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import on thevKorki^>f the<First Session^-of the Preparatory 
Coflsnisgio'K, ̂ including^consideration o f  j t h e Rules-of Procedure:

RESULTS OF THE FIRST PARI OF THE FIRST SESSION 
Kingston, Jamaica, 15 March - 8 April 1983

The Preparatory Commission for the International Sea-Bed Authority and for 
the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (Preparatory Commission) was 
established by resolution I of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law 
of the Sea which states:

Ml. There is hereby established the Preparatory Commission for the 
International Sea-3ed Authority and for the International Tribunal 
for the Law of the Sea. Upon signature of or accession to the 
Convention by 50 States, the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
shall convene the Commission, and it shall meet no sooner than 60 
days and no later than 90 days thereafter."

The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea was opened for 
signature in Montego Bay, Jamaica on 10 December 1982, and was signed at that 
time by 118 States and the United Nations Council for Namibia on behalf of 
Namibia. The conditions for convening the Preparatory Commission having been 
met, the dates of its first session were set from 15 March-8 April with 
provision for a further meeting in 1983 if required. Invitations were issued 
to States and other entities to participate as either members or observers, in 
accordance with paragraph 2 of resolution I.

r. PROVISIONAL AGENDA AND ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The Preparatory Commission had before it a note by the Secretariat on the 
organization of work (LOS/PCN/1), the provisional Agenda (LOS/PCN/2), and a 
working paper prepared by the Secretariat on the Draft Rules of Procedure 
(L0S/PCN/WP.1).

II. ELECTION OF THE CHAIRMAN AND ADOPTION OF A CONSENSUS STATEMENT OF
UNDERSTANDING

The late Special Representative of the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations for the Law of the Sea, Bernardo Zuleta, as Acting Chairman of the 
Preparatory Commission, opened the session at which the provisional agenda was 
approved. He read out a message from the Secretary-General. A statement was 
also made by the Deputy Prime Minister of Jamaica, Mr Hugh Shearer.

Thereafter the meeting was adjourned and consultations started on the 
question of the chairmanship of the Commission. In the absence of any formal 
structure of the Preparatory Commission at this stage, the Special 
Representative of the Secretary-General carried out those intense 
consultations at meetings held with the Chairmen of the five regional groups 
and the Chairman of the Group of 77.

While the candidature of Minister Joseph V/arioba for the chairman 
the Preparatory Commission was endorsed by co'isensus^the election was 
until an agreement could be reached on other matters concerning the 
composition of the General Committee and the c ^position and structure of the 
special commissions, as well as the very important aspect of the 
decision-making procedure of the Preparatory Commission.
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After several rounds of consultations the Special Representative was 
entrusted with the task of formulating a preliminary draft Statement of 
Understanding which was to provide the basis on which the Preparatory 
Commission would decide on its organizational structure, the mandates of its 
organs, and its rules of procedure. On 7 April there was a consensus on the 
final text of the Statement of Understanding and on 8 April, the final day of 
the session, the Preparatory Commission elected, by acclamation, its Chairman, 
Joseph Warioba, Minister for Justice and Attorney-General of the United 
Répudie ot Tanzania and adopted the "Consensus Statement of Understanding" 
(LOS/PCN/3).

Statements were made at the closing meeting by the Chairman and by USSR, 
Japan, Brazil, Australia, Algeria, Zambia, Iraq, Gambia. {It should be noted 
that the Preparatory Commission does not have summary records.)

III.COMPOSITION AND STRUCTURE OF THE COMMISSION

The Statement of Understanding contemplated that in addition to the 
Plenary of the Commission, Special Commissions enjoying equal status would be 
established.

The Plenary was to deal with the reports of the Special Commissions, those 
matters specifically allocated to it, and any residual functions not 
specifically allocated to other bodies.

The Special Commissions were to be open to all signatories in accordance 
with paragraph 2 of resolution I. The Statement of Understanding left open 
the question of participation of signatories other than States (for example 
intergovernmental organizations).

The Special Commissions and Plenary would deal with the following matters, 
as allocated:

(1) The rules, regulations and procedures on administrative financial and 
budgetary matters pertaining to the various organs of the Authority
{para. 5{g) of resolution I).

(2) The measures necessary for the early entry into effective operation 
of the Enterprise (para. 8 of resolution I).

(3) The problems which would be encountered by developing land-based 
producer States likely to be most seriously affected by the production of 
minerals derived from the Area (paras. 5(i) and 9 of resolution I).

(4) The rules, regulations and procedures for the exploration and 
exploitation of the Area (Annex III and other related provisions of the 
Convention).

(5) The implementation of resolution II governing preparatory investment 
in pioneer activities relating to polymetallic nodules.

(6) The practical arrangements for the establishment of the International 
Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (para. 10 of resolution I).
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In establishing the bureaux of all the organs of the Preparatory 
Commission due regard was required to be paid to the practice of the United 
Nations General Assembly and of the Third United Nations Conference on the Lav; 
Oj. the Sea and to the need for each regional group to be represented. The 
Chairman of the Preparatory Commission, the other members of the bureau of the 
plenary as well as the members of the bureaux of the Special Commissions would 
constitute the General Committee and would be elected on the basis of 
eguitable geographical representation.

CONSENSUS REQUIREMENT IN RULES OF PROCEDURE

The- Statement of Understanding also dealt with the important question of 
the decision-making procedure. The compromise outlined by the Statement 
required the Commission to ensure that all decisions requiring consensus in 
the Convention - inter alia articles 160(2){e); 161; 162; Annex IV, article 
11(3)(c) - would also require consensus in the Preparatory Commission.
However, it did not rule out that there could be other matters which would 
also require decisions by consensus.

The Statement of Understanding stated also that the Preparatory Commission 
would adopt by consensus the rules and procedures for the implementation of 
resolution II and the establishment of adequate machinery to administer the 
regime for the protection of pioneer investors.

V. DECISIONS RELATING TO FUTURE WORK PROGRAMME; TIMING AND VENUE OF FIRST
RESUMED SESSION

It was decided that the Preparatory Commission would meet again at a 
resumed session of 4 weeks duration which should be held immediately preceding 
the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly for the convenience of 
deJegations and to avoid additional expenses. The possible dates were 
established as 22 August to 16 September or 15 August to 9 September 1983.
The vanue for the meeting could net be resolved and it was left to the 
Chairman to undertake further consultations on the question. The Preparatory 
Commission decided that the elaboration of the basic decisions reached in the 
Statement of Understanding, including the adoption of Rules of Procedure, 
should be completed in the first two weeks of the resumed session.

VI. DRAFT RULES OF PROCEDURE

The Secretariat had presented a preliminary sec of draft Rules of 
Procedure (LOS/PCN/WP.1 dated 21 March 1983, and Corr.l ). The draft was 
intended to identify issues and provide examples of options where possible.

Two regional groups, namely the Western European and Other States Group 
and the Eastern European Group provided preliminary reactions in writing. The 
submission of the Eastern European Group (L0S/PCN/WP.3) took the form of an 
amendment to the Secretariat draft; the response of the Western European and 
Other States Group (LOS/PCN/WP.5) consisted of comments on the Secretariat 
draft.
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RESULTS QF THE SECOND PART OF THE FIRST SESSION 
Kingston, Jamaica, 15 August - 9 September 1983

I. AGENDA AND ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The items on the agenda remained unchanged from the first part of the 
session. It included the election of officers, the adoption of the rules of 
procedure and the organization of the work of the Preparatory Commission.

At the opening plenary meeting, on 15 August 19S3, the Chairman of the 
Preparatory Commission stated that if an agreement could be reached on the 
issues contained in the Consensus Statement of Understanding (LOS/PCN/3), it 
would greatly advance the work of the Commission. He called on the regional 
groups to carry out consultations.

Following the earlier practice, the Chairmen cf the regional groups 
reported the outcome of their groups' consultations to joint meetings with the 
Chairman cf the Commission held periodically.

The consultations centered on the following issues: (1) the structure and 
number of Special Commissions; (2) the subject natter to be allocated to each 
Special Commission; (3) representation in the General Committee and its 
overall size; (4) the decision-making rules which would supplement the list of 
items on which it had already been agreed that decisions would be taken by 
consensus (as reflected in LCS/PCN/3); (5) the rules for the implementation of 
resolution II; (6) the Rules of Procedure of the Preparatory Commission; and,
(7) the programme of work.

It was considered appropriate that consultations would continue on 
items 1, 2 and 3 above at meetings of the Chairmen of regional groups. The 
possibility of establishing a working group- of limited size with 
4 or 5 representatives per region, constituting a core with open-ended 
participation, was considered for the negotiations on the Rules of Procedure. 
Consideration was also given to establishing another working group of limited 
membership to carry out consultations on the drafting of rules for 
implementing the pioneer investment arrangements under resolution II.

II. CONSIDERATION OF THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

An informal working group on rules of procedure, headed by the Chairman 
of the Preparatory Commission, was set up with 6 representatives per region.
At the first meeting of the group, on 22 August 1983, the Chairman explained 
that it was to be a "consultative" group on the technical aspects of the rules 
of procedure: it was not intended to establish any precedent regarding 
negotiation techniques or status of participants; its purpose was to 
facilitate the expeditious completion of organizational matters.

On 26 August 1983, an agreement was reached whereby each regional group 
could appoint 6 representatives, only one of whom could be from an observer 
delegation. Observers would not be permitted to participate in the 
decision-making of the wording group.
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The working group would be open-ended^but only representor ives designated by 
the regional groups could participate in the discussions. It was also agreed 
that tr.ere could be rotation of observers.

The* working group held a total of nine meetings. Principal among the 
issues discussed were the mechanisms for and extent of participation of 
observers under paragraph 2 of resolution I (signatories of the Final Act), 
the clarification of the definition of members referred to in that paragraph, 
participation of observers other than those contemplated in resolution I, an! 
the interrelationship of the various organs of the Preparatory Commission.

The group considered the following documents:

LOS/PCM/WP. i - Secretariat Draft Rules;
LCS/PCN/WP.3 and Rev. 1 - Eastern European G rocip paper S 4
LCS/PCN/WP.5 and Corr .1 - Western European and Others Group
LOS/PCN/WP.9 - Latin American Group paper;
L0S/PCN/WP.1G - Asian Group paper; 
LOS/PCM/WF.11 - African Group paper.

papers ;

It also had before it a series of comparative tables to facilitate 
(LOS/PCM/VP.12 and Adds. 1 - 4).

its work

Upon completion of the review by the working group, the Chairman prepare 
a ccr-preiiensive revised set of draft rules of procedure (LOS/PC?7WP. Ip and 
Corr. 1), incorporating those aspects which had been discussed in the group o 
Chairmen of the regional groups. (Agreements which had been reached in the 
latter group had been contained in informal papers issued by the Chairman on 
13 August and 6 and 7 September, and were later incorporated in document 

)
On 3 September, the Plenary met for the purpose of discussing the 

composite package on the rules of procedure. The Chairmen of the regional 
groups presented the views of their groups. The Rules of Procedure of the 
Preparatory Commission were then adopted. They are contained in document 
LOS/PCI.’/28 and Corr.l

As adopted, the Rules of Procedure allow all States and entities which 
have ratified, acceded or otherwise adhered to the United Mations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea to participate in the Preparatory Commission as full 
members. The rights of observers under paragraph 2 of resolution I are 
delineated, and provision is made for the invitation cf observers other than 
signatories of the Final Act. A General Committee is established and consist 
of the Chairman, 14 Vice-Chairmen, the Rapporteur General, and the Chairman 
and four Vice-Chairmen of each of the four Special Commissions (a total of 
36). In addition to its normal functions, the General Committee is also 
mandated to exercise executive functions on behalf of the Commission in 
respect of matters relating to resolution II. Co- ser.sus is provided as the 
decision-making mechanism on questions cf substance, except that in certain 
situations and for residual matters a two-thirds majority rule shall apply if 
efforts to reach consensus have been exhausted.



(j)
111 • STRUCTURE AIJD FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMISSION

Simultaneously with the negotiations on rules of procedure, consultation 
were continued in the consultative body comprising the Chairman of the 
preparatory Commission and the Chairmen of regional groups on the composition 
and size of the General Committee, on decision-making, and also on the 
allocation of items to the different Special Commissions, including the 
Plenary which would function as a Special Commission.

An agreement was reached on the basis of an informal proposal of the 
Chairman. As a consequence, on 8 September 1983, the Commission elected the 
officers or its Bureau and or the four Special Commissions as well as the 
members or its Credentials Committee.

The Preparatory Commission elected the following 14 Vice-Chairir.en: 
Algeria, Australia, Brazil, Chile, China, France, India, Iraq, Japan, Liberia, 
Nigeria, Soviet Union, Sri Lanka and the Republic of Cameroon,

It elected Kenneth Rattray (Jamaica) as Rapporteur-General.

Hasjim Djalal (Indonesia) was elected Chairman of Special Commission I on 
the problems that could be encountered by developing land-based producer 
States likely to be most seriously affected by the production of minerals 
derived from the .Area. This Commission is entrusted with the functions 
referred to in paragraphs 5(i) and 9 of resolution I. Its Vice-Chairmen are 
Austria, Cuba, Romania and Zambia.

Lennox 3allah (Trinidad and Tobago) was elected Chairman of Special 
Commission II on the Enterprise for the adoption of all measures necessary for 
the early entry into effective operation of the Entreprise. This Commission 
is entrusted with the functions referred to in paragraph S of resolution I 
and paragraph 12 of resolution II. Its Vice-Chairmen are Canada, Mongolia, 
Senegal and Yugoslavia.

Hans Sondaal (Netherlands), was elected Chairman of Special 
Commission III for the preparation of rules, regulations and procedures for 
the exploration and exploitation of the Area (sea-bed mining code)
[resolution I, paragraph 5(g)]. Its Vice-Chairmen are Gabon, Mexico, Pakistan 
and Poland.

Gunter Goerner (German Democratic Republic), was elected Chairman of 
Special Commission IV for the Tribunal to prepare recommendations regarding 
practical arrangements for the establishment of'the International Tribunal for 
the Law of the Sea [resolution I, paragraph 10]. Its Vice-Chairrr.en are 
Colombia, Greece, Philippines and Sudan.

The members of the Cre ientiais Committee are Austria, China, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Hungary, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Japan and Somalia.

The Preparatory Commission also decided that the General Committee of 
36 members should act on behalf of the Preparatory Commission as its executive 
organ for the administration of resolution II.



At the final meeting of the Preparatory Commission, the Chairmen of the 
four Specia.1 Commissions presented a first short report. The Preparatory 
Commission also adopted the report of the Credentials Committee, presented by 
-ts chairman, Karl Wolf (Austria), who was unanimously elected. Statements 
were made by Indonesia, Trinidad and Tobago, Netherlands, German Democratic 
Republic, Austria, Algeria (as Chairman of the Group of 77), Japan (as 
Chairman of the Asian Group), France (as Chairman cf the Western European 
croup and others}, Brazil (as Chairman of the Latin American Group), Kenya (as 
Cnairman of the African Group), USSR (as Chairman of the Eastern European 
^roup), India, Liberia, Chile, Jamaica and Sri Lanka.

¿he most important document of the Preparatory Commission for 1383 is 
^CS/PCN/27 inasmuch as it contains in three Annexes: the structure of the 
commission, the functions of its organs and bodies, the officers and the 
procedures anc guidelines for registration of pioneer investors under 
resolution II as well as the rules of procedure on decision-making.
IV. DECISIONS RELATING TO FUTURE WORK PROGRAMME; 

SESSIONS "
TIMING AND VENUE OF FUTURE

The Preparatory Commission decided to give high priority to the 
elaboration and adoption of rules, regulations and procedures for the 
implementation of resolution II (LOS/PCN/27).

Based on a proposal by the Chairman, the Preparatory Commission decided 
that the Secretariat could reissue documents of the Law of the Sea Conference 
relevant to the work of the Commission; prepare indexes to the articles of the 
Convention and Annexes and documentation of the Conference that might 
facilitate the work of the Commission; compile background papers on relevant 
legal, financial, economic and technical issues; and prepare working papers.

The Preparatory Commission decided that it would hold one regular session 
a year at Kingston for a period cf four weeks, and one session a year of the 
working groups (Plenary, Special Commissions and the subsidiary bodies) or the 
Preparatory Commission for four weeks, in Kingston, New York or Geneva, as it 
may decide. The Preparatory Commission may at any time decide to hoid 
additional sessions for itself or for its working groups.

For 1984 it was decided that the Preparatory Commission would hold its 
regular session in Kingston during the spring (19 March - 13 April) and a 
session for the working groups in New York or Geneva during the summer, the 
venue for which would be determined at the second session.

V. TRIBUTE
On the proposal of Chile, the Preparatory Commission observed a minute of 

silence in memory of the late Ambassador K. K. Breckenriage, who had been «.he 
representative of Sri Lanka to the Law of the Sea Conference for many years.



Information about submission of applications for registration 
as pioneer investor and resolution of conflicts with respect to 
overlapping areas:

I. SUMMARY

Paragraph 2 of resolution II sets forth that "as soon as the Commission 
begins to function" any State signatory to the Convention may apply to the 
Commission on its behalf or on the behalf of any entity specified in 
paragraph 1(a) for registration as a pioneer investor. Applicants must ensure 
befc-c making applications that areas in respect of which applications are 
made do nc-t overlap one another or areas previously allocated as pioneer areas 
(paragraph 5(a)). If conflicts concerning overlapping of areas were not 
resolved by 1 March 1983, such conflicts should have been submitted by the 
prospective certifying States to binding arbitration in accordance with 
UICCITRAL Arbitration Rules to commence not later than 1 May 1983 
(paragraph 5(c)).

In 19S3 two prospective pioneer investors, India and the USSR, met and 
ensured themselves that the areas in respect of which they intend to apply to 
the Preparatory Commission do not overlap each other. They informed the 
Chairman of the Preparatory Commission and announced their intention to submit 
to the Preparatory Commission applications for registration as pioneer 
investors. Other pioneer investors reserved their position with regard to the 
communications made by India and the USSR, and insisted that before submitting 
any application, the Preparatory Commission should have begun to function 
effectively and all prospective pioneer investors must negotiate in order to 
identify and resolve possible conflicts arising from the overlapping of 
areas. Applications for registration were submitted by the USSR on 
21 July 19S3, and by India on 10 January 1984.

II. CQKMUNICATIQNS TO THE PREPARATORY COMMISSION

In a letter dated 6 April 1982, addressed to the Preparatory Commission, 
the Chairman of the USSR delegation to the first session of the Commission 
expressed that the Soviet enterprise was ready to begin the exchange of 
co-ordinates of areas with other certifying States, and to begin negotiations 
for the resolution of possible conflicts concerning boundaries of such areas. 
It was expressed moreover, that if the Commission did not receive any 
notification from other certifying States of their readiness to exchange 
co-ordinates and initiate negotiations by 1 May 1983, the USSR will consider 
that it has complied with the provisions of paragraph 5(a) of resolution II 
and will submit an application for the registration of the Soviet enterprise 
as the first pioneer investor (LOS/PCN/4)*

On 24 April 1983, the Permanent Representative of India to the United 
Nations sent a letter to the Chairman of the Preparatory Commission expressing 
that its Government was prepared to exchange geographical co-ordinates of the 
area claimed by it with the USSR, as well as with any other prospective 
certifying State in order to initiate negotiations on the settlement of any 
possible dispute concerning the limits of the area. It also announced its 
intention to submit an application to the Preparatory Commission 
(LOS/PCN/7).



The Permanent Representatives of the USSR and India informed the Chairman 
of the Preparatory Commission cn 4 Kay 1933 and 13 May 19S3 respectively that 
retreaentatives of Doth Governments met in New Delhi on 29 and 20 April 1933 
and determined that there were no overlaps of areas m  respect of which their 
Governments intended to submit respective applications to the Preparatory 
Comm.iss; or. (LOS/PCN/19 and 21).

Other prospective certifying States, members cr observers of the 
Preparatory Commission replied to the letters sent by India and the 
Soviet Union reserving their position 'with respect to the submission of 
applications for registration as pioneer investors.

France expressed that since the Preparatory Commission has not yet 
adopted the texts whicn will ensure that the relevant provisions of the 
resolution are actually implemented, it v;as clear that the Commission has not 
begun to function for the purposes of implementing the resolution. It also 
referred to discussions conducted at the initiative of the delegation of 
Canada amongst potential certifying States in order to agree on a procedure 
for identifying and resolving possible overlapping claims, and it expressed 
its determination to continue such negotiations beyond the original timetable 
established in paragraph 5 of resolution II (LOS/PCN/3).

In a letter oared 25 April 1933, the Government of Japan expressed that 
only after procedures to exchange co-ordinates are complied with by 
prospective certifying States, applications for registration may be submitted 
to the Preparatory Commission. The Japanese Government does not accept the 
assertion of the Soviet Union that prospective certifying States must send due 
notification to the Preparatory* Commission by 1 Kay 1953 of their readiness to 
exchange co-ordinates and to negotiate (LOS/PCN/11>. As a consequence, if an 
application is submitted on 1 Kay 1983, it cannot be regarded as being in 
conformity with resolution II and such application will not grant any right or 
priority.

Canada, in a letter dated 23 April 1983, emphasized the fact that 
negotiations with a view to developing a mechanism to resolve potential 
conflicts over mining sites had been conducted at the initiative of the 
Canadian Government. Canada is prepared to continue those negotiations and 
considers that any attempt by a Stare to be registered as a pioneer investor 
would be incompatible with those on-going negotiations (LOS/PCN/15).

The Netherlands, in a letter dated 27 April 1983, expressed that the 
expiration of the deadlines mentioned in paragraph 5{c) of resolution II does 
not affect the obligation of prospective certifying States to ensure, before 
making applications to the Commission, that areas in respect of which 
applications are made do not overlap one another (LOS/FCU/18).

The Permanent Representative of Indonesia pointed out that since the 
Preparatory Commission had not been completely organized and therefore had not 
been able z o exercise its function effectively, the Government of Indonesia 
reserved its position with regard to various claims by potential pioneer 
investors (LOS/PCN/20).
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Four observers to the Preparatory Coredssion, Belgium (LOS/PCN/14 
and 16}, Federal Republic of Germany (LOS/PCK/9), Italy (LOS/PCN/IO) and 
United Kingdom (LOS/PCN/13) sent letters to the Chairman of the Preparatory 
Commission reserving their positions to any action that might be taken by any 
prospective certifying State. The Federal Republic of Germany and Italy 
stressed the fact that since the Convention will remain open for signature 
until 9 December 1984, those States which have not yet signed the Convention 
may decide to do so at a later stage and avail themselves of all rights 
conferred upon them under resolution II.

Ill, SUBMISSION OF APPLICATIONS

On 20 July 1983, the Acting Permanent Representative of the USSR 
transmitted to the Special Representative of the Secretary-General for the Lav? 
of the Sea a letter addressed to the Chairman of the Preparatory Ccmirdssion 
submitting an application for registration as a pioneer investor of the Soviet 
enterprise "Southern Production Association for Marine Geological Operations"
{"Yushmorgeologiya"). A sealed package which, according to the letter 
contains the data and information referred to in paragraph 3(a) of 
resolution II was submitted attached to the letter and subsequently placed in 
safe custody by the Secretary-General. The Acting Permanent Representative of 
the USSR stated in the letter that the co-ordinates of the area were being 
kept by the Permanent Representative of the USSR to the United Nations in a 
sealed package which will be transmitted immediately to the Preparatory 
Commission at the request of its Chairman (LOS/PCN/30).

Or. 10 January 1984, the Acting Permanent Representative of India sent a 
letter to the Secretary-General submitting, on behalf of the Government of the 
Republic of India, an application for registration as a pioneer investor 
contained in an envelope addressed to the Chairman of the Preparatory 
Commission and in a sealed and locked box said to contain detailed 
geographical co-ordinates and relevant data and information.

By the time the application on behalf of the Government of India was 
submitted, the Preparatory Commission had adopted specific rules to be applied 
for the submission of applications pending the adoption of rules of procedure 
(LCS/PCN/27, Annex II, Section 1(d)). In accordance with these rules, the 
Special Representative of the Secretary-General for the Law of the Sea placed 
the envelope containing the application and the sealed and locked box in safe 
custody, acknowledged the receipt of the application, notified the Chairman of 
the Preparatory Commission and informed the Preparatory Commission of the 
submission (LOS/PCN/32).

With respect to efforts made by other prospective pioneer investors to 
solve possible conflicts.concerning overlapping areas as required by 
paragraph 5(a) of resolution II, the Alternate Representative of Canada to the 
Preparatory Commission sent a letter to the Chairman of the Preparatory 
Commission, dated 1 September 1983, transmitting a draft "Memorandum of 
understanding on the settlement of conflicting claims with respect to sea-bed 
areas" on the basis of which those prospecting investors were conducting 
consultations with a view to reaching agreement (LOS/PCN/24).
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STATEMENT TO TEE PLENARY EY THE CHAIRMAN OF SPECIAL 
COMMISSION 1 ON THE PROGRESS OF WORK IN THAT

COMMISSION

1. Special Commission 1 is entrusted vith the task of undertaking studies 
on tne problems vhich vould be encountered by developing land-based producer 
States likely to be most seriously affected by the production of minerals 
derived from the Area vith a viev to minimizing their difficulties ana helping 
them to make the necessary economic adjustment, including studies on the 
establishment of a compensation fund, and submitting recommendations to the 
Authority thereon, through the Preparatory Commission.

2. The broad topic and the purpose of the studies are defined ir. the 
above mandate and it is the understanding cf the Special Commission tnat the 
recommendations vill be the end results of its vork. In studying the problems 
of developing land-based producer States, it is necessary to knov, first vhich 
minerals vould be produced from sea-bed sources; second, hov the introduction 
of tne minerals from this nev source vould affect the existing land-based 
sources; third, vhat vould these effects be and vhich developing States vould 
be affected; fourth, vhat problems or difficulties in connection vith these 
effects, tnese developing States vould encounter; and finally, vhat could
be cone to minimize these difficulties. This logically structured framework 
led to the adoption of a programme of vork by the Special Commission in its 
first meeting of this session, immediately after the adoption of the agenda 
vhich is contained in document LOS/PCK/SCN.1/19BU/CRP.1• The programme 
of vork reflecting the above framevork is contained in document 
LOS/PCN/SCN.1/1934/CRP.2.

/...KJ. 84-406



3- The Special Commission held seven meetings and the Bureau of the 
Speciau Commission net four tines. In addition to CRF.l and CRP.2, 
the Special Commission had before it a background paper prepared 
by the Secretariat, L0S/PC1J/SCF.1/WP.l, which presents an overview of the 
broad topic to be studied by the Special Commission along with some options 
regarding possible approaches to study the topic and pertinent statistics 
Other Law of the Sea Conference documents which are of relevance to the 
work of the Special Commission, for example, documents A/C0iJF.62/L.Sl 
and Add.l. and A /COITF.62/L.66 were also available.

The first tvosieetings of this session were devoted to a general 
discussion of tnese documents. A need -was then, felt for a somewhat 
detailed outline of each of the six items in the programme of work in 
order that the delegates could get a better grasp of the work of the 
Special Commission. In response to this need, the Bureau, on the 
basis of the above documents and the exchange of views during the 
general discussion proposed a list of issues that need to be dealt 
with by the Special Commission under the programme of work. This is 
contained in document LGS/PChT/SCU.l/198U/CRP.3.

p. Focussed discussion on this document and the relevant parts of 
VTP.l followed after the introduction of the document. In view cf the 
broadness of the scope of the work of the Special Commission, delegations 
necessarily concentrated on selected items as they deemed appropriate.
It was deemed more fruitful at this initial stage to have a broad*ranging 
discussion rather than an issue-by-issue discussion or a discussion 
cf issues or. a priority basis. This facilitated in dissecting the work 
the Special Commission had in front of it, in refining the outline of 
the work and thereby in precisely defining the scope and content of the 
work. A valuable by-product of the broad ranging discussion was the 
emergence cf general agreement on some of the issues that have been raised 
in CRP.3. For example,on the question whether the Special Commission 
should deal with each of the fifty or so minerals contained in polymetallic 
nodules or it should limit itself to the minerals which appear to be 
economically exploitable, there was a general agreement that the Special 
Commission, at this time, should concentrate on copper, nickel, cobalt 
and manganese, but it should keep in view the trends and developments 
regarding the other minerals. Similar agreement emerged about concentrating 
its work cn polymetallic nodules, at the same time keeping in view 
the trends and developments regarding minerals other than polymetallic 
nodules, for example, polymetallic sulphides cobalt-rich manganese 
crusts, etc. With regard to the question whether the Special Commission 
should assess the relationship between production from the Area and 
existing land-based production on a mineral-by-mineral basis, it was 
generally agreed that a mineral by mineral assessment is the most 
appropriate one. Furthermore, it was generally felt that the framework 
of assessment has to be essentially a long term one on an on-going
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basis, however,, short-term and medium-term frameworks should also be kept 
under consideration. Similarly, on the question of whether the effects 
of production in the Area should be considered on a State-by-State basis, 
it was deemed most relevant to give consideration on a State-by-State basis.

6. Ir. the course of the discussion, it became apparent that two things 
were absolutely essential to form the basis of the vorK of the Special 
Commission - a set of relevant information and ds.ta. and a methodology 
to process these information and data for the purpose of the Special 
Commission. It was also apparent that at this time, no given set of 
information and data and no given methodology will serve the purpose, 
rather, both the tasks of information collection and formulation of 
methodology will be an on-going process so that at the time when the Authority 
needs to act, it will have at its disposal an accumulated set of 
information and data appropriate for its purpose and a methodology 
properly tailored to form the basis for timely action by the Authority.

; t ime, the
: which •H
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7» The attention of the Special Commission concentrated on the relevant 
information and data. It was immediately felt that at this time, the 
Special Commission is not in a position to fix the items 
and aata will be needed. This also has to be an on-going pro: 
a start can be made. As a first step, three types of information and data 
have been identified to be essential: information on tne minerals ana the: 
markets, production, consumption, exports, imports, direction cf trace, 
price, etc., information on the developing land-based producer States 
tneir production, the significance of the minerals in their economies, 
ana information on tne existing international or multilateral economic 
measures which could be of relevance to the work cf the Special Commission. 
Accordingly, a request is being made to the Secretariat to provide the 
information available in tne public domain. This request is contained 
in document LOS, PCIJ/SCi!.i/i9oh/CEP.d and Corr.l. The Special Commission also felt 
that States tnemseives could be requested through the Secretarial to provide 
similar and other information and data. Accordingly the Secretariat is 
being requested to transmit a circular letter to States in this regard.
Finally, updating of some information contained in the Conference 
document L.oa can be useful and the Secretariat is requested to do so.
These two latter requests are contained in document LOS TCh/SCS.l Alfod/CRP.^/Add.l 
and Corr.l. On benalf of tne Special Commission, I would appreciate it if the 
Commission could endorse and. strengthen these requests and .mandate the Secretariat 
accordingly.

0. In addition, a need was also felt for research studies on certain 
specific issues at an appropriate time. For example, studies on the nature 
and extent cf controlled and free markets in the four minerals concerned, on 
the effects of possible substitutes, on the demand for these minerals, 
on estimates of costs of production from land-based sources as well as 
sea-bed sources, and on the identification ana problems of developing States 
which may be potential land-based producers would be extremely useful.

/...
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9. In view of the technical nature of the vork of the Special Commission 
a number of delegations suggested the formation of a Working Group of 
technical experts. However, most of the delegations felt that at this time, 
the Special Commission provides the appropriate forum to dissect, define and 
refine the scope and content of its vork and the efficacy of a Working 
Group can be ensured only after this has been accomplished. Nevertheless, 
we have been able to devise a happy median - open-ended meetings of the 
Bureau with the Participation of any interested delegation which feels it
can provide the technical expertise. This device has been highly successful - 
one of the outcomes of this forum has been the documents CRP.l and 
CRF.k/Add.l.

10. In accomplishing the task entrusted to the Special Commission, I envisage 
a two-prcngeu strategy. One is the collection and dissemination and, over 
time, accumulation of the necessary data and information by the Secretariat 
related to some of the issues outlined in CRP.3. The other is the work of 
the delegations themselves - delegations are going home with an expanded 
outline of the topic to be studied, in the form of CRP.3. During the
intersessional period I would urge them to study the outline, obtain 
information, advice and assistance from technical experts in their 
countries, have some research carried out and come back in the next 
session, preferably with some answers or options regarding some of the 
issues raised in the document. In the next session we will then refine 
and consolidate the efforts of the two prongs which, in turn, will, hopefully, 
form the basis for tackling the core of the matter entrusted to the 
Special Commission, in this connection, 1 would like to urge delegations 
to bring no the next session relevant technical expertise to the greatest 
exsent possible. Inclusion of technical experts in the delegations will 
be helpful in dealing with the matters of technical nature within the 
purview of the Special Commission.
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The mandate of Special Commission 2 is to carry out the functions 
referred tc in paragraph 12 of resolution II ana to taho all neasures 
necessary for the early entry into effective operation of the Enterprise.
Tr.is is a difficult and complex mandate and the vorl of the Special Commission 
at tnis session has been largely devotee tc a consideration of its various 
element:-: a no. implications.

Special Commission E commenced its verb with the adoption of the Programme 
of Wore presenteu to it in LOS/FCN/SCN.E/lvO^/CRP.i, proceeding thereafter 
to a general exenange of vievs, using for this purpose, the Statement 
o: the Chairman made at tne resumed first session 1 LOC/FCN/CCN. D/L. 1 ' and 
tne background paper prepared by the Secretariat on tne Mandate ana Programme 
of Work of the Special Commission (LOS/FCN/SCTi. L/WT. i ) .

It became clear from that initial exchange that ore-sent economic 
indicators celled ^or a pragmatic approach to t>1 inning for tne ’early entry 
into effective operation of tne EnterLrisX. Two roints in particular were 
stressed: firstly, that while all operational out ions should be studied
carefully, a joint venture would appear, for the present, to be the most 
feasible option for tne Enterprise’s operation; secondly. that the initial 
Enterprise might best be regarded as a nucleus estnbljament capable, however, 
of maturing quickly under favourable operating conditions.

Tne main elements in that initial exchange were synthesised :n a Note 
by tne Chairman (LQS/PCN/SCii.T/L. 3), but that Note cannot now be regarded 
as an adequate record of all tne issuer that were raised at this session, 
since the Special Commission vent on in subsequent meetings to further explore 
tne facets of its mandate, particular!} as they relate to the application of

KJ . o l-u p ? ! ...
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paragraph 12 of resolution II. The Preliminary Note on the Enterprise 
prepared by the Secretariat of the Asian-African Legal Consultative Committee 
and presented at the fifth meeting has been an important stimulant in this 
regard, as has been the proposal of the delegation of Austria to establish 
a Joint Enterprise for Exploration, Research and Development in Ocean 
Mining (JEFERAD) (LOS/PCIJ/SCN. 2/L. 2 ana Add. 1).

Significant issues were raised, concerning measures to be taken in 
the post-registration 'period, that will call for close study at the next 
session. For example, it will be important.

(i) To develop, from the beginning, a close co-operative relationship 
with the registered, pioneer investors,

(ii) To be able to judge when a sufficient level of pioneer activity 
has been reached that will warrant bringing paragraph 12 into 
operation,

(iii) To ensure under paragraph 6 of resolution I, that the Preparatory 
Commission has such legal capacity as will be necessary to 
undertake measures contemplated under paragraph 12

(iv) To provide for the delegation of the functions involved to an 
appropriate mechanism,

(v) To clarify the scope of the exploration that would be requested 
of registered pioneer investors

(vi) To establish what the most suitable type of arrangement will
be for such exploration. If undertaken under a service contract 
for example, a draft set of contractual and acccunming rules 
would have to be considered. Such a set will be submitted to the 
next session by the delegation of Brazil, and the Special Commission 
is indeed grateful for this Voluntary contribution1'. The question 
of the negotiation, approval and management of such arrangements 
nas also to be addressed, as well as possible financial questions 
that may arise,

(vii) To develop, at an early stage, the objectives and the mechanism 
for fulfilling the obligation of the registered pioneer to train 
personnel designated by the Commission. The training arrangements 
are regarded as an essential component in the preparatory p-rocess.

At its seventh and final meeting for this session the Special Commission 
tool; up the question of priorities and its work at the next session.

The main elements of its mandate - operational and organizational 
planning and interim measures under resolution II are, to a large extent,

/...
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interrelated matters. Since it is not feasible, however, to proceed on all 
fronts at once, the Special Commission has decided to impose an order on its 
Programme of Work which would give first priority to its consideration of the 
application of paragraph 12 of resolution II, followed by organizational and 
operational aspects (i.e.; Items 2, 3 and 1 on the Programme of Uorx. in that 
oraer). Item h in the Programme was recognized as mostly'- being a distillation 
of the conclusions that would be reached in the course of work on Items 1, 2 
and 3- As concerns Item 5-, it was understood that the need for co-ordination 
witn other bodies would be addressed as and when necessary and that requirements 
of an information programme on sea-bed resource development, as indicated in 
Item 5(b), would be identified in the course of future work.

For the next session the subjects to be addressed are:

Firstly: an examination of the issues involved in the implementation 
of paragrapn 12 of resolution II and consideration of the preparatory measures 
tnat could be undertaken in accordance with tne provisions of that paragraph',

Secondly, a consideration of the structure of the Enterprise and in 
particular, the structure and requirements for its start-up establishment,

Thirdly an examination of operational options, beginning with an 
evaluation of tne joint venture option for the initial operation of the 
Enterprise.

Tne Special Commission is tnerefore requesting that the Secretariat 
prepare the following working papers for the next session and ciculate then 
well in advance of tne session.

1. An "issue-raising paper on all aspects of paragraph 12 of 
resolution II. That paper, for example, should examine in detail the provision 
on training and tne underlying question of the legal capacity of the 
Preparatory Commission to enter into the various types of arrangements
that nay be contemplated under paragrapn 12.

2. An information note on joint ventures which would also include the 
main developments in recent joint ventures

3. A note containing an outline of a start up establishment for the 
enterprise.

These requests of the Secretariat for the next session were formulated 
in the context of long-term needs for detailed studies on the questions and 
issues involved in paragraph 12, on a Cnarter for the enterprise; and on a 
model joint venture, with emphasis on methods of financing management and

/...
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control of operations. In this regard, the Special Commission also 
sought to encourage the preparation of specialized papers and case studies 
of relevant national experiences by delegations and to facilitate the 
participation of national experts in its meetings. The Special Commission 
saw certain advantages in compressing its meetings into a shorter period 
rather than spreading them over four weeks3 as long as the General Committee 
could resolve overlapping and other problems, in order to alleviate the 
difficulties of small delegations and to encourage participation by national 
exports. It did not., however, reach a conclusion on this matter.
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Special Commission 3 was entrusted witri the task of preparing rules, 
regulations ana procedures for tne exploration and exploitation of the 
Area (Sea-bea mining code) (document LOS/PCN/PT o i h September l?o3,
Annex I, sect. I, para. 1 (c) and sect. Ill, para. 3).

Tovarus the fulfilment of tnis mandate, tne Commission neld 
meetings during tnis session. At its second meeting of tnis sess 
Commission adopted its final agenda as contained in document 
LOS / PCN / SC N. 3 / CHP. 1 / Re v. 1.

e i g h t
i o n, ne

Tne t.nird and fourth meetings of tne Commission 
consideration of its programme of work. The Commissi 
discussion paper prepared Dy the Secretariat, documer. 
and Annex I, containing a detailed list of issues for 
of rules, regulations and procedures is required.

vere devoted to the 
on nad cefore it a 
t LOE/PCN/SCN.3/Wr.l 
which the form'ulation

Tne Commission nad also before it document LOS/PCN/'WP,IT♦ page ** and 
corrigendum 1. During the discussion of tne work programme some delegations 
were of tne view tnat tr.e Commission snould proceed with the consideration 
of items in a logical and caronological ' oner set out in Annex I of tne 
Secretariat background paper. Otner delegations favoured tne approach tnat 
tne Commission should aeai with certain key issues on priority basis. 
Attention of the Commission was also aravn to the need of co-ordination in 
some cases of its deliberations with other bodies of the Preparatory 
Commission.

KJ . /...dà-UFO
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The Coioission finally adopted its work programme as contained in 
document nOS/FCd/SCR.3/19oU/CRP.2, listing tne following four items in 
respect of wnicn rulesregulations and procedures need to be elaborated;

(a) exploration and exploitation,
(b) prospecting, -
(c) scope, and
(d) use of terms.

In adopting the work programme it was understood that the
merely provided a general framework and would allow for the necessary 
flexibility. It was also understood that the rules , regulations and 
procedures to be elaborated in accordance with the mandate of the Commission 
will deal with prospecting, exploration and exnloitation of polymetallic 
nodules. This understanding is reflected in corrigendum 1 to document 
L03/?C;.T/3Ck. 3/UP.l. When considering the scope of applicability of the 
rules, regulations and procedures, the Commission will deal again with this 
matter and see whether the understanding is still valid.

During the course of the last four meetings^ the Commission devoted its 
attention to the first two sets of issues under the main item exploration 
and exploitation" as contained in Annex I to the document L03/PC:i/SCk.3/'TP.l  
namely the application for approval of plans of work and the content of the 
application.

This probably is the oest place to say that the wor.. of the Commission 
has been greatly facilitated by the three working papers prepared by the 
3ecretariat., focusing on tiie questions tnat the Commission was required to 
audress. For this I wish to express my thanks to tne Special Representative 
of the Secretary-General anu his co-operators.

In dealing with the item application for approval of plans of work' 
the Commission focused its attention on such matters as the right to apply, 
the submission of applications and their format and applications for 
reserved areas, v/itn respect to this item, the Commission haa before it 
a discussion paper by the Secretariat, document L03/PCh/5CF.3/\/P.2 .

In view of the fact that the Convention itself and resolution II 
clearly specify tne entities entitled to apply there were no differing 
opinions expressed on this matter. Particular attention was given to the 
submission of applications by State enterprises or natural or juridical 
persons or group of the foregoing. Some delegations were of the opinion 
tnat these applicants should submit their applications through the sponsorin 
State. Others expressed the view that these applicants could submit their 
applications directly to tne Authority. Tiie view was also expressed that 
State enterprises or natural or juridical persons could submit tneir 
applications directly provided tnat at the same time tney are sponsored 
by States Parties.

/...
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There seemed to he a general preference expressing the need to develop 
a standard model form to he filled out by each applicant.

It should be pointed out that> with regard to other matters under this 
item, the preliminary exchange of views was inexhaustive and it is 
difficult at this stage to determine the main trends.

Under the item, ,:content of application”, the Commission discussed 
suen issues as trie information to be submitted by an applicant, the 
nationality of an applicant, control and sponsorship. The Commission had 
before it a discussion paper LOS/PCN/SCII.3/WP.3> presented by the Secretariat.

There seemed to be general agreement requiring each applicant to submit 
information identifying it. Much attention was given to the case of 
partnerships or consortia and particularly to the question whether it is 
necessary to establish objective criteria for assessing their nationality or 
the control exercised over them, or to leave these matters to the sponsoring 
State or States. Tne discussion of this matter has not been exhaustive and 
needs to be continued at the next session.

I would like to note also, that in respect of the two sets of issues 
discussed, attention of the Commission was drawn to joint ventures the 
Enterprise might enter into with other entities for exploration and 
exploitation of its areas. Questions arising with respect to the submission
of applications and content of applications relating i 
require further attention.

entities trill

Fo: -he next session the following method of work was agreed u] E:k
Commission 'will first complete discussion of the first two sets of issues.

ELy f.b explication for attroval ml: ns of w: 'k and the contení ;f th<
application. Thereafter rules, regulations and procedures on these issues 
will be formulated while consideration of the- following sets of issues on 
the programme of work vill begin. Tnc-se sets of issues contained in Part IV 
of Annex I to document LOS/PCN/SCN. related t > tne payment of
fee, the recording and transmittal of applications and the procedure for 
approval of plans of work.

As requested by the Commission the Secretariat will prepare discussion 
papers on these sets of issues, which as far as possible, will be sent to • 
delegations in advance of the summer session. • As soon as a set of issues has 
been amply discussed, rules, regulations and procedures relating thereto 
will be-elaborated. I

I wish to end this report by thanking the members of the bureau for 
their valuable suggestions and the members of the Commission for their 
co-operation, understanding and active participation.
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1. Special Commission k is mandated to prepare a report with recommendations 
regarding practical arrangements for the establishment of the International 
Tribunal for the Lav cf the Sea to be submitted to a meeting of States 
Parties.
2. At the commencement of the session, the Special Commission had before 
it a craft agenda (LOS/PCJS/SCN.U/CRP.l) and a working paper prepared by the 
Secretariat (LC5/PCN/SCN.l/WF.l). The working paper identifies seven main 
issues. It elaborates on these issues, identifies the issuer in the different 
areas, refers to appropriate precedent, and draws attention to any 
interrelationship witn the work of the Plenary of the Preparatory Commission.
The working paper presented by the Secretariat was considered to be most useful.

As a first matter of business, the Special Commission adopted its 
provisional agenda with the addition of a further item "other mutters * 
in orcer to mane it bread and flexible enough to serve also for tne future 
sessions (LOS/PCN/SC«.U/CEP.1/Rev.1).
k, The Commission thereafter considered the organization of its work. There 
was general agreement that the seven items listed in paragraph 3 of working 
paper 1 cover a substantial portion of the verx programme to be dealt v.ch by 
the Special Commission. Moreover, it was agreed that the list of the 
Commission1s tasks contained in paragraph 3 of working paper 1 should include 
as an additional item the matter of relationship agreements, which is touched 
upon in Part II of working paper 1. Concurrent views were also expressed on
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the need for the Commission to prepare rules for the Meeting of States Parties 
to oe convened for the consideration of the recommendations regarding practical 
arrangements for the establishment of the International Tribunal for the Law 
of the Sea, and l'or tue election of the members of the Tribunal. The Commission 
did not consider it appropriate to attempt to prepare a comprehensive list of 
issues and items to be included in its programme of work since as the Commission’s 
work progresses the need may arise for the consideration of additional items.
The Commission thereafter, in the light of the recommendations of the Chairman 
and the Bureau, decided to commence deliberations by considering the procedural 
rules of the Tribunal since that was the most complex and time consuming task 
before the Commission. In adopting that course of action the Commission 
endorsed the Cnairman's suggestion that,to maintain a degree of flexibility 
in the organization of work,it should not decide on the sequence in which the 
other items would be examined.

J. The Commission first heard general statements on the different aspects of 
the Commission's work, in the course of which reference was made to the 
formulation of the headquarters Agreement and inter alia the need for certainty 
as to the applicable national lavs of the seat of the Tribunal.

o. In the context of procedural rules, the list of items covered in the working 
paper was examined. The Special Commission decided that . in principle the rules 
tne International Court of Justice should guide the preparation of draft rules. 
nn tne recommendation of the Chairman, it was decided that initial consideration 
should be given to certain issues that he identified. In respect of these, 
tne precedent of the International Court of Justice was cither not availanle 
or not wholly appropriate.having regard to the new ana novel aspects of tne 
Statute of the International 'Tribunal in Annex VI. Reference papers comprising 
the Statute and Rules of tne International Court of Justice and tnesc of the 
-tropean Communities' Court were made available for use of delegations 
(Reference Papers 1-p) since these were considered to be the most relevant 
preceaent.

or

7. An exchange of views was thereafter held on the items identified by the 
Chairman on the recommendation of the bureau, which were: the composition of the
Tribunal and its Chambers, the different officials and the precedence that would 
be applied in the Tribunal and the Sea-Bed Disputes Chamber, and the manner of 
selection of members for the Sea-Bed Disputes Chamber. 8
8. Consideration was tnereafter given to the questions of a c c e s s o* entities otner than States to the Tribunal and to the Sea-Bea Disputes Cuajauci , ana
advisory opinions. In each case, before the conmeocement of tne discussions, 
the Chairman identified seme considerations and indicated some issues v.hich 
could ue relevant in respect of tne items. In this regard at tne request, of 
of the Special Commission extracts of the Chairman's statements i:er̂  made 
available as Conference Room Papers (LOS/PCiJ/SCiI.^/198i+/CnP.3-5 ) • ivo ̂ 
additional matters which were referred to in the course of the Jiseussions 
are the question of prompt relen.rc oi vessels ana crew (art. 29k/ an̂ . 
preliminary proceedings (art. 29*0* Seven footings in all were devoted 
to substantive discussions.

/...
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9* Tiie Secretariat was requested to prepare draft procedural rules for tile 
tribunal3 tailing into account the discussions during the second session. In 
doing so it is to use the Rules of Court of the International Court of Justice 
as the most appropriate guide. When preparing the draft rulesthe Secretariat is 
also to examine the experience of the International Court of Justice so as to avoid 
the difficulties that had arisen in the practice of the Court on procedural matters, 
urthermore, it is to be borne in mind that the draft rules should as far as 
ossible expedite proceedings-, encourage the use of the Tribunal by States 

and others, and minimize costs of the Tribunal and to the parties in any 
case.

10. Tne Special Commission also decided that at the resumed session in 19S4 
it would concentrate its attention on the draft rules prepared by the 
Secretariat wnich are to be circulated in advance of the resumed session. The 
Special Commission intends to utilize every possible opportunity presented 
to it at tue resumed session for tne next stage of its work, the primary 
focus of which is a detailed examination of the draft rules to be carried out 
at informal meetings or. the basis of which an attempt would be made to 
finalize tne draft rules, together with recommendations to be presented to the 
meeting of States Parties.


