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The meeting was  called to order at 10. 20 a:‘.

AGENDA ITEM

QUESTION OF ANTARCTICAt  GENERAL DEBATE
RESOUTDNS

70 (cop tinued)

IWD 03tB  IDaAT ION OF AND ACT ION ON DRAFT

The CHAIRMAN: I call upon the representative of Zaire. who will make a

statement on behalf of the Group of African States.

Mr. KIBIDI (Zaire)  ( in terpreta t ion f rom French)  I The debate cn the

question of Antarct ica at  the  for ty- thi rd  sess ion of  the  General  Assembly centres

on draf t  resolut ion8 A&.1/43/L.  82 and L.  83,  which deal  wi th  the  par t ic ipat ion of

South AErica in the meetinqs of  the  Antarct ic  Treaty Consultat ive Part ies  and with

the Convention on the Regulation of Antarctic Mineral Resource ktivitics  adopted

las t  June by the  Sta tes  Part.ies  to  that  Treaty  and opened for s ignature  a t

Wellington, New Zealand. on 2 November.

The delegation of Zaire has the honour to speak today, on behalf of the Group

of  Af r i can  S ta te s , to  draw the  a t tent ion of  the  in ternat ional  community to South

Africa’e  anachronis t ic  and unusual  par t ic ipat ion in  the  meet ings  of  the

Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  t o  t he  An ta r c t i c  T rea ty ,  a ma t t e r  dea l t  w i th  i n  d r a f t

resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 03.

In  br inging th is  i tem before  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee , t.he Group of African States

was prompted by serious political concern ,  namely,  the  exclusion of  South Afr ica

f rom a l ’  i n t e rna t i ona l  negotiations9 beginning with its exclusion from

part ic ipat ion in  the  work of  the  Uni ted Nat ions  General  Assembly,  aa a  logical

consequence  o f  i t s  cont inued  ins is tence  on  implementinq  the  pol icy  of  apar theid  on

i t s  t e r r i t o r y , a policy unanimously condemned as a cc ime aqainst  mankind.

Indeed, for years now, on  eve ry  r eg iona l  and  i n t e rna t i ona l  f ron t ,  and

e s p e c i a l l y  w i t h i n  t h e  Un;ted Na t ions , cons iderable ezforts have been devoted to

achieving the  necessary socia l  and pol i t ica l  changes  in  South Afr ica ,  chanqc?s  which,
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had they been achieved , would have led to the eradication of the abhorrent system

of apar theid  and the eetabliahmbnt  of  a  democrat ic  govarnm6nt based on the

p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  a l l  t he  coun t ry ’ s  inhabitant8 in  t he  managemen t  o f  pub l i c  a f f a i r s ,

wha t eve r  t he  COl.OUr  o f  t he i r  sk in ,  t he i r  r e l i g ious  beliefs a n d  t h e i r  p h i l o s o p h i c a l

or  ideologica l  convic t ions .

The revolting apar thetid  rdgime ,  wh ich  t o r t u r e s ,  p i l l age s ,  imprieone  w i t h o u t

t r ia l  and syotematica1I.y  massacres  blacks and deetabilizee  the  economies  of  the

front-line countries, is not always condemned with the vigour and unswarving

determination we might hope for. T h a t  i s  t r u l y  r e g r e t t a b l e . Cbmplicitiea  o f  e v e r y

kind,  even in  cer ta in  major  induetr  ialized countr ies ,  provide South Afr ica  wi th

grounds  for  pursuing i t s  cr iminal  aCtiViti88.

I n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n , the  African States  are  submit t ing,  in

conformity  wi th  the  resolut ion a&opted by the  Counci l  of  Minis ters  of  the

Organization  o f  A f t  ican U n i t y  (OAU)  a t  ite f o r t y - s e c o n d  eeaeion  h e l d  a t  Wdis A b a b a

fran 10 to  17 July  1985,  draf t  resolut ion  A/C.1/43/L.83,  which appeals

unequivocal ly  for  the exclusion o f  South Africa  f rom par t ic ipat ion in  the  metetinga

o f  t h e  C o n s u l t a t i v e  P a r t i e s  t o  t h e  titarctic  Trea ty .

T h e r e  i s  n o  s c i e n t i f i c  r e a s o n  t h a t  c a n  l e g i t i m i s e  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  t h e

s u p p o r t e r s  o f  a p a r t h e i d  i n  t h e  m8etings  o f  t he  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  t o  a t r ea ty

wh ich ,  a cco rd ing  t o  i t s  s i gna to r i e s , has  been highly  suazessful in  mal.ntaining

peace and concord in Antarctica for more than twcn ty-f ive years. There are no

mora l  o r  l ega l  g rounds  fo r  such p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  cons ide r i ng  t ha t  t he  An ta r c t i c

Trea ty ,  by  i t s  ve ry  l anguage , was des igned to  serve  the  purposes  and pr inciples  of

the United Nations Charter.

Antarctica is the common heritage of all mankind, and tho s\:pporters of

apar theid ,  who have made racia l  hat red the  phi losophical  basis of  thei r  pol icy,

should have no place within the framework of that Treaty.
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Those are  a l l  p e r t i n e n t  reasons  t h a t  s h o u l d  prrvant t h e  participation  of  S o u t h

Afcioa i n  t h e  s&&zings  o f  t h e  Antarotio  T r e a t y  Consultative Partfos  snd t h a t  s h o u l d

compel  a l l  States  t o  v o t e  i n  favour  of  dra f t  rmolution  A&1/43/L.  83, whioh r enews

the a p p a l  to t h e  C o n s u l t a t i v e  P a r t i e s  to t a k e  u r g e n t  m e a s u r e s  TV exulude  the

rac i s t  apa r the id  rdgime  f rom p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  their  mee t ings  a t  t he  ea r l i e s t

p o s s i b l e  d a t s .

On behalf  of the  Group of  Afr ican States my delegat ion is  a lso  mnsoring

draft resolution A C.l/43/L.  82, which deals with the Convention on the PegulatiOn

of  An ta rc t i c  Mine ra l  Pesouroe  Ac t iv i t i e s  adop t ed  by  t he  S t a t e s  Pa r t i e s  t o  t he

Trea ty .

T h e  c o n t i n e n t  o f  A n t a r c t i c a ,  w h i c h  i s  t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  wibapread  i n t e r e s t ,  i s

a lso  the  leas t  known. N i n e t y - n i n e  p e r  c e n t  o f  i t s  4  m i l l i o n  aquarr k i lome t r e s  i s

oovsred with  a layer of ice  of sane 2  k i lometres  in  thicknear. I t  i s  tha ooldest

oontinent,  wi th  temperatures  ae low as  minus-88 degrees  Cent igrade,  the  h ighest ,

wi th  an average a l t i tude of  1800 metres ,  the  driest ,  with  n ine  annual

p r ec ip i t a t i ons  ave rag ing  on ly  10  cen t ime t r e s  - and ,  l a s t l y ,  t he  one  w i th  t he

s trcngest winds ,  which restrict  human act ivi ty  even mre than cb the  cold  or  i t s

topography.

The  prcblans  of  Antarct ica  were f i rs t  brought  before the  Uni ted  Nat ions

General  Assembly  a t  i t s  t h i r t y - e igh th  s e s s ion . Since then I thore has been

incr8asing  i n t e r e s t  i n  the  i n t e n t i o n s  of the countries  that  exe rc i s e  admin i s t r a t i ve

control  and plan  to  mainta in  the i r  monopoly  over  th8 region,  whereas  the

pr888rVatiOn  o f  i t s  e c o s y s t e m  s h o u l d  b e  a  prirqry c o n c e r n  of  a l l  m a n k i n d .  T h e

protect ion of  the  ecosystem is  v iewed ae on8 of  the  foremost  priOritiO8 of  the

Stats8 P a r t i e s  to t h e  T r e a t y . HCWBVarr  we are i nc r ea s ing ly  beg inn ing  t o  Wnder

whether  the  ecosystem wil l  not  be  a l tered , t h u s  l e a d i n g  t o  tragic cons8guenc8s  o n  a

glcbal s c a l e .
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Indeed,  contrary  to  the  commitmenta  c lear ly  def ined in  the  Treaty  and it9

annexe t the practice6  of certain ccuntrieu with  adminietrative  cont ro l  over the

cont inent  are  having negat ive  effecte on the  ecosystem. Ebtwi thatanding the terms

of  the Agreed Wanurea  for  the  Conrervat ion of  Antarct ic  Fauna and Flora ,  f ishing

remain6  for  the  moet  par t  unregula ted .

Seiemic proepecting  f o r  m i n e r a l s . which vdr ioue acienti fit studies have found

to be harmful, ie continuing, and we note  that  severa l  countr ies  are authorizing  or

igno r ing  t he  d i eoha rg ing  o f  waste material8 by t h e i r  eMpe in  An ta rc t i c  wa te r s ,

with harmful corulequencerr  for the marine environkent. D u r i n g  o n - s i t e  in8peCtiOna  a

number Of non-governnmntal  organizations,  euch ae Greenpeace, have noted that

several baeee are disregarding regulations and even common tenser continuing with

imPunity to  d iecharge  waste materials and to  conduct  opera t ions  tha t  dieturb  the

fauna .

The adoption of a rdgime governing mineral resourcea wa8 encouraged by the

finding6  of  seismic  a n d  o t h e r  reeearch  t ha t  i nd i ca t ed  l a rge  deposits  of  na tu ra l

r e sou rces  i n  An ta r c t i c a  and  ite g l ac i a l  she l f . The United Stateo geological

services e s t ima t e  t he  mine ra l  reserves  o f  t he  con t i nen t a l  p l a t eau  o f  wes t e rn

Anta rc t i ca  at  45  b i l l i on  ba r r e l s  o f  o i l  and  115  t r i l l i on  cub i c  f e e t  o f  na tu r a l  ga s ,

a third of which are  extractable . By i te  very nature ,  however ,  mineral  extraction

ie very harmful to the environment and, i n  t h e  case o f  an  unexplr,!  t*.d r e g i o n  whoee

ecoayetem wae untouched by man prior to the twentieth century, any pollutant,  even

i n  emall  q u a n t i t i e s , could have tragic coneequencee. F a i l u r e  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e

ecosystem, on the part of the coun tr iea exercising admins trat ive control over

Antarctica, would be both imprudent and dangerotm.
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That is why, in its resolutions 35/77 of 15 December 1983, 39/152 of

17 December 1984, 40/156 A and B of 16 December 1985 and 41/88 A and B of

30 November 1987, the General Assembly reaffirmed that the management, exploration,

exploitation and use of Antarctica must be conducted in conformity with the

purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter so as to favour the

maintenance of international peace and security and promote international

co-peration  for the benefit of all mankind,

It is with consternation that the great majority of Member States have learned

of tha signing of a Convention relating to the reguiation of activities to exploit

the mineral resouroes of Antarctica, whereas General Assembly resolutions 41/W B

and 42/46 B called upon the Antactic Treaty Consultative Parties to impose a

moratorium on negotiations concerning a minerals re'gime until such time as all

members of the international community might fully participate in such negotiations=

We have before us a fait accompli, a unilateral action undertaken by a small

group of States for selfish purposes, which the international community cannot

accept. That is why my delegation, on behalf of the African group, fully

subscribes to the provisions of draft resolution A/C.l/43&83, which calls on the

Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties in particular to invite the Secretary-Qneral

or his representative to all meetings of the Treaty parties, including consultative

meetings.

For all the reasons that we have just explained, we urgently appeal to all

States Parties to the Antarctic Treaty to make an effort to put an end to their

indifference to the participation of South Africa in the meetings on Antarctica as

well as the question 0.f the Convention on the mineral resources of Antarctica, a

Convention worked out and signed outside the framework of the United Nations.
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Mr.  AD&l (Sudan )  ( i n t e rp r e t a t i on  f r o m  Arabic ) : The intsrnational

communi ty’s  in teres t  in  the  ques t ion  o f  Antarcrtica has  been growing,  not only

because Antarctica is an uninhabited oontinent that arouses a large degree of

scient i f ic  and geographic  cur ios i ty  but also because i t  i s  a  part  o f  our planet

t ha t  p l ays  an  essenti;tl  r o l e  i n  wea the r  pa tb rn s . I t  a l s o  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  u n i q u e

scientific environment  that has not yet been touched by man or destroyed by the

over-exploi ta t ion and excess ive  industria1  and economic  developnent,  ..#hich  d&mage

the flora, fauna and human environment  , as  was  the  case  i n  other  parts  o f  t h e  w o r l d .

In  addi t ion,  Antarc t ica  i s  r ich  in  unexploi ted  natura l  resources  which are

considered non-renewable in other parts of the world.

Al l  those  qual i t ies  make the  cont inent  an  important  reposi tory  for  the

economic and scientific future of mankind. I t  must  therefore  remain the  common

her itaqe c C mankind and not become an arena for  competition between States,  whit-

possess  the  economic  and sc ient i f ic  capabi l i t ies  to  reach that cont inent  and

thereby impose  thei r  c la ims to  sovere ignty  and to  the  r ight  to  inves tment  and

sc i en t i f i c  r e sea rch  on  t he  ba s i s  o f  t ha t  f a i t  a ccompl i .

On acoount  of  those  genuine fears  and reasons, t he  ques t i on  o f  An ta r c t i c a  ha s

been on the General Assembly’s agenda since its thirty~ighth  session in 1983,  when

the Assembly requested the Secretary-General to prepare a comprehensive study on

a l l  ques t i ons  pe r t a in ing  t o  An ta r c t i c a , t a k i n g  f u l l  a c c o u n t  o f  t h e  T r e a t y  rigime

and  a l l  o the r  r e l evan t  f ac to r s .

Thereaf ter ,  the  Genera l  Assembly Cont inued to  consider  the  subject  through the

Firs t  Commit tee  and f rom the  pornt  of  view o f  speci f ic  ques t iono,  nrmelyt

F i r s t ,  to  what  ex t en t  c an  t he  T rea ty  re’gime  C o n t r i b u t e  t o  the maintenance  of

internat ional  peace  and secur i ty  , t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  t h e  enviroment,  t h e  ecaomic

s i t u a t i o n  a n d  s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h ?  T h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  T r e a t y  i s  v i r t u a l l y  c l o s e d  t o

the overwhelming majority of the international community cannot, by its very nature I
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provide the necessary guarantees for the important matters just raised, although it

has SO far been successful in keeping Antarctica free of military and nuclear

activity.

Secondly, is the Treaty rigime sufficient to guarantee Antarctica’s

exploitation for peaceful purposes only in accordance with the wish of the

in~rnatiOna1  Community? Does the Treaty guarantee that Antarctica will not be

turned into the arena or subject of an international dispute in the future?

Thirdly, are the managements exploitation , exploration and use of Antarctica

being conducted in accordance with the principles of the Charter concerning the

maintenance of international pe;sce and security and the promotion of international

cut-peraticn  for the benefit of mankind as a whole?.

Pourthly, we presume that better k-ledge of Antarctica is the interests of

mankind as a whole. But the current situation concerning the provision of

comprehensive information on the continent is not consonant with that, particularly

in the light of the General Assembly resolutions dealing specifically with the

international oom?nunitygs right to be informed on all aspacts of the question of

Antarctica and with the United Wations being the repository of such information.

firthermore, the resolut&n  adopted on the subject at the forty-second session

of the General Assembly in its first operative paragraph, requested the Antarctic

Treaty CMIsultative Parties to invite the Secretary-General or his representative

to all meetings of the Treaty parties, including their consultative meetings and

the negotiations pertaining to the minerals regime.

We continue to believe that many aspects of the position of the Consultative

Parties are unclear, including in particular8

The opening of the Treaty to all States for accession, so as to give the

Treaty a true international character , expressing the aims of the international

community as whole t
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T h e  provirion o f  a l l  intererted  partirr, erpeoially  the uli ted Nmtions and i te

6Pecialiaed  agencies,  with al l  information pertaining to the quertion of  AntarcatiaaI

The participation of the Secretary-General or hi.8 representative in all

meetings of the Treaty partier - and here we do not mean that he should only be

informed aeleo t ively  of the proceeding8 of thoee mee tinge.
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We murt  exprem  our  deep  regret  tha t  the  Consul ta t ive  Partire cont inued  the i r

negotiations  on  a mineralr  rcigime f o r  Antarct ica  and adapted a  Convent ion last

J u n e ,  i n  spite of  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i n  a  r e s o l u t i o n  last year  t he  Gene ra l  AeeemblY

called upon

“the Antarct ic  Treaty Coneultative  Partlee to  impore a  morator ium on the

ncgotiationa t o  establish  a minerale  rdg ime  until  such t i m e  as  a l l  member8  of

t h e  internatiunal  oomunity  can  pa r t i c i pa t e  f u l l y  i n  such  nego t i a t i ons” .

( r e s o l u t i o n  42/46 B, para. 3 )

&rly in my statement  I poesd a  number  of  queet ions  about  the  fitness of  the

cu r r en t  T rea ty  rdg ime  to  r e f l e c t  t he  purpose6  and  a rp i r a t i ona  o f  t he  i n t e rna t i ona l

conrnunity  concerning the  fu ture  of Antarct ica . I aek now whether the minerals

rdg ime  s igned  r ecen t l y  i s  f i t  t o  rezlect Lhe  purpoeee  and aspi ra t ions  of  the

inter national commun  it; dI~ t h a t  i m p o r t a n t  aspect  o f  A n t a r c t i c  a c t i v i t i e s . The

international community, as repreeented  i n  this Organlzation,  d i d  n o t  p a r t i c i p a t e

in  the  negot ia t ion8 and the  re’gime  therefore  remains  the  exclueive  domain of

s i g n a t o r y  S t a t e s  - w i t h  a l l  t h e  reeulting  pos i t i ve  and  nega t i ve  aspects.

The ent i re  in ternat ional  oonrmunity haa condemned the  inhuman apar the id  re’gime

of the  racis t  Government  of  South Afr ica  and ite pollc;lea  aqainet the  indigenous

populat ion of  South Afr ica . In  v i ew  o f  t he  i n t e rna t i ona l  oommunit.y’e  i n d i g n a t i o n

a t  these p r a c t i c e s , the Gsneral Assembly has suspended the racist Government of

South  Africa f rom par t ic ipat ion in  i t s  work. The number of States imposing

economic and military embargo measures  against South Africa grow8 daily. I n  spite

Of that  ever  s t rengthening e tand and the  repeated appeals  o f  the  @neral Assembly,

the  Mtarctic Treaty Consultative  Par t ies  cont inue  to  greet  wi th  open acme

representative6  o f  t h e  r a c i s t  re’gime  o f  P r e t o r i a  a t  a l l  t h e i r  m e e t i n g s .
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M y  d e l e g a t i o n  c ,ldiderr  t h a t  t h e  c a l l  to e x c l u d e  t h e  P r e t o r i a  r6gime  f r o m

p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  meeting6 o f  t h e  C o n s u l t a t i v e  Partiee  la baaed on t h e  f o l l o w i n g

factorrrr the  need  to  t igh ten  the  noose  around the  racist rigime of South Africa at

a l l  levels  - r eg iona l  and  i n t e rna t i ona l  - a n d  i n  a l l  field6  - e c o n o m i c ,  scientific,

militaryr c u l t u r a l  a n d  rporta - w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  i s o l a t i n g  i t  t o t a l l y  u n t i l  i t  bend6

to  the  wi l l  of  the  InternAtional communi ty  and dieflantlea  the  apar theid  ayetern the.-

fact that  the  major i ty  of  the in ternat ional  communi ty  doee  not  t rus t  the  racist

re’gime  of  South Africa because of its cons tant  decept ion  of in ternat ional  publ ic

opinion  wi th  respect  to  the  fu ture  of the  people  of  South Afr ica  and ita effort6 to

inc r ea se  i t s  capabilitiee  in  t he  mi l i t a ry  and  nuc l ea r  fields  w i t h o u t  allawing  t h e

re l evan t  epecialized  agenciee  to  ca r ry  out  inepectionsr a n d  t h e  fact  t ha t  by  t ak ing

s u c h  position6  the  Sou th  Af r i can  re’gime  d i r ec t l y  t h r ea t ens  i n t e rna t i ona l  petace and

secur i ty  in Africa  and throughout  the  world . The international community cannot

feel reassured about the future of Antarctica and about its remaining demilitarized

and denuclearized  80 long aa racis t  South Afr ica continue8  to  be  a  Consul ta t ive

Party to the Treaty. Racist  South Africa’8 access ion  to  the  minerale  re’gime  does

no t  mean  t ha t  t he  P r e to r i a  Government  ia intereste:  i n  preeerving  t h e  u n i q u e

environment 8rld  natural resources of Antarctica.

We ful ly  agree with  previous speakers on  this i tem on the  fo l lowinq points :

first, t h e  An+?r~::tic T r e a t y  r$gime is n o t  mnsonant  w i t h  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  norm8  a n d

instruments  such am the Convention on the Law of the Seat secondly, the Convention

O n  t h e  Regulation  o f  A n t a r c t i c  M i n e r a l  Resource Activitiee - in whose negotiation

the international community, as r e p r e s e n t e d  by i t s  organizatione,  d i d  n o t

p a r t i c i p a t e  - is bound to affect world ecological and economic eystems. xt ie

unacceptable  to  the  in ternat ional  communi ty  tha t  the  cont inent  ‘8 resources  should
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be monopolised by a rmall group of Stater, in a manner rimilar  to that of the

Antarctic Treaty itrelf. W e  therefore  ruppart a l l  c a l l r  o n  t h e  Consultative

Partier to cease for thwith  rati f icat ion of  the  Convent ion  on  the  Ibgulation  of

Antarat ic  Mineral  Rerource zb tivitier. We agree,  th i rdly ,  that  the  Uni ted  Nat ions

har proven ita l ffeutivenear in the maintenance of international peace and seourity

under  the  Char ter ,  through itr mult i lateral  foruma. It 16 therefore incumbent upon

w all to endorse participation by the Secretary-General or hia representatives  in

all oonrultationr  and meetinga on  t he  r egu l a t i on  o f  An ta r a t i c  activitiee,  thsreby

enabl ing the  Secretary-General  to  prepare  report6  tha t  would be  a valuable  addi t ion

to the information about the continent.

We bel ieve  i t  i s  of eepecial  impor tance  that the  ques t ion  of  Antarct ic  remain

on the  agenda of the  General  Aoaembly#  there ie a need for  fur ther  coMu:tatione

and better un&rstanding  among all delegation6 with a view to reaching conaenaus

ino t ead  o f  pe r s i s t i ng  in  s t e r i l e  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  t h a t  doea n o t  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e

maintenance of international peace and recurity  or the promotion of international

co-operat ion for  the  benef i t  of  a l l  mankind.

Mr . PENJDR (Bhutan)1 M y  d e l e g a t i o n , :;ike many other 6, welcomes the

poeitive  developments end increased awarene8a and concern over the changing

environment. In  f ac t ,  w i th  t he  p reva l ence  o f  this f avou rab l e  g loba l  a t t i t ude  we

would have thought the question of Antarctica would have teared to be an iSsUe  l

The wor ld  ie nw aMare of  the  ecological  and eecurity  impl icat ions  of  damage to  the

f rag i l e  ecoayetem o f  Anta rc t i ca  and  the  poa8ible  d i s p u t e s  arieing f rom the  proceee

of  ex t r ac t i ng  and  sha r ing  t he  vaet  reaourcea o f  t h e  c o n t i n e n t .

The integrated or unified nature of our common environment ie unquestionable.

For that reason, the issue of the environment must transcend the natural and

poll  tical houndaries that not only divide UB from each other but also influence and

or ient  our nat ional  and regional  percept ions . We bel ieve that  Antarct ica  has
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alwryr had a benign inf luence  on the  g lobal  environment  and c l imate . Thir  bar been

establiahed through rcientific  rerearch and hirtorical  factr. bcent  a tudier have

revealed not  only  that  the  inf luence of  the  region har  been benef ic ia l ,  but that

the undermining of itr fragile, pristine  eoology would have a devartating impact on

’ 3 w o r l d ,  l e a d i n g  t o  a t h r e a t  t o  t h e  very  rurvival o f  l i f e  ar we  know it.

Indeed, mane  of the tragic and inexplicable environrmrntal  phenomena the world

har auf fered in  recent  t imer  are  I we bel ieve ,  only  the  t ip  o f  the  iceberg  I which we

may l iken to  the  role  of Antarct ica ,  much of  which et111 remain6 unkncwn.

From the foregoing, i t  w i l l  be appa ren t  t ha t  any  d i s t u rbance  t o  AntaitctiW’a

environmnt haa global imp1  icationa. I t  ir t h e r e f o r e  i m p e r a t i v e  t h a t  a l l  decirionr

and action8  affecting the future of Antarctica be recognired  aa the common

reeponeibility  of a11 mankind.
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Although we are a land-locked nation, far removed from the region of

Antarctica, we have asked to mak to voice our conviction on the mat.ter and our

commitment to amsune our shared responsibility as a member of the world family of

n a t i o n s . Indeed, the  future  of  Antarc t ica  is  not  the  re8pon8ibility  of the

surrounding region and the  ooautal nat ions  a lone , nor can euch a re8ponsibility  be

assumed by a few nations which have the technological and economic capabilit ies to

take advantage of its resources.

Having advanced thus far  in  the  express ion  of my country’s  concerns ,  I  fear

that my delegation is at risk of being misunderstood wer its position on the

Antarct ic  Treaty  of  1959 and the  role  played thus  far  by the Treaty Part ies .  All

the Treaty Partiee have to our knowledge striven to adhere to the noble aims and

pr inc ip les  of the  Treaty ,  the  pr imary purpose  of  which is  s ta ted  to  be  the

presentation  of  the  pr is t ine  ecology of th is  f rozen cont inent  and to use i t  only

for  peaceful  purposes . In fact, we commend the manner in which the Treaty has

successful ly  aver ted any eignificant  dis turbance  to  the  ecology of the  cont inent  of

Antarc t ica  whi le  having prevented any ser ious  ter r i tor ia l  d isputes  between the

Trea ty  Pa r t i e s . We also  bel ieve  that  cer ta in  Treaty  Par t ies  f rom the  developing

countr ies  have endeavoured TV represent  the  in teres t  and the  concern  of  those

countries that have not been able to subscribe to the Treaty, mainly because of

l a c k  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  f i n a n c i a l  c a p a b i l i t i e s .

While  the  ro le  of  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  has  h i ther to  been positive,  we bel ieve

that  technological  advances , deter iora t ing  environmenta l  and c l imat ic  condi t ions

and a  resurgence of  fa i th  in  mu1tilateralism  have rendered the  very nature  of the

Treaty obeole te . The Treaty  suffers  f rom inherent  inadtiquaciee#  above al l ,  we are

c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  t h e r e  ie t r u t h  i n  t h e  r e p o r t s  o f  p o l l u t i o n  a r i s i n g  f r o m  t h e  c a r e l e s s

discharge of  toxic  and other  forms of  refuse  as  wel l  as  indiscr iminate  harvest ing

of  marine resourcea, and  t ha t  t he  T rea ty  w i l l  not b e  able  t o  w i t h s t a n d  the disputee
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that wi l l  obviously  ar ise  f rom the assert ion of  c laims on and extraction of  i ts

known and unknown natural resourcss.

We were disturbed by the adoption on 2 June 1998 of the Convention on the

bgulation  of Antarctic Mineral Resource k;tivities, i n  s p i t e  of  Genera l  Assembly

resolu t ions  41/88  B and 42/46 B,  which cal led  for  the  impooition  of a morator ium on

negot ia t ions  to  es tabl i sh  a minerals  rdgime  until such t ime am al l  members of  the

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  conn\unity  a o u l d  f u l l y  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  s u c h  n e g o t i a t i o n s .  W h i l e  t h e

whole world has acknowledged, a8 have  the  T rea ty  Pa r t i e s ,  t he  ex t r eme ly  f rag i l e

nature  of the  regim*s ecology, i t  i s  a l s o  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  proces s  of  ex t r ac t ing  any

fo rm of  the  natura l  resources  in  the  region must  necessar i ly  lead to  levels  of

e c o l o g i c a l  d i s t u r b a n c e  t h a t  itr e c o s y s t e m  w i l l  n o t  b e  a b l e  t o  t o l e r a t e . Wrth the

Convention we fear the stage has now been set for the gradual and systematic

des t ruct ion  of  the  cont inent ’s  ecology and of the  harmony that  has  prevai led among

the  T rea ty  Pa r t i e s .

In conclusion, my delegation fully supports draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 82,

which in  essence reaff i rms our  bel ief  that  Antarct ica  ie the  common her i tage  Of

mankind and cal ls  for  the  need to  assume our  col lec t ive  responsibi l i ty  to  ensure

that  Antarct ica  remains  f ree  f rom the threat  of  any harm ar is ing from ignorance or

del ibera te  undermining of  i t s  benign ro le  in  inf luencing the  g lobal  environment ,

the  c l imate  and secur i ty .

Mr .  CIDHAN (Pak i s t an) : The debates over the past few years on the

quest ion of  Antarc t ica  have served to  underscore  the  vi ta l  importance of the

continent,  cover ing an area of  approximateiy  14 mil l ion square  ki lometres . The

debates  have also highl ighted  the  d i rec t  in teres t  of  the  in ternat ional  communi ty  in

pa r t i c ipa t i ng  and  sha r ing , in  an  equi table  and non-discr iminatory  manner ,  in  the

s c i e n t i f i c  e x p l o r a t i o n  a n d  e x p l o i t a t i o n  of  t he  l i v ing  and  mine ra l  resources  o f  t ha t

vast  expanse of  land.
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Equal ly ,  the  protection of  Antarctica~s  ecosystems,  whose glacial  f ragi l i ty  is

being increas ingly  brought  homs  by the recent  reports  of massive osone deple t ion  in

I ta atmosphere, is a question whose importance to the international community

cannot be over-emghad  :ed.

In raising this issue once again at the United Nations, we are motivated by

the  s incere  des i re  to  focus at tent ion  on  and to take act ion  on  a matter  which is  of

OOmmOn  interest and concern to humankind. Our approach throughout has been to

engage in  an earnest  d ia logue that  would help  di f fuse  the  r ig id  cas te- l ike

l xclusivism with which some countries have sought to cfrcumscribe  the Antarctic

cont inent . Our  s incere  ef for ts  to  bui ld  br idges  of  unders tanding have been

ignored. Our const ruct ive  a t t i tude  was disregarded by the  adopt ion in  June  th is

year of the Convention on the lbgulation  of Mineral Resource ~tivities  in

Antarctica.

Hw are we to comprehend the precipitate conclusion of the Convention when we

were given to  unders tand *hat so far there  were  no indicat ions  of  any major

discovery of mineral resourcea in sineable quantities? What we know is that the

discr iminat ion bui l t  in to  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  has  been fur ther  accentuated by the

regulatory  mechanisms and other  prwis ions  of the  minera l  resources  Convent ion.

The  international  conlnunity  th is  year  has  reason to  celebrate  the ascendancy

of  t h e  s p i r i t  of  peace  and  cooperation  ac ros s  ou r  p l ane t . Unfo r tuna t e ly ,  t ha t

does not appear to be the case in Antarctica ,  where  the frigjdity of poSition  of

the  Antarctic Treaty  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  has  generated more  concern. The growing

process of interdependence for mutual and common benefit cannot be frozen on the

fringe8 o f  An ta rc t i ca  for  t h e  sake of a few oountries.

We are aware  that  the  Antarct ic  Treaty  i t se l f  acknowledges  the  common interes t

of mankind in Antarctica. The posi t ive  aspects  of  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  system
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cannot be denied. These  re la te  to  hold ing  in  abeyance the ter r i tor ia l  claims  of

certain States over partr of Antarctica ,  ensuring the continent’s denuclear ieed

sta tus  and the  exclus ion  of mili tary r ivalry and making poss ib le  the  pursui t  of

peaceful  co-3peration  in  rcio.~tific  research.

But the Treaty was concluded at a time when a vast majority of States  were

s t i l l  engaged in  the  arduous  s t ruggle  of sweeping away the  cobwebs of colonia l i sm.

In 1959 the Antarctic Treaty may hrvo appeared to be a viable approach. Al though

the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties may not acknowledge it  in the context of

Antarctica, the  world  has  s ignif icant ly  changed s ince  then. Differences surfaced

in regard to the Treaty about the manner in which the common interest  of mankind

reguires  r e a l i z a t i o n  i n  p r a c t i c e  i n  Antarctica-

My delegat ion would  l ike  to  reitqrat>  that ,  g iven the  shor tcomings  and l.acunae

of the  Antamtic  Treaty system, a new int,arnational  rdgime for Antarctica must he

negotiated Mlong  the members of the international community, under the auspices of

the United Nations. The fundmental principles which should inspire such a new

ins t rument  of  a  universal  character  shatld  be: f i r s t ,  A n t a r c t i c a  a n d  i t s  r e s o u r c e s

are the common her I tage crF mankind ) secondly, i t  i s  n o t  subject  t o  app rop r i a t i on  by

any  S t a t e  o r  pe r sons )  t h i rd ly ,  i t  shou ld  be  r e se rved  exclusively  fo r  peace fu l

purposas 1 and, four thly ,  Antarct ica  should be open  to  uue by al l  Sta tes ,  wi thout

discr iminat ion,  in  accordance  wi th  tho  in ternat ional  rdgime to  be  es tabl ished.
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The sc ient i f ic  and technologica l  disadvantage faced by a mJority  Of the

developing coun  tr lea at this t ime cannot oonsti  tute a muff icient basis for denying

t h e m  t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  as e q u a l  p a r t n e r s  i n  t h e  d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g  p r o c e s s

governing the  affairs of  Antarct ica . Tha acknowledged interest of all mankind in

Antamtica implies that the international community should be more fukly  involved

in  i t s  administration and should share  equal ly  in  a l l  the  benef i ts  der ived frum

sc i en t i f i c ,  commerc i a l  or  o t h e r  activitier  in  An ta rc t i ca .

My de l ega t i on  sha r e s  t he  l eg i t ima t e  mncern o v e r  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  t h e

apa r the id  rdgime o f  Sou th  Af r i ca  a s  a  fu l l  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r ty  t o  t he  An ta rc t i c

Treaty . The in ternat ional  communi ty  has  c lear ly  pronounced i t s  trDta1 oppos i t ion  to

the  unacceptable  abhorrent  practice8  of apartheid based on racia l  d iscr iminat ion.

The Antarc t ic  Treaty  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  must  take urgent  measures  at  the  ear l ies t

p o s s i b l e  date  t o  e x c l u d e  t h e  r a c i s t  a p a r t h e i d  re’gime f r o m  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e i r

meetings.

At their meeting held in Hararu in September 1986, the Iisade of State or

Government  o f  Non+Uigned  c o u n t r i e s  a f f i r m e d  t h e i r  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  any e x p l o i t a t i o n

of  the  resources  of  Antarc t ica  should  ensure  the  maintenance of in ternat ional  peace

and secur i ty  in  Antarct ica  and ‘.he  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  i t s  envirorrment  a n d  s h o u l d  b e  for

the benef i t  of al l  mankind. I n  t h a t  cobtext,  t h e y  a l s o  a f f i r m e d  t h a t  a l l  S t a t e s

Member- o f  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  h a d  a v a l i d  i n t e r e s t  i n  s u c h  e x p l o i t a t i o n .

More recently, at the Conference oL’ mreiqn  Ministers of the Movement of

Non-Al igned countr ies  he ld  in  Nicoeia in  September  1986, the  Minis ters  reaff i rmed

the p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  community  w a s  e n t i t l e d  t o  i n f o r m a t i o n

concerning a l l  aspects  of  ‘&ttrctica and tha t  the  Uni ted  Nstions should  be made the

cen t r a l  r epos i t o ry  o f  such in fo rma t ion . The Minis ters  a lso  cons idered  tha t  the

adoption by the An tart tic Treaty Consul ta tive Parties of a Convention on
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t h e  Regulation  o f  An ta rc t i c  Mine ra l  Beeource  act’.vities , on 2 June 1988, could make

efforta ti r each  a  coneensue  o n  t h e  isaue e t  t h e  Qneral  Assembly  more  d i f f i cu l t .

My delegation ie conscious of the wide divergence of viewr in the Committee on

t h e  q u e s t i o n  Gif  Anta rc t i ca  and  r e l a t ed  i s sues . We  f ee l  t ha t  wary e f fo r t  shou ld  be

made to avoid confrontation and to adopt a course  of action which would facilitate

dialogue on thie important question,.  promote a gradual narrcming of differences and

lead finally to the emergence of an international consensus on a new and

appropria te  rdgime for  Antarct ica .

Mr. AZ IKIWE  (Nigeria) I Since 1982, when the Antarctic Treaty

Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  s t a r t ed  nego t i a t i ons  on  a  m ine ra l s  r&gime  for Anta rc t i ca ,  t he

internat ional  oommuni ty  had expressed ser ious  concern  regarding the  decision of  the

Treaty  Par t ies  to  cont inue wi th  the negot ia t ions . When i t  becmne apparent  that  the

Treaty Part ies  were bent  on  implement ing  the i r  dec is ion  on  the  minera ls  re’gimzi

da t i ng  back  t o  t he  l a t e  19706, the General  Assembly,  a t  i t s  for ty-second semion

adopted resolution 42/46 B dated 30 November 1987 calling upon the Antarctic Treaty

Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  to  impose  a morator ium on negot ia t ions  to  es tabl ish  a  minera ls

rdgime for An tart tica. It  ie deeply regrettable that  the Antarct ic  Treaty

Consul ta t ive  Par t ies ,  d is regarding the  concerns  of  the  in ternat ional  communi ty ,

proceeded to  conclude  the  negot ia t ions  on  2  June  1988,  thue es tabl ish ing the

Convention on the Eiegulation  of lhtarctic  Mineral Resource Pu;tivitiee.  Equally

regre t table  i s  the  rush  to  open the  Convent ion for  s ignature  wi th in  a  year: wi th

ef feet from 25 November 1988.

My delegat ion’s  ooncerns are  not  only  based on the  obvious  f laws in  the

Convention i teelf . Indeed,  we are  to ta l ly  opposed to  any mineral8  COnVentiOn

i n v o l v i n g  activitieb  in  An ta rc t i ca . The re fo re ,  our  p o s i t i o n  i s  t h a t  t h e r e  s h o u l d
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be  a permment  morator ium on a l l  mineral  aativitiee in  Antarotica  because  Of the

advrrre effeotr such activities would have on the Antarctic eco-ryetern and the

ent i re  wor ld

I t  w i l l  b e  r e c a l l e d  t h a t  i n  i t s  s t a t e m e n t  o n  this s u b j e c t  o n  11 tivember  1 9 8 6 ,

my delegat ion expressed ser ious  oonoern about  the  adverse effect8 the  proposed

minera l  ac t iv i t ies  would  have on the  Antarctis  environment.

Although the  Treaty  Partiee seem to  have recognised the  dangers  of  any

e x p l o r a t i o n  a n d  e x p l o i t a t i o n  o f  m i n e r a l s  i n  t h e  v i r g i n  continent,  t hey  have  f a i l ed

to addreee a real solution to the problem. Their acknowledgment of significant

changes in atmoepher ic, ter res t r ia l  and marine  environments ,  ae well  aa adverse

effects  on global  or regional  c l imate  or  weather  pat terns ,  can be seen in  the

management procedures envisaged in the Convention. The solution to those oomplex

problems l ies  in  the  non- implementa t ion  of the  minera ls  rdgime.  The f looding of

t h e  g l o b a l  o c e a n s  anfl s e a s  t h a t  c o u l d  r e s u l t  f r o m  t h e  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  i c e  o n

Antarct ica ,  which accounts  for  over 90 per  cent  of  g lobal  ice ,  could  oe avoided by

e n s u r i n g  t h a t  t h e  i c e  d o e s  n o t  m e l t  t h r o u g h  m i n e r a l  a c t i v i t i e s . I  t h e r e f o r e  c a l l

on  t he  An ta r c t i c  T rea ty  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  t o  re frain  f r o m  s i g n i n g  t h e  minerah

re’gime  or Convention.

Pe rmi t  me  the re fo re  t o  r e i t e r a t e  my  delegation’s  ca l l  f o r  t he  estiblishment  of

a United Nations ad hoc committee to examine the whole question of Antarctica and

report to the Qneral Assembly taking into account the views expressed by Member

S t a t e s  i n  p r e v i o u s  s e s s i o n s .  S i m i l a r l y , I  w i s h  t o  r e i t e r a t e  o u r  v i e w  t h a t  e f f o r t s

should continue to be made to avoid any confrontation on the subject. I t  i s  o u r

h o p e  t h a t  a  cornemus r e s o l u t i o n  w i l l  be p o s s i b l e  a t  t h i s  s e s s i o n .
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krother  reriour  oonoern of my delegation regarding the Convention on the

Regu la t i on  o f  Antsratio Mine ra l  Rerouraea  Ibtivitier  18 itr r r l a t i o n r h i p  w i t h  t h e

activitfer of the International 8ea-Ikd Authority a8 l nviraged in the 1982

Convention on the bw of the Sea to regulate  mineralr  development  in the mea bed

beyond national jur irdiation. The unre t t led  quer t ion  of alaimath  and non-alaimant

Stater,  together with the Convantion on the Regulation of Antarotic Mineral

Rerource  ~tivitiee,  are in  oonfliat  with the  requirementr  of  the  Convent ion  on  the

Lhw o f  thr & a . Although the  Convention;  on minera l  reeouroem  reekr ti def ine  or

determine  the “geograph1aa1 cont inenta l  &elf ” in  aacurdance  with Artiole 76  of  the

Convention on the hw of the Sea, the fundamental question of ownerrhip  of

Antarctica remains unreeolved. The arguments of “claimantn  and “flag” State8  am

they may relate to the Convention on mineral reeourcee  are untenable. There  la no

amount of co-operation with the Convention on the Law of the Sea that will make the

Convention on mineral resources acceptable. The only aoceptable  course  of aation

that could be taknn by the Treaty Partier would be measurea  to ensure

non-rat i f icat ion of  the Convent ion  on  the  agulation  of Antarctia Minera l  Remourcer

Act ivitiee.

My de l ega t i on  hae repeabdly q u e s t i o n e d  t h e  r a t i o n a l e  f o r  allawing  the  r ao i r t

re’gime  i n  R e t o r i a , which has been euepended from the United Mtionlr,  to be a

n&mber of an organisation  made up of Member State8  of the United Nmtionr.
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By several  rsrolutione, the  Organioation  has aondemned  apar theid South Afr ica

for itr rac is t  pol ic ies .  Apar theid  has  been condemned in  severa l  Uni ted  Nat ions

foruma. Ln the  sme vein  there  have been repeated ca l ls  on the  rac is t  rdgime to

L tnounce  apar theid  and to  es tabl ish  a democrat ic  rule based on universa l  adul t

suf frags. My delegat ion wi l l  therefore  cont inue to  quest ion racis t  South  Afr ica’s

p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  Thor  m e e t i n g s  of  t h e  C o n s u l t a t i v e  Partiee.

Indek4, LC. its forty-second seasion  the General Assembly again adopted

repolut’on  42/46 A, and an appeal  was made to  the  Treaty  par t ies

‘ to  take urgent  measures  to  exclude the  racis t  apar theid  rdgime of South

Africa f rom p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the  metinge of  t he  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  a t  t he

ea r l i e s t  possible  date”

and to  inform the  Secretary-Gneral  accordingly. My d e l e g a t i o n  i s  d i s t r e s s e d  to

note from document A/43/565 that no positive action has been taken by the Treaty

p a r t i e s  i n  t h a t  r e g a r d . We are nrxe distressed by the maintenance of the arguments

adduced by the Treaty parties in document A/42/587. The principle of un iver Sal i ty

in  the  Uni ted  Nntione cannot  apply  to  a rdgime that  has been  suspenhd  fran the

world body. Paciet  South Afr ica  is  a pariah, at.3 i t s  p r e s e n t  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e

Antarct ic  Treaty System  needs  to  be  redressed for  reasons  I have juut adduced.  We

appeal  once  again  to  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  to  take  the

necessary s teps  to  exclude racis t  South Afr ica  f rom par t ic ipa t ion  in  the  meet ings

o f  t he  T rea ty  pa r t i e s .

Mr .  CDSTELlrD (Aus t ra l i a )  I I  add re s s  t he  Committae today  sn t h e  q u e s t i o n

o f  An ta rc t i ca  on  beha l f  o f  S t a t e s  Pa r t i e s  t o  t he  An ta rc t i c  T rea ty .

The agenda item on the question of Antarctica has been considered by the

General Assembly for the declared purpose of serving the best interest of

AntarcS.ica. But  tha t  in teres t  i s  not  served by at tacks on the  Antarct ic  Treaty

sys t em tha t  i s  p ro t ec t i ng  human i ty ’ s  i n t e r e s t  i n  An ta r c t i c a .
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(Mr. Costello, Australia)

The Treaty system works, and it works well. It has created a unique system of

international cooperation in the fields of environmental protection, scientific

research and the preservation and conservation of living resources in Antarctica.

It has ensured that Antarctica has remained free of political conflict and tension,

and it has ensured the complete denuclearization  and demilitarization  of the area.

Despite claims to the contrary, there has been no substantial effect on the

Antarctic enviroxxnent or living resources as a result of activities undertaken

under the Antarctic Treaty. NS military or nuclear activity has taken place in

Antarctica. No activities detrimental to the interests of the international

community have taken place in Antarctica.

On the contrary, the recommendations of Consultative Party meetings under the

Treaty and the treaties negotiated under it - the Convention on the Conservation of

Antarctic Seals, the Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living

Resources and the newly concluded minerals Convention - have built up an effective

Protection rggime for the environment.

The Treaty has developed a legal and juridical system, the Antarctic Treaty

system, which is in perfect conformity with international law. As a result of the

operation of the Treaty and the Treaty system, Antarctica is the area of the world

that best demonstrates the practical realization of the principles and purposes Of

the United Nations Charter.

The Treaty has made c' major contribution to international peace by removing

the potential for sovereignty disputes among Treaty parties. The Treaty has, in

effect, put to one side all disputes about sovereignty.

The Antarctic Treaty and the system it has developed have served humanity well

for over a quarter of a century and will continue to do so in the future, as is

indicated by the growing participation in it. The lakltarctic  Treaty is open to all

Members of the Organization. The Antarctic Treaty system is not closed. It is not
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(Mr. Cortello, Auatralis)

l 0x01~  ivr club. Sinoe  168t yrar ‘8 tiebrtr  Canada ha8 acaeded to thr Treaty. IhY

p a r t y  t h a t  undertakeo  subrtantial  roientifio rrraaroh cn t h r  continrnt wiil b e

recognirrd  ar h a v i n g  uonrultativr rtatur. Ii-i S8ptombor, Spain and Sweden became

COnrultative  Partier. Other Member8 of the United Nationr,  like Peru and buador,

lit0 rerking to bwome CoMultativo  Partirr and nave submitted a formal notification

to that l ffeot in oonformity  with the Treaty’8 Prcxirio38. Finland ha8 stated it8

wi8h t o  koune a Con8ultative  P a r t y .

The Trraty  ryrt6m do68 not operate in rearecy or ioolation.  The development

of  oo-perativo  working  re&tionr between tha Antaratlo  Trea ty  nystem and o t h e r

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  orguniaationm  is inorearing e v e r y  yuar, Thoee war king relatiOn8hipe

have developed into a procesr  of practioal  co-operation. At Ghe laet Consul tat ive

Party meeting reprerentativer  of the International Union for the Conservation of

Mture  and ktural Rerouroer aF,d the World Wteorological  Organization  were present

The  krtarctic  Treaty Partier, h ksever, are not complacent about i t6 6ucce66.

m the oontrary,  they are oontlnually  engaged in efforts to improve the Antarctic

Treaty 8~8 tern. In September of thie year, *Br example, the Parties to the

Convent ion  for the  Conservat ion  of Antarct ic  Sealr met  in  &don  to  review the

oQer ation  of that Convention. A number of dsci8ione  and recommendation6 were made

wlth a view to enh6nCing  it8 implementation.

We have heard, and will hear, in this debate much cr iticiem of the conclusion

thir year of the Antarctic mineral8 Convention. tich of that  cr i t ic ism f lows f rom

a mirunder8tanding  of the Convention and th6 way i t  will  operate. We regret  that

6ane of tho8e  who have 6ought to condemn the Convention have attributed motives to

the  T rea ty  partier t ha t  ar6 q u i t e  unt rue . The negot ia t ion  and conclus ion  of the

mineral6 Convention #I in fact the reeult  of the recognition by the Treaty Parties

thet a 8eparate ins t rument  ~66 needed in  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  eyetem.
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That recognition wa8 bared on the need to proteot the Antarc t ic environment

rhould  mineral8  activities  ever occur. The Treaty partier  were alro concerned that

any minerair  activity in  Antarc t ica  could  lead to  the  rerurrection  of di8pUtea

about rovereignty,  which, ar I have noted, have been ruccesrfully  put to one ride

by the Antarctic Treaty l

It  ha6 been eaid in thi8 debate that the minsralr Convention ha8 been

concluded with unseemly haete. I wieh to  record  tha t  the  formal negot ia t ion  of the

Convention began in June 1982, follcming adoption of a recommendation to that

e f fec t  by t he  An ta rc t i c  T rea ty  Coneultative  Partiee  i n  J u l y  1 9 8 1 .  T h e  formal

prOce88  of the  negot ia t ion  of the  Convent ion,  therefore ,  took 7 yeara. That cannot

be regarded,  by any reaeonable  s tandard,  a8 hasty.

The Convention on minerale  en6urea  that if minerals activitiee ever take place

in  Antarc t ica  they wi l l  do 60 wi thin  a  eyetem  that  protect6 the  Antarct ic  f rom

6nVirOnm6ntal t h r e a t 6  ad guards againot  a  r e v i v a l  of dieputes  o v e r  eovereignty.

I t  ia a  ma t t e r  o f  d i s appo in tmen t  t o  t he  T rea ty  pa r t i e s  t ha t  t he i r  c a r e fu l  and

eucceeeful  e f fo r t6  to  ach i eve  those aims i n  t h e  conclueion  of t h e  C o n v e n t i o n  haV6

been  aeaailed ae ef  for t6  to  damage the Antarc t ic  cont inent ,  the  preservs  tion of

which ha6 always been the hallmark and aim of activ J ties under  the Antarctic Treaty.

May I  expand on several  aspects of the  Antarct ic  minerals  Convel:tion  that  have

been mieunder stood. Firs t ,  the Convent ion  wi l l  no t  result  in  a rush  to  develop

mine ra l s  i n  An ta rc t i ca . I t  is moet  un l ike ly  t ha t  ex t r ac t i on  o f  m ine ra l8  i n  the

Antarct ic  wi l l  take place  for  the  foreeeeable future,  not least  because  no

exploi table  minera l  depoeits  have been IdentjI’ied  in  Antarct ica . Moreover, the

Treaty  Sta tes  voluntar i ly  held  back on minerals  ac t iv i ty  in  Antarc t ica  whi le  the

Convention was negot la ted. T h a t  v o l u n t a r y  r e s t r a i n t  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  p e n d i n g  timely

entry  in to  force  of  the  Convent ion. Be fo re  t ha t  c an  happen ,  a t  l e a s t  16  S t a t e s

w i 11 have to have adhered to the Convention.
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(Mr. Co8 te l lo ,  Au8 t ra l ia)

Secondly, the entry into foror of the Convention  on mineralr doee not mean

that whatever mineral re8ourcm8  are found In Antarctica can automatically be

mined. Every preoautIon  will be taken to ermure that mineral8 exploration and

development,  rhould  i t  ocaur,  w i l l  b e  environmntally  800ure.
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After  entry into force of  the  Convent ion , minera l8  explora t ion and develoment

Cannot take place  unlere  a serier of poslitive  decirionr  are taken,  beginning wi th  a

con6en8ue decieion  t o  i d e n t i f y  area8 f o r  po8aible  a c t i v i t i e s .

No e x p l o r a t i o n  a n d  development  may take  plats u n t i l  i t  16 judged,  af te r  a

comprehene  ive envirorrnental and technical a6eeeraent  I to be environmentally 8afeo

I t  muet fo l l ow  epecific  c r i t e r i a  and  sa fegua rds  t ha t  are  among  the  mart s t r i n g e n t

in  any  in t e rna t iona l  t r ea ty . Antarct ica  18 to  remain cloeed  to  explora t ion  and

d e v e l o p m e n t  unleee  a  coneen6u6 deci6ion  la taken  to iden t i fy  a  pa r t i cu la r  a r ea  a6

one in respect of which application6 for exploration and development may be lodged,

Th i rd ly ,  minerale  e x p l o r a t i o n  a n d  development  i n  An ta rc t i ca ,  i f  i t  t ake6

place ,  wi l l  be etrictly cont ro l led  60  a6  to  pro tec t  the  envi ronment .

If  mineral6  explora t ion and developnent  should occur ,  there  are  deta i led

compliance provi6ion8. Regulatory commit tee6 wi l l  s t r ic t ly  moni tor  activities  in

a rea6  iden t i f i ed  fo r  p66ibh mine ra l  exp lo r a t i on  and  develoment. There are

s t r i n g e n t  i n s p e c t i o n  provieion6. M i n e r a l  r e s o u r c e  activitie8  w i l l  be relrtricted Qr

p roh ib i t ed  i n  pa r t 6  o f  An ta r c t i c a  of  6pecial een6itivity. Anyone undertaking

mineral resource activitie6  will  be under an unqualified obligation to clean up any

damage to the Antarctic environment ariains rom t ha t  ac t iv i ty ,  and  to  pay

compeneation  i n  t h e  e v e n t  tha t  r e s t o r a t i o n  16 not  poeeible.

Fur ther  activitee  may be suspended i f  they cause or  threaten trD cause eerioua

harm to  the environment  and are subject  to  cancel la t ion i f  they cannot  be adjulsted

to avoid such harm.

Tho6e provieione  were  in tended not primari ly  to  exact  penaltiee  after  any

damage to the lhtarc tic envirorrnent  ha8 occurred. Their  main  a im la to  de ter

damage to  the  environment  f rom occurr ing in  the  f i rs t  p lace .
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Pburthly , the Miner al 8 Convention perpetuates the fundamental principle of the

hItarCtic  Trea ty  ryrtem tha t  t h e  Antarotic  shou ld  be  an  a r ea  conreorated  t o

peaoeful  a c t i v i t y . The Convention provide8 for a comprehensive  rrytam for the

peaoofu1 rrettlment  o f  disputer.

Fifthly,  reference ha8 been made in this debate to the quertion  of

q u a l i f i c a t i o n 6  f o r  memberrhip  i n  t h e  A n t a r c t i c  M i n e r a l  R e r o u r c e e  Conuniraion  t h a t

will  be ertabliehed  under the Convention. The Mineral8 Convention is oper. to any

par ty  to t he  An ta rc t i c  T rea ty , which I teelf la open to all Member States  of our

Crganization. Memberrhip  of  t h e  Commi8eion i s  n o t  etatic. Pa r t i e s  t o  the

Convention may become member8 of the Commi88ion  if they meet criteria eimilar to

tho8e of t h e  T r e a t y  itself.

In 8umnary,  the  Antarc t ic  Minerale  Convent ion  has been  derigned  to  pro tec t  the

Antarct ic  environment  to the  maximum extent  poeeible  and to  eneure that  any

p e r m i t t e d  m i n e r a l 8  act iv i ty  takes plaoe  o n  t h e  basis  of non-d i s c r imina to ry  acce88

and in a manner that does not cause conflict or discord. Having ident i f ied  the gap

in the  Antarct ic  Treaty  system concerning minerals  ac t iv i ty  and the  need for  an

environmental  pro tec t ion  re’gime should minerals  act ivi ty  ever  occur ,  the Treaty

partie  have  moved  t o  f i l l  i t  w i t h  a C o n v e n t i o n  t h a t  fully p r o t e c t s  t h e  i n t e r e s t s

of  humani ty  in  the  preservat ion of  the  environment  and pesce of the  Antarc t ic  and

t ha t  is f u l l y  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  p r i n c i p l e a  of t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s .

T h e  T r e a t y  p a r t i e s  f i n d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  a n d  a c c e p t  t h a t  t h e i r

conscientious effort should have exposed them to the criticism which haa been made

i n  t h i s  d e b a t e .

I  w i l l  n o t  r e p e a t  i n  d e t a i l  h e r e  t h e  o t h e r  g e n e r a l  p o i n t s  about  t he  T rea ty

system that were made by my predecessor, Ambassador Wcolcott,  in previous debates

o n  t h i s  issue, b u t  I  s h o u l d  l i ke  br i e f l y  t o  upda t e  t hem.
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We have pointed before to the extermive  information that the Treaty p8rtie8

h a v e  p r o v i d e d  t o  t h e  U n i t e d  Nations  o n  t h e i r  activitier. Meet r ecen t ly ,  Wew

Zealand ha8 provided to the  Secretary-General  the  Final  Aert and Final  Report  of the

Pburth Special  Antarct ic  Treaty Conlrultative  Meet ing  at  whioh the  Antarc t ic

Miner al 8 Convention wa8 adopted. The Statement of the Chairman to the Minerti6

Convention Negotiation8 about the concluricn  of the Convention ha8 been circulated

a8 a United Nation8 document.

The Treaty  partiee wi l l  oontinue  to  keep the  Uni ted  Nat ion8 informed of  the i r

de1  iberationa.

The  minerale  Convent ion  cont inues  ite pract ice  of  co-peration  wi th  the  Uni ted

Nations. I t  provides  f o r  e x t e n s i v e  c o - o p e r a t i o n  w i t h  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  organizationa.

The Convention prwif&e  that the Antarctic Mineral Resource8 Commission  ehall

co-operate with the United Nations and ite relevant apecialized  agenciee. The

C o n v e n t i o n  epecifically  provide6 fo r  opportunitiee  fo r  i n t e rna t i ona l  o rgan i za t i one

to  express views on the  ecientific8 t e c h n i c a l  a n d  environmental  aspect8 of

An ta rc t i c  mine ra l  re8ourcee  activitiee. The Advieory  Committee 16 to give advance

n o t i c e  o f  ite meetinga fo r  t ha t  pu rpose .

Reference has  been made in  thie debate  to  the  ro le  of  non-governmhntal

organiza t ione  in  the  bodice se t  up  by the  Convent ion .

The  Conventon  provide6  tha t  the  Commiaeion may, a6 appropr ia te ,  g ive  observer

status in  the  Commiasicm  aa well  aa in  ita Scient i f ic ,  lbchnical  and Environment81

Wvieory  Conanittee  t o  r e l evan t  i n t e rna t i ona l  o rgan i za t i one ,  specifically  i n c l u d i n g

non-goverrmental  organ iza tions.

Previously,  we have eought  to  correc t  the  impreeeion tha t  hae  been raised

aga in  i n  t h i a  deba t e  t ha t  t he  An ta r c t i c  T rea ty  is i n  some my b i a e e d  againat t h e

i n t e r s e t s  o f  t h e  d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s .  T h a t  is n o t  t h e  cam.
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T h e  Minerdlr  Convention  empharioer  t h e  i n t e r e r t r  o f  devaloping  countriee. I n

the  P reamble  and  a  number  of Articlrr,  rpecific  r e c o g n i t i o n  ie g i v e n  t o  t h e

interer t r  of developing aountrier. It l n8ure8 that there are opportunities  for

dewloping countrier to  par t ic ipate  in  minera l8  activitir8  and guarantee8

developing oountry participrrtion in regulatory activitier  eatahlirhed under the

Convention. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  C o n v e n t i o n  c a n n o t  evm enter i n to  fo r ce  unleee  f ive

of the  16  partier  to  it are  developing countr ier  tha t  are Antarct ic  Treaty

C o n r u l t a t i v e  Partier. T h a t  18, f i ve  o f  t he  81x d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e r  tha t  a re

Conrultative  Partier to the Treaty muot accede to the Convention btafore it can

e n t e r  i n t o  forca.

In  addi t ion,  the  Convent ion provide8 for  ef fect ive  p&rticipation  of  developing

count t ie r  in  the  inatitutiona  to  be created by the Minerala Convent ion ,  a8  wel l  86

fo r  t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  m i n e r a l 8  activitie6  thcmrelvee  rhould  they  ever

ocwr.

Much ha8 been  88id a t  the  current  eeraiar of the  Qneral  Aeaembly  about global

change8 i n  t h e  environment. &thing d i d  more t o  a l e r t  h u m a n i t y  t o  t h e  e f f e c t s  i t

could  be  having on tha t  environmnt than the  d i rcovery  of  the  hole  in  the  ozone

layer . T h a t  di8COVOry  wa8 m:rde ad a  r$?eult  o f  30 yeare’ re8earck  i n  t h e  Antarctic

by  an  i nd iv idua l  n s t i on  S t a t e .

A8 a re8Ult of that  dircovery and of other  threa tened change6 to  our

envirotwent,  humanity 18 coming round ,  somewha t  ha l t i ng ly  perhape,  t o  a  be l i e f  t ha t

i t  o u g h t  t0 p r e d i c t  po88ible  environIIWIta1  ef fec t s  before  anba rk ing  on  ac t i on  tha t

might advetrely  at feet the environment. The Antarctic Nnxale Convention is the

firlt i n t e r n a t i o n a l  t r e a t y  t o  m&e mandatory  t h e  exercise  o f  6uch e n v i r o n m e n t a l

p r ed i c t i ve  fo r e r i gh t . Main, thy lhtarctic  T r e a t y  eyetem hae l e d  t h e  rrey a n d  it

i l l  kooIlbe8 rane i n  our  Organization  to c a l l  i n t o  q u e e t i o n  such exmpla ry  ca re  fo r

l nvironnent matter8 aa har been shown by the Antarctic Treaty Parties.
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We wi l l  rhortly  be vot ing  on draft rerolution  A/C.1/43&82*

Once  aga in ,  coneenrur o n  thir i88ue  ha8  evaded Ebmberr o f  t he  Unibd  Natione.

We remain a t  a l l  t imer  wi l l ing to  6eek CoMeMUI~ But t h e  e88ential  thrust o f  t h e

draf t  r e r o l u t i o n  ia u n a c c e p t a b l e  t o  t h e  T r e a t y  partier. W e  c a n n o t  a c c e p t  it8

impl ied  premiee  that  there  18 romething wrong with  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  ryrtem and

t h a t  i t  require6  r e n e g o t i a t i o n . The United Nations rryetem and the Antarctic Treaty

eyetem  are b o t h  eyatems w i t h  t h e i r  o w n  v a l i d i t y .  olce  t h a t  18 recognised,  t h e r e  i6

no rea8on why co-operative mrking relationrhip6  8hculd  not be further developed to

the  benef i t  of both  system.

I repeat the concluding word8 of my gredeceeror ,  Ambaellador  Wooloott,  i n  la8t

years ‘a debate. Nei ther  the vote nor  the adopt ion of  the resolu t ion  wi l l  in  our

opinicn  Berve  human i ty ’8  i n t e r e s t  i n  An ta rc t i ca  no r  a f f ec t  t he  oontinwd  ef fec t ive

ope ra t i on  o f  t he  An ta r c t i c  Tre6ty. That can only be done on the baeie  of

in ternat ional  uni ty  which takea into  account the achievenentr  8nd oontinuing

6ucce66  of  the Antarct ic  Treaty system.



835 /lO A/C. l/4 3/pV. 4 5
36

Mr l SUIRESM ( Indonesia) I five years ago, when the question of

Antarctica was first added to the agenda of the First Committee, a number Of

delegations pronounced themselves on a subject which had previously remained

essentially beyond world public attention and interest. Consideration of the item

and the debate that ensued rightly focused cur attention on the political,

juridical, economic and scientific importance of the region and on its wide-ranging

and complex ramif ications for mankind as a whole. They also evoked an appreciation

of the Ihtarctic Treaty system as a unique mechanism for regulating and promoting

scientific co%@eration, resource conservation and environmental protection.

Member States readily acknowledged the importance of preserving the values of the

Treaty while protecting in perpetuity the larger interests of the international

community. As a result, a general consensus has emerged on the need to avert

strife and conflict over claims of sovereignty cn the continent, to preserve

Antarctica’s denuclearized and demilitarized status, to protect its fragile

ecosystem from man-made hazards and to ensure that its exploration and exploitation

will be consistent with the principles and purposes of the Charter.

Sowever, as we delved further into this issue , there emerged divergences of

views and the recognition that in its future development this huge and barely

explored continent posed a number of unresolved problems and contained the seeds of

potential international discord. It became clear that the present Treaty contained

either ambiguities or inherent deficiencies in its structure, scope and

decision-making procedures, which have cast doubt on its efficacy in resolving

those emerging problems in a manner equitable for the interests of all mankind.

Thus, serious misgivings were expressed about the fact that the Treaty conferred

special rights and privileges on the Consultative Parties and about its inherently

selective and exclusivist nature, as well as about such questions as
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acccclntability,  equity and the relationship between the Antarctic Treaty system and

the United Nations.

Equally disturbing was the posture adopted by the Antarctic Treaty

Consultative Parties of remaining ambiguous on the question of the

interrelationship between the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and

the Antarctic Treaty concerning any future exploitation of resources in the

southern ocean.

Compounding all this is the widely held perception that the re'gime as now

constituted cannot accommodate the interests and concerns of nations that are not

Consultative Parties. Indeed, States that are not Antarctic Treaty Consultative

Parties have rarely been allowed to play a meaningful role in the region's

institutions, which raises questions about safeguarding the larger interests of

mankind.

Nowhere is this more pronounced than in the negotiations on the establishment

of a minerals rggime. Indeed, the exclusion of the vast majority of States from

that endeavour justifiably caused serious misgivings as TV the conduct and aims of

the Consultative Parties. Our skepticism was all the greater in the face of the

assertion by Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties that such a re'gime was of little

consequences allegedly because the mineral depcsits were few and because, in any

event, their extraction was technologically unfeasible for now. That, however* was

not corroborated by the unseemly haste with which the negotiations were concluded

last June, presenting us with a fait accompli.

Although paying lip-service to the interests of the international community as

a whole and to taking account of the special situation of developing countries, the

Convention on mineral resources appears to reject the principle of equitable

sharing of resources for all mankind. Mineral activities will be conducted within
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the franrwork of the Antamtic Treaty, and only members of the “club” will  be

allawed  to  engage in  explora t ion,  which re jec ts  the par t ic ipat ion and involvement

o f  a l l  deve lop ing  countrier. ticluaion  of  Statec n o t  Ihtarctic  Treaty  Conwlt&tive

Partier from the  inrtitutionr  of  the  rigime  for  mineral  reaclrcea  ie unacceptable

t o  us, aa it ie t o  a large  major i ty  o f  nations.

It  ir i ronic  that  a  par t  of  the  world  of ten regarded a8 a  model  for

in ternat iona l  cooperation  m a y  t u r n  l n t o  a source  o f  i n t e rna t i ona l  f r i c t i on .  We

therefore regret  t h e  d e c i s i o n  by t h e  Conrultative  Pa r t i e s  to spurn t h e  General

Asaembly’r cal l  for  a morator ium on the  negot ia t ions  unt i l  euch t ime aa al l  members

o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  ownmunity  c o u l d  p a r t i c i p a t e  e f f e c t i v e l y  i n  t h e  elaboration  o f

a re’gime. Such actions are  incompat ib le  wi th  the  wiahelr expressed bl’ the

international community, and constitute a major obrstscle  to a coneenaue decision.

AnoGer area  of  p o t e n t i a l  c o n t e n t i o n  ie the q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  relationehip

between the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, to wl.ich nnre than 150

nation6  are  s igna to r i e s , and the  Antarc t ic  Treaty,  aa regards eovereigntyt

jurisidiction  and diepute settlement, a8 w e l l  a 8  t he  ro l e  o f  t he  In t e rna t i ona l

Sea-Bed Authori ty  in  any future  exploi ta t ion of  resourcea  in the  mar ine  areas of

Anta rc t i ca . ?&I an  a r ch ipe l ag i c  Sta te , Indonesia  a t taches  importance to  the

89nctfty  of the Convention, and wi l l  oppose a t tempts  to  super impose  the  Antarc t ic

Trea ty  on any  o f  i t s  ptovieiars, se that would erode the authority and

inviolabi l i ty  of  the  Convent ion as  a  whole . In  t ha t  con t ex t , some of  the  area6

t ha t  need  e l abo ra t i on  and  c l a r i f i c a t i on  a r e  t he  del!, “ttrtion  of  respect ive

j u r i s d i c t i o n s , t he  c l a r i f i c a t i on  o f  l ega l  p r i nc ip l e s  i nvo lved ,  and  t he  question  at

what  point  the  jur isdict ion of the  Treaty  over  mari t ime resource8  ends  and that  of

the Sea-Bed Authority begins.

Xith r e g a r d  t o  ‘ h e  detzrJocation  o f  t h e  atmosphere  over Antarctica, satellite

obeervationa  have conf i rmed that  the  ozone layer  over  tha t  cont inent  p lungee to
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dangerourly  low levolr  for  about  a  month  every year ,  r a t t i n g  of f  a  frantia rear&

for a roiantifio  explanat ion. T h a t  phenunenon har beoom,  more  pronounmd i n  reoont

years, cauring  reriour  oonoern  among  coientirtn,  who bel ieve  that  the Earth’8

proteot ive  layer of  osone ir being dertroyed  more qufakly,  with potentially

disartrour  oonmcpenoeb. Mearurer t h a t  may b e  t a k e n  b y  t h e  Antamtic  Treaty

n a t i o n s  c a n n o t  emure co-ordinated  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a c t i o n  t o  protoot  t h e  atmomphere

and  ave r t  t he  rinks  for  l i f e  on  Ea r th . In t a c t ,  an  i n t e rna t i ona l  o o n f  ormoo I hold

a t  Montreal  l a s t  y e a r ,  war a b l e  t o  r e a c h  o n l y  a  l i m i t e d  agroament t o  freeme  a n d

eventual ly  reduce t h e  use of  a  ce r t a in  ca t egory  o f  chemicalm8 ohlorof luoroaatbonr  .

My delegat ion regards  par t ic ipat ion by the  out law racirt rigime  of South

Af r i ca  a s  a  Consu l t a t ive  Pa r ty  to  t he  AntaK,tic  Trea ty  as u t t e r l y  r epugnan t?  and

cal ls  for  South Aft ma’s exclusion  from the  meet ings  of Treaty partire.

In  t hose  oircumatanoee,  t h e r e  is a n  i m p e r a t i v e  n e e d  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e

provisione  of  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  in  a  manner  that  would be  mare  equi table  wi th

respect  to  the  concerns  and intersets  of al l  Sta tes . Thie is a l l  t h e  m o r e  u r g e n t

a t  a  t i m e  w h e n  t h e  A n t a r c t i c  rdgime i s  a t  CL croesroada.

Given those over r id ing cons ideta  tione, the  fundamenta l  ques t ions  to  be

answered are these: Haw can the vast  major i ty  of  State8 play a meaningful  role  in

Anta rc t i c  a c t i v i t i e s  and  fu l f i l  t he  cond i t i ons  fo r  becOming  An ta rc t i c  T rea ty

Coneultative Pa r t i e s  w i thou t  pay ing  t he  p roh ib i t i ve ly  h igh  p r i c e ,  wh ich  requires

s u b s t a n t i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  programmer a n d  i n v e s t m e n t s  t o  estab l ish  a r e sea r ch  s t a t i on

o n  t h e  c o n t i n e n t ?  W h a t  a r e  t he  p r ac t i c a l  modalitier  fo r  wider  g l o b a l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n

i n  decisionmaking  o n  s u c h  a c t i v i t i e s ? How can we ensure that the htarctic Treaty

sye t em i s  in f ac t  ope ra t i ng  fo r  t he  bene f i t  o f  a l l  mank ind ,  and  the reby  presarve

the  s t ab i l i t y  o f  t he  r eg ion?
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The rnmorr wa Cwhion to thomo qurrtionr will oarry with them Far-reaahing

impliaationr,  not  on ly  fo r  the region  but  alro beyond  it. Indeed ,  t he  dynamic

prooeuer under way in the region aall for innovative approachor to ovorooming  the

challenger t o  our rhared objeativer i n  Antarotius.
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If our goal  ir thr  damoaratisation of the Trraty  through grrator intrrnational

co*peration  i n  i t 8  fu~ationing, i t  ir rrrential t h a t  w e  wok vioblo  anrwerr tro

t h e s e  c o r e  irnluer. With a view to aontr ibuting to our drliberationr,  my delegation

would like to advance rune ruggertionr whore implmontation  trsould  enhanae anIl

aafeguard  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  i n t e r e r t r  of  a l l  State@ i n  t h e  f u r t h e r  e x p l o r a t i o n  a n d

exploitation of Antaratiaa.

Firat, non-aonrultative partier lrhould  br accorded a genuine  ro le  in

decision-making  within the franework of the present arrangementr. Thir would

Lncreaee confitince  in  t he  T rea ty  and t he r eby  a t rmg then  t he  system i a whole.

Secondly ,  the  Antaratic Treaty Consultative Part ies  rhauld  seek the

participation of all relevant United Nations l peoialized aqermier and

non-goverrmental  organiaationa in order to encourage their input and to draw upon

their expertise. Thie  i s  pa r t i cu l a r l y  r e l evan t  w i th  r ega rd  t o  environmental,

m e t e o r o l o g i c a l  a n d  o t h e r  s c i e n t i f i c  reaearah, w h i c h  irr i nc r ea s ing ly  t u rn ing  t o

glabal,  in terd iec ip l  inary 8 tudiee  requi r ing  so-ordination  with  in ter  na t ional

orgaqizatione  a n d  i n s t i t u t i o n s  engagitd i n  s i m i l a r  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  o t h e r  part8 o f  t h e

globe. In fact, there is a oompelling  need for an organic link between those

organizatione  a n d  t h e  activities  o f  t he  An ta rc t i c  T rea ty  Consultative Pa r t i ee .

Thirdly, ecien tista from developing countr ice should  be provided with

opportunitiee  t o  pa r t i c i pa t e  i n  r e s ea r ch  p rog rammer ,  i nc lud ing  t he  sharing o f

expertise as rega rds  epecialized equipment  and  l og i s t i c a l  rrupport i n  r a t t i ng  up

their An tart tic programnee. This would go a long #y toward8 removing the aura of

e x c l u s i v i t y  s u r r o u n d i n g  t h e  p r e s e n t  a c t i v i t i e s .

Pbur  thly , a non-xc lue ive ,  nond i sc r imina to ry  and  i n t e rna t i ona l l y  acceptab le

re’gime  f o r  m i n e r a l  a n d  o t h e r  reeource8 should  oe established. This would provide

for an equitable managef~~ent  and ahar ing of benefi te for a 11 mankind, and enaure the

nmintenance  of peace and security in  the  region.
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Fif thly, t h e  Vnited  htionr  should  bm a l l owed  to  arramr ita irrs~lacrable r o l e

aa t h e  u n i q u e  multilateral  framwork for  draling w i t h  t h e  complex ireues  a t t e n d a n t

u p o n  the Antarotia. T h e  p r o p o u l  to  invite the  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  t o  a l l  mee t ings

of tha Trraty Partier rhculd  be viewed in  thir oontext .

My  de l ega t i on  bolievor t h a t  t h e  implrmentation  o f  thoee  p ropo ra l r  warld

l nhanae the credibility of the Antarctic Treaty and the oft-rama&d  profeaaion  of

itr member8  tha t  it ir i n d e e d  an o p r n  a n d  transparent ayrtem. 6o farr the

Antarctic Treaty Conrultativr Partier  have not rhcwn thmmelver ready to addrees

purposefully t h e  mirgivingr  and ooncernm  o f  t h e  non4’reaty nations.  W e  t h e r e f o r e

hope that  they wi l l  reriourly  r(Iaoaeam thei r  policier  and oontr  ibu te  toward6

atrengthening the ryrtom l o am to render it accountable and henoe acceptable to the

oomity of nation@.

I t  ir relfrvidrnt  tha t  f l ex ib i l i t y  cn  t he  pa r t  of  the Anta rc t i c  Treaty

Conaultativo  Partier will be a rine qua non for broad internatianal  co-operation

and thwoby l nrurr the future rtability of Antarctica. Such a manifertation  should

provide  tangible  proof of  the i r  in tent ion  to reach conaeneueI  which ha8 e luded  u8

d u r i n g  t h e  paat t h r e e  resrionr. Conrequently,  i n  expreoaing  o u r  eupport  f o r  d r a f t

r e r o l u t i c n  A/C.1/43/L.82,  w e  u r g e  t h e  Consultative  P a r t i e s  t o  reconsider t h e i r

porition  and to reopond  positively  to the legitimate interests  of the international

oommuni ty .

Mr. KOTEV8  KI (Yugoelavia)  : S ince  we first began to  consider  the  ques t ion

of Antarct ica  many delegat ion6 have voioed  the i r  opin ion  on  var ioue  aepects  of this

important  16~1. The very fact  tha t  i t  18 be ing  cons idered  in  our Oryanizat ion ie

proof of  itr g loba l  na tu r e . My delegation ie deeply convinced that I since

Antarctica  i8 eiggificant for the world at large, the intereete of the entire

international community in it, a n d  t h e  realization  a n d  p r o t e c t i o n  Af thoee

intereeta,  can beet be achieved through the United Nationa.
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T h e  imprrative  o f  the prerentday  w o r l d  ir the rtrangthoning o f  InternatiOnal

cosalperr  ation. On l&o ona hand, wo murt prorervr  thu aahievmrntu mada 80 far and

build future actionr upon thorn. On the other hand, we mwt rrek to aahiovo  a joint

approaah t o  a l l  the ahallrnger w e  f a c e  a n d  rearoh f o r  eolutionr  aouepteble t o  a l l .

On thir baeia, Yugoslavia aonaiderr  that  the  val idi ty  of the htamtic Treaty - the

ryatem eetabliahed in 1959 - im of partiaular  importawe,  sven though i t  ia the

product of a mmaller number of counttier. The provirion that Antamtioa  l hall be

used for peaosful purpree only and that any nmawre# of a military nature there

mhall be prohibited ir alro l xoeptionrlly important. In  addi t ion ,  offort to

preserve  t h e  e x c e p t i o n a l l y  renritive  eoologioal  myrtem in  Antaratioa  rhould be

supported, ae mhould other provimionr  that permit itr use l xalurively for peaoeful

purpoeee. In  our  view,  no  aotion by  the  in ternat iona l  oommunity  rhould rerult in

weakening the aximting  agreemontr, which h a v e  80 f a r  withrtood t h e  t e r t  o f  t i m e .

However, important ampecte  of so-operation  in Antarctioa,  ruoh aa the qwmtion

of natural reaout’ces,  have not been inaluded in the agreement. T’w fao t  tha t  the

Antarctic  Treaty hae lef t  amide the  quemt ion  of ter r i tor ia l  sovereignty u that  ir,

from the legal  point  of  v iew, Mtamtica  i s  rea uommunis  osmium  - alearly indicatea

t h a t  t h e r e  ie n o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l ega l  baeie for  the  exp lo i ta t ion  of  na tu ra l

remourcem b y  i n d i v i d u a l  S t a t e s  o r  groups o f  Statee.

In this context it ie important to point out that numerous reaolutiona  of the

General Ameembly, particularly thome adopted at the lamt two eeeeionr,  empharioe,

i n t e r  alia, t h e  nwd for  fu l l  i n fo rma t ion  to  be  g iven  to  the  8ecretary-General  b y

the Antarctic  Treaty Consultative Partiee on all  aepectr relat ing to IlntamtiCa*

T h e  r e s o l u t i o n s  aleo ca l l  f o r  pa r t i c ipa t i on  by  t he  Secretary-GIneral  or  hie

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  i n  t h e  meeting6  o f  t h e  C o n m u l t a t i v e  Partiee,  inc luding  negotiation8

on a mineral  re’gfme, and Antarctic Treaty Consultative Partier are requerted  to



JP/f r A/C, 1/43/PV.  45
44

(Mr. KotevBki,  tigoelavia)

impose a  m o r a t o r i u m  o n  negotirtionr  t o  e m t a b l i e h  thio rdgime.  Unfo r tuna te ly ,  there

har been no adequate reaotion tm there requeatr  made by the varrt majority of the

member r of the anera Auembly  l

M⌧eover, n o t  sly have  Antarotio  Treaty Conrultative  Partiee n o t  r e s p o n d e d  t o

the  requarta of the  in ternat ional  awununity,  but they have proceeded to  adopt ,  in

June  thin yeart without  breeder  uonrultatiarr,  the  Convent ion  on  the  Regula t ion  of

Antaratia M i n e r a l  Rerourae Ibtivitiam.

In our  opinion,  rush a rigime  should  have been e labora ted  wi th in  the  Uni ted

Nation, no matter when the UIO of natural reaourcea  would be pomeible  - all  the

more  10 rinse Antarotiaa ir inva luab le  fo r  the w h o l e  mrld, c o n s i d e r i n g  i t s

except ional ly  great  inf luenae  on the  c l imate , I te abundant flora and fauna and i ta

mine ra l  romource8. In thie oontext,  we poin t  out  the  conclus ion  of  the  recent

Conference of Foreign Minirtere  of Non-Aligned Countries, held in Nicoeia. The

Ministere conridered  thut

%him development  could make  more  d i f f i cu l t  e f fo r t e  a t  a  conseneus  on th is

ieeue a t  the U n i t e d  Nation6 Olneral  Aaeetily a n d  e x p r e e a e d  t h e  h o p e  t h a t  a l l

Statem would  resume ao-operaticm  on and par t ic ipa t ion  in  the  Uni ted  Nat ions

General Ae3embly debate on thie item, with the purpose of coming to an

unders tanding on al l  aspect8  concerning Antarct ica  wi thin  the  f ramework of  the

Uni ted  Nat ions  Gsneral A6eembly”. (A/43/667, p. 51, para. 183)

We cannot  accept  exclusivenose  in  the  t rea tment  of  these issues. Such an

approach cannot  be  in terpre ted  am other  than d iscr iminat ion  in  the  in ternat ional

communi ty ,  which ie thereby denied  the  legi t imate  r ight  to  coneider  and par t ic ipate

in  t he  e l abo ra t i on  o f  t he  fu tu r e  l ega l  re’gime  w h i c h  la i m p o r t a n t  a n d  o f  i n t e r e s t  t o

t h e  e n t i r e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  oomunity. T h e  l a t e s t  p r a c t i c e - the  Treaty  governing the

Moon and outer  apace and,  par t icular ly , the Convention on the Law of the Sea - has
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shown that on questions of common interest we must seek solutions woeptable  to all

0oun tr lam.

My delegat ion therefore  bel ieves  that  in  oonsider ing this very sens i t ive  and

complex  mubject  we must make further efforts tc deepen the oonetruotive  dialogue

within  the  Uni ted  Nationm aimed a t  promot ing co-opera t ion in  Antaratiaa and at

c o n s o l i d a t i n g  a l l  p o s i t i v e  aepects  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  rigimr and b r i d g i n g  t h e  eximtinq

d i f f e r e n c e s . &body  s h o u l d  f e e l  t h r e a t e n e d  b y  t h a t  - l e a s t  o f  a l l  t h e  A n t a r c t i c

T r e a t y  Conmultative  Partiee - s i n c e  o u r  i n t e r e s t  i s  n o t  divisivenemsr  b u t ,  ratherr

the establishment of a point of convergence and the promotion of aloser

ao*peration  between the  sys tem establishet‘ kv the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  on the  one hand

and the United Nations on the other, in  accordance  wi th  the  long-term in teres ts  of

the international community aa a whole.

The CHAIRMAN: This afternoon wa shall hear the remt of the speakers on

thie i tem and then take  ac t ion on draf t  resolut ions  A/C.1/43/L.83  and

A/C. 1/43/L. 0.7.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.


