
Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea 
 

1973-1982 
Concluded at Montego Bay, Jamaica on 10 December 1982 

 
 

Document:- 
A/CONF.62/L.38

 
 

Report of the Chairman of the Second Committee 
 

Extract from the Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of  
the Sea, Volume XI (Summary Records, Plenary, General Committee, First, Second and Third 

Committees, as well as Documents of the Conference, Eighth Session) 
 

 

 

 

 

Copyright © United Nations 
2009 



Documents of the Conference 101

DOCUMENT A/CONF.62/L.38

Report of the Chairman of the Second Committee

1. Three of the negotiating groups established in accord-
ance with the organization of work adopted by the Confer-
ence (ACONF.62/ 62)38 deal with issues falling wholly or
partly within the mandate of the Second Committee. They
are negotiating groups 4, 6 and 7.

2. Negotiating group 4, under the chairmanship of Mr.
Nandan, of Fiji, deals with the right of access of land-locked
States and certain developing coastal States in a subregion or
region—or geographically disadvantaged States—to the liv-
ing resources of the exclusive economic zone.

3. Negotiating group 7, under the chairmanship of Mr.
Manner, of Finland, deals with the definition of maritime
boundaries between adjacent and opposite States—a Second
Committee issue—and settlement of disputes thereon, which
is dealt with by the plenary Conference.

4. Negotiating group 6, under my chairmanship, deals
with the definition of the outer limit of the continental shelf
and the question of payments and contributions with respect
to the exploitation of the continental shelf beyond 200 miles,
and with the question of revenue sharing.

5. At its 57th and 58th meetings, on 24 April 1979, the
Second Committee heard the reports from the Chairmen of
the three negotiating groups relating to their work during the
eighth session.

6. In the case of negotiating group 4, the debate focused
on the question whether the Chairman's proposals (docu-
ment NG4/9/Rev.2)39 concerning article 62, paragraph 2, ar-
ticle 69 and article 70 met the requirement laid down in doc-
ument A/CONF.62/62, recommendation 10, by offering a
substantially improved prospect of a consensus. The debate

[Original: Spanish]
[27 April 1979]

^Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the
Law of the Sea, vol. X (United Nations publication, Sales No.
E.79.V.4).

"Ibid., p. 93.

showed that the general feeling in the Committee was that
they did, and I would accordingly recommend their inclusion
in any revision or modification of the informal composite
negotiating text.40 The comments on and objections voiced
with regard to the compromise proposals of the Chairman of
negotiating group 4 are, of course, reported in the summary
records of the meeting.

7. The report of the Chairman of negotiating group 7 on
the work of that group is contained in document NG7/39. As
stated there, except for two drafting amendments to article
15, none of the proposals for revision of the informal com-
posite negotiating text offered a substantially improved pros-
pect of a consensus.

8. I wish to place on record my gratitude to Mr. Nandan
and Mr. Manner for their dedication and their contribution to
the Committee's work.

9. With regard to negotiating group 6,1 shall not repeat
here my report to the Second Committee, which appears in
document A/CONF.62/C.2/L.100. As I said in the closing
paragraph of that report, I have held intensive consultations
over the last few days with a number of delegations which
have been most active in the group's discussions. The results
of these efforts to achieve what may be a decisive break-
through resolving Second Committee issues, and perhaps is-
sues of the Conference itself, are set out in document
A/CONF.62/L. 37. I know that there are delegations which
will have reservations or objections to my suggestions, but I
hope they understand that the negotiations are open-ended
and that they will have an opportunity to put forward their
own views in our future negotiations. The suggestions I am
making for inclusion in any revision of the composite
negotiating text are self-explanatory. I am convinced that

""Ibid., vol. VIII (United Nations publication, Sales No.
E.78.V.4).
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they will improve the prospect of a consensus. I shall confine
myself to two comments on my proposal:

(a) The question of establishing the starting-point from
which the distance specified in paragraph 3 bis applies, that
is to say, the baseline from which the breadth of the territo-
rial sea or the outer limit of the exclusive economic zone is
measured, is still a controversial issue which may require
further negotiations;

(b) It is clear to me from the negotiations and consulta-
tions on the subject of the continental shelf that the question
of scientific research is an important element in any over-all
compromise on the issue of jurisdiction of the coastal State
vis-a-vis other States. Judging from the consultations I have
held, I believe that final acceptance of the formulae I am now
presenting will depend on a settlement of this question. I
therefore hope that the Third Committee will find a suitable
formula concerning scientific research on the continental
shelf so that a solution satisfactory to all delegations con-
cerned may be achieved.

10. I reiterate the recommendation I made in paragraph
13 of my report to the plenary Conference at the conclusio
of the first part of the seventh session,41 concerning sugge:
tions which had widespread support in the Second Commit
tee. To these may be added the Belgian delegation's sugges
tion that the words "or for the safety of ships" should b
added at the end of the first sentence of article 25, paragrapl
3.

11. With regard to another issue, I have continued t
hold consultations on the provisions for improved protectio
of marine mammals.

12. In conclusion, I wish to reiterate my thanks to all de
egations which have participated in the work of the Secon
Committee and to the efficient secretariat staff. I am gratified
at the will displayed by participating States in successfully^
completing consideration of the long list of very complex and,
important items and issues assigned to the Second
Committee.

"Ibid., vol. X. p. 94.
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