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The meeting was called to ardeh at 3,25 p.m+

AGENBA ITEM 66 (continued)

GENBRAL DEBATE, CGNSIDERATIQN OF AND ACTION UPON DRAFT RESGLUTIGNS  ON THE QUESTION
QF ANTARCTICA

Mr. QABER {Bangladesh): Last year in the debate on the agenda item

'Question of Antarctica”, the Bangladesh delegation highlighted the fact that,

although there existed an apparent similarity in the views of the members of the

Antarctic Treaty and of those who were not 'on the objeotives of the Treaty r6gime -

to promote the interests and the progress of all mankind - there were divergent

views regarding the specific nature and operation of that r4gime. Accordingly, we

called for the evolution of a concrete course of action, preferably by consensus,

for international co-operation in Antarctica for the benefit of humanity.

We have made that call because we, like most other Members of the united

Nations, firmly believe that the vast continent of Antarctica, because of its

location, nature and other scientific characteristics, is crucial to the ecological

balance of this planet and is therefore a legitimate object of interest for all

nations. For very pertinent reasons, we also wanted Antarctica to be treated as

the common heritage of mankind.

Because of the inclusion of this item on the agenda of this Committee for the

past four years5 and in the light of last year's three-part General Assembly

resolution on the subject, the time has come for all of us to collate and analyse
-

what has been said and done, most notably by the Consultative Parties to the

Treaty, on this subject of legitimate concern to us.



ENB/3 n/c.1/41/w.51
3-s

Iyr. Qader, B8nql8do8h)

Fir8t, lot u8 l naly88 the 8trwture  and davelopmont  OZ the Treaty, in rho8*.

prai8s th@ nmmborc of the Treaty  have nav8r waned. Thti Tr8aty ~88 o8trblirhad  in

1959 with 12 8ignatory wuntriar. Today, 8fter 26 ymrr, it ha8 18 Conrultrtiv*

Partie 8nd 14 non-oon8ultativa  partier. Non-wnmltative  8tatU8 i8 the rti888ing

faatur8 of thf.a hiararahical Treaty 8yrtwa which ha8 a built-in clovioo for

olarrifying  nomberr  a8 tnm8ult8tivm  and non-wn8ult8tive,  with a11 the

dedrion-making  pcmmr reposing in the Conrultarive  Partie to th8 Treaty.
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In the ago of the global village, in which any convention or treaty UndJr

nnited Nation8 Jponsorahip usually  r~ceiv~8  a graat number of ratifications or

acca88ion8 in a few year8’ time , an inoraaw OX mamber8hip  of 6 at consultative

JtJtUJ Jnd Of 12 iIl the non-wn8llltatiVe  8tatUm Of thJ Trwty 8y8tem over a period

of 26 year8 does not ream imprJ88ivo , even 8tJtiJtioally, nor doe8 it Jay very much

for the popularity or OPenlIe of tha 8y8tem , a8 tha Antarctic Treaty ConJultative

Parties would like everybody ta believe. The debate on thiu item in the lJ8t few

year8 at the United Nation8 hJJ oxpoaed thi8 laok of universality in the Antarctic

Treaty 8y8tem convincingly, and let u8 hope that Treaty nJmber8  will now look at in

J positive spirit to Overcome the problem in8tJrnd of ignoring it, aJ they have Jo

far done, in an ob8a88ivJ  8pirit of rlf-praise.

The 8COp4J of the 1959 Antaratia Treaty naa to prngote  the interest and

progreJJ of all mankind, primarily through Jcientific w-operation. In that

context, laudable pinneuring ro8earch warn conducted by the Treaty members. NO one

disputes that. But would it not raiaa waven of cnrelrtion and doubt in the minds of

other6 if the Jame Treaty were uwd am Y ha818 far the l xploitatian of living and

non-living reJource8,  (18 the wmhor8 of the Treaty have dane and Jre doing under

the SPeCiWJ garb of regulating prownt  and future human  actfvities in that area

when they are not Juppo8ed to engaga in that type of activities at all?

The revelation of 8uch 8e?.f-wrving  deolraa by the aelf-proclaimed protectors

of ths Antarctic rnvironmont raise8 more oueJtion8 than it anllvere. Now the teat

of the world is being told oi the coming of a minerJ1J r6gime for Antarctica. If

democracy is of the people, by the people and for the people, it would he hard not

to define the coming minerals r6gime a8 a r(gime ok the 18 by the 18 and for the

18. The rest of mankind haJ nothing to do with it.
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We are 4180 told that the Treaty Jy8t6m  iJ open l nC that any country iJ

(Mr. QJdOr, BanglJdJJh)

welcome to join it. FOK OUr QJrt, W v0ul.d  h only to0 glad to join thu TrOJty

Jyntem, provided the Treaty'8 8pon8orJ make it a truly l quul Treaty in which the

wealth or poverty of 4 nJticnn would not amide it8 proximity to the aJcirion-mkiny

prW044.8 Of the Tt!eJty. Further, given the l xclu8ivity and monopolirtic  feature8

that nmrk the Treaty, parhap the wore Vpenr require8 redefinition to mean

emsthing  very different frola the JgO-Old and Jccepted meaning Of that wrd.

I shall nov turn to the leg81 b~8i8 for l xarci8ing ninecal exploration right8

ty the Antrrctic Treaty rdgim. We 411 know that 8uch JctiVitieJ Jr@ PrediUJted On

the holding of proper legal title, Jither on the bJ8i8  of Jovereiynty or on the

b@i8 of transferred right8. We 4180 knov that the Treaty BJrtie8 have no 8Wh

VJlid right in the area a-$ept ul~iu. The 1959 Treaty dWJ lot in itself trJJt

the area clearly a8 terra nulliu8 or terra aWmuni8. Treaty nambw Stat08

thenJelve8  have diffOrOnc opinion8 on the legal 8tatu8 Of the oontinJnt'8  Bream.

And, JO far a8 the rest of the wide wcrld 14 conaerned, it dOO8 not recogniu JnY

territorial right of any country Over Antaratica. Yet the othJrwi8e 8cientific rnd

peaceful rrbgiine is nod, through a ulf-wrving prWa88, beWm11g an l xten8ion of

the tJr!lJ firw Of the member  StJte8 of the TrJJty wherov@r they MY by iOCJtOd.- -

The extanJion Of 8uch log10 to e8tablirh  exploit6tion rightr iJ unheard Of ir!

international law in contemporary  time*. To effect 8Wh J notion would be to put

the clock of progreaaive developent  af internatimul  1ag81 Wrnm back  by

centuries. My delegation would therefore einceraly reque8t the Antarctic Treaty

ConJultstiva Party wuntriea to recon8ider their preaent endeavour to create J

mineral8 r(gime for Antarctica that doe8 nat ~JVO at y valid loyal  ba@i@. The lcrgic

of their act8 would be in direct contravention of mom L\f their known JtJndJ  Or
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l 88artion8 in re8peck of aame of the orgrniring principlea of the much grJJtJ1

dqiina Of the Law of the Sea , a8 enshrined in the 1932 United NJtiOIY Convention on

the Law of the Ses. However hard t.. Antarctic Treaty COil8UltJtiVJ  Parti.8 mJy try

to rationalire their endeavour under the guiee of the principle of effectivene88,

to my dJ~OgJtiOn Jnd to many other8 the principle of the amnnum heritage of nrankind

reasins 4 more VJiid b~418 for the creation of any viable legal r6gima in

AntJraticJ to IRJintJin ~JJ~J and JJcUrity  in that .-egiOn.

We all know that if contiguity, adjacency or proximity were to have beon the

8ola basis of territorial right8, then there would have been no neighbouring

WUntry on the politic41 IBJp Of thi8 B@rth. IO it not therefore proper not to harp

on claia8 of territorial right8 in Antarctica on the b~Ji8 of the above-mentioned

pr inciple8 alone? Further, the world hJ8  not rOpoJ@d AntJrCtiCJ a8 4 trU8t

territory upon the the Antarctic Treaty COfl8UlCJtiVO PJrttJ8  80 that they IJJY run

and MnJgO that WntinOnt on it8 behalf. If the le88on taught by the South African

rigim in reJpect of adminietering tru8t territories could be any guide, the world

would never eveu  dare to repme such a trust in a body in which the South African

rigime remain4 an active partner.

The object of the foregoing analy8i8 ia to make mom@ effort to show that the

alo~ed circuit of the Conaultative Part108 to tte AntJrCtiC  Treaty Jfforaa no

IMrJl, ethicel,  political or legal ba8ia for venturing into new fields or for

aroating a new rigime out8ide the ain of pure scientific rJJearch, 44 JgKMd in

the 1959  Treaty. Pulfilment of‘sny  other objwtive would reuuire the con8ent of

the re8t of the world in order to beccme a politically viable and legitimate

proposition. 0tharw188, there 18 every possibility that the closed circuit nury get

8hort-circuited - not by de8ign or de8ire of the rest of the world, hut becau8e cJf

the action8 of the partiea to the TrmJty themselves in due couraJ. In that came,
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the ball will again cane beck to the Dnlted Nation8 8yJtmm for a resolution Of

di8pUteJ.

Therefore, in line with the various Declaraticms  made by the Conference8 of

Reada of Stat, or Oavernment of the Non-Aligned Movement and in the interest of all

mankind, my delegation would  aek that Antarctica should be umrad foreva, excluuive,y

for peaceful purpOJeJ, that Antarctica should not becOme the (ICCM Or object Of

intOrnJtiOna1  discord and that it Jhould be acce88ible to all natiOn8. We wsuld

ask that any exploitation of the reJourceJ of Antarctica should enauce the

maintenance of international pesce r&I 8ecr;rity and the prOtectt:'Zn Of the Antarctic

environment,  and that it Jhould be for the benefit of all lasnkind. Further, the

rJciJt r&gims of South Africa should he excluded from participation  in the meJtinga

of the ConJultative  Partien aJ Boon aJ poesible, in Jcwrdance with General

AJJembly reJolution 40/156 C.

Mr. GRANDERSON  (Trinidad and Tobago): The aue8tion of Antarctkda  is an

i8lWO of great importance to the entire international Innsunity,  and not only to a

~mJl.1 group  Of WUntLiOa,  bJCJU8J  Of it8 implication8 for the glob81 environment,

for international recurity and for multilateral co-operation. The wide8preJd

nature of thooe concerns ia reflected in decisione adpqted by the Organisation  of

African nnity, the League of Arab State8 and, meet recently, at the Eighth Sumit

Pleating of Heads of State or Government of Non-Alignecl  Countribs held at Rarare,

Zimbabwe, in September of this year. Those decfeions  reaffirmed the pOJition that

Antarctica WJZJ tho co-n heritage of mankind and thst it should not be the

preJJ*rve of only a small group of States.

The delegation of Trinidad and Tobago shares the view expreJsed by other

speakers in thfe dehate caurcerning the exclusive and discriminatory nature of the

Antarctic Treaty aystnm by which a small number of wuntrie8 daterminles the policy
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to he fol.loued in that vamt territory. We believe that the time has come to look

more closely at th!s system, which came into being when a great number of the

present States Members of the United Nation8 were still dependent wlonies. We

believe the time has come to ask ourselves if it is not necessary to look again at

this legal rigime for a region that is of conbern to the entire globs1 wmmunity.

This review seems all the more urgent at s moment when the auestion of the

exploration of the mineral resources of Antarctica haa come to the fore. It would

awar that the drafting of a legal framework to regulate mining in Antarctica

reached 8 very detailed stage during the recent negotiaticns held at Tokyo between

32 countries. Thi.1 inueediatoly raiaea a numlmr of issues. Among those are the

following: Should Antarctica be another example of narrow national interest or a

synbol of multilateral co-operation? Should the benefits which accrue from the

mineral exploitation of that region he enjoyed by a minority of nations or by the

global coImnunity? Should balancing the conflicting interests arising from human

and mineral activities, ofi the one hand, an3 from the protection of a? extremely

fragile environment, on the other, be left to the self-policing measures of

individual States or should this be carried out by an international co-ordinating

agency?

It is in that context that my delegation believes that the concept of the

wrsaon her Ltage of mankind should ba applied to Antarctica. we also believe that

the precedents of the Conventions on outer space, the Moon and the Lav of thr Sea

wntain useful insights and lessons that wuld be adopted to provide a basis for

the establishment of a new international rigime for Antarctica.
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It is not the intention of my delegation to undermine the prevailing system,

*lhich has been of great worth over the yearn, We, however, strongly believe that

when a particular aituat<on  evolves , the institutions which underpin that situation

should also evolve in or.*er to take into account the nev realities. Hult ilateral

co-operation is one of the cornerstonus  of contenpocary international relations,

and that reality cannot be ignored. Antarctica mu#t  not be allowerl to become

another example of the retreat from multilaterali8m.

We hope that the debate in the Committee on the ouestion of Antarctica will

help us find a mechanism which can benefit from the worthwhile experience of the

existing Treaty system and from the input of all other nation States and

international orgonizations.

Before concluding, my delegation wishes to express its appreciation for the

report of the Secretary+eneral  on the que8tion  of Antarctica. We note that there

has been some improvement in the flow of information from the AFc,arctic Tr+ixy

Consultative Parties and hope that this trend will continue.

Mr. WDOUXTT (Australia) I I am speaking on this matter on behalf of

States Parties to the Antarctic Traaty. Thi8 is a joint statement reflecting the

views of Consultative and non-Consultative Parties, which are accordingly not

making separate statements.

I am honoured to have been entrusted with this task by Treaty Parties, which

represent such a diverge range of international viewpoints, yet are united in their

perception of the Antarctic Treaty sy8ten as a valuahle Instrument which has, in

the uniaue Antarctic environment, functioned in waya which further the purposes and

pcinci.plee f>f the United Nations Charter.

A8 mcmhers will be aware, 32 natlonu  are at present parties to the Treaty; a

number of those have acceded since the auestion of Antarctica was first taken up in
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the Committee. Other accemmionm in the future are likely. That is not a “small

qroup of nationma, am one speaker naid ycmterdmy; nor is the majority of the

world’m population excluded from the Treaty, am another speaker suggested. In

fact, Treaty Parties number one fifth of the membership of the United Nations, and

the majorjty of people in the world ilve in Mem.Ler countries. That has nothfnq to

do v’.th some alleged arrogance of power, It is a fact of international life.

We have heard, durinq this diwcummion and elsewhere, a number of references to

the functioning of the Antarctic Treaty system, including references by countries

which it would seem are not well disposed to taking an impartial view of the facts

of this matter. We have, however, heard no serious challenq1 to the Treaty’s

history of achievements.

‘~horne achievemmnts have included the preservation of peace and harmony in

Antarcti-a for a ‘4artor of a century; the establishment of Antarctica as an

effective, functioning, nucls- .,eapovfree  zone; the prohibition of any measures

of a military nature; the promotion and 2~imsemination of important scientific

research and co-operation in the interests of all mrnkind;  the protection of the

snvironment#  and the promotion of active co-operation with international

organirst ions.

Theme achievements have been acknowledged in the Secretary-General*s  reports

e1i4, in the opinion of tho Parties, conmolidate the Treaty’m claim to be regarded

am (r valuable and successful instrument of co-operation for international

objectives.

To those - and there have been nome in the consideration of this item - who

expresn interest in a new riglme for Antarctica, we suggest that it must he

acknovledqc3 that Antarc+ Ica is zuhject to an existing legal rbgime. We are

determined - to use the words of the preamble to the United Nationm Charter4
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“to estqhliah conditions undc r which justice and respect for the obligationa

arising from treaties and other so*1rces of international law can be

maintained”.

Accordingly, we believe our concern to ensure the preservation and

etrenqthening of the Antarctic Treaty to be well founded.

The Treaty system has, moreover, shown itself to be flexible in adapting to

evolving circ~lmstancea, Jncluding  in ways which have heen  commented on during this

debate. I nhall refer to three instances in particular.

The first relates to the openness of the Treaty. Here t h e  Pacta  speak for

themselves. We have heard several allegations yesterday and today about

exclusivity. The Treaty is open to accession hy any Member of the United Nation8 -

I repeat, to any Member of the United Nations - as are the other instruments

already concluded within the Antarctic Treaty system.

The instrument currently beinq negotiated within the system - the Antarctic

minerals regime - will ba open to all S’.:atea. Moreover, the meetings undertaken

under the auspices of the Treaty system are open to fll Treaty Parties.

Specifically, the acceding Status have been able to participate, openly and

effectively, in the Antarctic Treaty consultative meetings and in the minerals

negotiations.

in practice, as acknowiedged following the conclusion last week of the Tokyo

meeting of t,, ,:lnerals negotiations, a large number of the non-Consultative

Parties have p&i tic.!pated  and played an effective and constructive role in those

negotiatlone. In short, there is nothfnq to provent any State with a serious

intereei  in AMarctica from becoming a party to the Treaty and from participating

fully in Jts ongoinq  activit4se.
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A second maCter referred to during the debate has heen the provision of

lnformat ion. The Secretary-General’s report8 acknowledge that a very considerable

volume of information has been made available to the Secretariat and to

international orqaniratione  on an ongoing basis.

That La virtually a unioue undertaking by a group of States and has, we

believe, contributed to a greatly increased awareness of - and interest in becoming

a party to - the Antarctic Treaty system. Much of that i.lformation has been

published; much also is available in the Secretariat for the information of all

delecjatione. We have to aueetion whether the delegations which call for mere

information have in fact consulted all this information which is already

availahle. We tend to think not. Their intereet seems to be not so much in

receiving or in using information as In making an issue of requiring more and

more - read and digested or not - so as to prepare the way for further [Jnfted

Nations resolutions on Antarctica and implement a process for the progressive

eroeion and ultimate replacement of the Antarctic Treaty. That we shall not accept.

A third subject, referred to earlier in this debate, haa been that of

Antarctic mineral resouKces, in which connection we have heard Borne groeelY

exaqgerated claims. Antarctica is not some vast cornucopia of minerals. The

Secretary-General’s Pirst report has pointed out that no mineral deposits

economically worth extracting have been found in Antarctica. Moreover, given

present technology and under present economic circumatancen,  it is unlikely that

such minerals as do exist in Antarctica could he developed until well into the

twenty-first century. The Treaty parties have, however, seen the need to develop a

rf&ime to govern mineral resource activities against the pcsaihi.lAty  of future

commercial prospectinq.
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Their overriding concern8 in so doing have been to preserve the stsbrlity

guaranteed by the Antarctic Treaty, to pcevent  a possible future l cfatil.0 for

resourcee  and to Protect We fragile md unspoiled  Antarctic environment.

The only wny to deal with these problems effectively is by negotiations on the

basis of tbac aw.latArq  Treaty, ae has aiready been dcm:e aucceeefully  in the c(uQ of

Antarctic marlin, iiving resources.

To have awaitid a Possible future build-up of preseurea for exploitation

befae deviaing a regime to regulate such activities would have been ahat-sighted

and ir responnible. Fior eover, amng the principles for suti a regime, it has been

agreed that it tiould be open to ali States, WI th all Parties entl tled to undertake

mineral resource activitiee Pursuant to it; and that it should be developed in the

interests of all mankind. There is also a specific coxxnitment that no c~rrerciel

mineral activities should take plaoe while pcogrese is I Ting mede touarde a tiroly

adoption of a r4gime.

The approach of the Treety Pertiee TV the question of Antercric mineral

resourcea reflects the characteristic ability of the Antarctic Treaty eystem to

anticipate and deal with ieeuee 1.@fore they may come to pose ~erioue difficultioe.

My remarks eeteblieb that the Antarctia  Treety atitem  has *own a remarkale

capecity to adapt to changing cirarmstinces and to respond to internstiara

interests. The Treaty aptem itself operates by cormensue, and the Part108 heve

been oonsiatently ready to apply the oaint-  principle of c(: ~sensue to consibr~ticn

of krtarctica in the lk11C~d Nations Indeed, they believe that thie is the only

realistic basis for a practical, codperatj  e relationehip  between the ulited

t’ations and the Antarctic Treaty system now a in the future.
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To that and, the Treaty Part’ee have actively l ought mean8 to promote

mnsenaue rwolutiono tiring 8uaxeelve 8ee8icms of the anera Aaaanbly. Wa

succeeded in 1983 md again in 1984. aut &smlayeia  and itrr supporters la*‘- year

adopted al:titudes  which rrulted in the breeking of cormmcum.

Ae for this aeseion of the Gareral Ameetily, Malaysia mintained,  in the

negotiations with tha Treaty Partiee earlier this month, that it wautad tu return

to coneeneum. The Treaty Partlea propcmed  lanquage ubici~, they believed, could

form the baa18 of a conectneue ceealutian since it was based on a draft reuolution

rhich Malaysia waa willing to accept la8t year. tbt thio wao rejeateil by Malaysia

m thio oocaeiar. t&r cover e the draft ro8al~~tiona  put forward by UnlayaL contain

rtetial tiich wao known in aclvmae  to be uraccrptable to the Treaty Partiee.

Thue, oonmawua  hu broken &wn for the s-r:6 year - a matter which we and other

wuntriuo regrot.

Once again the Treaty Parties were negotiating seciouely towards oonneneue

with wlAyoia, md once again this haa not been eeciprooatid. The reeult now in

that con~aretm will be even more difficult to re-eatablish in the future. That ha8

bear pointel out to Malaysia  -- c*rich a-t know that conmideration  of Antarctica

within the ulitecl Naticxra cmnnot advanae without the participation of coultriee,

Large and ~~11, from ISa& and Weet, North ad flouth, which are Parties to the

Treaty. So bblayoia  and ite eupporterc, it s-mm, ace intent an confrontation

rather than a genuine effat to reach ~onoenbua,  as called fa in the Political

Declaration of the reosnt Eighth Carferencw  of Mada of State or Governnmmt of

Non-Allwed Colntriea at Harare.
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Those nay seem firm words, but we consider that they are well justified. @at

ahe were we to make of Wmlaymia's intention8 when we were presented  with &aft

resolutions which had been prepared bekore the Secretary-General's report appeaced,

but which call for a further elaboration of the - at that time - onsmen  report?

Was that the language of consensue? Wlat were we to make 0e the Walaymian

statement to the General AseeMly at the beginning of thie maeslur? Wae that the

language of conmenau~ 7 In *at light are we to view the Walaymian statement

yester&y - and mom other 8 made by its auppor tees so far in this Cormal ttee? Were

these cast in thb lu,'Juage of consensus?

The answer, clearly, is *No". Despite proteatationm  to the contrqcy,  Melayaicr

and ita few active supporters heve nat, in our considered opinion, nade a serious

effort to achieve con8ensum urd they have, aocordingly, jeo~rdimed the chances of

a productive  consideration of Antarctica in this body. ConfrcetatiOn  10

cormter-pro&&iv@ and cannot lemd to positive results; but it is inevitable when

the General Ammekbly is pemanted with draft reaolutions which, in our view, could

not have related to the Secretary-General~s  reports mince they were drafted before

they appeared md which pursue pomition8 at variance with the facts. It la also

unfortunate that remarks made by several speakers  on &is itern hw also strayed

from the facts: It is not true that, am mcmm mpmmkwm  have auggemted, the

non-aligned count.riem in Luanda, Blew Delhi or Harare have dr laced Antarctica the

common heritage of mankind. That can be readily verified by reference to the

r~levantdocumenta.

I have mentioned several times the Secretary-<isneral*s  reports but, mm me&arm

will have noted, I have not aammenb~o  in detail on the most racint report

(A/41/722), which waa made available  to Mea&or States only one day before the
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beginning of our coneidocation of thie i tern. In the ciraumtances, we have not had

time to mtudy ita implicationa,  let alare - a# the Hmlayeian draft resolutions

would pceocribo  - to be &la to note it with appreciation md amk fa yet another

updated 8tudy.

A8 i6 known, there had been a euggoeticn that thim item mi*t be deferred

becalne of the very late appearance of the &cretary-Ceneral’n  repat. Al though

Treaty Parties would nanslly have preferred this item to be concZra&d  at this

aeuicn, they were, in the circu~tancem, willing to agree to ite deferral until

the for ty-rrecond aeesfr~. Ilnfortunately,  Maleysia wan not pre@nred to agree.

A first reading of the report aowe that the Antarctic Treaty 6y8ten has

co-operated very extensively  with other elemnts in the internaticnal eyetern  in

euch weys ae infa.mtirm baring ad practical collabaation with international

aganiraticna. It would clearly require ll~re thm a quick perusal to come to a

comidered view cn the repcrt’a hmdling of 801~ other iseues.

So1y of the Treaty Parties have, however, 801 cancer n about the report*e

treatamt of the question of the see-bed. In the view of three Parties, theie ix

no juetificetion  for further l tudieo to define, or give greater precisicn to, the

internaticnal area of the eea-bed. That area, in accadance with intecnationa1

law - including, as approp iate, the Ccnventicn  on tJ e Law of the Sea - can be

bternined arly as a comaquence of a previour deternination  of the lini ts of

natirmal jut indiction. In the case ox Antarctica - Unlike the caiaea of outer mpca

ad the deep sea-bed - claim0 of scveraiQlty oxiet md, tpgether with provieions to

ocotect the pOsition of other parties, including three whiah Q not reccglize the

ClailW, arc3 t&en  into accomt in the rdgillr lllhich amaqea  Antarctica.
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Some other Parties have noted that an initial look at part IV of the repat,

relating to the eignificance  of the United Nation8 Carvention on the Law of the Sea

in the southern ocean, raieee serious questions as to its accuracy and possibly

even ite impartiality. In What appears a0 be an effort to demonstrate that the baw

of the Sea Convan tion - which haa not yet entered into face - should e~NIIt?how

~UpaKsedtt  the Antarctic Treaty system, that part of the study seems to mieinterpret

the pwieine of each. SJrh mieinterpretation  serves no me’n interest, including

the i.ntereet  of UIoee who Seek  effective implementation of the Law of the Sea

Conven tim, and it doe8 not contribute pae ively to discussion in the General

Aseemhly.
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P have little dctuht tbat partles may wish to discuss these matters in more

d’>ta tl at a later time.

Our more immediate concern however is, of course, with the relationship

between the General Assembly and the Antarctic Treaty system. Xn that connection,

if Malaysia and its supporters continue on their present path, the inevltahle

reaction of many countries - not necaeaarily cnIy  the Treaty Parties - will be to

conclude that there is little value in or reason for further instttution,-lized

I
discussion of Antarctica in the United Nations. we hold the view firmly that the

~ links which have already been established, and are developing further, hetwean  the

United Nations and the Antarctic Treaty syatrm should be permitted to work

unhampered in the interests of all mankind. We sincerely belleve that the

international community as a whole mhould recognise that something of international

value has been developed in the Antarctic )?reaty which haa preaervad the peace,

advanced scientific knowledge, protected tb envf.ronment  and maintained a

problem-free management of the Antarctic continent. The goal of the growing number

of Treaty Parties is the protection and enhancement of that system and its

operation for the universal good. The only useful and practical role for the

General Assembly would, we suggest, be to assist, and not to hinder, that proceae.

The CHAIRMAN: As I etated earlier, this afternoon the Committem will

proceed to take a decision on draft resolutions under agenda item 66 - namely,

“Question of Antarctica” - contained in documents A/C.l/Jl/L.86, A/C.l/41/L.8/  and

A/C.I/hl/L.88.

Before proceeding to take action on them, it is my intention first to call on

those delegations wiehinq to introduce draft remlutions. Then I shall call on

those delegations wiehinq to make atatementar, other than explanations of vote,

which they regard as necessary with respect to the draft resolutions hefore the
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Committee. Suheeauently, I shall call on those deiogations wishing to explain

thelc poeitions or votes hefore decisions are taken on any or all of the draft

resolutions. After the Committee has taken decisions on the draft resolutions

under agenda item 66, delegations will then have an opportunity to explain their

positions or votes after such decisions have been tnken on any or all of the draft

resolutions.

I ehall now call on those delegations wishing to introduce draft resolutions.

Mr. YUSOF (Malaysia) : I have the privilege on hehalf of the ajrOn8oOfB to

introduce draft resolutions A/C.l/(l/L.SC, A/C.l/ll/L.87  and A/C.l/Il/L.B~3.

Before I do so, 1 wimh to express my deep regret that, as warn the case 1aQt

year, it has not been possible on the occasion to present this Committee with draft

resolutions that can be adopted by conseneur. Let me auuure the Cosneittee that it

wa)B uppermost in the minds .>f the sponsors that we should attenpt to restore

consensus on this subject, so that we could proceed in a fruitful manner to bridge

the different points of view. We are indeed agreed that, through conseneue, we

would have been able to lay a firm foundation for international co-operation in an

area which we all regard as having great significance to the world community,

particularly for those of us who are members of the Non-Aligned Movement. We are

mindful that, at the last summit lneeting in Harare, the Movement:

“called upon all States to resume co-operation with the purpose of coming to

an understanding on all aspects concerning Antarctica within the framework of

the United Nations General Assembly.” (A/41/697, p. 991

Thus from the outset we were hopeful that our efforts would result in

conriennua. From our point of view, however, much conlienaue can only come about if

there is a readiness from al.1 sides to discuss and take into account concerns on
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euhstantive issues. To circumscribe the search for consensus by merely being

Willinq to address issue8 of a procedural nature is, in our opinion, narrowing the

possibility of consensus itself.

What this debate has clearly established is that there is indeed an increasing

interest in the subject on the part of the great majority of memhurs of the

international community not members of the Antarctic Treaty system. There is

growing awarenesu of the issues and qenuine  concern that, qiven the importance of

Antarctica to mankind a8 a whole, practical ways must be found towards establishing

a regime tfhich would be acceptable to the international community.

It should not be construed - aa some have intentionally misconstrued - that

the objective 1~ to destroy the present Treaty. We are aware of its many god and

laudable points, which can end should be preserved and strengthened in the context

of a r6qime that is universally accepted.

I wish to express my deep gratitude to all who have participated in the series

of co-nrultatione that have been held in our attempt to reach consensus. In spite

of what has been said, X wieh to express my appreciation especially to

Ambassador Woolcott of Australia, who negotiated on behalf of the Consultative

Parties. May f, through him, express the hope to the Consultative Parties that,

although our efforts for the second successive year may not have achieved what we

net out to do, the door to consensus will nevertheless be kept open. It is my

helief that, although there are points on which significant differences exist,

there are nevertheless other points on which aqreement could have been reached.

Let me assure him of our readiness to try again.

At this juncture, may I turn to draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.A6 and L.87.

with regard to L.86, this draft resolution is eseentially a follow-up of

General Assembly reeolut ion 40/156 A, which reouesteo an expanded study by the
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Secretary-General on the availability of information to the United Natlona from the

Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties, as well as the significance of the Unit.ed

Nations Convention on the Law of the Baa in the Southern Ocean.

The preambular paragraph8 in the present draft resolution remain unchanged.

Some revisions have been made for the purpose of textual updating. The twelfth and

thirteenth preambular paragraphs are new. While the twelfth preamhular paragraph

notes:

“with spprecistion the expanded study on the auestion of Antarctica submitted

by the Secretary-Generel”r

the thirteenth preambular paregraph:

“While noting the increawd flow of information from tha Treaty Partfes,

expreasee concern at the continuing non-availahiLity  of information to the

Secretary-Seneca1  oh certain iseuee  affecting the atiestion of Antarctica’.

There ere three operative paragraphs, of which paragraphs 1 and 2 are new.

Operative paragraph 1 reads es follower

“Reauests the Treaty Parties to keep the Secretary-Genera3. fully informed

on all aepectr of the question of Antarctica 80 that the United Nation8 cou’d

function aa the cer*.ral  repository of 811 such information.”
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We believe thie to be a reasonable rUqumlt, particularly in view of the stated

Wilbingneee of the Treaty Partiee l d make infornrstion avaflable. Our request. that

the Ulited Nations function aa the central cepceitcry spring *corn the fact that at

preeent information made available is not centca?.ly located since most of lt goes

to individual international agencies. This is implied in paragraph 99 of the

report of the Secretary-General (A/4&/722).

It is. felt that thie proposal uoulp eaciiit-,es member countries in obtaining

wfocmaticn cf ta?ctica  that has been mde avail&lo to the ulited Nations.

Operativa paragraph 2 ie self-exphmatiry: it regueste the Secretary-General

to cm time to follow all aspects in relation to Antarctica qd to provide a repor i

t3 the General Aeeenbly at its fIorl r-sea)nd aassion.

DraCt resolution L.87 is linked to resolution 40/156 B, adopted by the General

t enbly at It23 last eeasicm. It deals with the ceoource~ of Antarctica, and more

epec1ficalll.y with the issue of an eventual minerals rdgime covering Antarctica.

The draft resolution eats out certain principlea regarding this issue.

EXcept for the updating of the first preantular  paragraph, the preanhular  part

remains unchanged.

operative paragra* 1, w!ridr ia similar to last year ‘6, emphaeizee the

priniciples  that hould govern any exploitation of the ~‘eaource~ of Antartica,

uhirfl iu to say that it reaffirne that

“any exploitation af the resource* of Antarctica should ensure the maintenance

of international  peace and eecurity in Antarctica, the protection of ita

environment, the m-appropriation and coneervatiar of iti resource8 and the

tn ternaticmal  management nd aguitable  sharing of the benefit8 of such

exploitation”. (A/C. l/II/L. 87)
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Operative paragrayb 2 calls upon the Treaty PartieS

“to impose a mora~I.orium on the negotiations to of tablish a minerals rdg1n.e

until Such time! HIY all menberr  of the intcunaticxial  canmurity can participate

fully in euch n~tiatione”.

Thie operative paraqrnlll  la included in view of the tact that the Treaty Parties

ace purauing their 8ner;,otiatione on a minarala rdgime despite our concern that much

negotiatione are unacceptable un&r the present framework. It lo noted that the

latest round of negol;iatlorur,  held recently in Tokp, from 27 octcbec to

12 November, resultail  in certain poeit.itme.

In the circu~t8knces it 16 our v1e.r that the call for a moratorium if3

completely juetified.

I now wish to introduce draft reeolutim  L.86 ar behalf of the following

sponrsffe: Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladesh, Firma1 Darunaalem, CamerOOn,  Congo,

Ghana, Malaysia, Mnli, Nigeria, man, Pakintan, Rwanda,  SC 1 Lanka, Sudan and

zikbabwe. A similar resolutico, 40/156 C, was adopted at the fortieth se-ion of

the tlhited Nations General Assembly.

The present draft resolution la essentially the saw). It notes with rogret

that

“the apar theid rdgime of South Africa, which haa been  suspended from

participation in the General Aruenbly of the Ulited Nations, 1~ 3 Consultative

Party to the Anbhtarctic Treaty”.

In addition, I have been requlstid by the delegation of Cameroon, in itll capacity

as current Chairman of the African Group, to state that all other African Stat-

have also heoome rqonsore of this draft ceeolution. At the aam time the spneas

nave author ized me ti make  the lollowing revieions to draft resolution L.88:
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FiKet, third prealbular  paragraph tiould reads

“Noting with regret that the rsciot apnrtheid rigime oP %c,uth Africa,

rhich boo been l uepended from particiption in the Cbrteral Aeme,nbly of tile

United Nationa, ha8 continued  to participate in the meatlng8 of the

Cofuul~tive  Partiee qf the Antarctic Treaty”.

The rut of the pragrapl should be deleted.

In the fourth prratiular paragraph, delete the @case “the inte:e#t  of African

State8 in krtacctica am shown by”.

There ie a na# sevenrh prearhular pmragraph, which reala ae follows:

“Noting further that th? policy of *rtheid psactiued by the racist

l ina ity cigiaa of South Afr lea, wbidh hm been universally condrs.nned,

ConStitutea a threat to regional md international pssce and security”.

In operative paragraph 1, the worda -continued etat~ta~ l hould be cepl.aad by

the wad8 %xntinuing  participetian”) the wadm “in meetinge ot the” ehould be

in8mnWd after the words Y3outh Aft ican.
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Operative paragraph  2 should heyin wl. h the words “Appealfl once aqnin  t-c”

infltead of the word ’ tlrqea”;  then, after the words “Antarctic Treaty CmRUltat  ve

PartieR” the worcls “to take urgent meaaucea”  Mould he ineerted.

A new operntlve  paraqraph flhould be added, reading a8 followo:

“ReCXuefrtR  the Siec.retary-General to eubnrit a report in this rcqard  to the

(:enernl  Anriemhly  a t  tt?c forty-second  freuslcn”.

FInally, a new operas lve paraqraph 5 nhould be added, readinq as follows:

“I>ectde~ to include in the provinlonal agenda of itn forty-second aeaeion

the item entltled ‘Question of Ant8cctica’“.

The International community has repeatedly condemned t.he racist policies of

South Afr ice. South Afrlca’e fn an evil, abhorrent 8yntmi, and the Pretoria regime

muet.  he complt=tely ostracise i until apartheid la eradicated. As aptl? stated hy my

colleaque  Prom Antiqua  and Rarhrtla in his rrtatement  yeeterday, South Africa iti

party to the decision-makinq  proceufr in Antarc* ica, with virtual veto power. In

thnt context, we feel the apartheid  r&Time  of Sooth Africa R)XNIM juetifiahly he.-

er.:luded from the Antarctic Treaty.

Refore conclucltng, I would elrphasize once agaIn that we, the sponsors of these

draft raxulutionr#,  and, T should think, othera  that support  our vlewpoint, stand

ready to re rtore the prcceee of conrrentrua  on this flubject,  although I note with a

certain deqree  of regret the eeeming finality of the poeitlon of t.he Consultative

Partlen and nc,n-consult.atlvr?  partie in this regard, as expreeued junt now by the

Rpokeriman  ;or t h e  portiefl.

Malayeln  For its part IFJ firmly committed to workinq with all concerned to

return uo al 1 to the deetred path of ccnaennua. We ask only that there flhorrld he

some movement c,n the part of the Treaty partian  towards addreesinq frubstantive

uuest.ton.9, no that connennufl wlLl not. be prorrcritwd.
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The CNATRMAN: ‘I call now on deleqations wishinq to make statements on

draft reaolutiona A/C.l/Il/L.RL, L.87 and L.t)8, an orally revined and amended.

Mr. RISNNOUNA (Morocco) ( interpretation from French) : Speakinq dur inq the

fortieth aeaaion of the General Assembly,  my delegati*,n stated thaL the auefition of

Antarctica was one that should brinq the international c,ommunity  toqether rather

than divide it. There ie full unanimity on the basic objectiven of reflervinq  the

continent for peaceful activities, preserving it from confrontation hetween Powers,

protecting its environment and devtsloping scientific activities In the interent 01

all mankind.

Nor is there any doubt that those objective0 are fully recognized in the

Washington Treaty of 1 Dscember 1959. Wo onti deniea that. Ite preamble etrtssea

the need to nerve the purposea and print Lea of the Charter of the United

Nations. The consultative meetings of the Contractinq Parties have acknowledged

the interaction between the Antarct.ic Treaty system and international

organiaationa, including the specialized agenciee of the United Nations, throuqh

which fruitful co-operation has been established.

The Washington Treaty established a closed club, membership of which ie open

only to certain F ‘vileqed Statea that have proved their capacity to carry out

scientific expeditions or set up costly etatione. Also, that leqal instrument has

been extended ratione materiae to the protection of the flora, the fauna and the

mineral resource8 of the continent. ~11 of this has increaae(=i  the international

community’s legitimate interest in beinq fully informed about all activitles3 and ill

being aaeociated with the management  and exploitation of this inteqral part of the

common heritage of mankind.

In that framework, at its fortieth session the Secretary-,Gcneral .;..?.nitted  a

nubatantial report to the General Aeaembly,  which called upon him to update and
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conplcte that report by qathering information from States partios concerning their

negotiations on the creation of a r&ime governing the mineral reeourcee  of the

Antarctic.

It may be considered regrettable that the representative of Australia, on

behalf of the partiea to the Wanhington  Treaty, rejected the reauest for

information that the Secretary-General had uddreoeed to them in accordance with

resolutions 40/156 A and 8. I refer to the Secretary-General’s report in document

A/41/688 of 8 October 1986.

Is the search for ccnrsenmus, which we whole-heartedly support, and for which

we wrked tirelessly during the fortieth session, to break off all co-operation

with the Secretary-General? We do not think so, particularly ainca at thin stage

all that is involved Is the provision of information and, am har been eckmledgd

by the Treaty parties themaelvea, the nafeguarding of tha interest8  of all mankind

in the Antarctic.
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My delegation hopee that constructive  dialoque between the Contractinq PartieR

and the Organization will he reeumed, both at this fleesion and in the inter-se~.~sion

period, no as to comply fully with the purpose8 and principles of the Charter.

In thie connection, the Declaration of the Summit Conference of Headti of State

and Government of the Non-Aliqned Movement held at Harare  from 1 to

6 September 1986, appealed to all Statea

“to resume co-operation with the purpose of cominq to an understandinq on all

aspects concerning Antarctica within the framework of the Ilnited Nations

General Aseembly*. (A/41/697, para. 2u2, p. 95)

In conclusion, I ehouid like to mention a fundamental and Liqhly complex

aspect of this ouerrtion,  namely, the aignificancc of the Ilnited Nations Convention

on the Law of the Sea in the Southern Ocean.

We have noted with eatiefaction the detailed and very instructive study

carried out by the Secretary-General at the reaueat of the General Assembly and

coutained in chapter IV of hia report (A/41/722) dated 17 November 19Sc.

The basic principle that should gi.ide UB in analysing that study is contained

in article 311, paragraph 2, of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea

of 1.0 ~e( amber 1982, which providee that the

“Convention shall not alter the right,:  and obligatione of States Parties which

arise from other agreements compatible with this Convention and which do not

affect the enjoyment by other States Partiee o their riqhts or the

performance of their ohligations under this Convention”. (Jlnited NationrJ

Convention on the Law of the Sea, art. 311.2)

Although the Montego Ray Convention, which to a large measure codifies the

international law of the sea, hoe  not yet entered into force, it if , according to

the Secretary-General’s report,
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*a gioclal convention applicable to a11 ocean l pace.. (A/41/722, para. 112)

Compatibility  between that univer8al  Convention and the wa8hington  Treaty,

which covers “the Antarctic maritiae mpace. i8 particularly nece88ary becau8e

the vamt majority of State8 Partlor to it hacre signed the Montego Bay

Convention.

While such compatibility eximtm with regard to the peaceful ume of the eeas

and ocean8, many difficulties still remain1 they are brought out by the mtudy  to

which I have ju8t  referred, hut it doa not go into any detail ahout all the Yegal

implicationa. Indeed, the central auemticm which determiner the problem of

compatibility a8 a whole, and which he 8o far only been touched upon, remains the

aue8tion  of sovereignty over the land aam8e8 concerned. In thim particular came*

claim8 of sovereignty  to certain parts of the Antarctic having been froxen, the

question of the inplicaticna of a leqal r6gime with functional competence over the

adjacent maritime areas mu8t  8til.l he examined.

Meanwhile, the 8tudy recall8 the po~itiona tak hy three groups of countrie8,

namely, the clamaint and non-claimant State8 withir, the Antarctic Treaty 8y8ten,

the Antarctic Treaty Conmultativa Partie  and, lamtly, non-Party State8. VariOU8

differences of opinion are noted in the report, an1 it conclude8 that

"the extent to which the proviaion8 of the Co,wention  relating to national

8overeignty  and jurisdicticn  apply to the area of application of the Antarctic

Treaty, and hence their aignifiaance  thereto. remain unclear'. (A/41/722,

para. 145)

Of course,  for the sones lying heyond -national  jurlsdiction,a whether in the high

seaa or the mea-herd, the conpatihility problem does not arise.

My delegation congratulatem the Secretory-General on his po8itive contribution

I ta a better under8tandinq of the legal status of Antarctica. we hope that hi8
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report will lead to a hetter awareness  and a Pong-term view of the complexity of

the prohlem and encourage all States to intensify dialcque in order to lay the

foundationa for harmonious co-operation in the interests of all mankind.We are

convinced that, given the complex problems that have heen highlighted, It will now

he pcasihle to enter into more detailed etudiea  that will gradually dispel the

shadows and enahle on to reach a clear understanding of the righta  and duties of

each and every State while giving due regard to the legiLl.-*te interests of all.

It fB in that context that we consider that the recommendations in the draft

resolution before us will be very useful In enshllng us to continue  the Btudies on

the uUeBtiOn  of Antarctica and, within that framework, to recuest rnformation  from

the Treaty Parties for those studies, making them of benefit tc all. Hence, by

furnishing such information, the Treaty Partisrc can also make a valuable

contribution to dialogue and to the realization of a riqime taking into account the

legitimate  interests of all within the framework of the relationship between

international organlzations and the Washington Treaty SyStem.

The CRAIWN: The repreeentative of Malaysia hoe ask&?  to Bpeak again to

clarify his amendment to operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.Rfl,

and I therefore now call upon him.

Mr. YIJSOF (W,llaysia) : I should Ibks to clarify the changes that have

been made to operative paragraph 1 of draft reBclution A/C.1/41/L.SR, in order tc

avoid any possible misunderstandings. The paragraph should read as follows:

“viewe with concern the continuinq participatiol of the Tartheid regime

of South Africa in the meetings of the Consultative Parties to the Antarctic

Treaty”.

1 should also like ta raise II point of cjrdec to correct the record. In my

earlier statement, I mentioned Brunei  Darusaaism a8 a BpOnSOr  Of draft
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resolution A/C.l/ll/L.88. That is not the case, and I would recuest the

Secretariat to remove Brunei Darueaalam from the list of sponsors of that draft

resolution. I apolcgize to Brunei DarUBBalaIII  for my inadvertent error.

The CHAIRMAN:--.- I shall now call upon representatives who wish to speak in

explanation of vote before the voting on all draft resolutions under agenda item 66.

Mr. RIVERA (Peru) ( interpretat ion from Spanlah) : My country, which

respects the international legal order and in a non-Consultative Party to the

Antarctic Treaty, deems it essential that that legal instrument he fully rellpected

by the whole of the international cunmunity. It is only through the co-operation

of all its Parties that a realietic examination of the problems of the Antarctic

region can be undertaken, for that framework is fully in keeping with the purposes

and principles of the United Nations Charter.
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when Peru adhered to the Washington Treaty In 1981 it eIpha#ized that that wa0

the only legal agreement on Antarctica. In ao doing we reglotered our special

interest in workI.ng and co-operating within the system created by that instrursht,

to which we are a party, with a view to the adoption of the mmt juet and

appropriate measures with regard to that region and it8 reaourcea. Furthermore, my

country i8 eager to acouire consultative  status. We belLeve that that could serve

na an example or stimulus, mince by achieving that goal the international colnmunity

would see to it that the Treaty maintained an open and dynamic mechanism

ertahliahed in accordance with international law.

My delegation haa traditibnaPly considered that the United Nation8 was

prepared to serve aa a link between me&r* and non-wnherIJ of the Treaty on all

matters pertaining to Antarctica, a8 a way of providing relevant and substantive

information to the entire International community with regard to the Process and

ilnpliCatlofM  of the Treaty, with a view to making it recognired universally and

also to preserving the achievetnents  it ham made poaaible  in the area.

Nevertheless, my delegation note8 that in dealing with the item more

difficulties have bow ariaen in the way of reaching agreemwt among all the partiefJ

concerned . What is more disauieting, there seems to be an absence of willingness

to nmotiate to bring ahout a convergence of poIIftion8 and consensus. The debate

on the item I)eenm to be taking an unfavourable turn, which mu8t be avoided at all

coet. Conseauently,  my country  will abstain in the votea on draft resolutiona

A/C.l/41/L.B6 and L.87.

Mr. ZEGERS SAWPA  CRUZ (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish): The

repr8Eentative  of Auatralid explained and gave reason8 for the non-participation of

the Antarctic Treaty Parties in the discua8ion of and voting on this item, thua

fully reflecting our position.
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The deleqation of Chile wishes befote the vote to set forth a few additional

comments on its non-participation. The draft resolutions before us bear little

relation to the Secretary-General’e report eubmitted recent1.y  to the General

Assembly, to what is taking place in Antarctica, to the meetings of the Treaty that

qoverns it, and in general to realities in Antarctica. IJnfortunately,  they show

what appears to he a decision hy their sponsors to maintain and widen the rupture

in consensus that first emerged at last year’s session. Often actions are taken

and analyses presented as if there were no legal rdgimd or system of international

co-operation in Antarctica, but such a rdgime is a solid and undeniable fact. For

more than Warter of a century there has been a Treaty governing activities in

Antarctica to which all States that have operated or expressed interest in the

frozen continent adhere, and which in open to participation by all States and irn in

keepinq with the United Nations Charter.

The Antarctic Treaty and the system it hae established constitute a legal

system under international law and the law of treaties. It iB also a sub-system

integrated to the general international system that has pr-ovcd its value over

almost three decades of efficient administration of Antarctica for the benefit of

mankind. Attempting to disregard the Antarctic. dgime ‘makes it more difficult to

realize the process  for consensus, consensus which existed when the item wa8 first

discuascd in the IJnited Natione, for it conatitutea a fundamental break with that

consensus and makeu it imposeible  to maintain co-operation, as the Auatralian

representative made clear.

With regard to the study recuested of the Secretary-General, we can but make

preliminary conunents on the report we r ceived only recently and which has not been

considered by the General Ausembly, and my deleqation reserves the rlqht  t I do so

in wrttinq.
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For the moment we shall not rofor  to the chapters dealing ;rith co-operation by

the consultative parties with the apecialitsd agencies,  nor with the information

made available to the United Nationa  and other interested parties, for theue

chapters apparently reflect adcuuately the genuine international co-operation that

haa always been maintained by the Treaty and itr system.

A preliminary arralyois  of the chapter dealing with the signtficance of the Law

of the Sea Convention in the Southern Ocean  qSv6~ rise to greatet difficullies.

We must recognire that the mandate ia vague, and one appreciates that t-he

Secretariat ham utterapted to make an oftort at objectivity. Without disregarding

the obvious importance of the Law of the Sea Convention, the appropriatenass of

conparing it on an eaual  footing with treaties already fully in force ie arquable..

Rut n fundamental problem ariaea  with regard to ths space the Law of the Sea

Convent.ion defines aa gthe area-.

It is said that the international ssa-bm! area in the Antarctic region is

imprecise, or that this AII a mattrr Lacking sufficient  study. Co..eeuuent ly it is

deduced or implied that it would reouire further study or analysis. That concept

enconpaeaes  an important  error and constitutrs a vialation of the Convention on the

Law of the !?~a, which Lefers to that area. Indeed, in accordance with the

Convent on, neither its parties nor any of the organs it establishes have powers to

discuss or define the international sea-bed area. That area follows the 8a t? rule

as do all other extrajuriadictional  areas or those areaa beyond the limits of

national juriediction: it depends on the definl tion of the latter.

Therefore, and in keeping with that Convention a?:? International  laWI ev@rY

State will define it8 national jurisdiction and in the case of the sea-bed itn

continental shelf; and that definition will lead to a later definition of the

international area. The Convention provideo for thr eutabliphment  of a committee
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0n continentnl  -3~3 ~~ limits 18 months after it come8 into force. That comittce

will be beizcil r,k' the national definitions of continental shelf. Only at that time

could rl problem arise as to the ensuing definition of the eKea.

Antarctica is no exception to much noram. AS in the rest of the world, there

are In Antarctica affiralatione  of sovereignty that are fully in keeping with

international law, are in force and are covered by article 4 of the Antarctic

Treaty. r,and sovereignty haa the logical conueauence  of existing edjacent maritime

rrpaces  an between them the continental shelf. Therefore at this time there in no

need for further stu3iea  or clarificationa about the international noa-bed area ir.

the outhern Ocean. Nor is there roan for neutral st ‘1~s to cast doubt on

noverelqnty  that has been clearly affirmed under international law.

Tn the cane of Antarctica ouch sovereign  rlqhtm am, mareover, part of a legal

rbqime governinq the ‘ntarcti- egion south al 60 degree8 latitkx! suth, a r6gime

which presupposes n jurisdiction shared by all the Consultative  Parties within the

framework of the Treaty and itr Isystem.
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In the case of Chile, our aovereiqnty hae heen  invoged throughout more than a

century and 4 half of independent existonce and it is hared on unuuestionahlo leqal

titles, historical hnckqround,  qeoqraphical facts, activity, a time-honoured

presence and an obvioun interest. in everything t.hat happens within 500 miles of

Chile’H coar.t. It sufficss to look at a map, or travel two and a half hours from

the Strait of Maqellan to Antarctica, as our aircraft do regularly, to understand

the nol!d foundations of our sob?reign rights and the weiqht of evidence in that

reqard.

In view of its potential and perspectives an a developinq countr?, Chile has

through continuous work within the Antarctic Treaty and eystam made a conaiderat):a
.

COntrihution  to knovlslqe  about the frozen continent, to its comrnunj.catim with the

rest of the world, t4 the protection of! its ecosymtem, and to its maintenance an an

example of a zone of international peace and co-~operation. We have done this with

no amall measure of aacrif ice, and h,rve vol.untarily wcepted limitat.iona on the

full exeroisa of our sovereignty to honour nuch  noble ol#jectivea.

All of this, however, does not mean, nrr can it means  that we would relinouish

or choose to sacrifice our riqhts. The reality of Chile’s sovereiqn riqhta is

beyond the possibility of doubt, as should be the undeniahle reality of Antarctic

sovereignty in qaneral. These facts cannot he disregarded in syetrms relatinq to

Antarctica, nor in the consideratic,n of this item, which is current.iy  before the

General Assamhly.

For these reasons, my delegation,  toqcther !th the other parties to the

Antarctic Treaty, will not parclr-lpate  in 1 he vote.

Mr. SVORODA (Canada) :--.-- My deleqat ion has RCI far 11 st.ened  at tent lvel , t.o

the dehate on tht, auestlon of Antarctica. J shou Ld 1 ike at the outflet tcb make L+

clear that, while Canadians have been active 1.n t.he Antarctic PO. m/any :rearR  In
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the 8cimntiPfic aroa, Canada haa not heon involved in Antacoticn at the official

I*v*l. Canada takes muoh interemt, however, in development8 in that  distrnt

reqlon, hut L8 not. a party to the Antarctic Treaty. 1t iw from that per8pectlve

that we 8pproach the i88uem being discu8sed in thin Conmit.tee and thr draft

reeollutlonr before u8 today.

In our 8ub8tentive intervention on this 8uhject last year, my deleqatton

a~reroed  the inportancm  CDZ baaing any and all rewlutirxw of the General Aasemhly

concerning Antarctica upon the brodo8t aqreeaent of ita nemhera. My delegation

thereioce reqret8 that it ha8 once aqain not heen porsible thi8 year - as wa8 the

cane le8t yaar - to arrive at such l qreomt. In demnatrating  divisivmess an

well as our inoapaoity to proceed on that ha8i8, we make no real contribution  to

the functiminq ot the Antarotic  Treaty, particularly than key a8pectm which deal

with support for international peaae  end 88aurity, 8cientiPic co-wratiolll,

mn8erVatim of Antaratia ronource8 and the protection of the environment. 1

reyret to ray that we have inmtoad areated  and deepened the rift hetueen the

parties to the Treaty and other8 of the international commmity. In our view, w

Mould be doinq our utmo8t to take univrraal advantage of the provi8ion8 and

benefit8 already ae8ociated with the Antarctic Treaty, strengthening, expandinq and

developing these aa wo qo alonq, Treaty and non-Treaty merbern alike working

toqethar In the 8pirit of cx~ *ration and progre88.

In the light, therefora, of what we view as the oounter-prodwtive  nature of

two r;f the draft rellolution8 before US - that is, A/C.1/41/L.B6  and L.R7 - we shall

ahstain in the voting cm them.

Al Car em the third ( "t remlution,  L.lW, teqardirq the l xclunion of South

Africa from the Anterotic Treaty, 18 concerned, we 8hall vota l qainet racomnendinq

it to the General A88emhly. Member8 OC this Committee will be well aware of
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Canada’s stronq opposition to tha apartheid policies and practice8 of the

Government of South Afric8. Canada has taken a wide range of measurea against that

Government in recent yearn and ronths , arzd we have in fact received pratae in many

Uuarters for our leadership role in that context. AWever, juet as we firmly

support the principle of urciversality  in the IJnited Nation8 and it8 agencieSI we

opp~ss the exclusion or limitation of a State's right8 to participate in an

interntitiollal rrqroement, such an the Antarctic Treaty.

If I may Lay no, what  I understand will he the widespread Don-particil>ation,

in the votes ahead, of the State8 Partias tn ths Antarctic Treaty, a membership

which Cut8 UZrOSS lines of geography and ideology, would suqge-t a considerable
4

deqroe of harmony among their number with Canada's approach to these draft

rerolutions,  including L.88.

Hr. lKX%CoTT  !A:JUttralh)  I- I am speaking before the vote to address the

Comlttee again on behalf of the States parties to the Antarctic Treaty. First,

however, I should like to thank the Permanent Reprewntative of Malayein,

Amhasr~ador  Yueof, for his qenerous  remarks  in introducing the draft reeolutione

beforn ur about my part in our neqotiatione in the attenpt to reach e coneensue

text on the substantive Antarctic draft reaolutione.

It is a matter of great regret to the Treaty partie that conaensue

decision-makinq haa once again not proved possible on this item. The Treaty

partiea have consistently pursued efforts aimed at a coneensue resolution. Those

efforts were successful et the thirty-eiqhkh and thirty-ninth cessions of the

General Assembly. HWeverI in OUK view because of the actions of other

deleqatio;le, conoeneus wae broken at the fortieth easeion.
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This year we negotiated earnently and 8eriously with Malaysia in an effort to

restore consensus. We regret that, despite OUK efforts, it has not heen  possible

t.o reach agreement on such on outcome. In ordar to indicate that conntructiva

Bteps towards conflensus  are reqarded as beinq of great inpor;ance,  the Treaty

parties will make clear their poriiticna in the voting on the various draft

resolutions. GeneKally, they will not participate in the voting on tw of the

three draft resolutions - L.86 and L.87 - reflecting their continuing

disappointment at the hreakinq of conBen8us. On the third draft reeolution,  L.88,

the parties will reflect their views on the draft resolution in ways WI ich do not

affect their poeition on the successful functioning of the Antarctic Treaty.

The Treaty parties K&gKet that the proponents of the draft resolutions Kemai)r

unwillinq  to make the effort Keauired  to return  to consensus. The Treaty partiee

believe that the General Asseshly*s  consideration of Antarctica can proceed

usefully and Kea'iistically  only on the hasia of coneeneus.

I recuest a roll-call vote on each of the draft resolutions, L.86, L.87 and

L.88. As I have previously Btated, a number of Member States will indicate that

they are not participatinq in the voting. I ask that the reccr.ls cf the Coaxnittee

indicate explicitly that thOBa members elected not to participate in the voting.

Mr. RlJANG Jiahua (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Since the

inclueion  of the auefition of Antarctica in the agenda of the General Assembly, the

principle of conoeneue has heen  followed ln dealing with the ieeue. However, at

the previoue  aension  of the General Assembly, aB well as at this one, Borne partieB

have heen  unahle to reach a ConaenBuB  on draft resolutions relating to the cuesLion

of Antarctica. The Chinese deleqation expresses its deep regret.



Am/12 A/C. 1/*1/Pv. 51
50

(Hr. Ruang Jiahua, China)-

Indeed, there ace diffecmnt apinicna and undormtanding~ on different aidw on

the iasue of Antarctlca. B0uov.r  , thim should not negate the common points among

US. For instance, a11 of us belirve that the principle6 and purposes of the

Antarctic Treaty are goo6,  thnt Antarctic&  d1c4.d ha used for pmxeful puqxxses,

that it should not lnxmme a place for military activities or international rivalry,

that the environment of Antarctica ahodd ba prote&ecl  and that internatianal

co-operation in activities in Antarctica should be expanddd and strengthened.
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In our view, all these CO~~CCI p.i~ ts should become the basis upn which we can

carry out equal consultations and mmmon  uxploratior.  of the iosue of the

An twc tic . In recent years, in order to adapt to the evolving situation, the

hblctic Treaty Coneultative Parties have abpted some me*sutes  to improve the

Treaty rdgime. Pcx in?3tMce, the 12th consultative meetinq of the Antarctic Treaty

decided to publish further documenta relating to the consultative meetings. It

showed a cartinuiny willingness tc prcrvide information about Antarctica and the

operation of the Antarctic Treaty system, and within the Treaty rdgime it is

willing gradually to narrow the gap between the status of the Consultative Parties

and the ncn-consultative  par ties. Those measures in our view are of poeitive

significance to the promotion of a gradual opening of the Treaty and the

strengthening of co-operation with the United Nations.

Of course, in order to implement the purpcses and principles of the Antarctic

Treaty, there is still a lot to do. There are questions to be dealt with such an

how further to expand and strengthen international co-operation in activities in

Antarctica; hew to enable more countrjos, especially the developing courtr ies, tu

participate in activities in Antarctica and give full play t, &heir role in the

Antarctic Treaty; and b;w to enable the future Antarctik mineral resources rdgime

to reflect the principles and purpcsee of the Antarctic Treaty, as well as the

:x)IRRon  interests of the whole of mankind. All theee issue8 deeerve our serious

consi.deLation  an3 study.

The Chinese delegation be1 ieves that the principle of consensus gives all

sides an opportunity fully to express their respective pcsitions. It enhances

mutuai understandinq  and mutual co-operation  in serious exploratiar of the relevant

issues. Therefore the+ task before us at present is, on the cne hand, to seek



MUi/haf A/C.l/Il/PV.Sl
52

(Mr. Wang Jiahua, China)

further irpovennt and perfection of tie Antarctic Tremty r4gime and, on the

other, to pomte dialogue, prevent confrcmtation  and roatore  the principle of

COIUBOMU~ in the coneideration of the quwtion  of the &ntarctic at +he ~~ited

Nations. Only by tollawing  ouch a method will it be possible for ua to solve the

prcbleu  of the Antuctic  appcopciately.

Based on the abovenenticned  purpoeee end spirit, the Chinese delegation will

ebetain  in the voting on draft rwolutione  A/C.l/Ih/L.66  and A/C.k/41/L.87,  and

Vote in favour of the draft reroluticn  oont8ined in A/C.l/IVL.88.

&. AKRM (PakiatanJt  I heve aUcad to qeak in acder to respond to some

of the romarkm we have heard this af<ernom, particularly  from the representative

of Australia, regarding the attitude of the aponacca of the draft resolutions on

the queetion  of conaenaus. I have rouqht to speak with acme regret, and only after

the repreemtativo  of Awtralia  brelt  cn tnis point at sa length, not once but on

tdo oaca8iars thie after noon.

The regcrentative  of AuetraPia hcY @am-d that it ie pgl.~&yeie and its

suppatere  - Which of cowme includem Pakistan  - tiat have broken consensus on the

queution of krtirctica. We would h-e hoped that, in tie spirit of mutual respect

far md comideraticn  of each other** pasiticn, which we at least have tr1e-L to

deunatrate  in thIu Cowittee,  the ropueaentativs  of Amtralia,  speaking on behalf

of the Treety  yrtiem, would aleo hare fourd it poeeible  to show a Similar

bferatXS to the sincerity of the nponrae of the draft resolutions  before us.

Iat m juet recall that a few lanthe  ago - h~o wnthr to be precise - at

Harare we were able to achieve a wnsensea  on the queetion of Antarctica. The

provisions of the Aerate Dbclaration are eubecribed to by thme who have sponsored

these draft resolutlocls. They have alao been aubacribedl to by at least two of the
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consultative parties to the Antarctic Treaty, besides a nusber of non-consultative

par tie0 * We were ablt. to adrieve  a consansus at Harare. If therefore in this

Assenbly we have not been &le to achieve consensus almg the lines Of the

provisions of the Harare Daclacation, my question ia this. What 8te the nay

elements in this Assembly which were not present at Harare? The answer to that

question is self-evident. I believe that if consensus is to be re-established  by

the General Assen0ly , we must at least avoid ascribing urllateral blsrPe to are side

and make a sincere effort to ~OIIKS~EI a compror&re which meets the minimum positions

of both parties.

‘IrJ the beet of our knarledge, the repref3antative of Malaysia hw made a

sincere effort in the consultations which he has held with Australia md others to

promote a consensus. I wish to place on record my delegation’s appreciation of the

efforts trade by the Malaysian delegaticn to pronote such a consensus, end al60 oU

rejection of any contention ti the contrary.

The CHAIPMAN: Since no other delegation has asked to speak in

explanation of vote before the voting, we shall nw begFn the voting on the draft

resolutiona  befcre us, starting with draft resolution A/C.l/41/; , I litled

“Question of Antarctica*. It was introduced by the r&wentattive  of wlaymia at

the 51st meeting of the First Camnitte 0 on 19 Nave&or  1986. xte rponaae are

Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladssh, Ecu1 Mtussalam, Cango, Ghana, TnQnes ia,

Malaysia, Wli, Oman, Pakietan, Rwanda, Sri Lanka, Sudan and Zimbabwe.

A roll-call vote hae been requested on each of the three draft teooluticms

beface the Committee. Accordingly, in kesping with the relevant rule of procedure,
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“The roll-call ahall be taken in the Wglish alfiabetical ofder of the names

of the members,  beginning with the menbe~ who60 nam is drawn by Lot by the

Chairman. The name of each me&et mhall be called in any roll-call, and its

representative shall reply ‘yee’, ‘no’ or mabsbntionB.m  (rule 127)

* nay aleo point out that the requut made by the repceeentativs  of Australia

hao already been noted.

I call on the representative of Auatcalia on a point of ocdnr.
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Mr. WCOL(DTl’ (Australia): Mr. Chairman, I think you said repreeentntivrs

should say “yes”, “no”, or “abstain”. It should be clear that those who are not

participating shall say %On-par ticipa tion”. So I think the accurate formulation

is that representatives ,rould say “yes”, *no”, “abstain”, or “non-partiosiim..

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, that is what 1 said. I repeat: “I may also point

out that the reguest nade by the representative of Australia hae already been

not.?d.  w

The Conxnittee will nQlr take action on &aft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.86. A

roll-call vote has been rsqussted.
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t, r,taJCuguay,  having been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was called upon to vote

I-0

In favour:-I-^ Plqerla, Angola, Antiqua ad Barbuiia,  Rahamas, Rahrain,
Dangladeah,  Benin, Bhutun,  Rolivia, Botswana, Brunei D8ru66alam,
Dzrklna Faso, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic,
Chad, Comoros, Congo, C&e  d’Ivoire, Cyprurr, Democratic
Kmpuchea, Djibouti, Rqypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea,
Guyana, R’aitf,  Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic  of 1, ITac,
Jordan, Konys, Kuwait, tiheria,  Libyan Arah Jamahiriya,
Madarsscar,  Malayala, Maldives, Mali, Malra,  Mauritania, Wercico,
Morocco, Moxambiaue,  Nepal, Niqer, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Pancr 1. Philippines, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal , Sitrrra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and To.>aqo, Tunisia, bgands..
IJnited Arab Rmirates, United Republic of ThPrzania,  Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

*natt Mane-

Abrtainfnqr Austria, Canada, Chlna, Ireland, Luxemho~xg, Peru, Portugal,
Turkey, Vsnexuela

Draft rewlutim  A/C.1/41/L.S6  was rdoptud hy 76 vote8 to none, with
9 rbswi

- -
- - -

*During the course i,f the roll-call vote the following dnlegationo announced
that they mdzb not pactlcipatingt Afghanitatan,. Alhanla, ArgentPr\a,  Auatraria,
Belgium,  Brauil. Bulgaria, Ryelorussian  Soviet Socialirrt Republic, Chile, Colcnhhia,
Ca8ts Rica,  < uha. Csechoelovakia,  Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, derrran
DemocW.&ic Republic, Germany,  Federal Republic of, Crc?ece, Guatemala, Hungary,
fndfa,  Israel, Italy, Japan, Lao Pe.:ple*a  DerflrH:.ratir  Hei ublic, Netter ands, New
XOa4nd,  Ricaraaua,  Norway, Polrnd, Spain, Sweden,  Ukraini.an Soviet. socialist
Republic, Union oP .Sovist Socialist Republics, United Kinqdoni of Graat Britain ati
NOrtbfWn Ireland, Unl ted Staten of America, Irrugony  and Viet NLP.
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The CHAIR%“.“: The Committee wf’l now take action on draft

rerolution A/C.1/41/L.87. Tt wara introduced by the representative oi! MaYaymia  a’L

the Committee’s Slat meetinq, on 19 Novrm~r 1986. The rponaora are Ant.igua  l rad

Barbuda, Ranqladesh,  Brunei Dnrussalam,  the Congo, Ghana, Indonemia, Walaymia,

nali, Omen, Pakiatan, Rwanda, Sri Lanka, Sudan and 2irrbab.m.

A roll-call vote hafl heel requested.

A roll-call-vote wan taken.

The Lao People’s Democratic Republic,  having been drawn w lot by the
C h a i r - n ,was called upon to voY;eirat.

In favolrri Albarris,  Algeria, Angola, wtiqua and Uarbuda, Bahrain,- ---
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,  Botswana, Brunei DaruoUlal,
Burkina Paao, Burma, Rurundi,  Cameroon, Central African Rapublio,
Chad, Comoroa, Congo, C&e d’Ivoice, Cy?rua, Democratic
Kampuchea, Djibouti, Rgypt, Rthiopia, GsMn, Ghana, Guinea,
Guyana, Haiti, Indone.~ia,  Iran (16l.amic Ropublfc Of), IrM,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Liba la, Libyan Arab Jswhiriya,
nadaqascar,  Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Walta,  #aurit8nia,  WeXifJO,
MOtocCO, Mozambioue, Yapal, Niger, Niqeria,  Onmn,  P8ki8Wn.
Panama, Philippines, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal., Sierra Lecrre, sinqapare, flamalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
!Wriname,  Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic OC TaMania, Yamam,
yogoal.av la, Zaire, Zambia

Against. None

Abstainingr  Auntris, R&~~ms,  Canada, ’ hina, Ireland, Luxerbourq,  Peru,
Portugal, Turkey, Vene%uela

Draft reeolut ion A/C.l/41/r  .87 warn adopted by 76 Iffates  to none! with le- -
abstentions.*

*DUl’ing the course of the roil-call vote the tallowing delegation8  anlY)UnOad
that they were  not participating: Afgha,dstan,  Argentina, Australia, Ralgiu%
Rrasil, Bulgaria, Ryelorw aian soviet: Bocialiat Republic, Chile, Columbia, COata
Rica, Cuba, Crhachoalovakia,  Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, German  DeWOuratiU
?epublic, Germany, Faders> Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, nungary,  Indi8, IGC~QX,
Italy, Japan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic,  Netherlands, New Kaaland,
Yicaraqua,  NoTway, Poland, Spain, Bweden, Ukrainian Swiot saoialiat Repwblia,
11niusn oe soviet. r;ocialiat Republics, United Kinqdom ot Great Britain and NOrthorn
~roland,  United !itates of America and tiruguay.
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T h  CtIAXRUAN: The Committee will MY take action on the last draft- .-.-

resolution,  in document A/C.l/IL/L.RR, an orally revised by the representative of

Molayaia on behalf of the ‘npon8or.s.

The draft re8olution  is antitled  *Question of Antarctica’. I t  warn introduced

hy the reprensata\zive  of Malaysia mt the Comnitter’s Slat meting, on

19 November ) ‘86. The apontwrs  am; Alqor  La, Anqola, Antigua and Barhuda,

Banqladest,  ?anln, Ro~fwcrna,  Rurklns Pn~n,  Burundi, Cameroon, Cape Verb,  Central

African Repuhltc,  Chad, Comoros,  Conqo,  D)ihouti, Eqypt,  RauatorirL  Guinea,

Rthiopis,  Gaboh, Mmhia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bipssu, Kenya, Len&h<,, Liberia,  the

Libyan Arab Janahiriya, Madaqaaca , Malawi, Malayeia, Mali, Mauritania,  Hauritiun,

Morocco, Uozamhiaue,  Niqur,  Niqsris,  Oman, Prkistsn,  Rwanda, Sao Ttrm~ and Principe,

Senogsl, Sielra Leone, Somalia, Sri Mnka,  Sudan,  Swaziland, Togo, Tunisia, Uganaa,

the United Mpuhlic of manzania,  Zaire, Zambia and Zimhah**,.

A roll-call vots han ban reuuestcd.

A roll-call vote wan taken.- -

Malts, having heen drawn &-lot hy the Chairman, was called upon to vote fi*.

In favour;-_I. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua ar>d  B&rhada,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin,  Bhutan, Bolf ‘ia,
Botswabm, Brazil, Brunei Darussalanr, Bulg aria, Burkina PaaD,
Burma, Burundi, Byeloruksian Soviet Socialist Republic, Camaroon,
Central African Rapuhlic, Chad, China, Colombia, COIIy)rOE,  Congo,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakie, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democra;ti,-  Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gah?n,
3srman Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonasis, Tran (Islamic Republic of), Iraa,
Jordan, Kenya,  Kuwait, %ao People’s De? Eratic Rspublic,  Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Ma ‘ysia, Maldiva~,  MflLi,
Malta Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, nozarnhic\1’),  Nepal, Nicaragua,
Nige , Nigrtria,  Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Dhilippinoa,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
tatone, Singapore,  Somli~, sri tanks. Sudan, Rurinanm, ThalLanfl,
Togo, Trinidad  and Tobago, Tunisia, rrgancls, Ukrainian I; mvist
Socialist Republic,  rhtion of %-let  SmiaLint  RspuhLLc@.  unitnd
Arab Emirates, Ilnited Repuhllc of Tanzania, Vanezwbla, Viet Nam,
I’smen, Yuqc,slavia, Zaire, zamhia
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A*instr- .-- Canada

Ahstatningr  Austria, Ireland, Luxembourg, Portcqal,  Turkey

Draft reu,lut.ion A/C.1/41/1,.88,  am orally revined, was adopted by 99 vote?
to 1, with 5 ahsten’-;ma.*

+Durinq  the course  of the roll-call vota the following delegation8 announced
that they were not participatinqr Australia,  Belgium, Chir.e,  C8t.e  d’Ivoire,
Denmark, Finland, Franc., the Faderal Republic of Germany.. Greece, Guatemala,
Israel icaly, Japan, the Netharlandm, New Zealand, E lrway, Spain, Sweden, the
United Kinqdam of Gleat Rritain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America
and Ur [quay.
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The CHAIPHAN: I call now on delegation6 wishing to explain their vote

after the voting an draft ranolutions A/C.1/4l/L.P6, L.87, and L.88, as crrally

rtvi8ed.

Mr. LUPIWACCI (Uruguay) (incecpretation irom Spanf eh) I- - From the polft  lcal

rtandpoint,  Uruguay &green  with the thrust of draft remolution A/C.l/4l/L.e8, just

adopted by the Committee. We believe, however, that from the legal atrndpoint it

is inadniseible,  because the functioning of the Antarctic Treaty is governed by the

provieionm ol’ the Treaty itself and, in any event, by the norm8  of lnternatfonal

treaty law, according to which t,he inplementation  of this draft resolution is not

feasible.

Mindful of the legal incorapat,. ility of this draft resolution with the

Antarctic Treaty, which eatahlished II uystem independent of the United Nations, my

deleqation warn obliqed not to participate in the vote on the draft resolution. Had

it not been for that technical difficulty, my delegation would have voted in favour

of the exclusion of the minority apartheid r&qime of South Africa.

The CRLIRHANr  We have thus concluded our consideration of and action-e

upon draft remolutione  A/C.l/ll/L.l36,  L.87 and L.88, under agenda item 66,

‘Question al Antarctica”.

OSGANIZA”~r3N  OF MHXR

T,rr. CHAJRWANr  At tomorrow morning’8 meeting we shall embark on theme

general dehata, consideration of and action upon draft resolutions undar agenda

item8 67, 68, 69 and 141, relating to international security. The following
1

delcrgationr are scheduled to ep,ak  at that meetingr  Hungary, Cuba, the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republica and Mexico.

The meeting roqe at. 11.55 p.m.


