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DOCUMENT A/CONF.62/WS/7

Statement by the delegation of Bahrain dated 4 April 1980

1. Like other delegations to the Third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea, the delegation of Bahrain
wishes to record its observations and reservations regarding the
reports submitted by the Committees.

2. My delegation supports the positions adopted by the
developing countries with regard to matters examined by the
First Committee and, in particular, supports the retention of
the text of article 155, paragraph 6. regarding the moratorium
on exploitation operations, as it appears in the revised informal
composite negotiating text (A/CONF.62/WP.10/Rev.l),
without replacing it with paragraph 5 of this article, as men-
tioned in the amendment contained in the annex to the report
on the system of exploration and exploitation (see
A/CONF.62/C.1/L.27, part II).

3. We also support the retention of the texts requested by
the developing countries in article 5 of annex II concerning the
transfer of technology. At this stage, however, my delegation
has no comments to make on the report on financial arrange-
ments (ibid., part III) since the matters dealt with in that report
are purely technical and, as such, must be referred to
specialists.

4. With regard to the report on the Assembly and the
Council (ibid., part IV), we also support the positions adopted
by the developing countries in connexion with the balanced
distribution of powers among the organs of the Authority and,
in particular, in connexion with voting in the Council, which we
believe should take its decisions by a two-thirds rather than a
three-fourths majority of the members present, as indicated in
paragraph 7 of article 161 of this report.

5. In general, we have no objection to the report on the
settlement of disputes (ibid., part V) and hope that a consensus
will be reached with a view to facilitating the work of the
Conference.

6. My delegation's comments on the report submitted by
the Chairman of the Second Committee (A/CONF.62/L.51),
can be summarized as follows.

7. We support the position of the Arab States on the
definition of the continental shelf as explained to the Confer-
ence by the representative of Iraq. In our opinion, the current
provisions laid down in article 76, paragraph 5 and article 82 of
both the revised informal negotiating text and the report of the
Second Committee are complicated, unclear and generally
unsatisfactory.

[Original: Arabic]
[10 April 1980]

8. With regard to article 76, paragraph 5, we believe that
distance should be the sole principle adopted and that the
criterion of depth should be totally disregarded in view of its
vagueness, the difficulty of its application and the adverse
repercussions which it would have on the principle of the
common heritage of mankind, since it would result in an
undesirable expansion on the part of the coastal States at the
expense of the area.

9. With regard to the definition of submarine ridges in
article 76, paragraphs 3 and 6, as set forth in the report of the
Chairman of the Second Committee, we do not agree with the
amendments submitted in connexion with these submarine
ridges since they remain vague and do not provide an accept-
able legal definition in answer to all the questions raised by
delegations.

10. Furthermore, we do not, in general, agree with some of
the provisions in the report regarding the commission on the
limits of the continental shelf, particularly in connexion with
the functions and membership of this Commission. My
delegation has already explained its viewpoint in this respect
on a previous occasion.
. 11. We object to the provisions of article 82 concerning
payments and contributions with respect to the exploitation of
the continental shelf beyond 200 miles since, in our opinion,
the payment rates specified in this article should be fully
revised in such a way as to increase them in favour of the other
States adversely affected as a result of this expansion of the
continental shelf beyond 200 miles. We also believe that the
text of this article should be amended in such a way as to delete
the reference to exemptions during the first five years.

12. With regard to the rights of geographically disadvan-
taged States, my delegation has objections to the provisions of
article 70 as it appears in the revised negotiating text since we
support the positions of the geographically disadvantaged
States with regard to the legal status of the exclusive economic
zone and the rights of these States to an equitable share in the
living resources of this zone. We would like to emphasize what
we have repeatedly made statements on at this Conference
regarding the need to agree on a precise definition of the
"geographically disadvantaged States" which would take into
consideration the economic interests of coastal States whose
special geographical characteristics deprive them of adequate
economic zones, in contrast to other coastal States which pos-
sess such exclusive economic zones. In our opinion, therefore.



110 Ninth Session—Documents

the "geographically disadvantaged States" should be precisely
defined and the heading of article 70 should be changed in the
light of this definition.

13. We are also of the opinion that the word "surplus"
should be deleted and that the phrase "nutritional needs of the
populations" in article 70 should be replaced by a more
meaningful phrase such as "the economic or developmental
needs of the populations".

14. Since articles 61 and 62 of the revised negotiating text
also have a bearing on this subject, my delegation believes that
the strict provisions of these two articles should be mitigated in
the case of fishing vessels belonging to the geographically dis-
advantaged States which also take part in fishing in the exclu-
sive economic zone.

15. As regards the report of the Chairman of the Third
Committee (A/CONF.62/L.50), the delegation of Bahrain is in
favour of the deletion of article 246, paragraph 4, which refers
to the possibility of the existence of "normal circumstances"
despite the absence of diplomatic relations. We believe that this
additional paragraph in the report is an unnecessary explana-
tion of the phrase "normal circumstances" contained in para-
graph 3 of the article.

16. We also support the position adopted by the geograph-
ically disadvantaged States with regard to the proposed

amendments to the text of article 254 and are in favour of the
retention of this article as it appears in the revised negotiating
text.

17. With regard to the question of the settlement of dis-
putes concerning sea boundary delimitations between adjacent
or opposite States, we are in favour of retaining the text of
paragraph I (a) of article 298 as it appears in the revised
negotiating text. We see no need for the insertion in this article
of the amendment proposed in the report of the Chairman on
the work of negotiating group 7 (A/CONF.62/L.47).

18. Concerning the report of the Chairman of the group of
legal experts on final clauses (FC/16);21 the delegation of Bah-
rain believes that the report's recommendations concerning the
general prohibition of reservations on the provisions of the
Convention should be reviewed.

19. We are in agreement with the final version of the draft
preamble (See A/CONF.62/L.49) which was generally ac-
cepted by the developing countries.

20. These are the principal observations of my delegation
on the reports and on the revised informal composite nego-
tiating text.

"See Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on
the Law of the Sea, vol. XII, document A/CONF.62/91.
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