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1. i :.Mr • T P Hughes c1:.,,·: neputy: Secretary~ Department of the 
Environment, extende·d a wann welcome from Her Majesty, s 
Government to delegates and observers, and wished them a 

succes_sful outcome to their discussions. He congratulated 
Contracting Parties for ratifying and acceding the Convention, 
and bringing it into force so quickly. 

EU:CTION .OF CHAIRMAN 
2. The Canadian delegation proposed and the United Arab 
Emirates delegation seconded the nomination of the head of the 
UK delegation (Mr A Fairclough) as Chairman. The Meeting 
agreed to· the nomination. 

ELECTION OF VICE-CHAIRMAN 
3. The Chairman expressed his thanks to the Meeting and invited 
nominations for t~o Vice-Chairm~n. The~ delegation proposed 
and the Spanish delegation seconded the nomination of the he-ad 
of the Mexican delegation (Senor J. L Vellarta) as first Vice­
Chairman. The usA· delegation proposed and the~ delegation 
seconded the nomination of the delegate of the Phillipines 
_(Dr de la Paz) as second Vice-Chairman. These nominations 
were agreed by the Meeting. 
ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
4. The proposed agenda (LDC (1) Rev 1) was adopted. 
RULES OF PROCEDURE 
5. The provisional rules -of procedure (LDC (2)) were adopted 
subject to the deletion in Rul·e 1 ~ lines 2 and 3, of aby 
depositing e.n instrument of11 and its substitution by "by 
notifying a depository government of its 11

• 



SECRETARY-GENERAL'S .ANNOUNCEMENT 

6~ - The Se~retary-General suggested 
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that the record of the 
• • • • : • • • I ' 

Meeting shouid ' coritain only the 
. . ' 

principal arguments, and 
. • • . . . . . . • ·. • . . . . .. . .. ~·. . ·1 -~. 1. ' . • 

statements made, and agreements 
t. ' . • .- : • • ': ; ; ~ ... t I..~ 

· · ··· to· this . 
reached. The Meeting agreed 

. DESIGNATION. OF A C0}4PETENT. ORGANlSATION TO BE RESPONSIBLE 
. ' FOR' SECRETARIAT 'OOTIES PURSUANT TO ARTICLE XIV(2) OF THE 

. - ·'· CONVENTION , · ·-· ; · ,·v- -· ' 
7. The Secretary to the 3rd Committee of the UN Law of the . . .. .. . 

__ Sea Conference made a spor.t s ta temen t reporting progres s in 

prepai:-ing n~_gotia~in~ t~xts_ · for the Conference. He stressed 

the willingness ot the UN Secretariat and of the UN Office of 

legal affairs .to . assist and co-operate with whatever body was 

designated • 
• • • L • 

8. ! rhe observer fro:m. UNEP _described the current and projected 

activities of UN~P on ~he prevention of m~rine pollution. He 
. . . . -- . . .. .. - .. . . . . . 

stated that UNEP _v..-,ould be v.rilling-·to · assu,me any responsibility 

r~qui~ed of· th~m by , the Meeting and would be \-;illing to 
. . . . ~ ' 

co..:.operate with ?ny Organi~~tion designated by the Meeting to 

provide the ·Sec_:i;•etariat of the London Dumping Convention. 

9. - The observer from Portugal '.:lnd the delegates f'rom Norvmy 

and Sweden stressed thnt the Organisation sele cted to provide 

the Secretariat should have proven experience in the matters 

cove red by the .Convention and in o ther problens of environmentn.l 

pollution, maritime science and n avigation. r t would also be 

important to ensure thnt the designated or·gan ~satior: was r~ady 

and'. able to accept the responsibilities involved. 
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10. : The UK delegation . w.elcomed -the rem£' .. rks of' the previous 
.. ' . ' : . . . . . -- . 

speakers. Taldng _ _;i.ntq account the requirements of' the Organi-
. . , ' , ' . ' . . 

. _s~tion to be appoin~e~ to carry out the Seqre tariat duties of' 

the ___ ~onvention it was the United; Kingdom's considered view tha. t 

IMCO was the most appropria te Organisation be.ing a spec1alised 

agency of' the United Nat-ions with global coverage and a close 

interest in preven~ing.· Marine :pollution through its Marine 
. . . 

Environmez:i.;t Protection Committee. . The UK delegation in-tPoduced 

jointly with the Mexican c;i,e l egation. a . resoluti•on to this · ef'f'ect 

which also stressed. the need f'or co-operation with other UN 

agencies, particularly· UNEP. .(LDC(5)). 
• 14 "' -

~ . .,, . ~ ' 

11. The USSR delegation r eviewed their government's involvement 

in pollution contr'?l work and expressed their supper~ t'oz: 

international co-ope ration in this field an:i supported the UK's 

prop~sal. IMCO had Secretariat duties under . the London 

Convention of' 1973 and it was log:i,cal to place the Secretar_iat 

duties for tiie Londori. Convention in the same hands. 

) ·12. Tp.e Secretary ·Gen-eral of IMCO informed the meeting of' the 

organisation's activities in the prevention of' pollution at s ea. 

It was the only specialised agency of the United Nations dealing 

with maritime aff'airs, had · 92 members, two-ttirLS of whom 

were from develo~ing countrie s, and was a unive rsally accepted 

maritime organisation, e specially i n r e l a tion· to pollution from 

ships, a subject which bad been entrusted to .it since its 

incept i on. He ref'erred particularly to .the _assistance which 

IMco · was giving de.ve l .oping countries in f'orming legislation to 

deal with pollution at sea. He added tha t the g overning body 

of IMCO had authorised it to accept the role of' Secretariat to 

the London Dumping Convention should it be asked and 
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• • I • . ' : 

budgetary provision had been made• IMCO appre,cra ted the 

importance of' the designs. ted organisation c_o::..:01';)°erating fully 
with other international agencies particularly ·UNEP. 

13. Observers fro.n Itnly, Port:...gal 1 :=1n d German Dem:Jcr::;:.tiC' 
Republic, .and the del.eg:ate .of' A:Cghan:1:stan spoke in f'avour of the 

UK proposal.. The· .. I:tali:an delegation added that the necessary 

constitutional ste.ps:. :had. been taken ,f'or the , early ra tif'ication 

of' the convention by Italy~ Obse~ vers . f'rom .;:.lgeria, France, .J 

i,.us·tralia-, . Brazil, lndonesia and Argentina explained that their 

governments were ac.tively, considering .the question of' rati.fica-

tion or · were already :taking · steps to ratify. ' The Indonesian 

d$gation . said that their government would require technical 

assis.tance to enable it. to ratif'y. 
' ·j 

14.· There was general agreement amongst de l eg.j.tes ::1nd 
. . . 

observer·s who spoke that IMCO was the most apprppria t e 

Organisation. 

15.· Furthe·r discu:ss·ion ·6eritred on qties·tions· p'o'sed by the dra.ft 

resoiut:ion LDC (5). . The French, Spanish and Norwegian delegaticrs . . . . . 
sug~es·t .e'd that the resolui'ion should_ be less ~-~neral and specif'y 

clearly ·the res:pons ibilit i e s o.f the Secretariat. 

Clarif''ication was sought on whether IMCO if' designated, would 

detel'mine its own duties as SeOir'etarie t and what the budgetary 

and .workload implica ti-.ons of' its assuming responsibility would 

be. The · relation between IMCO' s other £'unctions ~md its 

responsibilities f'or . this Convention. would al-so n eed to be 

clar.if'iep.. It was also f'e J. t that relationships · with 

contracting parties . and . yd t J; other international bodies, 

I , 

. : . ' 

j ., 
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particularly UNEP, shc:>Uld be explained in greater detail. The 

New. _Zea.land_ delegation s,tressed . -thn.t there shou:ld· -:be no ambiguity 

in whe-;E/ the secttetariat . responsibili.it-ies -lay .. · ·He ~ ti.lso- ·argued that 
. . . 

it ·wotild.,·be ;uridesirab.le·: td. specify- ::tire ,s-ecretar.iat· duties · 
.. . 

exhaustively; the main punpose of the .resolution was · to ensure 

thli_t --~P.~.--t9-es,iEµiated ,or.g~~-f;l~tion ;wou1A )le a9l; ;:t~: ,star.~ o~erations 

imme_di{lt~ly. , It --wquld, ._lle:lp -1.t· IMco· could state . whether they were 
• • . • • • : • • • '• ·. • -- · - • J . ~ • • . . • • . 

in -ap.osit':i.on ,todo _sQ .• 1/.- ,., , .... · ·., . . . 
'_ • _ • •, . •• , 1, l ' , • , . , . • • •• ,:. ,, • _.. • , - , , , ~ 

16. , The O_ha:f:rma.n_ sull).lll,a~i:se_d' .:the· ·poin,t_~- ;that had been made and 

invi_ted. :th~ Secre~ary~~Iler~~ of' I:MCQ. -to reply • . The · Secretar•y-

. ,.) Gene~a3:. 13:ta.i;ed . that th~ -,As_s_embly _haq.. _Elµthorise_d _the Secretariat 

to a_c_c~pt the duti_es ;if ,t}?.~y-:wepe .q;f'f.ered. He. would ensure tho.t 

IMCO _ _.wou.J;<i p~ri'orm any: $ecre.tariat. :f'.un~t:i,pn wh~ch qontracting . 

partj..e.s a~~ed of 1 t~ . T~e workload v~ould depend upon the wishes 

of' the co'ntracting I_>a~_~ies • .. To this end_, a budgetary provision 

of i60,0QO had been made ror extra staff for the first year and 
• I • • 

IMCO ·would therefore both be able to assuine resporisibili ty and 
. . · . 

be able to start acting at once. Contracting states who were 

members ·of· TMCO would ·contribute ·t o · the Secretariat cos t s by 

means·· of'' their normal c ontributions the co s ts ·incu·r r ed by non­

member· contracting · states· ·would have· to be asses·sed periodically 

in · ·acccirdb.rice with .Arti<rle! XIV. The- most important Secretariat 

duties· had ·already be·en· ldid down in ' the convention, principally 

in ·Article'·-xrv, but naturally the-ee could be ·added to by decision 

of the ·Cohtr-acting st:ates~- · The ·Secrete.ry-Gener-al of IMCO would 

ensure the t olear functional relationships were established to 

discharge these du.ties· v,i thou t e s t ablishing o. separate 

Secretaria t ·. He wished · to ·re-emph!:.lsise the wish of the 

Organisation to co-operate · clo)1ely and f'ully vii th other 

speci alised agencies and in lYll'ticula r vii th UNEP and V\THO. 

- • • •. . ..· t 
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.. t7. ,,. •The -Danish delegat.ion proposed that .in. :vfew of' the comments 

made: _about .-the terms.- o:r. ;the . . d ·ra.:fl.t r.esolution . a small group 
-should'•be, established., -to ,examine ,.it in· more .-_d e·ta.11· • . 

. ... ·. The. 'Meeting accepted :this. proposal .. , in ,pr.inciple, and the 

.;. , ,Chairman .,.promis:ed ,@.2a:rmduncement . the- next~ day' about its 

i,:~,-:"·composition~ .He··ia:sked ,.that, 1.to help ·this .Commfttee·, · · 

delegations . should . submit proposals f'or textua l ·amendments to 

tbe resolution aa : .. soon .a.s :possible. ,. , -. 
. ' . . · ... .. . . .. . I { •.- • 
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