
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the 
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons . 

• mn:~rED El'.l'TOTTS 
and Other Weapons of Ma~s Destructr~n on the Sea•B!!flNTi:.':: run D 1 st.r: :ru:ooor ·c.:o;m, L1 

and the Ocean Floor and m the Subsoil Thereof . .. , . LG"1,:,1·: "',;i· Ci:' 21 Aprii'.1977 
Geneva, 1977 i·0.1.1-1'.IICAL f\.YD ::rn~:: __ \·;:r.Tc CC:);1r;-:-r1 /tT!'Ti".tl,,JR~ , 

Ro •.. ,.,. M T • 1· ••• brig1Y1ar. ~JSNGLISH 
..:. i.:_ v.1. •• ..,.., ....11,J..:. ..;..:. y 

Il'iE'OHl'1itTIOlT PAPER RELi,TING TO THE TREATY 01'! 
'£HE PROHIBI'l1IOi11 OF' THE El'iPIJ,CEl'iErlT m• NUCLEAR 
WEAPl!tTS :cHll OTHER WEAPOHS OF MASS DESTRUC'I'ION 
OH ir1rn~ SEA-ffiD ~~lTi} T:aE oc~:uiN FLOUR A.l.\TD IH 1~CHE 

ffff:3SOIL TIJEHEOF 

(Prenared by the Secretariat of the Review Conference) 

iifO'.rE BY THE SECRETARIAT 

This paper combines material contained in document SBT/P.c.r/c:RD.2 
and the summary of the negotiations within the CCD (Article by Article) 
leading to the Treaty, requested in paragraph 16(A) of the Final Report 
of the Preparatory Committee for the Review Conference, 

GE. 77-84210 



SBT/CONF/4 
page 2 

Information paper relating to the Treaty on the l:rohibition of the 
EmiLc:ccrncn-'.,~.of Nuc]o..:r_\,'_::!:pons c1 nc7 _0i_;h3:c_ ef:.~}ons ,of i'.-f2:_s;3 
Destruction on the Se,,-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the 

Subsoi]- Thereof (Sea.-D~A Tr'?at:v) 

Introduction 

Intense interest in ~he use of -~he :resources of the sea,......,Oed anrl ChG oce2n 

floor and the subsoil bhereof beyond the limits of national jurisdiction 

developed in the 1960s as it became clear that e;.dvances in science and -technology 

would permit man to realize th2 potential riches of th8 area. At the same time 1 

it was recognized that an international regime would have tc be established to 

forestall potential rivalries and to ensure that exploration and exploitation of 

the sea-bed and the ocean floor would be carried out for peaceful purposes and 

for the benefit of all mankind. 

At the initiative of Malta, the whole question was taken up in 1967 by the 

twenty-second session of the General Assembly 1-1hich by its resolution 2340 (XXII) 

established an Ad Hoe Committee with the main task of exploring practical means 

of promoting international co-operation in the exploration, conservation and use 

of the sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof beyond the limits of' 

national jurisdiction. The de bate reveal eel. widespread support for the principle 

of reserving this area exclusively for peaceful purposes and many delegations 

referred to the Antarctic 'rreaty and the Outer Space Treaty as precedents in this 

regard. At the same time, it was fe 1 t that the effort to ward off the danger of 

an arms race in the sea-bed should be pursued in the context of disarmament 

negotiations since the issues at stake concerned matters related to national and 

inten1a tional security. 

The question of an international acreement limiting the military use of the 

sea-bed and the ocean floor was first formally raised as a disarmament measure 

by the Soviet Union in its Memonmdum on some urr,ent measures for stopping the 

arms race and for disarmament of 1 July 1968 ,l/ ~ubmi tted to the Eighteen-i!ation 

Committee on Disarmament (El.llJC). In the memorandum the Soviet Union stated that 

advanoes of technology in this field made it possible to consider the question 

of establishing a regime such as would ensure "the utilization of the sea-bed 

1/ ENDC/227 
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beyond the lirni ts of the present terri toria.l wa.ter8 sole l;t for peacP.fl.ll purposes 11 

a.1:U., in 1)a:c~cicula: 5 pn1l:.it1i L tlit-: es CaL,lish;n2nt of fixed rntlitary installations in 

that area, and p2:·C1posea. thclt t;~ie KtIDC st8rt negotiations -towards that end. The 

Fresident of the (:'nited [it.ates: in his me::isage of 16 .Jnly 1)6n -to the EHDC,Y 

urged the Cvr::Ji~itt·:·e tc, fJt·igL.1 n0t;Jtj_aticms un en a 1~reernent 11 t,1hich would prohibit 

t!le use of th0. lY:1·1 L:nvironn~ent foT tJi.::,, ;ipla.ceric-nt of \·J<?a} ·ns of mass destn-1ction11
• 

1l1"i1e Comm.ittee \•1elc'.J111ed tl1(:!s•.3 f:;11Lft?s 1~ions and aereBd that t11e subject could be 

considered llnder the heading "other collHterc:I rne2..sures 11
, one of the four 

princi})al i terj1s of tl1e p1ovi:1i,::-nal a.,::;E,nc"..c. ... 

The decision of t:1e Committee r:mt Hi t~1 wiclespre&d support at the twenty-third 

session of thG (1eneral L~sse:nbly iL 1968 .. At tl1e same time~ the discussion of 

the problem rev,::aled the oxi1Tt1:n-:..ce ,.-,f' s1:i,..ij;:tanti2l rliff.2rt)nceo oJ opinion as to 

Soviet Union, snpported a complete demilitarization nf the area, while the 

United States, and a number of other mem'oer Sta.tes f2..voured consideration of an 

agreement prohibi tin!' only the emplacement of weapons of mass destruction. 

1'he General Assembly did not talce a position on either approach. In its 

resolution 2451) B (XXIII) on general and complete disarmament it only called for 

urgent measures to negotiate collate1:a.l measu1'es 

implication includecl the question of the sea-becl 

of disarmament, which by 

and the ocean floor.J/ 

Consideration in the CCD·* and the General Assembly 

During the 1969 spring session of the ENDC both the Soviet Union and the 

United States submitted concret8 proposals on the military uses of the sea bed 

Jj Eimc/228 

J/ At the same ume, the General Assembly by its resolution 2467 (XXIII) 
transformed the Ad Hoe Committee into a permanent forty-two member Committee on 
the Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor Beyond the Limits of 
National Jurisdiction (:oe,1-Ded Comrni ttee). The military aspects having been 
brought to the attention of the ENDC, it was understood that the Sea-Bed 
Comrni ttee would direct its efforts, primarily, though not exclusi1rely, towards 
the study of the non-milita.Ty aspects of the exploration and exploitation of 
the sea-bed and the ocean floor. 

*'l'he E!i!])C changed its name to the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament (GCD) in Aul'usL 196'), 
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and the ocean floor, which reflected the positions they had 

General AssemlJly. Thus the Soviet dx-aft treaty of 18 Narcl-1 

taken in the 

19G~/provided foi· a 

complete demili ta.ri3atim'l ,Jf tl-:::: se2.-·be,:i 1 th\-:: ocean f1.c.0:r 2ncl ·U1e subs0il tb.ereof 

beyond a coastal zone of 12 milesJ while the T.h1ited States dTaft of 22 i'IJ:c1y 1969.Y 

called for· an unde:rtalcinc no·'.: tn imp1.snt ,:)I' i'~!'!!plac,~ fixed nuc1ea.r 1,1ea.J1'.)11::'· or otheT 

weapons of mass destruction or associated fixed laanching platforms beyond a 

coastal bancl of 3 rnil:;s. rn-1eTe ue-re also difie:c-ences on a number of other points, 

the most important ones rela.tint; to verification procedures. The Soviet draf~. 

allowed verification on tLe basis cf ~cecip:cocit;y ·while the United :~;tctes draft 

envisaged freedom of observation of activities, supplemented by an undei--ta}:inc 

by th8 parties to consult and co-operate to resolve questions regarding the 

fulfilment of their obligations in cases where observations did not suffice co 

eliminate such questions. Despite these diffc~rences, the t:oviet Union and the 

United States were soon able to find a common ground and on 7 October 1969 

submitted a joint draft treaty to the CCD.§/ 

With regard to scope, the draft provided for a ban on the emplacement of· 

weapons of mass destruction rather than for a complete demi.litarization of the 

area in question. The geographical zone of the treaty's application was defined 

as one extending beyond the "maximum contiguous zone" provided for in the 1958 

Geneva Convention on the Terri to rial Sea and the Contiguous Zone. As to 

verification, the draft recognized the right of parties to verify suspected 

activities and envisaged a commitment by them to consult and co-operate with 

a view to resolving remaining doubts. The d1°aft also provided for amendment by 

a majority vote, including the vote of all parties possessing nuclear weapons, 

and for entiy into force of the treaty upon ratification i,y twenty-two 

Governments, including those designated Depositary Gove:r·nments. 

y Etmc/240 

"J/ EI'illC/249 

.§/ ENDC/269 
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On the basis of the discussions held both in the CCD and in the General 

Assembly, the draft was revised on three occasions, on 30 October 1969,l/ and 

23 April~/ and 1 September 1970.2./ The final draft was submitted to the twenty­

fifth session of the General Assembly. 

Preamble 

The preambular part of the draft treaty did not raise too nnwh difficulty. 

Except for one change, concerning the commi trnent by the parties to continue 

negotiations which became a separate article ( discussed below), the language of 

the first joint draft of 7 October 1969 remained the same. 

By the Preamble, the I'arties to the Treaty recognize the common interest of 

mankind in the prceress of the exploration and use of the sea-bed and the ocean 

floor for peaceful purposes and state that the prevention of the nuclear arms 

race in this environment serves the interest of maintaining world peace, reduces 

international tensions and strengthens friendly relations among States. They 

also express the conviction that the cl'reaty constitutes a step towards the 

exclusion of this m·ea from the arms race and towarcls a treaty on general and 

complete disarmament and state their determination to continue negotiations to 

this end. Finally, th0 larties express their conviction that the Treaty will 

further the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter in a manner 

consistent with international law and without infringing the freedoms of the 

high seas. 

Article I 

Article I, determining the scope of the treaty, was one of the most debated 

articles, Three main concerns were expressed in ronnexion with its content and 

formulation. F:!_ccst, a number of States, particularly non-csligned, were 

dissatisfied with the limi teii ~cope of the propos'ld draft treaty and expressed 

preference for a complete demilitarization of the m,a-b~d, the ocean floor and 

the subsoil thereof, as it was originally proposed by the USSR. In the course 

of the debate, the United States explained that a limitod approach had been 

]/ CCD/269/Rev.l 

§/ CCD/269/Rev.2 

2./ CCD/269/Rev.3 
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adopted because a complete demilitarization would be, for the time ueing, both 

harmful, because it would pro hi bit some important self--defence measures, such as 

the establishment of anti-submarine warning systems, and unworkable, because of 

insuperable verification problems. No changes were made with regard to the scope 

of the treaty which remained as formulated in the first joint draft of 

7 October 1969. 
The second concern expressed during the negotiations had to do with the 

definition of the geographical zone of the treaty's application. In the first 

joint draft a specific reference for this purpose was made to the "maximum 

contiguous zone" provided for in the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Territorial Sea 

and the Contiguous Zone. A number of States that had not accepted this Convention 

objected to this wording, which in their view prejudged their position on the 

question of the 

eliminating the 

contiguous zone in general. Argentina submitted a substitute text 

controversial reference,.lQ/ which was incorporated in the revised 

joint draft of 23 April 1970, Thus, in the new formulation of article I the 

phrase "beyond the maximum contiguous zone" was replaced by the expression "beyond 

the outer limit of a sea.-bed zone", defined more precisely in article II. 

At an early stage in the negotiations, a number of States, including Burma, 

Italy, Japan, Morocco, the Netherlands, Pakistan, Poland and the United Kingdom 

( which submitted a specific recommendation) ,llf oought clarification with regard 

to the status of the zone lying between the outer limit of the zone of 12 miles 

provided for in the draf·t treaty and the outer limits of claimed territorial 

waters when those latter limits were narrower than twelve miles. In their view, 

it was not sufficiently clear whether or not the treaty, which would be applicable 

only beyond the 12-mile zone, would allo,, a party to perform any of the activities 

specified in ar·ticle I in a "gap zone" off the coast of another party whose 

territorial waters were less tha1, twelve miles. In order to eliminate any doubts, 

a new paragraph was added to article I in the revised draft submitted on 

30 October 1969, specifying that the prohibitions of the treaty would apply within 

the 12-mile zone to all but the coastal State. It was, however, explained that 

.lQ/ 

lll 
A/C.1/997 

C·c•,1,j;,1r _ 4 ' .. 4, . ,.' paras~ 68, r,9 . 
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the provisions of the treaty, although denying automatic rights to non-coastal 

States in a "gap zone", or in any other part of the 12-•mile zone, did not exclude 

the right of coastal States to permit other States to undertake the activities 

referred to in article I on the basis of bilateral agreement and in the exercise 

of the coastal State I s sovereign rights. 

In its final form, as it appears in the text of the Tieaty, article I 

prohibits the emplacement on the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and in the subsoil 

thereof beyond the outer limit of a sea-bed zone, nuclear weapons or other 

weapons of mass destruction, and structures, launching installations or other 

facilities for storing, testing or using such weapons (para, 1), except that 

within the defined sea-bed zone the prohibitions do not apply to the coastal 

State or the sea-bed beneath its territorial waters (para. 2). The article also 

prohibits assistance or encouragement to any State to carry out the prohibited 

activities (para. 3). 

Article II 

Article II contains the definition of the zone referred to in article I. 

The redrafting of article I, as a result of the objections exprnssed in 

connexion with the formula "beyond the maximum contiguous zone", automatically 

brought about corresponding changes in the text of article II, Thus, the draft 

treaty of 23 April 1970, in introducing the new formula "beyond the outer limit 

of a sea-bed zone" in article I defined it in article II, also on the basis of 

the Argentinian proposal, as being coterminous with the twelve-mile limit of the 

zone referred to in the Geneva Convention on the Territorial Sea and the 

Contiguous Zone. In this context, the reference to the Convention acquirnd a 

different meaning. In view of this, no further changes were sought and 

article II was accepted without objection. It states that, for the purpose of 

the Treaty, the outer limit of the sea-bed zone referred to in article I shall 

be coterminous with the twelve-mile outer limit referred to in the Geneva 

Convention, and shall be measured in accordance with the relevant section of 

that Convention and with international law. 
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Article III 

A:cticle III, concex·ning verific2.tion, uan another provision l;ha t recei vecl a 

ureat deed of attention throv.ghout the ne[_;·otic:i.tions. ~:he first joint clraft ti-·ec.ty~ 

of' 7 Octo1Jer 1969 Tccoc-nized tho right of' parties to verify suspectecl activities 

2nd envisaged r~ commi tmen-t b;r Lhem to consult and co-ope:co.te lri th o. viou to 

r-esol vine remaining c1otlbti:,. iio.n~r clclcco.tions considered this ['_ soJ.j.d [;llarantee 

against possible breaches of the t:-ceoty 1s obljr;ntionr:.1. On t~1e other hand, various 

othe:r· members of the CCD, noto.bly Drazil, Dulc;n:r-io., Cenac1a, C?1cchoslovald2., 

Ethiopia, Italy, Norocco, the l'ethor·Lmds, Polancl, the United ArEb Republic and 

Yugoslavia, made a nnmber of sU[;'[;estions for iuprovement. They included 

provision for inter!1ational cwsist8ncc to less tcchnj.cally aclv2.nced count1.~ies for 

cari"';yinc; out verification, the establiohment of e:;cpliqit procedv.i"es for 

notification und pa1"'ticipation of a co2.st,.l State in VGrifi ce.tion activities in 

the vicinity of its continental. shelf, access to facilities, and possible recourse 

that parties 11ould h2ve if there uex-e serious um0 esol·,ed questions x-egarding 

fulfilment of the oblications of the tre:cty. Severc1l clelecations suggested that 

the treaty would be strengthened if it m2.de specific reference to e,:isting 

procedm0 es by uhich States could brine serious matters to the attention of the 

Sectn."i ty Council. ]YI st of the point:3 

papeiW offerinc elabo1°ate pr·ocodures 

raised Here covered in a Cnnaclian 1.10rldng 

to govern "the right to verify". In 

addition, Brazil. submitted two wor1:ine papers, one dealing ui th control. provisions, 

particulnrly as they affected the "sovereign and e:;colusive rie:;hts 11 of a coastal 

St2.te on its continental shelf ,ill and anothol' on the settlement of disputes 

arisirl@ from the implementation of the tre:cty, pC<rticularl.y the provisions on 

·f· t· W veri ica 1.011. 

g/ CCD/270 
lJ) mmc/26A, 
g/ CCD/267 
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The revioec1 joint dro.ft treo:ty of :;o October 1969 contained only one change 

Hi th re[•;2rc1 to article III, namel:r, it specifically rGaffirmec1 tho right of 

recourse to the SeClu-i ty Council. rfi1is prompted Can2.da and Brazil, supported by 

many other delen·ations, to lU"f;G the co-sponsors to consider once at52.in the various 

sugc;estions that had been made uith rec;arc1 to verification procedures. Tho 

second revised joint di-·Qft o.f 23 ii.pTil 1970 conta.inecl a neH forim1l2~tion of 

article III tho.t incluclecl many of the su;:;c;estions put forth in the Can2.clian uorking 

1)2.per, but not thosG concerninc T'eco1..u ... r:.10 to 5.ntc;;:rnationctl procedures ancl the {;oocl 

offices of the United lfri.tions Secret2.ry·-Goner2-J • ~'he cleb2te that i:ollouecl 

concentTated on tuo principal issues~ (1) more e::cplicit reference to the 1~i3ht 

of coastal States to explore 2nd e:-:ploi t their respective continental shelves and, 

i-·ela.ted thereto, their right to be notified of, ancl pnrticipate in, 8.n;:,r 

vcrific.:1tion procedtu·es t0~:.;:ing pl2ce on thei1-- respective continental shelves; 

and (2) specific i--•eference to an internationnl mech2.nism for verification in light 

of the fact thc:d; the majori t;'/ of coastal States uould not be in 8 .. position to 

verify by themselves possible violationf:l of the trGaty provisions, since they 

lacked the neoessar~r technolocy o.nd financial means. Brazil e .. ncl Canada strongly 

rei tera.tec1 their previous proposals in thio re8·e..rcl. In adc.li tion, nine 

11011-2,lie;ned members of the Commi ~tee -·" Burma, Ethiopia, Hexico, Horocco, Higeria., 

Pa!::istan, SHeden, the United 1U .. ab Repu7Jlic o,nc1 Yugoslavia - oubmi tted a working 

paper proposing changes in the treoty lanuua[;e that: covered both problems.·!2/ 

The thircl and last revision of the clra,H treaty, sHbmitted on 1 September 19701 

reflected almost all the proposals and amernlments made regarclinc; article III. 

Pi.u0 suant to the proposal of Argentina and Brazil, the i 0 eference to the 

inviolability of t1rightG recof;nized uncle'!_' international lo.' . .r, including the freedom 

of the high se2.s 11 made in conne}don with l;he ri{Jht to verify throuuh observation 

the activities of Dtates Parties Co the r11:reaty, uas amp1ifiec1 bJr transferring it 

from paragrB,ph 1 to paragraph 6. Also, as proposed by A-rrsentina and Brazil, 

supported by other countries, chan3es uere made in pare.graphs 2 and 3 which 

strengthened the right of Parties, including coastal States, to 11articipa te in 

consul tc1..tions, co-operation antl other verifi ea tion procedtn·es. In accordance 

with the proposal of nine non-aliened members of the CCD, 8 provision for 

notification of verification and its results uas included in parae-raph 2. As 

1j/ GCD/297 
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proposed by the same members, paracraph 5 i!as amend eel to include also the richt to 

resort to an inte1. ... natiorn:,l verj_fico. tion pj_"OcGc1urc. Pinally, t22:inc into e.ccount 

the vieus of AI·~:entina, BTasil and l'iie::dco, the fo1-mulr',tion concerninc; the right of 

co2st2.l States on the co11tinent2.l shelf u2.~1 broadened and hc:.rmonizecl ui th the 

discle.imer clause in 2,rticlo I\i. 

In its :fincl form, article III of the Treat;-_,r nets unt the verification 

procedures as folJ.oHs: 

1. States Parties h2.ve Lhe ri5'ht to obse1 ve the activities of other States 

Pe.rties on the sea-·iJ0cl, ·bhe ocean floor nnti in the subsoil thereof be;yoncl the zone 

referred to in c.rticle I. 

2. If theTe 2.J."'e doubt□ concerninc;' the fulfilment of obligations under the 

Treaty, the Party having doubts shall consult with the Party r,iving rise to the 

doubts with a vieu to their removal. If the doubts persist, the former Party 

shall notify the other Parties, and the Po.r Gies concerned shall co-operate on 

further verif'ication procedures, includinc e.ppropri2tc inspection of objects, 

structures, installationD or othes:· facilities. The Parties in the recion of the 

activities, incJ.uclinc any coastal State, and ru1y othe:r Party so requesting, shall 

be entitled to participate in such consul t2.tion 211d co-opere,tion. After 

completion of the hu'ther verification procedlU'es, the Party that initiated such 

procecllu·es she.11 circulate a report to the othex· Pe.rti es. 

3. If the St2te ci ving rise to doubts is not identifiable by observc.tion, 

- i11e State havinc cloulyl;s sh2..ll meJ:e appropriate inquiries. If identified, the 

Party creatin& the doubts shall consult end co-O].Jerate 11i th other Parties as 

provided in po.ragraph 2, 2.bove. Otheruise, further verification procedures, 

including inspection, may be uncleTtcl:en by the inquiring Po.rty, with the 

participation of other Parties in the r.ecion of the activities, including any 

coastal State, ancl 211y other P2rtJr desiring to co-oper2.te. 

4. If consultD.tion ana co-operation ptu"suant to parac1"aphs 2 £!.,-id 3 above, 

do not remove the cloubi;s concerning the activities, and there remains a serious 

question concerning the fulfilment of the tx·ecty 1 s obli&;r,tions, the matter may be 

referred to the Seclll'ity Council, which roy take action in accordance with the 

Charter. 

5. Verification pursuant to this 2.i--ticle m2.y be uncl8rtaken by a State Party 

alone or ·with the assistance of 2ny other Party, or through appropriate 

inter-national proceclu:res ui thin the frameuorl:: of the United Hations 2.ncl in 

accordance ,.,i th the Charter. 
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6. Verification activities pu1°suan-t to the Tre2.ty shall. not interfere with 

the activities Of other States Parties and shall be ccincluctea ui th due re(;ard for 

rights reccignizea 1incler intei"natione.l lau, includinG those concerning the freedom 

of the hieh seas ru1d the e::::plo1"0tion and e::::ploi t2tion by coastal States of their 

continental shelves. 

A:cticle IV 

Al"ticle IV containin{;' the disclaimer clause lJecame a separnte article at n 

later stage in the negotiations. In the firnt joint draft of 7 OctobeJ.' 1969 it 

was included in paragraph 2 of article II in order to neutralize the implications 

that might be clra1m from the references in article I to the contiguous zone and 

the Geneva Convention on the subject, with respect to rights on claims related to 

coastal uaters or to the sea-·bed and the oce,m floor. Parallel. with proposals to 

eliminate the controversial reference to the Convention, a request was made that 

the disclaimer clause be amplified by inclusion in a separate a1°ticle, 

Consequently, in the revised joint draft of 23 April 1970 the clause was removed 

from paragraph 2 of article II and bec2me a new separate article - article IV. 

It states that nothinc in the Treaty shall. be interpreted as supporting or 

prejudicing the position of a State Pcirty with respect to existing conventions, 

including the 1958 Geneva Convention, or with respect to rights or claims which 

such State Party may assert, or with respect to recognition or non-1°ecogni tion of 

rights or claims asserted by any other State, related to waters off its coast, 

including, inter a.lia, territorial seas and contiguous zones, or to the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor, including continental shelves • 

. Axticle V 

Arti .. cle V of the Treaty, concerninu further negotiations on the 

demili ta.rization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor was for a long time a 

stumbling-,bloclc in the negotiations. As soon as it became obvious that a complete 

demilitarization of the area; which many States would have preferred, was not 

possible at the time, the question of the continuation of negotiations for the 

further demilitarization of the area became of utmost importance to a number of 

d.elegations. This concern was also recognized by the co-sponsors w;10 include cl 

in their fii0 st joint draft of 7 October 1969 a provision on this point in the 

third preambular paragi0 aph, It stated the determination of the Parties to 
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continue neeotiations for the exclusion of the sea-bed and the oceru1 floor from the 

axms race. Although many delegations welcomed it as an appropriate commitment, 

many others were of the view that it 1-1as not sufficientlJ' strong. Thus, for 

example, S1-1eden considered it would be preferable to include a statement along 

those lines in the operative part 

the text of such ru1 article):§/ 

of the Treaty as a new article, and put forward 

This vieH Has shared by LLlJ.garia and 

Czechoslovakia, which st1ppo1°ted the Swedish suggestion. Ho1-1eve:r·, in spite of the 

large measure of a[;'J.."eement among all the deleeations that such a provision should 

find its place in the Treaty, differences persistecl concernin,g the necessity of 

havine a separate article. The view that it 1-1as not necessary to include such 

an article ,-,as advocated mainly by the co-sponsox·s n.nd neither the fir·st nor the 

second joint r·evisecl drafts, submitted on 30 October 1969 and 23 April 1970, 

introduced any changes in this regard, Nevertheless, in the course of the 

deliberations, Sweden, supported by Bulgaria, Czechoslovalcia, Hungary, Japa11, 

Nigeria a11d Pola11cl, reiterated on several occasions its proposal for a separate 

article covering the commitment on further negotiations. The same proposal was 

contained in a working 

of the Commi ttee • .!:1/ 
paper submitted on ;jO July 1970 by nine non-aligned members 

Since the substru1ce of the proposed provision 1·ras not 

controversial, the co-sponsors finally a{;-reed to accommodate the demands for a 

separate article. Consequently, the third and last joint revised draft of 

1 September 1970 included a new article, article V, containing an undertaking by 

the Parties to continue negotiations in good faith concerning fU1°ther measures in 

the field of disarmament for the prevention of a11 arms race on the sea-bed, the 

ocee.n floor and the subsoil thereof. 

Article VI 

Article VI deals with amendment procedtu·es. The main objections to the 

first version of this a1°ticle stemmed from the fact that it gave the nuclear Powers 

Parties to the Treaty the right to veto an,y amendments. In view of this criticism 

the right to veto was eliminated in the draft treaty of 30 October 1969. Under 

this article any Party may propose amendments which will enter into force if 

accepted by a majority of.the States Parties to the Treaty. 

li} CCD/271 

11/ CCD/297 
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Article VII, concerning the review mechanism, was not included in the first 

joint draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union and the Uni tea States on 

7 October 1969. However, in view of the limited scope of the proposed draft, 

almost all members of the CCll stroncly urcecl the co-sponsors to add a separate 

article providinc for review conferences to examine the operation of the treaty, 

taking particularly into account the pro3Tess of technology in the exploration of 

the sea-bed and the ocean floor. 1'his was done in the revised draft submitted on 

30 October 1969. This ai-ticle calls for the convening of the first review 

conference five years after the entry into force of the Treaty. 1~1e question of 

fui-ther review conferences is to be decided in accordance with the views of the 

majority of those Pe,rties attending the confeI'ence, 

Article VIII 

.Article VIII, reco311izing the right of Parties -to Hithdraw from the Treaty, 

did not give rise to any difficulty, It 11as included in the Treaty as formulated 

in the first draft of 7 October 1969, It provides that whenever a Party decides 

that extraordinary events related to the subject matter of the Treaty have 

jeopardized its supreme interests, it has the right to withdraw upon the 

notification of such wi thclrawal to all the other Parties and to the 

SecUl'i ty Council three months in advance, Such notice is to include a statement 

of the extraordinary events that ha·,e jeopa.rdized the supreme interests of the 

Party. 

i\:rticle IX 

Article IX was included in the text of the Treaty only at a later stage in 

the negotiations to meet an express request by Mexico, which felt that the 

provisions of the Sea-Bed Treaty, by excludincr from the prohibition the zone of 

12 miles, could affect the obligations of States arising from instruments 

esta,blishing nuclear-weapon-free-zones •18
} In order to eliminate any possible 

doubts, the co-sponsors included in the revised draft of 23 April 1970 a separate 

article covering this problem. Thus, article IX states that the Treaty shall in 

no way affect the obligations assumed by States Parties lmder international 

instruments establishing zones free from nuclear weapons. 

1§/ A/C.1/995 
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.ATticles X and XI 

.Articles X and XI concern signattu·e, :r-atification, Depositary Governments, 

entr~,r into force and authentici t;y of te:~ts in vari.ous langua(jes. They were not 

controversial and a id not c;i ve :r·ise to much discussion in the course of the 

negotiations. 

The final text of the draft treo.t;/, ns proposed by the CCD, 1"1as sent to the 

General Assembl3, in Se1,tember 1970 for its consider2. tion and adoption. The 

debates in the Fi::·st Committee showec7 that, in s1)i !.;e of ne3e.tive comments as to its 

rather limited nntu.re, theJ.."e ·uas a ceneral agreement the.t the proposed Treaty 

rep:r·esented an important achievorn.ent in the field cf collc.~teral .measu1·es of arms 

regulation. Hm,,ever, several deleeations, in pe.Tticular Nexico, Peru, 

El Salvador, Ecuador, Indonesia and the Philippines expressed reservations 

concerning some of its p:r·ovis:i-ons. ':f.1he co-sponsors consiclei"ed it impossible at 

tl1e.t stage in the ne(i'otiations to accept any adcli tional amendments to the draft, 

and the First Committee by 2. vote of 91 to 2, uith 6 abstentions, approved a draft 

resolution sponsored by 37 member States~ incluclinc the Soviet Union and the 

United St2.tes, commendinc the proposed text of the Treaty. The draft resolution 

uas adopted by the Gene1·al Assembly on 7 December 1970 2.s resolution 2660 (XXV) by 

a vote of 104 in f2vottr, 2 acainst (El Se,l irador and J>eru) and 2 abstentions 

(Ecuador and France) (see Annex I). By the 1·esolution the Assembly commended the 

Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclem:· Weapons and Other Weapons 

of Hass Destruction on the Sea-·Bed 2.nd the Ocean Floor and in the Stcbsoil Thereof, 

and requested the Depositary Governments to open it fo1· sicnature and ratification. 

Status of the Treaty 

The Tx·eaty as opened for signe.tur1:. on 11 Jfebruary 1971 in the capitals of 

the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States which had been 

designated by article X as the Depositary Governments. It entered into force 

on 18 May 1972, upon the deposit of the twenty-second instrument of ratification, 

including the instruments of the tlrr·ee Depositary Governments, as stipulated in 

paragraph 2 of article X. Lists of States 

acceded to the Treaty are maintained ho' the 

that have signed and ratified 

Dq,osi tary Governments .W 
or 

}2/ Up-to-date lists me,y he made av2.ilahle to the participants in the Review 
Conference oy those Governments. 
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There lmve been fe11 developments in connexion with the Treaty fol.i:owing its 

entry into force. Some references to it were made in the CCD and in the course 

of the 1-1orlc of the United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, 

The only substantive issue, raised in the CCD Tela ted to the implemente.tion 

of Article Von uontinuecl disarmament neJotiations. Dm0 ing the period 1971-·1975, 

several members of the CCD, including Czechoslovakia, ifo:dco, Poland, Sired en a.nd 

the USSR, spoke at various times about the importance they attached to continuing 

negotiations, in accorda.nce with Article V of the Treaty, for further 

demilit2.rization of the sea--bed ancl the 0000,11 floor, At the 1974 session of the 

CC:D, Hexico again dre11 attenti'on to Article V of the Treaty and stated that, 

despite the fact that more than three yea.:cs had passed since the conclusion of the 

Treaty, the promised necotiations had not taken place. In em'ly 1975, 

Czochoslovakia, reminding the CCD tho.t the Review Conference of States Parties to 

the Treaty would he meetinc; in Ge,1eva. in 1977 in accordance with Article VII, 

maintained that the CCD might appropriately becin a discussion of the p1°oblem of 

demilitarization oi the sea-heel. 

1975 or 1976 sessions of the CCD, 

However, no such discussion was held at the 

At the fom·th session of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of 

the Sea, held in He1-r Yorlc in llarch-Nay 1976, a number of clelecations, includin(l' 

Iran, riadagascar, Ha.lta, P2kistan, Peru and Romania, referred to the Se2..:Bed Treaty 

clurin(l' the consideration of the i tern enti tlecl "Peaceful uses of ocean space: zones 

of peace cmd sec1u·i ty 11 • These delegations felt tho:l; there Hae a need to 

further the concept of peaceful uses in the law of the sec\ convention and 

develop 

that it 

was appropriate ::.':n" the Conference to taJ·e up clisarmament-r-:Jlated matters, and 

raised specific issues for discussion. Other clelef{ations were of the vieH that 

the Conference, in endeavourinn to formulate a comprehensive convention on the la1.-r 

of the sea, should not turn its attention to specific peace and security problems 

in ocean s1)ace. It uas pointed out that such problems could not be dealt with in 

isola.tion from other problems relatin[; to the maintenance of international peace 

and security and disarmament and that, therefore, their solution should be soueht 

within the framewoTlc of the appropriate bodies }DJ 

J..g/ Details of these discussions can he found in the Official Records of the 
Folu0 th Session of the Third United Hations Coruerence on the Lau of the Sea, 
15 March-· 7 !fay 1976, Volume V, pp, 54 to 66, 
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Revieu Conference of the Parties to the TTenty 

At the initiative of seven member States - Denmark 1 -Fi11.lD.nd, Indi2, Japan, 

Ilomani2., Sueden and Yuf_'os1avia -· the General .Assembly, at its thi1·tieth session, 

2.doptecl on 12 December 1975 resolution 3481! E (;:.,vJ:) (see Annex II). Dy this 

resolution the Asse::mbl;y, after notinec: tho provisions of Article 1TII ancl that the 

Treaty vill havE: been in farer:-; for five ,fears on 18 11ay 1) 1 7, and expectinG that 

the review conference uov.ld taJ;:e place soon after that date, noted that, after 

appropri2.te consult2.tions, a prepax·atoi--~r commit l;ee of P::1.-.tierJ to the Treaty 1-12s 

to be 2.1."ran[i'ed. It also reguested the SecTetar;t-General to render the necess2.:ry 

assistance and to pi-·ovide 1:m·ch s01·viceo, inclucJinG summary :records, aE might be 

requii-·ed for the review conference and its preparation. 

The Preperatory Committee for the Il.evieu Conference helcl its first meeting in 

Geneva from 7 to 11 February 1977. The Committee clocicled that the dates of the 

Conference uoul.d be 20 June - 1 July 1977. 



ANNEX I 

General Assembly Resolution 2660 (XXV) 

Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement 
of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass 

Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean 
Floor and in the Subsoil 'rhereof 

The GBneral Assembly, 

Recalling its resolution 2602 F (XXIV) of 16 December 1969, 
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Convinced that the prevention of a nuclear arms race on the sea-bed and the 

ocean floor serves the interests of maintaining world peace, reducing international 

tensions and strengthening friendly relRtions among States, 

Recognizing the common interest of mankind in the reservation of the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor exclusively for peaceful purposes, 

Having considered the report of the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament)] dated 11 September 1970, and being appreciative of the work of the 

Conference on the draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear 

Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor 

and in the Subsoil 'I'hereof, annexe cl to the report, 

Convinced that this Treaty will further the purposes ancl principles of the 

Charter of the United Nations, 

1. Commends the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear 

Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Beel and the Ocean Floor 

and in the Subsoil Thereof, the text of which is am1exed to the present resolution; 

2. Requests the depositary Governments to open the Treaty for signature and 

ratification at the earliest possible date; 

3. Expresses the hope for the widest possible adherence to the Treaty. 

1919th plenary meeting, 
7 December 1970, 

1/ Official Records of the Disarmament Commission Su plement for 1 72., 
document DC 233. 
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ANNEX 

Treaty on the Prohibition of the Empla..cement of Nuclear 
Weapons and Other Weapons of /ilass Destruction on the 

Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and LY\ the Subsoil Thereof 

The States Pc.rties to this Treaty, 

Recognizing ·che common interest of mankind in the progress of the exploration 

and use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor fo:r· peaceful purposes, 

Consiclering that the prevention of a nuclear arms race on the sea..:bed and the 

ocean floor serves the :interests of ma:intaini.ng ,,10rld peace, reduces :international 

tensions and strengthens frienclly relations among States, 

Convinced tha.t this 'l'reaty, constitutes a step to\/ards the exclusion of the 

sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof from the arms race, 

Convinced that this Treaty constitutes a step towards a treaty on general and 

complete disarmament w1der strict and effective international control, and determined 

to cont:inue negotiations to this end, 

Convinced that this 'l'reaty will further the purposes and pr.inciples of the 

Charter of the United Nations, in a maimer consistent Hith the pr:inciples of 

international law and without infringing the freedoms of the high seas, 

Have agreed as follows, 

ARTICLE I 

1. The States Parties to this Treaty undertake not to emplant or emplace 

on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil thereof beyond the outer 

limit of a sea-bed zone, as def:ined in article II, aiw nuclea:r· 1-•eapons or any other 

types of 1,eapons of mass destruction as well as structures, launching installations 

or any other fad· ities specifically clesi ,;ned for storing, t8sting oi· using such 

,._:eapons. 

2. The undertakings of paragraph 1 of this article shall ·afoo apply to the 

sea--bed zone referred to in the same pa:r·agraph, except that ,-,i thin such sea-bed 

zone, they_.,shall not apply either to the coastal State or to the sea-bed beneath 

its territorial wa.ters. 

3. The States Parties to this Treaty w1dertalrn not to assist, encourage or 

induce any State to carry out activities referred to in paragraph 1 of this article 

and not to participate in any other way in such actions. 
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For the purpose of this Treaty, the outer limit of the sea-bed zone referred 

to in article I shall be coterminous \iith the twelve-mile outer limit of the zone 

referred to in part II of the Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous 

Zone, signed at Geneva on 29 April 1958, and shall be measured in accordance with 

the provisions of part I, section II, of that Convention and in accordance with 

international la•.1. 

At'1TICLE III 

1. In order to promote the objectives of and ensure compliance with the 

provisions of this 'I'reaty, each State Party to the Treaty shall have the right to 

verify throl1gh observation the activities of other States Parties to the Treaty 011 

the· sea~bed and the oceru1 floor ru1d in the subsoil thereof beyond the zone referred 

to in article I, provided that observation does not interfere with such activities. 

2. If after such observation rea.sonable doubts remain concerning the 

fulfilment of the obligations a.ssumed under the Treaty, the State Party having such 

doubts ailcl the State Party that is responsible for the activities giving rise to 

the doubts shall consult ,,ith a. view to removing the doubts. If the doubts persist, 

the State Party ha.v ing such doubts shall notify the other States Parties, ancl the 

Parties concerned shall co-operate on such further procedures for verification as 

may be agreed, including appropriate inspection of objects, structures, 

installations or other facilities that reasonably m2,y be expecterl to be of a kind 

described in article I. 'rhe Parties in the region of the activities, including 

ruw coastal ·state, and any ,other Party so requesting, shall be entitled to 

participate in such consultation and co-operation. After c,Jmpletion of the further 

procedures for verification, an appropriate report shell be circulated to other 

Parties by the Party that initiated such procedures. 

3. If the State responsible for the activities giving rise to the reasonable 

doubts is not iclentifiable by observation of the object, structure, installation or 

other facility, the State Party having such doubts shall notify and make appropriate 

inquiries of States Parties in the region of the activities ru1d of ru1y other State 

Party. If it is ascertained through these inquiries that a particular State Party 

is responsible for the activities, that State Party shall consul't and co-operate 

with other Parties as provided in paragraph 2 of this article. If the identity of 

the State responsible for the activities crumot be ascerta.inecl through these 
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inquiries, then further verification procedures, including inspection, may be 

undertaken by the inquiring State Party, which shall invite the participation of 

the Parties in the region of the activities, including arw coastal State, and of 

any other Party desiring to co-operate. 

4. If cons·il tat ion 21.1d co-operation pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of this 

article have not removed the doubts concerning the cctivitie,s 2nd there remains a 

serious question concerning fulfilment of the obLi.gations assumed under this Treaty, 

a State Party may, in accorda11ce Pith the provisions of the Charter of the 

United Nations, refer the matter to the Security Council, \'11ich may take action in 

accordance uith the Charter. 

5. Verification pursuant to this 2.rticle may be undertaken by any State Party 

using its own means, or ,·1ith the full oi· partial assistance of any other State Party, 

or through appropriate international procedures within the framework of the 

United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. 

6. Verification activities pursu211t to this Treaty shall not interfere 1·1ith 

activities of other States Parties and shall be conducted Hith due regard for rights 

recognized tmder inten1ationa.l la'.', including the freedoms of the high seas and the 

rights of coastal States with respect to the exploration 21.1d exploitation of their 

continental shelves. 

ARTICLE IV 

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as supporting or prejudicing the 

position of any State Party with respect to existing inten.1ational conventions, 

including the 1958 Convention on the 'rerritorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone, or 

with respect to rights or claims ,,,hich such State Party may assert, or with respect 

to recognition or non-recognition of rights or claims assert ,d by any other State, 

related to waters off its coasts, including, inter alia, territorial seas and 

contiguous zones, or to the sea-bed and the ocean floor, including ~ontinental 

shelves. 

.ARTICLE \/ 

The Parties to this Treaty w1dertalrn to continue negotiations in good faith 

concerning further measures in the field of disarmament for the prevention of an 

arms race on the sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof. 
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ruw State Party may propose amendments to this Treaty. Amendments shall enter 

into force for each State Party accepting the amendments upon their acceptance by 

a majority of the States Parties to the Treaty and, thereafter, for each remaining 

State Party on the date of acceptance by it. 

ART IC LE: VII 

Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a conference of Parties 

to the Treaty shall be held at Geneva, S\/itzerland, in order to revieu the operation 

of this Treaty ,,ith a vie,, to assuring that the purposes of the preamble and the 

provisions of thi:~ Treaty are bi~ing realized. Such revieH shall take into account 

any relevant technological developments. 1'he revieF conference shall determine, in 

accordance ,-,ith the vieHs of a majority of those Parties attending, whether and 

1.·1hen an additional rev ieH conference shall be convened. 

ARTICLE VIII 

Each State Party to this Treaty shall. in exercising its national sovereignty 

have the right to wi thdrmr from this Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events 

related to the subject-matter of this 'rreaty have jeopardized the supreme interests 

of its country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other States Parties 

to the 1'reaty and. to the United Nations Security Council three months in advance. 

Such notice shall include a ste.temen t of the ext re.ordinary events it considers to 

have j eopardizecl. its supreme interests. 

ARTICLE: IX 

The provisions of this Treaty shall in no Hay affect the obligations assumed 

by States Parties to the Treaty tmder inten1ational instruments establishing zones 

free from nucleaT ueapons. 

ARTICLE X 

1. This Treaty shall be open for signature to all Ste.tes. fu1Y State which 

does not sign the Treaty before its entry into force in accordance ,ri th paragraph 3 
of this article may accede to it at any time. 

2. This Trea.ty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. 

Instruments of ratification ancl of accession shall be depositecl Hith the 

Governments of the Union of Savi.et Socialist Republics, the United King,:lom of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland. a.ncl the United. States of America., which are 

hereby designated the Deposi ta.ry Governments. 
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3. This Treaty shall enter into forco after the deposit of :L1struments of 

ratifica.tion by twenty-two Governments, including the Governments designated as 

Depositary Governments of this Tre2:ty. 

4, For States whose instruments of ratification or accession aTe deposited 

after the entry into force of this 'rreaty, it shall enter into force on the date of 

the deposit of their instJ:·uments of r2-tif\cntion o:i: 2,_e;.c,':.sf.aur1. 

5. The Deposi ta.1"Y Governments shall promptly inform the Governments of all 

signatory and accetling States of the date of each signature, of the date of deposit 

of each instrument of ratifica:tion or of accession, of the da.te of the entry into 

force of this 'l'reaty, and of the receipt of other notices. 

6. This Treaty shall b,c registered by the Depositary Goven1ments pursuant 

to Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations. 

Al1TICIE XI 

This Trea.ty, the Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts of which 

are equally authen-cic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary 

Goven1men ts, Duly certified copies of this 1'reaty shall be tra.nsmi tted by the 

Depositary Governments to the Governments of the States signatory and acceding 

ther·eto, 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being dul0, authorizecl thereto, have 

signed this Treaty. 

DONE in , at ------- _________ , this _____ _ day of 

2661 (XX\1). General and complete disarmament 

The General Assembly 

Convinced of the necessity, for the very survival of mru1.kinr1, of bringing the 

nuclear arms race to ru1 immedia.te halt, 

Recalling its resolutions 2456 D (XXIII) of 20 December 1968 and 

2602 A (Y,.XIV) of 16 December 1969, 

2/ The Treaty was signed in London, Moscow ru1d 1;/ashington on 
11 February 1971. 
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Noting with satisfaction the continuation of bilateral negotiations between 

the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Rc;publics and the United States 

of America on the limitation of offensive and defensive strategic nuclear-weapon 

systems, 

Believing that the possibilities for rapid success in these negotiations 

would increase if steps ,.,ere taken now by the nuclear-ueapon Powers to halt the 

development of ne·w nuclear Heapons, 

Urges the Governments of the nuclear-weapon Powers to bring about an imme_d:iate 

halt in the nuclear arms race ancl to cease all testing as well as deployment of 

offensive and defensive nuclear-1·1eapon systems. 

1919th plenary meeting, 
7 December 1970. 
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AllrlT'JC II 

GENERLL ASSEMBLY RES0LUTIOH 3484 E (xx:;c) 

The General .A.r,sembl,r 

Recalling its resolution 2660 (XXV) of 7 December 1970, in Hhich it commended 

the Treaty on the Prohil,i tion of the Emplecernent of Nuclear Weapons nnd Other 

Weapons of Hass: Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil 

thereof, 

Noting that article VII of the Treaty provides: 

11Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a conference of 

Parties to the T:r·eat~/ shall be held 2t Genova., S·wi tzerland, in order to 

review the opeT'ation of this Tree.tx with e. vie1-.1 to assuring that the 

purposes of the preamble and the !H'ovisions of the Ti-·ea.ty are being 

realized. Such i~evielJ shall talce into a.ccount any relevant technological 

c1eve lo:pment c:. The revie,,.r conference shall determine, in accorc1011ce with 

tho vieus of 2. majority of tho,se Forties attending, whether anc1 when 211 

ndclitional :cevieH conference shall i)e convened. 11 , 

Bee.ring in mind that the Treat::.r ·Hill 11eve 'been in force for five yenrs on 

18 Nay 1977 anc1 ex1Jecting that the re'.fie11 conferonce called for in the Trea.ty uill 

take p.lace soon after that de.te, 

1. Notes that after appropriate consultation e. preparator;y committee of 

parties to the 'l1ree.-ty is to be en-ranged; 

2, Requestr:i the Secretar;y-General to render the necessaTy assistance and to 

provide such sei"vices, inclucling .summary recordsf as may be required for the review 

conference 2.nd its prepe.ratj_qn; 

Tre2.ty. 

Recalls its expressed hope for the Hidest possible ad11erence ·Go the 

2439th plenary meeting 
12 December 1975 
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Conference of_ the Eigl~tecn-lfationCommi ttee on Disarmament.,_ Verbe.tim Records, 1968 

_Conference of the Eil!hteen-Hation Committee on Dioarmament_, Verbatim Records and 
Conference of the Committee on Disarn1ament Verbatim Records, 1969 ----•-• - -- --• -•-•-- -••- -••-•-- ---•-•-n• - • -•-" -.-, - • - - ,',.J __ -• -•- ,., - - -•-••••- •• -- -•- • 

_Conference of the Committee_ on Di_sarm21nent.,_ __ Verbatim Records, 1970 

Higeria 

USA 

Brazil 

USSR/USA 

Ca11ada 

Sweden 

USSR/USA 

Draft Treat:,,- on Prohibition of the Uc,e for Hili tar:,,- Purposes 
of the Sea-bed al'1d she Ocean Floor a11d bhe Subsoil Thereof 
(ENDC/240, 18 March 1969) 

Workine Paper on 1J070posed amenclrnent to Article I of the USSR 
draft 'rreat:,,- on Prohibition of the Use for liili tar:,,- Purposes 
of the Sea-bod n.nd the Ocean FlooT a11d the Subsoil Thereof 
(mmc/247, 15 New 1969) 

Draft Treaty Prohibi tin& the Emplacement of Huolear Weapons and 
other Werrnons of llctss Dest:ruction on the Sea-becl and Ocean 
Floor (Ei•IDC/21]9, ?2 Na:,,- 1969) 

Hoi-·king P2pC'r on the Control Provisions for a T1.,ea:ty on the 
Hon-Armament of t110 f:e2•--bed ancl OcGnn li1loor (r::rmc/264., 
21 August J. 969) 

Working Paper on the settlement of disputes arising from the 
implementation of a Treat", for the Non-Armament of the Sea-becl 
a11d Ocean Floor ( crm/267, 1 Se1Jtember 1969) 

Draft Treat:,,- on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear 
Weapomi a11d other \leapons of Hass Destn1etion on the Sea-becl and 
the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof (ccn/269/rrev.J., 
30 Hovember 1969) 

Working Paper on Article III of Co-Chairmen's Draft of Draft 
Treaty on Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclea.J.' Weapons and 
other Weapons of l!ar;s Destruction on the Sea-bed and the Ocean 
Floor ancl in the Subsoil ~'hereof ( CCD/270, 8 November 1969) 

Suggestion for an Ar'oicle to be aclded to the Draft Treat:,,- on the 
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons a11cl other 
Weapons of l-1ass Destruction on the Sea-bed a11d the Ocea11 Floor 
end in the Subsoil Thereof ( crm/271, 16 November 1969). 

Draft Treat:,,- on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear 
Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-bed a11d 
the Ocea11 Floor a11d in the Subsoil Thereof (crm/269/rrev.2, 
23 April 1970) 
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I!eJCico 

Burma/Ethiopio/ 
Hexico/!Iorocco/ 
l:Tigeri.a/PoJ.:ic.ton/' 
Sue clen/UAR/ 
Yugoslavia 

USSTI/USI\ 

1/orking Paper on the Draft Tr·eat~• on the Prohibition of the 
Em:1lac0ncnt of Hucle.e.r Wer.~:nonn 2-ncl otheT Wen.pons of Nass 
Destruction on the Bea-bccl and the Oce211 Floor -n11d in the 
Subsoil Thereol' ( ccn/291\., 21 July 1970) 

Working Paper on the Draft 'rreaty on the Prohibi·Gion of the 
Emplacome.nt of NuclerT Weapons ond Other \·lee.{)Ol1s of Nuss 
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