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DATE, PLACE AND DURATION OF NEXT SESSION

T expedite the work, the Chairman proposed that speakers should be limited to

five minutes, in ac-ordance with rule 26 of the rules of proc:dure.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN invited the chairmen of the five regional groups to present

the views of their respective groups on the date, place and duration of the next
session: the debate would then be open to all members of the General Committee. Some
delegations which were not members of the Committee had slso been invited to
participate.

lir. AMARA (Ivory Coast), Chairmen of the Group of African Countries, said
that his Group maintained that the Conference should not begin before April 1976,
since, apart from considerations of climate, delegations must be allowed enough time
to hold consultations at all levels, With regerd to the place, the African Group
could agree to New York or Geneva, if no developing country offered to accommodate the
Uonference. The majority, however, favoured Mew York. The Group had also agreed, by
s very broad consensus, that the next session should not last more than eight weeks, at
the end of which, depending on the results, it would be prepared to consider any other
proposal.

Mr. SAID-VAZIRI (Iran), Cheirman of the Group oi Asian Countries, said that

his Group had not changed its views since the General Committee's last meeting; it
asgreed to the next session being held either in New York or Geneva if no developing
country in Africa or Asia offered to act as host to the Conference. There was general
agreement in the Group that the next session should begin on 1 April 1976, and after
consultation it seemed that most members favoured a session of seven to eight weeks
duaration.

¥r. PISK (Czechoslovakia), Chairmen of the Group of Esstern European
sncialist States, said that his Group would willingly agree to the next session being ‘
held in a develoving country; but if that proved impossible for technical or
financial reasons, it saw no objection to the session being held at Geneva or
dew York, preferably Geneva. The Group hoped that the session would begin egrly in
1976, but it was prepared to accede. to the wishes of the African and Asian countries

in that respect. The duration of the session should not exceed eight weeks.
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Mr, ZEA (Colombla), Chairman of the Group of Latin American States, said
that in view of the difficulties of holdlng the next session in a developing country,
his Group would agree to Geneva or New York, though there was no consensus in favour
of either city. However, as the African and Asian countries preferred New York, his
Group waé'prépared to support that choice. As to the duration of the session, it
seemed thét:ten or tﬁeIVe weeks would be needed to complete the work, and the feeling
in the Group was thét the time should be divided between two sessions, one at the
beginning of 1976 and the other in the summer of the same year. The first session
could be held in Néw York early in the year, as the Secretariat had suggested.

e, TEMPLETON (New Zealand), Chaivman of the Group of Western European

and other States, said that there were two main schools of thought in that Group

regarding the duration and place of the next sesslon. The majority considered that
the session should not laét'more than eight weeks, since it was difficult to release
specialigts for a longer ﬁériod and ekperienoé at Caracas had shown that a longer
conference was not proportionafely mdfe pfdducfivé; ‘Those who favoured a maximum of
eight weeks acknowledgedffhéf a.furfher session might be required to complete the
Treaty. A number of other representatives favoured a longer period, which might be up
to twelve weeks, with an interval of a week or ten days at some point during the
session; they thought thét should enable the Conference to complete its work. In
general, mos’ representatlves who favoured a shorter session considered that it should
be held at Geneva. Some of those who had expressed a preference for New York or
Geneva had also indicated that théy could accept a majority decision in favour of
either city. As to the dafe, some répreseniatives fhought the gession should begin as
early as possible iﬁ the Néw?Yéar, tut the Group recognized that the preferences of
members of other groups who wished to avoid the severe winter should also be taken
into consideration. ‘

The CHATRMAN, summing up the statements made by the chairmen of the regional

groups, said there seemed to be general agreement that the next session should not
exceed eight weeks and that, if circumstances so required, a further session should be
held. With regard to the place, there seemed to be no objection to New York or Geneva,
the final choice depending on the capacity of one or other city to accommodate the

Conference. The date would depend on the place chosen. As to the idea, put forward

- A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.13
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by the Group ot Latin American countries, of holding & further session, he indicated
ihat the fourth session might be devoted to negotiations and the fifth to decision-
making. In that connexion, he pointed out thet under its rules of procedure, the
Conference was required to make every effort to reach gencral agreement and could not

rroceed to a vote until all efforts to do so had been exhsusted. If decisiong had to

be talken by a2 vote, the session devoted to decisions should be held at a place where
clectronic voting equipment was available, that was to say dNew York.
Taadly, L note. thav the african anc aLlia countli€s +Cis - ugreement that the

next session should tegin on 1 April 1976

Mr. ZULETA (special Representative of the secretery-General) said that the
slace for the next scssion did not appear to raise any difficulties because, both in
sw York and at Geneva, the Secretariat would be able to provide sarvices and neeting
o003, nevertheless, the standard of those services might differ according to the
a~io chosen. Presumably all delegations wounld wisn for rervicec similar to those
<7 inl vad been providea so far, both for official comritiee meetings and for
om-olistiors and iriormal negotiations. But in Hew York, during the session of the
Sesnomic snd Social Uouncil, which vould last from 13 April o 14 May, it would be
difficult to guarantee the same standard of services. As all delegations were aware,
+1.0 Economic and Sociel Council occupied meny meeting rooms and required comprehensive
crvices; ihat did rnot n2an that 2 gession oi the Conference couid not be held at the
e, Tire =S iont oi the Council, but it was obvious thai the facilities could not be
. mgme £3 those provided during the current session.

i, miGO (United Republic of Cam¢roon), said he decuced from the comments
v lovrsly mside thal 18 Hew York was to be used for the seasion gt which decisions
~amquiring a vole were toxen, the negotiating session would have to be held at Geneva.

The CHALIMAN couserved that it it was deciaed to nold the next session in

La Jork, the aubsequer’ ~ession could alsgs ha2 hold s f wetine wos necessary, é

S onr 52/ LUR/ER.13
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Mr. ENGO (United Republic of Cameroon) said that a session at Geneva in
January and February was unacceptable to his delegation because of the rigours of the
climate, which reduced its working capacity. It appeared that the African, Asian
and Latin American Groups all preferred New York; his delegatioﬁ congidered that a
session could not be held there before the month of April. In his opinion, it was time
all members of the intermational community wefe made to understand the overriding
importance of the Conference on the Law of the Sea. Perhaps the session of the Economic
and Social Council could be deferred, if necessary. It was for the General Assembly %o
decide the question of priority.

Mr. ZEA (Coleombia) said he wished to amplify the views expressed on behalf of
the Group of Latin American countries by adding that a period of eight to twelve weeks
would certainly be needed to make progress in the work of the Conference, which was
extremely urgent, and that that period might well be divided into two sessions, the first
devoted to negotiations, and the second to taking decisions. There was no reason way
both sessions should not he held in New York, if necessary, and the date of 1 April
for the start of the next sgssion wag acceptable.

Mr. STEVENSON (United States of America) said that his delegation had already

explained its position on the question at the General Committee's last meeting. It
believed that the time factor was the most important element, and that it was also
necesséry to maintain the momentum gained. A single session might not suffice for
drawing up the final text of a treaty. A further session might therefore be planned at
once, so that the necessary arrangements could e made for the facilities and services
required. The decision-making stage was important, but it need not necessarily involve
voting article by article; according to the rules of procedure, decisions could be taken
in many ways. His delegation had no fixed ideas about the date and plape of the
forthcoming sessions; it considered the question of their duration more important.

The General Assembly would have to adopt a resolution giving the Conference priority.

A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.13
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Mr. JAYAKUMAR (Singapore) said that at the time wken his delegation had

=ndorsed the decisinsn of the Group of Asian countries favcuring the convening of the
next session in New York in April 1976 - ty which decision it considered itself
~~und - the possibility of holding a further session had nnt yet been considered.
12 therefore wished to explain his delegation's views on that question. It was
sgential that a treaty be concluded as soon as possible, at the letest in 1976, if only
o avoid Peing overtaken by unilateral action. The idea of holding two more sessions
was wise, it being clearly understood that at the second cf them decisions would have to
ne taken, if necessary by voting. In his delegation's view, a single session in 1976
#iid not be sufficient, as the unified texts would attract meny comments'énd
smendments and would have to e negotiated. If it was desired to hold two more
s=s3ions, there were Three mossibilities. First, the General Assembly might decide
fategnriéally in favour of two mnre sessions, leaving the Conference no choice; his
irlegation was opposed tc that precedure. It was similarly opposed te the second
o0s8ibility, which was that the General Assembly might autherize one more session, but
zive the Conference discretionary power to decide to hold another, for in that
situation neither the Secretariat nor delegations wnruld have any clear idea of what
farilities and services woeuld be reguired. The fermula preferred by Singapore was
chat the General Assembly should decide that there could Ye two more sessions, but
leave it to the Conference to decide whether or not tc held the second. With regard
¢ the place, his country suppcrted the gmjority view, which was in favour of New York.
aatly, if there was only one more sessibn, it shculd begin on 1 April; if the;e were
‘wo, it would be necessary to leave a reasonable irnterval between them, to give
i=legations time for reflnaation.

The CHAIRMAN emphasized that it was understood that the Crnference could

:vail itself, if it wished, of the possibility of holding two more sessions offered
cy the General Assemtly.

Mr. ZEGERS {(Chile) said that the main thing was tn make sure of having a
period of twelve weeks, which could be divided into two parts, one for negotiation

snd one for declsion-making. In that way, rrovision would be made for itwo sessiers,

*/CONF.62/BUR/SR. 13
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but .the seéond would be held at the Conference's discretion. It was desirable that
thelGeneral Assembly should give priority over all othermeetings to the Conference
on the Law of the Sea; the Fifth Committee would then act in accordance with the
General Assembly's decision. The programme should also include a session oﬁ one
week for signing the Convention at Caracas, as planned, whiech should also be held
in 1976. The session davoted to negotiations could be held in Néw;York or
Geneva, and it should not be forgotten that, at Geneva, it was pdssible to hold up to
fifteen meetings simultanecusly. b

Mr. KOZYREV (Unibn of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he was surprised
that some representatives should have mentioned the possibility of holding several
sessions in 1976, since the question under dlscu531on was the date, place and duratlon
of the next session. He was also surprised by the statements to the effect that the
Convention should be signed in 1976. True, all delegations wished the Conference
to finish its work as soon as possible; it should do so, however, not by votes cast
with the aid of an electronic device, but by taking, and then applying, decisions
which had been adopted by consensué. In his opinion, the fourthlseésidn of;the
Conference .should be held between April and June, either at Geneva or in New York,
depending on the services which the Secretariat could provide. It would be for the
fourth session to take the necessary decisions concerning a further session; the
Conference would be exceeding its powers if it decided at that stage on the date,
place and agenda for a fifth session.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the rules of procedure made provision for

voting. ‘

Mr. MEDJAD (Algeria) subscribed to the statement made by the Chairman of the
African Group regarding the date and place of the next session. The proposal by the
Latin American Group to hold two sessions in 1976 had been suhmitted to the Conference
too late. To speak of twd sessions was tantamount to prejudging the results of the nexf
session. If the implication was that positive results were expected by the end of the
fourth session and that the fifth would be reserved for decision-making, Algeria would
have no objection. But if that was not the case, and delegafions were.not”given time
to study the problems that would arise at the fourth segsion and to hold reéional and
inter-regional consultafions, the fifth session would.be a,répetition of the fourth.
Such a result would be contrary to the wiehes.of'délegatidﬁsé it might weary
governments and interrupt the rhythm of the meetings.> ,Algeria hoped, therefore, that
any decision conoérning a fifth session would be taken at the end of the fourth session,
in the light of the results obtained. It was then, and only then, that it would be
possible to assess the usefulness of a further session.
A/COI\]'F.62/BU‘R/AB?£"1°3’ed For Release 2002/06/14 : CIA-RDP82S00697R000300120013-0
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The CHATRMAN said it was only a matter of ensuring that the General Assembly

‘rovided for the possitility of a further session, whick would not necessarily take
:lace,

Mr. EVENSIN (Norway) said he strongly supnorted the proposal of the
latin American Group that the Confercnce should sit for a period of ten to twelve weeks,
_ivided into twc sessicns. It was important to ensure that the deliberations of 1976
vould culminate in the adovtion of a convention. Sufficient time snould therefore be
Jlowed for nesctiation and for taking decisions, possitly by voting. It was true
‘rat under its '"zentlemen's agreement" the Conforence shouid not vote until all efforts
o reach a consensus had been exhausted; but it would be unrealistic to believe that
4+ would not be necessary to take many votes. And it would not be lesirable for the
‘onference to have to rtart voting at its next session, in 1976, There should be a
tairly long interval betwesn the next two sessions, so as %o leave ialegations time
oy reflexion and to enable the Drafting Committee to meet.

Mr. LUKABU=K'HABOUJI (Zaire) said that the Chairman of the Group of African

iountries had c¢learly explained the position of that Group, which wished a session to
e neld in or after April 19763 a movement seemed to be developing, however, in favour
.§ holding two more sessions. He wished to draw thes attention of members of the
wneral Committee to another point, namely, that in any event! a separate session was

& be neld at Caracas for the sismins of the Convention. 'The Chilean representative
tad said that that session should be held in 1$76, so there would bec three sessions in
976, not two. The Conference on the Law of tre Sea was bzcoming more and more
~xpensive, especially for the countries of the third World. His delegation was willing
J0 agree o a 8ession veing held in New York in or after April 197€, and he hoped that
‘T there had to be a further session to take decisions, it could be held at the same
sime as that scheduled for Caracas,

‘"he CHALRMAN reminded the Committee that the Venezuelan Covernment had clearly

itated that a separate session would be necded for signing the Convention.
Mr. OGOLA (Ussande.) endorscd the statement made by the Chairman of the

o,

“frican Group, His dclegation strongly hoped that the Contference would conclude its

<

ork in 1976, but it could not support the suggestion that it should hold two more
«rpions.  One ression a year was already a heavy enough burien for the small countries.
e tlonference rould certainly afford to wait anctrer year before f'inishing its workKe.

i= hoped that his rescrvations would be taken into account.
" /CONF. 62 /BUR/SR. 1%
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Mr. OGUNDERE (Nigeria) said he thought that mid-March would be a suitable

time for the opening of the next session. Tirst, the Conference would thus precede the

Economic and Social Council by several weeks. Secondly, the idea of holding two
segsions in 1976 seemed to be gaining ground, and an eight-week session from mid-March
to mid-May would allow time for an interval of two months before the next session,
which could start in mid-July and run for at least six weeks, That would enable the
Conference to complete its work before the opening of the General Agsembly. Even if
the main object of. the fourth session was to seek a consensus, it would be imposgsible
to avoid all recourse to the process of decision-making..

Mr, de IACHARRIERE (France) said that a broad consensus had seemed to be

emerging at the beginning of the meeting in favour of a session that would not begin

wntil April and would last eight weeks. As most representatives were willing to meet
either at CGeneva or in New York, it only remained to find out if one of those cities
could accommodate the Conference at the desirved time. Some complications had been
introduced by the Latin American proposal for a further session. A simple way of
solving the problem would be to leave it to the fourth session to decide whether a
fifth was necessary. The French delegation agreed with that idea, because a session
was competent to teke such a decision. On the other hand, it had serious objections to
a division of functions between the fourth and fifth sessions, whereby the fourth
session would be devoted to negotiation and the fifth to decision-making. His
delegation was opposed to such compulsory planning being imposed when representatives
had not yet even received the single texts that were supposed to serve as a basis for
digcussion. It was possible, and in any case it was desirable, that the fourth session
should be able to take decisions on many pointes; but as the respresentatives of the
United States, the Soviet Union and Algeria had pointed out, it could not be stated
that the fifth session would be reserved for decigion-making. It was true that the
possibility of voting was provided for in the rules of procedure, but the time when a
vote would Dbe taken could never be determined in advance. That would be contrary to
the spirit of the work and to the rules of procedure themselves, since any vote
depended on a determination whether all efforts to reach general agreement had been
exhausted, and it was impossible to decide that question now. If a fifth session took
place, it was to be hoped that it would comprise all the elements necessary for
applying the rules of procedure and adopting a satisfactory convention. To sum up,

he thought that provision should be made for an eight-week session, to be held at
A/CONF. 62 /BUR/SR. 153
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The CHATRMAN said there was a clear consgensus in favour of a fourth session

of the Conference, to be held on or after 1 April, for a period of eight weeks, all
other decisions being takern later. He pointed out that the General Assembly was not
competent to decide on the date and place of sessions of the Conference, and would
merely be asked to provide it with the means of holding its sessions,

Mr. RODRIGUES (Brazil) thought that if the Conference was to hold two

sessions in 1976, it would be preferable to advance the opening date for the first
session to mid~March, so as to leave time for an adequate interval between the two
gessions and to avoid holding the second in August.

Mr., SHEHAB (Egypt) said he thought the fourth session should begin at the
end of March or on 1 April, since there was a consengus on that period. That would
meet the wishes of Fgypt, which hoped that sufficient time would be allowed for
govermments to study the single texts and for the regional groups to meet between the
third and fourth sessions. The fourth session could be held either in New York or
at Geneva, depending on the services available and the changes that would be required
in the calendar of other international meetinga. Past experience suggested that six
to eight weeks would be enough, especially if gufficient preparatory work had been
done. On the question.whether.the Conference should hold two sessions in 1976, he
agreed with a number of previous speakers that the matter should be decided by the
Conference at its next session. _

E@T@HM(Tth)stemmﬂemmlmdstntMﬁimeCmﬁmmmecmﬂdmﬁ
complete its work in a short time. It was degirable, however, that it should do so
in 1976, in order not to become a provisional conference on a permanent basis. Nor
should it lose the impetus it had acquired. Congequently, it seemed necessary to
provide for a period of ten to twelve weeks, interrupted by a fairly long interval.
The Conference.could decide at the end of its fourth session whether it was
advisable to hold a fifth. The date of 1 April, which had been proposed, was quite
acceptable to him. He would prefer the session to be held at Geneva, but would have
no difficulty in conforming to the wish of the majority. With regard to voting, he
thought that decisions by consensus could probably be reached on the broad lines, but
that some questions would be difficult to settle by agreement and would inevitably
have to be put to a vote. It would always be possible to reach a consensus after the
voting. As to the session for signing the Convention at Caracas, he pointed out that
only a few members of each delegation would have to go there, and then only for a short

time; hence it would be possible to hold a third session for signature in 1976.

A/CONF.62/BUR/SR.13
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Me. ENGO (United Republic of Cameroon) observed that as 1 April 1976 fell

i1 o Thursday, it wouid be better to convene tiie fourth session of the Conference on
donday 5 April 19 ..

Mr. SCEVENSCN (United States of America) said that his delegation's
sosition was flexibie in regard to the dates and places proposed fcr the next session
;i the Conference: nevertheless; it firmly bclieved that the possibility of holding a
“artiner session in 1976 should be left oven ana supperted the third solution

suggestea by the representative of Singapore. It had no objectior to the next

:sslon opening on . .pril 1976, provided that would not prevent the Conference from

.i0lding e further session the same year. Another point was that if the Conference

uled out the poasivility of meeting in New York in August, it might nct bs able to

01d a further session in 1976; it should take a decision on both those questions at
:he same time.

The CHAIRMAN suggmested that the next session of the Conference should rather

w2 neld from 29 March until the end of May and that a further session should be

scheduled from 21 June until the end of ingust, ir New York.

Sir hoger JECKLING (United Kingdom) welcomed the suggestion by the

:presentative of Nigeria that the next session should begin on 15 March 1976.
Moreover, he was glad to learn that there would be esnough time in 1976 to hold a
second session, and he fully supported the proposal which thz representative of

;ingapore had sbmitted to the General Committee as a third possibility.

Mr, zihia (Uolombia), noting that n consensus seemad to have been reached
-m the idea put forward by the Latin American countries of holding two sessions in
976, said that, in deciding on priorities for the various meerings due to be held,

che General Assembly should take that possibility into account.

M. KHOKE (FPederal Republic of Germary) said that it would be preferable for
‘e next sessicu to beqin.cn a Wednesday, say on le or ;1 March 1970, as that would
-nable delegations to hold consultations for two days before the opening of the
Conference. Althoush it was not opposad to the idea that the General .Assembly should
srovide for a further session of the Conference in 1976, his delegation shared the
riew expressed vy bhe representatives of France and the Soviat Unior, that it was for
e Conference itseli. at its fourth session, to decide whatier it should hold a
‘ifth session in 1976, In that connexion, he urged the members of the
“eneral Comnittoe not to adovt too ripid an attitude. He agreed with the
~presentaztive of France that it should not be decided to devote the fourth session
5 negotiatiors and tho fifth to voting: indeed, he hoped taat the Conference would
./CONP .62 /BUR/Sit.12
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be able.to adopt impbrtant dacigions at its fourth session. Finally, if a further
sesgion was to be:held in New York in 1976, his delegation would prefer it to be
convened in the autumn rather than in July énd August, fér'reasons'of climate.

Mr. ZEGERS (Chile) said that if the Conference, in its recommendation to the
General Assembly, and the General Assembly, in the resolution it would adopt, did not
provide for the possibility of a further session in 1976, the Conference would not be
able'té meet again. In the péat, the preparatory work for the Conference had lagted
twelve weeks each year, spread over scveral sessions; so the idea put forward by the
Latin Amevican oounfries was not original,

Mr. ZULETA (Special Representative of the Secretary-General) observed that,
if the Confefence decided to reéommend the General Assembly to convene a session in
1976 and to providé for the possibility of a further session during the same year, the
Assembly would have to adopt a resolution authorizing the Secretariat to make the
necessary arrangements for that further session to be held if the Conference so
decided.. On the other hand, if the Conference decided at its current session to
recommend the General Assembly to convene two sessions in 1976, on the understanding
that it would decide at the fourth session whether or not it was necessary to hold a
fifth, there would bé no budgeting problems. In any case, he wished to make it 'clear
that if a fifth session was to be held in New York, the Secretariat would be able to
provide the necessafy services for the Conference only for the period from 20 June to
30 August 1976,

Mr. KL, FAOOUK HASSAN (sudan) said he did not think that the countries of the

African Group would have arny objection to the next session of the Conferenoe opening in

mid-March in New York, but they had agreed on 1 April Moreover, since the single
texts whlch were to be made available to dolobdrlons would «facilitate the work of the
next ses s10n, it should not last more than seven to eight weeks. As to holding
another session in 1976, that was for the Conference to decide.

Mr. KOSYREV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republicg) drew the attention to the
fact that the Chairman had alrcady announced the decision of the General Committee of
the Conferencé to hold the foUrth gession in New York in April‘and May -1976. It
seemed, howéver, that that communication had not been heard by all the members of the
Geﬁeral Comnittee, since the question was still being discussed. In case his
delegation had misunderstood, he wished to make it ol@ar that it supported the proposal
made by the Group of African countries and by TFrance, that the fourth session should be
held in New York for eight week° in April and May 1976, on the understanding that the

Conference itself would decide whether to hold a fifth session.
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Mr. HAMOUD (Irac) supported the statement made by the representative of
ran on pehalf of the Asian countries. The next session should be held either at
ieneva or in Hew Ycrk, and his delesation woulc have no objection to its beginning on
5 March 1976. Mcrecver, it was the Confercnce itselt which should decide, at its
~urth session, whether or not to hold a rifth. It shoull not take that decision
% the present stage, but wait until its next session in ord=sr to take account of
i=velopments in the situation. If the Conterence did hold a fiftl session in 197¢,
it weuld be necessary hc provide for a sutficiently long intzrval between the sessions
.~ s=nable delegaticns to negotiate and hold consultations; the fifth session should
int be held too socon atter the fourth.

dr. ESSY AMARA (Ivory Coast) speaking on behalf of the African countries,

id that the date of 29 March was acceptable to them and that the next session could

neid in New ferk fur eignt weeks. The Group of African countries could nct take
+ decision on wnether a Iifth session should be held in 197€¢ and thought the
sonference should setile that guestion at its next session. The Group was aware
‘nat the calendar of .onrerences was heavy, but considered that, in view of the
importance of bthe Conrerence on the Law of the Sea, the Secretaria® should make the
necessary arrangements for the Conference to meet at the dates and in the places
sugpesied.

Mr, ENGO (United Republic of Cameroon) supportec the observations wmade by

he representative of the ivory Coast and expressed his ccncern at the suggestion

nat the next session of tne Conference should cpen in mic-March 1976, It had been

s

apreen in the Group ol African countriss that the next session should be held in April,
and the suggestion ot the representative of Singapore seemet o have wide support
among the members of the General Coumittee. In crder that the Secretariat might

be in a nositimn to make the necessary tinancial arrangements, it should be decided
that the next sessior would open on 2y March in new York anc last zight weeks; and

in case Lhe Conference decided to hold a fit'th session in 1976, the General Assembly
~hould be requested tr take the necessary steps 1o COVer vhat possibility.

‘TMe OHALRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, ne would take it that the

I3

fznera. Coumittee recummended tc the Plenary Conterence that it should hold its feurth
~oseion startine on =9 March, in New York, for e=ight weeks.

4

1t was so decided,

‘he OHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objeeticn, he would take it that

‘he Genera. Committee reccmmended to the Plenary Conference that it should wait until
ita fourth session to decide whether or not to hold a turther seselon.
it was sc dezcided,
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The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that

the General Committee recommended to the Plenary Conference that it should request

the General Assembly to authorize the Secretary~Gereral to provide the necessary
services for a fifth session, which the fourth session of the Conference might consider
it necessary to hold. '_

. Sir Roger JACKLING (United Kingdom) suggested that it should be made cleer
that budgetary provision should be made for a fifth session in 1976. -

It was go decided. .
Mr. STEVENSON (United States of America) pointed out that several delegations,

in particular, delegations of Latin American countries, had suggested that the
General Assembly should be ssked to give priority to the sessions of the Conference
on the Law of the Sea, and that that suggestion had not been opposed. "Hé'therefore
proposed that the. words "with a view to completing its work in 1976" should benadded
to the last recommendation of the General Committee to the Plenary Conference. .
Mr. HAMOUD (Iraq) said that it was too early to con81der the question of
a pogsible fifth gession in 19763 hence he could not agree to a reference to that
question being made in the recommendations of the Confefence to the Genefal Assembly.
- Mr, YANKOV (Bulgarla) said it was rather difficult to foresee at the

present stage, when the Conference would complete its work. His delegation therefore

. asked the United States representative not to press his amendment. It was underetood

that the Conference must try to complete its work in 1976, but it would be premature
to say so in the recommendations to the CGeneral Assembly,
Mr. OGOLA (Uganda), referring to the suggestion of the United Kingdom
representative concerning the third recommendation of the Conference to the
- General Assembly, sald that no decision should be taken at present on the p0381b111ty'of
holding a fifth segsion of the Conference in 1976 '
The CHAIRMAN said that if he had understood the United Kingdom representetive
correctly, his suggestion related to budgetary considerations.
Mr, STEVENSON (United States of America) said that, in view of the comments
which:had just been made, he withdrew his amendment.
QUESTION OF INTER-SESSIONAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR INFORMAL CONSULTATIONS AND NEGOTIATIONS
- The CHATRMAN reminded the menbers of the General Committee that he had

suggested, at the previous meeting, that they should inform the Secretariat whether

they wished to make use of its services to hold informal inter—sessional consultations _
.and negotiations. In that comnexion, he announced that the single negotiating texts

would be available the following day and could serve as a basis for such negotiaﬁions.
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Mr. ZULETA (Special Representative of the Secretery-General) said that, as
= result of the suggestion made by the Chairman at the last meeting of the General
Committee, the Secretariat had received from the Chairmen of the Group of Bastern
furopean socialist countries a letter concerning informal open consultations which
were to be held in the summer of 1975 and at the end of the thirtieth session of the
eneral Assembly. The Group of African countries had also asked the Secretariat to
service informal meetings, either at Geneva or in New York during the
;eneral Assembly, or in another city at a date to be specified later.

The CHAIRMAN informed the General Committee that another Group had also

requested the Secretariat to provide services.

Mr. ZULETA (Special Representative of the Secretary—General) said that, if
the services of the Secretariat were requested in a city cther than those in which the
~fficial offices of the Organization were located, it would be necessary to conclude
finencial érrangements with the host country, in accordance with the relevant
resolutions of the General Assembly.

Mr. JAYAKUMAR (Singapore) said he did not see the purpose of the present

discussion, since it had been decided at the last meeting of the General Committee

that participants in informal consultations who would need the assistance or services
of the Secretariat should so inform the Special Representative of the

Secretary-General., It had been agreed that the Secretariat would do everything it could
to assist the participants and, although the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General had jindicated which groups had already requested the Secretariat's
assistance, he hoped there would still be time after the closure of the session to
request the services of the Secretariat if the need made itself felt in other groups.

The CHAIRMAN, replying to the representative of Singapore, said that the list

of informal meetings was not closed and the assistance of the Secretariat could indeed
be requested at a later stage.

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria) said that, if he had understood correctly, different
types of informel consul tations would be held between the sesgions; consultations
within regional groups and consultations between regional groups. He thought the
latter were especially important, because they should make it possible to lay the
foundations for future compromises. On behslf of the Group of Eastern Buropean
socielist countries, he wished to ask the Secretariat to provide its services for the
inter-regional meetings which were to be held in the summer and at the end of the autum
in 1975. The location of those meetings would depend on the possibilities offered by

the Secretariat.
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Mr, ZEA (Colombia) informed the General Committee that the Group of
Latin American countries had not yet taken a decision on that matter.
OTHER BUSINESS

Mr, RATTRAY (Rapporteur—General), referring to & note recently circulatedkto
all delegations by the International Ocean Instituté, in which it was proposed that
certain functions Should be assigned to the Rapporteur-General between the sessions of
the Conference, said that the Jamaican delegation and the Rapporteur—General'were in no
way associated with the authors of these proposals. In fact, the Institute suggested
that the Rapporteur-General, with the assistance of a team of experts, should make an
independent and objective assessment of the proposals before the Conference relating
to the new international economic order, but he had very serious reservations regarding
the advisability of those suggestions, to which he had not agreed. The Conference had
taken certain decisions concerning its programme of work and the preparation, by the
chairmen of each of the three main committees, of single negotiating texts which should
serve as a basis for future negotiations. Until all govermments had had an opportunity
of studying those texts and of holding the necessary consultations, any assessment of
the kind suggested by the Institute would be entirely out of place., He had received

his terms of reference from the Conference, whose wishes he would try to meet.

The meeting rose at 12,10 p.m.
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