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The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM 66 (contipued)

QUESTION OF ANTARCTICA: GENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT
RESOLUTIONS

Mr. WISNUMURTI (Indonesia) s Ever since the General Assembly became
selzed of the question of Antarctica, the debates in our Committee have
articulated bot h the contributions made by the Antarctic Treaty of 1961 and
the reservations expressed by a number of States concerning its functioning,
Thus, Member States from various regions have readily acknowledged its role,
inter aliam, in demilitarization, denuclearisation and the promotion of
scientific research. We have also become more fully aware of the fragility
and vulnerability of Antarctica’s environment and ecosystem as well as of its
rel evance to global changes and human activity. The three reports submitted
by the Secretary-General have also focused our attention on some of these
aspects and contributed to the furthering of our understanding and knowledge
of this continental wilderness.

Hence, it is gratifying to note that the Protocol to the Antarctic Treaty
on Environmental Protection was signed recently. The Protocol prohibits
mining, oil exploration and all other forms of emploitation for 50 years.
Equally significant is the inclusion of provisions concerning the protection
of wildlife, waste disposal, restrictions on mining activities and the
continued monitoring of Antarctica, which, as we all know, covers nearly one
tenth of the world’s surface. Despite some loopholes, such as the provisions
which will allow signatories to withdrecs from the Protocol even before the
expiry of the 50-year ban, and despite the fact that it has left unresolved

the issue of marinme and biological resources, the Protocol none the less
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constitutes a significant shift away from the approach adopted by the 1988
Convention on tha Regulation of Antarctic Mineral Resource Activities, All of

this constitutes an explicit, albeit belated, acknowledgement of the delicate

end finite nature of this planet.
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Yet the hope8 aroused among the State8 Member8 of the Organization that
the Consultative Parties will address the inherent flaws and weaknesses of the
Antarctic Treaty during its thirtieth anniversary, when a review is called
for, have been belied. Thua, efforts for a broad-based framework to deal with
the various aspects of Antarctica with the participation of the international
community have been rebuffed. A minority of States has continued to exclude
the vast maj ority from decision-making processes, despite the fact that
activities in Antarctica will have a world-wide impact. Participation in
meeting8 is, for the most part, not open to intergovernmental and
non-governmental organisations. Vital information continue8 to be meagre.
Hence, accountability is lacking. The *obligation to conduct scientific
experiments to qualify for Consultative Party status militate8 against the
technologically underprivileged nations.

Consequently, we have seen the unacceptable perpetuation of the status
guo through the maintenance of a restrictive, unequal and discriminatory
regime. Furthermore, many developing countries remain disappointed at the
virtual stalemate in bringi ng scientifie, environmental and marine activities
under the multilateral auspices of Oour Organization. We are oblivious neither
to the fact that an increasing number of scientific stations has been
established with potentially disastrous environmeatal consequences, nor to an
increasing demand for Antarctica’s marine and biological resources and the
growing number of tourists, which represent new threat8 to its pristine
environment.

As ha8 been noted by a number of delegations, the ecosystem of the South
Pacific and Indian Ocean island nations, such as Indonesia, is inseparably and

closely linked to that of Antarctica and would be profoundly affected by
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unpredictable changes in its environment. It is therefore untenable to assert
that the management of Antarctica shoul d be left to the sole discretion of a
limited number of States.

In my delegation’s view, the protection of Antarctica ha8 become a common
and universal concern and can no longer remain the exclusive prerogative of a
select group of States. To Indonesia, and indeed e wast majority of Member
States, the principle of universality should be deemed pertinent and relevant
in the context of Antarctica as well. As our understanding of global changes
depends upon a coherent programme in the region on a long-term basis,
collaboration on issues concerning Antarctica among the Member States has much
to commend it. We therefore agree with the widely expressed view that
national scientific expeditions be replaced by internationally coordinated
programmes under the auspices of the United Nations.

Furthermore, a8 environmental issues affect all nations, a comprehensive
convention should be negotiated under the aegis of the United Nation8
Conference on Environment and Development scheduled to be held in Brazil next
year. What is needed i S an open, equitable and accountable framework to
provide greater access to and wider dissemination of information, increased
cooperation between scientists from interested nations, and the establishmeat
of an organic link between the Antarctic Treaty system and the United Nations
system. Such an approach would ensure coordinated scientific research,
environmental protection, wilderness value8 and the maintenance of Antarctica
as an area of peace and cooperation for posterity.

It 4s clear that the management of Antarctica should be viewed in the
wider global context of the collective responsibility of all nations. The
renewed interest in the concept of Antarctica a8 a world park ha8 given some

hope for the future of that continent. The international community has a
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solemn obligation to maintain its long-term commitment to ensuring that the
last great frontier on Earth be managed on the basis of international
cooperation and in the interests of all mankind. By recognizing the
legitimacy of the concerns of all nations and by harmonizing our actions, we
can further advance the common objectives of the Treaty. Ultimately, our aim
is to ensure that Antarctica will forever remain a conduit for international
cooperation in this interdependent world.

Mr., AMBEYI-LIGABO (Kenya): The Kenya delegation had the opportunity
at the beginning of our debate on general disarmament agenda items to
congratulate you, Sir, on your election to the chairmanship of our Committee.
However, on this occasion | would like to thank you particularly and the
entire Bureau on the commendable and exemplary manner in which you have been
guiding the work of our Committee. Rest assured Of Keaya's support for and
total cooperation with your endeavours and effort8 to bring our Committee's
work to a fruitful conclusion.

It may be recalled that on 2 June 1988 the Consultative Parties to the
Antarctic Treaty adopted the Convention on the Regulation of Antarctic Mineral
Resource Activities, despite the vehement opposition of the wider community of
nations not signatories to the Treaty. Kenya was therefore not surprised when
the ratification and implementation of the Mineral Convention immediately
reached a political cul-de-sac. It is on the same premise that we have to
look at the much-lauded Protocol, signed in Madrid on 4 June 1991, on
Environmental Protection to the Antarctic Treaty, a Treaty that is itself
famous for its non-universality and total inequality.

The pendulum of history and global reality is swinging swiftly towards a

permanent mining ban in Antarctica. Global environmental questions, such as
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global warming, ozone depletion and the future of Antarctica are totally
interwoven and so internationalised that it will be difficult to hide them
under the t abl es of the 39 nationsof t he Antarctic Treaty system.

While we welcome the Madrid Protocol on Environmental Protection to the
Antarctic Treaty, it has to be understood that the blossoming of support for a
mining ban grows from the upsurge of "green" sentiment wor | d-w de. For Kenya,
as for all environmentalists everywhere - such as the Greenpeace movement and
other non-governmental organisations - Antarctica is a living symbol of
purity, an icy, forbidding region that deserves our universal protection as
the only place on this polluted Earth that has been relatively spared
encroachment by man.

Antarctica today captures the international limelight as a last,
unblemished wilderness of vast beauty and magnitude, a compelling, silent
witness to the disastrous impact elzewhere of human development and
settlement. It is a continent that looms large as a laboratory for conducting
important scientific research to better understand global environments and the
human impact on them. It is a global life-support system that needs to be
preserved by all humanity. It is therefore a right of all nations, however
rich or poor, to participate fully in its management without any
discrimination.

The system of gover nance for Antarctica - the means by which decisions
are taken to regulate activities in Antarctica and the principles and
requirements that underlie these decisions - must be universalized for the
participation and benefit of all mankind. The only way to do this is for a
new treaty to be negotiated, adopted and promulgated within the purview of the

Uni t: =d Nations.
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Tho value of Antarctica, awd particularly its location and ecosystem, ii
of great comcera to the entire community of nations, and it in truly unfair
for its management to remain in the hands of an exclusive club of a few rich
nations. ¥or many delegations it is mind-boggling and, indeed, paradoxical
that in the United Natioms we are harangued about transparency and
accountability in arnaments and international affairs and it is also here th
we are exhorted om the issues of good governance and Weaterm democratic idea
and practice, amd yet, at the same time, we are told by the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Parties that the United Nati ons 8Secretary-General or hi s
representative cannot be invited to their meetings and that the majority
Members Of the United Nations have norole to play in the management of
Ant arctica, a coatimemt that is the common heritage of mankind.

The Aantarctic Treaty has major flaws. It lacks transparency. It lacks
accountability and universality, It is discriminatory and secretive in
nature, and it has characteristics that are anathema to and totally
incompatible with the current reality of global politics.

The curreat exclusive amd discriminatory arrangement that puts the fate
of Antarctica - and comsequently of the world community - in the hands of th
25 Consultative Parties to the Antarctic Treaty is unacceptable and repugna
to the ideals and principles of the United Nations Charter.

As pointed out earlier, the international community has become sensiti
to, and is increasiugly aware ofe the danger of environmental degradation i
Antarctica and the harmful impact it can have on the environment global&y,
view of this, the session of the Preparatory Committee of the United Nation:s
Conference on Environnent and Development (UNCED) held at Nairobi in

August 1990 gave a new dimensioa and strong impetus to our call to preserve



RM/S5 A/C.1/46/PV.39
12

(Mc. Ambeyi-Ligabo, Kenya)
Antarctica as a world park. The question was fully covered in UNCED Working
Groups, particularly in regard tothe follow ng agendaitems: first, the
protection of the at nospher e, climate change and osone depletion; secondly,
the conservation of biological diversity; and, thirdly, the protection of
oceans and all kinds of seas, including enclosed and semi-eanclosed seas and
coastal areas, and the protect&on, rational use and development of living
mari ne resources. \We sincerely believe that that positive approach to halting
environmental degradation in Antarctica will be pursued vigorously within the
framework of the forthcoming United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development, to be held next year in Braszil,

While there can be no denying that there have been some positive
developments within South Africa, Kenya nevertheless maintains that those
developments are a tentative beginning to the long process ahead. Pertinent
to this issue is the question of the continued participation of the South
African Government in Antarctic Treaty meetings. On this occasion, however,
and with a stromghope that by this tine nextyear, 1992, thingsin South
Africa will not still be the same, | shall only quete the following said by
Mr. Nelson Mandel a

*It will forever remai n an indelible blight on human hiatory that the

apartheid crime ever occurred. Future generations will surely ask what

error was made that this system established itself in the wake of the
adoption of a Universal Declaration of Human Rights. It will forever
remain an accusation and a challenge to all men and women of conscience
that it took as long as it has before all of us stood up to say, ‘Enough

is enough’ "
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Mr, PRADHAN (Nepal) :+ Since 1985 the First Committee has been unable
to reach a consensus on the draft resolution on the question of Antarctica.
My delegation regrets this. However, we continue to join the majority of
Menbers of the United Natioms in the effort to reach a consensus on the issues
related to this agenda item. Antarctica is a unique natural zome of global
importance. It has a fundamental influence on the life-support system of
Earth's climate and atmosphere. It is therefore only logical that we should
maintain our efforts to reach a global consensus to protect the continent f or
all time to come.

At the risk of being presumptuous, my delegation feels that debate in the
Committee over the past several years, together with the efforts made by
non-governmental organisations, has served to raise international
consciousness on this vital issue. We are also happy that this year’s debate
on this item is taking place under rather special and changed circumstances.
We welcome the recent signing at Madrid by the Antarctic Treaty Consultative
Parties of the Protocol to the Antarctic Treaty, on environmental protection.
The Protocol’s provision for the prohibition of mining in that continent f or
50 years is an important step towards protecting Antarctica from the
destructive consequences of human activities. While welcoming this positive
move, my delegation shares some of the concerns expressed by the
representative of Malaysia in his otatement at the Committee’s meeting on
Monday, 18 November 1991. We sincerely hope that the Consultative Parties
will take steps to achieve the early ratification of the Madrid Protocol,
thereby ensuring its coming into force at the earliest possible time. wWe find
the Protocol comprehensive. We believe that the Consultative Parties will
implement it faithfully and that the monitoring mechanism will not be found

wanting.

ke i . A Eida_ . A bmeS oo o
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My deleqatioh has no problem with the aim of the Antarctic Treaty to
ensure that, in the i nterests of all manki nd, Antarctica will forever continue
to be used exclusively for peacef ul purposes. We welcome the Treaty's goal of
placing on a permanent basis the system of peaceful international cooperation
in Antarctica. We appreciate the fact that the Treaty sets aside the
questions of sovereignty in Antarctica and prohibits all military activities,
nuclear explosions or daisposal of radioactive wastes there. These provisions
make the Antarctic Treaty an important diearmament measure.

The Aatarctic Treaty system, indeed, represents a network of measures to
conserve and protect the biological diversity and preserve the regulating
properties of the biosphere, while ensuring scientific research on the
continent. Those instruments notwithstanding, doubts have been rai sed about
t he impactof humanactivities in Antarctica. The prospect of opening the
continent to mining had only heightened international concerns. Pollution and
the environmental impact of activities related to scientific studies and
tourism in the continent have been documented, and the relevant information
has been disseminated. The growing awareness of the serious implications of
the osone hole over Antarctica, along with the need to protect the Earth’s
climate from dramatic and unpredictable changes, e¢alls for mankind to act in
concert.

Antarctica i s at the very heart ofthe global debate on the environment.
The fragility of its ecosystem is now universally recognised. In view of
these factors my delegation feels that the fears regarding the changes
triggered by activities in or around Antarctica may not be fully addressed by
measures limited to the Consultative Parties. We find it logical that global
concerns be addressed through a universal regime based on a cooperative

relationship with the United Nations. At a time when the United Nations is
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being calleduponto play a, role comensurate with the provision8 of its
Charter, it is difficult to understand its exclusion from the worki ngs of the

AntarcticTreaty system.
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M/ aelegation W shes t O express its appreciation to the Secretary-~General
for the reports contained in documents A/46/512, A/46/583 and A/46/590. The
report on the state of the environment in Antarctica and its impact on the
global system sheds important light on some serious problems. We understand
that, given the limited resources of the United Nations, the establishment of
a United Nations sponsored research station is a formidable undert aki ng. Aa
active role of the Organisation is, however, moat desirable to ensure that all
activities in Antarctica, the common heritage of mankind, are being conducted
to the beat interests of all mankind.

It is with these considerations that my delegation has once again joined
in sponsoring the draft resolutions on this agenda item.

Mrh BUSSXKIN t(Palkigtan)nique continent of Antarctica
is of special importance for a variety of reasoms, particularly because of its
significance for international peace and security, its @ ffecta on the Earth’s
climate and the environment, and because its pristine ecology and highly
specialiged ecosystems are of great interest to the scientific community
throughout the world.

While the international community has realised the significant and wital
impact of Antarctica on the global environment, increasing concern has also
been expressed regarding potential dangers of amy environmental degradati on of
Antarctica and its consequent adverse impact on the global environment.
Pakistan has remained unwavering inits commitment t 0 the protection and
preservation of the delicate environment of Antarctica and its associated
ecosystems,

We have time and again expressed our opposition to the unscrupulous and
thoughtless exploitation of the mineral resources in Antarctica, Pakistan is,

therefore, encouraged by the recent conclusion at Madrid of the Protocol on
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Environmental Protection by.the Antarctic Treaty Parties, which, among other
measures, imposes a ban on prospecting and mining in and around Antarctica for
the next 50 years. It is our expectation and sincere hope that, in due
course, a permanent ban on prospecting, exploration and exploitation of
minerals sm Antarctica will be imposed.

Many environmentalists and scientists are of the view that Antarctica
should be preserved as the last continent that has not been altered by human
activities. Some of the treaty parties have also lent support to the
international community’s call for declaring the continent of Antarctica a
nature reserve or a world park. Pakistan believes that Antarctica is the
common heritage of mankind. Its protection and conservation are the common
responsibility of the entire international community. Any regime for the
protection of Antarctica must therefore have the support of the international
community for it to be fully successful. In this context, the United Nations
provides the right forum.

The Antarctic Treaty, signed in 1959 by a small number of countries,
purports to further the principles and purposes enshrined in the Charter of
the United Nations. Despite its inherent inequities and discriminatory
nature, the Treaty has provided a legal framework for governing any activity
on Antarctica. However, it remains an unequal Treaty, as accession to it does
not entitle the acceding States to participate in the decision-making, which
remains the sole prerogative of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties.
Time and again the Parties to the Treaty have referred to the exemplary
working of the “reaty. It is true that the Treaty has held in abeyance the
territorial claims of certain States over Antarctica and has, so far, ensured

the use of the continent for peaceful purposes only. All these are positive
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elements. However, from this it would be wrong to conclude that a treaty
which is universally negotiated and universally adhered to and which is
equitable and non-dieoriminatory will not prove to be more effective.

The scientifia community in Pakistan has a keen interest in peaceful
research in Antarctica. Early this year, Pakistan successfully concluded its
scientific expedition with the establishment of the Jinnah Antarctic Researc .
Station. This expedition was . atirely peaceful and scientific in character
and carried out its studies in accordance with tbe highest environmental and
ecological standards. Pakistan’s interest during the scientific! research in
Antarctica pertained, among other things, to the ecology of polar seas, ice
sheet dynamics, monitoring of weather conditions, detection of trace matter in
ice, air and sea and its environmental effects, and geological and geophysical
mapping of the area around Jinnah Station.

For a developing country like Pakistan, organising and successfully
managing suoh an undertaking was a ahallonging task. Apart from the direct
scientifia benefits, the success of the expedition is bound to promote further
the cause of sclientific research.

We acknowledge with deop appreciation the most valuable assistance that
we received from a number of friendly countries which are also Partles to the
Antarctic Treaty system in successfully conducting our first ever scientific
expedition to Antarctica. We express the hope that Pakistan’s seientific
community will continue to receive such assistance and cooperation in its
future sclentific research work on Antarctica.

In conclusion, we would like to reiterate that Pakistan remains deeply

committed to the protection and preservation of the delicate environment of
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Antarctica and the associated ecosystems. Ianthis context, we shall support
all efforts aimed at imposing a permaneat ban on the exploitation of mineral
resources on that cont i nent.

Mc. KABIR (Bangladesh) ¢+ M. Chairnan, may | take this opportunity
to express my delegation’s complete trust in your conti nued able st ewardship
of OoUr deliberations inthe Committee.

In our opinion, the question of Antarctica is of great | nportance in the
deliberations of this Committee. Antarctica may be remote and uninhabited but
its importance to the global eaviromment and ecosystems is profound. It is
crucial to the preservation and protection of our environment, a matter that
today deeply concerns us all. Antarctica is significant to the international
community in respect of not only the environment but also international peace
and security and the global economy. It is the world‘'s last remaining
wilderness, which 4s fragi | e and vulnerable. That the international community
should be di spl ayi ng increasing awaremess and interest in Antarctica is i ndeed
welcome to us all.

It is well known that Antarctica has an important role in the global
climate system by acting, among other things, as one of Earth'a
“refrigerators” affeating the global atmosphere and ocean circulation. The
Antarctic ice sheet and its cooling process have profound influence on the
climate and weather over a large portion of our planet. There are ample
reasons to apprehend that unfettered mineral exploitation could result in the
melting of ice and the consequent rise in sea levels. Antarctica’s ice sheet
contains enough water to raise the world’s sea level by up to 60 metres were
it all to melt. For low-lying countries like Bangladesh and others, this

would have catastrophic consequences.
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This is not the only reasom for our interest in Antarctica. We believe
it should continue for ever to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and
that it should not become the sceme of international discord. In this regard,
we welcome the signing on 3 October 1991 in Madrid of the Protocol on
Environmental Protection by &tarctic Treaty Partiea, which among other things
bane prospecting and mining in and around Antarctica for the next 50 years.
However, we regret that the Madrid Protocol did not take into coacideration
the call of the international community for a permanent ban on prospecting and
mining in Antarctica.

The recent discovery of the so-called osome hole over Antarctica has
given rise to serious concern in all of us. Various studies conclude that
there is an interrelationship between the Antarctic! environment and the global
ecosystem. It is for this reason that there is a need for a comprehensive
agreement to be negotiated by the international community on the protection
and conservation of the Antarctic environment and its dependent and associated
ecosystems.

The authors of the Antarctic Treaty had eanvisioned that "a treaty
ensuring the use of Antarctica for peaceful purposes only and the continuance
of international harmony in Antarctica will further the purposes and
principles embodied in the Charter of the United Nations".

Unfortunately , such harmony has yet to materialise. The
Secretary-General of the United Nations or his representative has not been
invited to the meetings of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties, despite

the urging in numerous resolutions of the General Assembly.



JCG/? A/C.1/746/PV.39
22

(Mr.. Kabir, Bangladesh)

The Treaty itself, despite assertions to the contrary, is not perceived
as an open one. |nsufficient financial resources and lack of the requisite
t echni cal know-how preclude the majority of States from becoming Consultative
Parties, The hi erarchi cal differences between the Consultative and
non-cousultative Members create an obvious class distinction that militates
against the concept of non-exclusiveness. It is often argued that the Treaty
has so far worked well. However, there are reasons to fear that it contains
the germs of diaoord that could at some point lead to conflict.

Antarctica concerms wus all. It is natural, therefore, that there should
be full participation of the internatin..al community in any decision-making
with regard to it. Any regime to be eatabliahed for the protection and
conservati on of the Antarcti c environment muet be negotiated with the
participation of all States.

My delegation hopes that affairs of the Antarctic would be managed and
conducted in accordance with the purposes and principlea of t he Charter of tha
United Nations and in the interest of maintaining international peace and
security and promoting international cooperation f or the benefit of mankind as
a whole.

Antarctica offers unique opportunities for scientific research that could
contribute to the understanding of problem8 elsewhere. All these aotivitiea
should not only be directed exclusively towards peaceful scientific
investigation8 but must al so take place within the framework of a common
agreement and under striamgeat environmental safeguards,

We believe that these aims could be furthered by the active iavolvement
of the Secretary-General of the United Nations as well as that of all Member

States. Because of its universal character.. the United Nations should play a
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key role in t hese matters, It coul d promote coordinated international
cooperation in scientific reeearah, including the organimation of inspection
and observation visits to ensure that no detrimental activities take place in
Antarctica.

Given its crucial importance to all of mankind, Antarctica should be made
a nature preserve by general consensus. It is a heritage that concerms us
all. Let us agree to undertake a eommon endeavour to help protect and
safeguard its fragile environment for this glamet‘'s ecosystem and
environment. We urge the Antarctic Treaty Consultatlve Parties to respond to
the international community’s call for cooperation and to establish a
rolationehip with the United Nations system. In thi s context, a meaningful
dialogue could be initiated at the United Nations Conference on Environment
and Development. After all, Antarctica has an umbilical link with the rest of
the world. Any daiscursion on the global environment will remain incomplete
without it.

Mc, AL-BATTASHI (Oman) (interpretation from Axabic)s Whenever

Antarctica is mentioned, destruction of the terrestrial, marine and
at nospheri a environment comes to mind. This associationof i deas i s no mere
coincidences rather it is the result of decade8 of study amd research that
have led specialized envi ronnent al analysts and scientists to extremely
important oonclueions regarding the destruction and pollution caused by man to
the Antarctic environment under the pretext of promoting sciencific research.
This has caused far-reaching destruction both in the ocean and the landmass of

that cont i nent .
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We know guite well, beyond any doubt, the sariousness of the aggravation
of tnis destruction from one year to the next. We know its impact on a1l the
animals, birds and fish of that continent, Let us add "o this the depletion
of the ozone layer which is becoming more serious year after year te the
extent that it now poses the threat of yet anothe~ disaster for mankind,
namely the increasing global) warming.

Naturally, one of the preliminary effects of prospeciing and research in
tha Antarctic continent is the pollution of the oxygen of the Earth's
atmosphere. This leads to the destruction of miljions of creatures which
constitute a precious resource aad a patrimony of great value to all mankind.
That patzimoany must be preserved by every means available., This does not mean
that research and prospecting have no scientific value or do not contribute to
scientific progress. The problem arises from the ways and means adopted by
all the States that engage in such research. If all those States had taksn
all the necessary precautions and adopted all the necessary safety measures in
dealing with the continent's resources, then there would never have been the
massive devastation of all those scarce and preclious inches.

I should like to return to the subject of the ozore layer, as it has
become clear that the sharp decrease of stratospheric ouone observed during
the past decades over Antarctica is dramatic evidence of man’'a influence on

the Antarctic envi.onment.



BIM/8 A/C.1/46/PV.39
26

(Mc. Al-Battashi. Oman)
Indeed, osone decreasesOf uUp t0 SO per cemtofthe 1956-1978 aver age for
October, and up to 95 per cent loeally between 18 and 20 km al ti t udes, have
been observed in 1987,1989 and 1990. I n 1990, the osone decrease was
consi derabl e andextended into early December of that year.

Scientific andassoci ated support activities are the main causes of the
direct inpact of Wan's activities on the environment in Antarctica. Such
impact of vari ous di nensions may be caused either: (a) deliberately, asin
the cases of construction activities, collection of specimens for scientific
research, etc.8 (p) incidentally, as in thecase ofthe increase |n the
popul ati on of scavenger bi rds caused byfood wastesat a research station;
and/ or (e) accidentally, as in the case of fuel tank ruptures.

Consequently, the [ist of such potential inpacts of Aantarctic scientific
activities may include thefollow ng:

(a) Habitat destruction or modification due to constructi on and ot her

activities;

(b) Destruction, removal and modification of biota, fossils, artifacts,
etc.s

(c) Modification of vitalrates of biota, disturbanao to production and
growt h?

(d) Modification of di Stribution of blota:

(e) Introduction of alien biotar

(£) Pol lution by blocides, nutrients, radionuclides, inert materials,
electromagneticradi ati on and noi se.

It seens that actual orpotential accidents, especially oi| spills, are
cause for special concernin Antarctica as they m ght havegraveconsequences
for the gl obal environment and the world food chai n.  In 1999, there was a

spill of some 50,000 gal | ons of oil due to an accident in an airbase. Oil and
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| ubricant spills destroy and harmall the fragile maritime biota of
Antarctica, such a8 xrill.

My delegation welcomes t he signing on 3 October 1991 by t ha Consultative
Partiest 0 tho Antarctic Treaty oft he Additional Protocolon Environnental
Protection in Antarctica. And we appeal toall states to respect the eatire
protocol and all itsprovisioms, to |imt the rapid degradati on of the
environment in Antarctica. This protocol must be put into effect, it must not
remain dead letter. Although we ate satisfied with the protocol, we note,
however, that it has certain gaps.

Firstly, the Madrid protocol doe8 not effectively ensure protection for
the vul nerabl e environmentin Antarctica, nor the marine environnent.
Secondly, the protocol does not provide for a significant role for the United
Nations and itsS specialized agencies and institutions such a8 United Nation8
Envi ronnent Programme (UNEP), inthe protection of thecontinent’s
environment. Thirdly, the committee on Environmental Protection envisaged
under the protocol ha8no power8 to take a deterrent stance yis-A-via any
country t hat engages in activities which mght harmthe eaviromeat in
Antarctica. The matter isactual |y lefttothe discretion of each of the
Consultative Pattiest0 the Antarctic Treaty. G ven thefactthat this
conti nent 4s the common heritage of nanki nd, itshould not be the preserve of
the few. That is why we ate im favour of total mouitoring and intervention by
the United Natiomssince the United Natiomsistheonlybody that eanjoyst he
confidence of t he worlda8 a whole with regard tothe preservation and
protection ofthat inheritance for present and future generations alike. we
therefore invite the Consultative Parties tothe Antarctic Treaty to cooperate

sincerely with the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Natioms and to i nformhim
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of all progsuss achieved in implementing the Additional Protocol with regard
to environmental protection. We invite them also to provide the
Secretary-General with detailed information on the safety measures adopted in
connection with research. There should be full and regular information so
that the United Nations and it8 constituent bodies may be abreast of the
negative and positive results of all that take8 place on that continent.

In this context, we urge the Consultative Patties to invite the
Secretary-general to attend their meetings. And we iavite them also to lodge
all their meeting documents with the Secretary-general in order for them to

provide the required transparency with regard to their activities on the

continent.
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\\¢ welcomeand support the i dea that the Antarctic shoul d beaonme a world
park, as that woul d haveafavourabl e impact with regard to sparing the
continenta mlitary teabnological racewith all the attendant toxic effects.
Moreover, it Wwoul d consolidate t he conceptof international peace and
security, which for decades have beem t hreatened by inappropriate action.We
want to bee the environmental wealth of Antarctica preserved permanently, as
it is the oultural inheritance of nmankind.

In conclusion, I Wi sh to makethe point that all State8 ia the world
shoul d shoulder their responsibilitiesand t hei r moxel obligation to protect
everything on that coatineat and toregul ate all human activity there.
Concerted efforts by the countries of the world can put an end to the
devastation of Antarctica. There s need for specific, strict. and obligatory
measures and techniques wher eby the international community, through the
Uni t ed Natioms,woul d be inforned ofall the activities of the various
Patties, which, usually, do not attach due importance to what they do ecu the
continent. Thus we coul d adopt mote precise measures that would | i mt the
inappropriate and inequitable expl oi tati on of thecontinent‘'sriches.

Mc . HERNANDEZ BASAVE ( Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish) s Since
t he end of the last sessionm of the General Assembly | nportant eveuts
concorni ng Antarctica havetaken place. My country has followed t here events
Wi th greatattenti on because of their impact onthe preservatiomof the gl obal
environment.

The Madrid Protocol, which was adopted by the Antarctic Treaty Parties in
Cct ober 1991, designated that continent as a natural reservedevoted t0 peace
and science. The del egation of Mexicocan only wel cone the efforts of the

Parties tothe Treaty t0 protect and preserve the eavironment of Antarctica.
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The recent adopti on of t he Madrid Protocol and the SO-year moratorium on t he
exploitation of mnerals arevery positive steps, Whi ch will certainly make an
essenti al contribution to the narrowing oft he differencest hat have existed
for year8 bet ween the Parties with regard to this subject.

We must poi nt out, however, thatt he receatachi evenent8 implieitly gi ve
riseto a certain contradiction, gorthe Treaty remains virtually elesedto
participation bymankind as a whole. This situation raises some questions
that we believe are fundamentals How can it be eclaimed that the Antarctic
shoul d remain a natural reserve, i n the interest of mankind, when i n fact this
new so-called juridical St at us is applicable to less t han one quarter ofthe
internati onal community? \Wiat danmage aould possibly be done tothe objective
of protectingt he Antarctic environment if wowere to promote, however
gradual Iy, effective and authentic uni versal participation bared on respect
forthe principle ofthe juridical equality of States, and ifwe wereto nake
it easier for State8 to meetthe requi rements for participation? How cant he
proposal that the Antarctic be devoted t 0 peaceful uses be viable if the major
wor | d organisation concerned with the preservation and maintenance of peacei S
excluded?

Mexi co hopes that, in the new environnment that is beginning to emerge, a
constructive response toal | thesequestions will be possible. My country is
partfcul atly iaterested inbeginning active participation in, andmakinga
contribution to, scientific and ecol ogi cal workinthe Antarctic. with this
in view, the competent aut horities of my governnent are involved in a process
of evaluating these matters. The adopti on of the Madrid Protocol is a
positive sign, which give8 us encouragenent. |If we add the new signs of
flexibility and openness on the part of the Parties to the Treaty we shall see

t he systemestablished i n 1959 becomi ng nore attractive. It will be nade
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easi er notonly for mycountry but for many other countries also to
participate fully in that system.

Mc. FUENTES IBANEZ (Bolivia) (interpretation fromSpanish)s Agenda
item 66 ha8 aroused our interest, and pronpted uws to participate in this
debat e aoncorning Antarctica’s present and future, whiah are related to the
uncertain future of the world in whiah we [ive. Beforegetting down to that
subject, however, | 8hould |ike to express mydelegation's gratitude to the
Secretary-Qoneral for hi8 three report8 on the question of Antarctica, They
ate objective and complete, |ike all other reports prepared by the
Secretary-general .

The State8 that, on 1 Decenber 1959, signed the Antarctic Treaty in
Washi ngt on shoul dered a singul ar responsibility, of their own free will,by
creating a limited-scope j uridi cal imstrumemt concerningan assetthat, in
accordance W th the evol utionary direction of international law, should be
considered as t he eommom heritage of nmanki nd. The goal that the Parties
decl ared was a plausible one. AsiS madeclearin its preanble, the Treaty
was desi gned t o easuret hat Antarctica woul d

**continue forever to be used exclusively for peaceful purposesand

[ woul d] not become the scene or objeat of i nt er nat i onal discord"
anaspiration entirely in keeping with the interests of science and the
progressOf al | manki nd.

This proposal entailed investigating andstudying thisrenote frozen
space making it an additional continental area of the planet in which we
live. |t seems to ust hat this was a praiseworthy i nitiati ve - and still is -
evenif only as a sinple statenent ofscientific tactgand it isal so

praiseworthy t hat the Parties have declared a noratori um of 50 years and
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opposed any form of prospectingor expl oitati on of Antarctica for industrial
purposes.

The international community understood the initiative a8 a means of
prot ecting the territory of Antarcticafrom the many depredati on8 that had
been suffered by our terrestri al habitat over the years. Of course, the time
I S long past when recent|y discovered territory was divided upby the great
Powers, t aki ng into account only t heir own economic power, technological
resources and military capacity.

It was only natural and logical that the Antarctic Treaty, when it was
signed, should have constituted a step in keeping with the defence of the
community of interest8 t hat our Organisation represented from its very
beginnings. Nevertheless, the provisions intheinstrument that the 12
Parti es signed in Washington have changed to some extent. They seem to have
evolved into a selective characterization of the Treaty’s own Parties a8
Consultative Parties, with decision-making powers, and as other member8 which
joined later than the 12 original signatories, But, of course, this is a

matter Wi t hi Nt he sole competence of the Partiesst o the Treaty.
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What created t he greatest concerawas the announcement of consultations
about ending the ban on prospecting i n Aantarctica andon exploiting Antarctica
for industrial purposes. My del egation, |ike most delegations, is
apprehensi ve about that, particularly in view ofthe follow ng aonment in the
concluding remarks of { he Secretary-General's report on"State of the
environment i N Antarctica and it8i npact onthe gl obal system":

“Moreover, speculation about possible exploitation of Antarctic m neral

resources and it 8 eventual [ possible] detrimental environnmental inpaat

have become a source of maj or discussion and concern.” (A/46/590,

para. 485)
The Secretary-Gemeral adds that the matter ha8 been discussedwi thin the
framework of the Antarctic! Treaty Systemand in otherinternational forums. |
hope that what is proposed will notbe put into effect precipitately and
wi thout reflection.

My del egation believe8 that suech a far-reaching change as |ifting the ban
IS not appropriate andthat for the nost effectiveand positive conpliance
with the Antarctic Treaty's purposes the Treaty shoul d be adapted to the
gui delines of the new international orderand its essential denocratic
inperative. Such updating i s needed for a number of reasoms. First, in a
world struggling to bring about the triumph ofjustice and fairmess - that is,
t 0 ensure that each member oft he internati onal comunity enjoys absolute
respect for it8 right8 and honour8 it8 obligations - it woul d be unwise t0
mai nt ai n exclusive privilege8 that donot have the full est support and are not
justified by the common good.

W are given proof of that new reality by the United Nation8 Convention

on the Law ofthe Sea, whose foundations, norn8 and proceedi ng8 were adopt ed

gy ARSI AN WSRO 5
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by consensus. Such universal participation is even more necessary NOW,
inasmuch as the international aommunity ha8 trebled in sise since the
Antarctic Treaty was drawn up in 19893 the community ha8 been joined by many
peoples which at that time were still under colonlal regime8 and unable to
participate fully or to exercise the right8 that they enj oy today.

Some of the eloquent statements we have heard during t he debate i nforned
us on good evidence that the Antarctic environment has up to now, despite the
establishment there of many scientific research stations, not received the
necessary protection and t hat in faat there is a suspicion that the
proliferation of those stations ha8 done mure harm than gOOd. Also deserving
of attention are the serious suggestions thatthe e [I5+4mM O ha8 deteriorated
significantly, aot Only because Of the surprising reduction Of Certain
aoologiaal species but alse because of contamination of the ® nvironmOnt and
the depletion of the osome layer, a 1088 that |la seen as a grave threat to the
ecological balance of our terrestrial habitat.

We note with great interest that t he United Nations Conference on
Environment and Development is to be held at Rio de Janiero next year, a happy
coincidence, in view of the concern we aro debating. Let us hope that the
Conference will provide some idea8 highlighting the exclusivity of the
Antarctic Treaty and t hat the original concept of the Treaty system can
evolve, through the political will of it8 main Parties and the entire
international community, into a new body which, under United Nations auspices,
will exercise authority amd control over Antarctica that do not now exist.

That would normalise an initiative which, while praiseworthy in
principle, require8 further broadening and concerted effort. Then, with the

benefit of our Organisation's maturity, we may make a reality of the
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worthwhile proposal to eatablish in Antarctica a sciemtific station to monitor
everything affecting that ecological preserve, perhaps the lant one available
to man for regulating our atmosphere, 8o that we can breathe pure air and 1ive
a healthy life.

Before concluding, | should 1ike to make a final appeal to those who
entertain, or might have entertained, ideas of seeking new sources of
prosperity under the Antarctic ice-cep: Think about the accelerated
deterioration of our plamet; imagine what our marvellous world would be like
if, through our own fault, it were turned into a lunar landscape, burned by
the pitiless sun that dominates the vacuum of apacs, or into a darkens& oasis
that testifies over the centuries t0 man's carelessness and his ingratitude to
the Creator for His work.

The CHAXIRMAN: We have heard the last speaker on the list of
speakers for this morning’'s meeting.

I now intend to suspemd the meeting until 12 noon, when we shall vote on

draft resolutions AsC.1/46/L.50 and L.S51.
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The CHAIRMAN: .. shall now proceed to take action on draft

resolution A/C.,1/46/L.50.
I call on therepresentative of Malaysia, who will introduce draft
resolution A/C.1/46/L.50.

Mz, REDZUAN (Malaysia) ¢+ | have the honour to introduce draft
resolution A/C.1/46/L.50, on the Question of Antarctica. The drsf troaol ution
is sponsored by Antigua and Bar buda, Bangl adesh, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina
Faso, Ghana, Indonesia, Kenya, Lesotho, Nepal , Nigeria, Oman, the Phili ppines,
Senegal , Sri Lanka, Sudan,Uganda, the United Republicof Tansania, Yemen,

Zi mbabwe and my own country, Mal aysi a.

In the draft resolution the General Assembly WOUl d recall the past
resol utions onthequesti on of Antarctica and refereances and decisiomsont he
subject that have been made in other i nt ernati onal conferences, such asthe
ninth non-aligned Sunmit, the Organiaation of t he IslamicConference's Moot i ng
of Forei gn Ministers, and the Conmonweal th Heads of Goverament meeting hel d at
Hararerecently.

| n thir connection, under the draft resolution this year the General
Assembly would express its regret that, despite the numerous resolutions
adopt ed by the Assembly, t he Sacretary-General Or his representative has not
been invited to the meetings of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties and
urges once agai n theConsultativeParties t O invite t he Secretary-Generalor
his representative to their future meetings.

TheGener al Assembly woul d al SO reiterate itscal | onthe Antarctic
Treaty Consultative Parti es to deposit information and documents coveriang all

aspects of Antarctica with the Secr et ary- General of the United Nations, and
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would request the Secretary-Gensral to submit a repert on hi8 evaluations
thereon to the Assembly at itS forty-seventh gession.

In the draft resolution ths General Aassembly would reaffirm that the
United Nations is entitled to be a repoaitory for information on Antarctics
sconrdance with pest resolution& asmd would reiterate the call to that
effect. This is to emphasize the concern Of the imternational community at
the need for transparency in the WOrk of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative
Parties. Such transparency is vital to enmsure ths interests of the
international community in sateguarding the envircmment in Antarctica, and
ensure that nothing is being doae that could gravely disturb the eaviroame:
which could have a significant and irreversible impact os OUr ecosystem.

A8 in past resoclutions, the General Assembly would reiterate in this
year's draft resolutiom ths call for the full participation of the
international community in negotiating an agreement to protect and conserw:
the ® nvirommt of Antarctica and it8 associated and dependent ecosystems.
The Assembly would welcome the sigming of the Protocol in Madrid recently,
would express regret that the international community was left out of that
process. The Assembly Would express concera that the Protocol lacks the
monitoring and implementation mechanisms to comply with the provisions of
Protoool anm& has not taken into comsideratiom the call of the internationa
community to ban permanently prospecting and mining in Antarctica. In
relation to this, the General Assembly \would alro express concern over the
environmental degradation of Antarctica and welcome the recogmition t hat
Antarctica should be left undisturbed in it8 umique condition as a nature

reserve or WOr | d park.
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The international community alsoneedsto b3 asmsured t hat the activities
taking place in Antarctica are sol ely forthe purpose of peaceful and
scientific investigations and would not present a threat to international
security. The Qeneral Assenbly woul d reaffirmthe prineciple that Antarctica
shoul d not be a source ofinternational diseord. This is contained in
paragraph 10.

In the draft resol uti on t he General Assembly would also take note of the
three reports ofthe Secretary-Qeneral in, respectively, docunent s as/46/512,
Al 46/ 583 and A/46/590. Although the idea of a United Nations-sponsored
stationnay be t 00 expemsive { O contemplate at the nonment, the Generxal
Assenbly, under this draft resolution, woul d agree to keep the matter under
review as we remai n convinced oft he need t 0 reduce the number of research
stations in Antarctica and to encourage greater international collaboration,
whi ch a United Natioms station woul d represent.

I n view ofthe fact thatthe Secretary-General's report om the state of
the environnent in Antarctica brought to light some serious probl enms regarding
t hat environment, the Qeneral Assembly woul d, in thedraft resolution, request
t he Secretary-Genaral t 0 NnoNitor andgatheri nformati on onthe state oft h8
environmeat in Antarctica and to submt an annual reportt0 the General
Assembly.

The Qeneral Assenbly woul d al so reaffirm the need to promote publia
awareness of tue importance of Antarctica t 0 the world’s ecosystem and woul d
request the Secretary-Qeneral to explore the possibility Of providing the
rel evant materials on Antarctica to the public through the Department of
Public Information. This is toensurethat information onthe true

significance of Antarctica to the world s ecosystemis correctlyand w dely

di ssem nat ed.



JVM/12 A/C.1/46/PV.39
44-45
The CHAIRMAN: I call now on the representative Of the Uni t ed
Republ i ¢ of Tansania, who wi | | introduce draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.51.
Mza, MULAMULA (United Republic of Tanszania): | have the honour to
introduce draft r esol uti on A/C.1/46/L.51, Oon the question of Antarctica,
subnmtted by the delegation of Gabom on behal f of the Group of African States.

The draftresolutionis 8traightforward and draws it8 elemeats from
resolutions adopt ed on the subject last year and in previous years bythe
General Assembly. Nevertheless, i N prepari ng this year's draft resolution,
t he sponsors have taken into account recent developments in South Africa and
t he concernsexpresseda by various del egati ons.

Inthe preamble, apart fromrecalling all the relevant resol ution8 and
ot her documents adopt ed byseveral conferencesonthe subject, the General
Assenbly would once again note with regretthat the apartheid mnority regine
of South Africa, which has been suspended from participation in the General
Assembly (f the United Natioms, ha8 continued to participate in the neetings

of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties.
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In the operative part, the General Assembly would view Wi t h conceru t he
continuing participation of the apartheid regime of South Africa in the
meetings of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties and would once again
appeal to the Parties to exclude the apartheid mnority reginme from
participation in their meetings until such time as the abhorrent system and
practice of apartheid are totally eliminated ir South Africa.

Also, the General Assembly would request the Secretary-General to submit
a report at its forty-seventh session, taking into account the concera
expressed in paragraph 2 with regard to the continuing participation of the
apartheid minority regime of South Africe in the meetings of t he Conmsultative
Parties.

Finally, the African Qroup wishes to commend draft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.51 to the Committee and to express the hope that it will be adopted
by an overwhelming majority.

The CHAIRMAN: I call On the representative of Germany, Who wishes
to speak in explanation of vote before the voting.

Mr., VERGAU (Germany): On behalf of the States Parties to the
Antarctic Treaty, | should like to express, prior to the vctce, our deep regret
that for the seventh time since 1985, a consemsus on the question of
Antarctica has proved elusive.

The States Parties hold the view that a conseansus is the only reasonable
basis for dealing with the question Of Antarctica i N the Genmeral Assembly.
This view is based on full regard for the integrity of the Antarctic Treaty,

which for 30 years has united countries active in Antarctica in a uniquely
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succesasful agreement for the, peaceful use of a continent. |t is, therefore, a
matter of dizappoiatment to the States Parties that the proponents of draft
resolution A.C.1/46/L.50 do not acknowledge these accomplishments and that it
has again turned out tobe inpossible toroach aconsensus,

The States Parties are particularly disenchar.ad With the
misrepresentation of the Protoco) on Environmental Protection to the Antarctic
Treaty comtained in the eleventh preambular paragraph and operative
paragraph 6 of the dr aft resolution. They equally regret that these and other
unacceptable misrepresentationshaveal SO beencont ai ned i n several
contributions to this debate.

To underscore their view that the question of Antarctica should be dealt
with only on a consensus basis, most of the State8 Parties will not
participate in the vote oa draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.50. Their reaction to
draft resointion A/C.1/46/L.51 d088 not prejudice their position on the
integrity of the Antarctic Treaty.

lherewith requestthat a roll-call vote betaken on both draft
resolutions and that the record of the meeting clearly reflect tho88 States
that choose not to participate in the vote.

The CHAIRMAN: The record will show t he nanes ofthe del egati ons
that announce t hey are not participating i n the vote,

Weshal | nowproceedtot ake action ondraft resolution asC.1746/L.50.

| call on the Secretar of the Committee.
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A/C.1/46/L.50 has 20 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of
Malaysia at the 39th nDOti ng of t he Pirst Committee, on 20 November 1991,

The | i st of sponsors of the draft resol ution is as follows: Antigua and
Barbuda, Bangl adesh, BruneiDarussalam, Bur ki na Faso, Ghana, Indonesia, Kenya,
Lesotho, Malaysia, Nepal, N geria, oOman,Philippines, Senegal, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Uganda, Uni t ed RepubliC ofTansania, Yemenand Zimbabwe.

I n comnection With this draft resolution, entitled “"Question of
Antarctica", | should 1like t0 make a statement on behalf of the
Secretary-Gencral:

Under the terms Of par agr aph 2 Ofthe draft resolution, the General
Assenbly woul d request the Secretary-08neral to monitor and gather i nf or mati on
within existing resources on t he state of the environment i n Antarcti ca and
submit an annual report to the General Assambly.

Under t he terms of paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, the Assembly
woul d reiterate it8 call on the Aatarctic Treaty Consultative Parties to
deposit witht he Secretary-Gemeral i nformati on and documentscovering all
aspects of Antarctica, and requost the Secretary-General t0o submit a report on
hi 8 eval uati on8 thereon t 0 t he General Assemblyat its forty-seventh session.

Under the term8 of paragrapa 8 of the draft resolution, t he Assembly
woul d reaf firm the needto promote publ i C awareness of the importance of
Antarctica to the ecosystem and request the Secretary-General t0 explore the
possibility of provi ding the relevant naterial 8 on Antarctica through the
Department of Publ i ¢ | nfornation.

The Secretary-General WOul d assSi gn responsibility for those taskstothe
Department of Political and Security Council Affairs, itbei ng understood t hat

available data and resources WOul d be used for the report on the state of the
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environment in Antarctica, The Departmen< of Public Information would
continue to provide public information materials within it8 regular programme
of activities. In carrying out these tasks, the Secretary-Gemeral would
request end aollate such information a8 might be provided by Member States,
the specialized agencies and the United Nation8 programmes concerned, and
other relevant iaternational organiazations.

In the propusad programme budget for 1992-1993, provision has been made
under section 3 - "Political and Security Council Affairs@* -
sub-section A (ii), “Services for Political and Security Council affairs” -
for substantive servicing of the First Committee of the General Azsembly in
relation to Aatarctica, for report8 of the Secretary-General t0 the General
Assembly and for the preparation of information materials. Accordingly,
should the General Assembly adopt draft resolution A/C.1/746/L.50, NnO programme
budget implication8 are anticipated,

Ihe CHAIRMAN: 1 now put to the vote draft resolution

A/C. 1/46/t. 50, A roll-call vote ha8 been requested.
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The Remocratic People's Ropukdic of Korea, having been drawp bv lot by
the Chairman, was called wpon to vote first.

In favourt Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brunei
Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Costa Rica,
Coéte 4' Ivoire, Cyprus, Egypt, Et hi opi a, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal,
Nicaragua, Ni ger, Nigeria, oman, Pakistan, Philippines,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Wan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Renublic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 2aire

Against: None

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Ireland, Liechtenstein, Malta, Papua New
Guinea, Portugal, Turkey, Ukraine

Draft resolution A/C,1/46/L,50 was adopted bv 65 votes to none, with 8
abgteptiong. *+

# During the roll-call vote, the following members announced that they
were not participating: Albania, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belarus,
Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, lIceland, India, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Lat.ia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Peru, Poland, Republic of Korea, Spain, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republica, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America, Uruguay.

% Subsequently the delegation of Myanmer advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committeewi || now take a deci sion on draft
resolution A/C.1/46/L.51.

| call oeathe Secretary ofthe Commttee.

Mr. EHBRADZ (Secretary of the Committee): Draft resol ution
A/C.1/46/L.51, Question of Antarctica, was introduced by the representative of
Gabon om behalf ofthe States Menbers ofthe United Nations that arenenbers
of the G oup of African States, at the thirty-ninth meeting of the First

Committee, on 20 Novenber 1991.

The CHAIRMAN: | now put draftresolution A/C.1/46/L. 51 to the vote.

A roll-oall vote has been requested.

A.xaoll-call vote was taken.

Ethiopia, having been drawn by Jot by the Chairman, was called Upon to
yota firat.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angol a, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas,
Behrain, Bangl adesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Brazil, Brunei Darussal am Burki na Faso,Cameroon, Cape
Verde, China, Colonbia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,Denpcratic
Peopl e’ s Republic of Korea, Bcuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Chana,
Guatemal a, Quinea, Quyana, India, Indonesia,|ran (lslamc
Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Liberia,
Li byan ArabJamahiriya, Mal aysi a, Maldives, Mal i, Mexico,
Mongol i @, Morocco, Mosambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal ,

Ni caragua, Niger, N geria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,

Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Sudan,
Surinane, swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thalland, Togo,
Tuni sia, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Veneauel a, Yenen, Yugoslavia, Zaire
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Against:s None

aAbstainiogt | rel and, Liechstenstein, Multa, Papua New Guinea,Portugal ,
Ukr ai ne

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L,51 was adopted by 73 votes to none, with
abstentions.* e

" During the course of the roll-call votethe follow ng nenber8
announced that they were not participating: Al bania, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Belarus, Bel gi um Bul gari a, Canada, Chil e, Cdte a'lvoire,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, G eece, Hungary,
Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxenbourg, Madagaraar,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Republic of Korea, Spai n, Sweden,
Turkey, Union of Soviet Socialist Republica, United Ki ngdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United Statesof America, Uruguay.
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The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delegations wishing to
explain their votes,

Mr., BELLINA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation
voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.51, which was submitted by
Gabon on behalf of the states Members of the United Nations that are members
of the Group of African States, and which was introduced by the United
Republic of Tanzania. My Government wanted to show that it hoped that the
text would atrengthen the appeel of the international community to the South
African Government to end the unjust system of apartheid. Thus, my country':
affirmative vote does not in any way mean that it is questioning applicable
international law with regard to obligations arising from international
treaties.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has now concluded its consideration 01

agenda item 66.




