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DOCUMENT A/CONF.19/L.4*

Report of the Committee of the Whole

1. The rules of procedure adopted by the Conference at its
1st and 2nd plenary meetings provided, in rule 46, for the
establishment of a Committee of the Whole. In rule 6 of the
rules of procedure provision was made for the election by
the Conference of the Chairman of the Committee, and at
its 1st plenary meeting on 17 March 1960 the Conference
elected Mr. Jose A. Correa (Ecuador). In accordance with
rule 47 of the rules of procedure, the Committee of the Whole,

[Original text: English]
[14 April I960]

Incorporating documents A/CONF.19/L.4/Corr.l and 2.

at its 1st meeting on 21 March 1960, elected Mr. Max
Sorensen (Denmark) to be its Vice-Chairman and Mr. Edwin
Glaser (Romania) to be its Rapporteur.

2. The agenda as adopted by the Conference contained two
substantive items: item 9 entitled " Consideration of the
questions of the breadth of the territorial sea and fishery
limits in accordance with resolution 1307 (XIII) adopted by
the General Assembly on 10 December 1958 "; and item 10
entitled " Adoption of conventions or other instruments
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regarding the matters considered and of the Final Act of
the Conference ". At its 3rd plenary meeting the Conference
decided to refer these two items to the Committee of the
Whole.
3. At the 1st meeting of the Committee it was decided that
it would commence its discussion of item 9 with a general
debate. At the 5th meeting it was decided to refer in the gen-
eral debate also to the proposals before the Committee. The
general debate continued from the 1st to the 22nd meetings
inclusive; sixty-seven delegations participated.
4. The Committee then turned to a detailed consideration of
the various proposals. It having been decided in advance
that voting should commence on 13 April 1960, the debate
was closed at the 27th meeting and the Committee proceeded
to vote on the proposals and amendments before it at its
28th meeting on 13 April 1960.
5. The proposals and amendments which had been submitted
to the Committee were as follows.
6. The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics had presented
a proposal (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.1), which it withdrew at the
27th meeting in favour of the eighteen-Power proposal
(A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L.2/Rev. 1).

7. Mexico had introduced a proposal (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L.2)
which it later withdrew in favour of the eighteen-Power pro-
posal (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.2/Rev.l) of which Mexico was one
of the sponsors.
8. A joint proposal (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.6) had been put
forward by Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, the Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, Sudan, Tunisia, the United Arab Republic and
Yemen. This was later withdrawn in favour of the eighteen-
Power proposal (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.2/Rev.l).
9. A revised proposal (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.2/Rev.l) had been
introduced by eighteen States: Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Mexico,
Morocco, the Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Tunisia, the
United Arab Republic, Venezuela and Yemen.

10. The United States of America had introduced a proposal
(A/CONF.19/C.1/L.'?), which was later withdrawn in favour
of the joint proposal submitted by Canada and the United
States (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.10).

11. Canada had submitted a proposal (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L.4),
which it later withdrew in favour of the joint Canadian and
United States proposal (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L. 10).

12. At the 21st meeting, Canada and United States had
jointly introduced a new proposal (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.10).
13. Two of the amendments before the Committee concerned
the joint Canadian and United States proposal: the amend-
ment introduced by Argentina (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.11) and
the Guatemalan amendment (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L. 12).
14. An amendment submitted by the Philippines (A/CONF.
19/C. 1/L.5) had been addressed equally to the proposals of
the USSR, Mexico, the United States and Canada. This
amendment having been incorporated in the revised proposal
submitted jointly by the eighteen Powers, including the
Philippines (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.2/Rev.l), the representative
of the Philippines withdrew his separate amendment, at the
25th meeting.
15. Iceland had submitted for the consideration of the Com-
mittee a proposal (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L.7) which it later re-
vised (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.7/Rev.l).
16. A draft resolution submitted by Peru (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/
L.8) was withdrawn at the 27th meeting for resubmission to
the plenary Conference.
17. Cuba had put forward a draft resolution (A/CONF.19/
C.1/L.9) which it withdrew at the 26th meeting.

18. At the 28th meeting the Committee proceeded to vote
on all the proposals which had not been previously with-
drawn, in the order in which they had been submitted, accord-
ing to rule 41 of the rules of procedure.

19. The eighteen-Power Proposal (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.2/
Rev.l) was rejected by 39 votes to 36, with 13 abstentions.

20. The proposal of Iceland (A/CONF.19/C.l/L.7/Rev.l) was
adopted by 31 votes to 11, with 46 abstentions.
21. In accordance with rule 40, the Committee proceeded
to vote on the amendments submitted to the joint Canadian
and United States proposal (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.10). The
first amendment submitted by Argentina relating to para-
graph 3 of that proposal having been withdrawn before the
commencement of the voting, the Committee voted on the
second amendment by Argentina (A/CONF. 19/C. 1/L. 11)
which concerned paragraph 4 of the joint proposal. The
amendment was rejected by 33 votes to 27, with 28 absten-
tions.

22. The amendment by Guatemala (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.12)
to the joint Canadian and United States proposal was re-
jected by 44 votes to 3, with 41 abstentions.

23. The joint Canadian and United States proposal (A/
CONF.19/C.1/L.10) was adopted by 43 votes to 33, with
12 abstentions.

24. In accordance with the practice of the United Nations
and of the first United Nations Conference on the Law of
the Sea, only the texts of the proposals favourably reported
to the plenary Conference by the Committee of the Whole
are set out in the annex to this report.

25. In concluding its work the Committee noted that the
Conference had referred to it an additional substantive item
concerning the adoption of a convention or other instru-
ments to embody the decisions of the Conference on the
questions before it. Following the practice established in the
first United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea in
analogous circumstances, the Committee decided to leave to
the Conference the determination of the most appropriate
instrument or instruments in which to embody the terms of
the proposal or proposals ultimately adopted by the Con-
ference.

Annex

Text of the first proposal adopted by the Committee
of the Whole at its 28th meeting on 13 April 1960

Where a people is overwhelmingly dependent upon its coastal
fisheries for its livelihood or economic development and it becomes
necessary to limit the total catch of a stock or stocks of fish in
areas adjacent to the coastal fisheries zone, the coastal State shall
have preferential rights under such limitations to the extent rendered
necessary by its dependence on the fishery.

In the case of disagreement, any interested State may initiate
the procedure provided for in the Convention on Fishing and
Conservation of the Living Resources of the High Seas, adopted by
the United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea of 1958.

Text of the second proposal adopted by the Committee
of the Whole at its 28th meeting on 13 April 1960

1. A State is entitled to fix the breadth of its territorial sea up to
a maximum of six nautical miles measured from the applicable
baseline.

2. A State is entitled to establish a fishing zone continuous to its
territorial sea extending to a maximum limit of twelve nautical
miles from the baseline from which the breadth of its territorial
sea is measured, in which it shall have the same rights in respect
of fishing and the exploitation of the living resources of the sea
as it has in its territorial sea.
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3. Any State whose vessels have made a practice of fishing in the 4. The provisions of the Convention on Fishing and Conservation
outer six miles of the fishing zone established by the coastal State, of the Living Resources of the High Seas, adopted at Geneva on
in accordance with paragraph 2 above, for the period of five years 27 April 1958, shall apply mutatis mutandis to the settlement of
immediately preceding 1 January 1958, may continue to do so any dispute arising out of the application of the foregoing para-
for a period of ten years from 31 October 1960. graphs.
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Page 7:

Delete the whole of paragraph 27.
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In paragraph 3 the final sentence should read as follows:

"Sixty-seven delegations participated in the general debate."
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