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~'i~CORD ·or,• THB IQ::1'.lii.1 - 17 :iJECEr!iBER i975 

1. Mr T P Hughes C_13} . n·~putf Seci_ctary I · Depa:rtm!Snt of the 

Envir onment 1 extended n vmrm welcor,ie from Her Majesty's 

Governn1erit to delegates c'..hd obs ervers, and wisned them a 

successful O'..ltcoine to t h e ir discuss i ons . He cong:r-atulated 

Contractii1g Parties for 1·atifying U...'1d accE:di_ng tho Convention, 

and bringing it into fo·rce so q_uic~-dy . 

ELECT ION 0:F' CHAIRWUl.N 

2 . The Can['.dian delcFo:t: ion p:·opo sed and the United fi.rab 

Emi:;..--ates de l ego..t:i,0n sqconde_J tho nomination of the head of the 

UK delegation ( I-.t.· A Pvirclough) ns Chc.irmn.n. The M:eeting 

cg;:·eed to the norr~.1.,a-t.io.n . 

ELECT I O:N OF \T IGE.'-CHAITilv1E1'r 

3 . The Chair man c:~rcssed his thanks to the r•:ieeting [;n d . 
invited nominations fo:-:- -'..,.wo Vice-Chair men. The USSR de l egc..tion 

pro:pcsed and the Spanish delegat:i_on seconded the nomina tion of 

the head of the lWexican delegation ( Senor J L Ve.llarte. ) D.s first 

-J'ice-Chairma.n . The USA a.el egc..tion proposed n.na. the UK del egation 

seconded. the ncmination of the delegate of the Pllil:ipines 

(Dr de l a ·Puz ) a.~, s e cond 'Vice Chairman. These nomirw.tions were 

c.grced by the· meeting . 

ADOPTION OF AGEl'ffiA 

4 . ~he proposed agenda (I~U (1) R~v 1) wns adopted . 

RULES OF ER08EDURE 

5 . The p~:-o--.~i8io~cl rules of p:.~oc edur e ( LDC ( 2 )) were adopted 

subject t 0 the c:e l8tio:1 in Pul e 1 y lines 2 and 31 of '1by 

de-positing an ins·i;:ru .. ·,wnt oft' and its substitution by aby 

notifying n ci. t:::'o sj_to.:.'y governr;,::nt of i ts~i . 
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.SECRETARY-GENERAL' S JIHNOUNCEMENT J,, .. ,.-· ,: , 

6 .. · The Secretary-General suggested that the ; record of' the ,. . 

Me~ting should contain only the principal ;'~.r~e-nts, arid 

statements made, and agreements reache d. The M~eting agreed 
to this. · ,. · i' · · · :;:.:..I · _. · _. · · 

DESIGNATION OF A COMPETENT ORGANISATION TO BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR SECRETARIAT '-.DUTIES,:.PURSUANT 'TO ·ARTICLE 'XIV(2) OF THE 
.°.O~-yEN::t_IO~ . ·: 1.,1~ ,d ~- ;·:; .:i::.. , , . _. . :;_, . 
7. The Sec:retary .. to .:tl?-e 3rd C,ommi ttee qf' . ~re. UN Law of the 

•. • • • •- > 0 : I • ( A • ' • 0 ~ 0 • • • • , • • 0 

Sea Cpnf'erenc~ made. ,!:l -~hart sta tement repor.ti.ng. progr e ss in 
• • • , I - • • • • ~ • • · • I • • • • • 

prepa ring negotiating texts for the Conference. He stressed . . , ' ·. . . .. . '., . . . . . ' . . 

the willingness of. the UN Sec.retariat and of the UN O:f:fice of' 
.· . - . . . .- ., \. :.. . . . . . . ' · .. . ' . 

legal• aff'airs .to assi s t and co-operate with whatever body was 

~esig~e.~~d_ • . ; •-._~ .. - , , : ,-_,_;t· 1 

· .. 8. · .The .observer -~r.om.·llNEP..:desor-ibedi• the current and projected 

act~vLt'ies of llNEP· .on ~th~ prevention :o:C- mar-ine -pollution. He 

stated tha t IB-J:EP · Viould be rd lling t o assume any r esponsibility 

r e quired .of them.by.:.the Meeting and would be willing to 

co-operate -with any. · Organi sati:on -desi ·gna: ted ·b:V- the Meeting to 
! 

provide .. the SecretariG:t of· the ·London -Dumping · bonventi-on~ 
. . '.. . . .. . ~ · . .:· . . ,~. ' . .. ' . . . · \ : ·- . . : ' . : . . 
' 9. The· .·obse rve_r from Portugal' ·3.nd the de.l egat es from Nor nay 

. -: and Swe den stresse d · tl1a~ t he Org
0

anfsa.tion .. selec·t"0a. t o pr ov i de 

.the ··se:dretaria t · S

0

h 6~1a.··i1ave · pr ove'h ' ex perience ~·1:i:i ~he· matter~ 

cove red:by the Conv~n'tion and. i n o th,~r . pr oble'ms of' environmen t c.l 
. pollu tion~, mari ti:ine·· ~c-·i ence and n avi ::;ation . .. I t . 1.:ould a l so be 

i mpor t ant to .:.msure tha t the desig:no. t,ed or ·gani sati on was re:1c.y 

and 2-ble t c accep t the r esponsibi l i tie s involved . 

. ~ .i. · ! . ,. . ' ( 

. { . . 
•• ! I 
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10. The UK delegation we lcomed t he r emr rks of' the pr evious 
speake·rs. Taking int-o account the requirements of' t he Organi­

s a tion to be appoint~d to carry out the Secretariat dutie s oI' 

the convention it was the Uni ted Kingdom's considered view that 
IMCO was the most appropriate Organisa tion being a specialised 

. ' 

agency_ of' the United Nations with global coverage and a close 
interest in preventing ·marine pollution through its Marine 

Environment Protection Committee . The UK del egation introduced 
jointly with the Mexican. delegation a resolution to this effect 

which also stressed the need for c o-operation with other UN 
agencies, particularly U!-IBP. (LDC(5)) . 

11. The USSR delegation reviewed their government's involvement 
in pollution control work and expressed their support for 

international co-ope r ation in t his f'i e ld am supported the UK's 
proposal. IMCO had Secretariat dutie s unuer the London 

Convention of' 1973 and it was logical to place the Secretariat . 
duties for the London Convention in the same hands. 

12. The Secr e t _ary General of' ~MCO informed the meeting of' the 

organisation's activities in the prevention of' pollution at s ea . 
It was the only special i sed agency of' the United Nations dealing 

with maritime af'fairs, had 92 members, two-ttir1s of' whom 
were f'rom .developing countrie s , and was a universally flccepted 

maritime organisation, especially in r elation to pollution .from 
ships, a subject which had bef::n entrusted to it s ince ::. ts 
incep~ion. He r ef'erred particularly to the a ssi stanc e which 
I HCO was giving develoIJing c ountries in f'orming legisla tion to 
deal with p ollution at s ea . He added that -t:;he governing body 

. of' IMCO had a uthorised it · t o accept the role. of' Secre t aria t t o 

t ~e London Dumping Convention should it be asked and 
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budgetary provision had been : :nadG . -Ii\f,C() appreciated th0 

importance of the c).esigna.ted orga.nisat i vn co-oper.:1ting f'Hlly 

with other internatt.:i:p.al agencies pa.rticularl~r UHEP. 

13. Ob.servers from Italy, Portuga·l , and German Democrati c 

Republic and the delegate: of Afghanistan spoke in favour of the: 

UK proposal. The Italian delegation added that the n ecessary 

constitutional steps -had been t.3.ken· f or the early r a.tifica t iun 

of the convention by Italy. Observers fro.a Algeria , France, 

Australia, "Brazil; Indonesia 2...nd Argentina explained · th:1t their 

governments were aotiv-ely consi dering the question of ratifi ->:1-

tion or v•ere already t c1king steps t o r a tify . The Indonesi.1n 

delegation said that thei:r;- gove rnment would require t echnical 

assistance to enable it t o rat ify. 

14. There \'as general a.greernent ·amon gst delegates and 

obser.vers who spoke that· I:.'iCO was the most a ppropriate 

Organisation. 

15. Further discussion centred on q uestions posed by the dr~ft 

r esolution LDC ( 5). The·· Spani~h and Norv1egitl.!l delegati ons a..'ld 

the obs.erver fro:n Frd.Ilce s uggested -tha t the resolution shoul d 

be less genera l ..md Specify c l earl y the responsibilities of 

the Secretariat . . :· •' 

Cla rification was sought on wh0ther I NfCO if desig:1a.ted 9 would 

determine its own du ties as SecrGtariat and wha t the budg1::t-:1.r y 

and _wor lrl oad i mplicati ons o:f its assuming res ponsibility 'v.01.,,_l cl 

be. The relation between I MCO' s other functi ons , md its 

responsibilities f -or this Convention ,,ol-i.ld also n .-~ed t o be 

cl~rified. It was als o f elt t hat rbl a tionships with 

contracting pa rties · and· wi;th other international bodies, 
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pnrticula.rly UNEP, should be exnlained in gre~:ter detail. The 
New Zealand delegation str.essed th::tt. the r e should b e no ::unbigui ty 
in where the secretnria t responsibilities l ay. He also argued th~t 
it would be undesirable to specify the secretariat duties 

. . 

exhausti~ely; the main punpose or;_th~ -~esolution wns to ensure 
that the designated organisation would. be able to st .. ,.rt ope rations 

. . .. . , . 
immediately. It would 1:Ielp if' IMCO could state whether they were . . 
in a position to do so. 

16. The Chairman ·summarised the points tha t had been made and 
invited the Secretary-General of' IMCO to reply. The Secretary­
General stated that the Assembly had authorised the Secretarint 
to accept the duties if they were offered. He would ensure th~:t 
IMCO would pert·orm any Secretariat function vvhich contracting 
parties a sked of it. The workload would depend upon the wishes 
of the contracting parties. To this end, a budgetary provi sicn 
of ,360;000· had been made i'or extra staff' for the f'irst year and 
IMCO woui'd the refpre both be able to ~sGume responsibility and 
be able to start acting a t once. Contracting states who were 
memb ers o1' Ill'lCO woul d contribute •tc the Secreta1~i :J. t costs by 
means of their normal contr ibutions; the co s t s tncurr ed by non­
member contracting s t a tes would h ave t o be rissess ed periodically 
in accordance with Artiole XIV. The most important Secretariat 
dutie s had alrendy been l a id down in the convention, princi pally 
in Article XIV, but naturally the se could be added t o by decis i on 
of the Contracting St a t es . The Secr e t nry-General of IMCO would 
ensure tha t cleal' functional relationships were established to 
discharge _ these duti as without establishing o. separate 
Secretaria t. He wished t o re-emphasise the wish of t ~e 
Organisation to co-operate closely and fully with .other 
specialised ['..gencies nnd in particular with UNEP and WHO. 
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17. The Danish delegation proposed that in 'view of' the comments 

made ·ab~ut the terms of' tre draft resolution a small group 

should be established to' ·examine it in more d·etail. 

The -Meeting accepted·. tt1:is proposal. · in principl~ and th~ 
I , I • 

Chairma~ .promised ·an announcement the ·next da:i:,• about its 
. . . . 

composition. He asked that, to help this Committee, 

delega~ions should i:i"ubnii t proposals f'or textu&·l ; amendments to 

the resolution as soon as possible. 

L 
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