
UN lTk:l) NATIONS

General Assembly
FIRST mM ITTEE

45th meetinq
held on

Wedneadsy , 22 November 1989
FORTY-YOUHTH  SESSION at 10 a.m.

Official Records
New York

VERBATIM RECORD OF THE 45th MEETING

Chairman; Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic F&public  of Iran) (Vice-Chairman)

Question of Antarcticat general debate and consideration of and action
on draft resolutions [ 70) (continued)

8 9 - 6 3 2 7 9  5225V  (El



AE/dr A/C. 1/44/PV.  4 5
2-5

fn the absence of the Chairman, .Mr. Maehhadf (Ielamic Republic of Iran),

Vice-Cha i tman; took the. Chai r 6

2 meeting wee-called to order at 10. 35,a;m.

AGEMA  IT!?4  70 (continued)

QUEsTION  OF ANTARCTICA, GENERAL DBBATE AND 03NSfDBRATION  OF AND ACTIONON  DRAFT
RESOLUTIRNS

Mrs. BERTBAUD  (Haiti) (interpretation from French) 8 As thie is my f i ret

atatement in the First Committee I should like to convey to Mr. Taylhardat Of

Venezuela the conqratulatione of the Haitian delegatation on hia election to the

chairmanship  of the Committee. We have no doubt that his quali tiea as an

experienced diplomat will guarantee the euccese of our proceedings.

This year once again, the First Committee ie conaiderinq  the question of

Antarctica. My delegation welcomes the positive action taken to safeguard thie

common heritage. Indeed, the Antarctic Treaty signed in Washington in 1959, hag

donh much to protect the zone. We welcome the effort8  of countriee euch aa France

and Belgium that have refused to sign the Convention on the Regulation of Antarctic

Mineral Resource Activities. Equally eignif  icant wau the decision of the Belgian

Parliament and of all the other countries that support the idea of coneervation in

the Antarctic region.



AP/em A/C. 1/44/PV.  4 5
6

(Mrs. Berthaud, Haiti)

lbwever, the inacceneibility  of the Antarctic Treaty ie a matter of major

COnCBrn to my delegation and to moat third world aountriee  which, like ue, do not

have the neceeeary human and ecien tif ic resourcea to participate in it 9

Furthermore, in spite of General Aesembly  reeolutione  42/46,  43/83  A and B, callinq

upon all States to keep the Secretary-General informed of matters  affecting the

kkarCtiC  and roaffirminq  the principle that the United Nation8 be made the

repository of all such information, paragraph 2 of the Secretary-General�s report

(A/44/586)  clearly demonetratee that the Antarctic Treaty Qneultative Parties are

disregarding all ite recommends tions. We deplore the fact that they have worked

for, and on 2 June 1988 adopted, a convention on the regulation of mineral resource

activitiee in the area despite  the relevant Becieione of  the General  Aeeembly

etipulatinq  that  such a  re�gime  ahoule be negotiated with the ful l  Participation of

all members of the international CommunitY~

W &legation t%wbtu the legit imacy of  the Principles  on the baeie of  which

certain countries  have taken euch action. They have arbitrarily monoPOlized

Control over negotiationa and are violating the principlee of our Charter. The

Iiai tim de lega t ion  takes exceptiocl  t6 th ie  s i tuat ion  md believe8 that  input  by a l l

member8 of the international corrununity  in everything affecting the Antarctic ehould

be welcomed and encouraged 80 CIB ti permit equitable participation on the part Of

all countries  in the preservation of  thie comnon  heritage.

The damaqe recently caused by the oil epille in the aeae of that area have

caused ud coneide table conate rnation. The oanduct of  certain countries ,  driven by

their unbridled desire to destroy everythinq on our plmet, have only added fuel to

our concerns. The lnternatlonal community ia aware of the i l l  effects  of  pol lution

and chemical experiments in the zone. We are all concerned at the problem of the

depletion of the ozone layer and the accumulation of carbon dioxide emieaione  in

the at mosphe re . Global warminq can be diminiehed. Certain countries are 80
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cynical U to he greedy for the riches of the whole Antarctic reqion and Want to

use i t  for  mili tary purpo8e8, or nuclmt teeta, the effeate of  which can only

hasten the proceee  of  daetroying  our planet. They bl i thely ignore the fact  that

the Antarctic contain8  about 75 per cent of the water reaervea  of the entire world.

Protect ion of the Antarct ic ie crucial . Ita value lie8 in  the  wea l th  o f

information available to humanity from that part of the world8  the temperature

systeme,  the geological hietory  of continent8 of the aouthern hemisphere, the

structure of the magnetic envelop8 surrounding the Earth, the influenc8 of aalar

radiat ion dn the atmospherer the rem8rkable  abi l i ty  on the Part  Of  Various

organisms to adapt to extreme oold snd isolation and 80 on. These a r e  a l l  f a c t o r s

which should nrotivat8  w ti preserve i ts  environment and ite  fraqile  ecological

system.

l.et UB not make that reqion a dump for toxic waateo. Countries that have such

wastes lnuet UBB proper meana to  diepoee  of them in their own territory.

I should like to tell the Committee a story that was  told to me by a friend a

few year8 ago. It occurred to me a moment ago. A la-year-old  child was looking at

a newspaper which hie father had read a few days before. He noticed the

hcradlinee - �Depletion of the ozone layer�  etc. - and photoqraphR  and etatistic8?

which were etaqqering. hrplexed,  t h e  son said t o  hi8 fathers

* I f  a l l  tha t  is written here  ie true , what kind of Planet are you going to

leave to me and my children?�

In conclusion,  my delegation note8 with regret  that  the racist  rkqime  of South

Africa, which ir excluded from the work of the General Assembly  , continue8 t0

Participate in the meeting8 of the Antarctic Treaty Coneultative  Parties. Haiti

wil l  vote in favour of  draft  reeolution  A/C.1/44/L.68  and wil l  support  paraqraph 2

of  the operative part  of  thie  draft  resolution,  which etipulatesr
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�Appeals once again to the Antarctic Treaty Qnaultative Parties b take

Urqent measures to exclude the racist apartheid r/gime of South Af-ica from

participatian  in the meetings of  the Qnsultative Part ies at the esrliest

Possible date�.

Mr, MDHIUDDIN  (Bangladesh) t I am making thie 8tatelRent in the serene

conf idence  that  the  deliberstions, o f  which  th i s  i s  a  par t ,  w i l l  l ead  t0 fru i t ion

under the Chairman�s able stewardship.

Jean-Jacques Rousseau once remarked that the social compai;t  or State was born

When a man pointed to a piece of land and said, �This is Mne�,  and no one la,!qhed

at him. Similarly, today with th8 values that we Claim we possessr if we Pint t0

that vast largely uninhabited mass of ice called Antarctica and say, �This is

mankind�s�, why should this provoke disenchantment? Have we not come such a long

way from th8 eiqhteenth century, and IS our contemporary ctvtlization not tempered

by a keener sense of common human needs?

It  is true that  Antarctica is  remote. I t  i s  a l s o  a  f a c t  t h a t  i t  i s  l a r g e l y

uninhabited. It  cannot be denied also that  i t  is  inhOSPitahl8. Y8t thOr8 Can be

no srqument  to the contrary that this  land mass affects  the live0 of  al l  l iv ing

beings. Antarctica mskes  an important ccmtribution to the maintenance of the

delicate balance of th8 global eco-system. It  is  crucial  to the preservation and

protection of our environment, a matter that today deeply concern8 u8 all. xt is

vital to the expansion of knowledge throuqh scientific resaarch. It is of

significance to the global economy8  to peace and security. Therefore the

increasinq awsrenevs and interest  in Antarctica displayed by the internationaL

community is indeed welcome to us all.

There are two Preambular paraqraphs  in the Antarctic Treaty that I must cite

in order to develop some arquments. One 1st
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�Ilecoqn1r1ng  that i t  is  in the interest  of all  mankind that  Antarctica

shall continue forever to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and shall

not becomes  the scene or object of international discord�=

The other 1st

�Convinced also that a treaty ensuring the use of Antarctica for peaceful

purposes only and the continuance of international harmony in Antarctica will

further the purposes and principles embodied in the Charter of the United

Na tione�.

Thr88 principles can clearly b8 derived from the88 paregrapha~ f i r s t ,  t h a t

t h e  us8 o f  A n t a r c t i c a  i s  f o r  a l l  mankindr  aecondl~), t h a t  i t  s h a l l  be u s e d

eXClueiv8ly  far p8aC8fUl purpoeee and not become  the object  of  international

diecordr and thirdly, that international harmony 90 qenerated  would further the

Principlee  and Purposes embodied in the Charter.

It  is  therefore evident that  the f ramers of  the Treaty themselves  enviuich.ed

the use of the Continent for the benefit of all mankind. If that be so, why should

the  eiqnatories  o f  the  Treaty  hes i ta te  tia accep t  the pr inc ip le  that  i t  i s  the

comnOn  her i taqe of mank ind? Secondly ,  the thrust was on its peaceful uses, without

making it an object of poll tical and military discord. Poonomic  activi  t i e s  w i l l

a t t rac t  mi l i tary  a t t ent ion . �Flaq  fol lows t rade� , we used to say in explanation of

colonialism. lbday it  is  a  sad truth that the qur tends to fol low the mining

shovel . Finally,  the keen d8Sir8 to  further the principles  of  the United Nations

Charter is in teres tinq.
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It contrasts strangely with reality when we see that the Secretary-General Of th8

United Nations, the institution to Who88  valuea the adherents are purportedly

devoted, is not invited to their mrte  tinge. This ,  deep1 te the urgings of  world

public opinion.

The Treaty, we are told, is an open one. Yet f inansial  requiremetnte  and

requisite technical know-how preclude a overwhelminq  majority of States from

becoming Qnsultative Parties. Then again,  the hierarchic differences between

consultative and non eonsulta tive Member States crsete a obvious  class distinction

that  mil i tates  against  the concept of  non-exclusiv8nesa. I f  th8 Treaty ,  as i8

of ten argued, has so far worked well  in practice,  there are reasons to fear that  i t

contains germs of discord that miqht soon propagate and transform into a oanflict

situation that the world can i l l  afford. This is a chance we cannot, and must n@ 8

take. The imPlicationa are much too vital for all of us.

In Antarctica, the atmosphere  D oceans, and ice-sheet interact in a manner that

has profound influence on th8 climate and weather over a mayor vsrt of the globe.

Kineral exp lorat ion  wi l l  enta i l  the  use  o f  d8vices  that  cou ld  re l ease  vas t  aIIUUnts

of  energy  that wil l  be infueed into the atmosphere. One oonsequence  oould be the

melt ing of  ice  and a resultant rise  in the overal l  sea-levels . This would have

horrific implications for law-lying countries like Bangladesh or the Maldives, in

our reg ion. Any decieion  in  th i s  regard would no t  only  ca l l  for  extrems

Cl rcumepection but also, 8thiCally) for the o6nuideration of  the views of the

global  commvrlty  in general , and those l ikely to be affected in P8rtiCUhr.

We urge rational i ty and calm ref lect ion. No part of th8 world is immune to

the consequences of events in that icy contin8nt. @b part of the world should be

denied  Partic ipation in decisionmaking  with regard to these events .
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The eolutiar to the problem of how the affairs of Antarctica are to bs managed

i s  not intractable. Any re�gim8  to bs established for the protection and

conserva tian of the Antarctic environment must be negotiated with the f Ull

Participation of the international oomnuni  ty . Prospecting and mining in and around

the continent should b8 banned. A l l  a c t i v i t i e s  s h o u l d  be 8XClUSiVelv  direct8d

towards peaceful  scientif ic  invest igat ions. The88 act ivit ies ,  again,  should b8

carried out by common agreement, and t~:&r etrinqent environmental SafeJuards-

Antarctica should b8 made,  by general conse!isusr a nature reserve. The elements

are there in the draft reeolu tian before ua. We commend it to members for support l

Given Antarctica�s crucial importance to mankind in general, that is not too

much to  ask for . Policies that touch Antarctica touch us all. I t  i s  a heritage

that  a l l  of  us  Share,  and i t s  future  mncerns us  a l l . The United Nations, because

o f  i t s  universal c h a r a c t e r , must have a key role in this. For it to he otherwise

would not only be wrong, it would be a qraat tragedy.

Mr. USHERING  (Bhutan) J In view of the numerous and VerY elOUu8nt

st6bm8ntS that haV8 been Sk& by our COll8SgU88 on the qUeStiOn Of Antarctica, I

shall  be brief .

The acceptance by the international oosununity of holding a mnference on the

environment is, in the view of my deleqation, a humble submission t6 the fact that

nature and its elements have a lasting hold on the destiny of mankind. I t  i s  a l s o

a  recoqni  t ion  that  l ike  l i f e  i t s e l f , nature is  a  del icate  balance. Any changes in

that balance could brinq about disastrous results of unimaginable proportions.

Antarctica is a major part of that delicate balance and therefore of concern to

a l l . It is in this spirit that the Ninth Non-Aligned Summit reaffirmed the

importance of Antarctica as a common heritaqe of mankind to te protectid  and

conserved by the entire international  community.
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As in the past, my delegation recognises that the Antarctic Treaty was drawn

UP at a time when perhaps no other effective mechanism could be adopted, and has

been a workable arrangement for co-ordination. We command tt:. manner  in which the

Treaty has averted significant disturbance of the ecology and prevented any serious

territorial disputes. We also believe that members from developing countries have

endeavoured to represent the interests and the concerns of those rho are unable to

subscribe to the Treaty. We also appreciate the effort that has been made to keep

the continent nuclear-free ar,d demilitarized. -ever.  there has been considerable

growth in the level of knowledge about the role of the continent, resulting in deep

Concerns. There has also been a clear  development of the United Nations as a

proper and effective forum for dealing with all matters of international

dimensions. Therefore it is only natural that matters related to Antarctica must

be dealt with in the Uni ted Nations.

While the debate on this issue mntinues and is likely- to be prolonged, in the

meantime all nations should take measures ti Prevent f urthet envircnmental  damage

to the continent. There should be no commercial exploitation of its natural

resources in order to avoid disturbance to its delicate ecology. The criteria and

possibility for the interested parties to be involved and to participate in

scientific work should not rewire the establishment of stations, but should be

possible through the sharing of kncwlejge. While the proliferation of scientific

bases in the fragile eccsystem nust be avoided, it is necessary to facilitate the

exchange of information. Wore impartant, all scientific and other activities

carried out in Antarcyica must be for peaceful purposes.

We do not see discussions on the question of Antarctica as anything but

efforts to broaden the scope of involvement and participation to include all

nations and peoples, since this concerns onr collective survival and future.
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My delegation wishes once again to register our support for the draf:.

resolution unck r conside  ration.

Mr; AL-ZNXALY (Oman)  (interpretation from Arabic) t For the third time,

with great regret, my delegation finds that the list of speakers on item 70, “The

Question of Antarctica*, which has been on the agenda since 1983, does not ir.zlude

the Antarctic Treaty Consultative parties. my delegation does not interpret such

non-Participation  as disregard by the States Parties for the discussion under way

or the repeated calls by the General Assembly for the international community to

give special importance to Antarctica. But we cannot overstress the importance of

that continent for the survival of mankind, or its huge untapped and unexploited

rescurces.

The non-Participation of the Consultative Parties can, however, be taken to

indicate confusion on their Part in their attempt ta find answers for the qUestiOnS

posed try the international community. The efficiency of the Antarctic Treaty

system ad its Contribution to international peace and security, the soundness and

integrity of the environment, the world economy and scientific and meteorological

research has been auesticned because of lack of accessibility to the Treaty, for a

clcsed  convention can in no way provide guarantees.
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The eyetern  adopted in 1959 by a emall qroup of economically and 8aientifioallY

advanoed Statee to ensure that Antarctica should be uaed solely for peaceful

purposes end not be transformed in the future into m arm of international

COntrOVett3y  hae been effect ive  in increasing their  abi l i ty  to exploit  and extract

natural reeourcea  that have not yet been extracted or exploited. Therefore the

reeearch and Prospecting operatione  have had an influence on the entire eoosyatem

of th plmet, on the harmony md frecruenc?y  of climatio  ayclee,  and the damaqe

infl icted on the f lora and fauna,  ha8 increaeed in apibb of  the eucae88 of  the

Treaty system in maintaining the bm 01 introducing military forcee m eliminating

militry nuclemr a a t i v i t i e e  f r o m  t h e  continent.

My delegation hae alwaye Lelieved,  and rtill believes, that given the

international community�s broad recognition of the importance of Antarctioa, we

IWiBt  apply tb that continent the principle that it ir the common heritage Of

mankind, and should be governed internationally in accordance with the purpoeer and

principles of the United Nationa Charter with a view to enrurinq  international

Coloperation and the good of all mankind. By adopting that eyetern and the

principle of common  heri tage , we cm put m end to alaime  of sovereignty I

contribute to meeting the basis neede of the overwhelming majority of Statee,  and

allow for demcratic decieion-making  within the framework of the Treaty l

Thoee  few &S.iLJfIeere who drafted and promoted the Antarctic Treaty in the

beqinning wmted  to  orqmim  f ree , unrestricted ecienti f  ic  and reeearch act ivi t ies

and to encourage !nternational  sc i en t i f i c  co -opera t ion  fo r  the  peceful use8 of  tha t

con t.inent . None the leea the Antarctic Treaty Cbneultative Partiee hastened to

conclude the Convention on the Regulation of Antarctic Mineral Resource Retivitier,

thereby transforming the objective of the Conventiar  into a race to IBUrP the

remurceB  of the continent, regardless o f  t h e  poeeible  rieka o f  p o l l u t i o n  ti t h e
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ecoeystem, and regardleee of the rights of  the majority  countries  to benefit  by the

teaourcea of  the oontinent. The haety conclusion of the Qnvention wee carried out

without the Participation of  the international  COmInUnity.

I would like to commend the couraqeoua Becision of a cxrtain number of

Antarctic Treaty Caneultative Parties not to rati fY the minerals Convention. MY

delegation conaide  re that to be positive proof of a growing aworeneaa  and of the

influence md power of public opinion ae regards the danqere  t6 the Planet�a

ecoeyetem that could reault from mineral prospecting, aa well ae an awareneee of

the need to re-examine  the Convention so that it may take in- account the Concerns

of the international community .

I would alao like to say that the orqanized international co-operation at the

end of  the 1950s ma& it  poeeible  for a number of  ecientific  reeearch Posts to be

established on the continent. WI thout that international cooperation  the States

Partiea t6 the Treaty could not have established their own int%pendent reeearch

statlone. If  there was any truth in the al legations of the Qneultative  Part ies

that their activitiee  were in the interests of mankind, what would Prevent those

Caneultative Parties from diseeminatinq information concerninq  all aspect8 of

Antarctica,  BO that multi lateral  international  research etations  could be

eetabliehed and 80 that the United Natione could be the depositary of that

informtion?  What prevents the Conaulta  tive Partiee f ran invi tinq the

Secretary-General  or bin representative to participate in al l  the meetings of  the

Parties ,  including the meetings of  the Consultative  Partiee ,  and in negotiat ions on

t h e  minerale  &gime, so that  he or his  representative could submit  a  wmplete,

canprehansive report to the General Assembly.

If the boycott perslate, if the information obtained over the years continues

to he withheld, what would prevent the States non-partiee tn the Tree  ty f ram
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proolaimlrq certain regions of  the continent as  their  own f ields of investigation

and exaluding  the Consultative Parties from oonduoting teohnioal,  soientif la,

economic a1~3  ecological rescarah in those req ions? In other words, how could the

Treaty rdqime  deal with such a situation, whioh may seem improbable at present yet i

i s  s t i l l  p laus ib le  and  poss ib le? How would we address swh a sitwtionl taking

into account the eoonomic  and scientific capabilities of an international group

that could,  eventually apply the principle of  aeisure of  the continent?

As a civilised intern&tonal  aomnunity,  we wonder how it can be that the

Canaultative  Part ies  did not excl;ads  South Africa�s raoist r&im, and that  it

Continues to participate in the meetings of the Cbnsultative Parties. ?bw oan

South  Afrioa  s t i l l  bs g iven  accem to the  technica l  information ava i lab le  to

tinsultative  Parties while up to the present time the International community  does

not have such access?

The General A88emblyr  with the assistance and support of the Qnsultative

Parties, suspended South Africa�s memberehip  of the United Nations beCaUSe that

racist rdgime Bees not comply with the principles of the United Nations Charter and

the resolutions of the General Assembly and continuously violates the rights Of the

blck majority of the population. My delegation rejects the ideas put forward by

some to the effect that the best way of controlling the practices of the South

African rsgime and obliging it to comply with military and nuclear non-intetve,ntion

in the southern continent is to allow it to remain a Qnsultative Party. C M  it b e

that South Africa remains a party to the Treaty at a time when the entire

interns tionsl commvrity as represented in the United Nations here suspended i ts

membership of the United Nations? A State that has no scruples in implementing

apartheid md whose aggressive military nuclear activi  tia cannot be internationally
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pccntrolLed, mutat  not remain a member  of the Treaty and muat  not be allowed to make

Us0 of the information  and experience gained by the international corrununity  to

perpetuab ite taciet rdqim.

MY deleqstion  �join8 the sponsors  of  draft  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  69 and calls

upon the Coneultativs Partiee to comply strict ly  with the appeals of the

into rnational community , 80 that Antarctica can be declared the common heritaqe  of

mankind, ite ceglourcee  devoted to the qcod of mankind, thus avoiding ecological

Problema  for people everywhere, ao that the Treaty may be redrafted and opened to

tho intorna  tianal community, eneurinq  equal  r ights  to  decieion-making, and so that

the continent may  remain a symbol of international peace and security.

Mr.  AZIKIWE  (Niqeria) 8 Since the thirty-eiqhth sees ion in 1983, when it

War fitet brought before the United Natione General Aseemhly,  thg question of

Antarct ica haa continued ta attract  considerable international  attention and

interes t . Thank8 to the init iat ive and perseverance of some Metiers  of the

Orqmization, the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, the varlaua environmental

orqaniaatione, s c i e n t i f i c  qtoupe, and pub1 ic-api r I ted indi vidual reaea rchere In

many countries, the international community has within the past RIX yaare  become

more kmwledqeable  about the virgin continent of Antarctica, the 1959 Treaty that

ia euppceed to qovern  activities  there in , and the implica  tione for qlobal Peace,

Recurity,  development and sound environment.

Inasmuch as Antarctica ia a vast land-maea  representing nearly 10 per cent of

the Earth�s land eurface, and is located in the southern hemlapher9  with no settled

population,  its strategic  importance wa6 manifested by the init ial  scranJlle and

dispu tee by various Sta tee over possessian  of the tecri tory. That eventually

reaulted in the 1959 Antarctic Treaty.
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Antarctica,  enornnwly rich in rare marine ce6ourcea  a~ wel l  a8 having about

�70  Per cent of the world�s fresh water, haa since long before the 1983 United

Natione General  Aaeemhly  ini t iat ive  been subjected t6 a eerie8 of commercial

ac t iv i t i e s  under  the  guise of  s c i en t i f i c  experiment8 and dr i l l ing .  Recent

diecoveriea of  vast  auanti t iee  of  depmita of  oi l  and rare  mtale havel  not

eurPrie  ingly , fuelled a free-for-all  competi t ive  rueh of  minerale  exploitat ion by

the Antarctic Treaty Parties with the rejuvenation of old territorial Claim8 and

the Coneeuuences  of that for the environmental &gradation of the virgin continent.

Time  and time again, we are told that the 1959 Antarctic Treaty wae  designed

to avert  international  oonflicte arieing from rival  territorial  c laims by these

Sta tee. We are aleo led to believe that eonm of the objective6 of the Treaty Were

to regulate  act ivit ies  in  the oontinent,  preeerve Antarct ica a8 an international

ecientif ic laboratory only for Peaceful research, and effect ively  to prohibit  the

militarisation  of the continent and keep it a nuclear-free area. I f  genuinely

implemented, these are in themeelvee laudable goals, which we Supports

Unfortunately, not only if~ the 1959 Antarctic Treaty fundamentally flawed in

many reePects,  but the Litt le  credibi l i ty  the States Partiee c laim for themselves

through the Treaty has been eyetematically eroded over the years as a result of

the ir  gradual  reor ienta t ion  fran pure ly  sc i ent i f i c  a im to the  preaentAW

COmeCcial  opportunism in Antarctica as a result of the vaet economic and touristic

potential ava ilable there l

Nigeria believes that the Antarctic Treaty ie fundamentally flawed becauee it

ie primarily inconsietent with the broad aims and objectives of the Uni ted

Nations. Like many non-parties to the Treaty , we cannot support a treaty the

nature of which ie exclusive, diecrimina  tory and aecre tive. Nor can rse favour a

no-called international  eyutem which does not coneciouely univeraal ize i ts
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memberrhip  or recognise a role for the United Na tione, but which at the same tin&t

Claim6 to further the purposes and principlee  of the United Nations Charter. Above

a l l ,  M) can  only wi thhold  support for  a  eyetern  such  m the  Antarctia Trmty, which

reliehee having South Africa a8 a key member in rspite of the r&qime�e  apartheid

polioiee  and the global  sanctione against  it. Nigeria can mly asaunw that  the

htarctic  Treaty ayltem hae a Place for apartheid South Africa, in violation of

uli ted Ne tione sanction8  and reeolutions, becauee  of the Trerrty �8 lack of

remgnition  of the United Nations role and the sense of discrimination  foetered in

itr divieion  of membership into consultative and nonqoneultative  atatus.

The failure of the Antarctic Treaty ae an instrument to foeter  peace, equality

and justice amonq na tiona is rnrtched  by the failure to preserve Antarctica as a

nuclee r-f tee oantinent and ecientif lc laboratory for peaceful exploration, failure6

which have caused greet concern in recent times. Because  o f  i t s  revoteneee a n d

frigid nature@  there haVQ  been unconfirmed report8 of the dumping of nuclear and

other  haaardoue wastes in  8om parts o f  Antarc t i ca ,  which  fo r  l ack  o f  inhabitants

might be ooneidered  safer for waste merchanta. Wart from this, there hae been

unrefuted evidence that apartheid South Africa, aided and abetted hy 8oxm  major

parties under the Antarctic Treaty, hae been conducting nuclear-weapon teete in

cloee range to Antarctica to shield such exploe ions fran publicity of the kind that

expbeed ite Kalahari  nuclear-test  preparationa in 1977. In spite of a world

outcry, the Antarctic Treaty Coneultative Parties, to which apartheid South Africa

belOnqt3,  have neither prevented that r6qime from conductinq  such teat8 nor

euepbnded i t  from the Treaty meetings  for violat ion.

On the question of Antarctica�s preservation as a ecientif ic Laboratory, the

Antarctic Treaty is even more culpable. Under the quise of  sc ient i f ic  excplora tion.

Antarctica has been despoiled by the diapoeal of waatea  through human activitiee
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instead of  returning such wastes to their  countries  of  origin.  Scientif ic  BriLling

has caused great harm to the delicate ecosystem. The construction of  air  strips,

acientif ic atations and support facili ties is mushrooming da ily vithout effective

insPeCtion mechanisms conforming to reasonable standards. Qmnercia1  tburism is

being developed without even minimal reqard  for the neqative impact  0n the

COnSerVation  of  Antarctic  wildl i fe ,  plants and valuable mineral resQucces,  or for

protectiorr of the continent *a cultural heritage, historia  al tea, geographic

landscape, aesthetic and scenio beauty and and its wilderness value.

More damaqirg  to the credibility of the Antarctic Treaty was the CCncLusian  in

Wellington on 2 June 1900 of the Qnvention on the Regulation of Antaratic Wineral

Resource Activities, which legi timized mineral exploitation in Antarctica. Mart

trOm its  being incompatible  with their  obliqations  under article XX (1) of  the

AntarcUc  Treaty, the mineral Convention carcluded by a handful of States having no

mandate from the rest of the international community  is tantamunt to economic

pi l lage of  Antarctica�s  mineral  resources. Above all,  by focusing arly on the

immediate economic potential of mineral dspoeits  in a fragile  virgin continent,

while neglecting ths permanent environmental destructian  that mineral ProePsctinq

in Antarctica would unleash on the rest of the vorld, the Antarctic Treaty

Consultative Parties have demonstrated scant regard for the peace, security and

environmental safety of the rest of mankind.

AS  Antarctica contains 90 per cent of the world�s ice, it.  is comnon  knowledge

that any large-scale human activity such as mining would change the Antarctic ice

temperature and cause a rise in its sea level. Such a rise, even by one inch,

could lead to a chain reaction with a corresporrding  rise  in global sea levels  which

could submerge many islands and coastal settlements across the world. Furthermore,

as mineral exploitation would have to depend on heavy mschinery  and fuel that would
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have to be transportid to Antarctica by txhips and tankers. large-soale

environmental pollution abuld be envisaged. The iessons f torn  the mxon Valdea OIL

spill in Prince William Sound in Alaska in March 1989 and the disaster wreaked on

the precious Alaskan marine resource8  are sufficient early warnings of what would

hsmsn were  auoh  a spil l  to take place in a  delica te PLaoe Like A&arctiaa*

&@orts that  subs tant ia l  o i l  sp i l l s  in  Antarotica  have  a l ready  tsken place ,  wi th

increasing regularity, cannot but gsnerate  serious global concern for the

environmental  oonsequsnces  of  greater oil spi l ls . A case in point was the

1 February 1989 oil spil: from the Argentine ship Bahia Paralso, when 250~000

gallons of spi l led diesel  fuel resulted in the kil l ing of  large stocks of  krill and

birds I n  Antarotlos.
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Niger is cannot rermin  indifferent t4 those negative developmnta. As a part

of the African oontinent in close proximity to Antarctioa and as a manta1  StaW

sharing the South Atlantic Ocean that commands the appraohets  to a vital area Of?

the tibrctic, developments in the virgin aontinent naturally have a direct bearing

on us f rom the pol i t ical ,  strabgio, eoonomio  and environmental  perspeotives~

W delegation is aware that einoe 1988 some of the Antarotio  Treaty parties

have indeed started to draw back f ran implementation of the minerals Convention

and,  as  a  resu l t  o f  domestio  opposition  a s  well a s  of  in ternat iona l  outory, are  ndy

canvasing for  the establishmsnt  of a sound environmentalqrotection  r&gisst in the

Antstatic. Nigeria  weloomes euoh rethinking on their part ,  as  manitrated  in the

outcorm of the XVth Treaty Consultative Meeting held at Paris last October. We

favour any initiative aimed at creating the Antarctic as a world pnrk or nature

reserve under e global arrangement that would permanently prohibit mineral-resource

exploitat ion or other act ivit ies  there that  could endanger the ecorystem and i ts

virgin beauty.

However, Nigeria  BDss not bel ieve that  such fm anvironmental-proteution dgime

can or should be concluded under the present Antarotic Treaty system. If any thing,

we believe that the Present Treaty should first be brought under the United

Nations. It should be open to all States on a non-discriminatory hasis, and its

meetings,  decis ions and act ivit ies  should be made public for  all  States,

non-governmsntal  orqanisa  tions and international research bodies. The

establishment of international bases and research expeditions working in the

interest of all mankind should replace ths present system of establishing  national

hases devoted to national scientific proqramnes whose benefits are not shared by,

or  msds ava i l ab l e  to ,  non+arties.
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Aa constituhed at present the Antarctic Treaty is not accountable to the

international oomnunity in any way but, rather, to its current 25 Consultative

Parties ,  which make all  the decis ions at  i ts  meetings and control  act ivit ies  in the

virgin Continent. Nothing could be more illusory and unrepresentative of the

entire international community, composed of the 159 Sta tea M&mbers  of the United

Nations, than a Treaty that can boast of only 39 member  States  in the 30 years of

i ta existence. Notwithstanding the level of their economic and technoloqical

development, those Treaty Parties cannot claim to represent the rest of mankind.

Indeed, the United Nations is neither invited to their meetings nor has it a say in

their activities on behalf of the 120 States remaining outside the Treaty. Such

exclusivity cannot foeter the international co-operation towards which the Treaty

claims to be directed.

The Antarctic Treaty provides for a review in 1991, It is the view of my

delegation that  i f  the Parties  want to be taken seriously the opportvlity  for a

review should be oonsciously  used to make the Tree ty acceptable to the majority of

the Sta tea Members of the United Nd tions by removing those deficiencies that have

led those States not to be associated with it. I t  i s  in  the  in teres t  o f  the

eurvival of the Treaty for the Parties to begin vesting its meetings with

universal i ty ,  transparency,  accountabil i ty , eauity and confidence-building

measures. They should exclude apartheid South Africa, the polecat of the

international  oarffnunity, from their  ranks in order to gain any respectabil i ty  - i f

the Treaty is to be a system that 1s not anchored in the protection of racism,

in just ice and inst i tutionalised discrimination.  Above al l ,  the Parties  must

respect the global concern for sound envirarmental  protection by scrapping their

mineral-resource dqime without delay. The prohibition of mineral exploitation
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must also be reinforced by m equal prohibition on commercial tourism, for both Oan

upset the fragile ecology and deplete the ozone layer of the Antarutic.

As the common her1 taqe of mankind, the Antarctic should be preserved for 811

human1 ty , and any activities there should be to further the oollective  interests of

all  nations. !!b achieve that  preservat ion, Nigeria strongly bel ieves  that  all

tet,ltirial claims should be permanently abrogated and that the virgin continent

should be mads truly demilitarized  and used exclusively for peaceful scientific and

non-comnercial  purposes under the direct auspices of the United Nations.

The present international opposition ta the minerals re�gime  and the attmdant

Popular clamour for the Protection of the Antarctic environment from further

&gradation is  increased test imony to the fact  that  the vei l  of  ileceit  created by

the 1959  Antarctic Treaty is gradually beinq removed to reveal the real intention

of the mdernday version of �scramble� rrnd colon 181 lam in the Antarctic. The

world has changed so much since 1959, when most of the present States Members of

the United Nations were .:till strugqlinq against coloniaLism  and its legaciesr  that

we should not tolerate such practices again, be they in the unpopulated Antarctic

or elsewhere .

Mr. DJIENA (Cameroon) (interpretation f tom French) t As i t  has  in  pas t

years, the delegation of Csmeroon  would like to make 80s~ comments on agenda

item 70, Question of Antarctica.

This year�s &bate is based on a real paradox8  at a time when the improvement

in the international  cl imate and the democratisation of  international  relations

have become  incontrovertible  real i t ies ,  a larqe group of  States  is  continuing to

exclude the international community f ram the ckacision-making  process on Antarctica.

The ditente  that ve have all been observing with great optimism and hope &es

not seem to have had any effect at all m the consideration of the auestion Of
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Antarctica by the Assembly , since the 1959 Treaty retains its secretiver  exclusive

and selective nature and since the States parties to it are denying our

Otganization  any right of oversight.

It seems to us that one cannot simultaneously proclaim one's faith in

multilateralism and one's firm resolve to promote international law, eouity and

international co-operation, while at the same time defying the resolutions adopted

by the General Assembly.
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In fact, for many years now , the First Committee has been considering the

suestion  of Antarctica, which is, furthermore, reczoqnized  as the oorrmon  heritage of

mankind. Year after year the General Assembly has affirnmd the need t. establish a

multilateral and non-selective fr.dmework for dealing with this question, thus

allowing the internaticmal community to participate in the taking of the decisions

on problems of security and the environment and on other problems concerning that

continent. It has also reaffirnmd the urqent need ba guarantee its demilitarised

nature and to preserve it from any national appropriation and from ideological

conflict.

In so doing, the Assembly has shown realism and objectivity. It has avoided

condemning the attitude of the States Parties to the Treaty on Antarctica and has

thus avoided closing the door to dialogue. It is in this spirit that the General

Assembly in 1986 requested that a moratorium be impo$ed cm the neqot~tio~ that

had been undertaken by the States Parties to the 1959 Treaty to establish a

minerals r&qime  until such time as all members of the international commtmity  could

Participate in such negotiations. But in spite of that wise and restrained appeal,

the above-mentioned States continued their negotiations - negotiations that

culminated in the adoption of a convention whose qoal is, in fact, the exploitation

of the mineral resources of Antarctica-

At its forty-third session the Assembly adopted resolution 43/83, which avoids

any sterile polemics and any condemnation , confining itself rather to expressing

its deep regret at the adoption of that Convention while asking the States Parties

to the Treaty on Antarctica to invite the Secretary-anera  to participate in their

meetings,

At the meeting that was held by those States in Paris from 9 to 20 October - a

meetin which was devobed to the protection of the environnrent  in that region of

the world - not only was the Secretary-General not invited, whereas other
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intecna timal ocqanixa  tiona were , hut the Qcumenta of that cLoa\ed  meeting Were not

available to the overwhelming majority of States. And durinq thie ema ion of the

General Aeeembly  the Statee Partiee to the Antarctic Treaty  have maintained  their

Poeition of non-participation in the debates and in the decieion-makinq on the

question of Antarctica in spite  of  the concerns  af the international  OcXnmvlitY

about the problame poeed with regard to the protection of the environment.

We bel ieve  the time hsar corn for the Statea Partfes t6 the 1959 Treaty  to

display the earn*  reetraint in their  reaction and to take a more f lexible  poeition  -

a paeition which would bo in keeping with the pucpoees and Principles of the United

Nations Charter, which are recoqniaed by all Statee, including the States Part iee

to the Treaty.

RM3itions o f  pr inc ip le  can  on ly  crystallize the  conf l i c t  of interests in  the

cmwlderation of  a uuaation & del icate  ~EI that  of  Antarctica and thereby Prevent

any Proqreee on the question.

W country wiahea to reaff irm here the recoqnixe+d status of  Antarctica aa the

common heritage of mankind. TM protectian  of Antarctica ie a common and lmiveraal

c-) nce I: n. It ehould be ehared and exercised by all the members  of the international

commmity and i n  it8 intereet. An apprcmch  of any other nature - a selective and

restrictive approach - would seem to  ue euapect in  80 far  as  i t  exc ludes  the

m~~jori  ty of Staterr, Sta tee which have not qiven a mandate to any other group of

Stat&cl  to represent them or to  leqialate  in their place.

It is necessary to prorrr,te  a mivereal framework for con8ultationa  and

decieion-makinq  on Antarctica. In fact I not only would this ensure the

oarticioation  of  al l  States  in one way or another,  hut attempts!  at  national

aPPropriation  and the unbridled Proliferation of haeee and of ecientific

expedi  tiona on the continent,  in disregard of the pceeervation of  the ecoeyrtem and

of the environment, would then be greatly reduced.
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That ia why Cameroon will aontinue to denounce the secret and exaluaive nature

of the Antarctic Treaty. We also reiterate our deep conoern about the continued

participation of raaiet South Africa in the work of the Coneultative Partier. At a

t ime when the international  oamnunity  i s  makinq  oaneiderable efforts  t6 eradicate

racism, aolanialiem and apartheitj,  we cannot understand how the Pretoria riqima Can

OOntinUe Lo participate in the meeting8  of  the Consultative Part ies,  which la

canposetA  of Sta tea that have alwayu affirmed their averelm to raciem  and aparthetda

w country regrets that South Africa wee able  to participate in both the

Preparatory Meetinq and in the XVth Coneultxtive Meeting held in Parie in %Y and

October  thie year . We urgently appeal ta the Pert iee to the Treaty to exclude the

apartheid reqime  from all future mee tinge.

Ae the Qneultative Part ies are aware. exp lo i ta t ion  a t  the  remuraee  of

Antarctica ia not amnq the object ives  of  their  Treaty. It is approprb te to

underecote the fact that the minerale  r/qime adopted ie not intended for the

preservation of  the resource8 of  the continent and the protection of  itR

environment but rather that it aould in the future lead to an uncontrolled

explaitstion  of minerale  with all  the fareeeeable  impact this  would hsve m the

environment and on international peace and security.

It  could also fuel  qreed over the mineral  reaourcea of the continent.  All

mininq on the continent ehould therefore be prohibited. breover, t h e  States

Partiea should show object iv i ty  and take a more constructive att i tude becauee  We

mUStI  ae of  naJl lay the foundations for the development and mnclmicn  of  a truly

multila tetal arrangement that could ensure the partiaipa tion of all Sta tee in the

PrObCtiOn  Of  Anterctica, in  its exp lorat ion  and exp lorat ion  for the  benef i t  o f

science and of all mankind.
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Mr. OKEM (Kenya) 8 The record ehould ehcm that einoe  1983, when the

Question o f  Antarc t i ca  wae f i r s t  inecribed un the  aqenda  o f  the  th ir ty -e ighth

eeeeion of the General Aeeembly,  many deleqatione, including my own, addreeeed

themaelvee  t6 the  scope o f  ob l iqa t iona  and  uldertakinqe assumed  b y  the  1959

Antarctic Treaty which deeiqnated the area eouth of 60�  South btitu& as an area

to be ueed exclueively  for peaceful purpoeee. It  ie widely recoqniaed  that  the

Tcmty  ,  amonq  o ther  thinqa, prohibite  any measures o f  a  mi l l  tary  nature ,  imPWee a

ban on nuclear exploeione,  whatever their nature, ae well aa on the dumping of

radicactive waate  rm terial, thlr, qivinq the reqion an important demilitarised

statue. The arme-control aepect of the Antarctic Treaty, whiah ie aloeely linked

with i ts  other objectives,  truly eetablinhee a  foundat ion for international

cooperation  amonq al.1 Members of the United Nation8  in scientific inveetiqatlon in

this area eo do to ensure protection of its unique environment. and avoid diecord

o v e r  t e r r i t o r i a l  claime.
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My deleqation recoqnizea and appreaia tee the deep concern for global etability

demonetrated hy the otiqinal  Qneultative Partiee to the Antarctic Treaty by

devioing  a way to  eet  aeide territorial  c laims in Antaratioa,  t6 convert  their

national ambition6 into a oommon  concern and to u8e the area for peaceful purposes

anly . However, ae the Prim, Minister of France, Mr. Michel  Rocard, eaid in his

Opening addreee  to the XVth Antaratic Treaty Consultative Meetinq, held in Parir

from 9 to 19 Oatober this year,

�The  world hae changed in 30 yeare  . . . The preeeing development neede of the

meet underprivileged and the conetrainta genetated by the failure to exercifJe

Proper contro l  over  the  yroceeeee of  induetrialiaation  comRe1 UB &I l ook  to

the world �IB future in a new f ranre of mind and with new means. The world is

one and mankind ie one �. . . It ie no longer enough to acknowledge the

fact0 . . . The t ime hm corm for politiaiane to face  UP to their

reemoneibil  itlee�.

That tatatement, which reflects ettonq aaepticiem on the part of one of the

original  partiee to the Antarctic  Trerrty,  q ivee  a etronq indication of  the inherent

flWe and weakneeeee in that exclusive club.

We do not dieputa that the Antarctic Treaty hns kept the Antarctic region free

of nuclear weapone,  but the mjor points  with which my delegation hm diffiaultiee

areI first, the non-democratic deaieion-making  ptoceee over ieeuee concerning

Antarctica t eecondly , the reluctance of  the Antarctic  Treaty Partiee to  accept

negotiationa  on a universalised meahaniem that would enable the aharinq by all

na tione of the benef ite to be derived from Antarctica , both now and in the futures

and, th ird ly ,  the  to ta l  d i sregard  o f  United Nations reeolutione  which ca l l  upon

Antarctic Treaty Coneultative  Parties to put a moratorium on negotiations ta
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eetabliRh  a  minoral  rdqime in Antarctica and their  deplorable refueal  to invite  the

United Nation8 Secretary-anera  to their  consultat ive meetings.

After space, the Antarctic reqion, with more than 5 million 6uuare mile@

surrounding the South FUe, ie the meet isolated, and humanity�s last relatively

unexplored f rcmtier. Ita land appears only where the 15,000-foot  peaks of mountain

ranges break throoqh the ice. The value of this region for acientifia  reeearch  and

co-operaion,  ita location and ite ecosystem are of qreat importance and are

neceesary to  the  ent i re  world  community,  80 that ,  t ru ly  rpeakinq ,  i t  i s  qu i te

unfair to leave its entire manaqement  in the hande  of an exalueive  club made UP of

a few aelf -appointed rich *rattone.

The Antarctic  Treaty i tself  is  dtacriminatory. I t  i s  re s tr i c ted  to  thoee

Statea with hiqh technological know-how which can, owinq to their scientific

ddvancementp  undertake ecientif ic expeditiona  In the region. Theae countries,  ae

we all know, are the rich and induetrial laed States . The Treaty also maintains a

two-tier metierahip syetem. The  Qnsu l ta t ive  Pat t i ee ,  ae the  Treaty  aore,  reserve

f o r  thenvlelvea  the right t o  determinc  pOliCie8r while the rest remain peripheral to

the whole system. Even the riyht to propose  a review mechanism is reeerved  to

mmbere of the Treaty only. This two-tier membership ia extremely diecriminatorY

with teqard t o  n e w  eiqnatoriea.

Another ma jar problem in that the Antarctic Treaty system hae no mechrniam for

the enforcement of tte own rules and requlatione, even tf there were the wish to do

thip. tireover,  the obl igation to carry out the onqoinq scientif ic  research

necessary to achieve decision-mekinq  Rtatue within the Antarctic Treaty system ifl

discriminatory aqainet States which chocvle not to build permanent stationa  in the

rctq ion. The result has been a concentra ticn of bases and a duplication of roBearch



EH/df A/C!. l/WPV.  45
38-40

(Mr. Okeyo,  Kenya)

effort8 in areae which are mm acceeeible  qeographioal ly ,  with resultant  eeriouB

environmental impncte  in those regiona.

The member  Government8  of the Antarctic Treaty eyetern  must be ready to open it

UP to  a l l  members of  the  in ternat iona l  community. They should be willin to

univerealise  the regulatory machinery properly to amtrol human activities in

Antarctica. The preeent Treaty, which depend8 arr goodwill and beautiful worde from

member counttiee, it3 quite inadequate. The guarded, secretive nature of meeting8

of  Shtea Partiee  to  the  Antarc t ic  Treaty  i t ee l f  givee rire to  euepicion. Public

comnente and criticiem  are important ingredient@ in the evaluation of any quality

production. In the case of the Antarctic Treaty there is no nmchaiem  for public

Participation or inpUt even On environmental problenB in the (rrQa*  What in the

jtretification for this secrecy and lack of public information  on what goee QI in

the Treaty system? With the refueal  of  the Qneultative Parties to invite  the

Secretary-General to their meeting@, one wonders if there ie a hidden agenda-

It may be recalled that on 2 June 1988 the Qneultative Partiee to the

Antarctic Treaty held neqotia  tione and aQpted a convention an the Antarctic

mineral regime in epite of an international appeal ti them to impose a moratorium

on the negotb tione and to invite the United Na tione Secretary-General. They were

well aware of the keen intereet that this undertaking would qenerate  or evoke among

the wider community of nationr not eignatoriee  to the Treaty. It in no wonder that

the implementation and ratification of the mineral regime haa reached a culde-rat.

In thie regal my delegation wholly eupporte the joint statement of the French

and Auetralian  Prime Ministers, on 18 August 1989 in Canberra, that mining in

Antarctica ie totally incompatible �with protection of the f raqile Antarctic

environment�.
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The joint eta tenrant  by the two Prine Minie  tere haa underecored  what the

Comnunity  of  nationa  ha6 always eaid,  that  ie, that  Antarctica ie an important

requlator of the Earth�s weather patterns, that it ie a phenomenon of which there

ia 1 imited ecientif ic underetandinq , and that any major change in the Antarctic

environment could have eerioue unpredictable effects cn the climate8 and

environmenta o f  a l l  parta o f  t h e  glade. Its land maas  of approximately

13.5 mill ion square kilometres is covered for the most part by water and ice. The

2 Per cent that remsine and that ie exposed  provide8  an important but crit ical

habitat for marine mammals and birds.

The region holds many of the Parth�a  paet eecretrr. The surrounding ocean ie

rich in planktcnic epeciee, which form a vital link and foundation for the marine

ecosystem. It is aleo the site of the Antarctic convergence zoner where aold water

mete the warnbr  waters of the Rcific and Atlantic Oceans, which provides the

environment with the neceaeary  nutrient6 that are carried thousands of kilometres

alonq the Earth�8  eurface. Also it hae been eetahliehed that any uncontrollable

exploitation Of krill, which forma a vital link in the protein-rich food-chain

eyatem  in the area, could be hazardoue to the whole world. Thm t h e  impact  o f

Antarctica on the world ecology ie of Q)ncern not only to the Antarctic Treaty

Coneultative Partiee but to the community of nationa aa a whole.

Therefore it ia necessary that an acceptable arrangement be worked out that

would miverealize  the distribution of benefits accr[�inq from Antarctic resource8

and make all nations ac<r>untahle  to the United Nation8  system. A t  preeent  t h e r e  ie

an underlyinq theme of ecepticiam via-A-vis  the technical or economic feaeibility

of exploitation in Antarctica, which reauires mDre  strinqently evaluated economic

quidelinee  aqteed upon by the whole international community. I n  rctcoqnition o f  t h e

.  col lect ive  reaponeibility  for the prctection  of  the environment in reqard to the
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question of exploitat ion and exploration righta, the Secretary-General would act aa

a bridge between Treaty parties and Member State6 outside the Antarctic Treaty

system. In this way the international community could he involved in Antarctica

and also be able to Bee that its concerns and interests were fairly accommodated.

It  is dn the gane  premiee  that  we support  the current French-Auetralian

Propoeal  and the eubrequent decision of the XRh Antarctic Treaty Caneultative

Meeting held in Paris cal l ing for proper international  manaqemnt  of the

Antarctic. Thia proposal, which epeake  of an �urqent  need for  negotiat ion�  of �a

canpreheneive  environmental  protecticn convention� ,  should be able  to  lead to the

Creation of an international Antarctic environmental protection agency, within the

framework of the uli ted Na tione, that  should establish needed regulatory controle

On touriem, map out rule8 of  l iabi l i ty  covering al l  Statea�  activitiee  and set  out

enforceable and canprehene  ive in tar na t icnal mar I tor ing programmee.

Ae an African delegation, the delegation of Kenya ie very eenaitive,  and

naturally 80, tc the continued participatiar  of  the hideous Fascist  &qime of South

Africa in the Antarct ic  Treaty act ivi t ies , and more painful and deplorable ie its

par ticipa ticn in the recent Coneulta tive Meeting, held in Paris  lark month,  in

total dieregard of  varioua General  Assembly resolutions,  particularly resolution

42/46 A, which  specifically  ca l l ed  for  the  expulaian of  the  racist  Pre tor ia  rdglme

from Antarctic Treaty activities.

It defies logic and it is indeed mind-boggling that even countries together

with which we have faught againet the apartheid riginre, others  which we regard 88

friends of free Africa and of course others that boaet  loudly in various

international  foruma  of being the champione of  demcracy, peace,  freedam,  justice

and eauality are directly or indirectly underwriting apartheid by condoning  the

memberehip  and partic ipation of  the racist r&qi!re in their  Consultative Party

mee tinge and act1 vi ties.
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In ccnclusion,  my delegation wishee to ret tera te its appeal to all par t i e s  to

the Antarctic Treaty to muster the neceesary political oouraqe and take urgent

mea8ure8  to exclude the racist  c&girne of  South Africa fran participation in

meetings of the Cbnaultative  Parties at the earliest date possible.

Mrs. MULAMULA (United Republic of Tanaania)  t The significance of

Antarctica to the international oamnunity has been increasinqly underlined by the

growing international interest in, and knowledge of, the uninhabited continent and

I te l e g a l  rdqime. The growing international tinvironmental  aOncern8,  such as the

&pletion of the ozcne layer and global warming , have particularly brought to the

forefront the main obligation upon u8 all of preserving and protecting the

Antarctic  mil ieu in i t8 entirety. The value of environmental integrity, the unity

and fragility of the pertinent eweyatem in Antarctica, must be observed.

My delega ticn is participating in the debate on this important item because of

our strong convict ion that  the future of  Antarct ica and of  i ts  fragi le  ecoeystem is

a natter of global concern. It cannot be left as the exclusive domain of a few

Countriee  which have abrogated the right to exploit the area, which 18 exclusively

the common  heritage of mankind l

In this regard, my delegation deeply regret8 that, while there la so much talk

about the current euphoria and constructive dialogue created by the improved

international  relatione, there 18 ample evidence of  a  mntinued aonepiracy of

silence on the part of the Antarctic Trmty contracting Parties in our debate on a

subject as important a8 that of the maintenance of international peace and

security . I t  i s  e v e n  n-ore astcniehing, when nation8 have come to terms with global

environmental queetione, that the representativea of the Antarctic Treaty Parties

et111 see f i t  to  continue playing domr the importance of  the auhject  under

conei& ration.
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The present legal mWhinery for Antarctica ha@, undeniably, not kept UP with

changing international real i t ies . St is ncm almost three decade8 since the

aBopticn of the Antarctic  Tresty. Over the years, new principles and new norm8 of

international law have emerged with respect tc the legal eta t,l8 of spaces and area8

beyond na ticnal juri8diction. First and foremoat, the Antarctic Treaty does not

contain specif ic  reference to  the corrunon-heritage  principle. A8 one legal writer

rightly acknowledged, it could not have done so because in 1959 the expreaaion was

not yet Part of the international vocabulary. Today that principle ha8 bemme an

important ingredient in th progressive development of international law governing

the u8e of areas beyond national juriediction.

For the record, one need only cite a few international treaties which have

incorporated that principle. These include the 1982 Invention on the Law of the

Sea, 88 well a8 the 1979 Treaty Governing the Activities of States an the Moon and

Jther Celest ial  Bodteer  reference to this  principle was also  made in the Outer

Space Trmty of 1967.
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bng other things, these r&gimc?s  have demonstrated a general consensus that

the common-heritage principle tends to create obligations for individual States to

Be those areas in a uray that prorates  not only national interests but also th=

well-being of the world.

The continued exclusivity of the Antarctic Treaty - its unaccountability, its

secrecy and its two-tier membership - above all diminishes the applicability Of the

Principle of universality often invoked by its numerically limited group of States.

Those are some of the issues to which the parties should urgently address

themselves in view of the fast-approaching deadline of 1991 for the Treaty’s

eventual revis  ion.

We are gratified to note that the pendulum of history appears to be swinging

against a minerals future for Antarctica, thanks to the continued vigilance

demonstrated by the Greenpeace Movement and other environmental and conservation

organizations around the world. By their marches, their picketing, their writing,

their voices, their personal sacrifices , they have brought to the forefront an

issue central to the preservation of the natural environment of humanity,  and given

that issue the weight it deserves.

The shift in position by the Governments of France and Australia against the

1988 Convention  on the Regulation of Mineral Activities in Antarctica (CRAMRA)  -

and this shift has won support among other Treaty Parties - has largely

damnstrated  what informed public opinion can Ib to force a reappraisal  of

*vernment  priorities. Unlike the law-f -the-sea Conference, where negotiations

for the drafting of the mineral rgginm  of the international sea-bed area saw the

Participation  of virtually all the States of the world , the negotiations on the

-Antarctic  minerals r&gire were conducted in secret and within a small circle of
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States, without due regard to the evolving principles applicable to the

exploitation of resources beyond national ju 1( isdiction.

The Antarctic Treaty Parties should realise that considetatian  of the

universal Principles and interests of mankind is essential for the eventual

survival of the existing Antarctic Treaty r&gime. It is no coincidence that the

Purported consensus on UWlRA has now collapsed, with so many Consultative Parties

having second thoughts. CRl44RA.  as one of the environmental groups’ bUlletinS,

w, put it, “has failed the test by failing to satisfy all interests”.

My delegation wishes now to turn to an issue that is beyond the comprehension

of Governments and Peoples that believe in civil ised national and international

policies. This is an issue that concerns the continued accomrrodation  of the South

African racist rigime in the Antarctic Treaty system. Tanzania is deeply concerned

that because of so-called strategic and economic interests and the often-invoked

Principle of universality, a policy of acceptance of , or accommodation with,

apartheid is being fostered by the members of the Antarctica special club.

Yesterday we were reminded by the spokesman for that club that all regions were

represented in the membership of the Antarctic Treaty. I wish to ask that

SF: -rsman  whether Africa should take pride in ?.~.a  fact that it is being represented

by an outlav State.

Tanzania has mOre often than not stated that there can be no peace or

accoxnnodation  with apartheid. Those who associate themselves with the

representatives of the apartheid rdgime in the secret meetinqs of the Antarctic

Treaty Consultative Parties are in fact contributing to the undoing of all that has

bean achieved in the global campaign to isolate the apartheid regime. lb preach

accommodation or neutrality with regard to a system that has been uriVerSallY
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condemned aa a trim aqairmt humanity ia immoral  and poli tioally  UnaOCePtable* The

ceePoneihi1 ity for el iminatinq  apartheid helonqa to all mankind. F o r  a8 a  eystsm

apartheid offende mankind. In etwence it cepraRents  a nsqa tian of our common

en&aVar, which we seek to foster by out camibfmnt  to the i&ala of the Charter

o f  t h i s  Ocganization.

w deleqatian therefore wieher  to appeal to those States Partiee which have

maintained a ettonq anti-apartheid stance in this body not to let their viqilance

againat apartheid lapse but, inetead, continue to demonetrate  their commitment to

the ieolat ion of  the apartheid reqime. I f  thorn oounttiee, eorrm  o f  which are

Qneultative Parties ,  could extend their strong oppoeit ion ta  apply to the

patticipaticm o f  t h e  raciet rdqime  i n  t h e i r  meetinqs,  t h e n  w e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  relst

Of the member8  would be either persuaded or ehamed into compliance with the

international mandate to isolate South Africa.

In conclusion let me cite here the worde of Jean Jacuuea  Rouaeeau, a political

PhiloaoPher,  who in 1762 wrote that

I . . . everythinq i8 perfect cominq  from the Creetorl  everythinq deqeneratse in

the nande of man�.

Since time immemori,!il,  man hae ahueed the Earth. Newton�s law of physics

BemonetrateR  that  to  every act ion there ia R reaction.  We plunder the Earth

without qiving thouqht to the fact  that  we l ive in a world with f inite  ceeourceu.

If we keep on plundering out of economic greed, we shall have to pay our debt At a

time when it may be very coetly  to ensure our cwn eurvival. The qreenhouse ef feet

and the depletion of the Earth�s protective ozone layer already under way are

iCreVerSibh  hut one hopes that theBe effects Could be mntained if  al l  mncernad

could act responsibly and in time,
.
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A qrea t eta tcsemm, Preeident  Franklin D. Romevelt,  wrote a letter on

26 February 1937 to etate governor6 in which ha said, �...  the nation that destroya

ire 6011  deetroya  i t s e l f  �. Antarctica, with its fragile ecOEIyetern,  on which the

balance of the global environment8 and the ecoeyetem heavily depends, should

therefore not be left to degenerate in the handr  of man. We would be destroyinq

Our awn Planet.

The draft rerolutions  before the Qmnittae  are expreesione of our

Orgarisationte leqitinrrte concerns  over the future of and operation6 in

Antarotioa. My delegation therefore believe8 that al l  those who care for the

intareete  and eutvival of mankind should find no difficulty in eupoortirq  these

draft reaol utione.
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Mr. KALUDJEROVIC  (Yuqoalavia)  # Dieouaaion  of the ieeue over a number of

year8 har fai led to brinq about oonoerted efforta by the international  oommrnity  to

resolve tht remaining, and inoreaeinqly important, cueatione reqardinq protection

00, and the prorfotion of  ooloperation  in,  Antarctica. The  fac t  that  this Maue haa

been under oontinual oonsideration  by the United Nations confirma  its qlohal

oharaoter. Thie eeaaion  providea  yet another opportunity for open and constructive

dialoque.

The ohallenqes fboinq the contemporary world raiee many oueatiancr that can@

and rhould, be reeolved  throuqh united and effective action by t.ha international

conrnuni  ty. We are oonvincsd that the cue8tion of Antarctioa, aa one of the iseues

of qreat importanoe ~3 interelrt to the en tire international community, can beet be

oonaidered  in the United Natione.

Proceed1 nq from these pee i tiona, Yuqorlavia believe0  that in ooneiderinq the

question of Antarctica, the validity of the Antarctic Treaty and the rdqim

eetabliehed in 1959 rhould be recognised. It  certainly includes the

demilitarisation,  ae w e l l  aa t h e  denucleari&ation, o f  A n t a r c t i c a ,  These a n d  o t h e r

PCOVi0iOnB  that  enable  Antarc t i ca  to  be  used exclueively  for  peaceful purposeA  ace

of exaeptional importance, reqardlere of the fact that they have been agreed UPon

by a amall group of countries. These provieiona rmst be preeer md.

We bel ieve that  i t  ia neoeeeaty  tr, consider the remaining outstanding IaeueR -

thcae that were not, and could not have heen, covered by the Treaty at the time of

i ta ooncl ua ion. Hbwever, to the repeated calle of a majority of United NationR

briber Statea there ha8 been no appropriate response by the OonRultative Parties to

the Treaty. This one%idenees  cannot be underetood  au other than a form of

discrimination aqainst the  ree t  o f  the  internatianai  communi ty .  ExcluaiveneeA,  b y

it8 very nature cannot aecure the realization of  the long-term intereRt8 of  anY

Country or qroupe of countriee.
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In view of the global importance of Antarctica, it is hecominq inorea0inqlY

evident that all members of the international community  should participate in the

deois ion-making Prooasa. With that in mind, the Heads of State or Qvernment  of

Non-Aliqned Countries, at  their Ninth Cbnference, held in Belgrade last Septambsrr

reaff irmed their  convict ion that ,  in the intereats  of  al l  mankind,  AntarOtica

should for ever  be used exclusively for  peace fu l  purpoeee  and that  i t  should  not

bscome the aoene or object  of international  discord. They recoqnised  the intereat

Of mankind aa a whole in Antarctica, in terms, inter al la ,  of international  peace

and eecuri ty , the economy, the environment, and  sc i ent i f i c  reeearch  and it@ effecta

on global olimatic condi tione. They also affirmed the intereflt of all mankind in

ensuring the Protection and conservation of the environment and of the dependent

and atasociated ecosystem of the Antarctic aqainot all harmful human activities.

ting the Pt iori ties of the international community, perhaps no wee tion haa

assumed euoh topicality in such a ehort period a8 has the environment. Grow I nq

environmental Problems, which poee a threat ta the very eurvival of mankind,

testify to  tha interdependence of  the intereata  of all  nationo. We a l l  euffer the

oonaeauencea  of environmental &grads tionr therefore environmental protection call8

for II qlobal ,  mult i lateral  approach. In thie regard, Antarctica cannot, and must

not, be an exception. There ie an increasinq awareness  of  thin fact  in the l iqht

of the consequences that the exploitation of Antarctica miqht have by way of

dieruption  of  the ecoloqical  balance.

In this context, we welcome a new approach by Australia, Franoe, Belgium,

India, Auetria, I t a l y , Greece and Bulgar is. We aleo reooqnize the importance of

the ePecia1 coneultative meeting,  to  be held next year? concerninq  the creation of

an overall system to protect the dependent and aseociated  ecosystem in Antarctica.

We commend the decision of some  countriee to abandon the Convention  on the

Req ula tion of Antarctic Mineral Resource Activi ties.
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Owiq t o  t h e  q i o b a l  aharacter  o f  this lame ,  however ,  th i s  proceaa  should  led

to  the  broadest poeaible part i c ipa t ion . The protection of Antarotica  ie our common

oonce r n. This neoesearily implies the involvement of the United Na tians - in more

ways  than one. It  is  diff icult  to underatand the rejeotion  of  the repeated

requeata t h a t  t h e  Secretary-General,  o r  a  reprerentative o f  t h e  Secretary-Gneral,

be invited to meetinqe  of the Antarctic Treaty Conoultativo Partier. Likewiee,  it

ia ditificult. to understand the non-avai labi l i ty  of  vital  information and &Oumntfl

on  th is  ieeue. It is aleo diffioult to undsratand why poesible involvement hy the

United Nation8 should cause fear at a time when other international orqanizatiOn8

have been invited to the Coneultative Partlea�  meeting in PariR. In theae

circumetancee we al l  mwt feel  duty-baund ti act  jointly .

Like many others, my deleqation would Like to reiterate its reqret at the

continued aesocia tion of the apartheid re�ginrr  of Bouth Af rice with the Antarctic

Treaty rt4q ime. We fully endorse the request that the Qnaultative  Parties take

urqent measurer;  to exclu& the apartheia  &in& of  South Africa frm Participation

in  the ir  meetinqcr  a t  the  earlieet  possible date .

In conolus  ion,  let  me point  out that  our intereat IR neither div?eiOn  nor

confrontatronr our interelst is co-Operation between the Treaty Partiee and the

United N&t ion8. We shall eeek every opportunity to enqage in such a dialoque in

order  to  ensure fu l l  protec t ion  o f  Antarc t i ca  in  the  interesta o f  a l l  o f  ud.

Mr. MORADI (Islamic Republic of Iran) t Antarctica is a common heritaqe

Of mankind and an important part of the planet Earth. Conaeauently  we  bear the

responaibili  ty for ita permrva  tion, and no nation rhould be excluded from active

Part i c ipa t ion  in  Romethinq  that  affecte, ita very  surv iva l . As with outxr mace and

the sea-bd,  Antarctica le considered the common heritaqe of manklnd. In  thi.s

raqard  t h e  representative  o f  Pakietan  was epeakinq t h e  t r u t h  w h e n ,  i n  h i s

Rtatenu?nt,  h e  RAidr
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�The  parties to the [Antarctic] Trmty  .  .  . have arrogated to themselves  the

right to decide what is the mmnon interest of mankind. Even wortae,  the

deciaiona  that are taken in the �comma?  intereat of mankind� are kept as

alaely quatded eecrets from the vret majority of that mankind.�

(A/C. 1/44/PV. 42, pp. 24-25)

We believe that the United Nations should m@nifert the wish of the

internatiaral  community  b y  p l a y i n g  a  p i v o t a l  rde In inrues PertAinin t o

Antarctica. In this light, the General Aaeembly  hae touohed upon the ieeue - an

ieeue that  hae drast ic  implication8 for future generation8  - in varioue

resolutions. It ie unfortunate that, despite the request etiodied  in United

Nation8  reeolutionta,  particularly General  Aaeembly  rerolution 13/83 A, the

Ser:retary-General hae not been invited Is hke part in meetings of the Antarctic

Treaty Coneultative Parties. In thie respect, in paragraph 6 of hi8 report

(A/44/S86),  h e  eayet

*The Secretary-Gene ral wae not in receipt of an invitation to meetings Of

Antarctic Treaty Consultative Psrtiee, and therefore ie not in a mdtian ta

Provide any evaluation@ thereon.�

At a time when openness and traneparency are prevalent in international

relationa we  are  wi tneas inq  etrict obnervance  of  eecrecy in  the  decision-making

Process  and meetinqs  of the Antarctic Treaty Qnsultat ive Parties. Even document a

of  three meetinga  are not released publicly.  Three &curmnts should be released

and ma& public ooncurretrtly with meetinqs or immlddtattaly  aftarwarde.

I t  may be taken for qrantad thint the territorial  c laims embodied i n  artic le  4

Of the Antarctic Treaty and the diecriminstory  nature of its decieion-making

process constltutx an obstacle  to those seeking ta participate actively and
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p o s i t i v e l y  i n  t h e  Antarctia  proceera. The book Antarctic bgal tiqime auotee United

States Secretary mghes  as having declared, in 1924, that �discovery alone does not

support 4 valid claim to sovereignty. �

The aurvival of our planet depends on the eafety of Antartica. The fraqile

Antarctic environment and its associated ecoeyateme need mre attention than ever

before. Incidents such as the einkinq of an Arqentinian oil tinker in January 1989

near Palmer Station onca again underline the importance of preserving the Antarctic

environment. This  rewires (1 univereal  rdgime that can act  effi.Jiently and

promptly in the event of such  mishaps. We share the concerns expressed ill the

statement annexed to &cument A/44/125,  dated 13 February 19�89, which, &V:et alla,

sayec

� I t  is  apparent that  the Antarctic  Treaty Qnsultative Parties ,  despite  their

technological and scientific knowledqe of the continent, have not 1 ived UP to

their reeponeibilFties  to deal with such threats to the environment, due to

the absence of appropriate institutional mechanisms within the Treaty System

i t s e l f . �
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The  potent ia l  hasatds  of the  exploi ta t ion of  the  resources  of  Antarc t ica  have,

P a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  t h e  a d o p t i o n  i n  J u n e  19R8  o f  t he  Wellinqton  minerala  c o n v e n t i o n ,

increased Araa tically. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h i s  c o n v e n t i o n  h a s  t a k e n  t h e  r e s t r i c t i v e  a n d

UneaU41 nature  of  the  Antarct ic  management  re�gime  as  a  fa i t  accompli . Furthermore,

t h i s  i s  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  preeervation of  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  envi.saq@d  to

Borne extent  in  the  Antarct ic Treaty.

We WelCOme  the  reservat ions  on the  minera ls  convent ion recent ly  expressed by

aom9 members of the Treaty, as  we l l  a s  t he i r  dec l a r a t i on  o f  t he  An ta r c t i c  a s  t he

world�s wilderness reserva. We hope that  ef for ts  wi l l  be  di rotted  towards

negotiating 4 new environmental protection convention for the raq ion, with the

Pa r t i c ipa t i on  o f  a l l  S t a t e  Menhera  of  t he  Un i t ed  Na t i ons .

Another  i ssue  of  concern  to  my delegat ion is  the  par t ic ipat ion of  the

sartheid ra�qime  of  South Afr ica  in  the  meet inqs  of  Antarct ic  Treaty  Consul ta t ive

Partiee. Such par t ic ipat ion rune counter  to  General  Assembly reeolutians,

inc ludinq  reso lu t ion  43/83  B. Thia  i s  a l so  a  siqn  o f  a c q u i e s c e n c e  i n  t h e  c r i m e s

commit ted  by that  r&Irma and i t s  noncompliance  wi th  Uni ted  Nat ions  resolu t ions

aga ins t  apa r the id .

In conclusion, I w i s h  t o  call fo r  t he  w ides t  suppo r t  f o r  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

in t roduced  & Malaysia  and sponsored also by other  deleqations,  inc ludinq  my own-

The CHAIRMAN8 I  cal l  on the  Secretary  of  the  Commit tee .

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Qmmittee) t I  have to  inform the Qmmitte@

that the Islamic Republic of Iran and the United Republic of Tanzania have become

sponso r s  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C-1/44/L-69*

The meetinq rose at 12.25 p.m.


