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AGENDA ITEM 8

Adoption of the agenda and organization of work:
reports of the General Committee (concluded)*

1. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): In
subparagraphs (a) and (b) of paragraph 2 of its sixth
report [A/38/250/Add.5], the General Committee recom
mends that the General Assembly include in the agenda
of the current session an additional item entitled "Com
memoration of the fortieth anniversary of the United
Nations in 1985" and consider it directly in plenary meet
ing. May I take it that the General Assembly approves
that recommendation?

It was so decided.

AGENDA ITEM 31

Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea:
report of the Secretary-General

2. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I call on the representative of Singapore, who will intro
duce the draft resolution in document A/38/L.18/Rev.1.
3. Mr. KOH (Singapore): We have before us draft reso
lution A/38/L.18/Rev.l, which is sponsored by 52 dele
gations. In addition to the 37 sponsors listed in the
document, the following 15 delegations have joined as
sponsors: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Iceland,
India, Indonesia, Ireland, Malaysia, Mali, Norway,
Senegal, the Solomon Islands, Sweden and Uruguay.
4. I should like also to draw the attention of members
of the Assembly to the report of the Secretary-General
in document A/38/570 and Corr.l and to the revised
estimates in the proposed programme budget for the
biennium 1984-1985 contained in document A/38/570/
Add.l and Corr.1.
5. I have been requested by the sponsors of draft reso
lution A/38/L.18/Rev.l to introduce it. For the sake of
brevity, I shall confine my remarks to the operative
paragraphs.
6. In paragraph 1, the Assembly recalls the historic sig
nificance of the United Nations Convention on the Law
of the Sea I as an important contribution to the main
tenance of peace, justice and progress for all peoples of
the world. How does the Convention do this? It does this
in several ways. First, it promotes the maintenance of
international peace because it replaces a plethora of con
flicting claims by coastal States with universally agreed
limits on the territorial sea, on the contiguous zone, on
the exclusive economic zone and on the continental shelf.
Secondly, the world community's interest in the freedom
of navigation is facilitated by the important compromises
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contained in the Convention on the status of the exclu
sive economic zone, on the regime of innocent passage
through the territorial sea, on the regime of transit pas
sage through straits used for international navigation and
on the regime of archipelagic sea-lanes passage. Thirdly,
the provisions of the Convention relating to the exclusive
economic zone and the high seas will enhance the world
community's interest in the conservation and optimum
utilization of the living resources of the sea. Fourthly,
the Convention contains important new rules for the
protection of the marine environment from pollution.
Fifthly, the Convention contains new rules on marine
scientific research which strike an equitable balance
between the interests of the research States and the inter
ests of the coastal States in whose economic zones or
continental shelves the research is to be carried out.
Sixthly, the international community's interest in the
peaceful settlement of disputes has been enhanced by the
mandatory system of dispute settlement in the Conven
tion. Seventhly, the Convention has succeeded in trans
lating the principle that the resources of the deep sea-bed
constitute the common heritage of mankind into fair and
workable arrangements and institutions. Finally, though
far from the ideal, we can nevertheless find elements of
international equity in such Convention provisions as
those relating to revenue-sharing on the continental shelf
beyond 200 miles, to giving land-locked and geographic
ally disadvantaged States access to the living resources
of the exclusive economic zones of their neighbours, to
the relationship between coastal fishermen and distant
water fishermen and to the sharing of the benefits derived
from the exploitation of the resources of the deep sea-bed.
7. In paragraphs 2 and 3 the Assembly expresses its
satisfaction at the large number of countries which have
signed or ratified the Convention and calls upon States
which have not done so to consider signing and ratifying
the Convention at the earliest possible date. The Con
vention was opened for signature on 10 December 1982
at Montego Bay, Jamaica. A total of 119 countries signed
the Convention on that day. The Secretary-General has
stated, "Never in the history of international relations
have such a large number of countries immediately signed
the result of their deliberations, thereby committing them
selves to act in accordance with their obligations."2
8. The number of signatories has risen to 132, and nine
States, together with the United Nations Council for
Namibia, have ratified the Convention. We need an addi
tional 51 ratifications in order to bring the Convention
into force. I wish, therefore, to appeal to States that have
not already done so to consider ratifying the Convention
at the earliest possible date, so as to allow the effective
entry into force of the new legal regime for the uses of
the sea and its resources.
9. In paragraph 4 the Assembly calls upon all States to
safeguard the unified character of the Convention and
its related resolutions.
10. In paragraph 5 the Assembly appeals to all States
to refrain from taking any action directed at undermining
the Convention or defeating its object and purpose. I wish
to recall in this connection three of the themes that
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emerged from the statements of the overwhelming num
ber of States at the concluding session of the Conference,
held in December 1982 at Montego Bay.
11. The first theme is that the provisions of the Con
vention are closely interrelated and form an integral
package. Therefore it is not possible for a State to pick
what it likes and to disregard what it does not like. It was
also said that rights and obligations go hand in hand, and
it is thus not permissible to claim rights under the Conven
tion without being willing to shoulder the corresponding
obligations.
12. The second theme is that this Convention is not a
mere codification Convention. As Bernardo Zuleta wrote:

"An examination of the character of the individual
provisions reveals that the Convention represents not
only the codification of customary norms, but also and
more significantly the progressive aevelopment of inter
national law, and contains the constituent instruments
of two major new international organizations."3

13. The third theme relates to the lawfulness of any
attempt to mine the resources of the international area
of the sea-bed and ocean floor outside the ConventIon.
Almost all the speakers at Montego Bay expressed the
view that the doctrine of th~ freedom of the high seas
can provide no legal basis for the grant by any State of
exclusive title to a specific mine site in the international
area. Many believed that the principle that the inter
national area of the sea-bed and ocean floor and the
resources therein constitute the common heritage of man
kind, as contained in articles 136 and 137 of the Con
vention, has become a part of customary international
law. Therefore, any attempt by any State or group of
States to mine the resources of the deep sea-bed outside
the Convention will incur the condemnation of the inter
national community, as well as grave political and legal
consequences.
14. In paragraph 6 the Secretary-General is requested
to give special emphasis to the work of the Preparatory
Commission for the International Sea-Bed Authority and
for the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea.
15. In paragraph 7, the Assembly expresses its apprecia
tion to the Secretary-General for his report and approves
the recommendations contained therein.
16. The Preparatory Commission has commenced its
work, and it held its first and resumed first session at
Kingston, at ·which it elected its Chairman and other
officers and concluded the elaboration of its organiza
tional framework by allocating functions to its various
organs. The Commission has decided that it will hold its
second session at Kingston fmm 19 March to 13 April
1984 and a session of its working groups during the
summer of 1984, in either New York or Geneva. For the
future, the Commission will hold its regular sessions at
Kingston and its working-group meetings at Kingston,
New York or Genp,va.
17. The Secretary-General has examined his overall
responsibilities in relation to marine affairs and has pro- .
posed a new major programme on them. The programme
is contained in chapter 25 of the medium-term plan for
the period 1984-1989,4 which has been endorsed by the
Committee on Programme and Co-ordination, the Eco
nomic and Social Council and the Fifth Committee of
this Assembly. One recommendation is that the 18 pro
fessional posts in the Office of the Special Representative
of the Secretary-General for the Law of the Sea be con
verted from temporary to established posts. The Office
of the Special Representative will be designated as the
core office responsible for the implementation of pro
gramme 1 of the major programme on marine affairs.

It will also be the core office for servicing the Preparatory
Commission.
18. During the past several weeks, Asterius Hyera of
the United Republic of Tanzania and I have conducted
extensive consultations on the draft resolution and its
related documents. As a result of those consultations I
believe that the draft resolution enjoys a very wide base
of support.
19. In the course of the consultations it was agreed
that the following statement should be read into the
record of this meeting in connection with the Assem
bly's approval of the recommendations contained in the
Secretary-General's report:

"We note in paragraph 58 of the Secretary-General's
report that, acting in conformity with resolution 37/66,
he has established a second duty station for the Office
of the Special Representative of the Secretary-General
for the Law of the Sea at Kingston, Jamaica, to facil
itate the servicing of the Preparatory Commission.
Because the Preparatory Commission had not com
menced its substantive work during 1983, the Secretary
General did not feel justified in deploying to the King
ston duty station the level of staff resources envisaged
last year. However, given the substantive work pro
gramme to be carried out by the Preparatory Commis
sion during 1984, the Secretary-General has stated that
the additional staff allocated to the Kingston duty
station will be deployed. He has also indicated in his
report that he will assign to the Kingston duty station
such additional staff as may be required in the light
of the functions to be performed and the programme
of work."

20. On behalfofthe 52 sponsors ofdraft resolution A/38/
L.18/Rev.l, I commend the draft resolution to the Assem
bly for its adoption.
21. I cannot, however, conclude my statement without
referring briefly to the untimely and much-lamented
death of the Secretary-GeneraI's Special Representative,
Bernardo Zuleta. I am sure that I speak for all my col
leagues in the Third United Nations Conference on the
Law of the Sea when I mourn the loss of this dear friend
and colleague. Mr. Zuleta rendered a very great service
to the Conference in many ways. He always succeeded
in providing the Conference with the necessary facilities
for work. He was the able leader of a team of Secre
tariat officials, many of whom, including himself, played
an important role in assisting the presiding officers of
the Conference. Mr. Zuleta himself was a valued adviser
to the first President of the Conference, Mr. Shirley
Amerasinghe, and then to me. On many occasions I
requested Mr. Zuleta to conduct delicate consultations
on my behalf; he never failed me. Like the name of
Shirley Amerasinghe, the name of Bernardo Zuleta will
for ever be linked to the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea.
22. In conclusion, I should like to report briefly on the
Hamilton Shirley Amerasinghe Fellowship on the Law
of the Sea. Colleagues may recall that the General Assem
bly, in paragraph 6 of resolution 36179, established the
Fellowship in memory of Shirley Amerasinghe and called
on Governments, universities, philanthropic foundations
and national and international organizations to contribute
to the Fund. The contributions received so far are not
adequate for the income to be utilized in making an
award. I am pleased to inform the Assembly, however,
that the Third World Foundation has agreed to provide
a substantial contribution in order to make the Fellow
ship operational. I would therefore like to take this
opportunity to appeal to Governments, organizations and
individuals to consider making their contributions to
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the Fellowship fund so that the first Hamilton Shirley
Amerasinghe Fellowship on the Law of the Sea can be
awarded in 1984.
23. Mr. OLEANDROV (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (interpretation/rom Russian): May I first of
all express our condolences at the untimely passing of the
Under-Secretary-General, Bernardo Zuleta. A renowned
international lawyer and eminent diplomat, Mr. Zuleta
played an extremely important part in the successful
conclusion of the work of the Third United Nations Con
ference on the Law of the Sea and the adoption at that
time of the comprehensive Convention. His memory will
long remain alive among those who participated in the
Conference and those who had an opportunity to work
with him.
24. A year has elapsed since the United Nations Con
vention on the Law of the Sea was opened for signature.
Like many other States, the Soviet Union attaches great
importance to that comprehensive international treaty,
which strengthens the legal regime for peace and co
operation on the seas. The Convention was the result of
lengthy negotiations between all groups of States over a
period totalling 15 years. Taking into account the legit
imat..:. rights and interests of all States and peoples of the
world, the Convention resolves in a single "package" the
most acute and difficult problems of the legal regime for
two thirds of the Earth's surface. It determines the rights
and obligations of States and establishes an orderly sys
tem of international legal regulations on the principal
ways of utilizing maritime spaces and resources. The
Convention also makes a considerable contribution to the
strengthening of peace, security and co-operation among
States on the high seas. It serves as an example of the
possibility of settling by negotiations in the United Nations
important global problems of concern to mankind.
25. The Soviet Union was one of the first to sign the
Convention. To date, as can be seen from the report of
the Secretary-General, it has been signed by 132 States.
The process of ratification has begun; nine States have
already deposited their instruments of ratification with
the Secretary-General. All that is eloquent proof of the
fact that the Convention is supported by an overwhelming
majority of the States of the world.
26. An important trend in the activities of States in
implementing the Convention and the decisions of the
Third Conference was the work done by the Preparatory
Commission for the International Sea-Bed Authority and
for the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea.
In accordance with the Convention and once it enters into
force, there will be created the first international organi
zation of sovereign States in history to be invested with
broad possibilities for exploiting the resources of the
international area of the sea-bed, which has been declared
the common heritage of mankind.
27. At the first session of the Preparatory Commission,
which was held in the spring and autumn of this year,
the initial differences between various groups of States
on questions regarding the structure of the Commission
and the organization of its work were overcome. The
Chairman of the Commission was a distinguished par
ticipant in the Conference, the Tanzanian statesman and
Minister, Mr. Joseph Warioba. The consensus decisions
adopted by the Preparatory Commission with regard to
its structure, the functions of its organs, its working
procedures and the question of procedure and the guiding
principle for the registration of applications of pioneer
investors in the exploitation of the sea-bed were in accord
ance with the interests of just and equitable international
co-operation in the exploitation of the mineral resources
of the international area of the sea-bed. It also laid the

foundations for the organizational structure, in accord
ance with the Convention, of the International Sea-Bed
Authority and the International Tribunal for the Law
of the Sea.
28. The progress made by the Preparatory Commission
is of considerable importance. The sooner it begins to
consider and register the applications of pioneer investors,
the sooner it can derive specific material assistance from
these and the sooner we can begin the exploration of that
part of the sea-bed that will be set aside for the inter
national organ. Success in the work of the Preparatory
Commission will make for the speedy signing and ratifica
tion of the Convention by those countries that have not
yet done so.
29. In the light of the Convention and the resolutions 5

adopted by the Third United Nations Conference on the
Law of the Sea, the Soviet Union this spring submitted
to the Preparatory Commission its application to have
a sector registered for pioneer activity on the sea-bed.
That step is important, practical confirmation of the
consistent position of the Soviet Union in support of the
Convention and of the creation of the International Sea
Bed Authority. It is our hope that this example will be
followed by other States.
30. The Government of one country only, the United
States, has elected actively to resist and undermine the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. While
refusing to sign or observe the Convention, the present
American Administration has stated that it neverthe
less intends to establish an "exclusive economic zone"
200 nautical miles wide along the coastline of the United
States and has also announced a "maritime policy" aimed
at the arbitrary division and seizure by private companies
of the resources of the international area of the sea-bed.
In accordance with that arbitrary policy, attempt!> have
been made to establish "mini-conventions" that would
enable private United States companies and companies
belonging to some of its Western allies to engage in
activities on the sea-bed, circumventing the Convention.
31. It is important to emphasize that the Convention
represents a comprehensive and indivisible "package"
made up of interrelated and interlocking compromise
agreements. It does not admit of a selective approach,
observing some provisions and breaching others. States
cannot choose among the Convention's provisions only
those that are best suited to them or most to their liking.
All the provisions of the Convention must be observed
as a whole. The United States refusal to observe the
provisions of the Convention relating to the sea-bed
is unlawful and deprives it of any right to utilize the
200-mile economic zone established under the Conven
tion. Most States, including the socialist and developing
countries, have expressed serious concern with regard to
such actions against the Convention by the United States.
In a statement by the Soviet Government, it was empha
sized that "the Soviet Union shares this concern and,
together with other countries, firmly rejects the arbi
trary policy which the United States seeks to pursue in
this area".
32. The attempts of the United States arbitrarily to
abstract from the Convention certain of its provisions and
to jettison others are not in accord with the regime estab
lished under the Convention. Such attempts go against
the legitimate interests of other States ar.d represent a
challenge to the United Nations. Such actions can only
be regarded as attempts to create chaos with regard to
how the maritime areas shall be used and to undermine
the provisions of the Convention concerning the inter
national co-operation and peace on the high seas. The
United Nations should condemn such unlawful acts and
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call for strict observance of the Convention as a single
and indivisible international treaty.
33. The Soviet delegation is pleased to note that the
draft resolution, which emerged from lengthy consulta
tions under the chairmanship of Mr. Koh and Mr. Hyera,
will on the whole serve to strengthen the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea and to develop the
activities of the Preparatory Commission. The draft reso
lution expresses concern about unilateral actions and
appeals to all States to refrain from such actions. It
approves the recommendations of the Secretary-General
on stimulating Secretariat activities with regard to matters
related to the Convention and on servicing the work of
the Preparatory Commission. The implementation of
those recommendations should not lead to any increased
costs or disbursement of financial or personnel resources.
We would not be in favour of the creation of any new
posts, and we believe that the Secretariat can and should
perform its functions in this area by mobilizing all avail
able resources and opportunities.
34. A~ong with a number of other delegations, the Soviet
delegation has recently begun to entertain extremely seri
ous misgivings with regard to the desirability of holding
the first part of the second session this spring in Jamaica.
Jamaica's participation in the aggression against Grenada,
its unfriendly acts towards other countries and other
actions raise the question of whether Jamaica can meet
the considerable demands that, under the Convention,
must necessarily be made of the country where the most
important international organization on the exploitation
of the resources of the sea-bed is to be located. By ignor
ing those demands Jamaica has associated itself with
those forces that are against the Convention and are
waging an open battle against the creation of the Inter
national Authority. In these circumstances the holding
of the forthcoming session in Jamaica might lead to
difficulties in the work of the Preparatory Commission.
For that reason the Soviet delegation believes that the
most desirable and productive solution would be to hold
both parts of the second session at United Nations Head
quarters in New York or in Geneva.
35. Mr. ROSENNE (Israel): Let me start by once again
expressing our deep condolences to the family, to the
delegation of Colombia, to the Office of the Special
Representative of the Secretary-General for the Law of
the Sea and to the Secretary-General himself on the la
mented death at so early an. age of Bernardo Zuleta. I
knew Bernardo for many years, first as representative of
his country here, especially in the Sixth Committee, and
later as the Special Representative of the Secretary
General for the Law of the Sea. I know that he was
looking forward very much to his duties in connection
with the Preparatory Commission for the International
Sea-Bed Authority and for the Int~rnational Tribunal for
the Law of the Sea, seeing in his work there a continua
tion of a family tradition, his father having been president
of the preparatory commission for the United Nations
on which the present Preparatory Commission was so
largely based. May peace be upon his soul.
36. I will start by recalling that at Montego Bay we
signed the Final Act of the Conference, with a declaration
which was annexed to our signature and which has been
circulated by the Secretary-General, as depositary, in the
usual way, so I do not need to repeat it here. But we did
not sign the Convention itself. We do not wish to be
rushed into a matter of considerable political and legal
significance before we have been able to complete a
thorough review of the Convention as a whole in the light
of subsequent developments in the Preparatory Commis
sion and elsewhere. That examination and review are still

proceeding. Our position regarding the Convention and
the Final Act supplies one basic explanation of our atti
tude regarding the draft resolution before the General
Assembly today.
37. We have studied very carefully the documents pre
sented to us and I wish· to make one or two comments.
We have noted the progress-slow, it is true, but progress
none the less-achieved by the Preparatory Commission
this year, and we are confident that under the able guid
ance of its Chairman it will now be able to start dealh.g
with the substantive problems set before it.
38. We regard chapter V of the Secretary-General's
report [A/38/570 and Corr.i] as the most important, and
it has to be read in the light of earlier documentation
relevant to the responsibilities of the Secretary-General
under the Convention. We welcome the appearance of
the spec:al publication of the accurate text of the Con
vention and the Final Act of the Conference, accom
panied by a substantial index,6 and a special word of
thanks is due to those who prepared that index. We also
welcome the appearance of the new Law of the Sea
Bulletin, which will be of value provided it comes out
quickly and is reasonably complete and accurate. We
hope that steps will be taken to ensure that it has the
widest possible circulation, including distribution in aca
demic and parliamentary circles.
39. On the questions of the official records of the Con
ference, we have noted that in paragraph 25.11 of the
medium-term plan for the period 1984-19894 it is stated
that the Conference did not establish official travauxpre
paratoires, and this concept is repeated in the Secretary
General's report. We do not think that in principle it is
for a plenipotentiary conference itself to establish travaux
preparatoires, and we interpret this passage, and similar
passages appearing in other documents before us today,
as meaning that owing to the particular manner in which
the Conference worked the official records do not permit
an easy reconstruction of the legislativ(~ history of a given
provision of the Cunvention such as can be done, say,
in the case of the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law
of Treaties and indeed of most international conventions.
But the Conference is quite heavily documented, as
indeed is obvious from the statement in subparagraph (b)
of paragraph 22 in the Secretary-General's report that a
total of 20 volumes is envisaged for the complete set of
official records. I am stressing that what we are talking
about is the absence of travaux preparatoires in the com
monly accepted sense, although here I must interpose in
parentheses and recall that in its work on the law of
treaties the International Law Commission carefully and
deliberately refrained from any attempt to include any
formal definition of travaux preparatoires. The absence
of trc;vaux in the sense just explained does not mean the
absence of records, which are essential aids, within the
limits of the general rules of international law as to their
evidentiary value and opposability, to an understanding
of the Convention and to what States participating in the
Conference understood by any of the provisions of the
Convention of special interest and concern to them. In
addition, I know of at least three major projects being
undertaken in three different parts of the world to attempt
to prepare authoritative and responsible interpretations
of the Convention. Also, there is at least one compilation
of documents being produced commercially, which con
tains a considerable quantity of documentation from the
Conference which has not been included so far in the
official records. In that connection, we attach consider
able impo.rtance to the various indexes and lists mentioned
in paragraph 22 of the Secretary-General's report and
hope that their publication, even if only in a provisional
form, can be expedited.
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40. The documentation before us-and I shall not (rouble
the Assembly with detailed citations at this stage-contains
useful information and a wealth of ideas about the co
ordination of the handling of marine affairs within the
United Nations context, that is, within the United Nations
itself and within the specialized agencies. We would wel
come the maximum co-ordination possible in this respect,
of course without infringing upon the autonomy of the
specialized agencies and other intergovernmental organ
izations. But we would like to suggest that consideration
be given in due course to expanding this co-ordinating
role somewhat, and the consequent diffusion of informa
tion in the Law of the Sea Bulletin, to cover private law
activities relating to marine affairs, in the broadest sense
of the term, some of which are not being conducted
within the United Nations framework. The Convention
rightly stresses in the preamble that the problems of ocean
space are closely connected and need to be considered as
a whole. In our view, this sentiment is not to be taken
in too restrictive a sense and is not limited to the inter
State aspects of the law of the sea but can also extend
to private law activities, most if not all of which-relating
to shipping matters, carriage of goods by sea, salvage,
liner conferences, admiralty law in general, marine ecol
ogy, safety of life at sea, trade union activity in marine
affairs and so on-do have some point of connection with
the 1982 Convention, which is often referred to as an
umbrella instrument. I have been struck and unfavour
ably impressed, when reading some of the technical and
professional literature on these private law topics, to
find that there is no mention in them of what is com
monly regarded as the international law of the sea, and
I could say much the same about the literature on the
international law of the sea, which seems to ignore the
private law aspects. In the final count, the two cannot
be separated.
41. I am uttering these thoughts in the hope that in
coming years attention can be given to according to the
Secretary-General's reporting function under article 319,
paragraph 2 of the Convention a somewhat broader and
more all-embracing interpretation and application. That
provision, which was very carefully considered at the
Conference, let me recall, requires the Secretary-General,
inter alia, to report to all States parties, the International
Sea-Bed Authority and competent international organiza
tions-which certainly include the General Assembly of
the United Nations-Hon issues of a general nature that
have arisen with respect to this Convention."
42. I have to recall that at the thirty-seventh session,
both in the Fifth Committee and in the Assembly, my
delegation voted against the proposal to include the
budget of the Preparatory Commission within the general
budget of the United Nations. That remains our position,
and last night we abstained in the vote in the Fifth Com
mittee. But this does not apply, of course, to the specific
functions imposed upon the Secretary-General by the
Convention, for which authority was given to him in
resolution 37166 last year. Our attitude towards the draft
resolution now before us will also reflect that fundamen
tal position of ours.
43. I now have to revert to another matter connected
with the law of the sea that has arisen in the Organization
during the last couple of weeks.
44. My delegation learned with considerable surprise
from Security Council documents SI161947 and SI16195,8
both dated 3 December 1983, that the Security Council
had agreed to permit the Chairman of the so-called Pales
tine Liberation Organization, together with several thous
ands of his armed followers, and apparently with their
military impedimenta, to leave Tripoli in foreign ships

which would also fly the United Nations flag "for human
itarian reasons". Our political reaction to that is found
in the letters of our representative, circulated as Security
Council documents on 6 and 7 December,9 and in the
letter of Prime Minister Shamir, circulated in docu
ment A/38/717.
45. We find that position of the Security Council quite
inexplicable and quite devoid of legal basis. The relevant
legal provisions-whether one prefers article 7 of the 1958
Convention on the High Seas or article 93 of the 1982
Convention-clearly state that those instruments do not
prejudice the question of ships employed on the official
service of an intergovernmental organization flying the
flag of that organization. The note submitted by the
Secretariat in 1958, in document A/CONF.13/C.2/L.87,
which is printed in volume IV of the official records of
that Conference,1O makes it clear that the consent of the
States concerned is always required and that the vessels
concerned are in the service of the United Nations. The
vessels on which it is now proposed to fly the United
Nations flag are not employed in the service of the United
Nations and they do not, therefore, come within the scope
of the treaty provisions. In the circumstances, we firmly
believe that there was and is no justification whatsoever
in law for flying the United Nations flag on the vessels
in question. The political aspects have been dealt with
in the letters of our Prime Minister and our representa
tive, to which I have already referred.
46. I do not want it to be inferred from my remarks
that circumstances can never be conceived in which the
use of the United Nations flag for genuine humanitarian
purposes would be appropriate. The use of certain well
known and widely accepted flags for genuine humani
tarian purposes, with or without the national flag of the
ship, is accepted. But as far as we are aware, this is always
with the agreement of all the States concerned. We cannot
therefore regard this Security Council decision and the
reasoning on which it was based as a valid precedent for
the use of the United Nations flag for genuine humani
tarian purposes.
47. With regard to draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.l,
my delegation has noted certain positive formulations,
for instance paragraph 4, in comparison with parallel
formulations made during the Conference. That con
firms, to some extent, the view we took and expressed
during the Conference that some of the resolutions
adopted with the Final Act have nothing to do with the
law of the sea but are of a political character inserted for
reasons of expediency. However, we do have certain dif
ficulties with the draft resolution. For example, we cannot
support the penultimate paragraph of the preamble since,
as I have stated, we have never approved the financing
of the expenses of the Preparatory Commission from the
regular budget of the United Nations, and that position
has not been changed. We do not consider that nine
ratifications in a period of 12 months is exactly a cause
for congratulations, and we believe that the time may be
coming when consideration will have to be given to exam
ining the cause for the slow pace of ratification of this
instrument. But perhaps our debate next year will show
me to have bt,~n wrong on this point. Since paragraph 5
refers to all States, it may go fUl ther than traditional calls
of this nature, limited to signatory States. A call of that
nature to all States applies in equal measure to all inter
national organizations having anything to do with marine
affairs or with the application of the Convention.
48. With reference to paragraph 9, we consider that the
time has come to revert to earlier practice and to allocate
the item to one of the Main Committees for debate and
report, rather than to have this debate at an awkward
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time at the very end of a strenuous session. Since in the
period from 1967 to 1973 the substantive debate was
always held in the First Committee, consideration should
be given to resuming that practice. As we understand the
development of matters in the General Assembly, it was
only while the Conference itself was in progress, between
1974 and 1982, that the item was discussed directly in
plenary as a routine matter, when it was presented in non
controversial terms and was limited to making arrange
ments for the programme for the year ahead. Experience
last year and this has brought to light certain possible
weaknesses in this procedure, which previous debate in
a Main Committee might have alleviated.
49. In the light of these remarks, unless the draft reso
lution is adopted by consensus or without a vote, my
delegation will abstain in all votes on it.
50. Mr. DICHEV (Bulgaria): The Bulgarian delegation
also joins those who have expressed their condolences on
the untimely passing away of Mr. Zuleta, who gave all
his energies to promoting the work of the United Nations
in the field of the law of the sea.
51. The General Assembly has before it the report of
the Secretary-General on the Third United Nations Con
ference on the Law of the Sea [A/38/570 and Corr.i] and
draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.1. We would like to
express our full appreciation and gratitude for the efforts
made by Mr. Koh in trying to negotiate a compromise
draft and for the helpful presentation of the draft.
52. We fully accept the operative paragraphs of the
draft resolution for the following reasons. First, we con
cur with the assessment of the Secretary-General that the
adoption of the Convention is one of the major achieve
ments in the history of international relations. Secondly,
we view the large number of signatures affixed to the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea as
significant, but we feel that additional efforts are needed
to consolidate the successful outcome of this multilateral
effort in order to achieve the general acceptance and
effective application of the new legal regime of the seas.
Thirdly, we are opposed to any unilateral action in cir
cumvention of the Convention and to any selective appli
cation of its provisions, since such actions contradict the
comprehensive character of the established legal regime
of the seas and disregard the fact that the problems of
the ocean space are closely interrelated and need to
be considered and dealt with as a whole. Fourthly, we
approve of the recommendations in the Secretary-General's
report, which conveys the understanding that the respon
sibility of the Secretary-General for the law-of-the-sea
affairs entrusted to him is twofold: one responsibility of
a permanent nature and another of a temporary nature.
53. The report describes, in paragraph 55, some of the
permanent responsibilities entrusted to the Secretary
General under the Convention. They relate to the uniform
and constant application of the Convention, to the assist
ance which the Secretary-General can render to Member
States by providing them with information, advice and
services concerning implementation of the Convention
and developments relevant to the new legal regime, and
to functions in regard to the promotion of co-operation
within the United Nations system on matters of sea and
ocean affairs. Besides that, the Secretary-General has
depositary and certain reporting and administrative func
tions such as calling for invitations for nominations and
covering meetings of the States parties.
54. The second category of the Secretary-General's
functions covers those of a temporary nature. Those are
the functions entrusted to him under resolutions I and
11 of the Conference, namely, to service the Preparatory
Commission for the International Sea-Bed Authority and

for the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea in
its task of preparing draft rules and regulations and pro
cedures. For the discharge of this task the Secretary
General has made two sets of proposals: the first concerns
the status of the Office of the Special Representative
of the Secretary-General for the Law of the Sea and is
designed to establish the Office on a permanent basis as
an integral part of the Secretariat; and the second con
cerns the needed manpower and the organization of the
Office.
55. We accept the recommendations on institutional
arrangements contained in paragraph 53 of the report of
the Secretary-General. As far as resource requirements
are concerned, we have some reservations and .seek some
clarification. Our analysis is based on the report of the
Secretary-General and on the understandings reported to
the Assembly at its thirty-seventh session during Mr. Koh's
presentation of paragraphs 7 and 8 of resolution 37/66
[9ist meeting, paras. 86-93].
~6. Substantively, the understandings consisted of five
: I]ints: first, it was agreed that the law of the sea secre
tariat should be kept at the level of staff and grades pre
viously allocated and used, that is to say, 18 professional
officers for 1983. Secondly, that secretariat should be a
unified secretariat. Thirdly, it would have two duty sta
tions: New York and Kingston, each of which initially
would have nine professional staff, that is, half of the
staff would remain in New York while the other half
would be transferred to Kingston. Fourthly, the staff
assigned to the two duty stations would be mutually rein
forcing. Fifthly, the law of the sea secretariat would
continue to depend upon the other departments of the
United Nations Secretariat and the specialized agencies
for experts in carrying out the responsibilities of the
Secretary-General.
57. As is clear, the understandings mainly dealt with two
problems: the composition and nature of the secretariat
and its organization of work.
58. We are pleased to note in paragraph 57 of the report
of the Secretary-General that no changes in the number
or level of posts are requested. The only change entails
the conversion of the 18 professional posts from tem
porary to established posts as a result of the proposal
contained in paragraph 53 of the report. However, we
view with some concern the request for six additional
temporary professional posts, which were approved on
a yearly temporary basis only for 1983. No true limits
for temporary posts or plausible justification of the need
for such posts are offered.
59. Mr. Koh has offered, we believe, a new under.,
standing linked to the interpretation of paragraph 58 of
the report. We feel that the new understanding departs
from last year's, as well as from the intended objectives
of paragraph 58. We are of the view that paragraph 58
reflects more accurately the general feelings of the par
ticipants in the work of the Preparatory Commission
during t983 than the interpretation of its intention offered
by Mr. Koh. We hold this view for the following reasons.
60. First, we all agree that the Office of the Special
Representative of the Secretary-General for the Law of
the -Sea will be entrusted with the temporary servicing
arrangements for the Preparatory Commission.
61. Secondly, we all agree that the secretariat will func
tion as a unified secretariat on the basis of the organiza
tional arrangements established and employed for the
servicing of the Conference on the Law of the Sea from
1973 to 1982, as described in paragraphs 61 to 63 of the
report. We are disappointed to see that a very important
section of the se~retariat, namely, the Sea and Ocean
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Affairs Sectior' of the Department of Political and Secur
ity Council Affairs, whose staff members have extensive
knowledge of and experience in servicing the Conference
on the Law of the Sea, has been omitted.
62. Thirdly, we all agree that the expenses of the secre
tariat should be kept within t.he existing level of expenses,
because we believe that, if the secretariat has diHgently
functioned and served the Conference on the Law of the
Sea, it will be fully within its ability to serve competently
the Preparatory Commission.
63. Fourthly, we all agree that the General Assembly
has never instructed the Conference secretariat how to
organize itself. We do not see now any justification to
go into detail and instruct the Secretary-General how to
organize its offices and how to facilitate the servicing of
the meetings of the Preparatory Commission. We cannot
expect the Office of the Special Representative for the
Law of the Sea to establish duty stations in Kingston,
Geneva or any other city where meetings of the Prepara
tory Commission might be held. We understand the inten
tion of the Secretary-General in utilizing the six temporary
posts only if needed, only if the work load requires the
use of these additional resources and only if internal
resources within the Secretariat are not available. We do
not believe that the additional temporary posts provided
are for allocation in Kingston, and we should like to have
some clarification on that matter. The notion of a unified
secretariat implies one duty station where Member States
can seek information or address the Secretary-General
with respect to any problem which may arise as a result
of the implementation of the relevant recommendations
or obligations assumed under the United Nations Con
vention on the Law of the Sea.
64. Fifthly, the vast majority of Member States, by
signing the Convention, have recognized its historic sig
nificance for the rule of law and for the maintenance of
peace, justice and progress for all peoples of the world.
For this reason we should like to see the speedy coming
into force of the Convention. We regard the efficient and
cost-effective functioning of the Preparatory Commission
in discharging its mandate as a main contribution to the
attainment of this objective. With this understanding in
mind, we wish to put forward the following comments.
65. We interpret paragraph 12 of resolution I of the
Conference on the Law of the Sea, referred to in the ninth
preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/38/L.18/
Rev.l, as a mere recommendation which might be adhered
to, provided that facilities are available at Kingston within
the requirements established by the decisions of the Gen
eral Assembly for meetings to be held outside United
Nations Headquarters. The financial implications of the
meeting in Kingston should be given separately.
66. Our experience at the first session of thF: Preparatory
Commission, held at Kingston, was not 'very encouraging.
Bulgaria does not maintain a permanent represfmtation
there, and regular communication between our repre
sentatives and our capital was impossible. Some under
standings were reached at Kingston without consultations
with the respective capitals. Under these circumstances,
the taking of decisions on the very important matters
entrusted to the Preparatory Commission could be impos
sible. These organizational arrangehlents would delay
considerably the work of the Commission and therefore
put off for years the entry into force of the Convention.
Such arrangements would play into the hands of those
who oppose the Convention and are trying to destroy it.
Furthermore, under the present cin: Jrnstances we do not
feel that the political climate in the area would be con
ducive to creative and beneficial work of the Preparatory
Commission. The two meetings of the 1983 session of the

Preparatory Commission showed a decrease in the num
ber of participants and in the level of representation. We
can foresee a stabilization of this trend if meetings con
tinue to be held under the same circumstances. The finan
cial burden from our participation was greater than it
would have been if the meetings had been peld at United
Nations Headquarters, which is more de~ i'able.
67. The conclusion we draw is that as long as the financ
ing of the work of the Preparatory Commission is drawn
from the regular United Nations budget, access to its
meetings and to its results for all who have signed the
Convention as the final act of the Conference should be
facilitated to the maximum extent possible. The function
ing of the Preparatory Commission is not, by definition,
an act of administering a multIlateral treaty. That is why
the costs are not borne by the parties and the servicing
has been entrusted to the Secretary-General, who must
enjoy full discretion in the distribution of the human and
other resources within the level already allocated and
used. The criteria by which the performance of the secre
tariat must be judged are efficiency and accomplishment.
68. For all these reasons, my delegation will support
draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.l, approving the report
of the Secretary-General, on the understanding that no
additional conditions will be attached to his recommen
dations and no additional posts provided for.
69. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I shall now call on those representatives who wish to
explain their vote before the vote on draft resolution A/38/
L.18/Rev.1.
70. Mr. SCHRICKE (France) (interpretation from
French): The extensive char.ges that have been made in
draft resolution A/38/L.18 make it possible for my dele
gation to vote in favour of the revised version. As we have
always advocated, this text leaves it to the Secretary
General to exercise himself his responsibilities as he per
forms the functions assigned to him in as economical and
effective a manner as possible, in particular as regards
the secretariat of the Preparatory Commission.
71. The results of the first session of the Commission
have been positive. We welcome the satisfactory com
promises that have been reached on questions such as the
status of observers and the decision-making process. The
Commission will thus be able next spring to tqke up sub
stantive questions on the programme of pioneer investors,
the sea-bed regime and the International Tribunal for the
Law of the Sea. My delegation hopes that this work will
be crowned with the same success as was experienced at
the first session, so that the number of ratifications will
increase and the whole of the international community
will accede to the Convention.
72. The vote of the French delegation in support of the
draft resolution does not, of course, alter our stand on
the Convention and its various parts, as we explained it
in our written statement within the meaning of article 310,
which we submitted during our signature of the instru
ment on 10 December 1982 at Montego Bay.
73. Mr. ~!BAY (Turkey): The views of the Turkish
Government concerning the United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea are well known and have been put
on record by oral and written statements during all the
sessions of the Third United Nations Conference on the
Law of the Sea, including the last one, held at Mon
tego Bay.
74. The Government of Turkey has signed neither the
Convention on the Law of the Sea nor the Final Act of
the Conference. Furthermore, on various occasions dur
ing the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly
we placed on record the fact that we reserved our right
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not to contribute to the expenses of the machinery to be
set up in accordance with the relevant provisions of the
Convention and that those expenses should be borne and
met by the signatories and parties to the Convention, as
required by international law. Turkey also voted against
General Assembly resolutions which required payments
out of the regular United Nations budget to that end.
For those reasons, my delegation would request that the
proposal in document A/38/L.18/Rev.1 be put to a
recorded vote.
75. We would like once again to reiterate and put on
record that the Turkish Government reserves its right not
to contribute to, and provide payments for, any and all
expenditures of the United Nations emanating from the
implementation of the Convention on the Law of the Sea.
76. Mr. VILLAGRA DELGADO (Argentina) (interpre
tationfrom Spanish): On 3 December 1982, the delega
tion of Argentina described in the thirty-seventh session
of the General Assembly (9lst meeting, paras. 98-101]
how paragraph 2 of the transitional provision of the dreft
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea came
to be replaced by what is today resolution III of the Third
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea. I
should like to restate the position of my Government in
an its terms and to say that because of the link that some
seek to establish between the text of the Convention
and the declaration in resolution Ill, especially subpara
graph (b) of paragraph 1, Argentina will not be able to
sign the Convention as long as this situation continues.
Consequently, we shall not participate in the vote on the
draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.1.
77. I also wish to repeat that this does not imply that
my country is adopting a negative position on the text
of the Convention itself, in the drafting of which Argen
tina took an active part and which we consider to be the
result of a major effort by the international community
effectively to regulate the law of the sea.
78. Finally, I should like to pay a sincere tribute to the
memory of Bernardo Zuleta, one of those who did most
to establish a world legal order for the oceans. My coun
try regrets that with his death we have lost a dedicated
international civil servant, a great Latin American and
a friend.
79. Miss DEVER (Belgium) (interpretation from French):
I should like to explain briefly why my delegation will
abstain in the voting on draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.1.
80. On the one hand, we have essentially legal reserva
tions. The language of the sixth preambular paragraph,
while not entirely identical with the language of article 18
of the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties,
is basically a transposition thereof. Under that article,
States must refrain from acts which would defeat the
object and purpose of a treaty when they have signed the
treaty or have expressed their consent to be bound by it.
Belgium cannot accept the sixth preambular paragraph
because it has not yet reached a decision on signing the
Convention on the Law of the Sea. However, through
our active participation as an observer in the work of the
first session of the Preparatory Commission, Belgium has
proved that the matter does not leave us indifferent but
that on the contrary, we are particularly interested in it.
81. Because Belgium's position is not yet final, my dele
gation must enter reservations on the fourth preambular
paragraph and on paragraph 5, which suggest that any
initiative for international co-operation taken outside the
framework created by the new Convention strikes at the
Convention and undermines its effectiveness.
82. StilI on the legal aspect, the delegation of Belgium
wishes to make it clear that any interpretation which tends

to confuse customary law and the provisions of the new
Convention, and consequently to place them on an equal
footing, will be unacceptable to my Government. It is to
be feared that the words "unified character of the Con
vention and its related resolutions" in the sixth pream
bdar paragraph and in paragraph 4, may well give rise
to such an interpretation.
83. Finally, Belgium's abstention is based on budgetary
considerations. Although we approve of the approach
that the Secretary-General should show flexibility in
the assignment of staff to the Preparatory Commission,
depending on how work proceeds and on the needs of
the Commission, my delegation does not share the con
clusion stated in the Secretary-General's report and
endorsed in paragraph 7 of the draft resolution before
the Assembly according to which the secretariat for the
law of the sea should be continued on a permanent basis.
Such a decision seems premature until the Convention
on the Law of the Sea enters into force. Furthermore,
the Belgian delegation is surprised that the draft resolu
tion, in its fourteenth preambular paragraph, recalls the
decision of the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh
session to finance the expenses of the Preparatory Com
mission from the regular budget of the United Nations.
In the opinion of my Government, that decision was valid
for one year only and there is no overriding reason to
recall it in draft resolution A/38/L.18/Rev.1.
84. Generally speaking, and in keeping with the princi
ple of financial responsibility which greatly influences our
national policies, the Belgian Government believes that
expenses involved in the functioning of the institutions
and organs created under the Convention must be reduced
to a minimum.
85. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I wish to inform the Assembly that the delegation of
Togo has joined the sponsors of draft resolution A/38/
L.18/Rev.1.
86. I would inform the Assembly that at its 63rd meet
ing the Fifth Committee approved the revised programme
budget estimates related to the activities proposed in this
draft resolution.
87. The Assembly will now vote on the draft resolution.
A recorded vote has been reque~ted.

A recorded vote was taken.
In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria,

Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colom
bia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Domimcan Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salva
dor, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic 00, Iraq, Ireland, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao Peo
ple's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malay
sia, Maldives, Mali, M!'Ha, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, .Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Lucia, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal~ Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
SwaziIand, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
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Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Urugu.ay, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
ZambIa.

Against: Turkey, United States of America.
Abstaining: Belgium, Bolivia, Germany, Federal

Republic of, Israel, Italy, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern todand.

The draft resolution was adopted by 136 votes to 2
with 6 abstentions (resolution 38/59 A). '
88. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I shall now call on representatives who wish to explain
their votes.
89. Mt. LINDAHL (United States of America): Once
again my delegation has had to cast a negative vote
on a resolution concerning the international development
of the law of the sea. As in the past, we have done so
with considerable reluctance. We do so primarily because
~f the insistence by many delegations that the Conven
tIOn on the Law of the Sea and the institutions it seeks
to create remain a direct fiscal responsibility of this
Organization.
99. The United ~tates, as we have stated in the past,
VIews the ConventIon on the Law of the Sea as a major
accomplishment in the development of international law
relating to the oceans. Unfortunately, the Convention
contains one part, Part XI, which runs contrary to United
States policy and to that of others which share our views
concerning the future development of resources on the
bottom of the deep sea-bed. Therefore, the United States
has not signed the Convention and will not do so.
91. The resolution just adopted by the General Assem
bly does two things that are of particular concern to the
United States and, il". our view, are inconsistent with
international law and the Charter of the United Nations.
92. First, the United Nations is being requested to fund
from its general budget the Preparatory Commission
established by the Convention on the Law of the Sea. The
United States believes that the costs of the law of the
sea Preparatory Commission should be borne by those
nations which are a party to the treaty. Such costs cannot
be assessed against all United Nations Members as part
of .the United Nations budget. They do not represent
legItimate expenses of the Organization within the mean
ing of Article 17, paragraoh 2, of the Charter. In this
regard, the United States hc.s withheld its pro rata share
of the cost to the United Nations budget which pertained
to the funding of the Preparatory Commission. The
United States remains steadfast in its opposition to
improper assessments, and we are determined to resist
such abuses of the United Nations budget and the Char
ter. The Preparatory Commission is established pursuant
to a treaty regime separate from the Charter. It is legally
independent of and distinct from the United Nations and
is not answerable to the United Nations. Membership in
the United Nations does not obligate any Member to
finance or to otherwise support any other independent
organization.
93. Secondly, this year's resolution once again speaks
of the unity of the Convention on the Law of the Sea
and appeals to United Nations Member States to refrain
from taking action which would selectively apply provi
sions of the Convention. This concept is neither good law
nor good policy. It is inconsistent with one of the most
basic purposes of multilateral treaties: that is, the codi
fication, and even the development, of customary law.
It would also be an unacceptable limitation on the sov
ereignty of States in that it seeks to limit the freedom of

action of States which have not signed or otherwise con
sented to such limitations. States which are not signatories
to multilateral treaties should not be discouraged from
complying with important provisions of these instru
ments. Instead, non-signatories should be given every
opportunity to accept the duties and the responsibilities
provided for in multilateral treaties. Both the Vienna
Convention on the Law of Treaties and the more funda
mental need for harmony and customary international
law suggest such a conclusion. Therefore, the General
Assembly should avoid making pronouncements in reso
lutions which run contrary to existing international law
and which foster confrontation instead of co-operation
and conciliation.
94. The United States takes this opportunity to reiterate
its commitment to co-operate with the international com
munity on the development of international law relating
to the oceans. This co-operation extends to a vast number
of important principles contained in the Convention on
the Law of the Sea. However, the United States will not
support that part of the Convention which deals with deep
sea-bed development, and the United States will continue
to withhold its share of the United Nations annual assess
ment of the regular budget which is earmarked to Part XI
of the Convention.
95. Mr. WESTPHAL (Federal Republic of Germany):
My delegation abstained on the resolution just adopted.
The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has
not yet made a decision on signing the Convention on
the Law of the Sea. This Convention, as we all know
will remain open for signature until 9 December 1984:
Our position remains open. Consequently, my Govern
ment cannot agree to any decision by the General Assem
bly that is prejudicial to its position. Many of the
preambular and operative paragraphs of the resolution
just adopted would have precisely that effect. The Federal
Government will continue its active participation in the
work of the Preparatory Commission. In our view, the
Commission's task is to prepare for an international sea
bed regime that is functional and protects the legitimate
interests of all nations.
96. My delegation recognizes the effort of the Secretary
General to exercise financial restraint in the operation of
the Office of his ~...~cial Representative for the Law of
the Sea. With regard to servicing the Preparatory Com
mission for the International Sea-Bed Authority and for
the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, we wish
to state, however, that the resource requirements for the
forthcoming biennium have not been limited to the neces
sary minimum.
97. Mr. FERRARI BRAVO (Italy): The Italian delega
tiOIl abstained in the voting. While recognizing with
appreciation the improvements achieved with regard to
the previous draft, which were due to intense negotiations
among interested delegations, we still feel that the text
cannot command general acceptance, especially on the
part of those States which, like Italy, have not signed
the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
but which may do so in the future, after completion
of. t~e study of the vast. and multiform implications of
thIS Important ConventIOn. However, we recognize the
need to assist the Preparatory Commission for the Inter
national Sea-Bed Authority and for the International
Tribunal for the Law of the Sea-in which Italy partici
pates actively as an observer-in order to enable that
Commission to discharge in the most efficient way the
functions assigned to it by the Third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea.
98. The reasons for our abstention are to be found in
various paragraphs of the resolution on which we have
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objections. They relate in particular to the fourth and
sixth preambular paragraphs-although we welcome the
new wording of the latter-and the seventh and four
teenth preambular paragraphs. On these last two para
graphs, we recall that our delegation abstained in the vote
in the Fifth Committee on the financial implications of
this resolution, as we are convinced that the Preparatory
Commission could have been appropriately serviced at
a much lower cost. It goes without saying, however, that
Italy has no objection to the seats chosen for the Inter
national Sea-Bed Authority and the Tribunal.
99. We have reservations also on paragraphs 3, 4 and 5.
As in the relevant paragraph in resolution 37/66, para
graph 5 borrows language from the 1969 Vienna Conven
tion on the Law of Treaties but uses it in a completely
different context, as here we are not in the interim period
between the s:gnature and the entry into force of a con
vention sig:ned by all States Members of the United
Nations; rather, we are faced with a convention which
has not yet been signed by many States and for which
the deadline for signature has not yet expired.
100. Mr. BERMAN (United Kingdom): The reasons why
my delegation abstained in the vote on the draft resolution
will be well known from the discussions which took place
on this item last year. The position of my Government
on the new Convention on the Law of the Sea remains
as stated at the thirty-seventh session [91st meeting,
paras. 159-171J-namely, that its provisions regarding
deep-sea mining, including the transfer of technology, are
unacceptable in their present form. By the same token,
however, as also indicated last year, my Government is
eager to work with the international community towards
attaining improvements in those provisions leading to a
more generally agreed position on the Convention. It
continues to be the view of my Government that the
Convention must not be used to divide States and that
the search for consensus must continue. To this end, the
United Kingdom has been attending meetings of the
Preparatory Commission and will be taking part in its
sessions next year when substantive work is due to begin.
Equally, my Government's position as to signature of the
Convention also remains as stated last year-namely, that
a final decision will be taken at the appropriate time
bearing in mind that, under its article 305, the Convention
remains open for signature until December 1984. In these
circumstances, it will be understood that my delegation
is unable to support various ideas contained in the reso
lution just adopted. Our reservations as to the financial
aspects have been expressed in the appropriate forum.
101. In concluding this statement, my delegation would
like to associate itself with the words of condolence pro
nounced by the representative of Singapore on the sad
death of Bernardo Zuleta. Mr. Koh spoke for us all. The
condolences of the United Kingdom delegation to the Law
of the Sea Conference and to the Preparatory Commis
sion have already been conveyed directly to the widow
and family.
102. Mr. VITO (Albania) (interpretation/rom French):
The delegation of the Socialist People's Republic of
Albania did not participate in the voting on the draft
resolution for the same reasons that led it not to partici
pate in the voting on the adoption of the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea, on 30 April 1982, and
not to sign the Convention.
103. The present resolution contains certain provisions
that we cannot support. This is true above all of the sixth
preambular paragraph and paragraphs 1, 4 and 5.
104. From the very outset of the work of the Third
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, the
Albanian delegation expressed on several occasions its
Government's views and positions on the principles, rules

and provisions enshrined and contained in the Conven
tion on the Law of the Sea. These views and positions
are well known; they are clearly expressed and recorded
in the official documents of the Conference. The Socialist
People's Republic of Albania reserves its position on any
statement made in regard to the interpretation of the
provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law
of the Sea or the present state of international law.
105. Mrs. CARRASCO MONJE (Bolivia) (interpreta
tion from Spanish): Bolivia is convinced that the rules
set forth in the Convention are an important contribution
to the law of the sea. However, it was not possible to vote
in favour of the draft resolution because my Government
has not yet signed the Convention.
106. We take this opportunity to express our sincere
condolences to the family of Mr. Zuleta on its irreparable
loss, as we have already done to the Government of
Colombia.
107. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish):
The representative of Guatemala wishes to speak in order
to submit a proposal in connection with the present item
of the agenda.
108. Mr. FAJARDO-MALDONADO (Guatemala) (inter
pretationfrom Spanish): In my capacity as the chairman
of the Group of Latin American States, and expressing
the feelings of the various delegations that make up the
Group, I wish, with the President's permission, to submit
a draft resolution [A/38/L.47] whose sole purpose is to
give specific recognition to the work of Bernardo Zuleta,
recently deceased, in connection with the activities of the
Conference on the Law of the Sea. The draft resolution
reads as follows:

"The General Assembly
"Pays tribute to His Excellency Mr. Bernardo Zuleta,

Special Representative of the Secretary-General for the
Law of the Sea, recently deceased, whose services to
the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of
the Sea were decisive for the elaboration of the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and for the
progressive development of international law and inter
national co-operation."

109. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish):
In view of the nature of the draft resolution just submitted
and read out by the representative of Guatemala, may
I take it that the General Assembly wishes to adopt that
draft resolution unanimously?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 38/59 B).
110. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish):
I call on the representative of Singapore, who wishes to
speak in exercise of the right of reply.
111. Mr. KOH (Singapore): I wish to reply briefly to
the statements of the representatives of Turkey and the
United States.
112.. The representative of Turkey said, inter alia, that
his delegation would withhold its pro rata share of any
expenses related to the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea. I appeal to my colleague from Turkey
to. reconsider his position, for the following two reasons.
First, I remind him that all Member States are under a
legal duty to pay their pro rata shares of the expenses
of the Organization, within the meaning of Article 17,
paragraph 2, ofthe Charter. Secondly, the financial integ
rity of the Organization would be seriously jeopardized
if each of us were to arrogate to ourselves the right
to withhold' our pro rata share of the expenses of pro
..;f.i.UmeS of which we disapprove.
113. In the course of his statement our colleague from
the United States said that it was illegitimate to charge



96th meeting-14 December 1983 1579

the expenses of the Preparatory Commission on the regu
lar budget of the United Nations, because such expenses
fell outside the ambit of Article 17, paragraph 2, of the
Charter. Most of us disagree with that view. However,
since a legal doubt exists in the minds of some of our
colleagues as to whether it is in conformity with Arti
cle 17, paragraph 2, to charge the expenses of the Prepa
ratory Commission to the regular budget of the Organiza
tion, one way in which this doubt can be resolved is by
asking the International Court of Justice for its advisory
opinion. I wonder whether the United States would sup
port such a proposal.

AGENDA ITEM 35

United Nations Conference for the Promotion of Inter
national Co-operation in the Peacefu: Uses of Nuclear
Energy: report of the Preparatol y Committee for the
United Nations Conference for the Promotion of Inter
national Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear
Energy

114. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I call on the representative of Mexico to introduce draft
resolution A/38/L.35.
115. Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation
from Spanish): For the past six years the General Assem
bly has been considering the question of holding a United
Nations conference for the promotion of international
co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. In
1980 a Preparatory Committee was created, and it has
been meeting annually. The Committee's work has been
summed up in documents A/36/48 11 and A/37148 and
Add. 1. 12

116. The work of the Preparatory Committee has not
been easy, and, for various reasons, progress has not been
very encouraging. In the circumstances, a number of
delegations felt that this year the Assembly should take
another course and confine itself to the adoption of a very
specific resolution on the procedures to be followed in
the future regarding the holding of the Conference and
the work of the Preparatory Committee. The result is
draft resolution A/38/L.35~ which I have the honour to
introduce on behalf of the delegations of Czechoslovakia
and Greece and of my own delegation.
117. The preamble to the draft resolution reaffirms
resolution 32/50, which the General Assembly adopted
by consensus in 1977, and recalls the other resolutions
on the United Nations Conference for the Promotion of
International Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear
Energy. It also takes note of the work carried out so far
by the Preparatory Committee.
118. Paragraph 1 decides that the Conference shall
be held in 1986. Paragraph 2 requests the Chairman
of the Preparatory Committee, Mr. Pribicevic, and the
Secretary-General of the Conference, Mr. Mehta, to
undertake immediately appropriate consultations with
Member States which could facilitate the resolution of
pending issues as well as the venue and the actual dates
of the conference. Paragraph 3 notes with appreciation
the work done by the Conference secretariat and requests
the Secretary-General of the Conference to continue the
preparations. Paragraph 4 decides that the Preparatory
Committee shall meet for a maximum of two weeks at
Vienna in June 1984 to complete its work on an agreed
agenda as well as on other outstanding issues related to
the Conference.
119. The Preparatory Committee is requested in para
graph 5 to submit a report to the General Assembly at

its thirty-ninth session. In the light of this report, the
Assembly will consider the venue and actual dates for the
Conference in 1986, as also for further meetings of the
Committee. In paragraph 6, the IAEA, the specialized
agencies and other relevant organizations are urged to
continue to contribute effectively to the preparations for
the Conference so as to achieve meaningful results from
the Conference, in accordance with the objectives of
General Assembly resolution 32/50. In paragraph 7 all
States are urged to co-operate actively in the preparation
of the Conference, and, finally, it is decided to include
inthe provisional agenda of the Assembly's next session
an item on the Conference.
120. The sponsors hope that the Assembly will adopt
this draft resolution without a vote. They believe that the
spirit of conciliation that made this text possible will lead
to positive results during the fifth session of the Prepara
tory Committee, to be held at Vienna in June 1984. They
hope that, in accordan~e with paragraph 4, the Prepara
tory Committee will be able to complete its work on an
agreed programme, as well as on other outstanding issues
relating to the Conference. It is important to stress these
matters, because there is a general understanding among
delegations that further meetings of the Preparatory
Committee should not be scheduled before October 1985.
121. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I call on the representative of the German Democratic
Republic, current chairman of the Group of Eastern
European States.
122. Mr. HUCKE (German Democratic Republic): On
its own behalf and on behalf of other delegations of the
socialist countries, the delegation of the German Demo
cratic Republic would like to state the following con
cerning preparation for the United Nations Conference
for the Promotion of International Co-operation in the
Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy.
123. Together with a broad range of countries, we have
consistently advocated effective and frutiful international
co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. We
have been active participants in such co-operation on both
a bilateral and multilateral basis, inter alia, within the
Council for Mutual Economic Assistance and the lAEA.
True to this consistent policy, we have supported the idea
of convening the United Nations Conferer.ce for the Pro
motion of International Co-operation in the Peaceful
Uses of Nuclear Energy. In our view, such a conference
is designed to play a positive role in promoting co-opera
tion, and it can do so provided consideration of the
questions dealing with the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
are closely linked to measures that will strengthen the
regime for the nOIl-proliferation of nuclear weapons.
124. The further strengthening of that regime is a basic
condition for developing broad international co-operation
in the peaceful uses of atomic energy. It is in keeping with
the interests of all States, large and small, since the
achievement of that goal is a major step in limiting the
danger er nuclear war. We are convinced that if the
preparation and holding of the Conference are to be suc
cessful, the lAEA must be actively involved. The Agency
is the main international body ensuring co-operation
among States in the peaceful uses of atomic energy, a
body with vast experience in this field which can and
should be used at the Conference. We believe that other
international organizations in the United Nations system
the activities of which are related in varying degrees to
the peaceful uses of atomic energy must also make their
contribution to the preparation for and holding of the
Conference.
125. Our countries believe that all participants in the
Conference should display flexibility in preparing and
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holding it and that every possible effort should be made
to adopt mutually acceptable decisions. We are ready for
that and thus are acting on the assumption that the
agenda and rules of procedure of such a conference must
take into account the positions of all the groups of par
ticipating States, so that the Conference can work out
realistic measures for further fruitful development of
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of atomic
energy in the interests of all States.
126. Our countries are in favour of including in the
Conference agenda a wide range of problems related to
various aspects of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
which are of interest to most States, including the over
whelming majority of the developing countries. Besides
atomic power generation and its nuclear fuel cycle, they
include the use of radioactive isotopes and radiation in
such fields as industry, agriculture, medicine and science.
It is quite obvious that many States, irrespective of the
level of their economic development, take a direct interest
in the use of radioactive isotopes and radiation.
127. The Conference, like other Cnited Nations con
ferences, will be a forum attended by the largest possible
number of United Nations Member States. It is the con
sidered view of our countries that only a search for agree
ment through consensus can guarantee the success of such
an important conference. In that context, we are gratified
to note that draft resolution A/38/L.35 on this question,
sponsored by the delegations of Czechoslovakia, Greece
and Mexico, is a consensus-type draft rc;oiution. Our
countries attach great importance to the er ,;nmonality of
views of all States concerning such an important forum
as the United Nations Conference for the Promotion of
International Co-operation in the Pea<.:eful Uses of Nuclear
Energy. They hope that the spirit of co-operation that
has emerged during the preparation of this draft resolu
tion will continue to prevail in the course of preparing
for the Conference.
128. Mr. SILOVIC (Yugoslavia): The United Nations
Conference for the Promotion of International Co-opera
tion in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy should have
already been concluded, and we had expected at this
session to be able to deliberate on its results, not on its
preparation.
129. The transfer of nuclear technology and the use of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes are a complex polit
ical problem which has implications for international rela
tions as well as for the social and economic development
of developing countries and their independence and sov
ereignty. It is evident that the developing countries-first
of all those which do not possess reserves of conventional
sources of energy-are faced with the historical necessity
of speedily introducing nuclear energy into their energy
systems, regardless of all the impending difficulties. To
put it simply, at the present stage they have no other
rational alternative. The developed countries long ago,
and rightly so, chose to do the same. We cannot bear any
longer a situation in which this right is being denied the
developing countries.
130. Proceeding from the view that international rela
tions in the sphere of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
are being burdened ever more by the problems that could
not be solved in the manner employed so far, Yugoslavia
has concluded that the solution of those issues calls for
political action. In other words, international political
agreement and understanding are left as the only pos
sibility, and therefore a conference is required to express
different needs and efforts of the international com
munity to find solutions for the complex problems arising
from the development and application of nuclear tech
nology for peaceful purposes. Such a conference should

translate into practice the obvious need of the interna
tional community to promote an undisturbed and equit
able transfer of nuclear technology and to overcome the
existing system of monopolies, eliminating restrictive and
discriminatory practices and establishing a universally
acceptable and truly democratic system of control of the
uses of nuclear energy. That is the reason for our convic
tion that the United Nations and its system are the most
appropriate instrument for the promotion of international
co-operation and for reaching genuine solutions ensuring
the independent, equitable and free development in this
sphere of all the countries in the world. This reasoning
prompted my country to launch in the General Assembly
in 1977 the initiative on the convening of a United Nations
conference dedicated to these issues.
131. We see the use of nuclear energy as a very complex
problem which includes numerous economic, political,
military, legal, environmental, moral and other aspects.
For precisely that reason the issue of nuclear energy
deserves particular attention and consideration, and new
solutions should be sought continually, with the partici
pation of the entire international community. Yugoslavia
cannot accept the imposition of additional measures by
certain individual countries or groups of countries, above
all measures which would impose limitations on ouf inde
pendent development of nuclear energy and its applica
tion in our development programmes. My country is
therefore opposed to unilateral concepts and measures
which are not internationally agreed and which, under
the pn:tl~xt of concern for the non-proliferation of nuclear
Wt:,!P"~HS, restrict the freedom of transfer of nuclear tech
nOLogy for peaceful purposes.
132. Yugoslavia does not deny the danger of the pos
sibility of the proliferation of nuclear weapons, nor do
we deny the crucial significance of that issue and the
indispensability of its consideration and solution. How
ever, my country sees this not as a technological issue but
as a political one, which can therefore be solved on a
lasting basis only by political means. The solution can
only be an agreement, to be reached by all countries on
an equal footing, that they will not proliferate and further
develop nuclear weapons, including also the agreement
of nuclear-weapon-States to cease accumulating those
weapons and to start gradually reducing their number.
The issue of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is
a matter of the political responsibiiity of the whole inter
national community and of each individual country, and
the transfer of nuclear technology for peaceful purposes
is a matt.er of the freedom, sovereignty and equality of
all nations. No policy directed against the proliferation
of nuclear weapons is viable if it is conducted at the
expense of the promotion of the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, that is, at the expense of only those countries not
possessing nuclear technology.
133. The practice of nuclear countries differs essentially
from their proclamations. The selective approach of clas
sifying countries as "reliable" and "unreliable", as parties
and non-parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, as those which need nuclear energy
immediately and those which might not be interested in
it· for some time, and so on, has led to these considera
tions being introduced as criteria determining the attitude
towards co-operation in this field with specific countries.
134. We have been actively involved in this sphere for
a long time. As a developing country seriously lacking
conventional sources of energy, Yugoslavia has been
compelled to introduce nuclear energy into its energy
system. Yugoslavia is vitally interested in all aspects
of the conditions under which it has to apply its pro
grammes of utilization of nuclear energy and is en
deavouring to improve these conditions. Therefore,
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Yugoslavia approaches this problem from the standpoint
of its own economic development as well as that of the
development of other countries, particularly the devel
oping ones. Free transfer of nuclear technology is of an
immense and crucial significance for enhancing produc
tivity in the world and in every individual country. It is
particularly important in overcoming the gap between the
developed and developing countries and in establishing
and promoting the new international economic order.
135. At all four sessions the Preparatory Committee
faced the same issues, and a stalemate has developed
that reflects the different approaches of the supplying
and receiving countries to the basic issues of the Con
ference. The complexity of the situation and the different
approaches to the most important issues have made futile
the attempts by the Preparatory Committee to find an
acceptable basis for the agenda and the rules of procedure
of the Conference. The two substantive issues on which
agreement could not be reached were the way of dealing
with non-proliferation on the agenda and at the Confer
ence and the decision-making process.
136. The developing countries were faced with attempts
to impose upon them "non-proliferation concerns" the
scope of which is vague, partial and inequitable and which
can only be interpreted as being those that have been
agreed upon among the suppliers themselves. Such an
approach is not likely to contribute to the promotion of
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, which could be beneficial to all and which is
indicated by the title of the Conference itself.
137. Everybody, we believe, is aware that the subject
matter of the Conference includes the non-proliferation
aspect. Indeed, this element is contained in General
Assembly resolution 32150, which was adopted by con
sensus and which is the basis for the preparatory work
on the Conference and for the Conference itself. There
fore, it is understood that in elaborating the principles
of international co-operation in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy this issue will present.
138. The four unsuccessful sessions of the Preparatory
Committee show that there exists fundamental resistance
to changing the present situation in this sphere despite
the fact that the majority of the participants have pledged
themselves to such changes, which would be of concurrent
and mutual benefit to all interested parties. Yugoslavia
considers that the political responsibility for the lack of
success in the preparations for the Conference so far is
borne by the technologically most developed countries
members of the so-called London club. Such lack of
mutual confidence, which has unfortunately been present
since the beginning of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
adversely affects all domains of deliberation on nuclear
energy and all forums where this issue is being considered.
139. A new demand that the suppliers are now posing
as a precondition for the convening of the Conference
is agreement that it be held in 1986, that is, after the Third
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. This clearly
shows that in their approach these two important inter
national meetings are not only related but made condi
tional upon each other as well.
140. My country, along with other members of the
Group of 77, as I have already mentioned, does not deny
the fact that the two Conferences overlap to a certain
extent. However, their basic goals, the substance of the
problems on their agendas and the composition of the
participation in them are so different that the Conferences
should not be made conditional upon each other. There
fore, we are convinced that at the next session of the

Preparatory Committee for the United Nations Confer
ence for the Promotion of International Co-operation in
the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy the pending issues
should be resolved and the agenda of the Conference
adopted, in order to enable the preparations at the
national level, necessary consultations among partici
pating States and the work of the Conference secretariat
to proceed along determined and mutually agreed lines.
141. It is encouraging that this position has been agreed
upon and that the draft resolution-which it is hoped
the Assembly will adopt by consensus-after long nego
tiations reflects this demand and the general agreement
that it be implemented. My delegation expects that at the
next session of the Preparatory Committee, to be held
next June at Vienna, all participating countries will mani
fest the necessary readiness, constructive spirit and polit
ical will to achieve positive results. This would certainly
have a favourable impact on the consideration of the
entire nuclear complex and on each of its specific aspects
and every forum which deals with it. Such a solution
should not be beyond our reach.
142. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
The Assembly will now take a decision on draft resolu
tion A/38/L.35. The administrative and financial impli
cations of this draft resolution appear in the report of
the Fifth Committee in document A/38/734. May I take
it that the Assembly wishes to adopt the draft resolution?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 38/60).
143. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
I shall now call upon those delegations who wish to
explain their votes.
144. Mr. SOULIOTIS (Greece) (interpretation from
French): It is my privilege to speak as the representative
of the current Presidency of the Council of the European
Communities.
145. May I first emphasize that from the outset, the
European Communities and their 10 member countries
warmly welcomed the idea of a United Nations confer
ence to promote international co-operation in the field
of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. We still hope that
this proposal will be accepted and that the Conference
will be a complete success. We accordingly believe that
a proper distinction should be maintained between that
Conference and the preparation and holding of the Third
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
146. While it is true that these Conferences have quite
distinct aims, it is nevertheless true that there are under
lying considerations common to both which could have
far-reaching effects on the work of each. If it is well
prepared, the United Nations Conference for the Promo
tion of International Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses
of Nuclear Energy should, in our opinion, help to define
more clearly the aspirations of the developing countries
in the nuclear field and endeavour to find a way of
responding to them. The Ten believe that the Conference
should take into account the needs of these countries with
respect to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, particularly
in the fields of power, agriculture and medicine, while
bearing in mind all the requirements of non-proliferation,
including those involving explosive nuclear devices other
than nuclear weapons.
147. The Ten would once again like to emphasize the
essential role which should be played by the IAEA in all
aspects of the peaceful utilization of nuclear energy.
148. Resolution 32/50 should not therefore be considered
as the only basic text dealing with problems of nuclear
co-operation.
149. We hope that the Preparatory Committee, which,
according to the resolution which has just been adopted,
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is to meet at Vienna in June 1984, will display the same
spirit. of conciliation and constructive effort which has
enabled us to reach a consensus on this resolution. It is
our belief that the informal consultations to be held
before then by the President and the Secretary-General
of the Conference on the basis of that resolution will have
an important influence in that respect.
150. Mr. SORZANO (United States of America): My
delegation, too, wishes to express satisfaction at the
constructive efforts of so many in this body to develop
a mutually agreeable resolution this year on the projected
United Nations Conference for the Promotion of Inter
national Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear
Energy, a resolution which the Assembly has just approved
by consensus. While the text as finally agreed upon may
not be ideal from various points of view, it is generally
acceptable to all and is non-prejudicial to national posi
tions on issues still to be resolved in the Preparatory
Committee or to be addressed or taken fully into account
at the Conference itself. It reflects the all-important spirit
of compromise which has characterized efforts in this
session of the Assembly on other key resolutions in the
field of international co-operation in the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy and nuclear non-proliferation-a spirit
essential to achieving a positive outcome at the Con
ference itself.
151. Our respective representatives came very close to
reaching a similar consensus at the fourth session of the
Preparatory Committee here in New York last April on
the central question of a generally acceptable agenda for
the Conference, which would set out a work programme
embodying participants' principal interests and concerns
in the subject area, again without prejudice to national
positions at the Conference. We hope and expect that the
same constructive approach as is represented in today's
consensus resolution will enable us to achieve mutually
agreeable results at the next meeting of the Preparatory
Committee, now scheduled for June 1984.
152. My Government, in common with those of so
many other States party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty,
will be intensively engaged, beginning in early 1984, in
preparations for the Third Review Conference, to be held
in August/September 1985. In accepting 1986 as the date
for the Conference on peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
and in also accepting the maintenance of momentum
towards that Conference for the present through the con
vening of the fifth session of the Preparatory Committee
in mid-1984, as well as through continuation of ongoing

preparations by the Conference secretariat, we would
emphasize that the Review Conference will h~ve the first
priority for us in the period from now through September
1985, when it will have been concluded. We are willing
to join in the work of the June 1984 Preparatory Com
mittee. Beyond that, however, consistent with the state
ment introducing this resolution today, my delegation
would be prepared to consider further intergovernmental
preparations for the peaceful-uses Conference taking
place only after the Review Conference is past.
153. My Government has long acknowledged the poten
tial contribution that the Conference on peaceful uses of
nuclear energy could make to work already under way
in promoting mor~ effective international co-operation
in the application of peaceful nuclear technology to help
meet development needs. We reiterate our willingness to
join in a balanced and constructive effort to that end.
We see today's consensus resolution as another significant
step towards the kind of fruitful co-operation in this field
which we all seek.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.

NOTES

1Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on
the Law of the Sea, voI. XVII (United Nations publication, Sales
No. E.84.V.3), document A/CONF.62/122.

2 The Law of the Sea, (United Nations publication, Sales
No. E.83.V.5), p. xxx.

3Ibid., p. xix.
4 Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-seventh Session,

Supplement No. 6A, annex 11.
SOfficial Records of the Third United Nations Conference on

the Law of the Sea, voI. XVII (United Nations publication, Sales
No. E.84.V.3), document A/CONF.62/12I, annex I.

6 The Law of the Sea, (United Nations publication, Sales
No. E.83.V.5).

7See Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council, 1983, p. 5.
sIbid., p. 6.
90fficial Records of the Security Council, Thirty-eighth Year,

Supplement for October, November and December 1983, docu
ments S/16203 and S/16205.

IOUnited Nations publication, Sales No. 58.VA, voI. IV.
11 Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-sixth Session,

Supplement No. 48.
12 Ibid.; Thirty-seventh Session, Supplements No. 48 and 48A.




