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In  the  absence of  the  Chairman,  Mr.  Manhhadi ( Is lamic Republ ic  of  IranIt

~ce=Chairman,  took the  Chair .

The  meet ing  was ca l led  to  order  at  3.35  P.m.

ACWDA ITEM 70 (continued)

(XJESTIDN  OF ANTARCTICAt GENmAL  DEBATE AND CI)NSIDERATION  OF ANI ACTION ON DRAFT
RESOLUTIONS

Mr. FOERN3MO  (Indonesia) 1 For  the  seventh  coneecutive  year ,  the First

Cammt  t t e e  ift engaqed i n  a  f u l l - s c a l e  d e b a t e  o n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  Anta rc t i ca . A

valuable  contr ibut ion to  the  fac tual  axtent and Acope  of  the  onqoing debate  haa

b e e n  n&de  i n  t h e  p a s t  b y  Gneral hssembly  reeolutions  a n d  t h e  decieions  t a k e n  by

the  non-a l igned countr ies . In  the  proce88, the  volume of  informat ion on that

bare ly  explored cont inent  haa been  increased. I t  c anno t  be  s a id ,  howeve r ,  t ha t  t he

degree of mutual undarstandinq  and convergence of viewa on the iesuea involved hae

been correepondinqly enhanced.

Both  the  Par t ies  and the  non-par t ies  to  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  oeteneibly  concur

on the  u l t imate  goal  of  ensur ing the  wides t  poelible  in  terna t ional  co-opera t ion  far

the manaqemant  and uge of  Antarct ica  exclusively  for  peaceful  purpoeea and in  the

interes ts  of  a l l  mankind. That is to be achieved in a way that would prolrnte

Rciantif  ic research, p r o t e c t  i t s  v u l n e r a b l e  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  a n d  p r e s e r v e  itR

demilitarined a n d  denuclearised  s t a t u e . &t, i n  t he  e f fo r t s  t o  a t t a i n  t ha t  common

wal I t he  Pa r t i e s  t o  t he  An ta r c t i c  T rea ty - a n d  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  Consultative  P a r t i e s

- continue to he adamant and to reaiAt  any meaninqf ul involvement by the

international community, non-par t ies  to  the  Treaty  , through the  only  universa l

forum which all of ua are committed to support and etrsngthen.

In  r ecen t  yea r s ,  because  o f  An ta rc t i ca ’8  eignificance  to  t h e  world  a t  l arge ,

t h e r e  h a s  b e e n  suetained  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h a t  reqion,  wh ich  i n  many  resPeCtR

consti tu b?.s the Iae t frontisr  on Earth. With  the  wor ldwide impact  of  such ieaues
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as ocean depletion and qlohal warming at stake, such interest is bound to

increase . Regrettably, however, vi ta l  informat ion about tha t  region continues to

be meagre.

Formel  communiquia  i ssued a t  the conclus ion  of  the  meet ing9 he ld  by the

Antarct ic  Treaty CcnaultAtive  Par t ies  are couched in  genera l  terms. Crucia l

documents are not mac9s  public,  nor is the precise nature of the decisic~ns  taken.

The  sit*uatim is  fur ther  compounded by the secrecy that  cont inue9 to  character ise

the  funct ioning of the  Treaty . Notwithstanding  the  c la ims made by the Antarct ic

T r e a t y  Consultetive  P a r t i e s , a n d  d e s p i t e  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  qlobal  impact  o f  a c t i v i t i e s

in  Antarc t ica ,  the  sys tem remains  an exclus ive  c lub where  decis ions  are  taken

behind closed door 9 by a pr ivileqed few. T h u s ,  ita o p e r a t i o n s  are  no t  fu l l y

t r anspa ren t .

In the context of those oanaiderations,  our concerns were further heightened

by the poss ib i l i ty  of a re’gime  for  mineral  resources  that  would go beyond the

purview of  the Treaty  and even place  i t  outs ide  the  decis ion-makinq ambit of  the

in terna tional community . There 19 widespread apprehension that the true scien ti fit

value  Of Antarct ica aR a  global  laboratory f ree  of  contaminat ion msy come to an end

i f  exp lo r a t i on  and  exp lo i t a t i on  o f  i t s  m ine ra l  resources  we re  t o  beqin.
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We have &cumentec  rsporte that dut ing the past year alone a number of ail

spi l l s  and other  accidents  have occurred in  tha t  region, w i t h  p o s s i b l e  i r r e v e r s i b l e

consequences for the fragile Antarctic ecosystem. Many consider  th is  to  be  a

harbinger of things to come in the event of minerals development taking place on

any scale .

The protection of Antarctica as a global ecological common and the value of

mintaining i t  a s  a  sc i en t i f i c  and  wi lde rnes s  p r e se rve  f a r  exceed  any  bene f i t s  t h a t

might accrue from commercial exploitation. Global environmental wncerns,  which

have become a major preoccupy  ticn of the United Nations, should be deemed relevant

in  the  context  of Antarct ica  a8 well . Pe rhaps  i t  is d u e  t o  t h e e e  ccnsiderations

that  some of  the  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  are  having second thoughts  on a minerals

re’gime and have recognised the need for new measures and procedures t6 ensure the

comprehensive  protect ion and conservat ion of  Antarc t ica’s  pr is t ine  environment .  In

th is  context , we commend their decision t6 abandon the minerals Convention in

favour of  a new conventiar  on the  environmenta l  protecticn  of Antarct ica,  which in

any event  should  become a global  responsibi l i ty ,  ra ther  than a matter  wi th in  the

exclllsive  purview of the Treaty Is signa tories.

ft i s  by  new selfqvident  tha t  many  o f  t he  complex  i s sues  r e l a t i ng  t o  t he

Anta rc t i c  cegicm carry  f a r - r each ing  imp l i ca t i ons  beyard An ta rc t i ca  i t s e l f . The

further evolution of the Treaty as an area of common interest can be achieved

through a dynamic process of innovation and adaptation to the new challenges and

problems posed by that region. What  i s  needed is  greater  access  to ,  and wider

disaemina  ticn of, informa tiar ccncern  i ng  ac t i v i t i e s ,  negot ia t ions  and agreements?

t h e  eatablfshment  o f  v i ab l e  l i nks  w i th  specialized  agenc i e s !  co -ope ra t i on  w i th

relevmt  bodies  of  the  Itnited Nations sya temt and means and modali  t ies  to  faci l i ta te

the  meaningful  par t ic ipat ion of  the  non-al igned and other  developing countr ies .
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Indcmesia d o e s  n o t  s h a r e  t h e  apprehensiar  o f  t he  Trea ty ’ s  s:ignatories  t ha t

wider  par t ic ipat ion would in  any way undermine i t s  funct ioning,  especia l ly  in  areas

o f  s c i en t i f i c  co-pera t i o n  a n d  envircnmental  r e sea rch . Indeed,  increased

par t ic ipat ion of  the  in ternat ional  communi ty  would  make a significant  cont r ibut ion

withcut  undermining the  legal  regime already in force. Sped f ically , in terna tional

co-operation can be promoted by the establishment of scientific bases where teams

f rom al l  in teres ted  nat ions  can conduct research of global scienti f ic  in teres t=

T h i s  w i l l  a l l o w  f o r  t h e  optimization  of  investmen&, the  cons i s t ency  o f  r e sea rch

programmes and the elabora ticn  and implementa tiar of a coherent  project for

activities i n  An ta rc t i ca .

Clear ly ,  the  case  fou greater  involvement  by our  Organization  in  unravel l ing

the many complex issues and in seeking equitable solutions and arrangements is

s e l f e v i d e n t . Such a process should allow for a thorough examination and

clari fica tian of them in order to remove misperceptions and to bridge the differing

positions of Member States. My delegation is more than ever convinced that the

in ternat ional  community has a  r ight  - and,  indeed,  an  obl iqa  t ion  - to  maintain  and

~CI d e e p e n  i t s  l m q - t e r m  c o m m i t m e n t  t o  ensurinq  tha t  t he  l a s t  q r ea t  f r on t i e r  on

Ea r th  i s  managed  on  t he  basis of  i n t e rna t i ona l  codpetaticn  a n d  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f

a 11 mank  ind. By recognizinq  the legi t imacy of  the concerns  of  all  nat ions  and by

harmariz ing our  ac t ions , we can further advance our common o& jectives in the

Treaty, and at the same t ime make it  equitable and thersby promote its wider

accep t ab i l i t y . Ul tim tely , o u r  a im is to e n s u r e  t h a t  r;ntarctica  w i l l  rema in  fo r

e v e r  a  condu,t  f o r  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  cooperation  i n  t h i s  interdspendent  w o r l d .

Mr. RAZALI  (Malays  ia) 1 Our  de l ibera t ions  on  the  question of Antarct ica

are taking place  against  a  background of  increasing internat ional  ancern  over  the

sti te  of  the  global  envircnment. In the many meetings and conferences  held to
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consider  the  var  iota  aspects  of  th is  challenge  t6 mankind,  the  common  thread

r u n n i n g  t h r o u g h  a l l  these  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i s c u s s i o n s  i s  t h e  remqnition  tha t  g loba l

environmental  threats  requite a global  response .

In t e rna t i ona l  ooloperation  i s  impe ra t i ve  for t he  succe s s  o f  any  s t r a t egy  to

deal with such challenges. The  carrclusions  of the  many internat ional  meetinqs  he ld

i n  1 9 8 9  c lear ly  a t t e s t  t o  t h i s . These sentiments can be found in the Hague

Aqreement,  the Helsinki Conference, the Par ie economic Summit,  the ninth summit of

the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, and the Langkawi  and Noordwijk

&Clara tions. They also lie at the heart of such conventions as the 1985 Vienna

Convention for the Protection of the Ozone byer, the 1987 Montreal ProCocol  on

Substances that Deplete the Ozcne Layer and the 1987 Base1 Convention on Dumpinq  of

Hazardous and lbxic Wastes. Another case in point is General Assembly resolution

43/53,  cn clim te change, w h i c h  recoqnizes  t h a t  c l i m a t e  chanqe i s  t h e  *smmon

concern of  mankind and that  t imely act ion taken to dea l  wi th  i t  should  be within  a

global f camework. New impetus  was given to th is  in i t ia t ive  wi th  the  adopt ion  by

the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP)  of its decision 15/36 to begin

preparation for  negot ia t ions  on a framework conventiar  on Climate.

There is also the work undertaken by the Interqovernmental  Panel on Climate

Ch anqe , with the support of UNEP and the World Meteorological Orqaniza tion, to

formulate  s t ra tegies  to deal  wi th  such phenanena.  We are  a lso  working hard

preparinq for the United Nations Carfecence  on Envircnment  and Development t

scheduled for 1992.

In  shor t ,  in  facing the  commcn  threat  to  qlohal environment ,  we have no other

opt ion  but  to  jo in  hands . I t  is  no mark of  wisdom  to  s ta te  tha t  no country or

group of  countr ies  wi l l  be  spared the  ca tac lysmic  consequences  of the  qreenhouse

ef fec t ,  qlcbal wa rminq  o r  t he  depletion  o f  t he  ozcne layer . We al l  know this- One
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has only  to  l i s ten  to  the  speeches  made during this  sess ion of  the  General  Assembly

and at other forums. They are  bul l i sh  on in ternat ional  cooperation,  and we

applaud such statesmanship. President  Bush,  for  example ,  cal led for  “an

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a p p r o a c h  t o  u r g e n t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  issues”  (A/44/PV. 4 ,  pp .  54 -55 ) .  I

a m  t he re fo re  remindsd  o f  the  say ing , “Ei ther  we l ive  toqether  as  brothers ,  Or we

perish as  fools .  ”

I t  i s  t h i s  s t a rk  r ea l i t y  o f  o u r  v u l n e r a b i l i t y  t h a t  s h o u l d  h e  t h e  c e m e n t  f o r

g l o b a l  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n . We f ind ourse lves  for tunate  indeed that  the

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  c l i m a t e  i s  n w  p r o p i t i o u s  f o r  m e a n i n g f u l  m u l t i l a t e r a l

a c t i o n .

The  d6tente  between the  super- t iers  has  a lso  found express ion in  ren wed

suppor t  for  the  Uni ted  Nat ione . We have been witness  to  a  h is tor ic  in i t ia t ive  by

them at  th is  sess ion, wi th  the i r  unprecedented  co-sponsorship  of  a  resolu t ion  to

enhance the work of the United Nations. The salutary  effects  of  the  deepening

ddtente  be tween the  two super -hers  have propel led  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  in to

prominence, playing, a n d  s u c c e e d i n g  sore and  more ,  i n  i t s  r o l e  o f  f ac i l i t a t i ng  t he

r e s o l u t i o n  o f  reqional  c o n f l i c t s .

This  re turn  of  fa i th  in  tnultilatsralism  could  not  have come at  a  more cr i t ical

time fo r  t he  wor ld . For  today’s  chal lenges - whether they pertain to development t

environment ,  c l imate  change OK dcuqs  - are  global  concerns . And the  Uni ted  Nat ions

remains  the  mu1  tilateral forum best  sui ted  for  harness ing the  creative energies  and

t h e  e s s e n t i a l  p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y  t a  f a c e  u p  t o  t h e s e

chal lenges .
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What i s  inexpl icable  i s  the  obvious  cont radic t ion  in  the  pcs i  t ion  of  those  who

in the  same breath  wax e loquent  on  the  need for a glcbal s t ra tegy,  in ternat ional

m-operation  and enhanced United Nations involvement in global environmental

WeatiOna  and  r e j e c t  t h e  applicability  o f  t ha t  mu l t i l a t e r a l  app roach  to t h e

question of An tart tica 0

They seem to suffer from a blind spot when it  comes to discussions on the

modalities and arrangements Ror  ensuring the protection of the environment and

ecosystems in and around Antarctica. The  c r i t i c a l  s i gn i f i c ance  o f  An ta r c t i c a  t o

the global  envircnment  and ecosystems is beyond debate. I  c a n n o t  p u t  i t  b e t t e r

than the French Prime Minister, Mr. &card,  who said on 9 October 1989 that “the

Antarct ic  i s  a t  the  hear t  of  the  debate  an the  envi ronment  “. In any case,  seven

years  o f  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  i n  t h i s  C o m m i t t e e  s h o u l d  h a v e  b o r n e  t h a t  o u t  a l ready .  I

would  prefer  not  to  dwel l  fur ther  on th is  aspect  of the  ques t ion ,  but  I  feel  I  must

do SO because understanding Antarctica’s role in the global environmental and

ecological  ba lance  wi l l  shed light on current  d iscuss ions .

To begin  wi th ,  Antarct ica  is  a  land of  cont inenta l  d imensions ,  cover ing

10 per  cent  of  the  surface  of  the  g lobe, an  a r ea  o f  14  mi l l i on  sauare k i l ome t r e s .

T h a t  i s  t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  a n d  Mexioo  c>j!.bined. For comparison, the

area of Europe, from Lisbon to Mcscw and Scandinavia ta Turkey, is only 10 million

square kilometres. The Antarc t ic  ioe-sheet  i s  equal  to  the  combined area  of  the

Chited Sta t e s  and  Europet i n  w in t e r ,  w i th  i nc r ea sed  i c e ,  t he  s i z e  o f  An ta r c t i c a

expands  to  30 mi l l ion  square  k i lometres . The Antarc t ic  holds  about  70 per  cent  of

the world’s  avai lable  f resh water  reserves  and abcu t  90  per  cent  of  the  wor ld’s  ice-

Because  of i t s  polar  locat ion, t h e  b u l k  of  i t s  i c e  mas s  and  t he  huge ex t en t  o f

i t s  surrounding seas, the  crntinent exer ts  a  fundamental  inf luence on the

atmosphere ,  oceans  and biological  conditions  of  the  ent i re  g lobal  system. The
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Antarct ic  ice-sheets  a lso  have a  conttollinq  inf luence  bn ocean circula tian

Pat terns ,  global  weather, climate and food production. The hiqh albedo of the

Antarc t ic  ice  helps  to  reduce  the  ahsorptiar of  heat  f rom the  sun and prevent  the

warming of the Earth. The continent,  lying at the hub of our planet’s weather

sys tem,  wi th  the  turbulent  a i r  above i t ,  acts  as  a  qiant  pump help ing  in  the

circulation of global air masses.

The ocean surrounding Antarc t ica  is r ich  in  p lanktonic  species  which  provide  a

founda  tian  for the marine ecosystem. The Antarctic converqence  zone t where cold

waters of the Antarctic sink below the warmer waters of the Pacific, provides an

environment  for  explosions  of  Life  and nutr ients  that  are  carr ied  thousand8 Of

m i l e s  to o ther  pa r t s  o f  t he  Ea r th .

The Antarc t ic  ia a lso a  f ragi le  environment , vulnerable TV the impact of human

a c t i v i t i e s . The ability of the ecosystem to recover from change in&ced  by humans

is less than that of ecosystems elsewhere because of the extreme conditions and the

s impl ic i ty  of  the  ecosystem.

Any change in the Antarctic environment would have an unpredictable impact on

the  c l imate  and environment  of other  par ts  of  the  world . The  threat to the global

environment and ecosystems thst  would be posed by the deatructian of the

environment  and ecosystem of the Antarctic is beyond question. M country  could

escape the grave consequences of such adverse developnents. That provides

oanpellinq  a r q u m e n t s  f o r  e n s u r i n g  t h e  f u l l  p r o t e c t i o n  of  t h e  c o n t i n e n t  a n d  i t s

surrounding seds from harmful  human act ivi t ies . That need has been readily and

~~iversally  recoqnized.

Antarctica’s  impor t ance  de r ive s  a l so  f rom i t s  un ique  cha rac t e r i s t i c s  a s  t h e

last wilderness of mankind. I t  i s  a  qbobal  s c i en t i f i c  l abo ra to ry  o f  immense  va lue ,

with i t s  pr is t ine  nature  providing a base- l ine  against  which we can measure
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pollution aud the extent and effects of global climatic change, It permits

research important to the study of global processes and the changing environment.

The region holds many secrets of the Earth’s past. It may also be the best

monitoring-zone for global pollution and a vantage-point from which to observe the

degradatiar of the Earth’s natural system. The polar regions are very sensitive to

changes in the global environment and may act as warning signals of changes in the

tbtal energy flux into our Earth and of changes in the atmosphere. They also serve

an important function by enabling us to detect the effects of natural phenomena and

human activities on a global scale.

Antarctica therefore serves as a crucial area for mankind’s efforts to

understand such global phenomena as global warming and the thinning of the @Zone

layer. The melting of the Antarctic ice alone, for example, would raise the level

of the sea, wiping out not cnly low-level countries but also centres of POPUlation

in mastal areas. Study of the ice-sheets of Antarctica is of vital importance.

Concern has also been expressed over the possibility oE harvesting Antarctic ice

and the impact of such a commercial use of ice on the environment and ecosystems of

the Antarctic.

The adverse impact of human activities in Antarctica would also deprive

mankind of an opportunity to make valuable scientific observations necessary for

our understanding of the phenomena of global changes. It would only make the task

of finding solutions to meet the threats posed by such changes even mOee difficult

and distant. The price we may have to pay in the long run may indeed be horrendous.

In the light of what I have said about the crucial impact of Antarctica on the

world’s environment and emlogical balance, does the cur cent institutional

framework for the management of that continent reElect universal involvement and

correspor? with the democratic norms of international relations? Can 25 countries



58/4 A/C.1/44/P'J.44
14

(Mr. FLazali, Malaysia)

arrogate to themselves the exclusive right to all decision-making on Antarctica?

In the words of the French ocean explorer Jacsues  Cousteau,  "The survival of the

human race depends on the survival of Antarctica." Surely, it is untenable for the

majOtity of States Members of the United Naticns - 134 of them - to be totally

excluded from the decision-making process on matters which affect the very survival

of mankind. Clearly, such a discriminatory arrangement , which has its roots in the

world of 30 years aqo, must catch up with current-day realities.

We submit that it is because of the critical importance and unisue attributes

of Antarctica that it should be managed as a common heritage of mankindr for the

benefit and in the interest of mankind. The current exclusive and discriminatory

arrangement, which places the fate of Antarctica and consequently of the world

community in the hands of the 25 Consultative Parties to the Antarctic Treaty, is

clearly unacceptable.

The Antarctic Treaty, concluded in the international political climate of 1959

and following the successful experience of the International Geophysical Year,

sought primarily to enable the free conduct of scientific activities and

international scientific cooperation  by ensuring that Antarctica was to be used

exclusively for peaceful purposes. In addition, by prohibiting all military

activities, the testing of weapons and nuclear explosions in Antarctica, it

established conditions for the demilitarization  and denuclearisation of the

continent.

Artcle XI, paragraph 1, of the Treaty provides for the Consultative Parties

to undertake measures in furtherance of the principles and objectives of the

Treaty. The primary focus of the Treaty provisions was therefort on matters

relating to scientific activities and the protection of Antarctica. aut

unfortunately the self-appointed guardians, unaccountable to the world, have taken
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upm themrelvee  roles beyard tha t  envieimed  by the Treaty. The Tees ty doeR not

have express  provieionn  regarding the  exploi ta t ion of  any eeaourcea in  or  around

the con t inen t . Movement by the Coneultative  Partiee into the area of tegulatin9

Antarctic mineral-resource activities ie considered by some experts aa ultra wires

with  respect  to  the  Treaty . Soma  of  the  Consul ta t ive  Parties  have lowered thei r

sights from the avowed aim of protectinq  the continent and seem to be exchanqinq

the i r  ro le  for that  of  exploi ters  of the contirlent.
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For FI~X yeara, from 1982 to 1988, they applied themeelves single-mindedly to

t h e  drawinq  u p  of  a  f r amework  fo r  t he  r egu la t i on  o f  such  ac t i v i t i e s .  Vhia f ina l ly

led  to  the  signing of  the  Convent ion  QI the  I&qulation  of  Antarct ic  Mineral

Resource Act iv i t ies  in  1988. D e s p i t e  t h e i r  p r o t e s t a t i o n 8  t o  t h e  cont ra ry ,  t h e

Convention hae been judged, even  by  thoea i n t i m a t e l y  i n v o l v e d  i n  a l l  t h e

negotiations on i t ,  AB providing an eesential  framework for minetale  development in

A n t a r c t i c a . The Auatral ian Minia  tar of Finance, for example, dear ibed the

minerala  Convention ae “a atarter’a qun for miners”. Any continuing claim8 to the

contrary,  for  example that  the Creaty ie a  conaerva tion rdgimo, ring h o l l o w

indeed . Several  Antarct ic  Treaty Partiee  have already reconsidered and dec ided  not

to eign the Convention. Indeed none of them has ratif ied it l

When one closely examines the arguments advanced by the proponents of the

Conventiar  their contradiction becomes obv ioua. I t  was a rgued  t ha t  t he  Antarc t i c

i~ in  acute  need  of  a convent ion to  avoid  an unregula ted scramble  for  the  mineral

resources  of the  cont inent . At  the  same tim, we were given to  undere tand that  the

current state of technology would make such exploitation unfeae ible and that there

wee no c lear  proof  of  mineral  reaourcea  beyond thei r  mere tracers. The current

in ternat ional  pricea of  these  resources are such aa to  make any exploi ta t ion of

them in  the  Antarct ic  economical ly  unviable . If we were to accept such argumenta

then how could one explain the unseemly  haate  to conclude the minerals convention.

A¶ was indicated by Pr ime Minister  Hawke of Auetralia and Prime Miniat*-:

Rocard of France on 18 August 1989,

“Mininq in  An ta rc t i ca  ie n o t  c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  fraqile

Anta rc t i c  environmc?nt.  ”

The qrave hazards that mining activitiee  would poeo to the Antarctic environment

a n d  i t s  ecceystem c a n n o t  be su f f i c i en t ly  emphaaized.
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I f  the  oi l  spi l l  of the  Exxon Valdez ie anythinq to  qo  by,  any euch accident

in Antarctica  w i l l  w r e a k  i nca l cu l ab l e  and  i r r eve r s ib l e  damage  on  t he  ayatem. T h e

axon Valdea sp i l l  took place  in  March - in  Bprinq  weather ,  near  popula t ion areas

end w i t h i n  teach o f  centre8  f o r  quick-reeponne  a c t i o n .

The reaourcea expended to aope with this diets  ter were enormue. Exxon was

repor ted  to have apent About $1.3 b i l l ion  to  oombat the  spi l l ,  which covered about

1,100 mile8 of  shore- l ine . Durinq  the  peak of the  s ix  months  of operatione,  Exxon

marshalled  no lees than 1,400 boa ta, 85 aircraft  and 11,300 people.  Yet,  after the

work by E&xcn to tea tore the car taminated shore-line of Prince William Sound waI

over ,  the  State  Government  of Alaska bad to  cont inue  wi th  the  c lean-up.

A p a r t  f r o m  t h e  u n d o c u m e n t e d  e f f e c t s  QI m a r i n e  l i f e ,  i t  was  r e p o r t e d  t h a t

34,000 birds and 984 uea otters aleo perished. The full environmental impact is

s t i l l  to  be  fu l ly  documented.

Even more  d ia turbinq was the admiesion by  exper ts  that  the  exper ience  f rom the

Alaskan epilla  Rhowed  tha t  in  the  current  state of  the  art  of the  oi l  clean-P,

techno logy  i s  n o t  a l l  t h a t  q o o d  fo r  e f f ec t ive ly  dea l ing  wi th  such  epille. Time

maqaz ine,  i n  a  r e p o r t  cn t h e  apill, o b s e r v e d  t “ND amount of money and finger

pointinq  can  compensate  fo r  such a d i s a s t e r . ’

We need to bear in mind that the Exxon Valdez is a case only of a tanker

s p i l l . I f  explorat ion and exploi ta t ion of  foaail fuel  i s  under taken in  Antarctica

the risks from such accidantn  are mind-hogglinq. In  add i t i on ,  An ta r c t i c a  w i l l  he

exposed to  a l l  manner  of accidents  such as  b low-outs  at  o i l  wel ls  or  accidents

d u r i n q  t h e  tt dneportation  o f  t h e  o i l . The  in t roduct ion  of  menl equipment ,  suppl ies

and thei r  consequent  det r i tus  would  have det r imenta l  ef fac ta  on the  lonq- term

intereste  o f  A n t a r c t i c  protsction.
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The damage to the Antarctic ecosystem from an oil epill,  for example, would be

long las t ing and i f  i t  occurs  in  the  ocean , could be felt far off as the Antarctic

plays a major role in deep ocean circulation and provides nutrients well north of

the Antarctic convergence. I t  i s  wel l  known that  o i l -oxidi r inq batter is wil l  not

proliferate at  temperatures  below freeaing-point  and hence  l i t t le  b iodegradat ion  or

decomposition can take place in Antarctica.

The physical conditions and remoteness of Antarctica make timely rerponse  to

dieas ters  d i f f i cu l t . The recovery of the affected areas could take centuries, if

a t  a l l . There  have a l ready been three  case8 of spi l l s  th is  year in  the  Antarc t ic .

The eupply vessel Bahia Paraicso  carrying 250,000 gallons of fuel ran aground tm

miles  f rom the  Palmer Stat ion off  the  Antarc t ic  peninsula  in  February  th is  year

polluting about  15 ki lometres  of  Antarct ic  coast. The wreck has not yet been

remved and  i s  reported  t o  b e  s t i l l  l e a k i n g  o i l . W i t h  t h e  o n s e t  o f  w i n t e r  i t  w i l l

not be poss ib le ,  in  the  v iew of exper ts , to under take any act ion to  salvage the

ves se l . The New York Times reported that

“The result ing spi l l  of  poisonous diese l  fuel  had disas t rous  effects  on marine

birds  and other  wildl i fe .  ” (The New York Times, 25 September 1989, p. A 10)

The Environmental Defence Fund (EDF)  in a paper entitled “Securing

Environmental  Protectiar  in  Antarct ica”  s ta ted

“Indeed as many as 40,000 penguinu  could be destroyed by the Bahia Paraiso

incident.  ”

As f o r  i t s  impac t  o n  sc i en t i f i c  r e sea rch ,  Dr .  Wilkniss,  D i r ec to r  o f  the Div i s ion  o f

Polar Programmes at the United States National Science Foundaticn  stated on

8 September 1989 that1

nContinuinq  e f f ec t s  f r om the  g round ing  and  r e su l t an t  o i l  sp i l l  as yet  may

threaten over  20 years  of  important  scie~~tific  s tudy that  has  been

accomplished at Palmer Station. ”
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The  case against  the exploi ta t ion of  Antarctic  mineral  resOurcefI is a

compel1 I nq one indeed. It  would be to the benefit  and in the interests of mankind

to  ban al l  prospect ing and mining activities  in  Antarct ica . The Governments  of

Australia, France, Belgium and Italy have made path-breaking decisions aqainst

mining in the Antarctic. The European Parliament, which on 18 September 1987

rejected any exploi ta t ion of mineral  resources in  the Antarc t ic ,  decided on

16 February 1989 to call for a strict ban on mining in Antarctica.. In the  United

Statea Senate a resolution was introduced by Senator Gore which, inter alla, atated

t h a t  Anta rc t i ca  shou ld  fo r  an  indef initc,  p e r i o d  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  an a  reqion c l o s e d

to cormnercial  minerals development and related activities.

As for  a  aampl  ing of  the  views of  ecientista  with  regard to  mlninq  act iv i t ies

in  Antarct ica ,  the resul ts  of a  pe t i t ion  circulated to  121 Zew Zealand sc ient i s t s

involved in recent New Zealand Antarctic research proqrammas are revealing. Of the

total of 89 replies received, 81 f avoured  the  p e t i t i o n  opposinq  mine ra l s

ac tivi ties. The petition recommended that the Convention on the Regulation of

Antarctic  Mineral Reeourca Rctivitiea  be replaced by an agreement which would

exclude commercial minerals activi  tiea and maintain Antarctica a8 a fully protected

area . Amonq the  eiqnatories  of the pet i t ion were Dr.  Rather ton,  the  immedia te  paet

Chairman of the Ross Dependency Research Committee and recent Chairman of the Myal

Society of New Zealand. Another was Professor Georqe Knox, past President of the

Internat ional  Scient i f ic  Commit tee  on Antarc t ic  Research (SCAR)  l

A recent survey in the Federal Republic of Germany amonqst scientists involved

in  Antarc t ic  research e l ic i ted  f rom 112 of  them,  or  84 per  cent ,  a  f irm tesPOnSe

age inst the Convention. Surely, t h e  v i e w s  o f  t h e s e  s c i e n t i s t s  s o  d e e p l y  i n v o l v e d

in  research act iv i t ies  in Antarctica cannot  he  taken l ight ly .
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We the re fo re  commend  t he  e f fo r t s  aga ins t  m ine ra l s  ac t i v i t i e s  and  ca l l  QI t h e

international community to support the banning of all  prospecting and mining

activities i n  An ta rc t i ca  and t6 turn  i t s  attentia  t o  the  n e e d  te p r o v i d e

comprehensive and effective protect ion of the Antarctic. We bel ieve  i t s

establiehment  as a nature reserve or a world park would provide the best guarantee

against  harmful  human act ivi t ies  in  Antarct ica . Aga in ,  i t  i s  se l f -ev ident  t ha t ,

g iven the  h is tor ica l  antecedents  of  Antarctica, any rigime or framework designed to

give  effect ive  protect  ion muAt  be acceptable  to  the in ternat ional  comnunity  .  Only

through ita fu l l  participaticn  i n  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  f o r  euch  a  rigillse  8nd accep t ance

O f  it, can we hope  to  establisli  a regime that  i s  b inding and enforceable  on al l

a l ike . The in ternat ional  communi ty  has  a  shared responsibi l i ty  for  the  protecticn

o f  t h i s  glcbal e c o l o g i c a l  axmons. Such a step would further eignify what the

Secretary-General  in hie repor t  an the work of  the  Organiaat icn descr ibed a8

n .  .  .  the  b i r th  of  a new kind of  loyal ty, an  %rth-patriotiem,  a  l o o k i n g  a t  t h e

planet  and i t s  a tmosphere  as  an  object for protec t ion  and not  for  aggreaaion

and pillage. ‘I ( A / 4 4 / 1 ,  P. 21)
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While we need to ensure  probectiar  of ths Antarctic environment and eaosyetems

from any mineral  resource act ivi t ies ,  we  snould  a l s o  l o o k  a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  sources of

pollu  tim i n  An ta rc t i ca , It has been observed by the Environmental Defence Fund

t h a t

“ b e c a u s e  Anta rc t i ca  de r ives  rmch  o f  i t s  s c i en t i f i c  va lue  f r o m  i t s

uncontaminated  condi  tico, i t  ia i ronic  tha t  the  ‘day to day’  operat ion of

sc i en t i f i c  r e sea rch  f ac i l i t i e s  is t h e  p r i n c i p a l  source  of  p o l l u t i o n  cn t h e

continent *.

Waste disposal  by s ta t ions  and vessels ,  p o l l u t i o n  f r o m  t h e  b u r n i n g  o f  f o s s i l  fue l ,

spills from veesels and etoraqe dumps and the burning of combustible wastee in open

Pits are amonq the main Boutces of pollution and environmental degradation in

Anta rc t i ca .

Since  September  las t  year , t he r e  have  been  r epo r t s  o f  f i ve  instancea  of

leakagea o f  f u e l  i n  A n t a r c t i c a . Three  of theee  involved epilla  from resuPPlY

vesse l s  f r o m  Anta rc t i c  s t a t i ons . The other  two cases  of  spi l l s  were  repor tedly

from Leaks a t  the  s ta t ions  themeelves . One spi l l  occurred  in  September  198%

reeul t i ng  i n  t he  r e l ea se  o f  a b o u t  1 3 , 0 0 0  g a l l o n s  o f  f u e l ,  a n d  t h e  o t h e r ,  i n

October  1989,  caueinq  the  seepage of  42 ,000 to  50,000 gal lons  of je t  and d iese l

f u e l .

According to the report of the Environmental Defence Fund, 52,000 adile

penquina  were lent in  n ine  years  due  to  const ruct ion  near  the  now abandoned Hallet

Base ,  and hel icopter  f l iqht  pat terns  near  another  base  caused a  50 per cent

reductiar  i n  t h e  b r e e d i n g  populatiar  a t  o n e  penquin  rooke ry  in  a  s ix -yea r  pe r iod .

It ‘*aa alao documented that the watsre around one of the baaes were found to

con t a in  a  g r ea t e r  concen t r a t i on  o f  PCB - polychlorina  ted hiphenyl - and heavy

metals t han  v i r t ua l ly  aI.1 t he  wa te rways  i n  t he  Un i t ed  S t a t e s . Those toxins were

f o u n d  i n  t i s s u e s  of  bntarctic penquins  and  seals.
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Constructiar of runways has also affected penguin breeding colcnies. In one

area, the  Fildee  Penineula  on King George Is land,  which was set  as ide in  1975  ae a

specia l ly  protected  area to preserve several  lakes and three types of  penquint

three  baeea were es tabl ished through the  redrawing of the  houndarieu of  the  area.

The area ie now reported to he virtually barren of penguin8  and at least one lake

is used a8 a garbage dump.

It  ia perhaps a  measure of  the  aeriouBneBs of  the  s i tua t ion  tha t  the  Uni ted

Sta tes  WminiBtration  hae r e a u e s t e d  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  t o  clem u p  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  basee

in  Antarct ica . Th i s  mu l t i - yea r  e f fo r t  i s  expec t ed  t o  ooet  some  $ 3 0  m i l l i o n  d u r i n g

f iecal yeare 1990-19930

The adverse onnsecuencea for local terreetrial and marine life of human

ac t i v i t i e s  arise f rom the f ac t  t ha t  on ly  2  pe r  c en t  o f  t he  area  o f  Antarc t i ca  i s

i ce  f ree . This area la the habitat and breeding ground for plant and animal lifti

in  Antarct ica . Unfor tunate ly  the  wi ldl i fe  has  to  compete  wi th  basea located in

those areas. The number of stations has been increasing eteadily. In 1983 there

were  34 s ta t ions . In 1989 there are 57 baa68, operated by 20 nations - an inCteaBe

of  23  bases  i n  just eix years . King George Is land,  a amall  is land,  is already

overcrowded with seven B ta t ions.

T h i s  increase  i n  s c i e n t i f i c  s t a t i o n s  h a s  b e e n  p r o m p t e d  by the  f:dct t ha t

nat ions  -Beeking decision-makinq  s ta tus  under  the Antarct ic  Treaty  would have to

f u l f i l  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t  o f  c o n d u c t i n g  s u b s t a n t i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  ac t iv i ty  there ,  euch a~

t h e  establiehment  o f  a  s c i e n t i f i c  e t a  ticn  o r  t h e  d i s p a t c h  o f  a  s c i e n t i f i c

expedi t ion . T o  s a t f e f y  t h i s  c r i t e r i o n , more and more base8 would have tD be

es tabl ished by those countr ies  seeking consul ta t ive  etatua. A recent  cat!6 in

p o i n t ,  w e  u n d e r s t a n d ,  i s  t h a t  o f  t h e  Netherlande, which, despite having undertaken
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co-operat ive  sc ient i f ic  research with the  Federal  Republ ic  of  Germany,  i s  not

accorded consultat ive s ta tus  because  of questions about  i t s  not  having ita own baue.

The overcrowding of bases would mean more human activities, more Waste

disposa l  and pol lu t ion , and more  haraaament and dis rupt ion  of  the  sensitive

Antarctic  wildl i fe  populations. Such pccspects clear ly cal l  for a fresh approach

to t h e  e n t i r e  q u e s t i o n  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h  a n d  o f  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n

decia ion-making in the manaqement of the continent.

I t  is  our convic t ion  tha t  the  current  predominant ly  national  scientif ic

proqrammee  under taken in  Antarct ica should be reviewed with a view to encouraging

mult id isc ipl inary  programmes devoted to  sc ient i f ic  research of  g lobal  importance,

to  be  under taken on an  in ternat ional  basis . The es tabl ishment  of  in ternat ional

bases would not only avoid duplication of research, but also enable the draw inq up

o f  s c i e n t i f i c  p r i o r i  t i e s . Duplica ticn of logis t ica l  and other  infras t ructure

requirements  that would otherwise  he  needed  to  6Btablish  nat ional  s ta t ions  could

also be avoided. We believe those measures would contribute to minimising and

avoidinq  the  adverse  impact  of scientiftc  act ivi t ies  in  Antarct ica . Indeed

international co-operation was the basis for the seminal acientif  ic programme in

Antarct ica  durinq  the  Internat ional  Geophysical  Year ,  f rom 1957 to  1958,  which laid

t h e  foundpticn  f o r  t h e  ccnclwiu~  o f  t h e  A n t a r c t i c  T r e a t y  i t s e l f .

Let  me na* turn  to  the  working methods  of  the  Treaty .  The Antarctic  Treaty

operat ions  in  our  view lack t ransparency. Deep1  te repeated General Assembly

r e s o l u t i o n s ,  l i t t l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  rninde  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s .  T o

our knowledge, the  aniy document  submit ted  th is  year by the  consul ta t ive  par t ies

was  document  A/44/383  conta ining the  press  re lease  i ssued by the  Pres ident  of  the

Preparatory Meet ing of  the  f i f teenth Antarct ic  Trerrty  Consul ta t ive  Meet ing ,  he ld  in

May 1989.
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The documents of the consultrl  tive meetings are not ma& public in advance so

that  the  input  and views of  the  in ternat ional  community can be taken in to  account

in the decis ion-mak inq. There  has  been an apparent  a t tempt  to  rec t i fy  the  secrecy

of itB documents,  but unfortunately so far only certain categories of documents

have been declass i f ied ,  lonq af ter  the  meet ings  were  held . A qood example of the

seeming shroud of secrecy is the lack of public documents cn the recently concluded

Consul ta tive Mae tinq  , held in Parie from 9 to 20 October 1989. We believe the 0n1~

document  iesued  by the Antarct ic  Treaty  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  for  publ ic  informat ion

was the brief communique issued at the end of that mee tinq. Ta t h i s  d a y  t h e  U n i t e d

Nations has yet to receive any document on that meeting from the Antarctic Treaty

Consultative Par ties. Whatever inform tion has come  our way wae concerned mainly

with the work of non-qovernmental  orqanizations, which have shown exemplary

dedicatiar  i n  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  t o  r a l l y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  o p i n i o n  f o r  t h e  protectian O f

Anta rc t i ca .

On acaunt of  i ts  exclusiveness  and lack of  t ransparency the Treaty fa i ls  the

test of accoun tab111 ty to the in terna tional community . What  is  even more di f f icul t

t o  oomprehend i s  t h e  u n w i l l i n g n e s s  Qf t he  T rea ty  Pa r t i e s  t o  heed  t he  r epea t ed  ca l l s

of  the  General  Assembly to  invi te  the Secretary-General  to  i ts  meetinqs. The

ra t ionale  behind thiu  in i t ia t ive  by the  non-Treaty  par t ies  i s  to lend  some measure

of  t r anspa rency  and  accoun tab i l i t y  to t he  ope ra t i ons  o f  t he  T rea ty . That would

provide a bridge between the Treaty parties and the other Members of the United

Na tfons.

Surely  the  Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  cannot  object  to  the  involvement  of  the

Secretary-General , who en joys the universal confidence of all  Memhers of the United

Nations . Af te r  a l l ,  the  T r e a t y  p u r p o r t s  t o  f u r t h e r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  a n d  p r i n c i p l e s  o f

the  Untted Nat ions  Char ter . Can there be any doubt es to the impar tiaiitY I
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objectivity and integrity of the Secretary-General in discharging the duties given

him by the General Assembly? While we note with satisfaction the presence of

several international otganizations at the fifteenth Antarctic Treaty Consultative

Meeting, we fail to understand why a similar courtesy could not be extended to our

esteemed Secretary-General. Is the adamant refusal by the Antarctic TrwtY

Consultative Parties to invite the Secretary-Genecal  a repudiation of all that the

United Nations stands for as persanif ied in the petsan of the §ecre+.ary-General?

At the same time we note with deep regret that the racist apartheid tigime of

South Africa - the outcast of the international CommLlcity  - has still not been

excluded from participation in the meetings of the Consultative Patties. The

General Assembly resolutions have again not been heeded by the Antarctic Treaty

ansulta tive Parties.
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The first of December of this year will mark the thirtieth anniversary of the

signing of the Antarctic Treaty. It should be an occasion for deep reflection and

sober analysis of the strengths as well as of the weaknesses of the Treaty. It

should also be an opportunity for addressing our minds t6 the ways and means by

which we could, collectively, pronote the interests of the international COmmWiitY

in the preservation and conservation of Antarctica.

The intervening year between now and 1991 , when the Treaty could be called

for review by its Consultative Parties, should be devoted to seeking areas of

convergence and common ground. The review could serve ti permit full participation

Of the international oorfmunity  through the investment of equity, transparency and

accountability. The ‘irea ty must be responsive to the passage of tints and to

world opinion. I can do no better than re-echo the words of Mr. Hawke,  the

Rime Minister of Australia, when he said in July 1989 thatr

I
. . . ultimately it is the sheet weight of international public opinion that

will determine the future of Antarctica”.

In conclusion, the words of Ricbatd Byrd, America’s greatest Antarctic

explorer, which are inscribed at the base of his statue in the Antarctic, should be

a stirring evocation of what should be out common aspiration for the Antarctic. He

declared:

“I am hopeful that Antarctica, in its symbolic robe of white, will shine forth

on a continent of peace, as nations working there in the cause of science set

an example of international co-operation.”

Let us therefore work together to tealize that hope and set ar example of

international m-operation for succeeding generations.

Mrs. REYES (Philippines) 1 On 24 March 1989, the Exxon Valdez oil-tanker

ran aground in the Prince William Sound in Alaska, occar:aning  one of the severest
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environmenta l  dlnat!#tem  in  nndern  reckonfnq. What  had been a  re la t ively  iadate~t

idyllic part of the great northern continent suddenly became A  household word.

Pietuees  aE af f l ic ted  wildl i fe  crowded our  newspapera  and televlnian screena. For

t h e  i n h a b i t a n t s  o f  t h e  fiahinq  villaqa a d j a c e n t  t o  t h i s  a r e a ,  t he  fu tu r e  da rkened

overniqht. Indeed t t h e  repercuseiona  o f  t h i s  ainqle  i n c i d e n t  will atill h e  w i t h  ue

for a  lonq t i m e  t0 oome.

W h a t  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p u b l i c  w a s  p r o b a b l y  l e e s  aware  of  was  t ha t ,  a t  t he

oppc~ite p o l e  oE the wotldr  i n  A n t a r c t i c a , t h r e e  ncct d e n t s  involvinq  ahiP e~ills

had  alao occu r r ed  ea r l i e r  t h i s  yea r . On 28 January 1989,  the Bahia Paraiso  eank

near Palmer StAtion. A month later, on 28 February 1989, the BIC Humholdt was

Punctured in Fildss  Bay. In the same month, the resupply ahip l+lS Endurance hit  an

iceberq n e a r  Mzeption  Igland.

hrhaps because t h o s e  accidente  o c c u t r a d  i n  a  larqely uninhahikd  c o n t i n e n t

outxida  the knowledqe of meet people, they d id  not  provoke the  earn)? outcry as the

%XOn Valdsz  d1aa.s te r. Accordtnq t o  npecialiste,  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  o n  thaae

a c c i d e n t s  was patchy  a n d  i n  rnoflt  caRem  unava ilabler  in f a c t ,  none provibd anouqh

data  on pnsstble environmental  affects . Aa in  the  Exxon Valdsz c a s e ,  i t  tmk a

Low  t ime before c lean-up and rescue eauipment  arr ived.

When the &bate on Antarctica was haqun in the United Nations seven yeare  aqo

on  the  i n i t i a t i ve  o f  a  f ew  na tionn, the topic w~hl  thouqht aomewhat arcane. The

sponfiors c>f:  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  w e r e  raqnrdad a s  o v e r - t d e a l i a t i c ,  i f  n o t  q u i x o t i c .

?bday , such rrlcoynized  natural phenomena as “qlohal warminq “, “the qceenhouae

effect  * and the  deple t ion of  the  ozone layer  have made th in  subject not  only

relevant but indeed cf~~c  ial.

IF  r*ven a  par t  o f  t h e  i c e  mans  on  An ta rc t i ca  were ti, m e l t  hecause  o f  g loba l

w.3rminq,  o u r  c o a s t a l  c i  t i c s ,  ou1: induRtties, our aqricultural  heartlanda would be
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diractly  a f f e c t e d . The fragile baRe an which we found our proud modern

Civili%atione  would be subjected to a major challenqe. Perhaps it ie no accident

that  many atchipelaqic  and island States  have jo ined the  common effor t  to faCuB

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a t t e n t i o n  o n  A n t a r c t i c a . They would be just as affected a~ mainland

countriee, if not more 80, by inunda tiona and chanqee in climatic and envircnmental

condi  tione.

NO W  that countries  88 wel l  am int!ividuale  ace  becoming more  aware of

Antarctica,  they are diecovering a few stark real i t ies  about this vsllt  oontinent.

They have, for instance, dieoovered that Antarctica is not quite the prietine  white

continent pictured in qeography books an8 occasional  travelogues. Thirty yeam at

increaeed human activity have put pteeaurs  on the Antarctic environment, etqmcially

in the area of waete diepoeal. Because of ite peculiar envirarmental  ccmdi tionr,

Antarctica can be regarded a8 a non-renewable resource. Ae i n  t h e  oaae o f  t h e  r a i n

forests,  i t  would  not  be eaey - i t  m i q h t  e v e n  b e  i m p o e e i b l e  - t o  restate ita

original candi  t ion once that had been modi  Pied.

Aa we a l l  know,  the  Antarctic  Treaty governa all  activitiee  undertaken in  that

c o n t i n e n t . In 1991, the Treaty may be open to reviowl aa wm agreed upon in 1961.

I t  i s  thus  mo81:  appropr ia te  that  the  communi ty  of  tm tions  Rhould  fcJcw cm this and

urge the Antarctic Treaty Parties indeed to pureue a much-needed review which will

take into consideration the concerns of all countriee that are now part of the

international  a3mnunity.

The Antarc t ic  Rhould cont inue  to  be  coneidered  a8 par t  of  the  diearmament  and

secur i ty  concerns  o f  t he  1990% Security there should encompass the envircnmentalr

economic,  mi l i tary  and pol i t ica l  spheres .

Let us cwickly r ev i ew  the  eventa  t ha t  have  t aken  p l ace  sinos we  dimmaed  thie

t o p i c  1-t year.
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From A to 20 October thie year, the  Antarctic  Treaty Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  met

in Paris at their XVth  Consultative Meeting. This was preceded by the Preparatory

Meeting at the same venue from 9 to 13 May this year.

It fmems  that some of the concecna expressed in thia forum are now being taken

into considera t ion by the Antarct ic  Treaty  Qnsul ta t ive  Parties .  On 22 May 198%

Prime Miniwter Hawko  of  Aust ra l ia  announced that  mining that  inc luded dr i l l ing

should  not  take place in  Antarct ica . He a lso  announced that  Aust ra l ia  would  not

sign the proposed minerals anvention and would instead work for a comprehensive

snvironmantal  pro tec t ion  convent ion  to  establ ish Antarctica as  a wilderness park.

‘I’hat propoeal was submitted to the Preparatory Meeting early in May and later on

hecams a  French-Aust ta l  ian in i t ia t ive  at the  October  mee tinq  of  the  Antarct ic

Trea ty  tinsultative  Pa r t i e s .

This  t r e n d  has , appropr ia te ly  enough, enawballed s i n c e  t h e n . Other States in

nddl tlon  to France and Austral is have similarly avoided signing the minerals

Convention, including Austria,  Belqium,  Greece, India and Italy. Thus far, only 16

oE the  34 Treaty  Par t ies  have s igned the  minera ls  Convention  and none has ratif ied

Lt. It  may be  noted tha t  the  mineral6  Convent ion  s t ipula tes  tha t  all  c laimant

S t a t e s  muat  Riqn and r a t i f y  t h e  Convention  b e f o r e  i t  c a n  e n t e r  inb force.

Austral ia’s  propoeal  for  a comprehensive  envi ronmenta l  protec t ion  rdgime hae

Bern  supported  by Chile, France, India and New Zealand.
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Thus the October meeting in Paris walp alantecl towards the topic of protection of

the environment in Antarctica. Some 12 racommenclations were &opted  at the meeting

of  the  Antarct ic  Treaty  Consul ta t ivn Par t ies  on meaauces that  could  he  taken in  the

Antarct ic .

We  b r ing  theaa fac t s  t o  the  a t t e n t i o n  o f  t h e  Qmmittae i n  o r d e r  t o  h i g h l i g h t

the  fact  that  there  i s  now a qrowing consensus  regardinCJ  the  importance  of

Antarctica, which is for the moment focused on the area of environment. However,

Antarc t ica  cont inues  to be a  vi ta l  area of concern in  the  f ie lds  of  d isarmament  and

s e c u r i t y  - i f  only wi th  a v iew to  ensur ing that  the  gains  msde  towards keeping i t

a s  a  n u c l e a r - f r e e  zoner as an area uaed for peaceful purposes and not the Icene or

objec t  of  in ternat ional  d iscord ,  are mainta ined. We applaud the efforts of those

Sta tee which, in response to our concern on envircnmental  questions, have proposed

a  regime f o r  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  A n t a r c t i c a .

At the  same t ime,  we re i tera te  our  request  to  those  partieR to al low the

greater  major i ty  of  S t a t e s  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  such decieions  by i n t e q r a t i n g  t h e

Antarctic Treaty into the framework of the United Nationa system. Decision-making

here  can no longer  be  lef t  to the  22  Consul ta t ive  Parties  of  the  Antarctic  Treaty.

By i ts  nature , euch a system cannot be accountable to the international community l

In  resolut ion  43/83  adopted a t  last year’s sess ion,  the  General  Assembly

re i t e r a t ed  ite “ca l l  upon  t he  An ta r c t i c  T rea ty  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  to  i n v i t e  t h e

Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  o r  h i s  r ep re sen t a t i ve  to  a l l  mee t ings  o f  t he  T rea ty  partiee,

including the i r  consul ta t ive  mee  t inqs” . We regre t  tha t  th is  ca l l  was  not  heeded

and  tha t  ye t  ano the r  chance  fo r  f ru i t fu l  d i a logue  was mi s sed .

Meetings of the earn magnitude and importance have been held in Parirr in

1989. In January the meeting of the States Parties of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and

o t h e r  i n t e r e s t e d  p a r t i e s  h e l d  i n  P a r i s  a t t r a c t e d  wide p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a n d  public
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attention. Its recommendations and results were widely publicized in the media and

its issues further debated at the current session of the General Assembly.

In contrast, the XVth Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting - perhaps because

of the closed, exclusive nature of the Antarctic Treaty - did not attract the Sam.:

public attention or coverage in the media, nor has it spurred the sama public

debate of its important issues. It might be noted that the covnnuniqug  issued after

that meeting was a very brief one. In accordance with past practice, the documents

and other papers of the meeting - even on issues of environmental protection .- were

not made ava ilable to the public. It may be noted that the diminishinq ozone layer

over Antarctica could well affect the public as seriously as chemical weapons.

It is most lamentable that South Africa, despi te universal condemnation of its

practice of apartheid, continues to sit as a full, unsanctioned member at meetings

of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties. This was evidenced by its presence

at the XVth Consultative Meeting of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties held

in Paris.

While we recognise the positive steps taken by the Antarctic Treaty

Consultative Par ties, we would urge them to further these gains by rrpvirq towards

integration into the United Nations system. The times are most propitious for a

different approach to this suestion. In the fields of disarmament, peace and

security, many gains have been made in the recent past. Surely it is time to take

cognizance of this by moving the Antarctic Treaty into the United Nations system.

As events in the world have shown,
1.

Governments and private groups can no

longer adopt the “trust me” or “trust us” mentality. Operations of an exclusive

nature have given way to systems which are open to the searchlight of public

scrutiny. A refusal to debate the issues, to continue to “not participate” on

immrtant topics can only work to the detriment oE the common good.
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Some of the watchwords which we might wish to consider in handling this topic

could be, first internationalism instead of nationalism. The Philippinhes, like

many other States, would like to be able to participate in scientific work in the

Antarctic. It does not lack for personnel or government bodies which would be

capable of launching scientific experiments in this intriguing continent. Yet,

like most developing countries today, it is hampered by certain financial

constraints. Even if it did find the wherewithal to embark on such a project, it

would contribute to the environmental strain on the Antarctic if it were' to set UP

its own national base here. Think of what would happen if the uumber of national

bases  were to double there in the next 5 or 10 years. It would be more economical

and logical if nations were to co-operate in international projects or scientific

co-operation in the Antarctic. One could therefore limit the amount of

environmental damage to this continent and, at the same time,,'enable  more nations

to participate on a cost-effective basis.

A second watchword could bei a common heritage instead of individual gain.

The cautious attitude towards immediate endorsement of the minerals Convention

seems to indicate that nations are realicing  that the Antarctic cannot be

considered simply in a single dimension as a possible source of min,ral wealth or

other natural resources. The environmental damaqe that could result from

exploitation of this continent would not be offset by gains made in the area of

mineral wealth. We may not be far away from the day when the idea is fully

accepted and endorsed that the Antarctic, like the seas or outer space, is Part of

the common heritage of mankind. In fact, the Palme Commission, in its Final

Statement issued on 14 April 1989, refers to Antarctica, ?ogethet with the oceans*

atmosphere and space, as some of "the global environmental commons which are the

responsibility of the international community as a whole". (A/44/293, para. 82)



ma/LO A/C. L/44/W. 44
34-35

(Mrs. Reyaa, Philippines)

A third watchword could bet common security instead of individually  attained

eecurity. We fully recoqnize the 1etjitimate aecucity  ConcernA  of those nations

tha t  am contiquom to t h e  Antarc t ic  reqion. They  are correct in beinq concerned

Ahout keepinq this continent free from discord. Yet  the  secur i ty  of  the  world

would  also be affected tf str i fe  were to take place  in,  or  oriqinate  from, the

Antarctic. Even those of us located far away from that continent would be

a f f e c t e d . Hence, t h e  A n t a r c t i c  c a n n o t  b e  conaid,?red  as  a  tea nullioo, a  thinq

fipart f rom the  secur i ty  system  which in theory would h ind the  wor ld  together .  In

connidartnq  ou r  s ecu r i t y  fo r  t he  twen ty - f i r s t  c en tu ry ,  the  A n t a r c t i c  s h o u l d  b e  a n

+!aaentiaL  p a r t  o f  i t . That is why we be1 ieve that WF, should conuider  this

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o q e t h e r .

Mr.  SAWA (Fi j i )  t This year’n General Aeeembly haa been concerned with a

a  number  o f  key i s s u e s , .siqnificant among which are the auestione of internatiOnal

pence  and sccurtty, t he  env i ronmen t  and  t he  e f f ec t s  o f  chanqas i n  qlahal climate,

and the problem of the world economic aitua tion. These concerns are also evident

in  recent  developmenta  on Antarct ica . The Secretary-&neraL’a  report on

Antnrcti.cn, document A/44/586,  is conapicunua by i ta brevity l
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The Secretary-General cannot make further evaluations on this issue because he was

unable to be present at the discussions. Despite this, the information gathered

over the past three years is sufficient to cause widespread concern.

We have seen the catastrophic effects on the Alaskan environment of the oil

spill from the axon Valdez. The oil spill was well-documented. It clearly

illustrated the inability of the authorities to cope with a disaster of that

magnitude and further showed that despite the safety assurances given by such

controlling corporations, accidents will occur. Exxon will continue to,make

profits but the damage sustained by Alaska will leave a scar on the environment

that may not completely heal.

The oil spill from the supply ship Bahia Pataiso on 28 January this year is

but one of the many oil spills registered in the Antarctic continent. The effects

of these spills cause a reduction in the abundance of krill, ,which will debilitate

the food chain for decades. Such serious damage in pursuit of short-term gains

should be unacceptable. When considering this question, we hope that the

overriding question of the costs to the whole community of mankind will be

Paramount.

We are encouraged by the results achieved by the XVth Antarctic Treaty

Consultative Meeting, held in Paris in October this year, as set forth in its

communiau&. The France-Australian proposition for an overall convention to make

Antarctica a natural reserve was the item of note in the communiau~. In pursuance

of this, a special consultative meeting to be convened in 1990 will be exclusively

devoted to drawing up an overall system for the protection of the environment that

would be sufficiently broad in scope, and innovative. The meeting will in addition

seeki

n
. . . to establish in a more precise manner the obligations that result from

this, and create follow-up procedures to protect Antarctica in a more
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e f fec t ive  manner/ f ina l ly , to de tetmine the need for inati tutional

aCrafWement8  and the  legal forms i t  wi l l  he  neceaeary  to  adopt  to  make the

eyetem of  protect ion for Antarctica eff ic ient ,  inteqra  ted and overal l .  ”

We welcome theee lofty and noble ideals and acknowledge the fact that the

Consul ta t ive  Partiee were able  to  l i s ten  to the  in ternat ional  communi ty .  We again

note,  hwever,  that the Conference  d id  not invi te  the  Secretary-General  or  h is

representa t ive  to a t tend the  meet ings . I’f the  Coneul ta t ive  Par t ies  had taken heed

of international  axcerne, then the  leas t  they should  have done was  to  a l low a

representa t ive  of  the  Secretary-General  to  be  present  a t  thei r  meet ings .

This  i s  most reqre t table ,  especia l ly  in  the  a tmosphere  of  m-operat ion and

openness  prevai l ing th is  year . Pqain, we  have  t o  u rge  t he  Consu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  to

r e s p e c t  previoue  Gene ra l  Assembly  r e s o l u t i o n s , which  are  a q a i n  r e i t e r a t e d  i n  t h i s

year ’s  dra f t , and extend an  invi ta t ion  ti the  Secretary-General  or  his

representative  t o  a t t e n d  t h e i r  m e e t i n g s . We bel ieve  th is  to  be  necessary  so that

the proceedings of those mee tinge can be disseminated as broadly as possible by an

in t e rna t i ona l l y  c r ed ib l e  o f f i c e .

When confronted  wi th  cr i t ic ism of  the Treaty’s  exclusivi ty ,  the  reply we

r e c e i v e  i s  t h a t  t h e  A n t a r c t i c  T r e a t y  i s  a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n s t r u m e n t  o p e n  t o  a l l

c o u n t r i e s . The Treaty, however, has a  t w o - t i e r  syetem o f  membership8 a

consul ta t ive  group and a non-onsultative  group. l b  become  A  consu l t a t i ve  pa r ty

o n e  hae t o  b e  p r e p a r e d  t o  conttibutx i n  both f i nanc i a l  and  t e chn i ca l  t e rms ,  and

whi le  we accept  the  pr inc ip le  tha t  one  must  be  prepared to pay one’s  way,  WR also

b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  d e v i s e  a  eystem  o f  r ep re sen t a t i on  and

c o n s u l t a t i o n  t h a t  i s  f a i r e r  a n d  m3re derrocra ttc t h a n  t h a t  n w  e x i s t i n g . Aa we said

last yeari
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“We believe it is time for the Fntarctic  Treaty to evolve from the solid

foundation already laid and proved to work well to an arrangement that

incorporates present -day real i ties and aspi ta tions. My delegation beliaves it

not beyond the ingenuity of both schools of thought to devise a workable and

appropriate framework. n (A/C. lJ43JPV. 46, P= 7)

Matters concerning the Antarctic are followed with close interest by the

countries of the South Pacific. Being so close to that continent, any significant

changes in that environment could jeopardize our means of livelihood. It was also

for that reason that the South Pacific nuclear-free zone was created as a means of

defending the nuclear-free zone of the Antarctic. The Committee 5~3 recognised the

importance of the wishes of the people of our region - by adopting the draft

resolution on the Treaty of Rarotonga earlier this month.

We hope that what appears to be the beginning of a shift in attitude by the

Antarctic Treaty Qnsultative Parties will evolve towards :A more universal

framework for decision-making on Antarctica. It is my delegation’s hope that this

small step will be the forerunner to the harmonizing of the Antarctic with the

United Nations system and the preservation of the sixth continent for future

generations of mankind under an international umbrella.

Mr. DZVAIRO (Zimbabwe) r In speaking on the question c1 AntarCtiCa,  it is

the hope of the delegation of Zimbabwe at the forty-fourth session of the General

Assembly that we are not participating in an annua; ritual highlighting the

benchmarks of intransigence, as has been the practice in the past. Indications of

movement towards the politics of inclusion and multila teralism in interra tional

relations have been the tone of most statements at this session of the General

Assembly, and it is our hope that such indications will bear the fruit of

manifestation in at least the beginnings of accommodation on the question of

Antarctica.
l_-_--l-  _______ Y
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The  rationale for universal  par t ic ipa t ion  in  decid ing tha fate  of  Antarct ica

s tems f rom the  wel l - founded pr inciple  that  in  th is  new era al l  nat ions  should

naceeaarily  par t ic ipa te  i n  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  consideraticn  of  iaaues wi th  un iversa l

i m p l i c a t i o n s . I t  is  a  fact  that  the  Antarct ic  Treaty system, wel l - in tent ioned and

appropriate  as  i t  may have been at  the  t ime of  i t s  incept ion ,  has  long out l ived itR

use fu lneas  and  p rac t i cab i l i t y . The advance of history, technological.  innovation

and growing intornatfmal awareneee of the implications of environmental

irresponsibility all  indicate how imperative i t  is that the Treaty system give way

to  a  new mult i la tera l  approach.

The  T rea ty  Qnsu l t a t i ve  Pa r t i e s  have  cons i s t en t l y  &nied  tha t  t he i r s  i s  an

exclusive club based on the preponderance of power and bant on upporticninq  among

themselvea whatever benefit8  may be de rived from Antarctica. They have pointed out

that any State Member of the United Nationa may accede to the Treaty knowing full

well that the condi  dons to such accession, e s p e c i a l l y  t h o s e  p e r t a i n i n g  t o

consultative  status, are beyond the reach of most developinq  countriew.

I t  i s  the  c la im of  the  Treaty Consul ta t ive  Par t ies  that  the  Treaty  system aims

to fur ther  the  object ives of  the  Char ter  of  the  Uni ted Nat ions .  We wonder  why,  i f

t h i s  i s  t h e  c a s e ,  t h e y  h a v e ,  d e s p i t e  e x h o r t a t i o n ,  f a i l e d  t o  i n v i t e  t h e

Secretary-General  or  his  representat ive  to  any of  their  meetings to  date ,  includinq

and up to  the  Antarct ic  Treaty  Preparatory Meetinq  and the XVth  Consultat ive

Mee tinq, held in Paris f tom 9 to 13 May and 9 to 20 October 1989 respeCtivelY  l

Such invitat ion would  demonst ra te  the  pos i t ive  in tent ions  of the  Treaty  Par t ies  and

pave the  way for  comprehensive  mul t i la tera l  considera t ion of  the i ssue of

Antarctica. I t  is  not as ‘.f the  competence  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  in  requlatinq

other matters oE global concern has been found lacking. The Inter na tional Atomic

Energy Agency, (IAEA)  fo r  example , has  done a  s ter l ing job in ensur ing the  relative
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safety of nuclear energy which, if unchecked, would have pri,ded mOre a liability in

unregulated hands thaF a powerful force for peaceful use. The present concern of

Member States for those nations who refuse to open their nuclear facilities for

inspection by the IAEA is itself testimony to the effectiveness of a regime

institubed  and administered by the United Nations system.



JSM /d c A/c. 1/4/PV. 44
41

(Mr. Davairo, Zimbabwe)

Environmenta l  s tudies  have ahown the  ef fecte of  the  Antarct ic  and its

ecosystem on the qlobal environment. It is not  necessary  to  e laborate  on the

th rea t  o f  g loba l  warminq  or  t o  speak  o f  t he  f r ag i l i t y  o f  t he  An ta rc t i c  ecosys t em,

which exper ts  have graphical ly  explained to a  atunned wor ld  in  recent  yeare. Any

f a l l - o u t  from a b u e e  o f  t h e  A n t a r c t i c  w i l l  n o t  a f f e c t  t h e  T r e a t y  Partiae alcne~ b u t

rather the world as a whole. F o r  t h i s  reaaonr any  rigime  fo r  t he  ccntinent e h o u l d

n o t  b e  the p r o d u c t  o f  a  s m a l l  g r o u p  of  Sta t e s  bu t  r a t he r  t he  reeponeibility  o f  a l l

nat ions . In this day and age, sovereign equal i ty  and the  demccrat iza t ion of

International relations ehculd not be mere catchwords to which the powerful na tiona

OE t h e  w o r l d  p a y  l i p - e e r v i c c  w h i l e  t h e i r  a c t i o n s , whether  for  the  sake of  mater ia l

g r e e d  o r  t e r r i t o r i a l  g a i n , imperil  the en tire international community and

demonstra te  unmistakably  that  miqht  i s  etill r ight , even it  does attempt to don a

cloak o f  leqi  timacy.

The  recent  acc ident  oE the  Arqent in ian  ship  the  Bahia  Para iso  in  the

Antarct ic , w h i c h  r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  s p i l l i n g  o f  2 5 0 , 0 0 0  g a l l o n s  o f  o i l  i n  t h e  p r i s t i n e

environment, demonstrated that no good intentions or even loose conservation

requlations can guarantee the safety of  the  ecosystem there . The hareh climate and

the  inhospi tab le  tamwratures of  the  region cannot  be  expected safe ly  to  host

haphazard explara  tion and %xplnita  tion. I t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  a l a r m i n g  t h a t  t h e  Treaty

Par t ies  should  be  auqqesting  a  minera ls  convent ion, c o n t e m p l a t i n g  a  r&qime  fo r  t he

explot  ta t ion 0E mineral resources, should any he found in the req iOn* Several

f a c t o r s  militate  a g a i n s t  thl8  p r o p o s a l . Fi r s t ,  env i ronmen ta l i s t s  have  urqed u s  to

move away from fossil fuels if we are to slow qlobal-warminq  and curb the

d i s a s t rous  alterrAt.ion of  ou r  c l ima t e . The exploi ta t ion  of  o i l  and gas from the

Antarct ic  by anyone wil.1 f ly  in  the  Eace of  th is  warninq and wi l l  no  doubt  cause

i r r eve r s ib l e  damaqe t o  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  t h e r e .
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A minerals convention brings to the fore the risk of territorial claims and

rivalry and increases the risk of war among those Treaty Parties which only

22 short years ago cited only the most altruistic scientific research goals as

their reasons for being in the region. The one successful product of the region,

the demilitarization and denuclearizaticn  of the Antarctic, might well be nullified-

Theft  is also the question of scientific research stations. While the pursuit

of scientific knowledge eventually benefits all mankind, the value of a

multiplicity of research stations results in duplication, rivalry and a waste of

resources. It also has a corresponding impact on the environment and may result in

incalculable harm on the fragile ecosystem , which could in turn affect the entire

globe.

In the light of those considerations , my delegation believes that it is not

too late to make amends and bring the Antarctic within the purview of the United

Nations. When we use the term "the common heritage of mankind", we are not

connoting any exploitative intent. We mean that individual States should not have

Claims, territorial or otherwise , on the Antarctic and that the region should be

declared a world nature preserve where all exploitative activities are prohibited

and where scientific research is carried out as a coherent, regulated joint effort

under the administration of the United Nations.

If the intention of the Treaty Parties are bona fide, at the very least the

documents from their meetings should be ma& public and accession to their "Club"

would not be as contorted as they have ruled it to be. In any case, my delegation

is on record as saying that it has no intention of joining the Treaty system if the

system is not one arrived at with the full and equal participation of all States

Members of the United Nations. We still stand by that principle and will continue

to do 80.
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We welcome the  mcvef~  by the  Cbvetnments  of  Austral ia  ant!  France 88 expreraed

i n  t h e i r  j o i n t  s t a t e m e n t ,  o f  18 Auque t  1989,  o n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i~auea,

to  rscognine tha t  mining in the Antarct ic  ie not  compat ib le  wi th  the  protection  Of!

t he  f r ag i l e  A n t a r c t i c  e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  the ir  expreeared  i n t e n t  t o  eee the  neqotiation

of a comprehenoive  convent ion  an the  pro tec t ion  of  the  envi ronment  that  wi l l  turn

the  Antarc t ic  in to  a  wildsrneas  reserve . It ile our hope that thay have no

objec t ion  to the  par t ic ipa t ion  in  such  negot ia t ions  of al l  Sta ten Members Of  the

Unitsd Nationa a$ equal sovereign  per t ic ipante ,  whether  or not they have etationB

on Antarct ica  or  have acceded to  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  systema

WQ  hope that after al.1 theae years of arrogant dimregarcl of the juetified

clanrsur of  the  developing  c o u n t r i e s  to p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  a l l  Qcieionlr  p e r t a i n i n g  t0

the Antarctic, the Treaty Partitts  will  heed the call  to put the Antarctic in the

moat representa t ive  international  forum,  the  Uni ted  Natione,  and wi l l  prove thodle

of 118 Who oonalder  the i r  in tent ions  d ishonourable  wrong by joining in  the  oonertneue

t o  d e c l a r e  the A n t a r c t i c  a  wor ld  pa rk , the common heritaqe  of mankind.

Finally, my delegation urqeo all mAmbergl  of the Corm\ittee  to support  dcaEt

ref+olution  A/C/l/44/L.69,  which  haa been in t roduced by the  delegat ion  of  Malayeia,

and oE wh ich  my  de l ega t i on  in R (30-aponnor, se t h e  firut s t e p  i n  t h e  r i g h t

d i r e c t i o n  o n  thi8  i8aUe*

PI~~CiRAMME  OF WCXK

‘rha CHAlRMANr Tomorrow clfte rnccn, in  accordance wi th  the  Committee’e

ptoqramme of work and timetable, the Committee will. proceed to take &cie iOn6 on

the  draf t  resolutlone  submit ted  under  agenda i tem 70,  namely,  draEt resolu t ions

A/C. 1/44/L. 6R and R/C. 1/44/L. 69.

‘Phe Fit~t  Commit tee  in Rcheduled  to  begin  itn qaneral debate  and considera t ion

of  and action M draft  resolu tionR under  agenda Stems 71,  72  and 73,  re la ted  to
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international security, on Friday, 24 November 1989. Ebweve r, as there are not

enough speakers inscribed on the list of speakers for Friday P no meeting of the

Committee will he scheduled on that day. In order to make full use of the time

available to the Committee , I would therefore suggest that the Committee begin the

next phase of its work - namely, general, debate and consideration of and action on

draft resolutions under agenda items 71, 72 and 73, related to inte ;national

security - immediately after the conclusion of its consideration of agenda item 70,

"Question of Antarctica", tomcv ow afternoon, 22 November.

If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Committee decides to act

accordi ng ly .

It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 5 p.m.


