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REPORTE ON THE WORK OF THE SUB~COMMITTEES AND WORKING GROUPS

Mr, FNGO (Cameroon), Chairman of Sub-Committee I, reviewed the work of his
dub-~Committee, which was regponsible for prevaring draft treaty articles concerning
the regime, including an internationsl machinery, for the area beyond the limits of
national jurisdiction. The Sub—Commlt ee had not often met since the beginning of
the session, because the delegatlons preferred on the whole ‘the less formal and
more flexible procedure of discussions within the Working Group. The Chairman of
Sub-Committee I considered that, in view of the stagé reached in fhe discussions on
the issues before the Sub-Committec and the amount of fime that was lefd, it was now
imperative to take stock of the work done and that movement fovward towards the
adoption of an analytical text and not of a simple comparative document was the
only d851rab1e progress at the present stage.

In his opinion, the Sub-Committee should now change its method gf work as time
was preseing. At the Sub-Committee’'s meeting in the afternocon, he would"submit
propesals on the programme of work for the following four weeks. TFor the time being,
the Sub-Committee was continuing its first reading on the second item on its agenda -

the internaticnal machinery. At the next meeting of the Main Committee, he should

be in a position to submit & Tuller report on the programme and substance of the .

work of the Sub~Committee,

Mr, GALINDO POHI, (Bl Salvador}, Chairman of Sub-Committee II, made 2
Sub-Committee, which had met three times during
Those

progress report on the work of his
the week to hear the oral presentation of many proposals by delegations.
proposals would serve as a basis for the efforts of the Sub-Committee and ite
Working Group to achieve agresments which would enjoy wide support. Although some ‘
proposals differed conslderably‘and it would be a hard task to narrow the gap betweén
them, others were so close. fo one snother that it should be pouslole to draw up
common texts. Tn any case, their sponsors had startedldiséussiqnszﬁoi thaf purpose.
In all, twenty-two proposals relevant to the work of the Sub-Committee had been
submit%ed, and they would be examined, toge+ﬂer w1th proposals made eariier, ip the

comparative table which the Secretariat was reparlng.
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The full Working Group had met three times under the chao 1rm1nsh1p of Mr. Kedadl,
and had considered the follow1ng 1ssues_1n detail: the continental shelf of iglands,
the delimitation of the territorial gen between opposite_Statgs, and the economic
zone. The Group hod considered the propoéal by Austraiis and Norwoy (A/AC.138/SO.II/L.36)
and had compared it with the proposal of Turkey (4/AC.138/SC.II/L.22). Several
representatives had also raised the quesgtion of limifs and had referred to the.pdsition
adopted by various delegaticns. The meetings of the Working Group were marked by frdnk
discussions, which had sometimes taken on o polemicel turn when views expressed Were
cleaerly antithetical. He believed that when the Sub-Committee had before it the '
‘comparative table he hod referred to, it would be in a better p051t10n during the
coming week to continue the con51dexztlon of outstanding isesues. He alsc hoped
that many delegations would have successfully completed thelr consultat:ons to reach
wider agreement. and to reduce considerably the number of-varients; those consultations
could parallel the. meetings of the Working Group. Thére were still mény variants
ond their formulation in clear terms would be one ofhthe best results that the
Sub~-Committee could hope te achieve during the next two weeks in order to prepare
the next stage of the negotiations. - | :

- Mr, van der ESSEN (Belglum), Chairmon of Sumeommlttee III, gaid thgt his
Sub—Comm;ttee, which had held two plenary meetlngs to continue the general debate on

the. trapsfer- of technology, would meet again next Friday to hear two speakers.on that

guestion, Delegations hed submitted proposals concerning the pollutlon of the marine
environment and scientific research. In uddltlon to plenary meetings, Sub-Committee III
had worked, in its Working Group iI, on the preservation of the marine environment .

It haoa oon81dered guegtions of technlcgl “SSlSthGe to con rol pollution, o draft

article on co~operation to unify seientific crlterlw for pollution control st%ndwrds
and, lastly, pollution surveillance and alarm procedures. ‘

Working Group IIT on scientific research znd the tronsfer of technology had helﬁ-
one meeting, for_the purpose of fixing o time-~limit for the submission of proposals
so that the Secretarint could draw up a-comparative table. The_Working Grqup could
begin its real work on the following déy since its regﬁlar chairman had arrived

in Geneva,
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STATEMENTS CONCERNING THE CONFERENCE AND SOME EXAMPLES OF POLLUTION OF THE
MARIN® ENVIRONMENT

My, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) scid that he would like to put forward some
conelderaulons in connex1on with the outlook for the Comference on the Law of the Sen,

t0 be held ﬁt S&ntl EC, Chlle, in Aprll 1974 The internntional situntion seemed %o
political tensions were '

hlm most Favoursn ble for negotlﬁtlone of thot 1mn0*tgnce.
ea81ng and ot the eame time eoonomle relations were developing between States with
After o quorter of o century of cold war, the world could discern

d;fferent SJstems.
The future of the seds

ffesh opportunities for better inﬁernation ol co-opers tion.
ond ocenns, which were the concerﬂ of the Conmlttee, could well be the catglyst of

that venewal of world comoper tlon. The use of ocea ns 08 o mejor mesns of commmniéation,

the preeervmtlon of the marine env1ronment, and wreaber knowledge of that eesentlul

element of the bloephere were Very lmportunt obgect;?ee. The work was at ‘one and the

sone tlme of o legn 1, eoonomlc nd pollt1cui nafure o end, olong ‘with the protectlon
of the envzronment, wos one of the most promising tosks that the United Nations hﬂd

recently undertuken. Indeed, on the success of thet Conference would depend nof only

the future of the seas und ocen ne9 but also that of the United Notions, whlch was
being widely criticized tod oy, C N

As the Conference on the Low of the Sea was to be held in-Chile, -he~ aould .lreadf
amnounce that his country, proud to have been chosen, had begun the necessury o
preperutlone to ensure that the orgonization of the Conference gove to its p rtieipants
a8 mucb satisfaction os wos expressed irn conneXlon w1th the Thlrd Unitdd Nations
Conference on Trede nnd Development | o .

To brlng such 1n 1nternﬁt10nql negotiction to o enccessful conclusion was o

very'lmportmnt mnd urgent obgect1Ve, oS was recognlzed by the Gereral Assembly et i

its twenty~seventh session when 1t took specific &eulslons on the date znd place

for the Conference. The sess10n now being held ot Geneve by the Committee on theé

Peaceful Uses of the Seﬂ—qed W“S &eSLgned to provide o bockground for the international

negotictions to be held ab Santinsgo. He considered that thers wo
adhere to the tlme-tnble thlt had beer adopted, both to avoid complicotions for

everj're“son 1o

the orgnnzz¢ng country and to mnentaln the momentum of the negotintions.



-5 - A/AC.138/BR.9T.

1t was obvious that to complete that task in keeping with the time-table, it
would be necessary to work and negotiate with the same intensity during the weeks

to come., The preparation of treaty articles should be coupled with a plan for an

internationsal political solution, to be accepted in principle as a basis for the

final agreement. Such a plan would embody what might be called a 'global arrangement”

and might be formulated in a few fundamental articles, arrvived at by consensus, which'
might serve as a basis for a series of other options for the Conference to choose
from. At the:pfésent session, a real effort should therefore be made to achieve-
that funﬂamental agreement and reduce the number of options which the Conferencé
would have before it, otherwise the Preparatory Committee would seem to have
acconpl ished nothing. '

it @ppeared that the maln outlines of a solution had emerged durlng the last

wider Jurlsdlctlon for the coastal State, a régime for the seaubed
the regulated

few weeks;
which had the chayacter of the "commen heritage of mankind',
maintenance of the main.,freedoms of the high seas in the walters beyond the'limits
of national jurisdiction and consideration for the interests of States in a special
position. Eis delegation had no doubt that the Committee would successively conclude
its preparatory work. It was convinced that the delegafionﬁ would speed up their
negotiatiohs and conduct them in greater depth -without considering it necessary
to wait for a decision on voting procedure for the Conference.

His third comment related to the new situations and problems of which mankind

had only just become aware and for which it was going to create that new law of the

sea. Bcology was one of those new phenomena: ‘the biosphere, man's habitat were

threatened, and the United Nations had reflected that concern by holding the

1972 Conference on the Enviromment. The Committee could not remain indifferent

to the thrests to marine 1ife and the ocean itself which had been described by such

eminent figures as the explorers Heyerdahl and Cousteau. Although the struggle to -

breserve the marine environment might seem more urgent in the indusitrialized than in.

the developing regions of the world, it was nevertheless one that had to be waged the

world over, as was clear from the following two cases.
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‘On 21 July, France exploded an atomic bomb in the Pacific. .Several countries,
such as Japan, New Zealand, Australia, Ecuador, Peru and Chile felt‘thregtened:
they were anxious over their natural envircnment, iheir marine. fauna, and the

safety of their inhabitants: Chile had sent a protest fo the French,Govéfnmgntiwr _

“both to defend its endangered interests and to support the principles endorsed by:_.

the United Nations.

He alec drew the attention of the Committee tc an incident whlch had occurred

June 1973 in the territorial waters of the Republic of Chile. A large tanﬁer of

on 9
38,000 tons, the Wapier, carrying 35,281 tons of ecrude odl,. was wrecked near the
Island of Guamblin. ¥Flying the Liberian flag but belonging to a South Afrloan flIm,
the ship's operator was a United States national and it was insured by BrlTlSh}_

companies, while its victims wereChileans. Following consultations with expﬂrts

from TMCO, FAD and certain frlendlv governments, all necessary action was taken

to try to 1imit the extent of* the disaster. The experits having advised settlng the

ghip on fire, that was done by the Chilean Air Force four days after the a001dent3
Because of the inaccessibility of the area and the noor visgibility, it had notryef

_been possible to determine the extent of the damage done to the marine fauna andtfléra,
0il slicks had, however, spread more than a hundred miles- to the south of the shipwiéck.

No amount of compensation could ever meke up for the damage done in those waters and

along the coasts, which had never before been polluted. He had referred %o the case
of ‘that tanker to demonstrate the universal nature of marine pollution as well as
the magnitude of certain problems before the Commititee, including: +the need to give
the coastal State appropriate powers in the matter, the problems raised by giant
tankers, the safety of navigalion in general, flags of convenience and the need %o
ascertain, in universally accepted agreements; on whose shoulders rested liability
for damage. ' Such problems-zhould be solved by the Conference ahd,nqt specialized
forums: whieh possessed neither the legal competence nor the politieal
represénﬁatiVenessiﬂecessary to deal with the matter. .

He wished %o end on an optimistic node. .Although the agenda was a heavy one
and the national interests invelved were varied and complex, it seemed that the '
Committee wag maliing progress towards a consensus, which was of major imporitance

and which would in ths weeks to come reguire the tireless and unstinted efforts of

everyone.
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Mr SMALL (New Zealand) dreW‘the Sub~Committee' s attentlon to the nuclear
tests that had taken plaoe at Mururoa 1n the Bouth Pac1flc. The French Government
manntalned that those tests presented no danger, but took care to hold “them far
away from France. There was no doubt that the matter came within the mandate cf the
Commlttee since it 1nvolved freedom of nav1gatlon, freedom to explore and exploit
the resources of the sed and seawbed and pollutlcn of the marine env1ronment while
the Commlttee, by the terms of 1ts mandate, was respon81ble for examlnlng every
1mportant 1ssue connected w1th the law of the sea.‘? '

The debates which had already taken place 1n the Committee clearly revealed
the views of the vast maJorlty of 1ts members. In carrylng out further tests, the
French Government had blatantly 1gnored the exnressed condemations of nuclear .
testing. Every nuclear test in the atmosphere, whether by France or by China,
constituted a reJectlon of the concern expressed by the international communlty,
in international treatles, in resolutlons of the General Assemhly, by the ‘
speclallzed agen01es and at the Stockholm Conference. The countrles in' the
South Pa01f1c reglon had made numerous protests. Hor its pert ‘the Government
of New Zealand had fully supported the General Assembly resolutlon on the immediate
cessation of all nuclear weapons tests and had protested, durlng the current year,
at tests carrled out in various parts of the world. ' _

In order to ccnvey to world oplnlon and to the French Government the sense .
of frustratlon felt by the peoples, together with thelr sincere convrctlon that
the exp1031on of ruch nuclear devices “should cease,_hls Government had taken
the unprecedented step ‘of statlonlng a New Zealand naval vessel in the 1mmedlate
nelghbouxhood of the test area. The actlon of the Prench Government not only
ignored 1nternat10nal OplnlOH but was in total dlsregard of the terms of an
order issued by the Internatlcnal Court of Justlce -~ the Jud1c1al organ of the
United Natlons. The consequences of sucn an attltude on the’ part of a tountry
which, in the past had played a leadlng role in the development of lnternatlonal_
law, should dlsturb evexy Member cr the United Natlons, partlcularly ‘the smaller
nations that 100£ed for greauer acceptance of the Tule of law.

His delegatlon was bound.to eXpross its most profound regret at the recent
nuclear tests and hoped that France would yet pay heed tc the political and legal

oplnlons expressed agalnet the nuclear tests carried out at Mururoa.
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Mr HARRY (Australla) sa;d that oylfeaSon of the Committee's duties in
the fleld of the nrotectlon of the marine environment and of ‘mreparations for the
Conventlon on the' Law of the Sea, his delegation felt it impeérative to raise the
questlon of the Aucléar weaponu tests that had just tsken placde in the Pacific Ocean.
In 1972 twelve countrles, members of the Committee; had submitted a declaration
of protest agalnst ‘such testo, which had been supported by other countries. The .
Erench Government had, however, disregarded world opinion manifested through.
the Commlttee and other 1nﬁernatlona1 Yodies. His delegation held the view that . .-
the contlnuatlon of nuclear weapons testing in the atmosphere, which conferred
no beneflt on“menklnd and presented ‘hazards to the health and eveh the lives of
present and futnre geﬁeratiéﬁs, must‘be a matter of concern to all governments
whloh attached 1mportanoe £6 the proteotlon of the marine enviromment. His
Govexnment, of course, sought the cessation not only of the current tests im
the Pacific Ocean but also of all such mucleax tests, by any country.

The appllcailon presented by Australia was stlll tinder consideration by the -
Internatlonal Court of Justloe and in accordance with the Court's order,  his
Government w1shed to av01d aggrevatlng or extending its disputel with France.

It was its oplnlon, however, that %he recent explosion showed. an open disregard - -
by the French Government for the rules of international - law and the decisions of -
the Internatlonal Court of Justloe9 which had requested it fto avoid any nuclear
test in the Pacific Ocean, until a de0181on had been -reached on the substance of
the appiicafion by Ans%ralie and Néw Zealand. It was to be hoped that the French
Government would pay heed to the reactions to its latest tests and would desigt
from further exploslons provoklng fallout and risgking -contemination of the marine
environment in the Paclflc region. I

Mr, NAN NANDAN (Fiji) said that his dclegation regretted that it had to
reiterate its protests against the nuclear testlng carried out by the. French

Government at Mururoe Atoll, 'The Gerieral Assembly had repeatedly called for
the cessation of nnoiear-teeting; The Committee and its members had considered
the question on many ocoaeions and had stressed the dangers of such tesis, not

only to mankind but alsoc to the land, water and air environments. Bimilar views

had been expressed at many conferences held under the auspices of the United Nations

and its specialized agencies, and the United Nations Scientific Commiftee on the.
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Effects 6f Atomic Radiation had presented no less Than six reports on the subject.
On iéarﬁing that the French Government intended to carry out further tests, his
Government had applied to the International Court of Justice for ﬁermission to
intervene in the cases brought befors the Court by Australia and New Zealand. - -
When the Court had made a restraining order requiring France to desist from such
tests until their legality had been determined, his Government had hoped to enjoy
at least é respite from contamination of its environment. The explosion just
conducted by France had dashed those hopes, the more so since the cumulative
effect of such explosions on the health of peoples was now known. If, as the
French Government maintained, those tests did not have the effects attributed to
them by many countries and their secientific adﬁisers,'why could it not wait until
the subject had been impartially examined by the judicial organ of the United Nations?
The answer was obvious. France knew that its contentions were wrong and that the-
fears expressed were well-founded. Consequeﬁtly, his delegation appealed to the -
French CGovernment to refrain from conducting any further explosions, at least
until the legality of its actions had been passed upon by the.International Court

Y

of Jugtice.

Mr. OGISO (Japan) recalled that he had already had occasion to express
his anxiety on the subject of nuclear weapons testing in the aimosphere, The
news had just arrived that the first blast in a series had tzken place at Mururoa,
degpite the mounfing opposition and increasing concern expressed by the whole
world, and particularly by the States in the Pacific region, HNuclear fests,
espécially'those conducted in the atmosphere, contaminated the environment -by
increasing the level of ionized radiation and were detrimental to the health of
present and future generationé. Since such tests also constituted a hazard for
the marine enviromment, the living resources and the flora and fauna of the sea,
it ﬁas iegitimate for the Commiittee to take a grave view of the incident and to
express its opposition to continued atmospheric muclear testing in the Pacific
region. I% should also be vemembered that the International Court of Justice
had just made a restraining order. His delegation hoped that all States not
parties to the Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, -
in Outer Space and under Water, would rencunce any further tests in the atmosphere

and would become parties %o the Treaty.
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My, BEESLEY.(Canada)¢said it woo with regret that hig delegation feltd iteelf
compelled to take the floor fo express the‘convérn of the Canadiah‘GOVerﬁmeﬁt-at the
contirnvation, of nuclear weapons testlng in the atmosphere._ There was no doubt that
the issue came within the. Comm?ttee’s mandate concernlng the preservarlon of the
marine environment. . All the . work undertaken on the legal polrtrcaln social and
economic levels would be in vain if it was not pObSLble to arrest the process of
degradation by man of an envrronment upon whlch he depended so mucl, namgly the seas.
The United Nations Sclentlflc Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiabion had S%afed
in 1969 that the debrls from nuclear tests.1n the atmosphpru was stlll the magor -
radicactive contapinant of the envlronment@. That flndlng had been conflrmed by rhe
report, submitted by . the same Comﬁuttee in 1972,

-~ He veealled the arguments put forward by tﬁe Canadlan renresentatlve to the
Disarmament Committee in 1975. Nﬁclear Weapons te 58 could not be con31dered 1n
isolation because their effecta were cumulatlve, Each atmospherlc teut had to be
seerl in the light of the bulldrup of radloaot1v1ty. Tﬂat wag why it waz no 1onger
defengible for any nuclear Power to plead that its atmospheric tests were 50 sma“l
and infrequent that they presented no ldentlflable danger to human health or to the
environment., . No lncrease in the cxposure of the world's populatlon to radlatlon
ghould be permitied unless it could be demonstrated that there was a correspondlng
benefit to mankind, guch as was produced by muclear power reactors or the use of
radiation for medical purposes. The Canadlan repregentatlve had sald on that
occagion that his country was most concerned,ﬁhat dusplte the parﬁlal test ban,.-
some countries. continued to carry out “uch tests. The vast maaorlty of Staies shared
that concern, as shown by the numercus resolutions adopted by the Unlted Natlons
General Assembly and other 1nternatlonal DOdlLSc In addltlon, the Inﬁernatlonai
Court of Justice, which had besen geized of the isgue, had dlrected as an lnterlm
measure that the muclear Power which was party.to the dispute should aVOId nuclear
tests causing -the deposiit of radiocactive. fall;out on the terrrtory of the appiicént
States. For thoge reasons, his delegation had requested before the Disarmament
Committee, that the ruclesr Fowers which had prev1ously carried ou% tests in the
atmosphere should eease to do so and should accede to the Treaty.

-Hig delegation was not singling cul aﬁy country in particular.- It had long
been opposed to all formsrof nuolear-testing carried our in the atmospherp,‘in '

outer space or under water. It regretted that, ten years after the conclusion of
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the Treaty bagﬁiﬁé guthtegts,.some ooﬁntries that had not beccme Parties to it
should deem it necessary to continug nuclear testing in the atmosphere; since that
was a matfei of concern to all mankind; |

N&.‘BAKUﬂA (Perii) said he wished to ﬁake the floor te condemn, on behalf
of his delegation, the nucleér tests which had just taken place in the Paciflic.
There'was no doubt that the Commitiee was competent to take up the guestion. Thoée
tests were . .a negation of fundamental rights; they violated the righfé of thifd
partiee, endangered marine specles, waich were one.of man's most important resources,

and were ungquesticnably a source of danger. When some of the Latin Americam ccuntries

had extended their jurisdiction to 200 miles from their shores for peaceful purposes,
how many were the voices that had not been raised against = measure which was
nevertheless indispensable? But those were the very States which were polluting the
atmosphere and the.waters covering the earth. Moreover, the increase in atomic
weapons obviously militated against the efforts to ensure world peace. 1t was
impossibie t0 claim that the tests were not dangerous. He believed that his
country, by extending its-jurisdiction to 200 miles, had taken the right step since,
in so doing, it had demonstréted that the seas were to be usgd for peaceful purposes
and not for the benefit of juét one State. _ ' o

Mr, KAMIL (Indonesia) said that his country had been a co-sponsor of a
number of resolutions designed to put aﬁ end to nuclear weapons tests whether in the
atmosphere, on land or underground. For exemple, it had been one of the authors
of a draft declaration in the Committee the year before, that no tests should be
held if they might be iﬁstrumental in polluting the marine environment. . His country
reaffirmed its opposition to all nuclear weapons iests, whatever country carried
them out, | . _ | o o
My, LARSSON (Sweden) said that his country shared the concern expressed
by a number of delegations with regard to the recent nuclear tests in the Pacific.
Sweden had supported: resclution 2934 A(XXVII) in which the General Assembly had
requested all States to accede to the Moscow Treaty of 1963 and to refrain from

carrying oul nuclear weapong iests. - Sweden was opposed o all such tests,; even

underground.
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Mr. EVENSON (quway) gaid that hiz Government was now considering the
recent nmuclear bests in the Pacific. Withoub prejudging the substance of the
statement thah would be adophed at the close of the discugsion, hé-feb&lie& that
Norway had acceded to the 1963 treaty banning nuclear weapens tests, and he
regretted that ube obligations contained ‘in the Treaty had not been accented by

all countries
M. RANG&N&THAN (Indié) said-that in June 1973 the Heads of the Austraiian

and. Indian‘qovernments;*on the' Stoasion of a visit bJ the Austreliap Prime Minister
to India; had J"“ued'é‘joint commniqué in which they had reiterated their )
opp051tlon to temts carried out in any environment and in particular to-atmbOﬁhéric
testing, w1Lh special reference to United Nations and WHO résclutions on the effect
of lonizing vadiation. India was concerned ‘about  the peoples affecied and hoped -
that the ‘country which had recently carrigd'out tests would desist Crom nuclear
testing altogether. ' ' ' ' i

Mr, DELLC (Mexico) regretted that nutlear teﬁfing‘waé conbinuing déépite
the Moscow T“eatj, and’ his vegret wag all -the keener in that Leuuu had Tecent]J
been made in- the Pacific by a- country greatly admired by Mexico. -Mexico vas
opposed to all dypes of %esting, and bslieved that the international community
should condemn them without excepbion if it was to‘enjoy real moral suthority.
Hig country appeaied to the countries with nuclear weapons to put an énd &o:all
their testing. ‘ :
strengthen internat*onal co;opévation“in the ocean &rea, tests such as those which’
had JUdt een ‘carvied-out in the' Pacific represented a setback. I{ was an ‘
unforiunate act on the part of a nation which had always been proud of its
spiritual values. Colombia shared the concern expressed on the subject by hustralia,
Canada,'Chiléy'Eiji,5Peru and other countries. - R R

Le also deplored the effects on the marine environment and on the. Chilean

fishing industry of the accident ko the oil +ankeri”Napier” off the Chilean coast -
to wuich the Chilean revpresentative had referred.

Mp, TUDZMAN (Libéﬁia) hoped that the French Govermment would take into
account the numerous protecsts ageinst the tests it had just carvied out and would.

refrain from any more teoting.
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The wreck of the "Napier" illustrated the dangers of marine pollﬁtion, which
was a matter of concern to the whole world and to Liberia in particular. The
facts of the accident were not yet fully kuoown, but his country wished to state
that it would not turn a blind eye to cases of pollution caused by vessels flying
its flag but would, on the contrary, ensure that they observed the relevant
regulations. o .

Mr. RAMIREZ (Eouador) associated himself with the condemnation by Chile,
Peru, Australia, New Zealand, Canada, Fiji and other delegations of the tests

carried out in the South Pacific. He could not see what advantages the international

community stood to gain from tests of that kind; on the contrary, they were a serious
threat to the environment and tc man himself. _ |
He wighed to express his country's sympathy for Chile ag a result of the
wreck of the "Napier", which had pollufed its coastal area.
Mr. HUSSAAN (Pakistaﬁ) urged the Governments of the nuclear Powers and .

the would-be miclear Powers to refrain from carrying out tests that were harmful

to the environment. Such tests constituted a violation of the General Assembly

resolutions on the subject. - .
Mr. MANANSALA (Philippines) associated himself with the delegations which

had condemned the recent tests in the Pacific.
Mr, CHAO (Singapore) thought that at a time when peace was the main aim

of the intermational community's efforts, nuclear weépons testa chstructed those

effqrtg. All forms of nuclear testing should be banned.
. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) thanked the representatives of Colombia and Ecuador

for the sympathy they had. expressed in relation to the tragedy of the "Wapier". The
Liberian representative, who had also referred to it, had said that his country

would ensure that vessels flying its flag did not violate the relevant regulations.

While thanking him for his words, he wished to clarify one point. Contrary. to what

the Liberian representative had said, Chile knew the circumstances in which the

accident had taken place and had just made a detailed report on them. What it did

not know were the causes of that strange accident. It appeared that the tanker,

while less than 50 miles off the Chilean coagt, had been navigating without radar.

Accordingly, it might be presumed that there had been . either negligence or an

error of navigation. However, that might be, Chile did not attribute the

regponsibility for the accident to Liberia, as under the terms of the agreements

and conventions in force, the responsibility fell on the shipouners, who were
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Mr, SHALL (Wew Zealand) said that his delegation could not accept
the reply by the representative of Irance. He pointed cut that the French
representative had referred to the matter which was still pending before the

International Court of Justice.
The CHAIRMAN, referring to the accident mentioned by the Chilean

representative and its consequences, asked him to convey the Committee's sympathy

to nig country.
The meeting rosge at 1 p.m.
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