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I. HISTORICAL BACKGROUID

A, Work of the Sub-Committee in 1971

1. On 12 March 1971, at its 45th meeting, the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of
the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor beycnd the Limits of National Jurisdiction decided
to set up three sub-committiees of the whele., At that meeting, the Chairman of the
Committee read the agreement on the organ17atlon of work which provided for the
establishment of the three sub- commltneeu and allocated to them subjects and
functions in accordance with the mandate of the Committee as defined in

General Assembly resolutlon 2750 C (XXV) of 17 December 1970.

2. Undexr the terms of this agreement, the following subJects and functions were
allocated to Sub-Comrittee III:

"To deal with the preservation of the marine environment (includingg inter alia,
_ the prevention of pollution) end scientific research and to prepare drafi treaty
articles the.eon.'". :

. 3. The allocation of subjects and functions to the sub-committee, as provided for
- in the agreem@nt on the organization of work was based on the following understand1ng~

”Treatmenu and allocation of all oututandlng subjects 1nclud1ng

inter alia, (1) ‘the precise definition of the area of the sea-bed and

the ocean floor, and the subsoil thercof, beyond the 1limits of national
jurisdiction and (2) peaceful uses of that area shall be left for '
determination by the Committee. It is understood that the Sub--Committees,
. in connexion with the matiers allocated to them, may consider the precise
definition of the area of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the subsoil
thereof, beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. It is clearly
understood that the matter of recommendations concerning the precise
definition of the area is to be regarded as a controversial issue on which
the Committee would pronounce. The Committee shall also decide on the
question of priority of particular subjects, including the international
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régime, the international machinery and the economic implications of

exploitation of the resources of the sea-bed and the ocecan floor, and

the subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of national jurisdiction,

proceeding from resolution 2750 (XXV) and the relevant explanations

made on behalf of its co-sponsors.'.
4. Being a sub-committee of the whole, Sub-Committee IIT .as composed of the
States members of the Committee. Other States Members of the United Nations
vhich accepted the invitation to participate as observers in the Committee's
proceedings, as well as representatives of certain international organizations,
also attended the meetings.

5. During 1971, Sub-Committee III held fourteen meetings in Geneva. The 1st and 2nd
meetings were held in Harch and the 3rd to 14th in July and August.

6. At the lst meeting, on 12 March, the Sub-Committce elected the Chairman, the
two Vice-Chairmen and the Rapporteur, as follows:

Choirman: My, M. Alfred VAN DER ESSEN (Belgium)
Vice~-Chairmen: Mr. Mebratu GEBRE XIDAN (Bthiopia)

Mr. Lugusto ESPINOSA VALDERRAMA (Colombia)

Rapporieur: Mr. Takeo IGUCHI (Japan)

D. York of the Sub-~Committee in 1972

7. Sub-Committee IIT continued in 1972 the work which the Committee entrusted
to it under the terms of the agreement reached on the organization of woxrk, of

12 March 1971.

8. During 1972, Sub-Committee III held two sessions. The first took place in

New York from 28 February to 31 MHarch and consisted of 5 meetings (15th through 19th).
The second session vas held in Geneva from 17 July to 18 August 1972 and consisted

of 13 meetings (20th through 32nd).

9. Being a sub--comrittee of the vwhole, Sub-Committee IIT wes composed of the States

members of the Committee. The five States (China, Fiji, Finland, Nicaragua and Zambia)
“which joined the Committee pursuant to General Assembly resolution 2881 (XXVI) of

21 December 1971, also participated in the vwork of the Sub-Committee from the

beginning of the March session.

10. Part of the March session vas deveted to the consideration of the programme
of work on the basis of a proposal by Canada, which as revised and amended in the
course of the Sub-Committee's work vas finally adopted as document A/AC.lBB/SC.III/L.14
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at the 19th meetlng on 29 March 1972 'Thevprogramme of woxk contained five main-
headings as follows: :

,AJ"Preservatlon of ‘the marine env1ronment (1nclud1ng the sea--bed)

~B. " Elimination and prevention of‘pollutlon of the marine env1ronment
(includ’ng the sea--bed) :

C. Scientific research concerning the marine _environment (including
the Sed.-'bed) e e e

D. Development and transfer of techhologv '

E. Other mattersi

The programme made provision for general debate as well as for the formulation of
legal principles and draft treaty articles. It also envisaged co-ordination with
related efforts in other fora within which Sub-Committee IIT would be able to

receive appropriate support from and make contributions to the FAO, the United Natlons
Conference on-the Human Environment, IMCO, IOC (UNESCO), as well as with other
specialized agencies or intergovernmental Qodles or conferences which are also
concerned with matters within the purview of the Sub-Committee. Also, it was
understood that the programme was subject to change and the order of the items in -

the programme did not establish the oxrder of priority for cons1deratlon in the

Sub- Commlttee :

11. As part of the process of co-ordination and communication, the Sub~Committee
agreed to a suggestion by Australia that the Chairman should communicate the results
of discussions at the March session of 1972 to the United Nations Conference on the
Human Environment held in Stockholm in June 1972. Accordingly, the Chairman,

Mr. van der Essen, addressed a letter, outlining the discussions in Sub--Committee III -
as reflected in the summary records, to the Chairman of the Committee, o
Mr. H.S. Amerasinghe, who in turn transmitted it with the Committee's consent,
together with the summary record of the Harch session which contained a number of
valuable suggestions on principles, for adoption by the Conference.

12. The discussions in the Sub-Committee covered the preservatlon of the marine
environment, including the prevention of pollution, scientific research and transfer
of technology. The general discussion on marine pollution was concluded and the
Sub-Committee decided, at its Zz3rd meeting, on 28 July 1972, to set up a working
group on marine pollution based on the same formula as the working group on the
régime in Sub-Committee I; the membership of which would for the most part be
designated by the various regional groups, on the understanding that any member .of
Sub-Commi ttee III could participate in the group's discussions. ,
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13. The Vorking Group, which was named Working Group 2,l/.held two meetings during
the summer session of 1972 at which it elected its Chairman, Mr. J.L. Vallarta of
Mexico. Its terms of reference are to draft texts leading to the formulation of

draft treaty articles on the preservation of the marine environment and the prevention
of marine pollution. The Working Group invited the members of the Sub-Committee to
submit, at their discretion, written observations, including in particular, draft
treaty artlcles, on the cuestion of the preservation of the marihe envwronment and

the prevention of pollution for the use of the Working Group.

'C. Work 3f the Sub-Committee in 1973

14. During 1973 Sub-Committee III held two sessions, one during the spring in
New York and the second during the summer in Geneva. A total 6f 17 meetifigs were held.

15. The Bureau remained the same for the spring session in 1973, but during the
summer session Mr. Espinosa Valderrama was replaced by Mr. Zuleta Torres of Colombia.

16. During the spring session the Sub-Committee continued the general debate on the
subject of scientific research.. The general debate was concluded towards the end of
the session and the Sub-Committee decided to establish Working Group 3 under the
Chairmanship of Mr. A. Olszowka of Poland to prepare draft treaty articles on
scientific research and the transfer of technology. g/ During the summer session
the Sub-Committee had a general debale on the last subject within its terms of
reference, namely, transfer of technology.

17. During 1973, Sub-Committee IIT heard statements from the observers of IMCO,
UNEP, IAEA and IOC.

18. A list of documents submltted to the Sub~Committee for the years 1971-1973 is
in Annex 1.

19. A list of statements made in the Sub- Commlttee for the years 1971~ 1975 ig in
Annex 2.

1/ The membership of Working Group 2, which was open-ended, was as follows:
Algeria, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Ecuador, India, Indonesia, Iran, Ivory Coast,
Japan, Kenya, Liberia, Madagascar, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, New Zealand, Nigeria,
Peru, Philippines, Romania, Spain, Somalia, Sudan, Sweden, Thailand, Trinidad and
Tobago, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America
and Venezuela. There was one vacancy in the Asian group.

g/ The membership of Working Group 3, which was open-ended, was as follows:
Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Egypt, Finland, TIrance,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet 8001allst Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, the United States of America and
Venezuala. There were two vacancies in the Asian group.
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II. Summary-of General Debates

A, General debate on scientific research

20. It was suggested that marine scientific research be described as the systematic
study, investigation or experimental work to acquire knowledge of the natural processes
and phenomena occurring in ocean space. It was said to embrace a multitude of related
scientific activities or disciplines and to cover inter alia the study of marine space
and its changes, of matter and their circulation in marine space, the amount and flow
of energy, of marine 1life and phenomena at the boundaries of marine space. It could be
conducted from land, from the atmosphere or outer space or in ocean space itself. The
view was expressed, however, that the Sub-Comnittee was concerned only with scientific
research conducted in the marine enviromment. It was pointed out that scientific
research means any fundamental or applied research and related experimental works
which does not aim directly at the industrial exploitation and which is necessary for
the peaceful activities orf States.

21. It was stated that the central preoccupation of the international community was

the orderly development and rational exploitation of marine resources as well as the
preservation of the marine environment and that the achievement of these general
purposes, on a global scale, was dependent on the progress of marine scientific

research. It was considered impossible to visualize either effective control of ocean-
pollution or effective management of fisheries,; eitlier national or international,

without intensive and co-operative scientific research. In short, scientific reseaxrch
was viewed as the prereguisite for the rational and intensive utilization of ocean space.

22. Doubts were expressed as to the usefulness in this context of the distinction
between 'fundamental'/'pure" scientific research and "applied research" or '"research
aimed at commercial exploitation". It was arvgued that what might avpear basic and
fundamental research in the eyes of one scientist would be research -aimed at the
exploitation of marine resources to another. - It was pointed out that certain national
interests relating to security and commercial matters were involved in scientific.
research. There was a view that the concept of '"pure science" was theoretical and a
fallacy in the light of international political and socico-economic realities. On the
other hand, an opinion was expressed that it was possible to identify pure scientific
research and investigation with non-commercial and non-industriazl aims. The soundness
of another distinction often made, between research for necaceful purposés and military
research, was also the subject of doubt among some members of the Sub-Committee. It
was asserted that in 90 per cent of the cases no meaningful distinction could be made.

23, It was said that scientific research shoula not hamper the normal utilization of
the sea such as freedom of navigation and of fishing, nor should it have repercussions
which would contravene the wnrinciple of the nreservation of the marine environzent.

24. It was stated that some countries recognizad the need to formulate rules as well

as general conditions and guidelines to govern the conduct of marine scientific research.
It was pointed out thal such rules were necessary to reconcile the conflicting views of
those who wanted marine scientific research to be free and unburdened by restrictive
measures and the views of those who wished to have the marine environment protected

from possible abuse.



A/AC.138/96 |
page

25. The attention of the Sub-Cormittee was directed to the basic drafting question of
whether these rules should be formulated as elements of a separate treaty on marine
scientific research or whether articles on the subject should be included as parts in
a more general treaty or treaties that would result from the third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea. The suggestion was made that it might be easier to
start with a set of articles that could be included in a treaty or treaties of a
genergl character.

26.  In accordance with these views, it was not compatible with existing international
realities that scientific research should proceed without fully protecting the
legitimate rights and interests in the oceans both of mankind as a whole and of
individual States. The protection of these legitimate rights and interests through the
formulation of adequate international rules and regulations was the task confronting
the Sub-Committee and the Vorking Group on Scientific Research and Transfer of
Technology.

27. In accordance with one school of thought, the expression ‘freedom of scientific
research" was not to be interpreted as one of the freedoms of the high seas and should
preferably be replaced by the term '"promotion and development of scientific research'.
It was pointed out that it was untenable under this approach to consider such freedom
as ''a recognized principle of international law" or as '"one of the freedoms of the

seas and oceans generally accepted by international law'.

28. Another view held that freedom to conduct scientific research was one of the
universally recognized {reedoms of the high seas and represents the cormon principle
of customary international lawv.

29. Another view held that while there was freedom of scientific research and that
this freedom should be protected, it should also be subject to appropriate regulations
so that it takes into account the rights and interests of other States and conforis
with the basic provisions established to protect the marine environment.-

30. A further view was that it was essential for the new rules to make allowance for
the differences in the various rights and interests requiring different régimes in the
areas or zones vwithin and beyond national Jjurisdiction. In areas within the
Jjurisdiction of another State, the latter:'s consent must be obtained; in areas beyond
the limits of national jurisdiction, research should comply with the regulations laid .
down under the international régime to be established. However, it was also expressed
that the term "zones of national jurisdiction" was not yet adopted and defined.

31. Still another opinion envisaged the principles of respect for the sovereignty and
equality of all States, as forming the basis for a reasonable solution to the guestion
of international scientific research on the seas, and held that in the territorial sea
of a coastal State and on the continental shelf and sub-soil thereof, foreign marine
scientific research was subject not only to the coastal State's approval, but also to
its appropriate control. :

32. According to one view, the coastal State has the right to regulate and control
marine scientific research in areas under its jurisdiction and to ensure the nrotection
of its vital interests in this regard, as well as the duty to promote such research and
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act as the custodian of the international community's interest in the development of
scientific knowledge concerning the marine environment as a whole. With regard to
arecas beyond the limits of national jurisdiction, this same view empha31zed that
freedom of marine scientific research was entitled to some form or degree of recognition
and protection only to the extent that the vesults, data or information so obtained
were made géenuinely available to all States and contributed to the growth of s01ent1flc
knowledge in the interests of the intermational community as a whole. :
33, According to another vieu, every State would have the right to undertake both
"fundamental marine scientific research’ and "marine scientific research aimed at the
exploitation of resources' on the high seas, while general marine scientific research,
within the limits of the territorial sea, would be conducted only with the consent of
the coastal State concerned. “The princinles established in Avticle 5, paragraph 8 of
the 1958 Convention on the Continental Shelf should be maintained in any future
convention regarding geneial non-commercial research into the characteristics of the
continental shelf or economic zone. The same view held that the coastal .State should’
be required in the general interest to cut bureaucratic red tape to a minimum in
matters concerning requests by foreign States wishing to undertake research in the
jurisdictional zones. of the coastal wtate. Thus, time limits should be established
for the submission of requests to undertake resgearch as well as for the reply of the
coastal State. o : '

%4, The view was also exvpressed that the Sub-Committee could consider a comprehensive
legal approach which would be capable of resolving any possible conilict between
unfettered sovereignty of the coastal State within its national jurisdiction and
laissez faire freedom beyond national jurisdiction. It was advocated that scientific
research in the ocean should be considered as a public interest of the international
community. As such, it was pointed out that it would be endowed with special
protection throughout ocean space, subject only to essential safeguards to protect
truly vital interest of coastal States, as well as to non-discriminatory international
regulations to mininize the possibhility of abuses and to ensure equitable benefits to
all members of the international community. This outlook called for the establishment
of comprehensive international institutions for ocean space to regulate scientific
research in a non-discriminatory mamner and assist less scientifically advanced
countries. According to this opinion, an international register would be maintained
within the framework of the institutions to indicate who was entitled to undertake
scientific research. even in some areas under national jurisdiction. States,
institutions or persons in the register would assume legal responsibility for damages
caused by them to the .environinent or to the legitimate rights and interests of Siates
and their names could be removed from the register if they abuse the privileges which
they enjoy.

35, As to the régime that should prevall in the zone under the sovereignty and
Jurisdiction of the coastal State, views were expressed to the effect that scientific
research could be carried out by the coastal State itself or by other States with the
former's consent. This requirenent would apply to such areas as internal waters,
territorial sea, continental shelf and the subsoil thereof and zones of specific
economic Jurisdiction, like fishing zones or the patrimonial sea, adjacent o the
territorial sesa. In accordance with these vieus, States, international organizationgs
and physical or juridical persong wishing to carry out marine scientific research
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within such areas wmust obtain the prior consent of the coastal State and strictly
observe its relevant laws and regulations. It was suggested that these States,
international organizations and physical or juridical persons should specify, inter
alia, the objectives and tasks of their research, the means to be used, the scientific
staff to be employed, the zones in which the activities are to be conducted and the
dates proposed; and they shall undertake to transmit to the coastal State the primary
data and results of investigation and any sampies obitained. The additional view was
expressed that, with regard to research in areas veyond the lasrritorial sea, consent
should be based on certain fundanentsl principles as embodied in the future Convention.
Prior consent of the coastal State was considered of crucial importance in view of the
difficulties in making a precise distinction between pure scientific research and
exploration for economic and even military purposes.

36. In accordance with this opinion, the coagtal State should also be entitled to take
part on an equal footing or be represented if it so decides in the scientific research
carried out by other countries within areas under its sovereignty and Jjurisdiction.
The coastal State had the right to ensure for itself an equal share in the knowledge
about areas under its sovereignty and Jjurisdiction. Thus it should be entitled to
receive and use data and samples and the results should be reported to it with a
minimum of delay. It was held that publication of such results should in no way be
prejudicial to the interests of the coastal State snd should be subject to its prior
consent. It was further suggested that research activities in these areas should be
conducted in conformity with the conditions lgid down in the relevant authorization

of the coastal State and that these conditions should not be altered by the persons
conducting the investigation, except with the express consent of the coastal State.
Scientific research activities should be so conducted that they do not harm the marine
resources and do not interiere with or obstruct their exploitation, navigation or
existing services and installiations. It was also held that the results of such
research were the proverty of the coastal State and that publication of the results
should in no way be prejudicial to the interests of the coastal State and should be
subject to its prior consent.

37. Another view was that the participation of coastal States should be facilitated
and encouraged in the areas adjacent to the areas within national jurisdiction because
of the relationships between the two arecas. In these cases advance information of
research plans should be given to the nearest coastal States.

38. It was pointed out that in practice some coastal States permitted the conduct of
marine scientific research within their jurisdiction when they received applications
adL

from other States for their prior consent. This practice, it was also pointed out,
had worked well in the past and could therefore continue in the future.

39. It was suggested that it should be possible to establish a workable system of
safeguards governing scientific research projects in areas within national jurisdiction,
in a manner consistent with the basic princinle of full international co-operation and
the need to accommodsate national rights and interests, particularly the scientific
priorities of the coastal State.

40. It was pointed cut that the variety of areas and jurisdictions, the conflicting
claims related thereto and the separate administrative practices of coastal States
on the conduct of research in areas within their jurisdiction, created uncertainties,
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increased the costs and had an inhibiting effect on the planning and conduct of marine
scientific research which was highly detrimental to the advance of knowledge concerning
the marine environment and hence might delay the national development of marine space
for the benefit of mankind.

41, To create a régime which permitted the maximum accumulation of knowledge for the
benefit of mankind, while also protecting the legitimate economic interests of coastal
Jurisdictional areas beyond the territorial sea of a State, views were expressed that
coastal State rights could be protected through a series of obligations rather than
following the consent régime of the Continental Shelf Convention. The obligation
would include such requirements as: advance notification to the coastal State;
meaningful participation by the coastal State in the research directly or through an
international organization of its choosing; sharing of all data and samples with the
coastal State; assistance directly or through an international organization to the
crastal State in interpreting the data and samples; flag State certification that the
research is being conducted by a qualified scientific research institution; publication
of significant research results in an open readily available scientific publication;
_and required compliance with all applicable international environmental standards. = In
the territorial sea, coastal States should have the right to approve .or reject the

. conduct of scientific research.

42. Vith regard to the sea~bed beyond national jurisdiction, it was stated that
scientific research should be conducted exclusively for peaceful purposes pursuant
to. the terms of General Assembly resolution 2749 (XXV) of 17 December 1970. Thus, it
~should be subject to international regulations with a view to benefiting mankind as a
whole. Concerted programmes of international marine scientific research should be

- worked out jointly provided that they guarantee the equality of all States, large and
small. ' '

43. More particularly, the view was held that scientific research carried out in the
international sea area should be subject to regulatlon and protection by the
international machinery to be established. :

44, Another view was that, to promote co-operative programmes it would be necessary
to recognize the freedom of States to carry out scientific research in areas beyond
the limits of sovereignty and national Jjurisdiction provided such research met

certain requirements, such as advance notification to the international authority,
prompt dissemingtion of results and training of experts from the developing countries.,
1t was added that the international regulations governing scientific research in areas
beyond the limits of sovereignty and nationzl jurisdiction should be such that the
developing countries do not become dependent on the developed countries for their
marine research technology.

45, In reference to the status of the international sea areca, there were views to
the effect that the results of scientific research should be regarded as part of the
common heritage of mankind and should therefore be of benefit to all States whatever
their level of development. For this purpose, developing States should be able to
undertake or participate in scientific research projects as well as to have access to
the results thercof. These results ought to be globally disseminated and such
dissemination should be institutionalized by requiring, for example, that data be
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reported to an appropriate-international organization. Marine scientific research
efforts should be co- ordlnateo, duplication av01ded and. aVallable resources used in
the most effective manner.

46. A view was expressed that there is a rdgime of freedom of research in the area
beyond national . jurisdiction and that this régime had produced results of great benefit
-and had caused no harm to mankind as 2 whole. According to this view there was no

need for the contr-l or regulation of scictific research in this area, subject only

to the need to protect the marine environment by, for example, regulating research
drilling. ‘ ‘ '

47. It was generally agreed that marine scientific research should not form the legal
basis for any claims of exploitation rights or any other rights in areas beyond the
limits of national jurisdiction.

48. It was pointed out that if the goals and benefits of marine scientific researcn
dere to be realized, the varticipation. of all States, particularly developing countries,
- in such research must be encouraged and ensured. Scientific research was the key to
the development of the riches in the oceans and had disclosed resources lying beyond
the limits of national jurisdiction. It was also suggested that’ the principal goals
ol scientific research should include provision of basic data for the prevention of
marine: pollution. -Efficient scientific research would indicate how the marine
environment could be Drotected against pollution, what environmental changes were

- occurring and where %the mineral and living resources of the oceans could be found. In
order to eliminate, reduce or limit marine pollution, coastal States must be able to
regulate the areas within their jurisdiction without being hampered by technological
inexperience. On the other hand, doubts were raised as to the meaning of the term
"arezs within their jurisdiction" since these areas are not yet universally accepted.

49.  Attention was called to limitations in the capacity of developing countries either
o partake in- the development and fruits of the common heritage of mankind or to fully
meet their international responsibilities concerning the preservation of the marine
environment. ” .

50. 4s to the manner of enhancing the capacity of developing countries in scientific
rescarch, the idea was expressed that for international co-operation to be really
meaningful, natioral or regional efforts would have -to be sunplemented by assistance
from technologically advanced countries arl appropriate inte.national organizations.
In accordance with this view, assistance to developing countries at their request
chould relate to items such as financial resources, personnel training, establishment
of research centres and dissemingtion of' scientific data. It was pointed out that
such assistance to developing countries could be organized on the basis of bilateral
soresnents.,

51. 1In support of the need for the dissemination of scientific research data, iv oo
argued that marine scientific research was, or should be, essentially an international
co-operative activity, the results of which should be part of the common heritage of
mankind and consequently available to all of the international scientific community.

Cn the other hand, the view was expressed that even if the concept of the common
heritage of mankind was nct supported by all, scientific knowledge belonged to all
mankind., The interdependence of nations having been increased by advancing technology,
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all States had the responsgibility to develon end institutionalize international
co~operagtion in all fields, including scientific research and the exchange and
dissemination of information.

52. It was suggested, therefore, that the Sea~bed Committee might ask the General”
Assembly to request the specialized agencies to organize and promote with increasing
effectiveness the training of personnel from develcoping countries in marine technology.
A further suggestion vas made for the formation of an agency under the supervision of
the sea-bed authority which could pool tlie necessary finance and facilities (e.g.
research ships; eguivnment and highly trained personnel) required and co-ordinate the
research programme and adequate digsemination of results. It was also suggested that
the creation of a comprehensive institution for ocean space might prove particularly
effective in this connexion. Nevertheless, another view was expressed that it was not
necessary to establish a new agency to deal with oceanographic research since such
activities had been carried out by existing international institutions.

53. 1t was also suggested that competent international organizations and technically
advanced countries ghould assist the developing countries to improve the capability
of technical personnel to partvicipate in scientific expeditions and to utilize the
results of research by such means as the provision of special training programmes

for specialists and the establishment of research centres in the countries concerned.
Under this approach, scientific research and developinent and transfer of technology
were complementary and such approacih would greatly contribute towards the utilization
of scientific research data by the recipient developing countries and the closing of
the gap between scientifically advanced and developing countries.

54. 1t was added that international co-operation must be based on the principles of
mutual respect for sovereigniy, equality and nmutual benefit and on the right to
conduct scientific research, and must be agreed through bilateral or multilateral
consultations. The co-operative effort should be so organized as to enable the
developing countries +to train their own scientists and technicians with a view to
the best utilization of available resources through effective co-ordination and the
avoidance of duplication in marine scientific research.

55. The view was also expressed that assistance to developing countries as well as
gathering, processing and disseminating scientific data should be part of any .draft
treaty articles relating to scientific resegrch in the ocean.

B.  General debate on transfer of technology

56. It was pointed out that, with reference to the subject of transfer of technology,
three main points had to be considered. Firstly, a study should be undertaken with a
view to devising an international set of rules governing technical assistance and
transfer of technology. Secondly, States and other bodies involved in scientific
research should suppori narallel programmes of technical assistance, including the .
transfer of technology, aimed at the countiies of the zone or region in which the
research programmes were to be carried out. 4&nd thirdly, all programmes of
scientific research, technical assistance and transfer of technology should be
co-ordinated and guiced by a technical and scientific body, functioning under the
International Authority.
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57. The view was expressed that only a few of the most developed countries benefit
from the application of technology to the exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed,
and this did not improve the conditions in developing countries. It was stated,
therefore, that there was a need to provide for the establishment of 1nte"natlonal
centres to give information on technological markets and such centres could help
reduce the total cost of transferring technology which, it was stated, wepresented
one of the major obstacles to development vrogramines. It was important that transfer
of technology should be carried out more elficiently and be ut to better use if
institutions were to be set up in developing countries so as to analyse the various
aspects regarding the process of transfer of technology. The view was also expressed
that the international community had a responsibility to ensure that benefits derived
from the exploitation of marine resources contributed effectively towards the
narroving of the gapn that sepaxr rated some States from others.

53. It was said that just and equitable rules should be applied to a broad programme
for the transfer of technology, as already agreed upon by the United Nations General
Assembly in 1270, when it adopted its Strategy foxr the Second Develonment Decade.,
Another suggestion was that the forthcoming Law of the Sea Conference could be
provided with a study which would enable it to establish the main obgectlves of the
transfer of technology.

59. It was further said that experience had shown the transfer of technology on a
commercial basis was not in keeping either with the principles on which marine
scientific research could be based or with the general principles of international
development policy. Therefore efforts had to be made to establish new relations
anong oStates with regard to the market for technology in general and with particular
regard tc the sea and its resources, and this could only be achieved with the setting
up of a new legal régime and machinery which could provide opportunities to achieve
this aim.

60. Another view expresse¢ was that many States supported the proposal that
assistance should be given to developing countries to acquire the knowledge of tech-
nology regarding the oceans but modern oceanographic research was extremely costly

and complicated and frequently required funds and resources which were beyond the
means of moderately developned States; and it was therefore desirable that a consider-
able number of States should pariticipate in such programmes to help provide such
technology to the less develeped States. It was further ststed that participation

in scientific expeditions was only one of the measures that could help to strengthen
the capabilities of developing countries in the area of scientific research and
therefore there was need for much work to be done on such matters as the implementation
of joint programmes, the transfer of scientific and technical infornation, joint
action to assist the developing countries in establishing scientific research centres,
and the setting wn of machinery for transferring wnatented know-how,

61. It was stated that it was essential that the subject of transfer of technology
should not be neglected in the vreparatory work for the Conference on the Law of the
Sea, and this was because developing States (which were virtually dependent on the
ocean) were aware of the fact that scientific and technological know-how was +the
basis of the econouic prosperity and if deprived of it such States were doomed to
dependence and under-development with all the resultant economic and social
consequences.
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62. It was suggested that due to lack of such fechnological and financial help from
developed States, developing countries may not be able to maintain strict international
standards for the preventinn of marine nollution unless they stop development activities.
However, such an alternative was not feasible due to the need of such countries to
better the living standards of their ponulations. :

63. It was pointed out that the sea, with the immense potential resources to bé found
in its waters, its .ed and its subsoil, offcred the under-developed States a genuine
opportunity of improving their condition, but they had to acquire the necessary
technology, especially through transfers. Three major aspects of such transfers to
developing countries were pointed out and these were: (i) utilization of coastal
resources; (ii) exploitation of fishing resources of the adjacent areas; and

(111) exploratlon and exnloitation of mineral resources.

64. The view was expressed that the transfer of technology and scientific knowledge

to the developing countries would include: nparticipation of scientists from developing
countries in scientific expeditions; implementation of Jjoint programmes; transfer of
scientific and technical information; joint action to assist in establishing scientific
research centres; and the transfer of patented technology. It was further stated that
this question was directly related to the principle of freedom of scientific research
on the high seas, for unless that principle was upheld there could be no real
international co-oneration in the study of the oceans.

65. Another view expressed was that the transfer of technical knowledge necessary to
profit from scientific research was a two-stage process. In the first stage, develop-
ing countries should receive assistance in interpreting dava about marine areas of
concern to them in a manner favourable to their interests. In the second stage,

means would be devised to enable countries not only to interpret the data for them-
selves but also to engage in scientific research in the marine environment. To

achieve this, it was pointed cut, a mechanism should be established withian appropriate
international organizations whereby coastal States could seek agssistance in interpreting
data and samples obtained from scientific research conducted in the areas off the States
which exercise jurisdiction over the area’s sea~bed resources and fisheries. In such

a case the State would have the right to participate or be revresented in the research
and to have access to the data and samples obtained. It was also stated that with
respect to the interpretation of data the coastal State should be in a position to
receive assistance from an international or regional organization participating in
scientific research on its behalf and the coastal State could thus determine its
priorities for the benefit of the scientists taking part in the project on its behalf
and could then obtain assistance from the organization to analyse the data.

66. On the other hand, it was pointed out that not all scientific research projects
generated data with immediate velevance to the coastal State and that data might
emerge in a form which could not be used for more than one purnose, and as such the
assistance of the proposed international or regional organizaticn would be helpful in
determining the immediate relevance of tne data for the coastal State.

67. Another view expressed was that the development of training and education were
the main means of achieving the transfer of technology and it was also important to
provide equipment for such training. IFurthermore, the transfer of technology should
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_be viewed in the context of & glcbal strategy and medium and long-term plans should
“be worked out providing in particular for the necessary technical assistance and the
services of experts. It was stated that Sub-Comnittee III, to ensble it to do useful
work, should only deal with the technology of scientific research and should not

involve itself in 1ndus*“1~1 and comaercial technology wvilich raises very sensitive
problems regarding patents because in most cases those patents were the vnroperty of
private companies over which Governments had no cr little control, and for the time
being there are fev instruments of oceanographic research protected by patents.
inother problem, it was pointed out, was how treaty articles on the transfer of
rechnology would be worked out in a comprehensive convention. ‘The only solution
possible was to formulate general provisions on the need to foster the transfer of
scientific research technology. ' o :

63. A view was expressed that guidance from the Sub-Committee was required since
ha tarn technology had not yet been defined nor had it yet been agreed what type of
technology was to be transferred and in pvarticulair whether the transfer of technology
which was belng dlﬁcussed by the Sib-Committee concerned. e\clu81voly scientific -
research or included also industrial processes. Until this question was resolved it
would.be difficult to discuss meaningfully the problem of the transfer of technology.

A
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III. Zeports of Working Groums

A, Report of Worlking CGroun 2

69. Below are two notes with Annexes from the Chairman of Working Groun 2
(£/AC.138/SC.I1T/1.39, A/AC.138/SC.III/L.52, end L.52/Add.1) reflecting the vork
achieved in the Working Groun. The first note deals with vorlt done in the working

group during the Mafch/A.mﬂl'l session, and the second note concerns the period during
the JulJ/Aa ust session.

(1) Note by the ¢ irman of Workine Grous 2 oddresged to the

Cheirnen of Suo Committee ITI (4/4C.1353/SC.ITI/1.39 of 6 April 1973)

"I have the honour to inform you that at
~on Harine Pollution (Working Group 2 of Sub-Com
14 ilorch to 5 April 1973.

thb current session the Woxrlring Group
tee III) held 15 meetings, from

In accordence with its terms of reference, the Woxrliing Group began discussion
of the four proposals on preservation of the morine environment, including the
orevention of marine pollution, formally submitted to Sub~Committee IIT at the
current session (documents A/AC.lBB/SC.III/L.Z?, 28, 32 and 35). The discussion
covered the following subjects contained in those provosals:

General obligation to preserve and protect the marine env1ronnent,

Cul,

Generel obligation of States to cdopt measurcs Yo nrevent pollution of the
ilerine enviromment, irresnective of the source of pollution;

Obligation of States to prevent damage from merine nollutions

Particuler obligations of States to adont specific measures in connexion with
certain sources of marine pollution, and the relation between such measures and
generally accepted international standards;

International co-operation and techniczl assistance.

The Working Guoup also considered the right of States to exploit their own
resources in conformity with the obligation to nreserve and protect the merine
environinent, and other relevant subjects contained in the proposals under discusgicn.

In the light of the discussion of the above-mentioned subjects, the Working
Group authorized me, as Chairman, to convene informal consuliations beiuveen the
sponsors of the proposals and other delegations, with a view to the drafting of
joint working papers for subseguent considerstion by the Working Grouw. These
consultations were open to participation by 211 delezations.
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In the course of 12 meetings, from 19 HMarch to 3 April 1673, the informal
consultations produced a nunber of working mapers he t £ vhich arc annexed
Yo this note for information. These texts were drafted on the basgis of the above-
mentioned proposals and of comments and suggestions by delegations in the Working

~
ot
=
o

Groun.

At the meeting of 4 Apiil 1973, the Worlking Group %ook note of the texts drafted
in the course of the informal consultations and decided to consider and discuss them
at the next session of the Committee on the Pecceful Uses of -the Sea-Bed ond the
Ocean Iloor. Towards the end of the current session, tie Worliring Group bezan a
preliminary discussion of some working papers on standards for the control of
vollution from ships (documents A/AC.138/SC.III/L.36 and 77).

The Workirg Group authorized me to infor: you and Sub-Commitiee III, by means
of a note, of the progress achieved by Worlins Grourn 2 in carrying out its mandate.”
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Anne::

Texts contained in the informal Working Papers prepared for
Workins CGroup 2 by the informel consultations amonz authors
oFf proposals submitted to Sub-Committee III and other

delegations

WG.2/Pepex Wo. 3 (Text of = Draft Article on Basic Obligations)

States have the obligation to protect and preserve the marine enviromment, in
accordarice with the provisions of these articlesg. ¥

0

B
¥

The reference to '"the provisions of these articles" is intended to reflect
the Tfact that the VWorking Group will wish to specify in subsecuvent articles the
scope, qualificetions and limitations of this zeneral chligetion. Tor eramnle,

the Worliing Groun may wish to specify that nothing in these articles shall be deemed
to impose a duty on a State to prevent pollution thet only effects areas or resources
under its jurisdiction. :

1T

WG.2/Paper No. 8/8dd.2 (Result of discussion
on_Particular Qblirations)

Text of a Dreft Arcicl

"l. States shall take all necessary mezosures to prevent pollution of the
narine environment from ony source, l/ using for this nurpose the best practicable
neans in accordance with their capebilities, g/ individually or Jjointly, as
appropriate. In particuler, States shall take measures to ensure that activities
mder their jurisdiction or control j/ do not couse demage A/ to otlier States, j/
including their envirorment, by pollution of the marine enviromment. §/

it . i . st et i e

1/ It was understood that an elaboration of the meaning of marine pollution
could be inserted in the above text after "from any souvrce", if there was to be no
specieal section or article on definitions, contveaining such an elaboration.

2/ A query vas reoised s to the meaning of "capabilities! in the ovove context
and the sugzgestion made that further clarification was needed.

%/ Some delegations considered that "or control" should be reteined while others
felt it should bhe deleted. Some delegations thought thet the neaning of “control" in
this context should be clarified. It was stressed that the above sentence relates to
a Stete's control over activities and not to areas of control.

A/ This use of the word is not intended to prejudice the guestion of liability.

5/ Sore delegations were of the opinion that "other States" did not sufficiently
indicate the asvect of damape to the international commmunity e.g. to areas of the
narine enviromient not wnder the jurisdiction of any States, ond supsested that a
more direct reference would be appropriate.

5/ The view was expressed that this lest phrase night be unnecessaxry.
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"2, The measures taken pursuant to these articles shall deal with all sources
of pollution of the marine environment, whether land, marine, or any other sources,
including rivers; -estuaries, the aitmosphere, pipelines, cutfell structures, vessels,
aircraft and sea-bed installations or devices., They shall include inter alia Z/:

(2) Tn respect of land-based sources of pollution of the merine environment,
neasures designed to minimize the release of toxic and harmful substances, especlally
persistent substances, into the marinc environment, to the fullest possible extent;

(») In respect of pollution from vessels, measures relating to the prevention
of accidents, the safety of operations at sea, and intentional or other discharges,
including measures relating to the design, equipment, operation and maintenance of
vessels, especizlly of those vessels engaged in the cerriage of haszardous substances
whose release into the marine cnvirvonment, either accidentially or through normal
operation of the vessel, would cause pollution of the marine environment §/;» and

(o) In respest of installaticns or deviceg engaged in the exploration end
erploitation of the natural resources of the sea-bed and subseil and other
instellations or devices operating in the marinc environment, measures for the
prevention of accidents and the safety of operations at sea, and especially measurcs
related to the design, equipment, operation and maintenance of guch installations end
“devices,

"3, The measures taken pursuant to these artiecles shallg/s

(a) In respect of land-based sources of pollution of the marine environment,
teke into account such intermational standards eas may be elaborated;

(b) In respect of marinc-based sources of pollution of the marine environment,
conform to generally accepted international standards 10/.

"4, In toking measures to nrevent nollution of the morine environment, States
shall have due regard to the legitimste uses of the marince environment and shall
refrein from unjustificble interference with such uses,':

7/ Certain delegations noted that they would consuli environmental experts
P

regarding the balance ond contcnt of the specific enumerations in this paxagraph.
& X T &

o

§/ Some delegations considered that "pollution from aircraft! should be
expressly mentioned in this sub-paragravh,

[

2/ The acceptance of this paragreph by some delegations was conditional upon
atisfactory provigion -being made in subscauent artvicles concerning the rights ol
coagtel States, the functions of international organizationc - including the
Authority ~ , oxr both, '

19/ Some delegations reserved their position on the application of the
international stendards in respect of sourcec of pollution relating to the development
ond exploitation of the continental shelf and sea-bed, since international stondards
in this case are not yel in existence ond a regional crrangoment to. cover such a casc
ywith due congideration 4o geographical and regional conditions might be more directly
relevant. Other delcgations noted that the cstoblishnent of international stendards
is fimdencntal but does not preclude the cstablighment of higher standerds on
individual or rcgional basis.
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IIT

‘ WG.Z/Paper No.9 (Result of digcussion on Particular Obligations)

In taking measures to prevent marine pollution States shall guard against the
effect of merely tronsferring damage or hazard from one area to another. *

.
s

It was understood that the order of this text in relation to the draft
articles on the prevention ond control of marine pollution was to be decided later.

v
WG.2/Paper No.7 (Result of discussion on first sentence,

principle (a), A/AC,133/SC.III/L.27; and fourth precmbular
paracraph, A/AC,138/5C,I11/L,28)

In the event that & provision decling with States! rights to exploit their owm
resources pursuant to their environmental policies were to be included in the draft
articles, the following wording is offered as a possible text,

"Wothing in this ...... shall derogate from the sovereign right of a State to
oxpioit its own resources pursuant to its environmental policies and in
accordance with its duty to protect ond preserve the marine environment both
in its own interests and in the intercsts of monkind as a whole," l/

L

l/ In discussing proposed measurcs for the prevention of marine poliution,
it wog thought neccessary 1o include a provision reserving the rights of States to
exploit their owm resources pursuent to their onvironmental policies., Some
delegotions felt that such a provision should cither be o draft article or part of
en article, while others felt it would belongz, morc approprictely, in o preomble.
Yet others rescrved their position on this matter, some cxpressing the view that it
was irrelevant to the concrete obligation of States to teke mezsures {to provent
marine pollution. It was also suggested by some delegations that such o provision
should only relate to the cxploitoation of lond-based resources.
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(2) ote by the Chairman oi Working Croup 2 addressed to the Chairman
of Sub-Commitiec 111 (A/AC,138/SC.1I1/L.52 of 15 August 1973)

"Further to my note of 6 April (A/AC.138/2C.III/L.39) on the progress of the
Working Group on Marine Pollution (Working Group 2 of Sub--Committee III) at the
March/April session, I have the honour to inform you thal at the current session
the Working Group held 13 meetings, from 4 July to 15 August 1973.

in accordance with its terms of reference, the Working Group continued to use
as & basis for its work the proposals on preservation of the marine environment,
including the prevention of marine pollution, submitted to Sub-Committee III. 1
The discussion during the current session covered the following subjects contained
in those proposals:

global and regiotial co-operation;
technical assistance; ; -
monitoring; -

standords; and

enforcenent.

The VWorking Group began consideration of the last subject but due to the lack of time
and to a procedural disagreement which arose as to how to reflect the different views
expressed on this topic, it was not possible to draft texts for inclusion in Amnnex 1

to this note. : .

In addition to the above subjects, the Working Group began its consideration of
the duty of States responsible to lerminate activities violating the future convention
and of the determination of dischargc of obligations under the convention.

The informal consultations established by the Wofking Group at the Harch/April
session were reconvened on 6 July and 21 meetings were held during this session.
They were able to produce a number of texts on the above subjects, cxcluding the
matter of enforcement as I have already indicated, and these texts are attached to
this note as Annex 1. As before, the informal consultations were open to
participation by all delegations.

It will be evicent that the Worliing Group and its informal consultations were
unable, due to lack of time, to consider in their entirety all the proposals submitted,
Nor was it possible to review the texts prepared in informal consultations during the
March/April session and the current session. Therefore, the Working Group took ncte
of these texts and authorized me to inform you and Sub-Committee III of the results
of its work. The Working Group wishes to submit the texts attached as Annex 1 as well
as those contained in my carlier note (A/AC.138/5C.III/L.39) to the Sub-Commitice for
its information and action, as appropriate.

A proposal, which was submitted at the last meeting of the Working Group, is:
attached to this note as Annex 2. This proposal conteins texts which are intended by
the delegation of Brazil which presented them to provide alternatives to some of the
texts contained in Amnex 1 &5 well es in the Annex of A/AC.lBB/SC.III/L.59 as
reproduced above. However, it vas not possible for the Vorking Group or its informal
consultations tc consider these te "

Jd.
hid o
s U e

e

1/ A/AC.138/8C.IIT/L.27, 28, 32, 33, 36, 37 and 37/&dd.1, 40, 41, 4%, 46, 47, 48,
49 and 50. The Vorking Group also referred to the relevant proposals in
A/AC.138/SC.11/L.28.
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"Annex 1

WG.2 Papers No. 10 and No. 10/4dd.1l ' C

"Global and Regional Co-operation

(a) Statesl/vshall co-operate on a global (a) btatesg/ shall co-operate on a global

basis and as approsriate on a regional basis and as appropriate on a regional
basis, directly or through competent basig, directly or through competent
international organizations, glcobal or international organizations, global or

regional, to formulate and elaboratc
treaties, rules, standards and procedures

regional, to formulate and elaborate
trcaties, rules, standards and procedures

3 -

consistent with this Convention, for the consistent with this Convention, for the
prevention of marine pollution, taking vrevention of marine pollution, taking
into account characteristic regional into account charactoristic regional
features. features and economic factors.

1

(b) A State which becomes aware of cases in vhich the marine environment ig in
imminent danger of being dGamaged or hes been damased by pollution shall immediately
notify other States likely to be affected by such damage, as well as the competent
international organizations. ‘

(¢) In the cases referred to in paragraph (b) above, States in the area aifected, in
accordance with their capabilities, and the competent international organizations,
shall co-operate, to the extent possible, in climinating the effects of nnllution and
preventing or minimizing damege.

(d) States shall co-operate directly or throurh compcetent international organizations
for the purpose of promoting studies undertaking programmes of scientific resecarch
and encouraging the exchange of information and data acgquired about pollution of the
marine environment. They shall actively support and contribute to international
programmes to acquire knowledge for the assessment of pollutant sources, pathways,
exposures, risks and remedies.,

(e) In the light of the information and data so acquired, States shall co-overate
directly or through competent international organizations in working out appropriate
scientific criteri. for the formulation ar” elaboration of rules and standards for
the prevention of marine pollution."”

1/ 2/ The view was expressed that the vord "States" should be followed by
"wvhether Parties to this Convention or not.'" In this respcct, some other delegations
were of the opinion that only those States vhich are Parties to the Convention are .

bound by the obligations of this article and shall enjoy its rights.
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WG.2 Paper Ho, 12

"Technical Assistance

1. States shall, directly or thiroush competent intcernational organiczations:

(a) Promote programmes of scientific, cducational, technical and other

assistance to developing countries fo.r the nreservation of the marine environment
and the prevention of marine pollution. Such assistance shall include, inter alia,
- the training of ecientific and technical personnel and the facilitetion of their
participation in the interrnational programmes rcferred to in

paragraph [(d) of HG12/Paper Fo. lO/Add.l], the supply of necessary equipment,
advice and facilities for research, education and other programmes for the
prevention of marinc pollution or the minimizavion of its effects.

(b) Provide appropriate assistance, in marticular to developing countries, for
the minimization of the effects of major incidents which may cause serious
pollution in the marine environment.

(¢} TFor the purposes of paragraph (b), promotc and develop contingency plans
for responding to such major incidents and {o reguests for assistance in

dealing with them.

2. Developing States shall, for purposes of the prevention of marine nollution or
the minimization of its effects, be granted preference in:

(a) the allocation of appropriate funds and technical assistance facilities
of international organizations, and

(b) the utilization of their specialized services."

WG.2 Paper No. 13

"Monitoring

1. States shall employ suitable systems of observation, measurement, cvaluation and
analysis. to determine the risk or effect o pollutlion on the marine environment,
especially pollution likely to arise from activities which they permit or in vhich
they engage.

2. States shall disseminate, as soon as possible, the data and information obtained
on the risks and effects of pollvtion on the marine environment to States likely to
be affected and to the international organizations concerned, with a request to
disseminate such data and information.” '

WG.2 Paper No, 11

A text dealing with the consideration of economic factors in determining vhether
States have discharged their oblirations under this Convention in respect of
land-based sources of marine pollution was considered essential by sone delegations
but inappropriate by others. The following is offered as a possible text:
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"In determining whether a State has discharged its obligations under this
Convention in respect to land~based sovrces of -marine pollution, due rezard
must be paid to all relevant factors including in particular the cconomic and
financial ability of a State to provide the resources necessary for the discharge
of such obligations and the stage of economic development of the State.” '

WG.2 Paper No. 14 o

The following text was drafted with the intention that it would be given  further
consideration at a later date:

"In case of violations of the obligations.under the present Convention
resulting in pollution of the marinc enviromment, the State respnonsible for
these violations shall immediately take steps, 1o the extent practicable, to
put an end to them and to the effects thereof.”

WG.2 Paper No. 15 ‘ : : | . ﬁ L

Standards

The following alternative texts have been grouped in sections under provisional
"headings for purposes of identification and comparison.

: 3 - ~ "\ . ) ! . T 4 >. V.’ l
Section I. Standards for land-based sources of marine nollutlonf/

A, "States shall individnally establish national standards and, acting throuch
the appropriate international and regional organizations g/, endeavour ‘1o
establish and adopt international standards for prevention of pollution of the
marine environment from land-based sources, taking into account available
scientific evidence, other relevant factors and the work of competent
international bodies." ‘

OR

B. "States shall take appropriate measures 1o prevent land-based marine
pollution.”

Section IT. Standards for sea-bed sources of'ﬁggjggljgglutiong/

A, - "States, acting through the competent international organizations, shall
establish, as soon as possible, international standards for the prevention of
pollution of the marine environment ariging from the cxploration and ’
exploitation of the international seca-bed area."

;/ The view was expressed by some delcgations that the issues dealt with by
the texts in Sections I and II are already covered by paragraph (2) contained in
WG12/Paper No. 10 and in Article 2, vparagravh 3 (a) of A/AC.138/1.39.

g/ The view was expresscd that States may individually adopt international
standards without acting through the appropriate international and regional
organizations.

bt

% See footnote 1.
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OR

1. "States, acting throuvh the competent international organizations, shall
establlsh, as soon as possible, international standards for the brcvenulon of
pollution of the marine environment arising from the exploration and exploitation
of the international sea-bed area." ’ '

2. "States shall establish national stendards for the prevention of pollution
of the marine environment arising from the cxploration and exploitation of the
sea~bed area over which they excrcise sovereign rights _/ for the purpose of
exploring and exploiting the matural resources, and, acting through the
appropriate international organizations, shall endeavour to cstablish minimum
international standards for that arca." ‘

OR

"International standards for the prevention of pollution of the marine
environment from the exploration and exploitation of sea-bed resources, and.-
from the other activities referred to in Chopter ...., Article ... (e.u. offshore
installations), shall be established by tha Authority or IMCO, 5/ 6/

~appropriate. The Authority shall have primary responsibility for est abllshlng

as soon as possible and to the extent they are not already in existence, such
international standards with respect to sea~bed activities, in accordance with
the procedures specified in Chapter eers Arvicle .... Coastal States may apply
higher standards with respect to the activities referred to in Chapter ...
Article .... (e.g. exploration and exploitation of Sea~bed resources and
offshore installations)."

OR

"The Authority established by Chapter .... of this Convention shall
establish, as soon as possible, international standards for the prevention of
pollution arising from activities in the marinc envircnment. States shall
ensure that activities in the merine environment under their Jurisdiction
comply with any such standards. States may also, acting dircctly or through
appropriate international organizations, claborate supplementary standards
for the prevention of such pollutions,® Z/

S

g/ It vas considered by some delegations that the words ”sca—bed area over

which they exer01se sovereign rlghts” should be changed to "the continental shelf"

wags

5/ Some delegatlons were of the opinion that the reference to IMCO in this text

inappropriate and unnecessary.

§/ The delegation sponsoring this article noted that while IMCO could not have

competence to establish standards for sea-bed exploration and exploitation, it could
usefully consider other issues, e.g., those affecting navigation in the vicinity of
offshore economic installations. :

Z/ The view wasg expressed that since Section II dealt spe01llcallv with pollution

from sca-bed exploration and exploitation, this morc general text might properly
belong elsewhere in the draft -articles.
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OR

E. "States acting through (the international authority to be established undex
this Convention) shall establish, as soon as possible, international standards
for the prevention of pollution of the marine enviromment arising from the
exploration and exploitation of the sea-bed. States shall apply these standards
as provided for in (Article 2, paragraph 3 (b) of A/AC.138/SC.III/L.39). States
may also act, directly or through appropriate regional organizations, to elaborate
supplementary standards with respect to the prevention of such pollution.”

OR

F. "States acting, individually or through the competent intermational oxr
regional organizations, shall establish and adopt, as soon as possible, standards
with respect to pollution arising from the exploration and exploitation of the
sea-bed area over which they exercise sovereign rights for the exploration and
exploitation of sea~bed resources. Such standards shall in no case be lower
than those agreed internationally."

Section TIT. Standerds for vesgsel-source polluﬁiong/

A. "The Intergovernmental Maritime Consultative Organization shall have primary
responsibility for establishing, as soon as possible and to the extent they are
not in existence, international standards with respect to vessels." 2/ 10/ 11/

§/ The view was expressed by some delegations that the texts in this Section were
not necessary in the light of the contents of Article 5.4 (a) (WG.Z/?aper No.lO) but
that if it should be decided to include a draft article along these lines, alternative
text C was preferable. It was the additional view of some of these delemations, that
if it should be agreced that these texts were unnecessary, the inclusion of the
following erticle would be appropriate so as to give clearer expression to the
reference in Article 5.4 (4) to the competent international organization or
organizations: "The competent internavtional orgenization or organizations referred to
in Article 5.4 (a) should be .... in respect of vessel-source pollution."

2/ Delegations supporting this alternative expressed the view that the _
international standards should include special standards for special areas and problems,
taking into account particular ecological circumstances. These delegations noted in
addition that States mny also, acting through regional agreements, establish
supplementary or special stenderds applicable to the parties to such agrecments.

lQ/ Some delegations reminded the Working Group that reference should be made to
more than one international organization since IMCO was not the only authority dealing
with vessel-source pollution. These delegations considered that the text was
unnecessary, but if e draft article along these lines were to be included, it should be
stated that the standards established internationally should be without prejudice to
the coastal States! rights to establish their own standards.

l;/ The viev was expressed that the mention of any existing international
orgenization in those draft articles was prejudicial to consideration of the question
of the establishment of an international Authority taking place in another organ of
the Committee. '
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OR .

B. "States, acting through the competent international organization [primarily
IMCO] shall establish, as soon as possible and to the cxtent that they are not
already in existence, international gstandards for the prevention of pollution
from vessels. States shall ensure that vessels undexr. their registration comply
with such intermationally-agreed standerds relating to ship design, construction,
equipment, operation, maintenance and other relevant factors." 12/ 13/ 1 14/ 15/

OR

C. "States acting individually or through the competent international or
regional organizations shall establish standards for the prevention of pollution
from vessels." 16/ ‘

OR

D. MStates shall, acting through the competent international organizations,
endeavour to negotiate conventions for the adoption of recommendatory
international standards for the prevention of pollution from vessels. For the
purpose of navigation through intermational waters or through waters under the
Jjurigdiction of States, standards established by competent international
orgenizations or by coastal States in the area under their sovereignty or
jurisdiction shall not supersede those established by developing States for
vessels under their flag. These standards shall take into consideration the
special ecological, geographical and economic characteristics of those :
States." 17/ 18/

OR

E. . "Mavigation shall conform to such general and non-discriminatory rules and
standards with regard to the prevention of pollution as may be adopted by the
Mithority established under Chapter .... of this Convention or as are contained
in widely ratified multilateral conventions.,  States shall ensure that vessels
under their flag comply with such standards and rules. In the absence of
relevant standards and rules adopted by the Authority or contained in widely
ratified international conventions, the coastal State may enact reasonable,
non-discriminatory regulations with regard to the abatcment of pollution from

12/ See footnote 9.

1%/ See footnote 10.

14/ Some delegations preferred the inclusion of the phrase "or under their
Jurisdiction" in the second sentence, following the word "registration'.

15/ See footnote 11.

16/ 17/ Some delegations expressed the view that national or regional standards,
not established through the competent international organization, are blndlng only on
the State or States which established them.

18/ Some delegations proposed that the phrase "in the area under their sovereignty
or jurisdiction" be replaced by "for their territorial waters", and the words "through
international waters" be replaced by "on the high seas".
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vessels in the maritime arca under its jurisdiction. In addition the coastal
State may enact non-discriminatory regulations and rules supplementary to those
adopted by the Authority or to those contzined in widely ratified international
conventions.” 19/ '

OR
F. "The United Nations Environment Programme shall centralize and co—ordinate
all information regarding all aspects of the protection and contxol of pollution
to the marine cnvivonment. - This body, with the assistance of competent

organizations such as IMCO, Joint Group of Expervs on the Scientific Aspects of
Marine Pollution, etc., shall:

(a) establish a system of monitoring, observation, measurement
and evaluation of various aspects of marine pollution;

(b) recommend international or regional measures to be adopted to
protect the marine environment;

(¢c) collect and disseminate marine pollution data, reports and
other relevant information;

(@) distribute morine poilution funds and other scientific and
technical aoid facilitiecs to needy countries.

() veaned gg/

Section IV. Competenee of individual Stotes to eastablish and adopt standards 21/'22/

A, "1. DNothing in this Convention mey Vte interpreted as preventing a coastal State
from taking such measures as may be nccessary to meet the obligation under
Article 1 within the limits of its national jurisdiction, including environmental
protection zones (mexirmmm limits to be determined) (a) pending the cestablishment
and implementation of internationally agreed measures contemplated by this
Convention, or (b) following the establishment or implementation of any
internationally agreed measures if such measures fail to meet the objectives of
thig Convention or if other measures are necessary in the light of local
geographical, cconomic and ecological characteristics.

19/ Some delegations proposed that the phrase "in the meritime area under its
jurisdiction" be replaced by "in its territorial waters".

20/ Seec footnote 11.

gl/ The view was expressed by a number of delegations that while the proposals

in this Section were put forwerd above as cliernative draft articles, they werc not
parallel in substance.

gg/ The view was expressced that questions relating to the establishment of new:
Jurisdictional areas or economic zones had not been resolved and that they were,
moreover, part of the mandate of Sub-Committee II and not of Sub-Committec III. It
was congidered, thercfore, that these questions should not be roised in the present
draft articles.
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2. Meagures taken in accordance with this article must remoin within the strict
limits of the objectives of this Convention and must not be discriminatory in
their application, ond must not winecessarily or unreagonably restrict legitimate
uses of the marine envirommsnit, including nevigzation,

3. In determining whether special measurces teken in accordance with this article
are reasonable, States sholl toke into account internctionsl rules, standoerds
and procedures in force as a primery, though not necessarily conclusive, source

of evidence." 23/ 24/ 25/ 26/ 271/
OR

B, "States shall adopt laws
in respect of marine based sourc
t

and regulations implementing international stondards
ces of pollution of the marine environment or me;
adopt and implement higher stondardg:

(2) in the exercise of their rights in the [Coastnl Sea-Bed Economic
Area] with rospect to the activities set forth in Chapter ...,
ticle .... of this Convention; 28/

gg/ The view was expressed that in respect of third flag-vessels a contracting
State shall not impose measures, standards and regulations for vessel-source pollution
regarding ship design, construction, equipment, manning and maintenance which are not
in accordance with the measures, stondords and regulations established by the competent
international body.

gg/ Some delegations considered that, if there were to be such an article, it
should apply to territorial waters only and should provide that any rules and standards
relating to the prevention of pollution of the marine environment adopted at national
and international levels toke account of the nced to provide for and ensure on the high
seas freedom of navigation and of fisherics, and the freedom to conduct research and
other normal activities of Itates. Those delegations further considered that the
references to "environmentel protection zones' should be deleted since they could not
support such a form of jurisdicition.

25/ In order to provide a clearcr expression of the nature of coastal States!
rights, some declegations considercd that it might be appropriate to develop guidelincs
indicating the circumstonces in which such rights could be exercised.

gé/ The view was expressed that this draft article should have been completed by
a provision containing a general principle to the effect thot rules and regulations
enacted by a coastal State should be subject to international judicial review in
accordance with the provisions of this Convention.

gz/ The view was expressed that a fourth paragraph should be added to this draft
article stating that any meacsures adopted by a State in accordance with this article
shall forthuwith be commmicated to the competent international organization which shall
be given a rcasonable time in wvhich to reoquest modifications to the measures, if it so
decides. Those measures vould not cnter into force before that time period had elapsecd.

g@/ For the information of delegations, the referenced article would give to the
coastal State rights to: (1) explore and exploit and authorize the exploration and
exploitation of the natural resources of the sca-bed and subsoil; (2) authorize and
regulate the construction, operation and use of offshore installations affecting its
economic interests and drilling for purposces other then exploration and exploitation of”
resources; and (5) establish reasonable safety zones around such offshore installations.
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(b) for vessels entering their ports ond offshore facilitiess 29/

(c) for their nationals, natursl or juridical, ~nd vessels rcgistered
in their territory or flying their flag. ég/ i;/

OR

C. "l. Nothing in this Convention roy be interpreted as preventing a (coastel)
State from taking special measures vithin the limits of its national jurisdiction
and/or sovereignty, in the light of lccal geographical, ccological and economic
characteristics, for the prevention of marine pollution.

2. Measures token in accordance with this Article must remain within the limits
of the objectives of this Convention and must not be discriminatory in their
application and must not unnccessorily or unreasonably restrict other legitimate
usces of the marine environment, inecluding navigation.

3. Meagsures adopted by o coastal State to protect its merine cnvironmment in
arcas under its jurisdiction and/or sovereignty shall not be incompatible with
the standards cestablished by developing States for vessels under their

flag." 32/ 33/

29/ With respcct to paragroph (b), sec footnote 23.

350/ The view was exprcssed that this draft article covercd only some aspects of
morine pollution and that it should apply to marine pollution generally in arcas within
national jurisdiction (to be dotermined by the Conference).

Ql/ Some delcgations hod doubts as to the inclusion of sub-paragrevhs (a) and (b)
of this text and considercd that the dralt article should apply to the competence of
the flag=Stote ond to the rights of constol States, in connexion with their territorial
waters, to cstablish standoards taliing international standerds into account.

32/ Sec footnote 24.

33/ Sec footnote 23."
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ALECRITATIVE THXTS TO DOCUMENT A/ 138/5C. 1T
4D VORKIFG GROUP 2 PAPERS 1 1

(presonted by the deleag~tion of Braz 11)
(1) ¥G.2/Pever In. 3
Delete the note "*The reference to ........vveo.”

(2) WC.2/Fapsr io. 0/idd.2

1. Btates ghall talie all necessary measures to prevent poliution of the
marine environuent from ony sourc:, ucing for thig purpoce the best practicable
meany in accordonce with their capabilities and their national environmental
1olioies, individually ox jointly, as appropriate. In particular, States shall

sle neasurcs to encure that activitiec under their juricdiction owx control do
not cauvse slgnificant damage to the marine environment of other Statec.

Z. In taking measures w0 nlpvept pollution of the marine environment,
States chall hove due vegard to the legitimate usen of the morine env1ronment “na
ghall refrain from unjuntifiable interference with guch uges.”

Paper Lo, 7

NASKECENE > A S S |

\J

e inbtroductory pouc\
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"Hothing in this Convention chall derogate from the sovereign right of a
-

State to exploit its owm reoources purcusnt to its environmental policies and
programmes Cfor econonic develozment.'

”(b) A Stete vidich becomes aware of cageg in which the marine environment

ig in immrinent danger of belng signifioantly damaged or hac been significantly

damaged by pollution chall immedirvely notify other States it deems likely to be
cted by such damage, a9 well au the competent international orgenizationg

(¢) States chell co-overste direstly or through competent international
organizations in the reseerch of causesy of marine pollution and in the exchange.
of information and dats acoulred about polliution of the marine environment, with
a view to worliing out appropriate scientific criteria for the formulation and
elcboration of rulen and standards for the prevention of merine pollubion.”

(5) C.2/Paper Hc. 15

"1, E£tatos, in aveas wnder thelr sovereignty and national jurisdiction,
chall employ sulteble systems of cbeervation, measurement, evaluation and
analysis to deternine the rick of pollution on the marine environment.



6)

2. States rhall dicueminate the data and information. obtoined on the ricls
and effects of pollution on the maerine environment to States they deem likely to
be affected and to the internationnl organizations concerned, with a requect to
disseminate such data and information."

WG.2/Paver lo. 14

"In the cace of violationc of the obligations under the present Convention,

- repulting in cignificent pollution of the marine environment,. the: State

regpongible for thece violations chall immediately take ctenn, to the extent
practicable, to put an end to them and to the effects thereofl.”
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B. Report of Working Groun 3

TO0. Below is a note with annex from the Chairman of Working Group 3 contained in
document A/AC.138/5C.IIT/L.53 reflecting the work achieved in the Worling Group. The
Working Group, at already mentioned above, was established towards the end of the
March/April seggion in Hew York. It began its cubgtantive worls towards the middle of
the July/August seguion. , .

Wote by the Chairman of Working Group 3 addrecred to the Chairman of Sub-Committee ITT

(4/AC.138/5C.IIT/L.55)

"I have the honour to inform you that the Working Group of llarine Scientific
Regearch and Trancfer of Technology (Working Group 3 of Sub~Committee III),
established on 5 A»ril 1975, in flew York, held 10 meetinge during the current session.

In accordance with its terms of reference, the Working Groun digcusgsed the
proposals formally cubmitted to Sub-Committee IITI in documents A/AC.l}S/SC.III/L.lB,
235, 31, 34, l/ 42, 44 =nd 45. Tty discussions covered the definition and objectives
of marine gcientific research, the conduct and promotion of marine scientific
research, and the prereguicites for the conduct of cuch research., It vas not
pogusible for the Worling Group to initiate consideration of the question of the
trancfer of technclogy.

At ito first meeting during the current segsion, the Working Group decided to
establish informel concultations which were open to participation by all delegationsc.
Thege informal congultations nroduced a number of texts which are attached to thig
note. Thege texts were Grafted on the bacic of the above-mentioned proposals and of
comments and suggections by delegations in the Working Group.

Due to lack of time, it wag not nosgible for the Working Groun and ity informal
congultations to consider 2ll the draft articles contained in the propogals submitted
to Sub-Committee IIT. ;/ Algo, there wau no opportunity for the Woxiring Group to
review the texts attached to this note.

The Working Group, having taken note of the attached texts, authorized me to

inform you and Sub--Committee III of the work it hag achiceved in carrying out itgo
mandate."

l/ The Working Group also referred to the relevant texts in A/AC.IBB/SC.II/L.ZS.
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ANITER

"WG.3/Paper No.4

"Definition and Objectives of Marine Scientific Research

Marine scientific research is any study and related experimental work, excluding
industrial exploration and other activities aimed at the direct exploitation of marine
resources, designed to increase mankind's scientific knowledge of the marine
environment and conducted for peaceiunl purposes.' _/ _/ j/ (The informal drafting
group had decided to postpone the drafting of any further text deallng vith -
objectives.)

The following alternative texts were agreed without prejudice to their place in
the order of the drait articles:

"Marine scientific research "Marine scientific research
as such shall not form the _ as such shall not form the
legal basis for any claims of . legal basis for any claim
exploitation rights or any OR to any part of the marine
other rights in areas beyond env1ronment_/ or its

the limits of national resources,"

jurisdiction,”

l/ The view was expressed by some delegations that this definition was
acceptable provided that another article in the Convention recognizes the fact that
scientific research may provide a basis for industrial and commercial advantage.

g/ Some delegations were of the opinion that an article on definitions was not '
necessary and that the articles to be drafted on the obligations of States would
indirectly, but clearly, establish the meaning intended.

é/ Some delegations considered that it would be desirable to include a
definition of the term "marine environmentz'.

4/ The viev was expressed that the reference to "any part of the marine
environment" should not prejudice the rights of the coastal State within its area of
national jurisdiction.
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WG.3/Paper No.5

Conduct and promotion of marine scientific research

A. "l. Subject to the rights of coastal States [and of the International
Authority] [OR] [and subject to the régime of the international sea-bed area]
as provided for in this Convemtion, all- States,. irrespective of their
geographical location, as well as aproprlate 1nternatlona1 organlaatlons, have
‘the right [OR the.right of fréedom]_/to conduct marine scientific research and
other research: act1v1t1e° in the marlne env1ronment o

2. - States-shall promote, co—operatlae narine sclentific programmes taking:
into particular consideration the interests and needs of developlng

countries." _/ 3/ 4 _/ 5/
OR

B. "Subject. to the rights of coastal States, States whether coastal or
landlocked shall co-operate in the promotion of scientific research and
investigation in the marine enviromment, as provided for in this Convention, in
an orderly and rational menner, taking into account the interests of the
international community, particularly the interests and needs of developing

countries." 6/ 7/ 8/

on

C. "Scientific research in the sea being essential to an understanding of
global environment, the preservation and enhancement of the sea and its rational
and effective use, States shall promote and facilitate the development and
conduct of all scientific research in the sea for the benefit of the
international community. All States, irrespective of geographic location, as
well as appropriate international organizations mgy engage in scientific
research in the sea, recognizing the rights and interests of the international
community and coastal States, particularly the interests and needs of developing
countries, as provided for in this Convention."

l/ Some de1°gatlon» vere opposed tc the use of the words "or the r1ght of
freedom" in thls text and cons1dercd them superfluous. e . ’

2/.. A view was eypressed that this draft article should heave included a
reference to physical and juridical persons as also having the rlﬂht to conduct
scientific research in the marine environment. :

j/ Some delegations took the viev that texts A and B are not alternatives but
complementary. -

g/ Some delegations expressed the view that texts A and B are not complementary
but real alternatives.. -

Q/ Some delegations expressed the viev that it was premature to include the
words "subject to the rights of coastal States" in the above texts since it may be
prejudicial to the inherent rights of States.

6/ See footnote 3/.
1/ See footnote 4/.

8/ See footnote 5/.
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OR

"Subject to the rights of coastal Stvates, States, as well as the competent
international organizations, may promote and conduct scientific research in the
marine enviromnent, taking into eccount all relevant factors, including the
interests of the international community and particularly those of the
developing countries, as provided for in this Convention." 2/

OR

"A1l States, irrespective of their geographical location, as well as
international organizations, shall enjoy on a basis of equality and without
any discrimination the right of freedom to cenduct scientific research in the
world ocean. 10/

"The term 'world ocean' as used in this Convention covers all ocean space,
the sea-bed and the subsoil thereof, with the exception of internal and
territorial waters and the bed and subsoil of the continental shelf."

9/ See footnote 5/
10/ See footnote 1/.
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ANNEX T

TTDEX OF PROPOSALS SUBMITTED TO SUB-COMMITTEL TITT
FROM 1971 to 1973

1. PROPOSALS SUBMITTED IN 1971

Please see finnex V, page 246, in Doc. A/8421 (Report of the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor Beyond the Limits of National
Jurisdiction to the 26th session of the General Assembly.)

TT  PROPOSALS SUBMITTED I 1972

Please see Documents annexed to Part IV, page 199, in Doc. A/B?Zl
(Report of the Committee to the 27th session of the General Assembly.)

. ITIT PROPOSALS SUBMITTED 1§ 1973

1, Working paper on preservation of the marine env1ronment, uubmltted by
Australia (A/AC.138/SC.III/L.27).

2, Draft Articles for a comprehensive Marine Pollution Conventlon, submitted by
Canada (A/AC.138/8C.III/L.28).

3. Draft Articles for a convention on scientific research in the world ocean,
submitted by Bulgaria, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republlc,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republlcs (A/AC.138/SC.IIT/L.31).

4, Draft Articles for a Convention on general principles for the preservation .
of the marine environment, submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics (A/AC.138/SC.IIT/L.32).

5. Draft Articles for the preservation of the marine environment (1ncludlng, .
inter alia, the prevention of pollution) submitted by lMalta (A/AC 138/SC III/L 33).

6. Draft Articles on scientific research, submitted by Malta (A/AC.138/SC.III/L.34).

T. Observations by the Govermment of the Netherlands in regard to questions
’ concerning the preservation of the marine environment including the prevention
of marine pollution (A/AC.138/SC.III/L.35).

8. Worklng paper submitted by the United States of America on competence to
establish standards for the control of Vessel source pollution
(a/ac. 158/50 I11/1.36).

9 Working paper on prevention of pollution from ships, submitted by Canada
(A/AC.138/SC.III/L.37 and Add.1).
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10.

11,

12.

13'

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Draft Articles on the protection of the marine environment and the prevention of
marine pollution, submitted by.the Unlted States of America .
(A/AC.138/8C.111/L.40). e :

Draft Articles on prevention and control of pollution in the marine . -«
environment, submitted by Kenya (A/Ac.138/sc.III/L.41).

VWorking paper on marine scientific research, submitted by China
(A/AC.138/SC.I1I/L.42).

Draft Articles on the protection of the marine enviromment. -against pcllution,
working paper submitted by Norway (A/ac, 138/30 III/L.43).

Draft Artlcles for a chapter on marine scientific research, submitted by the
United States of America (A/AC.138/SC.III/L.44).

Working paper on scientific research within the zone subject to the sovereignty
and jurisdiction of the coastal State, submitted by Brazil, Ecuvador, El Salvador,
Panama, Peru and Uruguay (A/AC.138/SC.IIL/L.45).

Draft Articles Concerning the rights exercisable by coastal States for the
purpose of preventing marine pollution, submitted by France

(A/AC.l;B/SC.III/L.46).

Wbrklng paper on the preservation of the marine environment, submitted by
Ecuador, El Salvador, Peru and Urugvay (A/AC.138/SC.III/L.47 and Corr.l).

Draft Articles on the enforcement of international provisions fdr the
prevention of marine pollution from vessels, submitted by the Hetherlands
(4/AC.138/SC.TIT/L.48).

Proposal on enforcement measures by coastal States for the purpose of
preventing marine pollution, submitted by Japan (A/AC 138/SC III/L 49).

Proposal concerning obligations of the coastal State regarding scientific
marine research, submitted by Italy (A/AC.138/5C.III/L.50).

Draft Articles on Responsibility and Llablllty, submitted by Trinidad and Tobago
(A/AC.138/SC.IIT/L.54).

Draft Article on consent to conduct marine scientific research, submitted

by the delegations of Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, China, El Salvador, '
Ethiopia, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran, Kenya, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Romania,
Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania and
Yugoslavla (A/AC.138/SC.II1/L.55). :
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INDEX_OF STATEMENTS MADE IN SUB-COMAITTEE ITIT FROM 1971 TO 1973

Statements made in 1971

Please see index to Summary Records of Sub-Committee III, page 260, in
document A/8421 ‘Report of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and
the Ocean Floor Beyond the Limits of National Jurisdiction to the 26th session of
the General Assembly) ' . o o

Statements made in 1972

Please see index to Summary Records of Sub-Committee ITI, page 249, in
document A/8721 (Report of the Committee to the 27th session of the General Asseubliy)

Statements made in 1973

Meetings held from 7 March to 6 April 1973 (A/AC.138/SC.III/SR.%3-39)

33rd meeting:

Statements by Chile, United Kingdom, Canada, United States of America,
Australia, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Malta.

341th meetings:

Statements by the United'Kingdom, Canada, Peru, Malta and Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics.

35th meeting:

Statements by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Ghana.

36th meetings:

Statements by the United States of America, Indonesia. Peru and Mexico.

37th meeting:

Statements by an observer for the Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultative
Organization, Canada, United States of America, Finland, Iceland, Poland,
Peru, Argentina.

238th meeting:

Statements by the Assistant Ixecutive Director of the United Nations
Environment Programme, Iran, Malta, Chile, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Columbia, China, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom, Canada,
Brazil, Mexico, United States of America.
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39th meetings:

Statements by Poland, Union.of SOVl(L SOLlcllwb Republics, Mglta,

United Republlc of Tﬂrzon¢a, ‘Canada,” Romgnlu,iuoaln, Mexico; Grecce,
Trinidad and Tobago, Liberia, Argentina, United States of america, Colombia,
Peru, Ghana, Venczuszla. : : IR

Veetings held £rom 4 JULY $0 weveeosesnnss 19754L;/AC.138/SC.III/SR.4O- )

A0th mceting:

Statement by Malta.

41lst meeting:

o

Statements by the United States of umcrlca, Kenya, Colembia, Yugoslavia,
Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republies, Grecce, lolta.

42nd meeting:

Statements by Mexico, Canada, United States of imerica, Unltcd chubllc of
Tanzania, Irance, Malta, Chile. : :

£31d ﬁeeting:

Statements by China, Norway; France, Pcru, Biyazil, Pakistan, Venezucla,
" Mexico, Poland Chile, United Renublic of Tﬂnzanla. -

44th meeting:

Statements by Poland, Japan, Bulgaria, Chile, United Republic of Tanzania,
Colombia, Spain, the observers of the Internstional Atomic Encrgy-ugcncy
and the Intecr-Govermmental Occanographic Commission, Peru, Colombia,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.





