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Zhe meating was called to order at 1l a.m.
AGENDA ITEM 67 (gontinued)

QUESTION OF A\NTARCTICA' GENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT
RESOLUTIONS

The CHAIRMAN: Members may recall that aaaording to the programme of work
the Committee should have completed its consideration of item 67 this moming,
However, a numbear of delegations have informed me that intensive consultations are
stillgoing onWi t h regard todraftresolutions A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.1 and
A/C.1/48/L.64. Moreover, time will be needed to explore the possibility of any
programme budget implications ud of oral statements concerning draft resolution
A/C.1/48/L,63/Rev.1l by the Secretariat. Taking therc developments into account, I
propose { hat we complete the general debatethis morning - we have only three names
left on %he list of speakers - a(take actionut he twodraft resolutions on
Monday.

If the Committee agrees,it will be so decided.
i1t was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: The first speaker this morning is the representative of
Kenya.

Mr. AMBEYI-LIGABO (Kenya): The Antarctic region, with NDre€ than
S million square miles surrounding the South Pole is,after space, the most
isolated region and humanity's last unexplored frontier. It holds about
70 per cent of the world's available freshwater resources and comprises
approximately 10 per cent of the earth's surfacu. Its land appears only where the
15,000-foot [caks of mountain ranges break through the ice. As a result of its
peculiar polar location, the bulk of its ice massand the huge extent of the
surrounding seas, the continent exerts a fundamental influence on the atmosphere,

oceansand the biological conditions of the entire globe.
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This region, because of its value for secientific research and co-operation
and, especially, its location and ecosystem as nentioned earlier, is of such great
importance to the entire community of nations that it is truly unfair for its
managenment to remain in the hands of an exclusive club of a fewrich nations. How
can one explain and understand the paradox whereby on the one hand the death of the
cold war and the beginning of a new era of co-operation in international relations
are proclaimed and on the other hand we are told that the United Nations shoul d
have nothing to do with the Antarctic region?

It is on record that since 1983 Kenya has addressed itself to this subject and
questioned the scope of obligations and undertaki ngs under the 1959 Antarctic
Treaty. W recognize that the Treaty, amobng other things, prohibits any nmeasures
of a mlitary nature and inposes a ban on nucl ear expl osions, whatever their
nature, as well as on the disposal of radioactive waste material. This gives the
region appreciably inportant denmilitarised status.

However, my delegation has major difficulties: first, with the rule that the
ability to conduct scientific research in Antarctica is a strict prerequisite for
accession to the Treaty: secondly, wth the non-denocratic decision-making process
over issues pertaining to Antarctica; thirdly, with the refusal of the Treaty
parties to engage in negotiations on a universalized mechani smthat woul d enabl e
all nations to share the benefits derived fromAntarctica both mow and in the
future: and, fourthly and finally, with thetotal disregard of United Nations
resolutions calling on the Consultative Parties to the Antarctic Treaty to invite
the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to attend their meetings.

G ven that thepresent Treaty has these major fl aws, mydel egati on does not
believe that the interests of all mankind in Antarctica canbest be served by

making the managenent of the area the exclusive right ofa fewrich nations, It is
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therefore Kenya's strong belief that the management of Antarctica should be
universalised, since the region is, in truth, the common heritage of mankind. The
current exciusive and discriminatory arrangement, which puts the fate of Antarctica
and, consequently, Of the world community in the hands of the 25 Consultative
Parties to the Antarctic Treaty, is unacceptable and repugnant to the ideals and
principles of the Charter of the United Nations.

The impact Of human encroachment and oil spills on the Aatarctic ecosystem
cannot be overemphasised. The number Of stations has increased significantly.
There were 34 rtationr in 1983 and at present there are more than 57 stationms,
operated by 20 nations. Many of these stations are merely involved in duplication
of research. Tae only way to stop the establishment Of more stations by nations
seeking decision-making status under the Treaty is to ® stablish an international
scientific station that would make it unnecessary O duplicate research, but would
help in the drawing up of scientific priorities. In this case, duplication of
logiati.cal or other infrastructural requirements needed (O establish national
stations would be rendered unnecessary.

Another question relating to a permanent ban ON mining and prospecting in
Antarctica and its surrounding areas is Of great interest t0 my delegation,
Accordingly, we welcomed most warmly the opposition to the Antarctic minerals
Convention announced in May 1989 by Australia, which was later joined by France and
New Zealand, and supposrted by Italy and Belgium through the ® nactment of domestic
legislation.

It is also noteworthy and gratifying that the international community is
becoming increasingly aware of the environmental degradation in Antarctica and its
harmful impact on the global environment. The Preparatory Committee for the United

Nations Conference on Environment and Development, which met in Nairobi in
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August 1990, has added a new dinmension and an inpetus to our call to preserve
Antarctica as a nature reserve and a world park. W hope that this positive
approach to halting environnmental degradation in Antarctica will be pursued
vigorously within the framework of the forthcom ng United Nations Conference on
Environment and Devel opnent, to be held in Brazil in 1992.

In Europe there have been unprecedented political changes which only a few
years ago nobody had ever thought of and which were, indeed, uninaginable. On the
basi s of these changes, Kenya sincerely believes that the few nations that have
arrogated to themselves power and exclusive rights ¢ er the Antarctic region wll,
sooner rather than later and owing to i mense international pressure and nationa
pressure within those countries thenselves, see reason and bow to global realities

On 19 July 1990, M. Curtis Bohlen, Assistant Secretary of State for Cceans
and International Environnental and Scientific Affairs, in his testinony before the
Sub- Committee on Human Rights and International Orgamizationms of the Foreign
Affairs Conmmittee of the United States House of Representatives, said

"The Washington Administration is mindful of the concerns that are being

rai sed about the potential inpact of mining on the Antarctic environment. W

are consulting with other countries to find a solution that could re-establish

a consensus among all parties on this issue."
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While We appreciate the fact that the eoncerns of the comunity of nations
have at |ast reached the ears of the nobst powerful adnministration of the world,
Kenya does not share the view or conclusion that re-establishment of an already
broken consensus among Antarctic Treaty Parties is a solution to the probl em of
environmental degradation in Antarctica

Kenya believes that the solution to the environment problens in Antarctica can
be found only through a conprehensive environment convention on the conservation
and protection of Antarctica and its ecosystens and the establishment ofa nature
reserve or a worldpark - all within the framework ofthe United Nations

Anot her issue which is ofgreat concern to my delegation is the question of
South Africa. The pillars of apartheid are still solidly intact and therefore, as
an African del egation, we cannot remain indifferent to the continued participation
of the racist Pretoria régime in Antarctic Treaty neetings and activities.

The tinme has come for the Antarctic Treaty Parties, the majority of whom
regard thenmsel ves as bastions and chanpi ons of denocracy and equality, to muster
political courage and reconsider South Africa' s menbership instead of underwriting
apartheid by condoning the participation of a racist régime in the nmeetings and
activities of the Consultative Parties.

M. ZAFAR-UL-HAQ (Pakistan): The continent of Antarctica has a total
area of 14 mllion square Kkilometres, approximately one-tenth of the world's |and
surface. Nnety-nine per Cent of it is covered tya thick ice sheet. It is unique
intha: it is the only continent wthout any indigenous inhabitants or permanent
settlers. The waters of the Southern Ccean are anong themost biologically
productive in the world and support one ofthe earth’s unique, highly adapted and

specialized ecosystems.
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The General Assembly has, over a number of years, debated the question of
Antarctica and has underscored the vital importance of the continent. These
debate8 have also highlighted the concern of the vast majority of the Members of
the United Natious at its exclusion from participation in the decisions concerning
the fate of Antarctica, which undoubtedly has a direct bearing on the future of our
planet.

The Antarctic Treaty, signed in 1959 by a small number of countries, brought
the continent, in effect, under their supervision. It is unequal and
discriminatory since accession to the Treaty does not entitle the acceding States
to participate in decision making. That is the prerogative of the Consultative
Parties, which exercise full coantrol OvVEr thn admission of new Consultative Parties.

The Antarctic Treaty purports to further the purposes and principles enshrined
in the Charter of the United Nations. It is, therefore, difficult to understand
the logic behind the refusal of the Consultative Parties to invite the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to attend the meetir s of the Treaty
Parties despite repeated requests by the international community expressed through
the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly year after year.

The exclusive nature of the Treaty is evidemt from the fact that the documents
of it 8 meetings are not made public; the precise nature of the decisions is not
made known to outsiders, and information trickles out only to the extent that the
Consultative Parties wish { O makeit public. It would, ther fore, be reasonable to
assume that the information leaked out Or made available to the rest of the world
community would be filtered in a manner suited t O { he requirements of the Treaty
signatories.

The Parties to the Treaty have time and again argued that the Treaty has
worked in an exemplary fashion. It is true that it has held in abeyance the

territorial claims of certain States OVEl intarctica and the use of the continent
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for peaceful purposes only. All these are positive elenents. However, this does
not and cannot inply that a Treaty which is open, non-discrininatory, equitable and
universal will not prove to be equally, if not nore. effective.

It is indeed ironic that while the Antarctic Treaty recognizes the interest of
all mankind in Antarctica, the Parties to the Treaty have reserved to thensel ves
exclusivelythe right to decide what is in the common interest Of nmankind. The
decisions taken in the conmon interest of mankind are kept as closely guarded
secrets fromthe vast majority of the sanme mankind.

The international comunity has expressed deep concern at the continuing
degradation of the environnment. The United Nations Conference on Environnent and
Devel opnent is to be convened in 1992 to discuss this major problem  The interest
and the increasing concern ofthe world conmunity over the environnental
degradation in Antarctica and its inpact on global environment were manifested at
the first substantive session of the Preparatory Committee forthe Conference held
in Nairobi from6 to 13 August 1990. And yet, Parties to the Antarctic Treaty
whi ch are so disturbed about gl obal environment and about its protection - and this
we appreciate - refuse to divulge information or even discuss environnental
questions relating to Antarctica. This attitude would certainly workto the
detriment of the preparation of a conprehensive treaty dealing with the problenms of
gl obal environnent.

The adoption of the Convention enthe Regul ati on of Antaretie Mneral Resource
Activities by the Parties to the Treaty in June 1988, despite the objections and
protests ofthe overwhelming majority ofthe States of the world, is another
exanple of the fact that the Treaty Parties do not hold thensel ves accountable to
the international community and that the decision-making lies in the hands of a

few. However, itisfortunatei ndeed that, followi ng the adoption eof the minerals
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Convention, some of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties, namely, Australia,
Belgium, France, Germany, India, Italy and New Zealand, have reportedly
reconsidered the issue and decided not to sign or ratify the Convention.

It is our fervent hope that, ia Or der to safeguard the Antarctic ecosystem,
the minerals Convention will not be allowed to enter iate forae. We belleve that,
in tne interest of our common future, t e minerals Convention must be discarded and
a permanent ban on prospecting, exploration and exploitation of minerals must be
enforced.

Many environmentalist_  ind scientists are of the view that Antarctica should
be preserved as the last continent that hasnot been substantially altered by human
activity. Some of the Treaty Parties have also lent support to the call Of the
international community for the establishment of Antarctica as a nature reserve or
a world park. In our view, any move to draw up a comprehensive environmental
convention on the conservation and protection of Antarctica and its depeandent and
associated ecosystems and t0 establish a nature reserve and world park, must be
negotiated with the full participation of the international community and should be
pursued within the context of the United Nations system, including the United

Nations Conference On Eanvironment and Development.
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Antarctica is the common heritage of mankind. Protection and conservation of
the continent are the common responsibility of all. Any régime for the protection
of Antarctica must have the support of the international community if it is to be
successful, Only an open, squitable, accountable and universal treaty can achieve
the effective protection of Antarctica and its eaviroament,

The establishment, under United Nations sponsorship, of a station in
Antarctica, with the aim of promoting co-ordinated international co-operation in
scientific research, would benefit mankind. In particular, it would ensure that
the importance ot Antarctica to t")> global environment and ecosystems was kept in
view. Such a station could also act as an early-warning system with regard to
climatic change and accidents.

It is unfortunate that the racist minority régime of Pretoria not only is .
consultative party tothe Treaty but continues to participate in the meetings of
the Consultative Pa...ios despite the denand of the international community that it
should be excluded from participation in any such meetings,

In its final declaration, the Ninth Conference of Heads of State or Government
of the Non-Aligned Countries reaffirmed that Antarctica should for ever be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes, in the iaterests of mankind, and should be
accessible to all nations. It recognized the interest of mankind as a whole in
Antarctica, in terms Of international peace and security and of the environment and
its impact on global climatic conditions. It affirmed the interest of mankind in
ensuring that the environment and the dependent and assocliated ecosystem Of
Antarctica are conserved and are protected against all harmful human activities,

It stated that the international community is entitled to information on all
aspects of Antarctica and that the United Nations must be made a central repository

Of such information. My delegation supports the declaration in its totality and
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calls upon the parties to the Antarctic Treaty to co-operate with the rest of the
international comunity to secure its inplenentation.

The Antarctic Treaty was concluded at a time when a |large nunber of States
that are now Menbers ofthe United Nations were still struggling to sxercise their
right to self-determination and independence. The world has changed since then.

So should the régime in Antarctica. It nust acquire legitimcy through openness
universality and equity, and through a renewed commitment to the phil osophy that
Antarctica isthe common heritage of mankind, that it is not subject to
appropriation by any State or person, and that it should be reserved exclusively
for peaceful purposes. The delegation of Pakistan will continue to strive towards
this objective, in co-operation with the other Menbers of the United Nations

| conclude by expressing mydelegation's full support for the draft resolution
on the subject. It was introduced by the representative of Mlaysia, and Pakistan
is one of itS sponsors.

M. AperaNYE (Nigeria): The N gerian del egation wishes to associate
itself, once again, with the concernthat other representatives and, indeed, a
| arge section of the international comunity have expressed about the question of
Antarctica, which is now before the Committee under agenda item 67. Since the 1983
session, when several States, including Nigeria, first brought this matter before
the United Nations Geueral Assenbly, the world comunity's awareness of the ongoi ng
activities in Antarctica has sharpened greatly, and itsinterest in those
activities has increased dramatically. It is reassuring that the dogged efforts of
all concerned have been paying offand that, as a result, Parties to the Antarctic
Treaty, particularly the voting nenbers, are beginning to respond to global public
opinion as regards their activitiss in the southern virgin continent.

The significant changes in international relations that have bean evident in

the past year have resulted in renewed interest in questions related to the
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interrelationship between enduring global peace, common security, economic
developmentand a ® ustainable environment., In the world of the 1990s the question
of Antarctica canonly gain increasing prominence as the world reels under the full
impact of the welcome wave of democratisation, openness and public aaaouatability.
Antarctica may not have settled the human-population problem, but its marine and
living resources , its delicate ecosystem and its strategic wvalue all make it no
less deserving of te attention of all mankind - the Parties to the Antarctic
Treaty and everyone else.,

Against this Dbackground we note with regret, from the Secretary-General's
report on Antarctica - document A/45/459 - thepersistence Of o01d norms Of
exclusiveness, discrimination and secrecy in the administration of Antarctica, as
wvell as in meetings on and activities in the continent. The 28 Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Parties take all t he major decisions, while the 14 non-aonrultative
partner8 appear to be mere onlookers,

As Nigeria haS stated on several occasions, we consider the 1959 Antarctic
Treaty tobe fundamentally flawed. It remains the least popular of all
multilateral disarmament Treatier in force today. After3l year 8 of existence, the
Treaty canboast of ONl y 39 signatories, of which the only one fromthe Af ri can
continent is apartheid South Africa. Secondly, its restriction of membership to
those countries with the scientific and technological capability to undertake a
research expedition in Antarctica is shortsighted and discriminatory and runs
counter to the very principles and objectives Of the United Nations that the Treaty
claims to espouse. Thirdly, it8 lack of recognition of a role for the United
Nations itself in the affairs of such an important uninhabited continent, which
constitutes nearly 10 per cent of the globe, makes the intentions of the Treat;

Parties rather suspect. Nigeria, therefore, has found itdifficult ta support the
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Treaty, the very existence and practical .anifestations of which foster inequality
and reinforce injustice between nations.

We are concerned that a Treaty designed to pronmote pure scientific-research
activities in Antarctica has gradually, over the years, served instead to pronote
the commercial interests of a few countries, on account of the continent's vast
economi ¢ and other potential. W find it difficult to reconcile ourselves to the
fact that, far fromaverting international conflict arising fromconpeting and
territorial clains, the Treaty has, in reality, legitimzed such clains. It has
promoted the ownership of scientific stations, bases and territories occupied by
some of the consultative Powers, and has done so in a manner rem ni scent of
colonial conquests of the past. Forus, the Treaty's claim of nuclear-weapon-free,
dem litarised status for Antarctica appears hollow in view of the factthatthe
Treaty parties have turned a blind eye to_apartheid South Africa's freeaccess to a
portion of Antarctica for the purpose of conducting mssile tests, as was nmentioned
recently in the Secretary-General's report of 29 Cctober 1990 - docunent A/45/571
concerning investigations into South Africa's nuclear-tipped ballistic nissile

capability.
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The net effect of all t hem and other related developments is that the
Antarctic continent is far from what was envisaged in the 1959 Treaty. First,
serious negative ® ffects have been evident in the systematic depletion of the
scarce and dwindling 1iving and non-living resources of Antarctica as a result of
increased human activities engineered by large-scale economic attractions and
potentially huge mineral deposits like oil, gas and rare metals,

Secondly, aonstruation of scientific stations, runways, tourist hotels and
other supporting faclilities are taking their toll on the 2-per-cent ice-free
terrestrial part of Antarctica, which has become over-aongerted, with adverse
consequences for the fragile ® cology of the eontinent. Most important, the issue
of frequent environmental pollution, suppressed over the years because of the
physical location and remoteness of the virgin continent, has come to the forefront
of international concern as the world grapples with the full consequences of
environmental pollution and degradation. There have been reported cec.ses of the
dumping of toxic wastes by stations and vessels, the burning of fossil fuel and
combustible wastes in open pits, with the consequent aerial spread of pollution,
and large-scale oil spills from vessels and storage pumps. The case of the
Argentine supply vessel hahia Par-, which spilled nearly 250,000 gallons of oil
near Palmer Station in February 1989 and polluted almost 15 kilometres of the
Antarctic coast, is particularly relevant. That accident has not been fully
investigated nor has its environmental effect on the surrounding waters, the
penguin colonies and the krill stocks beem accurately determined up to now.

As a coastal State and part of the African continent sharing the South
Atlantic Ocean, which commands the approaches to a vital portion of Antarctica,
Nigeria cannot but be concerned about these adverse developments in Antarctica. It

is common knowledge that upsetting the delicate balance of the Antarctic ecosystem
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through substantial human activities, such as nmineral exploration, would cause a
decrease in the Antarctic ice tenperature with a corresponding rise inits sea
level. For the virgin continent with over 90 per cent of the world's ice, a rise
of even a few inches could result in a sharp increase in global sea |levels that
could submerge many coastal settlements, particularly those in close proxinmty. On
the other hand.. because Antarctica plays a vital robs in deep ocean circulation,
far away fromthe Antarctic beds, pollution of its ocean would have far-reaching
effects several thousand kilonetres away and into the northern oceans, including
the South Atlantic. That is why ny Covernment wasconpelled to highlight this
serious concern in the opening speech by our Mnister of External Affairs at the
second neeting of the States of the Zone of Peace and Co-operation of the South
Atlantic, hosted by Nigeria at Abuja, from 25 to 29 June 1990.

On that occasion, he drew attention to the need for the environnental
protection of the South Atlantic region, and called for utnost vigilance in
ensuring that the region's marine environment was safe fromthe illegal duaping of
radi oactive and other hazardous wastes on our sea-beds thus safeguarding the narine
life and fauna on which our fishing resources depend. The statenment went further:

“I'n this connection, menber States of the Zone need to takegreat interest in

the di sturbing devel opnents currently taking place on the virgin continent of

Antarctica whose reported mineral wealth has already attracted international

attention. Antarctica must continue to serve purely as a global scientific

| aboratory and its exploration to be confined to peaceful non-conmmercial

purposes., The increasing reports of nassive oil spillage from ships and

tankers plying Antarctica should spur us into action to alert the
international community to the jrave dangers of environmental pollution and

spill-over effects into the South Atlantic Ccean, including our shores."”
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Asa first step in addressing these concerns, ny del egation wel comes the new
nonentum in favour of a legally binding moratorium on nineral exploration in
Antarctica by some key members of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Party States,
including France, Australia and New Zealand. W also note the relevant, positive
stand being taken by the public, parlianentary houses and non-government al
organizatiomns in a nunber of countries, including Belgiumand Italy and, most
recently, the United States.

Even before the Convention on the Regulation of Antarctic Mneral Resource
Activities (CRAMRA) was signed in Wellington, New Zeal and, in 1988, N geria had
spoken against attenpts to lend legality to the degradation and despoliation of the
Antarctic environnment. It is thus a triunph, limted though this was, for those
chanpi oni ng the cause of exclusively peaceful scientific research activities in
Antarctica that CRAMRA nowStands discredited. It is yet another discrimnatory
pl oy meantto perpetuate the flaws in the Antarctic Treaty.

Nigeria thus calls for a universal rigime that would protect the Antarctic
environment. inmpose an effective control over mnerals prospecting and extraction,
and halt the present indiscrinmnate scramble for their conmercial exploitation.
The current Antarctic Treaty is, even though clains are nade to the contrary,
inherently incapable of performng these roles in the long rwn. Neither can it
meet the legiti mte aspiratiomsof the international community in consonance wth
the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter. The perennially hostile
di sposition of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Partiestothe request by
non-parties for open and frank discussions em the question, andthe Antarctic
Treaty Consultative Parties' preferences for utter secrecyin the conduct of the
affairs ofa continent affecting the peace, securityand devel opnent of all

nations, big or small, |eave much to be desired.
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In the sane vein, the Antarctic Consultative Party States' refusal to invite
the Secretary-General orhis representative to their current nmeeting in Santiago,
Chile, which started on 19 November, in complete disregard of previous, relevant
CGeneral Assembly resolutions, does not contribute to confidence-building.

It is my delegation's considered view that the review of the Antarctic Treaty
in 1991 shoul d provide anple opportunity finally to rectify these serious
shortcom ngs so that the Treaty will enjoy broad appeal in the years ahead. Atthe
core Of these reforns is the fact that Antarctica nmust serve as and be declared a
nature reserve or world park, madeequally accessible to all countries, and a
| aboratory for scientific know edge and research. Al territorial clains
what soever nust be permanently frosen. In place of the present Antarctic Treaty
there should be a new | egal régime, concluded under the aegis of the United
Nations, to ensure universal nembership and to safeguard the interests ofal
nations.

Pending that arrangenent, however, the nonitoring of the activities of
Antarctica by the United Nations, through the Secretary-General, should be
facilitated. It is ny delegation's hope that these suggestions will be considered
seriously and that the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties will be favourably
di sposed towards the two draft resolutions on the question before the Committee -

A/C.1/45/L.63/Rev.1l and A/C.1/45/L,64 - which ny delegation fully endorses.
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The CHAIRMAN | now call on the representative of Malaysia to introduce
the revised text of the joint draft resolution on the questionof Antarctica.

M. REDZUAN (Ml aysia): | have the honour to introduce draft
resol ution asc.1/45/L.63/Rev.1, entitled "Question of Antarctica", on behalf of my
own country and Antigua and Barbuda, Bangl adesh, Brunei Darussalam Comoros, Ghana,
I ndonesi a, Kenya, Lesotho, Mexico. Nepal, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Saint Vincent
and the Genadines, Senegal, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of
Tanzani a, Zanbia and Zi nbabwe.

Devel opnents since our delibrations on this itemlast year have nore than ever
underlined the need forinternational collective action for the protection of
Antarctica. At the same time, there is a clear link with the increasing
consci ousness and concern of the international community for its gl obal
environmental protection. Since Antarctica covers 10 per cent of the Earth's
surface and invol ves about 70 per cent of the world' s available freshwater
resources, we share a common responsibility to protect its environment. Because of
its critical importamce to the global environnment and ecol ogy, Antarctica nust
stand as a challenge to the international comunity to shoul der this shared
responsi bility, which is consistent with the current cremds in international
rel ations, when cold-war divisions are giving way to international denocratisation,
consensus and co-operation. The thrust of the draft resolution is indeed towards
achieving that aim

| regret to informthe Committee that once again consensus has not been
possi bl e. Neverthel ess, the sponsors have endeavoured to take into account to the
greatest possible extent the views and concernsof the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Parties. It is clear that the tone of the draft resolution reflects
thi s awareness of theneed forbal ance and accommmdation in the interests of all

menbers.
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However, as | pointed out earlier, the draft resolution's overriding objective
is the protection of Antarctica. |f sacrificing such an objective is the price for
the achieverment of consensus, there can be no doubt about the sponsors' clear
preference.

The draft resolution enphasises the inportance of Antarctica to the globa
environment, and the need for its protection against all harnful human activities
and for the denocratisation of the nmanagement of the continent for the benefit of
mankind as a whole. The preanbul ar paragraphs reaffirmthe significance of
Antarctica and its relationship to the global environnent. The preanbul ar part
also reaffirnms that Antarctica should continue for everto be used exclusively for
peacef ul purposes and that it should not become the scene or object of
international discord. It further reflects the consciousness of the environnenta
degradation that mining woul d cause to Antarctica, and welcomes the initiative
taken by some Consultative Party countries in pronoting Antarctica as a nature
reserve or world park and the banning of prospecting and mining in and around
Antarcti ca.

The preanbul ar paragraphs al so share the concern over the environnenta
degradation of Antarctica and its inpact on global environnent, as expressed at the
first substantive session ofthe Preparatory Conmittee for the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Devel opnent, held in Nairobi |ast August. The
preanbul ar part further reaffirn8 the necessity for ensuring the conprehensive
protection and conservation of Antarctica through a nultilateral framework
negotiated with the full participation of all members of the internationa
community, It also addresses the need to prevent or mininise theinpact of human
activities resulting from the |l arge anumber of scientific stations and expeditions

in Antarctica. In this regard it wel comes the ongoing trend of acknow edgi ng the
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need for internationally co-ordinated scientific research stations in Antarctica in
order to mininise unnecessary duplication in logistical support facilities.

In paragraph 1 the General Assenbly would express its regret that despite
numerous resolutions the Consultative Parties have not seen fit to invite the
Secretary-General or his representative to the nmeetings of the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Parties, including the special session of the Antarctic Treaty
Consul tative Meeting in Santiago from 19 Novermber to 7 Decenber this year. It once
again urges the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties to invite the
Secretary-General or hi s representative to their future neetings.

In paragraph 2 the General Assenbly would call upon the Treaty Parties to
deposit information and documents covering all aspects of Antarctica with the
Secretary-General ofthe United Nations and reguest the Secretary-General to submt
a report on his evaluations to the General Assenbly at its next session.

In paragraph 3 the General Assenbly would expressits conviction that any move
to draw up a conprehensive environnental convention on the conservation and
protection of Antarctica and its dependent and associ ated ecosystens, as well as
establishing a nature reserve or world park, nust be negotiated with the full
participation of the international community. In this regard, we believe the
matter should be pursued within the context ofthe United Nations system including
the United Nations Conference onEnvironment and Devel opnent.

After consultations with our co-sponsora, we have agreed to delete
paragraph 4. However, it renains our firm eonviction that the various aspects of
concerns over Antarctica's environment shoul d be appropriately addressed by the
1992 Waited Nations Conference on Environment and Devel opment.

In paragraph 5 the General Assenbly would urge all members of t he
international community t O support al| efferts toban prospecting andmining i n and

zround Antarctica and to ensure thatal | act!vities shoul d be used exclusively for
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the purpose of peaceful scientific investigation, and that all activities should
ensure the maintenance of international peace and security in Antarctica and the
protection of its environnent, andshould be for the benefit of all mankind.

I n paragraph 6 the General Assenbly would request the Secretary-General to
undertake a conprehensive study, with the help of relevant United Nations
programmes and speci al i sed agenci es, such asthe Wrld Meteorol ogi cal Organization
and the United Nations Environnent Programme, on the establishment of a United
Nat i ons- sponsored station in Antarctica, with a view to pronoting co-ordiuated
international co-operation in scientific research for the benefit of manki nd,
particularly the importance of Antarctica to the global environnent and ecosystens,
as well as to act as an early-warning systemon clinmate change and accidents.

In paragraph 7 the General Assenbly would urge all States to co-operate with
the Secretary-General and to continue consultations on all aspects relating to
Antarcti ca.

In paragraph 8 the General Assenbly would further request the
Secretary-General to submt, within its existing resources, a report on the state
of the enviromment in Antarctica and its inpact on the global systemat its next
sessi on.

W are aware of the financial impliecatioms of our proposals in paragraphs 6
and 8. But the Secretariat could overcomethe problem by preparing the reports
using avail able data and resources. Data could al so be obtained frominternational
scientific studies by such bodies as Greenpeace. Data from the Treaty Party
countries would al so be welcomedto assist the Secretariat in preparing the reports,

Finally, im paragraph 9 the CGeneral Assenbly would decide to include in the
provi sional agenda ofits forty-sixth session the itementitled "Question of

Antarctica".
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The sponsors of the draft resolution have made every cffort to avoid
confrontation. The text has been carefully Adrafted in reasonable language, taking
into recount recent developments and reitaerating fundameatal concerns of the
international communi ty.
We are confident that the Committee will adopt the draft resolution, as it has

similar draft resolutions in the past. \We therefore present the draft resolution

for action by the Committee.



NS/ASW A/C,1/745/PV,43
26

The CHAIRMAN: We have heard the last speaker on the list of speakers for
this morning's meeting and thus the Committee has concluded its general debate on
agenda item 67.
PROGRAMME OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: 1In accordance with the programme of work and timetable, on
Friday, 23 November, the Committee is scheduled to embark on the next stage of its
work, namely, the general debate, consideration of and action on draft resolutions
under agenda items 68, 69 and 70, relating to international security. However, as
there are no speakers inscribed in the list of speakers for that day, the Committee
will begin its consideration of those agenda items on Monday, 26 November.

Also on Monday, as the Committee decided earlier, we will take action on the
two draft resolutions under agenda item 67, “Question of Antarctica®. I would
encourage the delegations concermed to complete their consultations as soon as
possible.

I would also propose that the deadline for the closure of the list of speakers
for the gemeral debate under international security agenda items be extended to
Monday, 26 November, at 6 p.m. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the
proposal is acceptable to the Committee.

1t was so decided.




