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Ninth plenary meeting — 22 April 1960

NINTH PLENARY MEETING

Friday, 22 April 1960, at 10.30 a.m.

President: Prince WAN WAITHAYAKON (Thailand)

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 (A/CONF.19/L.4 to L.6)
(continued) *

[Agenda item 9]

1. Mr. PETREN (Sweden) reminded the Conference of
his Government's position of principle. For legal, just
as much as for practical reasons, Sweden was opposed
both to an extension of the breadth of the territorial
sea beyond six nautical miles and to the entirely novel
concept of fishery zones in which coastal States would
enjoy exclusive fishing rights. Moreover, the Swedish
Government believed that the creation of a new rule
of international law, which was the point at issue, could
not result from unilateral actions against which many
Governments had raised their voice. Any such develop-
ment of international law demanded the assent of the
States affected, given unqualifiedly by the ratification
of the texts of any conventions that might be drawn
up by the Conference. In that respect, the Swedish
delegation shared the views expressed by the head of
the French delegation when explaining his vote at the
28th meeting of the Committee of the Whole.

2. The Swedish delegation, it would be remembered, had
been unable to vote for any of the proposals before
the Committee of the Whole, but of all those submitted
the compromise text submitted jointly by Canada and
the United States of America (A/CONF.19/C.1/L.10)
had come closest to Sweden's position of principle. When
that proposal had been put to the vote, the Swedish dele-
gation had abstained. Anxious as it was to help the Con-
ference to arrive at a constructive result, it would now
be prepared, in a spirit of compromise, to vote for the
proposal, which had been adopted by the Committee
of the Whole, notwithstanding the fact that the solution
advocated by its sponsors would entail great sacrifices
by Sweden, as by many other countries not only of
principle but also economically. In modifying its vote
in that way the Swedish delegation hoped that delegations
which saw the problems in a different light would also
be moved by the spirit of compromise to make con-
cessions and to support the proposal adopted by the
Committee of the Whole. Naturally, if no compromise
could be reached, Sweden would regard itself as entirely
free to revert to its position of principle, so often made
clear.

The meeting rose at 11 a.m.

* Resumed from the 6th plenary meeting.
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