
Group on logistic support - the New Zealand Government 

ooneidtred that at Canberra consideration :might well 

be given to steps to bring about cooperation between 

this working group end the ~reaty partiee. !he New 

Zealand repreaentatiYe, in fact, •U&8e•ted that it 

aigbt well be necessary to propose a separate item 

for the discussion of thi• question. 

Item 9 - Exchange of information concerning expeditions 
and stations under Art icle VII, para«raph 5. 

There was some support amonset members of the 

Group for a suggestion that it might well be ueetul 

to undertake a review or the papera which had been 

submitted by the various Government• 1• order t• 

reach agreement on a etandard format and content 

for these papers . 

Item 10 - Preservation and conservatioa of living reeour~ 

The United Statea representative stated that 

SCAR has distributed to ite members a revised list 

of the recommendations which it made at Cambridge on 

the question of preservation and conservation of 

living resources. Thia revised liet is contained in 

SCAR Circular No 51. He expressed the hope that 

representatives would ask Governments tor any 

comment they would wish to muk:e on these revised 

recommendations. 

There waa a brief diecuaaion a• to whether the Rul.ea 

of Procedure for the Canberra Meeting should relate only to 

that meeting or whether they should be the rulee of procedure 

also !or all eubeequent meeti!lB• of re~reeentativea. The 

general •••ling seemed to be that the Rulea of Procedure 

should/ • •••• 
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If 11i waa decided that auch exoheaa•• abou14 be 

oonduoted, consideration would alee have to .be giYen to 

1lae question of whether the exch,angea ahould be t1•4 

in with those carried ou.t \7 SOAR er whether 'th.97 

should be at the inter--OoveJ'Dlllental leTel. 

Itea 5 - kahaASe of aoieatitio P'F!!J!Ml• 

It waa augseated that oona14era~ion might be g1••• 

"• tile peaaibili'V •f apelliq eu1i tlae lteu:tita wh1oh 

ooul.4 'be 4•r1••• t:Na tll• exohUIJ• o'f Mi•titio 

perMaael. !llia woul.4 -phaai• 'the 4•91.raldliV ef 

auoh exohaDB•• 1iak1._ plaoe. 

Ita 6 - Exohay• ud aakiy aYplaltle of 101allf1o 
ebaenatiena uid naul ta. 

!rhe theught waa expreaaed that oona1deration Jlight 

be given te aettiBC up a oentre for th• exoh8J18e .iad 

ooeft1Da1i1•• et H1•1tt1o 1ntemat1oa • .._,arottea, 

al•DB th• line• of th• Aa'\a,rotio ~aia Centre 

whioll ia a1tWLt•4 in Oan'berra - W,a •• 7•U lm._, 
ia a weather oen'fire. 

Item. 1 - Relationa wi 'th SO.AB 

A• far aa it• 7 1a ooncerne4 1ih• 1Jn1tet 'Stat•• 

repreaentatiT• expreaaed the Ti•w that the Canberra 

Meeting Jlight well give oonaideratiea to adopting a1 

1 ta guicl• tor relation• w1 th sen a paper aloq 1tbe 

lines ot tha'fi which the Interia Greui» haa alrea47 

apeft UJ99•• (Jli Jfla•W •l/44 ilatel 19 Jul:j, 1960, 

rere:ra). 

!Iii" •n .l•al*4 repe-tat1•• al.• t1"9W a'ttell-'1• 

w th• :NO't Oat wurs... •• nm-•• •~ 1 t• ••ff• 
la•t .,...., '1• Clllib~d •• , SOAlt lid ap,.1 .......... ki .. 

GNUJ/. • • • •• 
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111 there:tore anxieua "to aake ue ot hie expert kaewl•d1e to 

get the ~reat¥ ratified before laie tera •f effioe aa Senator 

expire a en 21 llq. !hi• aoud • enoouraciDC lnat 'b.• :Britt u 
Ellbaaay in Santiaco aaa 1Yitentl7 atate4 that it wo\Ud aot be 

at all aurpriaed if aoaethinc upaet the apple-cart and 

knowing 1ihe intricaci•• of Latin P9li tic• in particular inaof'ar 

aa the touchy iaaue et Antarctica ia oonoerne4, thia would 

not be a1toaether aurpriain&• 

ne proTillioaal .. ea•• fer th• Caaberra •e•ttns 

waa a.mende4 aa toll.ow••-

(a) A new 1 tea "Adop·Uoa of llUlea et Procedure" 

waa 1aaone4 ~ter '\be pnaeat itea 2 

"llootiea ef otfioera". 

(b) A new it•• hea4e4 •Dato and place of next 

•••ttDB" waa inaerle4 after the preaen't it .. 

16 "A4..:1Jl1strat1T• arruicementa•. !lle Tariou 

••nda it•• ahoW.cl, t:Mrefore, be reaU11bore4 

(1t•19). 

The Group, during the courao of th• aeeting touched 

oa Tari oua i toaa •• th• acenda and a nuabor of sucgeat1one 

were :me.de in roapoot of aome of thea• 11eaa aa fell••••-

Itea 4 Bxoban,g• of inf oraation regardil!' plana tor 
aoieatifio prograaa. 

!:M qu.oatioll waa raiae4 whether 1 t weul4 •• 

deairabl• to •xi>ani upen what SCAR ia alrea47 doing 

ia tll• wq of oxoh ... ••. !Ji• •YCa••ti•• waa for 

iaatanoe aado that it lii&ht be 4ea1rabl• to exchange 

interaaUoa 1a au.oh -tu .... wq aa iafel"ll&tioa lu.• 

been exolumc•• 1a reapeo' et •&.1>'41"1••• aai aiaiiona. 

If/• ••••••• 
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NtON OF SOUTH AFRICA. 

CMBA!il9Y opr THS U 9llTT8 A VE l N. w. 
3101 MA ,a.CHU i.; A.. 

WASHINGTON e. O.C., 

2nd aroh, 
CONFIDENTIAL 

1'HE SECRETARY FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

(Copied to London and Canberra) 

ANTARCTICA 

The 28th Meeting of the Interim Group wae held 

on the 28th February , 1961. 

The summary record of the 27th eeting waa 

approved without amendments. 

Neither the Chilean repreaentntive nor the 

representative ot the Argentine was able to provide th• Group 

with any ne informati on in regard to rat ification of the 

Treat y by their respective covernmenta. !he United Kingdom 

repreaentative has, however, received communication from 

the Eritish Embassy in Chile, which confirms the information 

which I transmitted to you in my minute 43/44 of 3let 

January 1961, to the effect that the Chilean Government 

intends to put forward the Antarctio Treaty for ratification 

hen the Congress reconvenes on 14 arch. They intend to do 

this even thoU8}1 the boundary protocols have not been 

ratified a it ie the intention th t the 'Treaty Will take 

precedence over the protocols. 

One ot the reasons why the Chilean Government has 

decided to preae for ratificati.on of the Antarctic Treaty 

apparently arieea froa the ~act that Senator arcial Mora, who 

l ed the Chilean Delegation to the Antarctic Conference does 

not think he will be re-elected to the Senate . The Government 

1 e/ ... ....... . 



43/44 
43/44 

ION OP' SOUTH AFRICA-. 
E!MBA•V OP' TH£ u:_TT8 A.VE' N. w. 

3101 MA A.CHU U .A. 
WASHINGTON e, O.C.. 

2nd 
2nd March, 1961 

COHFIDENTIAL 

LONDON 

AFFAIRS 

::anberra) 

ITARCTIOA 

lg of the Interim Group waa held 

ord of the 27th eating wae 

lean representative nor the 

tine wa s able to provide the Group 

regard to ratification of the 

tovernment a. The United Kingdom 

representative has, however, received a communication from 

the British Embassy in Chile, which confirms the in!or.mation 

whioh I transmitted to you in my minute 43/44 of 3let 

January 1961, to the effect that the Chilean Government 

intende to put ~orward the Ante.rctio Treaty tor ratification 

when the Congress reconvenes on 14 March. !hey ~ntend to do 

this even though the boundary protocols have not been 

ratified and it is the intention that the ~reaty w111 take 

precedence over the protocols. 

One of the reasons wh,y the Chilean Government has 

decided to press for ratification of the Antarctio Treaty 

apparently arises from the tact that Senator Ltarcial ora , who 

led the Chilean Delegation to the Antarctic Conference does 

not think he will be re-elected to the Senate. The Government 

ia/ .......•..• 
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powors to oxchnnge such information and adv1co cotld bo useful 
th
1nsofar as it would provide oans or establishing what progress 

e Russians had maae in this field. 

Concerning paragraph 6 of your drof t working paper 
nthbout an approach to tho I.A.E.A. and the rolo of that Agency, 

o officiala brought into the discussion Ito 8 of the 
Agonda: Relations with other International Organisations 
including u.rr. specialised agoncics having a scientific or 
technical interest in ktarct1ca. 

They nuggostod that collaboration with the I.A.E.A. 
could perhaps conveniently discussed under this item. In 
the course or our talk tho spu~esman declared their general 
philosophy of tho Antarctic Treaty, namely that it does not 
croato n treaty organization as such with an executive or 
directorate t tho top but that it embodies or represents the 
expression of a nu~bcr of countries to observe the samo set 
of principles 1n thoir Antarctic activities, each following 
its om program e. .Jo'ro:n thoir elaboration of this view it 
boca a evident that they might regard n formal agreement 
between tho Treaty group and the Agency as a development which 
would transcend into the sphere of tho supra-national. 

Tho aforogo1ng informal views are those of Australian 
officio.ls at "working level'' but they indicated that there was 
hardly any doubt that their views would, if necessary, be 
endorsed officially. 

Tho question arises: Are their SO!Dewhat discouraging 
reservations about Ite 15 inspired nainly by objections of 
conscience or of convenience? One would expect that an 
uraniu -producing country such as Au~tralia, vould be keen 
to support a move that may in a broad sence onhance the 
prospects or nuclear power for peaceful purposes. 

While it is of course possible that the Australians are 
judging Agenda iten 15 purely on its merits, or rather their 
interpretation of its merits, one gains the 1~pres ion that 
they mteht have hod a more positive view if the venue of the 
meeting were to have been Tokyo or Buenos Aires. They are 
anxious that the Canberra meeting should proceed smoothly 
and without deadlocks. 

The Australians may, therefore, 1 an opportunity 
should arise at a Washington meeting! express their 
reservations about Item 15, especial y i! tho working paper 
contains a reference to the disposal of radioactive waste 
material. 

Copies to Washington, London and Vienna. 

Hieh Commissioner 

.. 
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HOE KCMMISSARIS VIR DIE HIGH COMMISSIONER FOR THE 

UNION OF SOUTH AFRICA 

CANBERRA 

UNIE VAN SUID·AFRIKA 

CANBERRA 30/18 

J3Y Airpy Srd March, 1961 
C HFIDl\11™ 

Tho Secretary tor External Atfairs 
PRETORIA. 

Anto.rct1ca1 Draft Working p ii~on 
Aca~_ji!!_l~1 Caglztrm 1111 

Ploase refer to your minute• 102./2./'1/3 of the 6th January 
and 13th Februar1, 1961. 

We have discussed Agenda :Itea 15 "1th the ott1c1al• in the 
Australian Department of Bxtemal :Af.ta1rs and have to report o.s 
follows on their 1ntormal viev•1 

They do not regari the :inclusion or '&II d.te tn the agenda 
for tho Canberra eating, about the application of nuclear energ7 
in the tr aty area or the d:1apoaal ot :ra41Natiw vaate •• a 
prea11ng necessity. In fact OUJ' irlpresaion -1• 'that th87 will be 
happy if the item vere to be dropped tor th time be!nc. i'hey 
otreas that th11 viev is held only 1n respect of the first meeting 
of tho parties to the treaty and reel it may perhaps be uaetul 
to discuss such an item at a soccind or third mee1:1ng depencU.na on 
circumstances at the ti!le . It vu men\ioned that the Australian 
representative at tbll Waahington nti.ng ;tel1: that there was no 
ham in including this itm on the agenda blit he ha• MeD iafonned 
or his Department ' s lack or enthuaia•• .An important :motive 
bohind this view ls that t'M Australians -would not like the 
Canberra meeting to last longer than two weeks and they feel that 
it vill be r11ky to include an item tnat tu Russian• miaht sei:u 
upon to exploit for political purposes and thus aauae a a:n~out 
wrangle. The Australian attitude 11 that tho Canberra •••ting 
should be held in a spirit ot "brotherhood and tr1endah1p1' wUh 
notblnC contr0Yer1ial to 41atllr~ the ,.a••· They reckon that the 
Rusa1all9 are likely to regard the prohibition in 1eotton 1 . or 
Article v as or paramoant itlportance and that they are likely to 
resist a move that might 1n any way be interpreted n a Yiolation 
of a provision ot the treaty. They ••• feel that the lhijaiana 
will be able to lillir. 011t a good .... tor such an in\erpretatlon 
if raferenoe 1• 11&4• to the 41sp09al ot radio.cti•• vaate. 
The o!ticials ent1oMd that Australia vas at one •'-8• ~ .. ~ to 
insert an ito for the Canberra .Agenda dealing with " tion" 
clauses but hns dropped the idea 1n order to a.a~ ad 
controversy at the Canbirra anting. or th• ... T 
have abandoned the idea of proposing some it~ 
1nd1r ctly have • bearing on tho 3ur1sdict4 

Apart trom the consideration t 
Cnnberra eoting, the official• 1nd4 c 
to favour the idea of bilateral e· 
relating to th.e a plication of n 
1'hoy also co:!lllont ad that onl;r 
po3ition to 1ve such 1nto~ 
provide ore informat1o1.', 
th 1r estorn friends , 
iafor tion had to 
linns do howev r, 

.. 
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High Comm1ss1oner for the 
Union of South Afrtca 

Canberra 

c • 

HIGH COMMISSIONER FOR THE 

UNION OF SOUTH AFRICA 

CANBERRA 

3'N rch, l l 

l02/2/7/ J of the 6th l nunry 

am 15 vi tb the ottic1nl1 in tho 
f 1rs d hnv to r ort as 

ion or an it lo the agonaa 
pl:Lc tion of nuclear norgy 

"\ . \ b- t r dioactivo waste as n 
\) \'>''° I I, \r rr ssion is th t th y will be 

· v' {~ tor th ti a 1n.g. They 
~../""' respoct ot the first e ting 
"c~ 1 it porhnps b usefUl 

\ or third eet1ng depending on 
-------· ~· mentione that th Australian 

ropresontativo t the Washington aetw telt that there vns no 
ha 1n including thla 1;ten on the agenl!a but ho bus baen 1nformod 
of his Depar't!!lent•a lack of nthuataarn. ,An important motive 
behind thi11 Vi w is thnt tho Austrnlia.ns vould not like the 
Can rrn eating to last longer than tvo weeks and thoy foel th t 
1t vill be rt.sq to include nn :l.te that tho Russians might ae1z 
upon to explo1t tor political purposes n thus cauae drawn-out 
wrnnglo . The Australian attitude is thot th Conberrn eating 
hould be held in sp1r1 t of 11 broth rbood and friendship" with 

nothing controYarsial to disturb tho pone • ~h y reckon that the 
Russians ~e likely to rogard th prohibition in a ction 1 . of 
Articl V as of paranount i oortanc and th t th y ro likely to 
r oist o ovo that might in any ve_y int rp to e v1olat1on 
of a provision of the tr aty. 7}1ey evon feel that the Russi ns 
will ibe ble to make out a good case for such an interpretation 
if ro!erence is de to tho dispos l of radionctiv waste. 
~he ofticial entionod t t A\Uitrnlio wns at ono ta v~-..n to 
insert an 1te tor t ... Canborra Aaondn d alinn with ,. c tion" 
clauses but bas dropped the id 1n ordor to vo1 fild 
controversy t th Canb rra. l!leeting. or tho .,.. y 
huv a~ndonod th idea of propooln so e it 
indirectly h va bearing on tho 'ur1sd1ct• 

Apart !ro tbe consideration t 
Cn.n rra ~oetinlt, th officials 1nd!c 
to favour th .1don of b1lat ral ~ 
r lutins to tho ppl1cat1on of n 
Th y al o co ~mt d that onl,r 
pon1tion to 1ve such info t 
provid or 1ntormat1or, 
th 1r Western tr1 ndo, 
1nfor ation hnd to 
lians do how v r, 

... 
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102/2/7/) • 

• 

Antarctica 1 Draft orkins P er on .ABenda 
I~em 15 1 Canbel'T etillG• 

In J'Ollr minut 43/44 of the 17t J u.ary, 1961, 
oint out corrcotl.y at h draft rki por on 

15, which d al onl,y w1 th th que t1on of 
dispo Bl., 1& ore re triotivo t as originally 

d . In c nf1n1ng th oope of the world paper 
dis osal, re :mindful of the consideration 
in the final paragi:aph of our Ill1.nu to ot the 

c,ry (refer•noe 102/2./773) to the ffect that, 

woviet Union e deavour to et er the d bate 
in o a diaca.aaion on d1•amament and the •ertl.a ' 
of n olear weapons tee~1ng, nuclear arm.e.men's and 

o forth. 

ware 

• hi• f ar W01il4 1ea to be ehared b~ the Br1 ti sh, 
w1ll have te in t e re ort ( . ,,, . 1672) which was 

by th• ~Ung 1gh Oo.U.saicner in LOndon to the 
nt o ""• 25th Jaaaary, ana enaor 94 °'o JOtt 'for 

-9.-.~....- ... "1.on. • uli :ret•r 7011 in pariioular to the 
d _pane;r~h of tha\ report, and aleo to the first 
endation con-Sa1ne4 111 Ul• final p h, 1 . e • 

•••••• v r; oe.re ah lid 
efin• ~h• BOOP 0% ~h• 

1181~1• · ft 

3. ~ti••&, your a1nu°'e Wl er repl.7, and 
e !ll oialq th• penv.l ~te paregra h thereof, penuades ua 
that, rovi.d•4 th• ti'tl.• aal working paper o this 1taa 

fine oleull he l.im1 ta withi• whioh M.ao eeion may :properly 

I ... 
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P. t1. Philip 
~ 

I .ATV ... IO 

Oopy for your information and oo ant. Your 
minute 11/2/2 of 12th January, 1961, retor 

P. t. Philip 
SBORETARY :POR EXTBRNAL AFFAIRS. 

ieh Cowmissioner for the Union of South Africa, 
L01Jl!Ui• 

00~7 ~or your information and oommont. Your 
· ~· 16/~ or the 25t Janua.z-4, 1961, refers. 

-11?~. I SEU~ARY IOR OwmAL AF.PAIRS. 
Oommiae1oner for the Union of Sou'til 4fr1oa, 

041 AW· 

• 

Co~~ for ~our ~oraation o.nd coJllJlen~. Our .miRQte 
o! the 6tn Janu.&r), 1961, retera. 

i') 

S C TAiY .FOR En AL AJTAIRS. 
The atvoy Ex~rdinary and n1ster Plenipotent1&17 

of the Union o~ South .Afrioa, 
Yill A. 

Oop7 for your inZormation and COJIJlent. Your 
m4nuteo l0/17 of the 14th Jwiuary, 1961, and 2uth ovember, 1560, refer. 

I',., ;( 
( . 

SEORETil? i'OB EXT.IRBAL ~--·~. 

1,·, ~ 



•• 16/2 

l5tb 

Drnft orkin& aper on 
15 : Canb•rra ••tina 

loaa• re~er to the J:li.nut• no. 102/2/7/3 ot 
th• ll'\h • JU&r7 ich J'OU ddreaaed 'to th• Union• • 

dor in aahington an4 a eop7 of which 1ou ent 
e for comment .. 

I n not 7•t bee abl• 'o i.eou1111 1th be 
Foreicl :tf1c• here the ndmanta you there outline. 

e oreign ffice been, howner, way 
examining the or1.ginal draft orkin& s er 1n re~ 
to this i.ta and has ro::d.••4 ue ita view• ahortl7. 

I get the illpreeaion, howeTn"t '\ha't we an 
likely to get tho•• views onl.7 towo.rda the end or thia 

nth. 

Co 1.ea to ashingt n, Vienna and CAnb•rr&· 

rx 

AJO/AG 

p 
SEC .:.t.TARY .FOR EX1'.u AL .ilTAIRS 

:nvoy Ex'b'aordinary d • 
of the Union of Sou~ A~ 1nister Plenipotentia"PY 

VIpNA. ~~ oa, -., 

The 

Oopy for your int 
minutea J0/17 of the 14th Jormat1on and OOllllent. Your 
1960, refer. wiunr:r, 1961, and 2oth l ovamber, 

--
/)'< )1i" 
I 

SEORETilY FOR El:TJmB.AL _. ....... .s • 



added, however, that the conference could , of oouree, establish 

an,y other colJllD1ttees which it might den desirable . 

!fhe next eet1118 of the group will talce place on the 

28th arch. 

Any comments which you may wish to subait on th• 

above will be appreciated. 

lt AMBASSADOR. 

-· 
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CiroUler fto. 51, for 1t 1t wae left to each nation to draw up 

regulations on the bae1e of thia paper, th• reaulationa •• 

dratted by various nations might Yery well contlict. 

Furthermore, 1t regulationa were 4ron "JI th• d1:t:tioul. t 

question of enforcing them would aria• - thia aight lead to 

problems ot ~ur1a41ction. 

It waa in the oirouaatanoea agreed that all member• 

ot the group would aak their governmenta whether they would 

regard the measures •UB&•sted in SCAR Oiroular 51 a11 suitable 

to form the baaia tor a code ot oonduc, . 

fhe only other aatter I wo~ld aention in relation 

to the aeenda waa a BLlgieat1on b7 the Ch1ltan repreaentatiY• 

that consideration might be giTen at Canberra to the poaaibil1tr 

ot drawing up an Antarctic Vooabular,y of te:raa -and which would 

apply to Antarctica. Thia &U&&••tion waa not d1aouaa•4 and 

it will no doubt be touched upon in future •••tinge. In th• 

meantime the idea ia bro1J8ht to 7our attention. 

Having diapoaed of the acenda th• group next touched 

briefl7 on th• RUlee of .Procedure . ~h• A\llltl"al1an repreaent

ative 1ndicatt4 that aoa• word• had in error been omitted from 

Rule 14 of th• dratt Rulea - tht aecond l&at aentenct of the 

Bult Should be reworded aa tollowas-

"It the aeet1Jl8 i• in tavour of th• olo•ure , 

the Ohairaan ahall declare the cloaure of the 

debate. !be Chainaan aq 11111 t the ti•• to be 

allowed to peakers under the rule . " 

He alao stated that the la•t ••ntenoe ot th• dra:t't 

Rule 14 rele.tiq to Oomalttees, abolll.4 be deleted. Re advised 

the group that the7 ~t preaent enviaace that onl7 one collll1tt11 

will be ••tabliahe4 and ~hat will be a 4ratt1n& ooiulltt••· He 

added/ • •• • •• 



2. 

The group next pass d to consideration ot th 

nd for th Ccnberl!a eetipg and decided to add n 

Item 20 "Adoption of th Report of the eetins•" It w s 

gen rally r d that th inclu ion of uch an 1 tem would be 

d air bl because in th ab ence of summary records it would 

be n oesaa:ry to draw up come conf rence dooum nt . Thie 

document could contain, inter alia, ouch background informa

tion ae date and plaoe of meeting, dur t1on of meeting, 

the agenda for the meeting and any r ooI!llllendations adopted by 

tho m eting . It could also perhaps includ r sume of what 

transpired in relation to ach ea nda item and the composition 

ot del gations to the meetine· 

The group also toda.;v briefly dealt 1th th• question 

of communiques during the course o! the conference . It was 

auegeeted by the repreeentctive of the Argentine that perhaps 

this matter .miaht be included ae a separate e.genda item, but 

th majority of the members felt that tbie was a question 

which coul.d be disposed of at the Canberra meeting without 

placing a formal item on th• agenda. 

sroup 

~he United Stateo repreaentative circulated to th• 

copy of SOAR Circular No . 51 which deal• with the 

Conservation and Preservation of Living Re ouro e in Antarctica. 

You will no doubt already have receiv d copy of this 

circular hich baa been distributed to all governments. It 

was eUBseeted that the measur proposed to promote 

cons rvation in Antarctica might ell form th baeie of a 

reoomm nd tion wbiob could be adopted by th Canberra eating . 

Such a recommendation might be dratted in the form of a code 

of conduct which all Antarctic Treaty signatories ehould endeavour 

to obeerv • A code of conduct would be preferred to the 

draftirtB of regulotions referred to on paee 3 of SCAR' e 

Circul r/ ••••••• 



CON1'IDENTIAL 

TFm 1o1ECRETAHY .l'OR EX'.fBRlUL An.AIR 

(Copi•d to London and Canberra) 

43/44 

14th llaroh, l.961. 

A R T A ~ C ! I C A 

At the 29th Meeting of the Interim Gro~p whioh •a• 

held today the records of the preTi.oua meeting1'ere approTed 

without Blll•ndment. 

The Argentine an4 Chilean repreaentativea had no 

new information to eubait to the group in regard to th• 

ueetion of ratification. The Unlte4 Kingdom repreaentatiT• 

has, howeTtr, advised the South ~rioan repreaentativ• on th• 

group con~identially, tbat he has received a 0011111miication 

from the British Embassy in the Argentine to the efteot that 

President lrondiz1 has embarked upon a visit to the Argentine 

territory in Antarctic~ including a visit to those areas which 

are in dispute with Chile. In addition •h• Arcen11ne 

Preaiden~ apparently baa made a strong atateaent reatfirain& 

• 

the Argentine ola:ime in Antarctioa. ~hia vi•i~ ana etat ... at 

have lead to an illlllediate reaotion froa the Chilean authoritie• 

who h :ve repeated their claiaa to what 1ihty re1~ u Chilean 

Antarctic Territory. The vieit of Pr•eidant 1'roJld1z1 just at 

~hi• :tiae "hen the Argentine and Chilean oo~•••e• an 

auppoea4 to be aoring 'toward• • oonaidaration o~ -Che ratit1•~ 

tton o:f' ~be !l'reav, wolll.i appear 'M bt ••t 111-ti.Mt PIA 1.11-

adVl••d· I" ia not iapoaaibl• that 1 t '00"1t haY• azi a4YH"" 

ett•o- upon th• ratiticatioD ~rooe•••• 1a 'oth ib••• oewitrie• -

rile/ .••.••••• 

----•-:.L l:V,ll J5Ai'..Slflf,lL ~--~. 
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lng of th• Interim Group which wae 

n• preTioue meeting were approved 

I Chilean repreaentatiT•• had no 

) the group in resard to the 

rhe United Xinsdom repreaentative 

oath Atrioan representative on th• 
..--,-------,---~ 

group confidentially , that he hae received a ool11Dlun1cation 

from the ~rit1sh Embassy in the Argentine to th• efteot that 

President 7rondizi has embarked upon a visit to the Argentine 

territory in Antarctica 1nclud1n& a visit to those area• which 

nre in diapute With Chile. In aft41tion tbe irg•n~in. 

• 

'Preaident apparently bas aaft• a atrons etat•••nt rea:ttlrai.D8 

'the Arpnti'rle claims in Antarctioe. fti• ne1 t am •"attilien'S 

have le d 'to an ill!llediate 2"eaotion troa the Chilean authori ti•• 

who h ve repeated their claims to what 'h•y r.tgeri •• Chilean 

Antarotto !'erri tory. '?he vis1.t cf Prel!iden" 'Pi'enalzi 3uat at 

'this 'time when tbe rgentine and CM.lean concr••••• al'9 

eup:poeec! 'to be 'llOYing -toward• a oon814erat1on ot •M :re'1ftee

t1on or 'th• Treat)' , woui• appear 'to 'be llOa't 111-ftlMd 9.n4 1ll

a4vi•ed . It 1• not 11ipoesibl• -that it ooulcl hen an '811Ter•• 

et'teot upon th• Ta'tiftoatton proo••••• 1n ltotb 'h••• oeuntriea -

~h•tb•r it do•• or not rema1.ne to be ••ell· 
!he/ ••••••••• 
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,..1;hat oocna1on, the Govornmont or Chile emphntionlly re
aftirma 1ta national sovereignty over the Antnrtic sector 
situated between the meridiano of Longituao 5' degrees and 
90 degrees west ot Greenwich. 

It recalls at the eama time tha.t Ohile has been 
exeroioi11« her sovereignty in nn uninterrupted form in 
those roeione etr.oe the yenr 1902. 

The Government of Chile thuo plnoea on racord its 
reaffirmation of tho inalienable rights of the nation over 
territorieo which form part of ito patricony by virtue of 
unequivocal h1ator1oal, geographical and 3ur1dioal founda
tions and which were defined in tho dedree ot November 6, 
1940 of President Aguirre Cerda." 

According to the United Kiugdom Amba1aador 1n 
Santiago the visit 8ave rise to strong oritioiem in the 
Chilean Pross, and all papers rushed to defend Ohile ' e olaill 
to tho dioputod territory. Both President Prondizi's speech 
and the Chilean reply were apparontly proninently featured 
und public irritation was reported to have found expression 
in minor diaordero, booing, and the thronna o'! petard• when 
the new Ar8entine Ambaaaador preaantad his oredentiala on 
Ltarch 16. !he Ambnaoador eaid that he had eeen no &lJ8geetion 
that Chile should not ratify the Anto.rotio !treat7, and on 
Uaroh 19 "El ercurio" uaod the incident to urge that both t~e 
Ar ont1nn and Chile should ratify, in order to prevent .turther 
trouble of this kind. !here waa, however, ooneiderable 
oriticism of the Arbitration Protooole. 

Copy to Washington. 

Minister. 



P.S.16/2 

L. 

29th rch, 1961. 

!l'lre A G.J;'rlttIAU P ' ID'NT'S VI!lIT 0 

On the basis o! 1nfornl!l.t1on obtained fron Foreign 
Offico oourcea, ~e have been nblo to piece to~athor tho 
follo~ing picture of tho Argentinian Pr oidont ' o rcoont 
vi it to Antarctica.. 

~o .Buonoo Airoo pr oo nnnounc d on the 7th 
Llaroh that tho Proeidont wo.e on hio my by l1avnl tranoport 
to vi it hi count17' 0 aval. booo on D caption Iolnnd. !he 
pr oo roporto addod thnt he no due to vioit a o11:111c.r bo.oc 
in the ~olchoJ.r Arohipolago and "other plc.o o" • returning to 
Ushunio. t th ek-ond. ~he Uni tcd Kin{ dora Ambaeoador in 
Buenoo Airos r port d that tho vieito had cone o complc»e 
ourpri o nd th t whon tho Prooidont loft Duonoo Airca it tro.a 
ot ted thnt ho wan going to vioit Unval bnao in tho eouth 
of Arucntinin, but there no no hint th t he ~ould venture 
into nny disputed t rritorieo outoido tho Ant ot1c cone . 

Upon hio orrivol. at D oopt1on Ioland Prooidont 
Prondin1 dolivorod a opeoch. tho key paaoago of which wo.n 
rondorod ne tollo10 by tho Unitod Kingdon Amb udor in 
Buono Airoo1 

"The poople o.nd Govorn:cont of tho Argentina are 
proud of tho intrepid ondouvour mndo by tho o.rmod forooo , 
ooi ntiote lllld tochn1CiW'lB to Bffirm nntiono.1 oovor 1.gnty 
in the ArBentin Antarctic. ~his affirmation of oovoro1gnty 
ie baoic lly the ro on for my prosenco in thie roBion, 
wh16h th detcrz;dned nction of tho avy h o adc a po.rt of 
th opiritu l and ate~inl patricony of th Ar6 cnt1nco . 
Sino 1904 and uithout intorruption tho nationnl fio.g h G 
tlown 1n oector of the Antarctic continent which io ae 
lnr o as the riholo of South /~erica" . 

o arde tho end of hio po oh, th Preoidcnt io 
r ported to h vo onid " 11 tnceo o of your encrificea 
which nffirc our sovereignty 1n tho Ar ontin Antarctic. 

~c Chil on Gov rnocnt ia ported to h vo reuotcd 
owiftly to Pro idont ondici'o vioit to Antarctica and to 
hio p ooh o.t coption Island, by l aaing tho following 
etut m nta 

"1th re,ard to tho v1a1t wn1oh llie xoolloncy 
a nor Arturo Prondizi, Pr aidcnt or the Ar . ntin nntion hao 
juet rulo to Deooption I land and to th op oh d livered on 

2/ ••••• 

--- -.a.~.a;i; "">- ·-~ . 
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ANTARCTIC TREATY 

FIRST CONSULTATIVE MEETING 

Proposed additional agenda item: Matters Rel ating to Logistic 
Support 

The intent of this proposa l is to provide an 
opportunity at the Canberra meeting for discussion 
of matters pertaining to logistic support, in par
ticular the desirability 'of initiating at an inter
gover,nmental level, an exchange of information on the 
pertinent logistic facilities of permanent and semi
permanent installations in Antarctica, including the 
design and construction o f buildings and airstrips 
and t he performance o f aircraf t, ships, tractors and 
other land vehicles. 

New Zealand Embassy, 
Washington, D.c. 
12 April 1961 

A.~ •u• ........ ---
a .. •'1D& 1D oan-.rra 4ur1DC Jul.J' 'beoom• a di•"iao" i>O••iltili 'Q'. 

!h•/••••••••••• 
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be diaouaa d with the Americans . I shall also be glad of your 

guidance in respect of the other ogenda ite e which the Group 

will be diecussill8· 

Finally I wolll.d draw your at tention to the fact that 

the Argentine representative hae informed the Group that B new 

ArBentine ot ation has been established in Antarctica. The 

station is oo.lled Teni ente Matienzo and ie located a t Nunatac 

Larsen at 64° 58 ' 14" Sou.th and 600 02 1 )6 11 iVeet - this 

ird'ormation of course supplement• the information already provided 

by the Argentine in resi;ect of expeditions and etations in terms 

of Article VII 5 of the Antarctic Treat y . 

The next meetill8 of the Group will be held on 

Wednesday, 26th April, 1961. 

'\/ 
AMBASSADOR. 



·- -
excbanae information obtained from their own experience in 

Antarctica in the field of logistic s\lpport. :By this means 

countries could benefit from each other• experience in Antarctica. 

In reply to a query as to whether the New Zealand 

item did not conflict to a degree with the item on reciprocal 

assistance, the New Zealand representative stated that the item 

related to matters which covered a far wider t1eld than merely 

providing assist ance. The New Zeala.ud item is also broader than 

whRt is envieQ8ed by Article VII (5) ot the Treaty and so could 

well be a separate item. 

The United States has made the point in relation to 

this proposal that SCAR at its Meeting in Cambridge laet year 

set up a working group on logistics and that there has been some 

oorree~ondence between Admiral. Tyree who ie Chairman of this 

group and the Secretary of SCAR on the desirability of holding a 

symposium on logistics in the near future. He suggested that it 

might be \lsefu.1 to ascertnln hat is being contempla ted by this 

symposium and to bear this in mind in relation to whatever 

discussion there is in Canberra on losistic oupport. 

There was very little disouesion of the New Zealand 

proposal, but it doee seem to cover a field which is not as yet 

embraced by a:n.y of the other agenda iteme . 

Your comments will be apprecia ted as soon ae possible. 

Now that the Argentine and Chilean ratification appears 

to be in the of:f1I18, members of the Group are pushing tor en 

early discussion of matters of subst8llce and the initiators of 

various agenda items are being asked for further information on 

their particular items. In the circwaatancea I shall be very glad 

if you will forward to me as soon aa yo\l oan the backgro\lDd paper 

which you are preparing on the South African item so t hat it can 

be/ •••••• 
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. Chilean augg1etion as far as can be recalled, oonforma with the 

correct procedure in matters of this sort and it is not likely 

that it will cause any strenuous objection. 

The Soviet representative raised the question of 

public and private sessions of the Canberra ieetin& (Rllle 7). 

He felt that all eesaione should be open and not only the 

opening plenary session. This suggestion was not discussed. 

There were very sound reasons as yo~ know tor holding the 

working sessions of the Antarctic Treaty Conference where 

political. issues were t o the fore, in private - on the other 

hand the Canberra Meeting is hopefully not going to be a political 

gatherill8 and therefore there may be lees reason for holding the 

working sessions in privat e. I shall be glad of your comments 

on this point and on any other points above dealing with the 

draft Rules of Procedure. 

Apart from the discussion of the draft Rules of 

Procedure the Group also touched briefly on the agendq. You 

will recall that at a previous meeting (my minute 43/44 of 2 

Maro~, 1961) the New Zealand representative indicated that his 

government m1ght wish to propose a separate item on logietica. 

This has now been done and I enclose copies of a New Zealand 

draft setting out the intent of their proposal . 

In subllitti:ng the new item the New Zealand represent

ative stated that the New Zealand scientist• have felt that 

SCAR consists of a group of scientists who do not wish to have 

their professional meetings cluttered up with non-professional 

problems. Therefore it io the Wish of New Zealand aoientleta 

that SCAR should confine itself more to scienti:ri.o matters and 

not concern itself so much with aubjecte such aa logistics. The 

New Zealcnd proposal therefore, aa you will note, envisages an 

inter-governmental exchange by means of which governments would 

exchange/ ••••• 
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Thie proposal was strongly opposed by the Australian 

repreaentat1ve and to a lesser degree by tbe re~reaentative ot 

New Zealand - they argued tha t it waa unneceeeary to include 

theae rules aa it goes without saying that the eeting can set 

up any cor:nm.itteea or working groups it may deem desirable. In 

actual !act the reason wb¥ the Australians reall7 oppose the 

United Kingdom suggestion is probably due to the faot that they 

fear that actual reference to Committee• ma.y' encourage the 

Meeting to set up suop Committees - this they would hope to avoid 

becauae it could create secretaria:l difficulties for them. The 

Austr alian representative haa repeatedly etreeaed that the only 

committee which it would be neceeaary to establish would be a 

dratting committee. 

The majority of the group, howeTer, appear to favour 

the United Kingdom proposal and altho\lgh no decision hae as yet 

been reached it is probable that Rul•• 11 , 14 and 15 of the 

Rules of Prooedure of the Antarctic Conference will be incorporated 

at a suitable place in the draft Rules of Procedure for the 

Canberra Meeting. (The word "Committee" will, of course, replace the 
v.oi·d "Conference"). 

The representative of Chile expressed some dissatisfac-

tion with the preeent wording ot dra:tt Rule 6 which provides that 

the hoot government will appoint the Secretary for the Meeting. 

He drew attention to tbe tact that the Ru.lea of Procedure of the 

Antarctic Conference had provided that the Conference would 

appoint the Secretary General and he considered that the Canberra 

4ratt Ru.lea should similarly make provision for the appointment 

of the Secretary of -the eeting b7 the eetins. You will recall 

that there was considerable diecueoion on this point prior to 

the Antarotic Conference and thot all eTentually e&reed that 

while the Secretary General would, in tact, ot course be the 

noi:Unee of the host government, it would be desirable to maintain 

th• form that he would be appointed by the Conference. The 

Chilean/ •••••• 
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The Group devoted eome time to a discussion of the 

drat't Rulee of Procedure for t he Canberra eeting ot which you 

ot course have a copy. 

There was some dieoueeion of a proposal to delete 

rules 8 to 16 ot the Rulea ot Procedure, but from the trend ot 

the diacuesion it wol.lld seem tha t these Rules will be retained. 

The United Kingdom representa tive susgeeted that the 

draft Rules should contain a section on committees end working 

groups and he proposed specifically tha t Rules 11, 14 and 15 of 

the Rules of Procedure of the Antarctic Conference of 1959, 

might be included in the draft Rules at a suitable place . The 

Ru.lee of Procedure of the Antarctic Conference as adopted on 

16 October, 1959, are contained in Document 2 of t he Antarctic 

Conference Papers which e.re in your possession, but tor ease of 

re~erence Rules 11, 14 and 15 are quoted below:-

Rule 11 - The Conference, to facilitate its work, may 

establish au.ch oommi ttees as it may deem necessary tor 
the performance of its functions, definina their terms 
of reference. 

Rule 14 - The ColllJllitteee shall operate wider the Rules 
of Procedure of the Conference, except where they are 
inapplicable. 

Rule 15 - Working Groups may be established by the 
Conference or its Cormaitteea . 

fhe United Killgdom representative arsued that the 

Gro~p should endeaTour to facilitate tbe work of the Canberra 

••tine aa !tu" aa possible in order to forestall e:n7 wraragling 

a t the Conference and that it was therefore advisable to insert 

in the draft 'Rul.es the above three Antarctic Oonterenoe Rules 

so that it would be clear exactly what the powers of the 

Conference were ae tar as the eatabliahment ot colJID1.itteea and 

working sroupe is oonoerned. 

This/.• ••• 
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12th April, 1961 
CONFIDENTIAL 

THE SECRETARY FOR EXTERNAL APP.AIRS 

(Copied to London end Canb•rra) 

A N T A R C T I C A 

The ThirtY firet Meeting of the Interim Group was 

held on Tuesday 11th April , 1961. 

As its first item of business the Group approved 

the summary record of the Thirtieth Meeting. 

The Group heard further encouraging news regardins 

the ratification of the Treaty by the Argentine and Chile. 

The Argentine representative stated that it was possible that 

the Argentine House of Representatives would begin consider

ation of the Treaty on the 13th April, althoueh of course he 

could not guarantee this. The Chilean representative informed 

the Group that the Chilean Senat• had unanimously approved 

the Treaty on 5 April, and that the Chilean 1oreign Office had 

commented that the unanimity in the Sena te SU&geeted that 

action in the House wou.ld be ewift. Ae you know trom fJJ3 

minute 43/44 of 30th March, 1961, the House will have to act 

before the expiry of the present legislative period which ends 

on about 20 May . The Chilean representative has in fact 

expressed the personal view that approval. by the House could 

reas onably be expected before the end of April . 

If the Argentine and Chile r atify in the near future 

a meeting in Canberra during July becomes a distinct pooeioility. 

The/ ••••••••••• 
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AFFAIRS 

Canberra) 

TAR CTIC A 

t Meetill& of the Interim Group was 

1961. 

em of business the Group approved 

hirtieth J4eeting. 

fUrther encouraging news regardins 

aty by the Argentine and Chile. 

:i:ne l'lrgwnv ..1.ne i·.,11.r:.:ie~:m.ftai..ue stated tha t it was possible that 

the Argentine House of Representatives would begin consider

ation of the Treaty on the 13th April, aJ.thoueh of course he 

could not guarantee this. The Chilean representative informed 

the Group that the Chilean Senate had unanimously approved 

the Treaty on 5 April, and that the Chilean Foreign Office had 

commented tha t the unanimity in the Senate suggested that 

action in the House woald be swift. Ae you know from my 

minute 43/44 of 30th Karch , 1961, the House will have to act 

before the expiry of t he present legiel ntive period which ends 

on about 20 May. The Chilean representative has in faot 

expressed the personal view tha t approval by the House could 

reasonably be expected before the end of April. 

If the Argentine and Chile ratify in the near future 

a meeting in Canberra during July becomes a distinct possibility. 

The/ •••••••••• • 
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(A . 1521!~/lO) 
FOREI'JN OPPI<r.3, S. '1 . l . 

Liarch 21, 1961 . 

I t:r. de Villiers called on Mr . Hankey on Januarr, 26 to 
discuss your Government's proposal that on item on 'the exchange 
of in1'ormatio11 and advice relatil)g to the a:pplication of 
nuclea1· energy in the (Antarctic) Treaty Area" should be placed 
on the agenda :f'or- the Conference of' the t\·1el ve Treaty Po 1Vers 
which is to toke place in Canberra t\·10 months after the Tr·eaty 
has been rotified by all concerned and has come into force . 

2. I understand that your Government is mainly concerned 
to ensu1•e the co- operation between the Treaty Powers and the 
International Atomic ~nergy Authority in Vienna, and that a 
declaration of an intention to co- operate uith the Agency should 
be made at Canberra . 

3 . 11e have now obtained the views of the Atomic Energy 
Authority and the Office of the Minister for Science . They 
have pointed out one or tuo difficulties which any debate 
resulting :rrom ~rour proposal might entail . As you msy know 
the whole question or nuclear explosiona and the disposal o:r 
radio active ~aote stirred up great emotions ot the 1959 
Washington Cont'erence to negotiate the Treaty . In particular 
there was the danger that the Russians might be ab-e to make 
propaganda out of this issue. They are trying to create public 
misapprehension about the disposal or such waste into the sea. 
They may even wish to attack the Americans about wa te from 
their reactor at McMurdo Sound. 

4. The Note ~hich your delegate at the Interim Consultative 
Group in Washington added to the proposed item might perhaps 
have bePn confined solely to the exchange of information and 
advice relating to the application o:f' nuclea1• ener·gy in the 
Treaty area and to any r die-active wuate resulting therefrom 
that might require to be disposed o'!: locally. If it were 
amended in this iay, we r.ould see no objection to it . It is 
on1y if the resolution led to a long debate in which the 
Americana (especially) were embarrasced that we would find it 
awk mI'd . 

5. Otherwise we think th t the idea behind y ur proposal 
is admirable and we t'ully ap reci~te the v lue of co-operation 
between the Treaty Powers and the International Atomic Energy 
Authority •/ 

A.F. Droke , Esq ., 
South A:f'rica House . 

(R . H .• G. IJdmonds) 1/6'&: 
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' Comments by Australian Representative on 
Relating to Logistic Support 

attera 

We see advantages in the Treaty aeeuming responsibility 
in this field since , in most countries, governments rather than 
scientific acJdemiee control logistic support of expeditions. 

We would therefore sup~ort the New Zealand proposal to 
inscribe this item on the agenda. We would hope, however, that 
having regard to the amount of work envisaged for the Canberra 
meeting , the discussion would be confined to broad principles . 
The Canberra meetill8 might decide that it would be useful to 
have a meeting of experts on this subject at a future date . 

We do not etJ8eest that SCAR should divest itself of 
responsibility until some new arrangement under the Treaty is 
in operation . We understand that a symposium on logistics, 
sponsored by SCAR, will be held in the United States in August. 
Thie meeting would provide an opportunity to consider the 
results of the Canberra meeting and for the eympoeiwn to for::nulate 
a recommendation to the SCAB meeting in October . SCAR might , 
for instance , then make a formal decision to withdraw from this 

field of activity . 

26 April 1961 

suggestion, and that representatives at the Meeting should 

also allow a few de.ye after the end of the Meeting for what 

he called a poet Meetina tour, ~reaumably ae the guests of 

the Auatr al.ian Government . 

Most/ •••••••• 
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Ca:iments by Australian hepresentative on 

Procedures for the Canberra meeting 

We envisar:e the follovinv proceduns for the conduct or 

business at the Canberra meeting:-

(1) All item~ to be discussed in plenary session, 

(2) A drafting canrnittee comprif'ing all parties be set 

up to prepare a report on the basis of the discussions 

i n the plenary, 

(J) The dra.f'tine commi ttee might have before it a 

preliminary paper prepared by the ~ecretariat whi ch 

would help focus discussion, 

(4) The draft prepared by the draftin~ ca:nmittee for 

approval b7 the plenary should represent a consensus 

of views and in these circw:.stances a majority and 

mino1ity repo1t would not be necessary. 

The report as we see it will comprise all the rccamnendations 

of the meetin~. It will be approved in accordance with paraPraph 20 

of the draft rules of procedure and then be forwarded to governments 

for consideration under Article IX (4) of the Treaty, viz . , "The 

rnea2u1es ••• shall become effective when approved by all the 

contracting parties whose representatives were entitled to participate 

in the meetin11; held to coneider thoce measures . 11 

hC also sucge~t that , for reference purposes, a separate 

1 eccrd of proceedinge f'hould bE. ;iieparod \olhioh would ewcarizt> the 

l'!VUl"I riiecuseions. 

26 April 1961. 

aleo allow a !ew days after the end ot the Heetins for what 

he called a post Meetill8 tour, presWllably aa the gues ts of 

the Auatralie.n Government. 

Moat / •••••••• 
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Group wanted he would not insist on the maintenance of separate 
records . I have on idea, however, that this mat ter is not yet 

dispos ed of e.nd I would be gra teful. for any comments you ma, 

have in particular in view of your 1J\1nute 102/2/7/3 of 28 Kovember, 

1960. 

I might add here tha t I have an idea that a.lthouah 

the Australians suggested that aeparate record• be kept they in 

actual fact would be quite happy to see these dispensed with 

because of the extra strain the maintenonce of such records would 

place on their secretarial services. A1though they made the 

suggestion for the maintenance of such records they did not 

press it and were quite happy to follow the lead of other member s 

of t he Group who spoke against it. 

There waa no opportunity at todaJ'• meetina to get 

down to a discussion of matters of substance, but it has been 

suggested that at the next meeting of the Group an effort ehouJ.d 

be made to truce up a discussion of the item dealina with 

relations with SCAR and alco the other three item• which are 

concerned with scientific matters. If you have any ideas that 

you would wish to be p~t forward in relation to these questions , 

I ohall be glad to receive them. 

In view of the apparent proximity of the Canberra 

Meeting it is also desirable that the background paper on the 

item which has been proposed by us should be discussed with the 

Americana as soon as possible. 

I am enclosing three copies of a paper circulated 

a t the Meeting by the Australiah representative relatina to the 

New Zealand item concerning Logistic Support. Thie item was not 

discussed at today's Meeting. 

The next meetina will be held on Thursday, 4th May, 1961. 

D. s. Franklin 

.AMBASSADOR 
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Not all repreeentativee were enamoured of this idea. 

It waa pointed out that to approve records at the end of a 

conference waa a somewhat unusual procedure. The representatives 

of the Soviet Union and the Argentine also expreesed the view 

that ma1ntainil'l8 records would merely complicate and formalise 

the proceedings of the Meeting which it had been hoped would be 

kept as s imple and informal a• possible. The Belgian and 

South African representativee on the other hand spoke in favour 

of maintaining some sort of record of the conference proceedings . 

It wae pointed out for example, that not only would such records 

be aseful for reference purpose•, but that they would provide 

an opporti.mity for differ ences of opinion to be on record which 

might not appear in the final report. 

The Argentine representat~ve wondered whether the 

dif~iculty of havil'l8 the views of vario\18 repreeentat ivea on 

record :might not be overcome by th• repreeentative of each 

country making a final statement at the conclusion of the 

Conference which would b e on record and in which any partic\lJ.ar 

views or differenoea he might wish to strese would be brought 

out. It waa quite rialltly pointed out, however, that such a 

proced\ll'e would not be desirable because it might result in 

other representatives reeling they had to reply to ouch etate

mente and the Meeting might find itself in no time getting bogged 

down into a d1acue11on of matters which were already euppo•ed to 

have been disposed of. 

After s ome discussion it was suggested that instead 

of maintainill8 records the final report of the Conference might 

contain references to differing view• expressed by representatives 

in relation to various items on th• agenda. Thie is the procedure 

which eeems to commend itself to moat member• of th• Group and 

the South African representative stated that if this was what the 

Group/ ••••• 
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Most representatives did not voice any specific 

objections to a date in July, althouah July is evidently going 

to present some difficulty to the Norwegian• as the Norwegian 

Antarctic scientists are carrying out research on Spitzbergen 

d11ring the course ot that month. The United States represent

ative suggested that the month of AU8uat might b• more suitable, 

but this is difficult for the Australians because Parliament 

House where the Meeting is to be held will not then be available. 

In the circumstances it seeme likely (depending, of 

course on the Chilean ratification) that the Meetill8 will be 

held in July . I assume that July will not present any particular 

difficulty as far as the Union is concerned? 

I am enclosing a paper circulated at the Meeting today 

by the Australian representatiTe, which deals with cert ain of the 

"Procedures for the Canberra Meeting" os envisaged by the 

Auetraliena. 

The discussion of this paper was in the main focussed 

on the last par98r aph which deals with the keeping of a separate 

record of the proceedings at the Canberra Meeting. You will 

note that the Australian pa~er suggests that such a record 

should be kept. You will recall that some time aao th• Group 

decided that it would not be necessary to keep sWIUllary reoorda 

and it is apparent that the AuetraJ.iana do not haT• sWIDl~ 

record• in aind in the sense that such a record would summarise 

everything that had been said. The Australian representative 

stated that they did not envi &988 a day to day summary record, 

but rather a record which would be prepared during the course 

of the Meeting end approved towards th• end ~f the Meeti~. 

Thia record which would eWlllllarise th• main points of Tiew expres

sed would be separate from the report of the Meeting . 

Not/ ••••• 
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26th April, 1961 

COllFIDENTI AL 

THE SECRETARY FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

(Copied to London and Canberra) 

A N T A R C T I C A 

Th• Thirty-second Meetina of the Interim Group 

was held today. 

The su;amary record of th• Thirty-first Meeting 

was approved unanimously. 

The representat ive of the Argentine announced 

that the Argentine House of Representatives approved the 

An~arotio Treaty yesterday i.e. on 25 April. All const1tu

tional requirements for ratification have now been ~et by 

the Argentine and it is now merely a question of depositing 

the instrument of ratificat ion. 

The Chilean representative had no flll'ther news 

about ratification but it seem• thnt there is reason for 

optimism that the Treaty will not run into difficulties in 

the Ch1ltan Bouse of Representatives in particular now that 

the Argentine has rat ified. 

The Austral.ian representative has now proposed 

that the Canberra Meeting should be held between 10 and 24 

Jul.y . He has stressed that thia is merely a tentative 

suggestion, and that representatives at the Meeting should 

also allow a few days after the end of the Meetill8 for what 

he called a post Meetins tour, presumably aa the guests of 

the A~atralian Government. 

Most/ •••••••• 
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second Meeting of the Interim Group 

record of the Thirty-first Meeting 

ntat ive of the Argentine announced 

ot Bepr esentatives approved the 

---~~-.-~~v~~~~--~~~ y i.e. on 25 April. All constitu-

tional requirements for ratification have now been me t by 

the Argentine and it is now merely a question of depositing 

the instrument of ratif~cation. 

The Chilean representative had no further news 

about ratif ication but it seems that there is reaeon for 

optim1sm that the Treaty will not run into difficulties in 

the Chilean House ot Representatives in ,Particular now that 

the Argentine has r atified. 

The Austra.lian repr e sentative has now proposed 

that the Canberra llleeting Slioul.d be held between lO and 24 

July. He has stressed that thia is merely a tentative 

euggeation, end that representatives at the Meeting should 

aleo allow a tew days af'ter the end ot the Meeting for what 

he called a post Keetins tour, preewaably aa the gues ts of 

the Australian Government. 

Most/ •••••••• 



ANTARCTIC TREATY 

AGENDA FOR CANBERRA MEETING 

As a contribution to discussion the following paragraphs 
are suggested as possible draft recommendations from 
representatives at the Canberra meeting to their Governments. 

Item: Exchange of Information regarding Plans for 
Scientific Programmes. 

" It is recommended that Governments should 
facilitate the continuation of the exchange of 
information regarding plans for scientific programmes 
as now carried on through SCAR and by such other 
means as may ensure the availability of this information." 

(The Canberra Meeting would also presumably wish to explore 
the other ways by which this exchange could be facilitated.) 

Item: Exchange of Scientific Personnel. 

" It is recommended that Governments should promote 
the continued exchange of scientific personnel amongst 
their expeditions and should make available to their 
scientific organizations' such of their facilities as may 
be helpful to this purpose." 

New Zealand Embassy, 
Washington, D.C . 

3 May 1961 . 
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