), conservation problemes with special
reference to new technology (A/AC.138/65), an expanded and revised atlas of the living
resources of the seas (FID/C/126-Rev.1l), fishing methods likely to have adverse efiects
on the conservation of fishery resources (FID/C/147), gedentary, migratory and inter-
mingling species, their hsbitat and distribution (FID/C/148), and a series of fishery
country profiles. '

II: CONSIDERATION OF QUESTIONS REFERRED TO THE SUB-COMMITTEE BY THE COMMITTEE UNDER
THE TERMS OF THE AGREEMENT REACHED ON THE ORGANIZATION OF WORK READ BY THE
CHATIRMAN AT THE FORTY-FIFTH MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON 12 MARCH 1971

13. The Sub-Committee considered the questions referred to it by the Commlttee at ivs
25th, 27th to-32nd, and 34th to 45th meetings, held on 15 and 22 to 30 March and 18 July
to 16 August 19725/. A series of informal meetings were also held in connexion wivh
the elaboration of a comprehensive list of subjects and issues on the law of the ssa
under the chairmanship either of the Chairman of the main Committeei/ or of the Chairman
of Sub—Committee 11, or jointly. Consultations and negotiafions among delegations
concentrated on the elaboration of the compreheﬁsive list requested by General Assembly
resolution 2750 C(XXV). ‘ ,

14. It was generally agreed that the list of subgects and issues on the law of the Sea,
without being necessarily complete, should be prepared following a comprehensive
approach andlghould attempt to embrace a wide range of possibilites. It was also
understood that the list would not establish the order of priority for consideration of
the various sufjectS'and issues and that sponsorship or acceptance of the list would not
preaudlce the posltlon of any State or commit.any State with respect to the itemc «r it
or to the order, form or clas51flcatlon according to vhich they were presented. It was
generally agreed that the list should serve as a framework for discussion and drafting

of necessary articleg.

_/ An index to summary records of the Sub—Committee is given in Amnex XXI to <r«
present report.
: 5/ See summary records of the seventy-sixth (A/AC 138/SR.76), and seventy-seveuin
(2/4C.138/SR,T7) meetings of the main Commlttee, held on 30 March and 17 July 1972
respectively. .
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15. As in previous sessions, emphasis was placed on the need for taking into account
the interests of all States, developing and developed, coastal States, land-locked
States, States with short coastlines, archipelago States, island States, shelf-locked
"States, States with narrow shelves, Stetes with broad shelves, etc., the speéial
interests and needs of the developing countries, whether land-locked or coastal, and
all relevant aspects of the problems to be studied (legel, vpolitienl, strategic, economig
gocial, technical, scientific, etc.) az well as geographical considerations. Reference
was also made to regard for general international interests in connexion with various
matters.
. 16. Concerning the preparation fo a comprehensive list of'subjects and issues relating
to the law of the sea, the Sub-Committee had before it, in addition to the proposals
submitted in 1971§/, a list to be submitted to the conference on the law of the sea
proposed by Algeria, Argentina, Bfazil, Caméroon, Ceylon, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo,

Cyprus, Ecuador, Egypt, El S:l1vador, Ethiopia, Piji, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guyana,

Iceland, India, Indonesis, Iran, Irag, Ivory Coasi, Jemaica, Kenya, Kuwait, ILiberia, I.ibwy

Madagascar, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritiuz, Mexico. Morocco, Nicaragua, Nigeria,

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

Sudan, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Veneczuela,
Yemen, Yugoslevia and Zeirc (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 United States of
America (A/AC.138/68) (see text in Annex III); by Greece and Italy (4/AC.138/69 and

Add 1) (see text in Anmex IV); by Japan (A/AC.138/70 and A/AC.138/78) (seé texts in
Annexes V and XI); by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/AC.138/71) (see text
in Annex VI); jointly by Afghanistan, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Czechoslévakiag'
Hungary, Mali, Nepal and Zambia (A/AC.1%8/72 and Corr.l) (see text in Annex VII); by
Turkey (4/AC.138/74 and Corr.l) (see text in Annex VIII); jointly by France, the
Netherlande, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Treland (4/AC.138/76)
(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 Malta
(A/AC.138/75 and Corr.1l) (see text in Annex XII).  These documents were the subject 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 Assembly, Twenty-sixth Session, Supplement
No. 21 (4/8421), para. 101 and Annex 1, 2, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 15 and 16.
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17. In 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.138/SC.II/L.4)1/; a working paper containing a draft ocean space treaty,
scme parts of which dealt with subjects allocated to Sub-Committee I7, submitted in
/1971 by Malta (a/AcC. 138/53)-/, a draft article on fishing together with an explanatory
note (A/AC 138/SC II/L 6) and draft articles on straits vsed for international nev1gdtlon
(4/AC.138/SC.II/L.7) submitted in 1972 by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (see
texts in Armex XIII and XIV); a working paper on management of the living Tesources of
the sea (A/AC.138/SC.II/L.8) submitted in 1972 by Canada (see text in Ammex XV); a
revised draft fisheries article (A/AC.138/SC.T1I/L.9) submitted in 1972 by the Unitea
States of America (see text in Annex XVI), dratt articles on exclusive. economic ‘Zone -
concept (4/AC.138/SC.I1/L.10) submitted in 1972 by Xenya (see text in annex XVII); a

’ worklngApaper.on prlnc1p1es for a fisheries régime (A/AC.138/SC,II/L.11)submlttedv1n-

1972 by Austrelia and New Zealand (see text ih Innex XVIII); and proposals for a régime -
-of fisheries on the high seas (4/4C.138/5C.T1/1.12) submitted in 1972 by Japan (see text
in Ahﬁex XIX). While‘a preliminary éxcnange of views took place on some aspects of
theéé documents, the Sub-Committee, however,'did not proceed to a detailed examination
of them. ‘

18. Duripg the debate, reference was ma&e to the topics enumerated in_General 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 concefning the territorial sez were its nature and
characteristics, including the guestion of fhe unity or plurality of régimes, the
breadth of the territorial sea,ithe global or regional criteria as well as geographical
mdieria(open seas and oceans; semi-enclosed seas; enclosed .seas)t- define sUchtmaﬁth,the

question of the delimitation of the territorial ses and the various aspects involved, -

Text in Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-sixth Session,
Supplement No. 21 (A/8421), Annex IV,

§/ Text in ibid, Amnex 1, 11.




A/KC.138/83
page 9

historic waters, straits used for international navigation (see paragraphs 21 to 23
below), the sovereignty of the coastal State over its tervitorial sea, innocent passage
through the territorial ses as paszage not vrejudicia® tc the peace, good order or
security of the coastal State, and freedom.of naevigation and overflight resulting from
the question of plurality of régimes in the territorial sea.

20. The neture, characteristics and limits of the contiguous zone and the rights of the
coastal State in such a zone with regard %o national security, customs and fiscal
contrel, sanitation and immigration regulations were also referred to. In this
connexion reference was made to the vprotection of international rights and interests in
th> zone.

2l. VWith respect to straits reference was made to the differences in their relative
importance for international navigation, to straits used for international navigation,
to siraits within erchipelagoes, #~7 to the present customary and treaty régimes on
straits.

22. The point was made, in this commexion, that innocent passage through straits used
for interﬁational,navigation as recognized and reguleted at présent with regard to
various categories of ships harmonized adequately, on the one hand, the sovereignty and
the protection of the interests of coastal States (seﬁurity requirenents, prevention of
risks, safety of navigation, measures to combat'pollution) and, on the other, the
interests of international navigation. It was also stated that navigetion 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 arbitrary 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 aviation regulations slready provided for overflight of
Toreign territory by civilian aircraft, including sitraite in the territorial sea. It
was emphasized that a distinction should be made between the true interests of inter-
national navigation and the deployment of naval and air forces at sea. Finally, it was
stated that although a different régime for passage through straits would seemingly
provide for safety of navigation and security requirements, in fact, suggestions to
that effect were superfluous, since they were already covered by existing internmational
lav, did not provide the coastal States Vith real’ enforcement powers, and aimed at

purposes other than promoting the interests of civil international navigation.
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23, From another point of view, it was stated that the interests of internafionalk
navigation requiréd free fraﬂsit through and over straits used for international
navigation because the régime of innocent passage might be open to &arious '
interpretations and might not offer all the necessary safeguards. It wss also
stated that free transit through stralts used for international nav1gatlon was
collateral to the freedom of the high seas and facilitated communlcatlons between
States. It was added that free transit should be maintained through‘and over
straits used for international navigation connecting one paft of the high seas with
another part of the high seas. Reference was also ﬁade'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 régime of innocent passage should
prevail in those straifs. Free transit, it vas 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
regulafions'which should provide for the prevention of accidents and pollution as
well as for flag-State strict liability for damages caused to the coastal State by
accidents resultlng from deviations from 1nternatlona11y agreed regulatlons. It
was also added that free transit wculd be exercised in’ accordance with strict rules
intended to av01d causing any threat to the securlty of the coastal State. In
addition, it was stated that the law of the sea treaty should requlre State,
1nclud1ng military, alrcraft to normally observe existing civil aviation
regulatlons, and also require State aircraft to operate at all tlmes with 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 sﬁch regulations. Flnally, it was underlined that existing international
agreements on suralts should not be affected.

”24. With regard to contlnental shelf, points were made in connexiqn with the nature
| and ‘scope of the sovereign rights of coastsl States over the continental shelf, the
duties of States in respectvof the continental shelf, the outer limit of the
continental shelf and the applicable criteria or a combination thereof to define such
| limit, the qusstion of the delimitation of the continental shelf between States and
the various problems involved, for instance the delimitation betieen 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 poastaluState préferential rights or other
non—exclusive‘jurisdiction'oyer resources beyond the territorial sea. _

26. -With regard to the exclusive economic zone beyond the territorial sea the
points mentioned were:  the nature.and'chargcteristics of the zone, including the
rights and jurisdiction of coastal States %o 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 coastaIKStafes' fisheries in enclosed and semi-enclosed seas, and régime of
islands under foreign domination and control in relation to zones of exclusive
fishing jurisdiction; sea—bed‘ﬁithin 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
thaf respéct; and'scientific research. During the debate reference was made to
the draft articles on exclusive economic zone concept submitted bybgggxg as well as
to the Declaration of Santo Domingo of 7 June 1972. » v

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'énd rational'exnloitation 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 -

Rgpubliés, Canada, the United States of America, jointly by Australia and New Zealand,
and by Japan. | ’

28. More specific §0infs regarding fisheries and exclusive economic zone orlpoastal
State preferential righfs or other non-exclusive jurisdiction are noted in paragraphs
30 to 34 below. Referehée was also made to the rights and interests of land-locked
States in regard-to the éxclusive economic zone end 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. Ag to the régii:e cf the high seas reference was made to iis nature and
characterigtics, to the righte and anties of States or the high seas, to the question
cf the freedoms of the high seas and their regiiia‘cion, to freedom of navigation
througn end overﬂié;ht of the high seas and other freedoms or uses, in particular

to fishing and regulation, management and conservation of the living resources of
the high seas (for cpscific voints on the matter see parazraphs 30 tu 34 below) as
well as to the laying of sub-marine cables and pipelines on the bed of the high sess.
Hention was aligo made of {he prevention and repression of sglavery, piracy and illicit
traffic in drugs on the high seas, and of the exercise of hot pursuit on the high
sezs and other metters. For free access to the sea of land~locked countries end
related natters see paragraphs %6 snd 37 beleow.

30. Concerning fisheries and conservation of . the iliving resources of the sea beyond
the territorial sea, reference wes made to rational utilization of such resources
because of their imporiance in ensuring man's nutrition, to the situation of Sizies
dependent upon their coastal fisherieg for their livelihcod or econocmic duvelolms.nt,
to the interests of other Sﬁates, particularly least developed countries,-
geograpnically disadvantaged States, including land-locksd and éhelf-iockéd
countries, and developed States with local or geographically isolated popalations
heavily dependent on fisheries and States dependent on long-distant-water fisheries,
to the different types of fisheries and fishery exploitation, including eoastal
figheries and tra.dltlnnal or historic fisheries in coastal waters, to the problens
deriving from over-exploitation or under-utilization of resources, %o coastal
fishery resources as a part of the natural resources of the ccastal State, to
measuree for conservation and development of the living resources of the sea and
its protection against poliution and other hazards having harmful effect, to the
relationship between the protection of the marine environment as a whole and the
conservation end management of the living resources of the sea, and to the
distinction and the relationshiv between conservation and utilization of the 1living
resources of the sea. '

31, Reference was made to the nced for more preclse rules, on a vorld-wide or
reglonal basm, vith respect to regllatlon, allocation, management, control, and
conservation of fisheries beyond the territorial sea in accordance with criteria for

equitable and rational utilization of the living resources and toking into account

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

Hovever, different views were advanced with regard t0
the régime or system vhich should be established.

geological) factors involved.
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32. A number of delegations recognized that cozstal States sought to reserve for
their nationals living resources of the sea in areas adjacent to their coasts. There
was a wide support for the ﬁiew that this entailed certain specific rights and duties
for all coastal States with respect to utilization, allocation, management snd
conservation of such resources. Particular reference was made to developing coastal
States and the view was widely expfessed that any future régime should safeguard the
special interests and rights of developing coastal States. BEqually, reference was
also made to States or areas heavily dependent on fisheries whose specizl interests
and needs should be taken fully into account in any future régime. Broazdly speaking,
coastal States' rights were expressed in either of two forms: exclusive sovereign
rights or preferentizl fishing rights. On the other hand, a number of delegztions
considered it necessary to take into account the interests of distant-vaters
fisheries.and the migratory characteristics of species.

3%3. Some representatives elaborated on the particuler régime on fishing and
conservation of the living resources of the sea which, in their view, should be
established. An example of an approach based on the concept of "exclusive economic
zone" under which the coastal State would have sovereign rights and the exercise of
which would not exceed 200 nautical miles was contcined in the draft articles
submitted by Kenyes; an example of an epproach based on the principle of the freedom
of fishing in the high seas subject to preferential rights of developing coastal
States in the areo directly zdjacent to their territorial ses (not exceeding 12 miles),
including the right of reserving annuelly ior itself a given shrre of the allowable
catch in accordence with its fishing capability, was contzined in the draft erticle
submitted by the Qp}pp;gﬁlﬁpy;pﬁ_Spp}pgiﬁﬁ_ﬁppgp;;g§; an exanple of' o functionesl
approach under which the coastal Stzte would have the exclusive manrgement and
regulatory jurisdiction of coastal fisheries (coastel and znodromous species) as 2
custodian, under internationally agreed principles and rules, and would heve
preferentizl rights, potentially exclusive for some speciés, in the exploitation

of such resources was conteined in the working paper submitted by Caneda; an exemple
of a species approach under vhich the coastsl State would regulcote and have preferential
rights to coastal and snsdromous resources to the limits of their migratory range,
including the right to reserve to itself all aveileble catch of these resources it

could harvest, while recognizing that the unique nature of highly migratory oceanic
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species was such that only internationsl orgenizations could properly perform the
,management function, was contained in the revised draft article submitted by the
United States of America; an example.of a zonal approach under vhich the coastal
Stete'would'ﬁaﬁe exclusive jurisdiction over the living resources of the sea uith
certain exceptions'in a‘wide zone adjacent to its territorial sea to be exercised

in accordanre with certain basic DT 1n01p1e° reflecting the coastal State's rlghts

and responsibilities with respect to the resources was contained in the werking paner
submitted by Australia and New Zealand; an example of an approach concerning
preferential rights for protection of coastal fisheries, particularly of developing
coastal States, in relatlon to distant-water fisheries of other States in areas of
the sea ddaacent to the 12—m11e_11m1t, which would entitle a developing coastal

State to a preferential catch corresponding to its harvesting capacity and a
developed coastal State to a differentiated preferential catch in case the‘protection
of its locally conducted small-scale coastal fisheries was necessary, was contained
in the proposals submitted by Japan; and a zonal approach under which there would be
international management of ocearn fisheries; together with exclusive jurisdiction of
the coastal State over living resources within a EOO—mile economic zone to be
exercised in accordance with treaty-defined principles, ﬁas contained in the draft
ocean space treaty submitted by Malta.

34. Different evaluations were made of 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 stirengthened and
developed; particularly on a regionzl basis, because they provided the best framework-
w1thin'which conservation and management measures could be.formulated end aéreed upen
internationally. As for highly migratory species some deregations stated that
international fishery orgenizations provided the most appropriate mechanisu for
conservation and management., Another view was that fhis wes also the case with .
respect to anadromous'species.' D1fferent views vere also expressed on the role and
competence of flshery organizations or commissions 1n the future, cccordlng to the’
characteristics considered more approprlate lor ine regime on flshlng and conservatlon
of the 11v1ng resources of the sea beyond the terrltorlal sea to be establlshed
Another view expressed was that iniernational fishery organlzatlons should be
1ntegrated vithin a more comprehen51ve framework. Mention was also made of the .
enforcement pbWers of the coastal.Sfate in the fraﬁework efrthat régime as well as
of the need of procedures for the peaceful settlement of fishery disputes, 1nclud1ng
compulsory arbitration procedures. It wvas also suggested that control and enforcement

powers should primarily be vested in the regional fisheries orgenizations.
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35. Reference was also made to the international régime for the sea-bed and the ocean
floor beyond national jurisdiction, to its nature and characteristics, international
rachinery ror %he arsa and its structure, functions #nd Powers. the conomic’”

, impliceticnsAresulting from the ekplcxcaflcn of the resources of the area, the'equitable
sharing of benefifs'bearing in miﬁd'the special interests and needs of developing
countries, Qhefherrlandelccked or ccastal the definition and limits of the area, the
harmonlzatlor of the uses of the area and the use of the area exc1u51ve1y for peaceful
purposeo (for the sea-bed within natlonal jurisdiction see paragraph 26 above)

36. Various points concerning the land-locked countries were made in connexion with
the‘higﬁ seas, the sea-~bed beyond national jurisdiction and the exclusive economic zonks
or preterential zones beyond the territorial sea. It was agreed to consider the general
principles of the law of the sea concerning such countries and more spe01flca11y the
follow1ng p01nts. free access to and from the sea, including freedom of transit, means
‘and facllltles for transport and commnications and equality.of treatment in the ports
of the transit States; free access to the international sea-bed area beyond national
juriedic{icn} participation in the international régime, including the machinery, and
in the equitable sharing of the benefits of the area; the living resources of the sea;
and the resources, pollution control and scientific research in exclusive economic zones
or preferential zones beyond the territorial sea. The .particular interests and needs
of deveéloping land-locked countries in the international régime 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 agresments (vilateral or regional) to
be cchciﬁded, althcugh“likewise this reference was questioned by delegations of land-~
locked countries which considered that their interests would be better and more
approprlately safeguarded by . international agreements.

%8, Reference was made to the 1nterests and rights of bhelf-locked States, States with
narrow shelves and States with short coastllnes, particularly with regard to the
1nternatlona1 régime for the sea—bed area beyond- natlonal jurisdiction, fisheries and.
free access to and from the high seas. The special 1nterests and needs of developing
countries falllng within these categories were also referred to. Mention.was made of
thelintereéte and rights of States with broad shelves, including those which had

exercised sovereignty thereon'for‘a period of ‘time.
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39. Reterence was made to various kinds of archipelagoes and to the criteria épplicable
to them. The special characteristics of archipelagic States were also mentioned, and
in this connexion it was stated thét archipelagic States would require special treatment
as. they were more than a group of islands. It was‘also added that the special
interests and negds of archipelagic States with regard to economic development, political
" stability and national security would require a special régime which would also
accommod&ﬁe 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 harine space related
to them in order to make a thorough study of the different situations which way arise.
In particular the régime of islands was referred to in connexion with islands under
colonial dependence or foreign domination or control or under the sovereignty of a State
cand 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 cohtinental shelf and their delimitation, exclusive econdmic 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 between 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 éhelf aé well as on

the unacceptability of putting forth notions which would apply.to some continents and
not to others. The régime 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. lore particularly, with reSpecf 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 stated that dependent island units maintain their inherent right, on
attaining independence; to claim on a basis of equality all rights enjoyed by o

independent coastal States.
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44. With regard to the preservation of the marine environment, the points referred to
were the gources of.pollutien: and, other hazards 2nd measures to combat them, the
measvures to- preserve the c¢uality and ecological balaice of the marine envwronment the
responsivility, and liabilidy for damame to the marine environrent and tc the coastal
#tate, the responsibility snd lizbiiivy 1or-damages. resulting from the use of that
enviromment, the rights and duties of -coastal States, and internationel co-operation to
preserve the marine environment.

45. I¥n connexion with‘eeienfific research, ‘reference was'ﬁade to the nature,.
characteristics  and objectives or scientific research of the oceans, to reguletion of
scienvific ressarch, to access to scientific information and to international
co-operation. Diffe rent views we re expressed on the cuestion of freedom of scientific
research, especially with regard to maritime spaces other than the high seas.

46. So far as development and transfer of techrology are concerned, the points
mentioned were the development of technological capabilities of developing countries,
the sharing df'knowledge and technology between developed and developing countries, the
training of persomnel from developing countries and the transfer of technology to
developing countries. v was reiterated that the Sub-Committee, through the Committee,
should recormend to the Generzl Ass sembly to request the relevant specialized agencies
and the indusirial and developed States to expend or accelerate the treining of
persormel from the developing Siates in all respects of marine science and technology.
A further point mentioned was contrct in the use of such technology as might have
serious effects on marine environment. '

47. Reference was lixkewise nade to ouestlons such as reglonal arrangements and
universal arrangemen s, peaceful uses of the ocean space, zone: of peace and security,
transwission from the high seas, archaeological and historical treasures on the sea-bed
and ocean floor beyond the limits of nafional jurisdiction, the enhancing of the
universal participation of States in'multilafera1~conventioﬁs relating to the law of
the sea, and-the peaceful settlement of disputes. » V -

ITI. ADOPTION OF TﬁE LIST OF SUBJECTS AND ISSUES RELATING TO THE LAV OF THE SEA

48. At its 45th.meeting, held on 16 August 1972, the Sub-~Committee approved the list
of subjecte and issues relating to the law of the sea resulting from the informal ..
consultations and negotiations. -The approved list: is thereby transmitted..to:the
Committee. It reads as foliows:_:

"Explanatory Note

The present list of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea has been
prepared in eccordance with General Assembly resolution 2750.C’ (XXV\
The list is not necessarily complete mor does it establish the order of priority .

for consideration of the various subjects and issues.
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Since thé list has been prepared following a cémprehensive approach and attempts
to embrace a wide range of possibilities, sponsorship or accéptance of the 1ist does
not prejudice the position of any State or commit any State with respect ta the items
on it oi to the order, form or classificetion according to which they are presented.

Consecguently the list should serve as a framework for discussion and drafting of

necessary articles.

lgﬁngg;ﬁgbjgéjs and isgsues relating to the law of the sea
1. International régime for the sea~bed 2nd the ocean floor beyond national
jurisdiction' _ ‘ '
1.1 Nature and characteristics
1.2 International machinery: structure, functions, powers
1.3 Econonic implications
1.4 Equitable sharing of benefits bearing in mind the special interesté and
‘ needs of the develoﬁing countries, whether coastal or land-locked
1.5 Definition and limits of the area® |
1.6 Use exclusively for peaceful purposes
2. Territorial sea
2.1 Nature and.characteristics, including the cuestion of the unity or plurality
of régimes in the territorial cea
2.2 Historic waters
2.3 Limits ‘
2.3.1 Question of the déiimitation of the territorial sea; various aspects involved
2.3.2 Breadth of the territorizl sea. Global or regional criteria. Open seas
and oceaﬁs, semi-closed seas and enclosed seas
2.4 Innocent passage in the territorial sea »
2.5 Freedom of nevigation and overflight resulting from the cuestion of
plurality‘of régines in the territorial sea
3. Contiguous zone
2.1 Nature and characteristics
3.2 Limits ‘
323 Rights of coastal States with regard to national éecurity, customs and

~ fiscal control, sznitation and immigration regulations

l/ To be considered in the light of the procedural agréement as set out in
paragraph 22 of the report of the Committee (4/8421).



Straits used for intdrnationsl navigation

4.1

4.2

Innocent passage’ .

Other related matters including the queétion of the right of transit

Continental shelf

5.1

5.4
5.5.
5.6

Nature and scope of the sovereiga rights of coastal States over the

.continental shelf. Duties of States

Outer limit of the continental shelf: applicable criteria .

Question of the delimitation between States; various aspects involved
Natural resources of the continental shelf

Régime for vaters superjacent>to the continental shelf

Scientific research

Exclusive economic zone beyond the territorial sea

6.1

6.2
6.3
6.4
6.5
6.6
6.6.1
6.6.2
6.6.3
6.6.4
- 6.6.5

6.7
6.7.1
6.7.2
6.7.3
6.7.4
6.8

S 6.8.1
'6.9

Ilature and characteristics, including rights and jurisdiction of coastal.
States in relation to resources, pollution control and scientific research
in the zone. Duties of States
Resources of the zone

Freedon of navigation and overflight
Regional arrangements

Limits: applicable criteria

Fisheries

Exclusive fishery zone

Preferential rights of coastal States-
Management and conservation 7
Protection of coastal Stateé‘ ficheries in enclosed and semi--enclosed seas
Régime of islands under foreign domination ;nd control in reié%ion to zones
of exclusive fishing jurisdiction ' '
Sea-bed within national jurisdiction

Néture end cheracteristics |

Delineation between adjacent and opposite States

Sovereigh rights over natural resources .

Limits: applicable criteria

Prevention and control of pollution and other hagards to the marine
environment '

Rights and responsibilities of coastal States

Scientific research
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7. Coastal State preferential rights or other non~exclusive jurisdiction over
wesovrees beyond tne territorial sea

7.1 Nature, scope eud characteristics

T2 Cra=bed rescurces

T3 Figheries

7.4 Preventicsn znd control or pollvtion and other hazards t~ the norine
enviromment

7.5 International co-operation in the study ard rational expioiisztion of
marine resources

7.6 Settlement of disputes

7.7 Other ris ve and oblipations

6. Hdigh seas

8.1 Wature and cherscuisristics

8.2 Hights and duties of Siates

8.3 Question of the frezedons of the high seas andé their reguistion
- B.4 Mansgensent and conservutioﬁ of living resources

‘8.5 Slavery, piracy, drugs

8.6 Hot pursuit

9. Land-locked countries

9.1 - General Principles of the Law of the Sea concerning the land-locked
i countries
9.2 Rights and interests of land-locked countries

9:2.1 Free access to and from the sea: freedom of transit, means and
facilities for transport and communications

9.2.2 Equality of treatment in the ports of transit States
9.2.3 Free access to the international sea-bed area beyond national jurisdictior

9.2.4 Participation in the international régime, including the machinexry and
the equitable sharing in the benefits of the area

9.3 Particular interests and needs of developing land-locked countries in the
international régime

9.4 Rights and interests ot 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 coastlines
10.1 International régime
10.2 Fisheries

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

10.4 Free access to and from the high seas



11.

12.

14.

15.
16,
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23-

24.

25.
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Rights and interests of States with broad shelves
Preservation of the marine enviromment
12.1 Sources of pollution and other hazards and measures to combat them
12.2 Measures to preserve the ecological balance of the marine environment
12.3 Responeibility and liability for damage to the marine environment and to
the coastal State
12.4 Rights and duties of coastal States
12.5 International co-operation
Scientific research »
15.1 Nature, characteristics and objeciives of scientific research of the occans
1%.2 Access to scientific information
13.3 Internstionai co-operation
Development and transfer of technélogy
14,1 Development of technological capabilities of developing countries

14.1.1 Sharing of knowledge and technology between developed and developing
countries

14.1.2 Training of personnel from developing countries

14.1.3 Transfer of technology to developing countries
Reéional arrangements

Archipelagoes

Enclosed and semi-enclosed seas

Artificial islands and installations

Régime of islands:
(a) Islands under colonial dependence or foreign domination or control;
(b) Other related matters. '

Reéponsibility énd liability for damage resulting from the use of the marine
environment

Settlement of disputes
Peaceful uses of the ocean space; zones of peace and security

Archaeological and historical treasures on the sea~bed and ocean floor beyond the
limits of national Jjurisdiction

Transmission from the high seas

Erhancing 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 treatéd simultaneously.
£0. Certain delegations, in expressing and explaihing their acceptance of 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 right of delegations to advance their ideas or:
points of view or prejudice their substantive positions on any item.
51. Some delegations reserved their position on certain items of the list. The

- relevant statements made thereon by such delegations are recorded in summary reéolds
A/AC.138/SC.II/SR.44 and 45 of Sub~Cormittee IT. Other delegations pointed out that
the resexrvations in no way affected the provisions contained in paragraph 3 of the
explanatory note of the list.
Iv. FUTURE WORK OF THZ SUB-COMMITTEER

52. On 16 August, following agreement in the Sub-Committee on the list of subjécts

and issues, the delegations of fiustralia and Canada %abled =2 paper containing
proposalé for the future organization of the work of Sub-Committee II. These are
contained in document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.14, which is attached as Amnex XX. Time was
not available to give it detailed consideration. The hope was expressed, however,
that early agreement would be reéphed 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 the present

report and decided to transmit it to the Committee.



A/AC.138/83
page 23

[ﬁbte: the text of the documents referred to in the annexes_listed below
will be inserted in the edited version of the report
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 Sea sponsored by Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon,
Ceylon, Chile, GChina, Colomb:a, Qgggg, Cyprus, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guyana, Iceland, India, Indone31a, Iran, Irag,
Ivory Coest, Jamaica, Kenya, Kuwait, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mauritania,
Mauritious, Mexico, Morogcco, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama:hgg;g, Philippines,
Romsnia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Trinidad.and Tobsgo, Tunisia,
United Republic of Tanzania, lruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia and Zaire {
(document A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2)
[text to be 1nserteg7

ANNEX IT
Amendments submitted by Malta (document 4/AC. 138/67) to the list of subgects 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 inserted/

_ ANNEX ITIT
Amendments submitted by the United States of America (document A/AC.138/68) to -
the llst of subjects and issues relating tc the law of the sea to be submitted to the
Conference on the Law of the Sea (4/AC. 138/ 6 and Corr.2)
[ﬁext to be 1nse*ted7

ANNEX IV .
imendment submitted by Greece and Italy (document A/AC.138/69 and Add.l) to the
1ist of subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be_submltted to the
Conference on the Law of the Sea (4/A4C.138/66 and Corr.2):
[text to be 1nserteg7
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ANNEX ¥ .
Amendments . submitted by Japan (document A/AC.138/70) to the 1list of subjects
amd issues relatiﬁg 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 inserted/

ANNEX VI
Amendments .submitted by the Union 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 (4/AC.138/66 and Corr.2)
[text to be inserted/

Amendments submitted by Afghanistan, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Qgggggglovakia,
Hungary, Mali, Nepal and Zambia (document A/AC.138/72 and Corr,l)_to the 1list of
subjects and issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference
on the Law of the Sea (4/AC.138/66 and Corr.2)

‘ [Eéxt to be inserted/

ANNEX VIIT
Amendments submitted by Turkey (document A/AC.138/74 and Corr.l) to the list of
subjects and issues relating to the law ofvthe sea.to be submitted to the Conference
on the Law of the Sea (&/AC.138/66 and Corr.2)
'[text to be inserted/
o ANNEX IX
Amendments submiited by France, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland (document A/AC.138/76) to the 1list of subjects and issues

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

(4/AC.138/66 and Corr.2)
[text to be inserted/

Amendments submitted by Poland (document A/AC.138/77) to the 1list of subjects
end issues relating to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on the
Law of the Sea (4/AC.138/65 and Corr.2)

' [Eéxt to be inserteg7
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ANNEX XT
Amendment submitted by Japan (document A/AC.138/78) to the list of éubjects
and issues relaﬁing to the law of the sea to be submitted to the Conference on thse
Law of the Sea (A/AC.138/66 and Corr.2) |
[text to be inserted/ '

ANNEX XIT
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.138/75 and Corr.l).
[text to be inserted/

ANNEX XITT
Draft article on fishing (basic provisions and explanatory note) submitted by
the Union of Soviet Socislist Republics (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.6)
[text to be inserted/

ANNEX XTIV
Draft articles on straits used for international navigatlon submitted by the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (document A/AC,138/SC, II/L 7)
[text to be inserted/

ANNEX XV
Working paper on management of the llv1ng resources of the sea submitted by
Canada (document A/AC.138/5C.II/L.8)
/text to be inserted/

ANNEX XVI
Rev1sed draft fisheries article submitted by the United States of America
(document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.9)
[text to be inserted/

ANNEX, XVIT
Draft articles on exclusive economic zone concept submitted by Kenya
(document A/AC.138/5C.II/L.10) ‘

[ext to be inserted/
[te o be inser ed/ ANNEX XVITI

Working paper on‘principles for a fisheries régime submitted by Australia and
Neuw Zealand (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.11) ’
[text to be inserted/
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Propgsals for a régime of fisheries on the high seas submitted by Japsn
- (document A/AC.138/SC.II/L.12)
[text to be inserted/

ANEX XX
Proposalé for the fuiure organizatian of the work of Sub-Committee II submitted
by Australia and Canada (4/4C.138/SC.II/L.14)
Z,Eaxt: ‘bo be inser»tec_]f

ANEX XXT.
Index tn summary records of,Sub—Gommittee iI
[text to be inserted/





