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The meeting waas galled to orxder at 3,55 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS8 69, 69, 70 AND 12 (gentinued)

QENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY AGENDA ITEMS

REPORT o THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL (chapter 111, section D)

Mr. SARDENBERG (Brazil): Allow me to start om a personal note, Sir.
Twenty years ago, when the General Assembly adopted virtually unanimously the
Declaration on the Strengthening of International S8ecurity (resolution 2734 (XXV)),
| had the opportunity, as a junior member Of the Brasilian delegation to the First
Committees, (O participate in the intensive negotiations leading to the final text
of the Declaration, to whioh the Latin American States made a significant
contribution.

In 1970 the world was a different place. United Nations membership was a
little more than 120 States, and we were still discussing the Question of the
admission of two Germanys., East-West confrontation was a crude reality, with the
arms race, particularly the nuclear-arms race, reaching overwhelming proportions.
Conflicts around the globe were fuelled by super-Power competition for spheres of
influence. Decolonization in many countries was still a coveted dream, and the
international community was increasingly aware of the heinous régime of apartheid.
The need for a more just and balanced economic order was at the top of the
international agenda.

The celebration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the United Nations stressed
the fact that our Organization was not attaining the high goals for which it had
been conceived in San Francisco. A stalemate had been reached. The world
Organization was unable to address the political issues of concern to the majority
of the international community, tnrough the General Assembly, the Security Council

or the Economic and Social Council, in their specific spheres of competence, The




JP/ras A/C.1/45/PV.47
3-5

( rd r

Organization Was relegated to the role of spectator to numerous violations of the
principles enshrined in its Charter. Any attenpts to deliberate on the pressing
political.issues related to international peace and security were disnm ssed as
unrealistic or, nore surprisingly, as not conducive to betterment of the politica
situation

The adoption of the Declaration in those circumstances constituted, therefore,
an extraordinary achievement of multilateral diplomacy, and fostered hopes,
particularly anong devel oping countries, that the United Natiecas had nade an
inportant step towards the consideration of a new -world order of internationa
peace and security, in line with the purposes and principles to which all Menber
States subscribed when they signed the Charter

Az the then Permanent Representative of Brazil said at the momentof the
adoption of resolution 2734 (XXV):

"we consider that this session of the Assenbly is a turning-point in the life

of this Organiaatioa. So we have a feeling, not of satisfaction with what we

have achieved, but of determnation to face the trenmendous tasks ofthe

future, a funrebased ot he concept ofjustice, not on the concept of power:

a future in which political realismwll not be invoked to freeze the

aspirations of the smaller nations: a future in which peace among nations wll

mean SONEthing nore than a tolerable state of warfaresa future in which

di sarmanent wi 7.1 nmean sonething morethan a tolerable arnms race: and a future

in which econom ¢ devel opnent for all nations will becone a reality, and not

only a tolerable state of poverty, "0ffigcial Records of the General

A 1 -f£i i m in r
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(My. _Sardepberg, Bragil)

He also said:

"We comsider that the draft Declaration on the strengthening of
international security represemts a formal repudiation of all curreznt theories
of power politics, balance of power and spheres of influence. .., A new
right is now recognigzed and proclaimed by the United Natioms: the right to
security, which will be the corner-stone of the evolving law of international
security.” (ibid., para. 120)

After that almost 20 years of painful frustratioa went by without the hopes
that the’tealaration gave rise to materialising. Those were years of limited,
insufficient achievement in the fields of international peace and security, of
persistent recourse to power politics and of an intolerable state characterised by
war, the arms race and poverty. The cold war and the adoption of highly selective
approaches to the issues of international peace and security smothered the
potent.al for an interdependent world and universal participation in the
international decision-making process.

In your introductory remarks, Mr. Chairman, you expressed in a very able and
eloquent manner the view that the world has entered a new phase, in which
confrontation has been superseded by co-operation. Indeed, we are living at the
dawn of an era of renewed hopes for the establishment of a world order based on
peace and security, with the full participation of all States. |I need not compare
the issues which confronted us in 1970 wfth our present concerns.
Secretary-General Javier Perez de Cuellar himself stated in the introduction to his
report oa the work of the Organisation that

“The period we have entered is Janus-faced.” (A/45/1, p. 2)
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(Mr, Sardenmberxq, 3razil)

The posi tive devel opments on the international scene underscore the need to
address the chal l enges that still lie ahead. Those challenges cannot be
underestimted, as the present crisis in the Mddle East clearly stresses. The
possibilities of fulfilling our |ong-held expectations have never before seemed so
concrete. But despite majorchanges in the patterns of East-\West relations and in
the approach to international security issues, the extent twhich the new
devel opnments will lead to a shift from policies based on force and power to a new
security systembased on justice, equality and co-operation remains to be seen.

As the United Nations addresses the challenges of a newworld order it is the
primary task of the CGeneral Assenbly, through this Conmttee, to deliberate on a
conprehensi ve an@ structured systemofinternational peace and security, ensuring
that the concepts of power which in one formor another have prevailed since 1945
w Il finally beconme obsol ete.

The first question to be addressed concerns the full participation of all
States in the consideration of security issues which are of global concern. The
tendency towards what has been called “ssleective multilateralisn indealingwth
international security issues runscontrary to the need to build a system devoted
to lasting peace. The tight of all States to participate in the process of
building a new world otder is essential for the successful achievement of this goal.

As President Fernando Col lor stated in the General Assenbly:

“Peace is multifaceted and should translate at the international |evel
the trends t owards denocracy, participation and representation.
Democratization ofthe world order is a prerequisite for a peace that is both
just and sound, free from any kind of threat. Peace must mean morethan the
abolition of conflicts, of threats and of the hegemoni c preponderance of the

most devel oped or most powerful. Thus, the majorinternational institutions
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(Mr._Sardenberg, Brasil)

murt refloat the new realities ani be capable of accommodating the rapid and

fruitful increase in contacts among States and the formation of multiple

groupings." (A/45/PV.4. p. 12)

The renewed commitment to the United Nations and to its main organ8 is
certainly to be considered a major achievement of the present time, The
strengthening of the role of the United Natioms fully coincider with the needé to
give new meaning to the concepts of peace and security. While streagthenlag the
role of the Security Council and of the Economic and Social Council, as eavisaged
in the Charter, remains important, we should concentrate our efforts on enhancing
and giving increased significance to the General Assembly, as the central and
universal political forum of the United Natioms system . Only with the full
participation of all Member States can the Organisatiom achieve the goal of
constructing a new world order, We should therefore earnestly begin to consider
ways and means to streangthem and enhance the role of the general Assembly.

Significant advances have undoubtedly been made in the field of disarmament.
The recent agreement8 between the United State8 of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republica on nuclear disarmament and the agreement on the reduction of
conventional forces in Europe are very important but still limited steps towards
reducing the levels of armaments in the most armed region of the world. General
and complete disarmament under effective international control remains the
objective to be attained as the only guarantee that the use of force will be ruled
out Of international relatious.

| have already had the opportunity to preseat at length in this Committee the
Brazilian position on this issue, underlining thu need for disarmament negotiations
to be given full and general scope. Let me therefore stress jurt one points

disarmament is a necessary corollary of the principle of non-use of force to which
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we have comitted ourselves in the Charter of the United Nations. |f genuine peace
and security cannot be achieved wi thout disarmanent, only lasting peace and an
effective system of security will allow forthe necessary confidence to disarm

The creation of a just international economc order - responsive to the needs
of the devel oping countries and geared to correcting present inbalances - is also
an essential condition for the strengthening of international peace andsecurity.
Despite the declared objective of enhancing international co-operation for
devel opnent, the last decade has wtnessed a w dening of the gap between devel oped
and developing countries, inhibiting the econonmc, comercial and technol ogi ca
grow h of these countries. A tolerable state of poverty should no |onger be
consi dered acceptable; correcting the present inbalances in the economc order is
an essential part of the process of building |asting peace and security for all

But as is the case with disarmanment, selective and discrimnatory approaches
to international co-operation, particularly in the scientific and technol ogi ca
fields, are undeniable indicators of the persistence of the idea that sone
countries are somehow entitled to enjoy privileges and prerogatives in certain
areas, to the detriment of the goals of justice and equity.

In this connection, the debate yesterday im the Assenbly regarding the Zone of
Peace and Co-operation of the South Atlantic should serve as an exanple and as
guidance. In a non-confrontational world, the issues of peace and co-operation can
no |onger be seen through the narrow | enses of mlitary or strategic concerns.
Recent devel opnents have shown that peace and co-operation are possible only if
freed fromthe strait-jacket of power politics. W should now translate this

perception into practical politics everywhere'in the world,

A e i, A% e L
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(Mc. Sardepbexq, Brasil)
As we reach a aew turning-point in international relation8 and in the life of
the United Natiomns, the agenda for the future put forward by my delegation in 1970
is more than over relevant. It bears a clear resemblance to the agenda put forward
this ysar by the Secretary-Gemeral in the introduction to hkis report, an agenda he

qualifies as ambitious but necessary.
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The rapid pace of change in the world, and the ambiguities of that change,
should not serve as a justification for inaction, for passivity or for limited or
partial solutions. On the contrary, we should be ready to confront the new
realities and respond, in a comprehensive manner, to the challengea they present.
The international community should actively pursue the task of giving shape and
mean.ng to the changes in international relations; it should direct this process of
change towards the fulfilment of the purposes and principles embodied in the
Charter of the United Natioms, developing what my delegation, in 1970, already
envisaged as the law of i»* vnational security.

President Collor has stated:

“The Brazilian Government is prepared to discuss the basic outline of a
new international structure that can ensure peace and further co-operation.

It would not suffice merely to preserve the current global political and

economic arrangements and even less to repeat the past, recent or remote. The

highly antiquated concept of power, as the capacity for destruction and as an
expression of economic hegemony, should be f inally abandoned. " (A/45/PV.4.

p. 11, para, 4)

A real opportunity to build a new system of peace and security for all is
clearly at hand and should not be squandered. As we approach the fiftieth
anniversary of the United Nations, my delegation is of the firm belief that this
Committee can and should fulfil the mandate given it by the General Assembly, the
mandate to give substantive consideration to the question of international
security. The new international political climate clearly shows that attempts to
design a security system based on force and power have failed. We should now
explore, in a constructive and imaginative way, the avenue8 towards justice and

equality.
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Mc. HAGOSE (Ethiopia)s The year which is about to end will be remembered
a8 one in which further progress was made in the ongoing process towards the
establishment of an international order shielded aaainst the haszardous winds of the
moeacrez era o IN many parts of the world, painstaking efforts continue to be made
to make it possible for the relief felt by the international ecommunity following
the improvement in East-Wert relationa to be consolidated into a permanent feature
of inter-state relationa at the global level.

In Europe, a continent which continue8 to benefit £rom the emergence of the
new international climate now prevailing, new security structures and arrangments
have come into existence in legal terms,

IL Afrioa, a chromie colonial problem, one with obvious ramifications for the
maintenance of international peace and security, has come to an end with the
emergence of Namibia as an independent State, The pernicious systewn of apartheid
is continuing to lore ground.,

In Central America, we have witanessed the further comsolidation of peace,
thanks to the complementary efforts of the countries in the region and of the
United Nationr.

Statesmen from th: south, as well au from the North, are continuing to pursue
solution8 to the many conflicts which have afflicted various regions of our
planet. Indeed, the flurries of diplomatic activity and gatheringé which have
taken place throughout this year clearly indicate that all countries, irrespective
of their sige or their economic or military might, can contribute to the
maintenance of international peace and security. Needless to say, how sustainable
peace is depends on the involvement and collaboration, of all the parties

coacerned, in the process leading towards that peace,
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Perhaps the nost rewarding form of securityassurance which has accrued from
the change in the international climte has been, and remains, the enhanced role
whi ch the United Nations continues to play in the reamof international peace and
security. The momemtumWhi ch the Security Council has gained in recentmont hs has
been a source of particular satisfaction to us. Likewise, we are heartened to note
the increase in the intensity and frequency wth which the good offices of the
Secretary-Ceneral are beiag used in global efforts ained at resol ving problenms that
have adverse effects on iaternational peace and security.

Al though trend-setting devel opneats continue to take place in manyparts of
the world, all is not well *a the fam |y of natioms. Indeed,as the invasion of
Kuwait Dy Iraq oa 2 August 1990 amathe subsequent occupation ofKuwait clearly
indicate, the tenptation to resort to the use of force, for purposes of attaining
hegemony, Seens t0 he ever present. As a country which has been a victi mof such
aggressi on, Echiopia considers this abom nable act by Iraq to be not only a
challenge to the rule oflaw itself but also an act ofadventurism and that in the
most Vol atile region oa our planet. W have therefore supported the appropriate
and ti mel y measures Whi ch the Security Council has takenin condeming the |raqi
aggression andreasserting the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Kuwait.

As we have poi nted out on a number of occasions, peace isindivisible. 1If
peace is to prevail globally, it is inperative that the nommlitary factors likely
to have a hearing on the maintenance of iaternational peace and security shoul d
receive due recognition. I£ peace is to prevail in all parts ofthe world, it is
essential that we should tske the most conprehensive view possible of how it is to

be rea’ized,
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Indeed, ® ndwiag peace aannot be attained on a planet characterised by
imbalances in many spheres of human existence. The lopsided distribution of power
and resources in the world continues to be an impediment to the genuine purauit of
peace. It must be recognized that even the beat-intentioned efforts for world
peace and security are likely to be only partially effeotivr unless due
considevation is given to the social and economic problems faced by the
overwhelming majority of mankind. We therefore weleome the proposal put forward by
the Soviet Union regarding the need to adopt a comprehensive approach to
international peace and security.

Attaining peace and security is a matter to which my aountry attaches the
highest importance. It is our considered view that confidence-building measures
adopted by members of any one reglion are likely to be of major significance in
consolidating peace at the global level; by availing themselves of the
opportunities oreated by the Inter-Goverameatal Authority on Drought and
Development, whore membership comprises the Governments of Djibouti, Ethiopia,
Kenya, Somalia, the S8udan and Uganda, my country and its immediate neighbour8 had
taken the first atep towards a sustainable peace and the security, development and
stability of the rubregion.

It is our earnest hope that the countries in the subregion will continue to
utilize this machinery to purrue rolutionr to the many problems facing them and to
enhance a spirit of dialogue and co-operation in matters of mutual concern. For
its part, Ethiopia will continue to support this regional initiative) in the same
vein, my Govermment Will continue to purrue its declared policy of resolving the

internal conflicts in Ethiopia by peaceful means.
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Asyou, M. Chairman, and many speakers have pointed out,the international
mlieu has never been so conducive to the pursuit ofpeace and justice and, indeed,
to the advancenent ofthe very causes the United Nations was intended to pronote.
As we moveinto a new era in which States are expected to conformto universally
defined codes of conduct, the attenpt by sone to defy accepted norms of legality is
likely to be a challenge to the resolve of the international community in uphol di ng
commonly shared principles. Asa conmunity of nations we have no choice but to
face this challenge squarely.

M. TAEB (Afghanistan): The present debate of this Committee on agenda
itenms relating to international security is taking place at a tine when the
international community has movedforward in this regard through the results ofthe
Pari s summit Conference of34 nations. The signing of the Agreement on the
Deduction of Conventional Arnmed Forces in Europe between the twomajormlitary
alliances has marked an outstanding event in the modern history ofinter-State
relations. W welcome itas a significant step in the right direction.

Since the adoption of the Declaration em the Strengthening of I nternational
Security, two decades, full of painful events, have elapsed. The principles and
i deas of the Declaration, based on the provisions othe United Nations Charter,
have proved their validity and need special attention in relations among States.
The Declaration in part says:

»... the promotion Of i nternational co-operation, including regional,

subregional and bilateral co-operation anmong States, in keeping with the

provisions of the Charter and based on the principles of equal rights and
strict respect for the sovereignty and independence of States, can contribute

to the strengthening ointernational security." (resolution 2734 (XXV),

para, 25)
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International experience, especially since the establishment Of the United
Nations, would lead us to the conclusion that co-operation, mutual understanding
and dialogue among nations and a peaceful approach to the settlement of
international disputes are the best ways to preserve civilisation on the globe, No
one oan deny that the rapid tranrformation of world relations in a short and
unpredictable period ecmes from a non-confrontationsl approach and mutual
understanding. Indeed, this is an extraordinary lesson of history from which every
nation should draw wise and prudent conclusions.

In these new circumstances the role of the United Nations should be further
strengthened to enable it to meet its main responsibility, that is, to maintain
international peace and security. My Goverameat highly appreciates the work of the
United Nations in this field and hopes that joint and constructive endeavours Of
Member States carried out im a co-operative spirit will greatly contribute to
® nhanaing the role of this body with the objective of building a secura world in
which all nations, irrespective of their size, geographical location, level of
development or political, economic and social system, can live in peace barred on
justice. We think that the present international atmosphere could and should
provide a real opportunity for making the United Nations work in accordance with
the Charter.

We are living in an interdependent world. Hence the question of international
security should be considered in such a framework. Existing global problems and
issues such as disarmament, development and environment are closely linked to the
problem of international security, though there are alse many other factors in this

respect that should not be ignored.
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& recogni se that various aspects of international security continue to be
di scussed at different uait=a Nations bodies and at nultilateral, regional
subregional and bilateral |evels elsewhere. W encourageal | efforts in this
respect, but at the same tinme we stress the view that the United Nations mustplay
the central role for these purposes

An international security systemnmust be conprehensive and cover all its
aspects. It should aimat nothing less than, in the words of the Charter, saving
"succeeding generations fromthe scourge of war". M delegation strongly believes
that the security of one can only be ensured through the security of all. Genuine
di sarmament and especial |y nucl ear disarmanment measures are the main factors in the
strengthening of international peace and security. W are of the opinion that any
step taken in the disarmanent sphere, particularly in reducing mlitary
expenditures, should pronote developnent. The financial, natural and technol ogica
resources now devoted to mlitary purposes should be reallocated to eradicate
hunger, poverty and di sease, which consune the lives of hundreds of thousands every
year in the devel oping countries

The inprovenent of East-West relations has nade a great inpact on the world
situation as a whole. None the less, with regard to regional conflicts, tensions
remain in South Africa, the Mddle East, the Persian Qulf and South-East and
South-Vest Asia. In all these hot-bed areas, mllions of people are suffering from
destructive arnmed conflicts which claimmanylives every day. W think that the
international comunity shoul d address all those problens on an equal |evel, taking
into account their specific situations

Unfortunc .21y, in our region the inposed war still continues, claimng the
lives ofinnocent Afghans almosteveryday. The signing of the Geneva Agreenents

in April 1988 was aimed at putting an end to the conflict in our region through
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"golitioal means. The Geneva Agreements established the legal basis for removing
the decade-long armed comfliet aituatioa in our region. The Geneva Agreements
would have greatly contributed to the strengthening of the security of the entire
region if they had beea fully implemented by all who are parties to them, To save
the time of the Committee, | would only draw the attention of the repreu:‘ltatlves
to documents A/45/165, A/45/201, A/45/318 and A/45/600, which give a picture of the
development of the events and the existing temsions in our region.

The Govermment of the Republic of Afghanistan, for its part, har made a number
of proposals covering varioua aspects of the problems relating to Afghanistan, to
settle the qguestioms through negotiationa and dialogue, We hope that the concerned
Governments Will oonaider them with responsibility and demonstrate their goodwill
for oonrtruotive oo-operation in the region. The time of confrontation, especially
military confrontation, har parsed. 1t doer not work any more., Wiadom murt
prevail.

With regard to agenda item 68, "Streagthening of security and ao-operation in
the Mediterranean region", the principal position of my delegation is consistent.
We attach great importance to the Mediterranean region and its important

geographical location.,
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W fully support the transformation of that region into a region of peace,
security and co-operation. W are of the opinion that all non-regional mlitary
forces now stationed in the region nust be withdrawn. M del egation supports the
constructive role in the Mediterranean process played by the foreign mnisters of
the non-aligned countries of that region, whose third nmeeting took place in June
1990 at Algiers, with a viewto facilitating thi search for a solution to the
problems that still exist there.

The cHarrMAN: | now call on the Secretary of the Committee, who wi shes
to make some announcenents.

M. xHERADI (Secretary of the Commttee): | should like to informthe
Comm ttee that the follow ng countries have becone sponsors of the follow ng draft
resolutions: asc.1/45/L.63/Rev.2: Burkina Faso; As7C.1/457L.65: Nbrocco.

AGENDA | TEM 67 (continued)

QUESTION OF ANTARCTICA: CONSI DERATI ON OF AND ACTI ON ON DRAFT RESOLUTXONS

The ceairMaN: |n accordance with ny announcenent yesterday, the
Commttee will now proceed to take a decision on draft resolutions submtted under
agenda item 67 - namely, draft resol utions asc.1/45/L.63/Rev.2 and
A/C.1/45/L.64/Rev.1.

| shall first call on the representative of Tunisia, who will introduce draft
resol utionasc.1s45/L.64/Rev.1., 0On behal f of States Membersof the United Nations
t hat are members of the Goup of African Statos

M . JERANDI (Tunisia)(interpretation fromFrench): On behal f of the
Goup of African States | have the honour to introduce to the Commttee draft
resol uti onAsc.1745/L.64/Rev.1,, On the question of Antarctica. The Conmttee will
recall that adraft resolution with the sane title was introduced |ast yearand

adopted by the General Assenbly as resolution 447124 A
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This year the Group of African States 1s once again submitting a draft
resolution on this subject because of South Africa's continued participation in
meetings of the Antaratia Treaty Coneultative Parties, in spite of the resolutions
adopted in 1987, 1988 and 1989. We are therefore submitting a draft rrrolution
again this year as a further appeal to the Antaratio Treaty Consultative l;artlea
urgently to take the necessary measures to put an end to South Africa's
participation in their meetings.

The Committee will note that the fourth amd fifth preambular paragraphs refsr
to the resolution adopted by the Organisation of Africam Unity im July 1989 and the
reeolution adopted by the Heads of 8tate or Goverament of the non-aligned countries
in September 1989. Those resolutions again confirm the poaition taken by those two
bodies on this question,

Operative paragraph 1 is justified, of course, by the fact tuat the Antarctic
Treaty Coneultative Parties have not taken the concrete measures ret forth in
paragraph 2 - | emphasize: paragraph 2 - of resolution 44/124 A adopted at last
year's session of the Genmeral Assembly, in which the Assembly appealed to the
Consultative Parties to take urgent measures to exclude South Africa from
participation ia their meetings at the earliest possible date.

I rhould like to draw attention to an omission in operative paragraph 3, of
draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.64/Rev. 1. As corrected, the paragraph ehould read as
follows

"Appeals once again to the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties to take
urgent measures to exclude the racist apartheid régime of South Africa from
participation in the meeting8 of the Consultative Partiee at the earliest
possible date, and invites them to inform the Secretary-General of the

measures taken regarding the provisions Of the present resolution",
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In the draft resolution | am introducing today the Group of African States
rightly insists that South Africa's participation in the meetings of the Antarctic
Treaty Consultative Parties end. Although the situation in South Africa would
appear to be evolving to a degree, there are still manifestations othe policy of
apartheid in i deas and practices, and that is an affreat to norality. The black
mpjority of South Africa is purely and sinply excluded frmthe great benefits and
advantages the international community mght derive frmAntarctica. The African
countries will not stop calling for South Africa's imediate exclusion from the
meetings of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties until a denocratic and
non-racial society is established in that country.

Ihe cuatrMaN: Before the Conmittee proceeds to take a decision on the
draft resolutions, | shall call on delegations that wi sh to makestatements other
than statements in explanation ofwte

M . AL-BATASHI (Oman) (i Nnterpretation fromArabic): Once again ny
del egation mteswith regret that the |ist of speakers om the present item the
question of Antarctica, which has beenmthe Committee‘'s agenda since 1983, does
not include any of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties. M delegation
interprets this boycotting oand non-participation in the Committee's di SCussi on
as a sign of the Consultative Parties' confusion and uncertainty in refuting the
argunments and facing up to the legitimte questioning ofthe internationa
comunity concerning the efficacy othe Antarctic Treaty systemand its ability to
make a contribution to international peace and security, the environment,t he warla
economy, SCientific research and meteorology and to respend tOthe repeated calls
by the General Assenbly which echo the international community's concern at the
exceptional significance of the Antarctic continent for t he survival of mankind i n
light ofthe continued exclusivity of the Treaty systemwhi ch remains cl osed to the

international community.
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Owing to the Antarctic Treaty's ex’.lusivity, that system is unable to furnish
adequate proof of the effioaay of the safeguards in the Treaty system,

For our part, we question the efficacy of that system, which was adopted in
1959 by a small group of economically and scientifically advanced States, in
ensuring that the Antaretic Continent would be used solely for peaceful purposes
and not trausformed in some future date into am arena of or cause for international
controversy, given the competition among the great Powers to mine and exploit the
continent’6 still-untapped natural resources. The prospecting and mining
operatiomns carried out in the region have had an influence on the entire ecosystem

of the planet.
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Those operations disrupt the harmony and pattera of climatic cycles, damage
the flora and fauna and destroy the human environment. They cause the depletion of
the osone layer and lead to the global-warming known as the g¢reenhouse effect.

My delegation coatinues to believe that, in the light of the international
community's broad recognition of Antarctica's importance, we murt view that
continent as the common heritage of maakindj it should be administered and used
internationally in consonance with the purposes and primciples of the United
Nations Charter, in a manner that would serve and promote international
co-operation and the interests of all mankind. By adopting that approach, we would
put an end to claims of sovereigaty, contribute to meeting the basic needs of the
overwhelming majority of States concerning the democratisation of decision-making
in the framework of the Treaty.

Moreover, organising broader scieantific and research activities and projects
of sclientific co-operation can play am important role in ensuring the use Of the
continent for peaceful purporer through the establishmeat of multilateral research
stations and through the availability of information on all aspects of the question
of Antarctica.

In that connection, my delegation welcomes the courageour stamd by some of the
Consultative Parties to the Treaty in refusing to ratify the treaty on Antarctic
mining. We view this as ample proof of the growing awareness in those countries
and the strong impact of public opinion and awareness of the risks to the world
environment posed by prospecting and pollution. It also reflects a recognition by
those countries that there is an urgent need to study the Treaty once again in

order to respond to the concerns of the international community.
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On the other hand, we as members of an international ecommunity which liver in
the new age of déteate, oannot but marvel at the Consultative Parties' failure to
exclude the South African régima from membership, and the continued participation
by that régime in meeting8 of the Consultative Parties., This has enabled South
Africa to benefit from the technical information available to the Consultative
Parties but thus far not aveilable to the international community at large,

My delegation joins the other sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.2
in appealing to the Consultative Parties to respond to the calls of the
international community to declare Antarctica the common heritage of mankind, to
distribute its natural resources in the interest of all mankind, to atop creating
new emvirunmental problems - the last thing the world now needs - and to agree to
co-operate with the Secretary-General to enable him to draw wp the required
comprehensive report on the environmental status of Antarctica and its implications
for the rest of the planet and outer apace, and to permit the United Nations to be
a repository of such information =a the interests of all mankind.

Mr, WILENSKI (Australia): 1 have asked to speak again, before the vote,
in order to make a statement on behalf of States partiea to the Antarctic Treaty.

The Antarctic Treaty parties deeply regret that this is the sixth session Of
the General Assembly at which it has not proved possible to arrive at consensus 0On
the issue of Antarctica. The continued failure to achieve consensus on the item on
Antarctica is a matter of concern for the General Assembly. Consensus is the only
re..listic basis for dealing with the item in the General Assembly.

The Treaty parties continue to believe that consideration of Antarctica by the
General Assembly should proceed only on the basis of consensus. This approach is
based on full regard for the integrity of the Antarctic Treaty end the continuing

successful operation of the Treaty system, which is beneficial also for non-parties
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to the Treaty. The Teyparties regret therefore that the proponents of draft
resol ution asc.1/45/L.63/Rev.2 remain unwilling to take the necessary steps to
recognize t hi S and achi eve consensus.

Treaty parties, in order to |eave no doubt oftheir view that the question of
Antarctica should continue to be handled only em the basis of consensus, wll not
participate in the voting on draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.2. On draft
resol uti on as€c.1745/L.64/Rev.1, Treaty parties wil| reflect their views in ways
that do not prejudice their position onthe integrity ofthe Antarctic Treaty.

Mbst wild not participate.

| request a roll-call vote on each ofthe draft resol utions.

As | have previously indicated, a number of MemerStates will indicate that
they are mtparticipating in the voting. 1askthat the recordsof the Commttee
indicate explicitly that those Menbers chose not toparticipate in the voting.

M, RAEMMBWB AVamdn a) has asked to speak in order to
associate itself with the statenments of therepresentatives of Mal aysia and Tunisia
inregard to draft resolutions As/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.2 and A/C.1/45/L.64/Rev.1, asS
oral ly amended, which they introduced em 21 and& 28 November 2990 respectively under
agenda item 67, "Question of Antarctica'. M delegation is proud to be anong the
sponsors of both draft resolutions.

M/ delegation is optimstic that these draft resolutions will not suffer the
fate of previ ous resolutions on this subject, which weremred in the unproductive
East-West politics of yesteryear,

wWith regard to draft resol uti on asC.1/45/L.63/Rev,.2, W& areparticularly
pleased that the draft resol ution seeks to give concrete expression to the

declaration of Antarctica as the conmon heritage of manki nd by recommendaing the

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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" setting Up of a United Nations research faoility im Antarctica. That
action-oriented approaoh is ome whioh we hope will characterise tho United Nations;
this would ® aablo it to moot to the full all the potentials given it by its
founding fathers.,

The recommendation of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev,2 to establish a
United Nations research faoility in Antarectica rhould, therefore, receive the
unqualified support of the entire membership of the United Nations, in whore
interesc it is proposed the faoility be ® rtablirhed. The benefits that will accrue
to all Member S8tates from the United Natioans research faoility oannot be
over-mpharloed,

My delegation alro hoper that the generally positive international political
atmosphere in whioh this General Assembly session 1s taking place will enable the
Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties to align themselves with the majority view in
the United Nations with respect to the membership and scope nf the Antarctic
Treaty. In particular, my delegation appeals to the Consultative Parties (0
expedite the implementation of the measvres requested of them by the present draft

resolution and by previous resolutions on Antarctica.
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Wth regard to draft resolution asC.1745/L.64/Rev.1, as orally anended, my
del egation wishes to underscore its disappointnent that, long after the racist
South African régime was suspended from nenbership of the CGeneral Assenbly because
of its apartheid policies, it has continued to be a memberofthe Antarctic Treaty
Consul tative Parties and to participate im their meetings,i ncl uding the ongoi ng
Santiago special session. W find it difficult to understana the basis on which
the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties find the participation ofthe United
Nations Secretary-General in their neetings unacceptable while seating the
del egation of South Africa. The Secretary-Ceneral is, noreover, the
Personification of the United Nations, under whose jurisdiction should fall the
managenent of al | those environnents designated as comon heritages of mankind, of
which Antarctica i s one.

Some may wonder why the countries of southern Africa should continue to insist
on the isolation of South Africa when thecurrent Governnent in South Africa has
taken some nmeasures, such as the unbanning of political parties, the release of
some political prisoners. including Nelson Mandela, and the lifting ofthe state of
emergency. These neasures are indeed most wel cone.

Butapartheid did not begin when political partieswere banned, nor did it
begin when Nel son Mandel a was inprisoned; and it mostcertainly did not begin when
the state of emergency was inposed in South Africa. Al these events were nere
consequences undertaken inthe defence of apartheid and did not, either singly or
col l ectively, define apartheid That these neasures are no longer in forceis
therefore not equivalent to the end of apartheid.

¥ have been asked to be realistic, to drop the rhetoric of a bygone era and
to come up with alanguage ofthe 1990s in regard to South Africa. It is a great
pity that someview apartheid as a matter of mere rhetori c. Apartheidis nore

serious than that. MIllions of our people have lost their lives at the hands of
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aparthedd. Talk mbout the team of thousands of amputees in Angolaj; talk about the
hundreds of thoumandm of starving refugees in the region) talk about the thoumandm
of orphaned childrea and the widowed; talk about the ® oonomio dimlooation of the
countries of ® outhern Africa~- and in all these traredies apartheid ham been the
root cause. To us in the region, apaxtheld is a reality = an everyday reality.

The Committee may wish to know that only two days ago, on Monday, 26 November,
at around 1 a.m., a bomb exploded in Lusaka, the capital oity of Zambia, at the
house of a cadre of the African National Congress. Luokily, no onm was killed,

Yes, we would be more than willing to bring our rheterie on South Africa up to
date with the language of the 19908, ® [XISI Vo4 that we do not know how the apartheid
of the 1990s aifters from the aparthedd of the 19408, the 19508, the 19608, the
1970m or the 1980s.

Mr. DZVAIRQ (2imbabwe): The delegation of Zimbabwe ammooiatem itself
with all previous speakers who 295+ @ rpremmed concern at the gtatus guo in
Antarctica and the continuing polariszsed posiiions on the part of the Antarctic
Treaty Consultative Parties and the rest of the international community.

The environmental ampeotm of Antarctica have been elaborately and exhaustively
highlighted by many speakers. Their importance la view of the implications for all
of mankind cannot be overemphasized; and theme ampeotm mumt be urgently addressed
before 4 t is 100 late. However, my delegation fears that in addressing the very
pertinent questions of Antarctica and the environment we may well fail adequately
to address the burning question of the management of the continemt. The
implioationm of the management of Antarctica and their potentially ®  xplomive
effects on international peace and security warrant closer attention in this mgm of

much-touted improvement in the climate of international relatioas.
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Thus far, thankfully, Antarctica has remained a nucl ear-weapon-free zone,
Hoewer. in the absence ofinternationally laid down and agreed principles relating
to territorial clains and the legal status of the continent, the possibility of
territorial conflicts remains an underlying if ignored threat. \& shudder to think
of what woul d happen in the event of territorial conflicts between those Parties
with research stations on Antarctica, especially in view of the fact that many of
these stations have military personnel carrying out experinents in what we
understand to be a civilian capacity.

My del egation wel cones the responsible stance taken by some Treaty Parties in
calling for a world park to be established on Antarctica, and sincerely hopes that
this is the beginning of genuine dialogue on the future of that crucial part of our
common world. In urging nenbers of the Committee, especially those who are also
Treaty Parties. to facilitate this dialogue, mydelegation hopes that they wll pay
closer attentiontodraft resol utions As/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.2 and A/C.1/45/L.64/Rev.1
and give themthe support they deserve in the interests of the entire internationa
community.

Msi MoLmLa (Uniteth Bepubl dc ef Mangarga)a t i o0 n wis hes
to associate itself with the statement nade by the representative of Tunisia on
behal f of the African Goup, M delegation w shes, however, to makea brief
statement before the Committee takes action on the two draft resolutions regarding
the question of Antarctica

It has now been eight consecutive years that the General Assenbly hasbeen
considering the question of Antarctica, a question which overthe years has assuned
great inmportance in the maintenance ofinternational peace and security andthe
protection of our environnent. The successive debates on the question in our
committee have undoubtedly gal vanized world public opinion in favour of preserving

Ant arcti ca for the benfit of all mankind, an opinion whi ch the Treaty Parties
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can certainly no longer ignore. As one writer oa the environment so suceinctly put
its
“"The white coantinent's affairs may oace have been rua by an exclusive
alub of diplomat8 and scientists, but they are now aaoountable to an

incroasingly wider audience" ,

The emerging trends in international relations that many have welcomed during
our deliberation8 at thin session have unfortunatoly not influenood positively the
consideration of the question of Antarctica, which is equally important in the bid
to foster international oo-operation and understanding, and wo are still witnessing
the silent comspiracy Oof the Antarctic Treaty Parties. Tho advocates of
transparency, glasnost and objective information on military matters as necessary
measures for building confidence among countries and regions of the world have not
seen fit to extend such priaciples to the management of Antaretica. The Antarctic
Treaty system remains a closed shop. We all have the right to know what is going
on in that continent, which represents a common heritage of mankind and the
mismanagement of which would have a bearing on our future existence on the planet.

While we do not dispute the reports that the Antarctic Treaty Parties have
kept Antarctica free of the arms race. it iS incomprehensible on the other hand
that the so-called peaceful scientific research stations are being manned by

military personnel.
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This is deplorable. It is the hope of ny delegation that the study requested in
draft resolution asc.1745/L..63/Rev.2 Wi || pave the way for the establishment of a
United Nations scientific nonitoring station.

| wish nowto turn to an issue that has always troubled ny del egation, that
is, the question of the continued participation of South Africa in the closed and
secret meetings of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties. That South Africa,
whi ch represents an outlawed reginme and a systemthat has been condemmed as a crine
agai nst humanity, should be accorded consultative status, which allows South Africa
to participate in decision-nmaking as a eivilized nation is hard formanyof us to
conprehend. As a system, apartheid negates all the principles of international |aw
whi ch the parties to the Antarctic Treaty purport to uphol d.

It is therefore the hope of mydelegation that reason will prevail and that
the Antarctic Treaty Parties will takethe necessary neasures to exclude that
régime unti|l such time as a free and denocratic systemhas been established in
South Africa.

The CHAIRVMAN The committee Wi ||l now proceed to take a decision on
revised draft resol uti on AsC.1/45/L.63/Rev.2, entitled "Question of Antarctica".
This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Mlaysia at the 43rd
nmeeting of the First Conmittee on 21 Novenber 1990. An oral statement will be nade
with respect to its programme budget inplications.

1 now call on the Secretary of the Conmittee to read out the Iist of sponsors

and the oral statenent.
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¥r. KHERADI (Secretary af theCommittee): t resolution
A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.2 hast he fol | owi ng sponsors: Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladesh,
Brunei Dparussalam, Burkina Faso, Caneroon, Comoros, Ghana, |ndonesia, Kenya,
Lesotho, Ml aysia, Mexico, Nepal, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Saint
Vincent and the Genadines, Senegal, Sri Lanka, the Sudan, Tunisia, Uganda, the
United Republic of Tanzania, Zanbia and Zi nbabwe.
| would also like to makethe following statenment on behal f of the
Secretary-General withregardto draft resol ution Asc.1/45/L.63/Rev.2, entitled
"Question of Antarctica**.
**By the terns ofoperative paragraph 5 of that draft resolution, the
General Assenbly woul d request the Secretary-CGeneral to undertake a
conpr ehensive study with the help of relevant United Nations progranmes and
specialized agenci es such as the Wrld Met eorol ogi cal Orgamization and the
United Nations Environment Programme, using available data and resources, on
the establishment ofa United Nations-sponsored station in Antarctica with a
view to promoting co-ordinated international co-operation in scientific
research for the benefit of mankind, particularly the inportance of Antarctica
to the global environment and ecosystens, aswell as to act as an
early-warning systemon climte change and accidents, and submt a report
thereon to the General Assenbly at its forty-sixth session.
“Bythe terns of operative paragraph 7 ofthe draft resolution, the
Assembly woul d al so request the Secretary-General to subnmit a report, using
avai | abl e data and resources, on the state ofthe environment in An:aretica
and its inpact on the global systemto the General Assenbly at its forty-sixth

secsion.
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"In carrying out there tasks, the Secretary-General would request and
collate such information as might be provided by Member States, the relevant
specialised agencies, programmes, organs, crganiaations and bodies of the
United Nations system, including but not limited to the World M eteorological
Organiaaticn and the United Nations Environment Programme and other relevant
international organizations.

“In programme element 2.3 - Regional Security Co-operation and Zones of
Peace - under section 2A.B - Department of Political and security Council
Affairs - of the programme budget for the biennium 1990-1991, provision is
made, inter alia, for substantive servicing of the First Committee of the
General Assembly in relation to Antarctica and for reports of the
Secretary-General to the General Assembly. Accordingly, it is envisaged that
there would be no programme budget implications for the biennium 1990-1991."

The CHAIRMANt A roll-call vote has been requested on revised draft

resolution A/C.1/45/L,63/Rev.2.

In favours Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brunei Daruaaalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Congo, Cote
d'Ivoire, Cyprus, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe
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Against: None

Abstaining: Fiji, Ireland, Liechtenstein, Mlta, Portugal, Turkey, Ukrainian
Sovi et Socialist Republic. Venezuel a

7 votes t0 non .

#» During the course oftheroll-call vote the foll ow ng memhersannounced t hat
they were NOt participating: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bel gium Brazil,
Bul garia, Byelorussian Sovi et Socialist Republic, Canada. Chile, China, Colonbia,
Cuba, Czechosl ovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France Germany, Greece, Hungary,
| cel and, India, lsrad, Italy, Japan, Lao People‘'s Denocratic Republie, Luxenbourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Ni caragua, Norway, Papua New Qui nea, Perw, Pol and,
Romani a, Sol onmon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay, Viet Nam.
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Ihe CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take a decision on draft resolution

A/C,1/45/L.64/Rev.1 as orally revised.
I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): Draft resolution
A/C.1/745/L.64/Rev.1l was submitted and introduced by Tunisia on behalf of States
Members of the United Natioms that are members of the Group of African States.

The CHAIRMAN: A roll-call vote has been requested.

A reoll-call vote was taken.
The United States of America, having been drawn bv lof by the Chairman, was
called upon to vote first.

In _favour:s Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Aatigua and Barbuda, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Braszil,
Brunei Darursalam, Burkina Fase, Burundi, Cameroon, China,
Colombia, Congo, Céte d4'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Irag. Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Demoaratia Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mosambigue, Myanmar,
Namibia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaailand, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tansania,
Vanuatu, Veneauela, viet Nem, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Agalast: None

Abstaining: Ireland, Liechtenstein, Malta, Mauritius, Portugal, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic

DPraft resolution A/C,21/45/L.64/Rev.]l was adopted bv 84 vofes to none., with
6 abstentions.*

* During the course of the roll-call vote the following members announced that
they were not participating: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria,
Byelorussiaa Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Chile, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, lIceland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Poland,
Romania, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Uruguay.
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The CHAIRMAN: | oall now on representatives who wish to explain their
votes.

Mr., SADER (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spamish): Once again, my
delegation feels aompelled to explain why it did not participate in the voting on
draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.64/Rev.l, which the Committee has just adopted,
regarding the participation of South Africa in the meetings of the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Parties.

Ever since the question was £irst raised in the Committee my delegation has
maintained # cousistent position on what, in ite view, are the areas of application
~f two distinct international legal instruments. We believe that the draft
resolution doer not apply to the Washington Treaty, which is governed by its own
norms, in keeping with international law. That is the simple reason why we did not
participate in the voting.

Similarly, 1 repeat that our position should not be interpreted as meaning
that Uruguay has in any way altered its polioy of total condemnation of the system
of apartheid.

Mr. BELLINA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): The Peruvian
delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L/64/Rev.1, as orally
ame.ded, which was iutroduced by the delegation of Tunisia on behalf of the Members
of the United Nations that are members of the Group of African States. This was
because the Government of Peru believes that it will help to strengthen the
international community's appeal to the Government of South Africa to end the
unjust and inhuman system of apartheid. Thus, our vote in favour in no way implies
that e are questioning the principles of international law applicable to

obligations and duties deriving from international treaties.
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The CHAIRVMAN.  The Committee has conpleted its consideration of agenda

item 67.

The neetinu rose at 5.35 P.m




