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DOCUMENT A/CONF.62/74

Letter dated 23 April 1979 from the co-ordinator of the group of Latin American States
to the President of the Conference

I have the honour in my capacity as co-ordinator of the
group of Latin American States to the Third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea to inform you that at its
meeting held today the group unanimously reaffirmed its de-
cision to support the candidature of Jamaica as the seat of
the International Sea-Bed Authority. Furthermore, the
group also reaffirmed its decision, conveyed to you by the
co-ordinator of the group in his letter of S May 1978, that it is
opposed to any revision of the text which would alter the
terms of article 154, paragraph 3, of the informal composite
negotiating text! for the reasons contained in the attached
memorandum.

It is requested that this letter along with the accompanying
memorandum be circulated as an official document of the
Conference.

(Signed) E. DE LA GUARDIA (Argentina)
Co-ordinator of the group of Latin American States
to the Third United Nations Conference

on the Law of the Sea

MEMORANDUM

It has been brought to the attention of the group of Latin
American States that some members of the group of Asian
States have proposed that the provisions of article 154 of the
informal composite negotiating text naming Jamaica as the
seat of the International Sea-Bed Authority should be re-
vised so as to place on an equal footing the candidatures of
Fiji, Jamaica and Malta.

The group of Latin American States is opposed to the revi-
sion in the manner proposed.

The name of Jamaica has appeared in all versions of the
negotiating text since the first text was prepared in 1975. This
has sought to reflect the widespread and substantial support
expressed in the Conference by a large number of delega-
tions and more particularly by the endorsement of Jamaica’s
candidature by the Group of 77 at Caracas in 1974, an-
nounced to the Conference by the Chairman of the Group of
77, Mr. Zuleta, at the 49th plenary meeting held on 27 August
1974.

It is significant to note that Jamaica’s endorsement by the
Group of 77 in 1974 was preceded by an endorsement in prin-

[Original: English]
[23 April 1979]

ciple by that Group at Nairobi in May 1974 and by its sub-
sequent separate endorsement by the groups of Latin Ameri-
can, African and Asian States. It was on the basis of this
widespread and substantial support that the Chairman of the
First Committee inserted Jamaica’s name in the text and this
position has been fully elaborated by the Chairman of the
First Committee in his statement in the plenary meeting of 12
April 1978.

Neither Fiji nor Malta have been endorsed by the Group of
77 and there is no evidence of any widespread and substan-
tial support for their candidatures. These countries do not
therefore stand on an equal position with Jamaica and ac-
cordingly to place them on a position of equality would be to
discriminate against the position of Jamaica.

On the other hand, the Conference has decided on the
rules to be followed for any modifications or revisions to be
made to the informal composite negotiating text. This is
stated in document A/CONF.62/62, recommendation 10, in
the following terms:

‘‘Any modifications or revisions to be made in the in-
formal composite negotiating text should emerge from the
negotiations themselves and should not be introduced on
the initiative of any single person, whether it be the Pres-
ident or a Chairman of a Committee, unless presented to
the Plenary and found, from the widespread and substan-
tial support prevailing in Plenary, to offer a substantially
improved prospect of a consensus.’’ 2

In the light of the widespread and substantial support for
Jamaica, any alteration affecting the present situation of
Jamaica’s name in the text would constitute a flagrant viola-
tion of the Rules established by the Conference for
modifications of the text. These Rules must be uniformly
applied to the entire informal composite negotiating text and
must not be applied in a discriminating manner. If the posi-
tion of Jamaica’s name in the text was to be altered the only
legitimate consequence would be for a proliferation of altera-
tions, be they blank spaces or alternatives to appear in
numerous places in the text. At this stage of the negotiations
the consequences of a proliferation of blank spaces or alter-
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natives in the text would be disastrous and the failure of the alter the situation in respect of Jamaica’s name in the infor-
Conference would be assured. mal composite negotiating text, and the group of Latin Amer-
In the light of the foregoing, it would be wholly illegitimate to ican States opposes any such move.
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