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ATCM XXIV Final Report

FINAL REPORT
OF THE XXIV ANTARCTIC TREATY CONSULTATIVE MEETING
St.Petersburg, Russian Federation, 9 — 20 July 2001

(1) Pursuant to Article IX of the Antarctic Treaty, Representatives of the Consultative
Parties — Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, China, Finland, France,
Germany, India, Italy, Japan, the Republic of Korea, the Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Peru, Poland, the Russian Federation, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America and
Uruguay — met in St.Petersburg from the 9" to 20™ of July 2001 for the purpose of
exchanging information, holding consultations and developing recommendations to their
governments, Measures in furtherance of the principles and objectives of the Treaty.

(2) The Meeting was also attended by delegations of the following Contracting Parties to
the Antarctic Treaty which are not Consultative Parties: Canada, the Czech Republic,
Denmark, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Estonia, Greece, Romania,
Slovakia, Switzerland and Ukraine.

(3) In accordance with the Rule of Procedure Observers and Experts from the
Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMLR), the
Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research (SCAR), the Council of Managers of
National Antarctic Programs (COMNAP), the Antarctic and Southern Ocean Coalition
(ASOC), the International Association of Antarctica Tourist Operators (IAATO), the
United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) and the World Meteorological
Organization (WMO) having a technical or scientific interest in Antarctica were present
at the Meeting.

(4) On 8 July 2001 a meeting of the Heads of Delegations of the Consultative Parties was
held at the St.Petersburg Representation of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian
Federation. Heads of Delegations considered organizational matters of the Consultative
Meeting, including a provisional agenda and allocation of agenda items.

(5) At the initiative of Chile the St.Petersburg Declaration was adopted (Appendix 1).

Item 1: Opening of the Meeting

(6) Ambassador Leonid A.Skotnikov, Director of the Legal Department, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, opened the Meeting.

(7) A message of greeting from the President of the Russian Federation, V.V.Putin, to the
XXIV Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting was read out by the Deputy Plenipotentiary
Representative of the President in the Northwestern Federal District, E.I. Makarov.

(8) The Deputy Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Economic Relations of the
St.Petersburg Administration, V.E.Churov, read out a message of welcome to the Meeting
from the Governor of St.Petersburg, V.A.Yakovlev.
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(9) A message of greeting was received from Deputy Chairman of the State Duma of the
Federal Assembly, A.Chilingarov

(10) The texts of these messages are reproduced at Annex D.

(11) Following the previous practice, opening statements were not delivered at the
meeting. They were provided in written form for inclusion in the Final Report and are
reproduced at Annex D.

Item 2: Election of Officers

(12) Ambassador Leonid A.Skotnikov was elected Chairman of the Meeting.
Mr.Valery S.Knyazev was appointed Head of the Secretariat and Reporteur. Mr.Vasily
Titushkin was appointed Executive Secretary. Two working groups were established and,
after informal consultations, the Meeting elected Ambassador Don MacKay of New
Zealand as Chairman of Working Group I and Dr.Roberto Puceiro of Uruguay as
Chairman of Working Group II.

Item 3: Adoption of the Agenda
(13) The following Agenda was adopted:
1) Opening of the Meeting
2)  Election of Officers
3)  Adoption of the Agenda
4)  Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System:
a. General Matters;
b. Consequences of the entry into force of the Protocol on
Environmental Protection and related issues.
5)  Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System - Reports by Observers and Experts:
a. Reports under Recommendation XIII-2;
b. Reports in relation to Article III (2) of the Treaty.
6)  Report of the Committee for Environmental Protection
7)  Compliance with the Protocol on Environmental Protection
8)  Co-operation among Parties with respect to Article 6 of the Protocol
9)  Emergency Response and Contingency Planning
10)  The Question of Liability as Referred to in Article 16 of the Protocol
11)  Safety of Operations in Antarctica
12)  Relevance of Developments in the Arctic and the Antarctic

13)  Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities in the Antarctic Treaty Area
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14)  Inspections under the Antarctic Treaty

I5)  Science Issues, particularly Scientific Co-operation and Facilitation
16)  Operational Issues

17)  Educational Issues

18)  Exchange of Information

19)  Preparation of the XXV Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting

20)  Other business

21)  Adoption of the Final Report

22)  Closure of the Meeting

(14) The Meeting adopted the following allocation of agenda items:

Plenary: Items 1, 2, 3, 5(a), 5(b), 6, 19, 20, 21, 22
The Committee for Environmental Protection (CEP): Items 7, 8
Working Group | (WGI): Items 4, 8, 10, 12, 18

Working Group II (WGII): Items 9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17.

(15) The schedule for the Meeting was also adopted.

Item 4: Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System

(16) Germany introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP1) “Working practices and
procedures of the Consultative Meetings and their Working Groups”. Germany noted that
the aim of the Paper was to review the structure and working practices of the ATCM with
a view to enhancing efficiency and cost effectiveness. Delegations welcomed this
contribution and the Meeting discussed the ideas in the Paper, noting that the
establishment of a Secretariat would assist with these organizational issues.

(17) Some delegations raised concerns about the suggestion that papers be first translated
before they could be submitted. Other delegations welcomed the proposal to consider
whether any reorganization of the Working Groups of the ATCM was appropriate. The
view was expressed that there were already rules about establishing the Meeting’s
Agenda. There were different views about the preferred timing for ATCMs. Some
delegations preferred annual meetings, while others preferred to hold meetings on a
biennial basis.

(18) The Meeting agreed to establish a contact group to be coordinated by Germany
during the intersessional period. The terms of reference for the group were agreed as
follows:

a) To review the structure and working practices of the ATCM with a view to

enhancing efficiency and cost effectiveness; and

b) To report with proposals to the ATCM.
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(19) The group will work intersessionally through e-mail correspondence and delegations
were invited to send their e-mail address to: 504-1@auswaertiges-amt.de so that a
mailing list could be established.

(20) The Meeting considered the establishment of a permanent Secretariat. The United
Kingdom advised the Meeting of the 17 July 2001 statement “UK Response to Argentine
Defence Minister’s Statement of 6 July 2001 (Appendix 3). The Meeting welcomed this
announcement that the United Kingdom was ready to join a consensus on the location of
the proposed Secretariat to the Antarctic Treaty.

(21) Argentina thanked the United Kingdom for the statement of the Foreign Secretary of

17 July 2001, and expressed its special satisfaction at the United Kingdom’s decision to

join the consensus on Buenos Aires candidacy to host the Antarctic Treaty Secretariat.

Argentina noted that the establishment of the Secretariat would strengthen the Antarctic

Treaty System, at a time when it faced increasing tasks, not only in volume but also in

complexity. The work of the Committee on Environmental Protection was a clear
example of this. Argentina noted it placed special emphasis on upgrading and

strengthening its scientific research effort.

(22) A comprehensive reorganization of the structure of the Argentine Antarctic
Programme had begun and would result in research projects being clearly defined and
subject to external peer review by universities and national scientific institutes. This
reorganization would also address the modernization of logistic activities so as to ensure
that logistic support was tailored to meet the specific demands of the scientific
programme. These reforms would provide a far-reaching national Antarctic strategy,
with a strengthened scientific programme, ably supported by integrated logistics, at its
core. It would also provide for the protection of the environment, and for the conservation
of Antarctic marine living resources.

(23) Argentina recalled its offer made in 1992 to provide a building and services for the
Secretariat in Buenos Aires, together with the initial provision of office equipment. The
Statement of the Minister of Defence of Argentina of 6 July 2001 is attached at
Appendix 2.

(24) All delegations unanimously and warmly welcomed the new consensus on the site of
the Secretariat, noting this historic occasion for the Antarctic Treaty System, and that the
Secretariat would considerably enhance the operation of the Antarctic Treaty System. The
Meeting decided that the Secretariat shall be established in Buenos Aires and adopted
Decision 1 (2001) contained in Annex B. Delegations congratulated Argentina and the
United Kingdom on this important development.

(25) Italy and New Zealand presented Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP35) concerning
the modalities for establishing an Antarctic Treaty Secretariat. Paper recalled that ATCM
XVII in Venice had marked the beginning of discussions on the form, composition,
functions and financing for the new institutions, when consensus on the principle of a
Secretariat had been reached. There had been numerous discussions since and a
consensus was confirmed at ATCM XXIII on establishing a permanent Secretariat. At
SATCM XII in the Hague, [taly and New Zealand had presented papers on this issue and
been requested to present a single paper for this meeting.

10
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(26) Uruguay introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP36) on behalf of Argentina,
Brazil, Chile, Peru and Uruguay. Uruguay noted that there were several important issues
to decide, including the form of the instrument establishing the Secretariat, its legal
capacity, and the question of funding. The paper was very similar to the paper presented
by Italy and New Zealand.

(27) The United Kingdom noted that establishing a Secretariat involved legal and political
issues including the question of establishing privileges and immunities for the institution
and its staff. Germany noted that it would be helpful to consider a draft Headquarters
Agreement as well as elements of financial regulations at the next meeting together with
Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP37). Germany offered to prepare key elements of
possible financial regulations.

(28) A number of points to be considered and included in the decision that could be taken
by a Measure were made:

- Legal capacity of the Secretariat only in the host country and ircluding
immunities attached to Secretariat staff and the status of the Secretariat as an
executive arm of the ATCM in the exercise of the Secretariat’s legal capacity (e.g.
as illustrated by Article IV set out in Working Paper (XX1V ATCM/WP37);

- The Executive Secretary shall be appointed on objective criteria. The most
competent person shall be selected after an open application procedure;

- The host country obligations should be specified such as the duty and tax
exemptions for the Secretariat and staff, and the provision of the premises and
equipment for the Secretariat.

(29) Delegations noted that Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP37) submitted by
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Italy, New Zealand, Peru and Uruguay would be a useful
reference point for further discussions. The Meeting agreed to return to the question of
developing the necessary modalities and agreements for the Secretariat at its next
meeting. Argentina was invited to circulate a draft Headquarters Agreement and material
relating to privileges and immunities as soon as possible to assist with further
consideration of the modalities of the establishment of a Secretariat intersessionally.
Argentina indicated that it would welcome any informal feedback on these texts.

(30) The Netherlands introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP18) and Information
Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP25) on “Status of Recommendations, Measures, Decisions and
Resolutions of the ATCM”. The Netherlands noted that the papers were aimed at
achicving a better understanding and not at any change in the legal force of the past
Recommendations of the ATCM. The number of law-making activities of the ATCM
was large and increasing, and there is a backlog of Recommendations and Measures of
the ATCM that have not yet been approved by all Consultative Parties and were not
therefore yet in force. At the same time, some of the past Recommendations had clearly
been superseded by subsequent Recommendations, or had become obsolete for other
reasons. The meeting adopted Resolution 1 (2001) contained in Annex C to start the
process of review leading to a Decision to be taken at the next ATCM.

(31) With reference to Para. 32 of the Final Report of ATCM XXIII, Peru presented
Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP6) outlining its experiences as Host Government of
the Lima Meeting. There was agreement on a suggestion by Norway and Peru that the

tH
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organizers of the XXV ATCM are entitled to transmit Working Papers and Information
Papers prepared for the Meeting by posting them on the ATCM Homepage as an
alternative to the prescribed diplomatic channels. The two countries committed
themselves to presenting a Draft Decision formalizing this procedure at ATCM XXV.

(32) Chile introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP27) “The Enquiry Procedure of
Article 18”. The Meeting welcomed the paper and Chile’s offer to begin consultations on
the subject during the intersessional period, and to report to the ATCM XXIV the
reactions including a possible recommendation on the development of the enquiry
procedure foreseen in Article 18 of the Protocol.

Item 5: Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System: Reports by Observers and
Experts

a. Reports under Recommendation XIII-2

(33) Pursuant to Recommendation XIII-2, the Meeting received reports from:

i) The United States Government as the Depositary Government of the
Antarctic Treaty,

i1) The Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living
Resources (CCAMLR),

iii) The Australian Government as the Depositary Government for the
Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources
(CCAMLR),

iv) The United Kingdom Government as the Depositary Government of
the Convention for the Conservation of Antarctic Seals (CCAS),

V) The Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research (SCAR),

vi) The Council of Managers of National Antarctic Programs (COMNAP)

These reports are reproduced at Annex F.

(34) In relation to the report by the United States the Meeting warmly welcomed the
accession by Estonia to the Antarctic Treaty. This demonstrates the increasing interest by
States in the Antarctic Treaty System. The Meeting also warmly welcomed the adherence
by Ukraine to the Environmental Protocol to the Antarctic Treaty and noted Information
Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP70).

(35) Australia introduced a draft resolution supporting the work of CCAMLR in
combating illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing, and recommending that all Parties
to the Antarctic Treaty which where not Contracting Parties to the Convention or
Members of the Convention, whose flag vessels fish for toothfish or who are involved in
the trade of toothfish, implement the CCAMLR Catch Documentation Scheme for
Dissostichus spp. The Meeting adopted Resolution 2 (2001) contained in Annex B.

(36) The United Kingdom informed the Meeting about consideration of the “Question of
Antarctica” during the 54th session of the United Nations General Assembly.

12
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b. Reports in relation to Article III (2) of the Antarctic Treaty

(37) In accordance with Rule 30 of the ATCM Rules of Procedure reports were presented
by ASOC, IAATO and WMO. These reports are reproduced at Annex G.

Item 6: Report of the Committee for Environmental Protection

(38) The Chairman of the Committee for Environmental Protection presented the Final
Report of CEP IV. The report is reproduced at Annex E.

(39) The Chairman of th¢ Committee noted that CEP IV had considered 24 Working
Papers and 47 Information Papers. The Chairman drew attention to a number of key
issues requiring approval, endorsement or the attention of the ATCM.

(40) The Meeting noted that CEP IV had agreed to amend the Guidelines on circulation
of CEP documents (paragraph 3 of the CEP Report). Specifically CEP IV had decided to
change the submission deadlines for Working and Information Papers to accord with
those of the ATCM. ATCM XXIV agreed to these changes and adopted Decision 2
(2001) contained in Annex C to which the amended Guidelines are attached.

(41) The Chairman of the Committee also noted that CEP IV had decided to undertake a
rolling review of the Annexes of the Environmental Protocol, starting at CEP V with
Annex 1I (paragraph 6 of the CEP Report). The Meeting endorsed this proposal
recognizing that amendment of the Annexes, to reflect changing environmental
conditions and practices, had been inherent in the original design of the Protocol as a
framework Document with attached Annexes.

(42) Furthermore, the Chairman of the Committee noted that the CEP had established an
Intersessional Contact Group to address cumulative impacts of activities in Antarctica
(paragraph 31 of the CEP Report).

(43) During discussion of the draft Resolution on the unrestricted collection of meteorites
in Antarctica a number of delegations expressed their concern that the Resolution did not
adequately address the seriousness of the situation, which had been brought to the
attention of the Committee by the scientific community.

(44) The view was expressed by many delegations that the unrestricted collection of
meteorites in Antarctica was a violation of Article 7 of the Protocol and that appropriate
legal and administrative measures needed to be introduced by those Parties currently
unable to regulate this activity. The Meeting adopted Resolution 3 (2001) contained in
Annex C.

(45) On the issue of inspection reports (paragraphs 11-14 of the CEP Report), Norway
emphasized the need to ensure that the procedures of Article 14 of the Protocol are
properly adhered to. It was particularly important that the comments of those Parties
whose facilities had been inspected should be incorporated within the report. Norway also
suggested that whilst the environmental aspects of inspection reports should be addressed
by the CEP, other aspects of the reports should be dealt with by Working Group II or I as
appropriate.

13
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(46) In relation to the issue of inspections, the Meeting supported the proposal from the
US that stations in Antarctica should maintain up-to-date information on their facilities in
the format of the inspection check lists, and urged all Parties to adopt the practice of
compiling such data.

(47) The UK also drew attention to the disparity between meeting the obligations of
elements of Annex II and actual practice at bases in Antarctica as highlighted in the
Norwegian inspection report (paragraph 12(b) of the CEP report). To address this the
Meeting requested COMNAP to provide advice on how best practice might meet the
requirements of the Waste Management Annex.

(48) The Meeting noted the CEP’s discussion on the Czech Republic’s proposals to
construct a new research facility on King George Island (paragraphs 19-23 of the CEP
Report). The Meeting recommended that the Czech Republic should take due account of
the provisions of Recommendation XV-17 concerning the siting of new stations,
including the need for a CEE before proceeding further with this proposal.

(49) France noted the CEP’s discussion on Russia’s proposals for further drilling
operations above the sub-glacial lake Vostok (paragraph 26 of the CEP Report). France
questioned Russia on the timetable for the production of a CEE. Russia confirmed that
this would be prepared in time for ATCM XXV.

(50) The Chairman of the Committee also noted that the CEP would continue its
intersessional work on Antarctic Specially Protected Species. (Paragraph 36 of the CEP
Report). The UK complimented the work undertaken to date by the CEP contact group
under the convenership of Argentina. However, the UK also noted that the possible
extension of the status of Specially Protected Species to taxa not already covered by the
Protocol could, in due course, raise concerns of a jurisdictional nature between the
competencies of different elements of the Antarctic Treaty System.

(51) In relation to the list of IEEs circulated by the host country in accordance with
Resolution 6 (1995), many Delegations noted that Article 8 of the Environmental
Protocol required that Environmental Impact Assessment must be done for all activities
undertaken in the Antarctic Treaty Area for which advance notification must be given
under Article VII (5) of the Treaty, including associated logistic support activities.
However some delegations noted, that the Final Act of the XI SATCM (at which the
Protocol was adopted) with respect to the activities referred to in Article 8 of the Protocol,
it was not intended that those activities should include activities undertaken pursuant to
CCAMLR. Some delegations further noted that this meant that a Party could not apply
the EIA process to foreign fishing vessels.

(52) New Zealand joined others in welcoming further discussion of this issue. It was
important to avoid any conflict of competence between the various organizations. While
it was clear that for some delegations the EIA process could not apply to fishing, New
Zealand noted that there were varying practices regarding auxiliary activities.

(53) In relation to the issue of a State of the Antarctic Environment Report (paragraphs
94-96 of the CEP Report), Sweden recalled that Article 12(j) of the Protocol provided for
the CEP to advise on this issue. However, Sweden noted that no progress had been made

14
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on this issue during CEP IV. The matter should therefore be retained on the agenda for
CEP V.

(54) The Chairman of the Committee drew attention to the draft Measures and
Resolutions attached to the CEP Report addressing proposals on protected areas, and
Historic Sites and Monuments. The Meeting adopted:

e Measure 1 (2001) on Historic Sites and Monuments regarding the A Hut
of Scott Base at Pram Point, Ross Island. The text of this Measure is
reproduced at Annex A.

e Measure 2 (2001) on Historic Sites and Monuments regarding the Base
Pedro Aguirre Cerda, Pendulum Cove, and Deception Island. The text of
this Measure is reproduced at Annex A.

e Measure 3 (2001) on extension of expiry dates for certain Sites of Special
Scientific Interest. The text of this Measure is reproduced at Annex A.

¢ Resolution 4 (2001) on reviewing the List of Historic Sites and
Documents. The text of this Resolution is reproduced at Annex C.

e Resolution 5 (2001) on handling of pre-1958 historic remains for which
the existence or present location has not been established. The text of this
Resolution is reproduced at Annex C.

(55) The Meeting expressed its appreciation and thanks to the CEP and its Chairman for
the Report, and approved the draft preliminary agenda for CEP V.

Item 7: Compliance with the Protocol on Environmental Protection

(56) Issues regarding compliance with the Protocol on Environmental Protection were
discussed by the Committee for Environmental Protection. The report of the Committee
on the matters covered by Annexes I through V of the Protocol (items 4a-4g) is
reproduced at Annex E. The Meeting took note of this Report.

Item 8: Co-operation among Parties with respect to Article 6 of the Protocol

(57) The meeting welcomed Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP21) “Report on co-
operation among Parties” from Australia; Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP22)
“Reducing fossil fuel use at Australian Stations” from Australia; and Information Paper
(XXIV ATCM/IP61) “Joint Antarctic Patrol between Chile and Argentina” from Chile.
The Meeting noted the contents of those papers.

Item 9: Emergency Response and Contingency Planning

(58) The Meeting recalied Resolution 1 (1997) on Emergency Response Action and
Contingency Planning adopted at ATCM XXI and endorsed the importance of applying
the 1992 COMNAP Guidelines, as well as the Guidelines for Reporting Oil Spill
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Incidents which occur in Antarctica. It was noted that the issue of emergency response
action and contingency planning had also been considered by CEP IV and as well as
during the discussions on the issues of liability for environmental damage.

(59) COMNAP advised that the COMNAP Guidelines on Contingency Planning and
Emergency Response Action, which had been adopted by ATCM XXIII, were available
on the publications section of the COMNAP Web-site (www.comnap.ag).

(60) COMNAP is currently developing comprehensive Guidelines on Contingency
Planning for other Incidents or Accidents that may occur in Antarctica. The draft
Guidelines are to be considered at the annual COMNAP meeting in August 2001. The
Meeting welcomed this information and commended COMNAP for its efforts.

Item 10: The Question of Liability as Referred to in Article 16 of the Protocol

(61) The Chairman of Working Group I, Don MacKay (New Zealand), reported on
progress on this Item since the discussions held at ATCM XXIII. He recalled that
informal consultations had been held in The Hague from 11 to 14 September 2000, during
which delegations had indicated a willingness to examine the United States text which
had been thoroughly discussed. Following those consultations the United States had
revised its text, now contained in Working Paper (ATCM XXIV/WP6), and the Chairman
had also prepared a draft Annex (Working Paper ATCM XXIV/WP17). He stressed
however that all previous texts still remained on the table. Informal consultations were
held during the first week of the ATCM. Delegations welcomed the two working papers
and the effort, which had gone into the US text.

(62) The Chairman recalled that informal consultations during the first week of the
ATCM had completed an article by article review of the texts referred to above. Four key
issues had been referred to small working groups, which had subsequently reported back
to the informal group as a whole.

(63) The Chairman noted that there had been a useful clarification of the definition of
“environmental emergency”, but that further work was needed on this issue. There had
also been good discussion of the term “unplanned or accidental events”. The Chairman
noted that deleting “unplanned” would however narrow the definition, not broaden it. No
difficulties had been expressed about the definition of “reasonable”, though several
delegations had suggested a reference to the “precautionary approach” being included.

(64) A small group was established to consider the question of “response action”. There
was a discussion as to whether the definition of “response action” contained an implicit
reference to the obligation to clean up, or whether this notion needed to be specifically
referred to in some form, and whether the definition of “response action” should include
restoration and compensation measures. The observation was made that Article 15 of the
Protocol does not require clean up per se. Some delegations had indicated that there was a
need to include an indemnity provision to encourage third parties to take response action.

(65) A small group was also established to consider “preventative measures” and
“contingency plans”, and drafted a text which broadened the provision to ensure that it
covered both land based and marine based incidents.
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(66) With respect to the definition of “operator” and jurisdictional issues, a further small
group was established. The group identified a number of possible nexuses between state
and operator and took the view that different approaches to the “nexus” issue might be
needed in different contexts.

(67) A further small group considered the issue raised by the references in the text to
“dependent and associated ecosystems”. Matters for consideration included the priority,
which needs to be given to the issue, the relevance of liability for transboundary pollution
under general international law, and the application of Article 6(3) of the Protocol.

(68) The Chairman noted that for many delegations Article 6(3) of his paper was an
important element, as it developed the step-by-step approach. Others criticized this article
as being inconsistent with an Annex based on response action. This required extensive
further discussion.

(69) The Chairman noted that there had been a wide-ranging discussion of “liability” and
some delegations indicated the need to include a provision relating to “joint and several
liability”. A view was also expressed about the need to consider the sovereign immunity
of aircraft. Further discussion of the issue of waiving sovereign immunity, as provided for
in the US text, was needed. Some delegations expressed the need for a provision on
enforcement of judgments. On the issue of exemptions from liability the question was
whether it is desirable for the exemptions referred to in the liability Annex to reflect more
precisely the exemptions listed in other Annexes to the Protocol. Some expressed the
view that scientific research deserves some special treatment, though not an exemption,
and also that the question of fault should be considered. It was also stated that private
entities should not be directly and effectively entitled to rights at an international law
level.

(70) Useful contributions were made on a question of the limits of compensation,
including an Information Paper on insurance presented by Belgium and Sweden (XXIV
ATCM/IP82). New Zealand’s offer to collate previous papers on insurance for the next
meeting was noted together with Chile’s welcome offer to submit a paper on costs and
limits of insurance to the next meeting. Delegations were asked to provide New Zealand
with previous papers for this collation.

(71) Discussion of the issue of dispute resolution included whether any dispute settlement
provision was required in light of Article 19 of the Protocol. Different views were
expressed and further work is required on dispute resolution generally. Regarding an
Environmental Fund, some delegations questioned whether a Fund needs to be
established from the outset, or whether it would be sufficient for parties to commit to the
later establishment of a Fund and for its terms of reference to be established at a future
ATCM. How disputes regarding compensation to the Fund should be handled and
whether the Fund should have legal status was also discussed. There was a useful
discussion on amendment or modification procedures and on the merits of applying the
amendment procedure contained in Article 9 of the Protocol. This was one of a number of
procedural areas where it was suggested consideration be given to allowing action to be
taken by way of a decision by the ATCM rather than by a Measure, although others raised
difficulties with this.

17



ATCM XXI1V Final Report

(72) As to the scope and effective date of the Annex, no difficulties were raised with
applying the Annex to environmental emergencies, which occurred after the entry into
force of the Annex, but differences of view were expressed about the extent of an article
on scope.

(73) COMNAP and SCAR submitted a joint Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP14), in
response to ATCM XXIII Resolution 5 (1999). The paper set out tables identifying
activities that might result in harm to the environment. The paper noted that the analysis
related only to national programmes and presumed that spill prevention strategies
followed by emergency preparedness and spill responses were performed according to
COMNAP guidelines adopted under Resolution 6 (1998), and that States are in
compliance with their obligations under the Protocol.

(74) SCAR noted that there were no agreed scientific definitions for any of the terms
listed in Resolution 5 (1999). The Chair of the CEP reported on the discussion of the
paper in the CEP and referred delegations to paragraphs 97-102 of the CEP Report.

(75) The Meeting thanked COMNAP and SCAR for their work and welcomed their offer
to continue to provide input to the liability discussions. The Meeting requested
COMNAP, in consultation with SCAR, to provide the following information in respect of
national programme operations, for the purpose of establishing limits on financial
liability, compensation and insurability:
(a) “Worst case scenarios” for land-based and sea-based environmental
emergencies in the Antarctic Treaty Area including the probability of occurrence
and estimated cost for response action;
(b) For the purposes of illustration, a range of scenarios less than worst case that
might result in environmental impacts, including probability of occurrence and
estimated cost of the response actions;
(c) Scenarios similar to those in (a) and (b) for which response action would not
be possible.

(76) The Meeting further requested COMNAP to update SATCM XII/WPS, which
provided very useful information on environmental incidents, which have occurred during
the normal operations of national programmes. IAATO also agreed to provide the above
information for tourist activitiecs. COMNAP and SCAR indicated their willingness to
address further questions within their competencies. The Meeting requested the CEP to
advise on the information thus provided.

(77) While welcoming progress however, a concern was also expressed about
organizational aspects of the meeting, which had resulted in not all delegations being able
to participate for linguistic reasons. The mandate and the conditions for this work were
recalled, as contained in the decision adopted at ATCM XXII in Tromsg.

(78) Delegations welcomed aspects of the United States text and of the text submitted by
the Chairman.

(79) Delegations welcomed the progress made and, in particular, the willingness to work
on a step-by-step basis. Some delegations however were of the opinion that, as a matter of
principle they continued to favor a single comprehensive liability Annex. At the same
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time, for practical purposes, they looked forward to flexibility on all sides and were
prepared to contribute constructively to a step-by-step approach. Before finalizing the
first step, in their view, there needed to be agreement on the other elements to be
negotiated, the structure and principles of a more comprehensive liability regime. These
delegations indicated that other elements or annexes of a more comprehensive liability
regime could only be identified once there was a complete overview of the Annex on
liability arising from environmental emergences. Other delegations were willing to work
on a step-by-step basis starting with an Annex on emergency response action, without
prejudice to the subject matter of further annexes.

(80) Many delegations indicated that they were ready to work in the intersessional period
if possible so as to achieve an agreement on this Annex as soon as possible.

(81) Reports were received from the Chairpersons of the small working groups, which
had been established during the first week of the meeting. The Netherlands (Jan Huber)
reported on ‘“Preventative measure/Contingency plans”. Germany (Jochen Trebesch)
reported on “Response action”. Australia (Richard Rowe) reported on “The definition of
“Operator” and jurisdictional issues”. Chile (Jorge Bergurio) reported on “Dependent and
associated ecosystems”.

(82) There was a discussion of the work of these groups, which was welcomed by all
delegations. The reports of these small working groups were circulated in Working Paper
(XXIV ATCM/WP38). The Meeting also discussed several other key issues: the
definition of “‘environmental emergency”, dispute settlement and the Fund. The Meeting
also adopted Decision 3 (2001) contained in Annex B. "

Item 11: Safety of Operations in Antarctica

(83) The United Kingdom presented Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP26) covering the
Final Report of the Antarctic Treaty Meeting of Experts convened in April 2000 under the
terms of Decision 2 (1999). The Meeting of Experts had been convened to begin the
development of Guidelines for Antarctic Shipping and Related Activities. The Meeting of
Experts was held in London and was hosted by the UK Government.

(84) The UK reported that the Meeting of Experts had made good progress in beginning
to develop guidelines for Antarctic shipping and related activities. A number of key
principles for the guidelines had been considered. A Framework Document had been
developed as a possible basis for further elaboration of the guidelines, and certain
elements of the Framework Document had been considered in greater detail. The Meeting
of Experts had also developed seven recommendations for ATCM XXIV to consider.

(85) The Meeting expressed its gratitude to the United Kingdom for their valuable
contributions on this issue and for hosting the Meeting of Experts.

(86) The Meeting agreed that it was important to continue to make progress with the
development of the Antarctic shipping guidelines. The Meeting examined the Framework
Document that had been prepared by the Meeting of Experts and agreed that it provided a
useful basis for development of the issue. Several delegations also expressed support for
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the Meeting of Experts proposal to develop the shipping guidelines in the form of a
“Handbook of Information”.

(87) The Meeting also recognized the importance of building on, as appropriate, the
Arctic Shipping Guidelines, currently under development within the IMO, particularly
with regard to those elements related to vessel construction and equipment.

(88) The Meeting discussed whether or not to await the outcome of IMO’s deliberations
on the Arctic shipping guidelines before undertaking any further work on Antarctic
guidelines.

(89) Some delegations expressed the view that it would be preferable to postpone on the
Antarctic shipping guidelines until IMO had completed its work on the Arctic guidelines.
At that time the Arctic document would have been through significant scrutiny by various
IMO technical committees, and could provide a firm basis for development of the
Antarctic guidelines.

(90) Other delegations considered that it would be more appropriate to continue working
on the Antarctic guidelines, building on the work of the Meeting of Experts, and
recognizing that ATCM had already decided separately to develop guidelines for
Antarctic shipping. This work should focus on Antarctic specific aspects of the guidelines
and not duplicate work being carried out by the IMO.

(91) The UK noted the requirements of Article 10 of Annex IV of the Environmental
Protocol on the design, construction, manning and equipment of ships engaged in, or
supporting Antarctic activities. With that in mind, and in order to assist the process, the
UK offered to consult intersessionally with interested Parties, COMNAP, IAATO and
others as appropriate, to see how the issue of Antarctic shipping guidelines might be
further progressed.

(92) The Meeting thanked the UK for its offer and looked forward to further considering
the matter at ATCM XXV.

(93) Russia introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP 30) regarding the zonation of
the Southern Ocean based on ice navigation conditions. The proposed zonation and
classification reflected the results of almost half a century of experience of the Russian
Antarctic Expedition operating its ships over the entire Southern Ocean. Russia requested
comments from Parties on their Working Paper and several Parties with experience of ice
navigation offered to provide Russia with their comments after studying the document in
more detail.

(94) Several delegations commented on the valuable information contained in this
Working Paper and suggested that the concept might be incorporated into the proposed
Guidelines for Antarctic shipping as a mechanism for providing information on ice-
conditions to Antarctic mariners.

Item 12: Relevance of Developments in the Arctic and the Antarctic

(95) Russia introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP31 Rev1) on “The Arctic and
the Antarctic (Comparative analysis)”. Russia recalled the similar comparative analysis
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published by the United States in 1996 and explained that it had compared the different
geographical, geological, biological, economic, political and legal characteristics of the
two polar regions and had concluded that the differences between two regions were much
broader than their similarities. Russia considered that in future a discussion of the Arctic
and Antarctic issues should therefore be only of a specific scientific nature.

(96) Finland, as Chair of the Arctic Council, reported on developments in the Arctic. In
1991 the Arctic countries with interests beyond the Arctic Circle, adopted the Arctic
Environmental Protection Strategy (AEPS). As a follow-up the Arctic Council was
established in 1996. In addition to environmental protection, its objectives of co-operation
were extended to cover the whole concept of sustainable development, including its
social, cultural and economic dimensions.

(97) The Arctic Council is a high-level intergovernmental forum, with all Arctic
countries, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, The Russian Federation, Sweden
and the United States as members, and with the Arctic indigenous peoples participating in
its work on a permanent basis. The Arctic Council also has observer countries (Germany,
the UK, France, the Netherlands and Poland) and international and non-governmental
organizations (i.e. UNEP, IUCN, WWF) as observers.

(98) The 2" Arctic Council Ministerial Meeting had been held in Barrow, Alaska, in
October 2000 and was hosted by the United States in its role as the chair during 1998 —
2000. The Ministerial agreed upon a strategic framework document on sustainable
development that paves the way for expanded actions in sectors such as transport and
infrastructure, social and health affairs and education. The aim of the sustainable
development program of the Arctic Council is to expand opportunities of future
generations in the Arctic, promote economic activity that creates wealth and human
capital, while simultaneously safeguarding natural capital of the region. Its work would
be available to the World Summit on Sustainable Development to be held in South Africa
in 2002.

(99) Sweden noted that the Russian paper contained a useful analysis of the dissimilarities
between the Arctic and the Antarctic, but thought that there were also many issues, seen
in a more dynamic perspective, that implied more similarities than differences, such as:

- climate and climate change issues;

- environmental impacts and vulnerability;

- contamination levels of different airborne pollutants;

- contamination of sea and sea-beds;

- waters circulation;

- radiation etc.

(100) Sweden indicated that science and scientific research in the Arctic and the Antarctic
are interlinked and many issues can be understood only by studying processes at both
poles. This summer Sweden undertook an expedition to the North Pole, mainly studying
climate-related issues.

(101) Sweden also drew attention to the review mentioned by the Finnish delegation on
“Artic Flora and Fauna, Status and Conservation” published by the Arctic Council. This
review could be a model for similar review reports in ATS.
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(102) Canada referred to further developments within the Arctic programmes, in
particular the ten countries Arctic Climate Impact Assessment (ACIA), a four-year study
bringing together current knowledge of the effects of climate in arctic regions in which
more than 100 scientists were taking part. This study included assessments of the
processes, changes and consequences of atmospheric and energy flow phenomena in
southern polar regions as well as north polar regions, and the results would be significant
for the south polar region as well as for the north polar area.

(103) Another development referred to was the recent completion of the International
Bathymetric Chart of the Arctic Ocean (IBCAO). The model developed through the
cooperation of eight arctic countries, the International Hydrographic Organization (IHO)
and the International Oceanographic Commission (IOC) for charting ice covered waters,
and the conventions used, had been considered by hydrographers, oceanographers, and
geologists to have considerable relevance to the charting of the Antarctic Coastal waters,
the continental shelves, and the delimitation of the continental slope. A further current
international development noted by Canada related to the project recently launched by the
International Arctic Science Committee using a combination of geological, oceanographic
and hydrographic techniques to map the sediments on the floor of the ice-covered Arctic
Ocean and continental shelves (the Marine Arctic Sediment Thickness (MAST) project).
The meeting welcomed this information.

Item 13: Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities in the Antarctic Treaty Area

(104) ASOC introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP40) on Antarctic tourism.
The paper explored the context and consequences of Antarctic tourism, and suggested
that tourism policy should not be left solely to the industry. ASOC argued that the time
had come for Antarctic Treaty Parties seriously to debate future moderation, and practical
management, of Antarctic tourism. '

(105) The Meet{rig thanked ASOC for its paper. However, some delegations expressed
concern over some aspects of the paper. There were also differing views on the rate of
increase in Antarctic tourism.

(106) The Meeting noted that there is an increase in the diversity of tourism activities,
which may present new management challenges. The Meeting agreed the importance of
appropriate management of Antarctic tourism.

(107) A number of delegations and IAATO expressed concerns about the practical
management of adventure tourism and the potential impact of adventure tourism on
national programs and tour operators that may become involved in search and rescue
operations for unsupported adventure tourists.

(108) TAATO tabled Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP72) suggesting specific changes
in the Post-Visit Report Form that had been endorsed at ATCM XXI and amended at
ATCM XXII. The Meeting agreed that the recommended revisions to the form be
adopted. The revised form is attached at Annex J.

(109) IAATO presented its report on an overview of tourism activities (XXIV ATCM IP/
73). IAATO reported that during the 2000-2001 season 12,248 tourists traveled to

22



ATCM XXIV Final Report

Antarctica, marking a decrease in tourism numbers from the previous 1999-2000 season.
The report included a detailed description of ship-borne tourism, yacht activities, land-
based and adventure tourism, and air overflights for the 2000-2001 season. A description
of the preliminary estimate of planned activities for the 2001-2002 season and a five-year
forecast of tourism activities were also provided. IAATO noted that there could be a rise
in tourism numbers in the future given the potential use of large cruise vessels. IAATO
also noted that, for the first time, all types of potential tourist activities were illustrated to
better represent the diversification of the industry. Further data analysis can be found on
TAATO’s website at www.iaato.org.

(110) The Meeting thanked IAATO for the report and noted that the factual information
presented would form a useful contribution to future discussions on tourism. Some
delegations suggested that additional information be included in future IAATO reports,
such as operators’ nationality.

(111) Argentina submitted Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP28) reporting on Antarctic
tourism numbers through the port of Ushuaia (2000-2001).

(112) The papers presented and the resulting discussion demonstrated that tourism is an
important Treaty issue with matters of relevance to the CEP, Working Group II and
Working Group I. The Meeting agreed that the issue of tourism should be the subject of
detailed discussion at XXV ATCM.

Item 14: Inspections under the Antarctic Treaty

(113) The United States reported that it had distributed its report of the inspections
conducted on 11 stations on the Antarctic Peninsula in February 2001. A summary had
been tabled as Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP17). The inspection team had been
well received at all stations and noted a high degree of environmental awareness and
understanding of obligations of the Treaty and the Protocol. Some stations had reviewed
and completed the Inspection Checklist developed at XVIII ATCM. This was found to be
very helpful for both the inspection team and the stations.

(114) While stations overall were well managed, some areas of improvement were noted:

a) Some stations did not have adequate fuel storage containment or adequate fuel and
chemical spill response materials available;

b) Some stations did not have adequate sewage treatment systems;

c) Houseplants were found at some stations, highlighting the need to consider issues
related to non-indigenous species in Antarctica;

d) Some stations were not familiar with requirements relating to EIA processes and
reporting of emergency situations;

e) Stations should be encouraged to review and complete the Inspection Checklist
for their stations. Not only would this assist inspection teams but also it would
provide a useful means of self-assessment to help determine the station’s
compliance with the provisions of the Treaty and the Protocol.

(115) Norway introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP25) reporting on its
Antarctic Treaty inspection conducted in Dronning Maud Land in January 2001, in which
four inland stations, one field station and the site of a former station were inspected. The
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inspection team had observed no violations of the basic provisions of the Antarctic Treaty
and it was also noted that there was a high awareness of the prov151ons relating to the
Environmental Protocol at the stations visited.

(116) The inspection team had furthermore made the following observations in addition
to those presented at CEP IV:
a) The stations visited had not yet been significantly affected by tourism, but the
establishment of a seasonal ice runway had introduced new opportunities for
tourism that could have bearings on national operations.
b) Alternative technologies had not yet been found to be an efficient energy
alternative at the stations visited.
c) It is important that resources are available to maintain scientific programs and
to operate a station in accordance with the Environmental Protocol.

(117) Belgium reported on the joint Belgian-French inspection carried out in early 1999
of Australia’s Mawson, Davis and Casey stations, as well as RSV Aurora Australis and
the abandoned station Wilkes (XXIV ATCM/IP9).

(118) The inspection team found full compliance both with the objectives and provisions
of the Antarctic Treaty and the Madrid Protocol. No major infringements of either were
recorded. The awareness of the need for environmental protection was extremely high,
station operations and personnel reflected strong commitment to environmental
protection.

(119) The inspection team observed a number of issues of more general interest for all
Antarctic Stations:

a) limited oil spill response equipment;

b) the need to replace Halon gas by ozone-friendly alternatives;

c) the presence of non-indigenous plants to supplement the supply of fresh food.

(120) The report noted the problems associated with waste at the abandoned Wilkes
station. A number of limited clean-up operations had been carried out and Australia was
conducting research into options for waste remediation at Wilkes. The report also
suggested that a comprehensive study of abandoned stations such as Wilkes be
undertaken and international cooperation for clean-up operations should be considered.

(121) Australia informed the Meeting of the environmental research being undertaken at
Wilkes; of its oil spill contingency plans; of its energy reduction strategies which have
been implemented at all its stations; of its research effort into wind generation to replace
fossil fuel and its progress in replacing Halon at its stations. The Meeting welcomed this
information.

(122) The Meeting thanked the United States, Norway, Belgium and France for their
comprehensive and informative reports, which covered a large numbers of bases over a
wide geographic area. The importance of the inspection process as a fundamental element
of the Antarctic Treaty was emphasized. A number of Members, including Australia, the
Netherlands and South Africa indicated that they were considering the possibility of
participation in inspections in the near future.
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(123) Argentina introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP3) suggesting ways to
improve communications during inspections under Article VII of the Antarctic Treaty.
The Meeting welcomed this paper and considered that options for assisting may include:
a) inspection teams including an individual fluent in the language of the station
being inspected;
b) stations having filled in the Treaty Inspection Checklists in their own language;
and
¢) inspection teams bringing checklists in all official languages of the Treaty
system.

(124) Some delegations expressed their doubts at the practical need for such proposals.

(125) The Meeting recognized that these options should not infringe on the right of free
access for inspections as provided for under Article VII of the Antarctic Treaty.

Item 15: Science Issues, Particularly Scientific Co-operation and Facilitation

(126) Russia tabled Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP27) on Antarctic research under
the Federal Research Program. The Meeting thanked Russia for this comprehensive
information. At the same time it was noted by some delegations that the English language
translation of this paper could give rise to a perception that some of the geological
research being undertaken was mineral exploration, contrary to Article 7 of the Madrid
Protocol. The Meeting welcomed the clarification from Russia that this was not the case
and the research was, in fact, scientific. Russia noted that when carrying out its research
programs in Antarctica, Russia strictly complies with the requirements of the Protocol.

(127) Australia submitted Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP2) describing Australian
scientific programs conducted in 1999-2000 and 2000-2001.

(128) Canada reported progress on the international cooperative development of an
interactive, multi-dimensional, multi-subject atlas of Antarctica (XXIV ATCM/IP33).
National mapping agencies and academic institutions of six countries, with the active
involvement of the SCAR Working Group on Geodesy and Geographic Information, are
contributing to the project. A technical workshop, in which specialists from ten countries
have expressed interest, is planned to be held in Argentina in December 2001.

(129) Russia presented Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP47) on the Russian
contribution to Antarctic meteorology. The Meeting congratulated Russia on the results
achieved.

(130) Russia also introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP49) on results of studies
of the subglacial lake Vostok. The Meeting expressed gratitude to the Russian delegation
for this information and noted the significant scientific and public interest in research on
this lake. SCAR questioned the Russian plans to continue drilling. Russia confirmed the
plan to drill an additional 50 meters, and advised the Meeting that the work would
continue to be based on the precautionary approach and would stop at a safe distance
from the lake’s surface.
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(131) WMO submitted Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP74) on the role of Antarctic
Meteorological Networks in describing the current surface and upper air networks used in
global numerical weather prediction models. The best of these stations are chosen as the
Antarctic component of the Global Climate Observing System. The Meetmg welcomed
this information.

(132) WMO introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP77) on the status of the
Ozone Hole. An overview of the depletion of the ozone layer over Antarctica relative to
other regions of the Globe was provided. The causes, effects and future prospects of the
Ozone Hole were also mentioned.

Item 16: Operational Issues

133) The Russian Federation introduced Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP28) proposing
the compilation of a glossary in the four Antarctic Treaty languages of the terms,
definitions and abbreviations used in Antarctic Treaty documentation. The Meeting
welcomed this valuable initiative. At the same time a number of delegations expressed
their concerns that, as for providing definitions of the terms, this task would be very
difficult because of existing differences in meanings of these terms. It was agreed that this
work should be limited to the four-language glossary of terms and abbreviations. In was
agreed that this work would be led by Russia.

(134) Germany presented Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP11) on the commissioning
of the new German “Kohnen-Base” in Dronning Maud Land. This summer only station
was designed and constructed for logistics and science of the European Project on Ice
Coring in Antarctica (EPICA). The Meeting welcomed this information.

(135) The Czech Republic presented Information Papers (XXIV ATCM/IP24) and (XXIV
ATCM/IP69) concerning plans to establish a scientific station for ten people, on King
George Island. Scientific activities proposed for the station included physical geography,
chemistry and biology. '

(136) The Czech Republic also informed the Meeting that it hoped to ratify the
Environmental Protocol by the end of 2001, and expressed its aim to become a
Consultative Party to the Antarctic Treaty.

(137) The Czech Republic also introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP75) on its
recent scientific activities in Antarctica, and informed the Meeting of its intentions to
develop further its scientific programme.

(138) The Meeting welcomed the Czech Republic’s interest in scientific research in
Antarctica. Some Members expressed concern over the proposal to establish a new
facility on King George Island given that a large number of bases already exist there. One
Party noted that in pursuing Consultative status, it had determined that establishing its
own station was not necessary in order to conduct a good scientific programme. The
Meeting urged the Czech Republic to explore further the possibilities of undertaking
scientific research through cooperation with Parties that had already established bases in
Antarctica.
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(139)"17he Meetiqg poted the importance of preparing an EIA, which should address
alternatives to building a new facility, including cooperation with other stations. The

Czech Rep’t.lbhc assured the Meeting that it would present an environmental impact
assessment in due course. '

(140) Australia tabled Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP29) describing the
development of the air transportation system for Australia’s Antarctic program.

(141) Romania presented Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP43) outlining Romanian
Antarctic scientific activities in 1998-2000, conducted within National Antarctic Program
with the help of the Russian Antarctic Expedition. The Romanian Antarctic scientific
researches are structured based on the following discipline areas, each one being the
responsibility of a government agency: Pollution, Biology, Biochemistry, Climate
changes and Nutrition under extreme conditions.

(142) WMO presented Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP78) on the publication of the
International Antarctic Weather Forecasting Handbook, co-sponsored by the British
Antarctic Survey, Australian Bureau of Meteorology, SCAR, COMNAP and WMO.

Item 17: Education Issues

(143) Australia introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP23) describing some of its
initiatives to support education on the Antarctic Treaty and the Madrid Protocol, and to
encourage consistent interpretation of the Protocol in training programs. These initiatives
include “Classroom Antarctica”, an Antarctic Environmental Management Course, an
electronic journal for Antarctic law and policy commentary and the Australian Antarctic
Magazine — a bi-annual publication of the Australian Antarctic Division.

(144) Canada reported on a successful student learning exercise to Antarctica in
December 2000-January 2001 (XXIV ATCM/IP34). 55 students from schools across the
country had visited the Antarctic Peninsula area including 5 research stations or former
stations. A continuing Web-site www.studentsonice.com had also been established.

(145) Australia tabled Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP80) on a one-day conference
held in Hobart, Tasmania, on 22 June 2001 to mark the 40" anniversary of the entry into
force of the Antarctic Treaty. The conference, which attracted over 100 participants to the
University of Tasmania had the theme “The Antarctic: Past, Present and Future”. Official
proceedings will be published and will be available on the Web site
http://www.iasos.utas.edu.au.

(146) Uruguay submitted Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IPS) concerning the
production of a publication for visitors to Antarctica. This aims to increase public
awareness of the Madrid Protocol and the importance of environmental protection in
Antarctica.

(147) The Meeting welcomed these presentations and commended the organizers on their
successful and useful initiatives.
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Item 18: Exchange of Information

(148) Australia presented Working Paper (XXIV ATCM/WP7) “Report from the
Intersessional Contact Group reviewing information exchange requirements (with
attachments A and B)”. The group’s analysis of each of the issues identified at ATCM
XXIII was that there are three kinds of information categories: Pre-season, Annual (end
of season) and Permanent. A summary of the ICG’s recommendations on the kinds of
information that should be exchanged in these three categories is provided in Attachment
A to the paper. The best way to transmit and present the information was considered in
Attachment B. The ICG recommended that a central web site be established for the
transmission and presentation of that information. Pre-season information should
preferably be submitted by 1 October and in all cases before the start of the Party’s annual
operations. Annual (end of season) information should be submitted as early as possible
after the end of the austral summer season and in all cases before 1 October. Permanent
information could be submitted at any time (or in accordance with the requirements of the
Antarctic Treaty and Protocol). The ICG recommended that, as a general principle, all
information be made publicly available, but that the Parties be given the option of
restricting information where public access would impede operational efficiency. The
ICG also recommended that all three categories of information should be accessible from
a central location and that a central web site should be established to allow
Parties to either submit information directly to the site, or alternatively, provide
relevant links to their own site. The ICG recommended that a common, basic
format be developed identifying the minimum level of information required
for each  reporting obligation. The IGC’s summary report is attached at
Appendix 4.

(149) The United States reported that it intended to establish a web site as Depositary
Government for the Antarctic Treaty with information about the status of the Treaty and
including the information from the Antarctic Treaty Handbook, which will be up-dated
and reissued shortly. The establishment of such a web site was welcomed by delegations.

(150) The Meeting welcomed the offer by Argentina to work with Australia to establish
the central web site recommended by the ICG. The Meeting adopted Resolution 6 (2001)
contained in Annex C.

(151) Peru introduced Information Paper (XXIV ATCM/IP7) “Most important activities
realized by Peru on the matters of Antarctica during 2000-2001”, which was welcomed
by delegations, and the Meeting noted its content.

Item 19: Preparation of the XXV Consultative Meeting
Data and Place of the Next Meeting
(152) The Meeting welcomed the invitation of Poland to host the XXV ATCM. Poland

advised the Meeting that the ATCM XXV would take place in Warsaw, from 3 to 14
September 2002.
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Invitation of International Organizations

(153) In accordance with established practice, the Meeting agreed that the following
organizations having a scientific or technical interest in Antarctica should be invited to
send experts to attend ATCM XXV: ASOC, TAATO, HO, IMO, IOC, IUCN, UNEP,
WMO and WTO.

Preparation of the Agenda at ATCM XXV

(154) In approving the proposed agenda for ATCM XXV, prepared by the Russian
Federation in accordance with Rule 35 of the Rules of Procedure, the Meeting noted that
changes to the agenda suggested by the Russian Federation would require further
consideration both intersessionally and at the commencement of ATCM XXV.

Item 20: Other Business

Item 21: Adoption of the Report
(155) Parties adopted the Final Report on 20 July.

Item 22: Closing of the Meeting
(156) ATCM XXIV closed at 13.00 on 20 July 2001.
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Appendix 1

ATCM XXIV DECLARATION

The Representatives,

Gathered in St Petersburg, a city of culture and science, which hosts the Russian
Arctic and Antarctic Institute; :

Recalling the contribution made to the discovery and exploration of Antarctic by
the first Russian Antarctic Expedition led by Bellingshausen and Lazarev (1819-1821);

Noting the messages from the President of the Russian Federation, its Parliament
and the government of St Petersburg;

Mindful of the importance of the 40™ anniversary of the entry into force of the
Antarctic Treaty whose membership with the accession of Estonia now number 45 States
representing more than 80% of the world’s population;

Inspired by the common endeavor to preserve Antarctica as a natural reserve
devoted to peace and science;

Restating their commitment to the Protocol on Environmental Protection to the
Antarctic Treaty, under whose terms all human activities on Antarctica are being further
regulated to protect the Antarctic environment and dependent and associated ecosystems;
and

Noting with satisfaction that the few remaining Parties which have not ratified
Annex V to the Protocol have pledged to expedite their ratification which will be of
benefit for area protection and management;

Declare that:

The St. Petersburg ATCM will be remembered in particular for the historic
decision to establish a Secretariat in the city of Buenos Aires, Argentina, a Secretariat and
actively promote its implementation;

A resolution to support CCAMLR’s efforts to combat illegal, unreported and
unregulated fishing of toothfish in the Convention area as a clear demonstration of the
solidarity among the components of the ATS; and

Progress in work done within the Committee for Environmental Protection; and to
continue and conclude the negotiations on a draft annex on the liability aspects of
cnvironmental emergencies as soon as possible and many other aspects which contribute
to enhancing cooperation within the ATS, openness and transparency towards the
international community, and a significant step towards the establishment of a Secretariat,
are some of the landmarks of this productive XXIV ATCM held in St Petersburg.
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Appendix 2

Statement by (h¢ Ministe
Dr Horacio Jaumny,.
(Buenos Aires, 6 July

r of Defense of Argentina,
ha,

Ty

[n the framewgrk Ot sy 'L commitment to the Antarctic Treaty System, the protection
of the Antarctic COVifgy,

iQ i i ivi ces
"N and the conservation of Antarctic marine living resources,
the. Q;)verpmeAnl' ol Atpentine Republic has decided to reaffirm its commitment tg
activities in Antarery,y, , ) . . upgrading an
o Yo In particular, placing special emphasis on upgr
strengthening its Selentif rMmu'Ich cffort ’ ¢ o

To this end the Aty ¢ iuvernment has begun a comprehensive reorganization of the
structure of its D‘i YT Niciognal del Antartico (DNA). This includes the appointment of
civilian Head ol the 1y ' vversee and implement this re-structuring exercise. The
reorganization ey iy, Mmore (Ii‘r‘ected and strengthened Science Division, with clearly
focused researchi pu ., These will address such key issues as global change,
environmental prote, g, M mam‘:nzcmcnt, marine living resources and geosciences.

At present this YOy Svientific reorganization is the subject of comprehensive
evaluation PIOCENS whivly iy determine the precise projects to be taken forward. From
ROW Oft the SCIeMtliv iy iy e e subject to peer review in which the
foremost universitie, g Ntional scientific institutes of Argentina will participate
thrgugh an extemnal “Vilungiog pmécss By such means the Argentine Government
pelieves RALAPC e i iy cientific caliber will be established.

This 1'atio.nahzu‘tin.\ AUT RTINS mzation of the DNA will also address the modernizing and
restructuring ot log.gj, (i mm‘m as to ensure that logistic support is tailored to meet
the specific demand. o y,, ‘ill'(;l\‘[?lll::;lcd science programme. To achieve this objective
the DNA will play “hancad role in co-ordinating the provision of logistic support for
science, but alonguj. ), M forces, for whose support to the Argentine Antarctic
Programme the A, W ad forces,

M Goy coment s profoundly grateful.

The Argentipe “m“”““*"\\ helieves that these reforms will provide a coherent and far
reaching natioal Ay, i, Watepy. at the core of which will be a strengthened science
programme ably AU NN by i'\((:;ix';\;cd logistics.

Furthermore, in luw gy, thix wew approach the Argentine Government has taken active
steps to addre:s‘s Oy Aty \\\1.,‘{3; matters. Particular importance has been placed on
ensuring the full M o «;l‘ all aspects of CCAMLR through the introduction of
its National Law 4 O e lmi\“l'itiorf) strictly regulates the activities of Argentine
flagged vessels, any AL ETETIINTION };\1 «entine interest and concern in the control of illegal,
unregulated and wy,, “ded fishing %n CCAMLR Convention Area. In addition, and as
announced at S\ W the ,tn;cntine Government has demonstrated its ongoing
"Wiental Protocol to the Antarctic Treaty by ratifying its Annex

\nctie Protected Area System (National Law 25.360).

commitment to the 4.y,
V, which strengih ., the
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These actions further build on current Argentine legislation which includes the Argentine
Antarctic policy — as set out by Decree 2316/90, and enactment into law of the
Environmental Protocol to the Antarctic Treaty, and its Annexes I-IV, through National
Law 24.216.

Through these various reforms and actions the Argentine Government is confident that, in
the near future, it will be well placed to respond adequately to the challenges, demands
and complexities of the Antarctic Treaty System, and that this new structure and new
focus will allow Argentina, as a committed Member of the Antarctic Treaty System, to
meet the challenges of the new century.
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Appendix 3

UK RESPONSE TO ARGENTINE DEFENCE MINISTER’S
STATEMENT OF 6 JULY 2001

The UK welcomes the statement made on 6 July on behalf of the Argentine Government
by Defence Minister Jaunarena and which has been discussed today with Foreign
Minister Giavarini.

We are encouraged to learn of the positive actions being introduced by the Argentine
Government to enhance their Antarctic Programme and to strengthen the regulatory
control of Argentine activities in Antarctica.

The UK notes in particular the Argentine intention to strengthen the emphasis on science
within that programme. We understand that this will be achieved through a review
procedure and will focus on key issues of global importance. This is commendable.
Argentina has much to contribute through its scientific community. Such a commitment
to scientific research in Antarctica is wholly in line with a key objective of the Antarctic
Treaty.

The UK looks forward to the potential for further co-operation with Argentina on
scientific research as the Argentine programme develops.

The UK notes also the greater emphasis that Argentina intends to place on the role of
civilians within its Direccion Nacional Antarctico (DNA) and its Antarctic Stations. The
new appointment of a civilian Head of the Direccion is a welcome step. The UK looks
forward to welcoming the Director of the DNA to its Rothera Station in Antarctica this
coming austral season.

The UK welcomes the various legislative initiatives that Argentina has made recently to
enable it to meet its obligations under both the Environmental Protocol to the Antarctic
Treaty and to the Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources
(CCAMLR). The new provisions to address fishing-related activities are particularly
welcome.

In the context of the important commitments given in the Defence Minister’s statement,
the UK is pleased to announce that it is ready to join a consensus on the location of the
proposed Secretariat to the Antarctic Treaty.

This is particularly fitting in the year that sees the celebration of the 40™ anniversary of
the entry into force of the Antarctic Treaty and also the 10™ anniversary of the adoption of

its Environmental Protocol.

London, 17 July 2001
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Appendix 4

INFORMATION EXCHANGE REQUIREMENTS

1. Pre-season Information

The following information should be submitted as early as possible, preferably by 1
October, and in any event no later than the start of the activities being reported.

1.1  Operational information
1.1.1 National Expeditions
A. Stations

Names of wintering stations (giving region, latitude and longitude), maximum population
and medical support available.

Names of summer stations/bases and field camps (giving region, latitude, longitude),
operating period, maximum population and medical support available.

Names of refuges (region, latitude and longitude) medical facilities and accommodation
capacity.

Other major field activities, e.g. scientific traverse (giving locations)
B. Vessels

Name of vessels, country of registry of vessels, number of voyages, planned departure
dates, areas of operation, ports of departure and arrival to and from Antarctica, and
purpose of voyage (e.g. science deployment, resupply, change-over, oceanography, etc)

C. Aircraft

Type of aircraft, planned number of flights, period of flights or planned departure dates,
routes and purpose.

D. Research Rockets
Coordinates of the place of launching, time and date/period, direction of launching,

planned maximum altitude, impact area, type and specifications of rockets, purpose and
title of research project.
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E. Military

- Number of military personnel in expeditions, and rank of any officers

- Number and types of armaments possessed by personnel.

- Number and types of armaments of ships and aircraft and information on military
equipment, if any, and its location in the Antarctic Treaty Area.

1.1.2  Non-governmental Expeditions

A. Ship-based Operations

Name of operator, name of vessel, country of registry of vessel, number of voyages,

planned departure dates, ports of departure and arrival to and from Antarctica, areas of

operation including the names of proposed landing sites and the planned dates at which

these landings will take place.

B. Land-based Operations

Name of expedition, method of transportation to, from and within Antarctica, type of

adventure/activity, location, dates of expedition, number of personnel involved, contact

address, web-site address.

1.2 Visits to Protected Areas

Name and number of protected area, number of people permitted to visit, date/period and
purpose.

2. Annual Report

The following information should be submitted as early as possible after the end of the
austral summer season, but in all cases before 1 October, with a reporting period of 30
March to 1 April.

2.1  Scientific Information

2.1.1  Forward Plans

Details of strategic or multi-year science plans or contact point for printed version.

List of planned participations in major, international, collaborative science
programs/projects.

2.1.2 Science Activities in Previous Year

List of research projects undertaken in previous year under science discipline (giving
location and principal investigator).
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2.2 Operational information

2.2.1 National expeditions
Update of information given under 1.1.1.

2.2.2 Non-governmental expeditions
Update of information given under 1.1.2.

2.3 Permit Information

2.3.1 Visits to Protected Areas
Update of information provided under 1.2.

. 2.3.2 Taking and harmful interference with flora and fauna
- Species, location, amount, sex, age and purpose.

o 2.3.3 Introduction of non-native species
Species, location, amount and purpose.

2.4 Environmental Information

2.4.1 Compliance with the Protocol

New measures adopted during past year in accordance with Article 13 of the Protocol on
Environmental Protection to the Antarctic Treaty giving description of measure, date of
effect.

2.4.2 List of IEEs and CEEs

List of IEEs/CEEs undertaken during year giving proposed activity, location, level of
assessment and decision taken.

2.4.3 Monitoring activities report

Name of activity, location, procedures put in place, significant information obtained,
action taken in consequence thereof.

2.4.4 Waste Management Plans

Waste management plans issued during the year giving title including name of
station/vessel/location.

Report on implementation of waste management plans during the year.
2.5  Relevant National Legislation
Legislation adopted during the year to give effect to the Antarctic Treaty and to

obligations arising from measures, decisions and resolutions of the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Meeting, giving description of measure and date of effect.
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2.6  Other information
2.6.1 Inspection Reports

Report of any inspections conducted under Antarctic Treaty Article VII and Article 14
and Article 10 (Annex V) of the Environmental Protocol during the year giving date of
inspection, person(s) conducting inspection, nationality of inspector(s), locations
inspected, where inspection report located.

2.6.2 Notice of Activities Undertaken in Case of Emergencies

Description of emergency, location (l'atitude and longitude) and action undertaken.

3. Permanent Information

The following information should be submitted in accordance with the requirements of
the Antarctic Treaty and Protocol on Environmental Protection to the Antarctic Treaty.
The information can be updated at any time.

3.1. Science Facilities

3.1.1 Automatic Recording Stations/Observatories

Site name, co-ordinates (latitude and longitude), elevation (m), parameters recorded,
observation frequency, reference number (e.g. WMO no.).

3.2  Operational Information

A. Stations

Name of wintering stations (giving region, latitude and longitude, and maximum
population), date established and accommodation and medical facilities.

Name of summer stations/bases and field camps (giving region, latitude, longitude,
operating period and maximum population)

Names of refuges (region, latitude and longitude) medical facilities and accommodation
capacity.

B. Vessels

Name of vessels, Flag State, ice strength, length, beam and gross tonnage (a link may be

provided to COMNAP data).
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C. Aircraft
Number and type of aircraft operated.
D. Aircraft landing facilities

E. Communications facilities and frequencies

33  Waste Management Plans

Title of Plan, copy (PDF) or contact point for printed version and brief report on
implementation.

34  Contingency Plans

Title of Contingency Plan(s) for Oil Spills and other emergencies, copies (PDFs)‘ or
contact point for printed versions. Brief report on implementation.

3.5 Inventory of Past Activities

Name of station/base/field camp/traverse/crashed aircraft/etc, co-ordinates (latitude and
longitude) period during which activity undertaken; description/purpose of activities
undertaken; description of equipment or facilities remaining.

3.6  Relevant National Legislation

Description of law, regulation, administrative action or other measure, date of
effect/enacted, giving copy (PDF) or contact point for printed version.
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Ai)pendix 3
SCAR CHIEF OFFICERS

WORKING GROUPS

Biology

Dr Y Le Maho (Chairman)

Centre d'Ecologie et Physiologie Energetiques, Centre National de la Recherche
Scientifique, 23 rue Becquerel, 67087 Strasbourg Cedex, France.

Dr E J Woehler, (Chairman of the Bird Biology Sub-Committee), Antarctic Division,
Channel Highway, Kingston, Tasmania 7050, Australia.

Dr P G Rodhouse (Chairman of the Subcommittee on Evolutionary Biology of Antarctic
Organisms), British Antarctic Survey, High Cross, Madingley Road, Cambridge CB3
OET, United Kingdom.

Geodesy and Geographic Information
Mr J Manning (Secretary), AUSLIG, PO Box 2. Belconnen, ACT 2616, Australla

Geosciences
Dr R A J Trouw (Joint Secretary), Universidade Federal do Rio de Janiero, Dept de
Geologie I.GEOQ, Ilha do Funddo, CEP 21910-900, Rio de Janiero, Brazil.

Dr P E O'Brien (Joint Secretary), Australian Geological Survey Organization, PO Box
378, Canberra, ACT 2601, Australia

Dr A K Cooper (Chairman of the ANTOSTRAT Programme), Pacific Branch of Marine

Geology, US Geological Survey, MS 99, 345 Middlefield Road, \/Ienlo Park, CA 94025,
USA.

Glaciology
Professor Qin Dahe (Chairman), Chinese Academy of Sciences, Bureau for the
Harmonious Development of Nature and Society, Beijing 100864, China.

Human Biology and Medicine

Dr A Peri (Chairman), ENEA -Progetto Antartide, Via Anguillarese 301, Santa Maria di
Galeria, 00060 Rome, Italy

Physics and Chemistry of the Atmosphere
Dr J Turner (Chairman), British Antarctic Survey, High Cross, Madingley Road,
Cambridge CB3 OET, United Kingdom.

Solar-Terrestrial and Astrophysical Research
Dr M Candidi (Chairman), Instituto Fisica dello Spazio Interplanetario, Consiglio

Nazionale delle Ricerche, Area Tor Vergata, Via del Fosso del Cavaliere 100, Roma
00133, ltaly

152



ATCM XXIV Opening Addresses and Reports

GROUPS OF SPECIALISTS

Seals

DrJ L Bengtson (Convenor), National Marine Mammal Laboratory, NOAA/NMFS, 7600
Sand Point Way NE, Seattle, WA 98115, USA.

Dr M N Bester (Secretary), University of Pretoria, Mammal Research Institute, Pretoria
0002, South Africa

Antarctic Environmental Affairs and Conservation
Dr D W H Walton (Convenor), British Antarctic Survey, High Cross, Madingley Road,
Cambridge CB3 OET, United Kingdom.

Global Change and the Antarctic
Dr A H L Huiskes (Acting Convenor), Netherlands Institute of Ecology -NIOO-CEMO,
Department of Littoral Vegetation, PO Box 140, 4400 AC Yerseke, The Netherlands.

Antarctic Neotectonics
Dr T J Wilson (Convenor), Department of Geological Sciences, Ohio State University,
275 Mendenhall, 125 South Oval Mall, Columbus OH 43210, United States.

Subglacial Antarctic Lake Exploration
Dr J C Priscu (co-Convenor), Montana State University, Department of Biology,
Bozeman, MT 59717, United States.

Professor Dr H Miller (co-Convenor), Alfred-Wegener-Institut fiir Polar- und
Meeresforschung, Columbusstrafle, Postfach 12 01 61, D-27515 Bremerhaven, Germany.

Dr M C Kennicutt Il (Secretary), Geochemical and Environmental Research Group,
Texas A & M University, 833 Graham Road, College Station, Texas 77845-9688, United
States

OTHER GROUPS

SCAR-COMNAP Joint Committee on Antarctic Data Management
Mr M R Thorley (Chairman), British Antarctic Survey, High Cross, Madingley Road,
Cambridge CB3 OET, United Kingdom.

Standing Finance Committee
Dr R Schlich (Chairman), Ecole et Observatoire des Sciences de la Terre, 5 Rue René
Descartes, 67084 Strasbourg, France.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

ADD
ADMAP
AGONET
AMD
ANTEC
ANTIME
ANTOSTRAT
APIS
ASPeCt
BEDMAP
CGA
EVOLANTA
GCMD
GLOCHANT
GOSEAC
IAGA
I[SMASS
[TASE
JCADM
ODP

PICE
READER
RiSCC
SALE
SDLS

Antarctic Digital Database

Antarctic Digital Magnetic Anomaly Map
Antarctic Geospace Observatory Network
Antarctic Master Directory

Group of Specialists on Antarctic Neotectonics
Antarctic Ice Margin Evolution

Antarctic Off-shore Stratigraphy

Antarctic Pack Ice Seals

Antarctic Sea-Ice Processes and Climate
Bedrock Map of Antarctica

Composite Gazetteer of Antarctica

Evolution in Antarctica

Global Change Master Directory

Group of Specialists on Global Change and the Antarctic

Group of Specialists on Environmental Affairs and Conservation

International Association of Geomagnetism and Aeronomy

Ice Sheet Mass Balance and Sea Level

International Trans-Antarctic Scientific Expeditions

Joint Committee on Antarctic Data Management

Ocean Drilling Program

Palacoenvironments from Ice Cores

Reference Antarctic Data for Environmental Research

Regional Sensitivity to Climate Change in Antarctic Ecosystems
Subglacial Antarctic Lake Exploration

Seismic Data Library System
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Appendix 5
LIST OF SCAR AND SOME SCAR-RELATED WEBSITES

SCAR
SCAR home page
http://www.scar.org

Working Groups
Biology
http://www.up.ac.za/academic/zoology/scar/webcon.htm

Geodesy and Geographic Information
http://www. scar-ggi.org.au/

Antarctic Digital Database
http://www .nerc-bas.ac.uk/public/magic/add_home.html

Composite Gazetteer of Antarctica
http://www.pnra.itYSCAR_GAZE

Glaciology
http://www. spri.cam.ac.uk/scar/wwg.htm

Physics and Chemistry of the Atmosphere
http://www-bprc.mps.ohio-state.edu/paca/

Solar-Terrestrial & Astrophysical Research
http://www. sprl.umich.edu/MIST/star/starwg.html

Groups of Specialists
Antarctic Neotectonics
http://www. scar-ggi.org.au/geodesy/antec/antec.htm

Global Change and the Antarctic
http://www. scar.org/GLOCHANT/glochant_home.htm

Subglacial Antarctic Lake Exploration
http://salegos-scar.montana.edu/
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COMNAP REPORT TO ATCM XXI1V
INTRODUCTION

1. This report provides an overview of the activities of the Council of Managers of
National Antarctic Programs (COMNAP) during the two years ending May 2001.

2. COMNAP was established in 1988 to provide a forum to facilitate the exchange
of views and experience between directors and logistics managers of national Antarctic
agencies and to improve the effectiveness of our operations in Antarctica. COMNAP has
a permanent Standing Committee on Antarctic Logistics and Operations (SCALOP) and
various task-oriented working groups. An attachment to this paper provides the
COMNAP objectives, the current membership of the COMNAP Executive, and the
committee and working group structure.

3. In response to requests from ATCM XXIII and SATCM XII/CEP HI for
COMNAP input. papers have been provided to ATCM XXIV/CEP IV on Reviewing
Environmental Impact Assessments, and jointly with SCAR on a Response to ATCM
XXIII Resolution 5 (1999). COMNARP has also been involved in the inter-sessional work
on the rationalisation of exchange of information procedures under the Antarctic Treaty
System and on Diseases in Antarctic Wildlife.

CURRENT OPERATIONAL ISSUES/MANAGEMENT CHALLENGES

4. Previous COMNAP reports to the ATCM have noted that COMNAP members
are increasingly supporting integrated research projects focused on global issues, and
looking to technology developments to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of
Antarctic science. These continue to be key issues.

5. Involvement in global-issues research include such areas as climate and sea
levei change. ozone depletion, space-weather, ice sheet changes, paleoenvironmental
records, sea ice zone dynamics and ecology, ocean circulation and biodiversity. The
COMNAP forum continues to facilitate international co-operation in the provision of
logistics support for inter-disciplinary and international research, including consideration
of opportunities to improve and collaborate on air access to the Antarctic, and exchange
of information on new technology for science and operational support. A half-day joint
COMNAP/SCAR forum considering scientific interests and mechanisms for international
co-operation was held during the SCAR and COMNAP meetings in Tokyo in July 2000.

6. International programs supported by logistics co-operation continue to include
the European Program for Ice Coring in Antarctica (EPICA), Vostok ice coring,
Concordia Project and the International Trans-Antarctic Scientific Expedition (ITASE).

The Cape Roberts Project is now complete and a new ANDRILL consortium has been
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established to pursue further geological drilling research. Interest continues to grow on
sub-glacial lake exploration and the scientific goals and guiding principals were
developed at a SCAR workshop held in Cambridge during September 1999. Sub-glacial
fake interests will be included as an item on the agenda of the next COMNAP meeting to
help encourage international co-operation in technology development, logistics planning
and environmental protection.

7. The development of air linkages from both Australia and South Africa to
East Antarctica is continuing. The South African and Scandinavian Antarctica Programs
co-operated in a joint test flight between Cape Town and Dronning Maud Land in
January 2001 using a chartered llyushin 76, connecting with a Basler DC3 and Twin
Otter aircraft. The Australian program has undertaken an extensive study during the last
two years on the possibility of creating an air link from Hobart to East Antarctica. A
project team has been set up to progress implementation of the study recommendations
and it is planned to undertake trial flights during the 2001/2002 season. The US program
also contracted the Basler DC3 for a trial period and the US Italian and New Zealand
programs cooperated in the use of chartered Twin Otters.

8. National operators continued to work together on emergency needs. The
Royal New Zealand Air Force (RNZAF) evacuated several ill expeditioners from
McMurdo station and a Twin Otter (chartered from the Canadian company Ken Borek)
made an unprecedented winter flight to evacuate and replace a sick doctor at South Pole
station. The Twin Otter staged through Punta Arenas and Rothera station with excellent
support from Chile and the UK.

9. Increasing fuel costs have been an issue for all national programs over the
last two years. The remoteness and environment result in high fuel demands for both
transport and heating.

10.  Asnoted in the last COMNAP report to the ATCM, the ratification of the
Antarctic Environmental Protocol in January 1998 has shifted environmental compliance
from responsible management to legal imperative. The Antarctic Environmental
Officer’s Network (AEON), under the umbrella of COMNAP, has continued to address
environmental monitoring and environmental impact assessment to provide support for
individual members activities in these areas. The COMNAP web page now includes both
the EIA guidelines approved by CEP IIl, and the Handbook on Antarctic Environmental
Monitoring. The potential impact of a Liability Annex to the Environmental Protocol on
international co-operation continues to be an area of concern.

11.  The period since the last ATCM has seen an increased focus on interaction
between private expeditions and national programs. This appears to be the fastest
growing area of non-government activity in Antarctica. Issues are arising in respect of
safety and contingency backup, and likely demands on national operators for search and
rescue response. For example an accident on a private expedition to the Antarctic
Peninsula drew on both tour ship and national program air transport resources for
recovery; and a private expedition arrived at Scott Base (New Zealand) and McMurdo
Station (United States) after the tour ship that they had planned to depart from Antarctica
on had left the area.




ATCM XXIV Opening Addresses and Reports

12 COMNAP members have also commented on the increase in large tour
ships visiting Antarctica, and concerns over the management of cumulative impacts.
COMNAP members have been involved in facilitating workshops considering these
issues - one in the USA on cumulative impacts, and the other in NZ considering tourism
scenarios, risks and benefits.

KEY ACTIVITIES DURING 2000/2001
Annual Meeting & Associated Events

13.  There have been two COMNAP Annual meetings since the XXIIIl ATCM
(1999). The Indian National Centre for Antarctic Research (NCAR) hosted the eleventh
COMNAP meeting in Goa during September 1999. The twelfth meeting was held in
conjunction with the SCAR biennial meeting (XXVI SCAR) hosted by the Japanese
National Institute for Polar Research (NIPR) in Tokyo in July 2000.

4. An Antarctic Environmental Officers (AEON) workshop was also held in
conjunction with the eleventh COMNAP meeting in Goa. It addressed environmental
monitoring and environmental impact assessment procedures.

15. The VIII SCALOP Symposium on Logistics and Operations and a Trade
Exhibition was held during the Tokyo meeting. Fifteen technical papers were presented
at the one-day Symposium on topics including communications technology, telemedicine,
environmental monitoring and hydroponics. For the first time an expert from the private
sector was invited to present a keynote address that was well received. The Trade
Exhibition attracted fourteen organizations from Australia, Canada, China, France, Japan,
New Zealand and Norway. The Proceedings of the Symposium were published by the
host country, Japan, and distributed to all COMNAP member agencies.

16. A half-day “Workshop on Risk Assessment (RA) and Accident, Incident
and Near Miss Reporting (AINMR)” was held following the Symposium. Several papers
were presented on national procedures for risk assessment and accident reporting. At the
conclusion of the discussion it was agreed to establish a “password protected” section on
the COMNAP web site where national operators could post AINM reports that will
facilitate the exchange of data in this important field. The reports are to be posted in the
following categories:

o AINM Reports — Field and Station

. AINM Reports — Marine

. AINM Reports — Air

. Known tourist AINMRs

17. At the end of the 2000 meeting in Tokyo, a half-day joint
COMNAP/SCAR “Workshop on Future International Science Projects” was held. This
proved to be a valuable contribution to the understanding of both COMNAP and SCAR
representatives on what may be required in the future and how successful major projects
have been managed. It is likely that similar events will be held in conjunction with future
biennial SCAR/COMNAP meetings.
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Antarctic Data Management

18.  The development of the Antarctic Master Directory (AMD) is under the
direction of the Joint Committee of Antarctic Data Managers (JCADM). A Joint
SCAR/COMNAP Steering Committee (STADM) undertakes general guidance and
oversight of JCADM. Responsibility for the development of National Antarctic Data
Centres (NADCs) rests with each national program whereas JACDM helps facilitate the
linking of NADCs to form the Antarctic Master Directory.

19. Because of concerns by SCAR and COMNAP on the slow and “patchy”
acceptance of the AMD, funding for the project was suspended in 2000. The Joint
SCAR/COMNAP Executive Committee Meeting held in conjunction with the Tokyo
meeting accepted a proposal from the Chief Officer of JCADM to fund the development
of the AMD over two more years (2001/2002) at a level of US$40,000 per year. The
funds are to be used to support the work that is being carried out on the AMD by the
NASA Global Change Master Directory (GCMD). The funding is conditional on
JCADM developing a contract that specifies deliverables and provides for quarterly
progress reports to COMNAP and SCAR.

Working Paper on an Assessment of Environmental Emergencies

20. Resolution 6 of ATCM XXII (Tromso) requested that COMNAP
undertake an assessment of the risks of environmental emergencies arising from activities
in Antarctica over the last ten years. ATCM XXIII (Lima) noted that only 17 of the 29
member countries responded to the survey and requested COMNAP to seek the missing
responses. Additional responses have now been received from all but seven countries of
which two do not conduct operations in the Antarctic but use the support of other
programs.

21. A revised paper was submitted to SATCM XII (The Hague) which
indicated that the additional data did not change the conclusions of the initial survey,
namely:

o there are minimal adverse environmental impacts resulting from ground or
air transport incidents or fires (These events appear to occur infrequently and when they
de the magnitude of their impact on the environment is insignificant);

J the most common incidents with the greatest potential to cause
environment im pacts are fuel spills;

o most fuel spills in Antarctica are likely to be small and confined to a
station or base or the adjoining waters and are unlikely to threaten wildlife;

. fuel spills in the marine environment have a low probability of occurrence
but pose a greater magnitude of risk to wildlife than terrestrial or ice sheet spills (Clearly,

marine spills in the vicinity of rookeries, breeding grounds or primary habitats for
marine mammals or birds pose a higher risk than marine spills in open sea or less

sensitive areas); and

. because fuel spills have greatest potential to cause environmental impacts,
spill prevention strategies are the most effective tool to minimize potential environ
mental impacts, followed by emergency preparedness and spill response.
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Antarctic Treaty Meeting of Experts (ATME) on Antarctic Shipping Guidelines

22. A number of COMNAP/SCALOP members attended this meeting in
conjunction with their national delegations. COMNAP and SCAR were represented by
their respective Executive Secretaries. The ATME report was considered at COMNAP’s
meeting in Tokvo during July 2000. COMNAP agrees with the overall conclusions and
recommendations of the ATME. COMNAP stresses the importance of operational
recommendations for vessels in Antarctic waters.

Working Paper on Liability

23. ATCM XXIII (Lima) requested that COMNAP and SCAR provide
definitions and advice relating to the development of the Liability Annex to the Protocol
on Environmental Protection. Following general discussion at the COMNAP annual
meetings in Goa and Tokyo, a drafting group met following SATCM XII to prepare
responses to questions (c) and (d) of ATCM XXIlI, Resolution 5 (1999). A joint
SCAR/COMAP Working Paper has subsequently been prepared and submitted to ATCM
XXIV and CEP IV for consideration.

Practical Guidelines for the Implementation of Environmental Monitoring

24. Following a proposal from the Antarctic Environmental Officers network
(AEON), COMNAP has agreed to fund the development of guidelines that will assist
nationa! operators in implementing environmental monitoring programs.  These
gutdelines will complement the Antarctic Environmental Monitoring Handbook that was
publisked in May 2000 and provides technical guidance on standard techniques and
methodologies for a first tier of indicators for monitoring programs. A contract has
recently been signed for the development of the “implementation guidelines” by
consultants and is scheduled for completion by February 2002.

Working Paper on Analysis of IEEs

25.  The Antarctic Environmental Officers Network (AEON) held a Workshop
on Environmental Impact Assessment in conjunction with the COMNAP meeting held in
Goa during September 1999. A report on the workshop is available for download on the
COMNAP web site (under “Environment™).

26. One of the items discussed at the workshop was the value of comparing
ElAs for similar activities. At the CEP IIl Meeting in The Hague the issue of
implementing and interpreting the Madrid Protocol requirements was discussed. The
CEP II! noted that COMNAP Working Paper WP22 (SATCM XII) proposed work on a
comparison of IEEs and asked COMNAP to report on progress at the next CEP meeting.

A Working Paper on the proposed terms of reference and study methodology has been
submitted for consideration at CEP 1V,
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COMNAP Web Site

27. The COMNAP web site was revised and restructured in late 2000 to
simplify navigation and provide additional information and features for members and the
general public. A public section on “Antarctic Operations” has been added that provides
illustrated pages of information on “Science”, “Meteorology”, “Aviation”, “Shipping”
and “Marine Navigation”. Tables are available for download that list the ships and
aircraft used by national Antarctic programs.

28. A new page on “Environment” has been added that describes the work of
the Antarctic Environmental Officers Network (AEON) and includes links to various
reports and reference documents that can be downloaded. The page also provides a
password protected “Discussion” facility for AEON members and provides a means for
posting reports and other reference information.

29. The “Publications” page has been considerably expanded to enable the
download of all COMNAP Guidelines, the Antarctic Environmental Monitoring
Handbook, the Report on the Monitoring of Environmental Impacts from Science and
Operations in Antarctica, the proceedings of the AEON Workshop on Environmental
Monitoring and Environmental Impact Assessment and various ATCM documents
including:

. Protocol on Environment Protection to the Antarctic Treaty;
3 Guidelines for Antarctic Protected Areas; and
. Environmental Impact Assessment (in English, French and Spanish).

30. As previously noted, a new password protected site has been added to
collect reports on accidents, incidents and near misses in Antarctica. The site is also now
being used to post the majority of papers presented to the COMNAP annual meetings.
Additional fields have recently been added to facilitate the posting of COMNAP papers
to the ATCMs.
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ATTACHMENT
COMNAP
Objectives, Committees, Working Groups and Networks
COMNAP Objectives

* To review, on a regular basis, operational matters and to facilitate regular exchanges
of information;
* to examine, discuss and seek possible solutions to common operational problems;
e to provide a forum for discussion in order to frame in a timely, efficient and
harmonious manner;
- responses to common issues directed to Antarctic Operators, in particular
requests from and Recommendations of the ATCM, and
- appropriate input to SCAR responses to questions involving science and
operations/logistics; and
e to provide, in conjunction with the Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research
(SCAR), the appropriate forum for discussions on international collaboration in
operations and logistics.

COMNAP Executive Committee (EXCOM)

Ms Gillian Wratt (NZ) Chairperson

Dr Karl Erb (USA) Member

Dr Gerard Jugie (FR) Member

Mr Patricio Eberhard (CH) SCALOP Chairman

Mr Jack Sayers (AU) Executive Secretary
COMNAP SECRETARIAT

Mr Jack Sayers

COMNAP Secretariat

Suite 25, GPO Box 824
Salamanca Square, Hobart
Tasmania 7000,
AUSTRALIA

Tel:  +61-3-6233 5498
Fax: +61-3-6233 5497

E-mail: [savers(@comnap.aq

COMMITTEES
Executive Committee EXCOM
Standing Committee on Antarctic Logistics and Operations SCALOP
Steering Committee on the Antarctic Master Directory STADM
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Environmental Coordinating Group
Coordinating Group on Education and Training

WORKING GROUPS

Air Operations WG

Emergency Response and Contingency Planning WG
WG to Monitor the Liability Annex

Ship Operations WG

Symposium WG

Tourism and NGOs WG

NETWORKS
Antarctic Environmental Managers Network
Information Officers Network

Training Officers Network

Note:

ECG
CEDAT

AIROPS
EMRAC
MOLIBA
SHIPOPS
SYMP
TANGO

AEON
INFONET
TRAINET

A list of COMNAP and SCALOP members and the membership and objectives of the
various committees, working groups and networks may be found on the COMNAP Home

Page at URL: http//:www.comnap.aq
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REPORT OF THE ANTARCTIC AND SOUTHERN OCEAN COALITION
(ASOC)

XXIV Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting
9 ~20 July 2001
St. Petersburg, Russia

REPORT PURSUANT ARTICLE III (2), UNDER AGENDA ITEM 5 (B)

In the two years since XXIII ATCM in Lima, ASOC and its member groups have
continued to work on a broad range of issues concerning the protection of the Antarctic
environment, including the implementation of the Madrid Protocol. To this end, ASOC
has established regional offices for Latin America (Santiago, Chile), Europe (Amsterdam,
The Netherlands) and Southern Africa (Cape Town, South Africa), and national offices in
India (New Delhi), Russia (Moscow), and Ukraine (Kiev) to complement the work of its
Northern and Southern Hemisphere Secretariats (Washington DC, USA, and Darwin,
Australia respectively) and ASOC member groups in Australia, New Zealand and
elsewhere. These offices reflect a substantial expansion of the Coalition’s global
capabilities, expertise and areas of operation.

ASQOC notes with sadness the death of David McTaggart, founder of Greenpeace
International, and a major force in the non-governmental community’s fight to preserve
the Antarctic as one place unspoiled.

L PROTOCOL ISSUES
A. Protocol implementation

At the XII Special Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting (SATCM), ASOC
tabled a paper that explained a methodology we developed to assess evaluation of
Protocol implementation. ASOC has updated that evaluation in an Information Paper for
this meeting. ASOC notes that implementation efforts are uneven and that there are still
countries that have not yet managed to implement most aspects of the Protocol

ASOC notes that, whilst there is ongoing progress in the implementation of the
Madrid Protocol, considering that the Protocol was signed almost 10 years ago and that
Parties committed themselves to interim implementation pending ratification, progress
has been exceedingly slow. The trends for European ATCPs as a whole reflect a slow
increase of 1-2% a year in meeting Protocol obligations. This suggests that all European
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Parties would implement the Protocol to the level of the top performers by 2015 at the
earliest. Progress for the ATS as a whole would arguably be slower.

Many of the problems with Protocol implementation, as reported in ASOC’s
SATCM XII/IP 22 - delays in allocation of and/or insufficient financial resources, lack of
political will, negligence or ignorance regarding the requirements of the Protocol —
centinue to be relevant going into the St. Petersburg meeting. '

B. Environmental impact assessments

ASOC continued to monitor and provide comments on the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) process as conducted by the ATCPs. ASOC notes that whilst the
application of EIA is increasing -- albeit mostly at the IEE level -- in some instances the
EIA process appears not to have been carried out as effectively as intended in the
Protocol. This includes some instances in which EIAs have been conducted at a lower
level than is expected under the Protocol, or have not been conducted at all. In other cases
formal EIA processes as established by appropriate legal or administrative instruments
have still not replaced ad hoc procedures.

At the XII SATCM, ASOC elaborated the concept of Strategic Impact
Assessment (SEA) in Information Paper 10. SEA is a proactive decision-making process
to strengthen the role of environmental issues. It assesses the environmental impacts of
policies, plans, and programmes, at a regional or sectoral level, preceding the specific
assessment and authorisation of individual projects. ASOC has updated that paper in an
Information Paper tabled at this meeting. This paper explores the potential for SEA
concepts and methodologies to be adapted to the existing decision-making procedures and
environmental planning processes used in the Antarctic context. We hope that Parties will
consider establishing an informal working group on SEAs to develop the concept in the
Antarctic context.

ASOC urges the Parties to take a closer look at developing and testing Antarctic
SEA, and suggests that the first step is to examine existing strategic processes in the ATS
for compatibility to the SEA process.

C. Annex V

Once again we note that pending ratification and/or notification by several
nations, which appear to include Ecuador, India, Russia, and Poland, Annex V has not yet
entered into force. ASOC notes with some concern that the way notifications of the
ratification of Annex V are processed by the Antarctic Treaty Depository—the US State
Department—are causing unnecessary delay. It would appear that in some cases the
ratification of Annex V has not been accepted even though the intention and expectations
of the States making those notifications was that indeed those States had ratified Annex
V. Whilst formal notification should follow due processes, bureaucracy should not
unnecessarily hinder the entry into force of Annex V.

D. Liability
The commitment to elaborate rules and procedures for liability in both the Final

Act of XI SCM and Article 16 of the Protocol is still - a decade after adoption of the
Protocol - to be met.
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At this meeting, Parties have before them texts relating to only a subset of liability
issues in the Antarctic, liability associated with environmental emergencies. This appears:
to leave liability for damage arising from chronic and cumulative impacts unattended. -

There is no reason in principle why the various areas of liability cannot be:
addressed in different annexes; indeed, this was anticipated. It may be that if there is:
sufficient agreement on the modalities of liability in relation to 'environmental .
emergencies, it may now be possible to adopt an annex addressing this.

But this is not the end of the matter. It is not consistent with the purposes of the:
Protocol, or the declaratory positions of Parties, for damage that does not arise through
environmental emergencies to be immune from liability. We are encouraged by the fact;
that a number of Parties have argued that further annexes, addressing other hablhty,.
issues, would be appropriate. e

The concern is that, given the tardy progress to date on liability, as soon as a"
single annex is agreed — no matter how partial its coverage — all work on liability ceases:’:
Accordingly, ASOC believes that it is essential at this ATCM that Parties agree to address!
a full range of liability areas in order to meet their Article 16 obligations. If Parties can be
confident that by agreeing to one area of liability they are not in fact foreclosmg otherf:
important areas, it may be easier to make progress. o B

T

il. - ATS ISSUES
A. Lake Vostok

ASOC nparticipated in the SCAR meetmg held to d1scuss research in subglac1a1
environments (Cambridge, September 2000). Whilst conservation issues continue to be:
of concern to ASOC, as well as the environmental impact procedures that will be used in -
any eventual penetration of subglacial lakes, ASOC welcomes the apparent change of*
focus away from the immediate penetration of Lake Vostok itself towards a. staged,
internationally co-ordinated approach to subglacial lake research. '

~ We note that IUCN -agreed to a resolution at its last meeting that calls for Lake"
Vostok to receive some form of specially protected status, and look forward to discussing
this with delegates at this ATCM. :

B. Polar shipping code

- ASOC was represented at the ATS Meeting of Experts on Polar Shipping
(London, April 2000) by an experienced ice pilot who has operated vessels for .
Greenpeace, national programmes and commercial operators in Antarctic waters. ASOC
follows with interest developments of the polar code, particularly vis a vis the expansion
of large cruise vessels into Antarctic tourism.

i, THREATS TO THE ANTARCTIC ENVIRONMENT
A. Tourism

ASOC has tabled an Information Paper to this meeting that expresses our -
concerns about the impacts associated with unregulated tourism. The Antarctic tourism’
industry is changing with larger companies and multinationals beginning to replace the
- traditional smaller enterprises, and larger, general purpose vessels replacing the
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traditional smaller vessels, an increased use of aircraft for inter-continental transportation,
discussion of ‘hotel’ facilities ashore, and the development of ‘adventure tourism’,
special-interest events, and guided risk experiences. ASOC is concerned that a shift
towards a belief that Antarctica should be dealt with like the rest of the world — just
another popular tourist destination, has the potential to severely impact Antarctica’s
environment in the future.

One danger is that as commercial self—mterest becomes the orgamsmg principle .
for Antarctic states, there is ever more risk of Antarctica becoming the object of
international discord, which the Antarctic Treaty has tried to avert. As many national
programmes are looking to demonstrate their commercial relevance at home, domestic
economic pressures have increasingly driven Antarctic policy in a number of member.
states. .
ASOC is very concerned about IAATQ’s prediction at its recent annual meeting
that tourism levels will be significantly higher than those predicted just a year ago.
IAATO forecasts that almost 30,000 visitors will travel to Antarctica aboard small and
large vessels and via air transport by the 2005-06 season. This is a six-fold increase from.
numbers that visited in 1991 —the year the Protocol was signed. This is almost twice as
many visitors as was reported in the IEE that IAATO submitted to the US EPA last
August. The membership structure of the organisation has also changed to include
categories for larger-scale vessels and adventure tourism companies. ASOC notes with
concern that IAATO has backed away from its self—lmposed restriction that mernbers
carry no more than 400 passengers. :

We urge the Antarctic Treaty System to begin to develop proactlve measures in
order to regulate an increasingly ubiquitous tourism industry before it is too late. These
measures include incorporating SEA into the environmental impact assessment process, -
placing a cap on the overall level of tourist activity for a defined period; prohibiting land-
based infrastructure; implementing programmes for collection of baseline information on
sites, and monitoring actual impacts of visitation. .

ASOC’s Information Paper on Tourism proposes a series of steps to be taken over
the next few years, which could lead to a much clearer regulatory basis for ensuring that
the tourism industry doesn’t overwhelm the goals of the Protocol. We look forward to
discussing these proposals with delegates at this ATCM. : o

B. Southern Ocean Fishing

The continuing high level of illegal, unregulated and unreported (TUU) toothfish
take, and associated seabird, and other, bycatch is unsustainable. Everyone seems to
acknowledge this, yet CCAMLR has continued to approve legal fishing permits. The .
urgent state of affairs led ASOC to call for a moratorium on all toothfish fisheries until
(1) IUU fishing and (3) the incidental seabird bycatch is eliminated, (2) robust and
independent scientific data has been acquired on the status and demographic trends of
toothfish stocks, and CCAMLR has a fully functioning, independently verifiable, catch
certification system. We encourage all nations — whether members of CCAMLR or not —
to take the steps urgently needed to halt this activity and to effectively implement the
toothfish Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS), agreed at XVIII CCAMLR. The CDS
will only be able to track the trade in toothfish and assist states in closing markets to
illegally caught toothfish if implemented by all states involved in the toothfish trade.

: ASOC applauds the European Union for agreeing to regulations to allow member .
states to implement the CDS. ASOC encourages EU members to take the necessary -
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legislative and juridical steps to ensure that the CDS is implemented domestically.

ASOC also welcomes the various enforcement actions taken during the past year
by a number of countries. We note, however, that more effective sharing of intelligence
assets — such as satellite imagery, by all those Parties that possess them, could bring
dramatic results. Stopping these illegal activities should be a priority matter for the entire
Antarctic Treaty System.

C. Canada

Canadian companies are actively engaged in both Antarctic tourism and the
toothfish trade. A Canadian company has shown interest in krill. However, as a Non-
Consultative Party to the Antarctic Treaty, and a Contracting Party to CCAMLR, Canada
is not required to use the tools developed within the Antarctic Treaty System to manage
these activities.

ASOC is surprised that a state with the environmental credentials of Canada,
should not attach higher importance to supporting and participating in these ATS efforts
to protect the Antarctic environment. We call upon Canada to ratify the Protocol (as
Greece and Ukraine have done) and apply the Catch Documentation Scheme and
CCAMLR'’s Conservation Measures generally.

D. Climate Change

ASOC is more concerned than ever about the growing evidence of human-induced
climate changes around the world, and in this context notes the crucial role Antarctica
will continue to play in influencing global climatic changes over the coming decades. We
urge all Parties to take urgent steps at home to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to
comply fully with their obligations under the Framework Convention.

The failure of governments to reach agreement in The Hague last year on rules
and procedures needed to flesh out the terms of the Kyoto Protocol must be overcome
during the resumed negotiation at COP6-bis in Bonn, July 18 - 27. We urge all Parties to
take the necessary steps at these climate negotiations to ensure that the Kyoto Protocol is
completed and properly implemented, and that all obligations under the Framework
Convention on Climate Change are adhered to. ASOC strongly regrets that the US has
rejected ratification of the Kyoto Protocol, which will set back international efforts to
head off worsening climate change, thus threatening Antarctica and the entire planet
further.

Following the Bonn meeting, we urge all Parties to take urgent steps at home to
ratify the Protocol expeditiously, so that it comes into force in 2002. This is truly a
global imperative. If the Kyoto Protocol is not ratified, that would mean the world has
wasted ten years in developing an action plan, while CO2 emissions have continued to
rise dramatically.

ASOC looks forwards to working with delegates at this XXIV ATCM and to the
successful resolution of some of the most important issues mentioned above.
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REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION

OF ANTARCTICA TOUR OPERATORS (IAATO)
(under Article 11l (2) of the Antarctic Treaty)

The International Association Of Antarctica Tour Operators (IAATO) is pleased to
present a report of its activities to ATCM XXIV, St. Petersburg, Russia, 9-20 July 2001 in
relation to Article III (2) of the Antarctic Treaty.

TIAATO is dedicated to appropriate, safe and environmentally sound private-sector
travel to the Antarctic. Over the last year IAATO has continued to focus its activities in
several key areas:

Improved exchange of information among its members

Improved vessel communication methods via the GMDSS system

Cumulative impact of tourist activities

Improved methods of reporting

Improved methods for overseeing membership adherence to Bylaws

Potential spreading of Antarctic diseases and prevention methods

Support of research project on disease transmission

The role of IAATO relative to larger cruise vessels in the Antarctic and the expansion

of IAATO to accommodate the diversification of tourism activities

e Formation of additional guidelines, i.e. camping guidelines, wildlife watching
guidelines, helicopter guidelines, boot washing station guidelines

e Develop concepts for data base

e Deception Island workshop

e United States Environmental Protection Agency Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and Proposed Final Rule
Participation in international meetings and liaison with National Antarctic programs

and government agencies of the sub-Antarctic island groups, and scientific and

environmental organizations, is an important objective of IAATO and its members.

1 Introduction

1.1 Founded by seven private tour operators in 1991, the International Association of
Antarctica Tour Operators currently has 44 members from Argentina, Australia,
Belgium, Canada, Chile, Falkland Islands, Germany, Japan, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, United Kingdom, and the United States. A current Membership
Directory is included with this report (Appendix A). There are 2 membership
applications currently in progress. One year ago IAATO had 25 members and has
nearly doubled in size during this calendar year.

1.2 Antarctic tourist numbers have declined in the last year. From November 2000 to
March 2001, a total of 12,248 persons traveled to the Antarctic on privately
organized expeditions, including 12,121 passengers aboard 21 commercially
organized vessels, 112 persons on chartered yachts and 139 land-based visitors.
This downward trend represents a decrease from the total of 14,762 visitors and
14,402  ship-borne visitors in the 1999-2000 season. Land Based
Tourism/Adventure Tourism also decreased between the 1999-2000 and 2000-
2001 seasons. The decrease in tourism was predicted by IAATO for the 2000-01
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1.3

1.4

1.5

NN e e

seasons for the last five years in IAATO’s long term projection. An overview of
Antarctic tourism activity is presented as a separate information paper to ATCM
XXIV under agenda item 13.

IAATO held its 12th general meeting in Washington D.C, June 27-30, 2001. A
total of 41 people from 24 member companies of IAATO, and 6 nonmember tour
operators plus 35 governmental and private organizations attended the meeting.
Companies represented were Abercrombie and Kent/Explorer Shipping
Corporation, Adventure Associates, Adventure Network International, Asteria,
Aurora Expeditions, Cheesemans’ Ecology Safaris, Expeditions Inc., Hapag
Lloyd Kreuzfahrten, Heritage Expeditions, LifeLong Learning, Lindblad
Expeditions, Mountain Travel Sobek, New World Shipping Co./Clipper Cruise
Line, Ocean Frontiers, Oceanwide Expeditions, Peregrine Expeditions, Plantours
and Partner, Polar Star Expeditions, Quark Expeditions, Society Expeditions,
Students On Ice, Victor Emanuel Nature Tours, WildWings, Zegrahm
Expeditions, Antarctic Horizons, Holland America Line Westours, Hotel Y
Turismo Jose Nogueiro/Antarctica 21, Ofotens og  Vesteraalens
Dampskibsselskab, and Orient Lines. The complete agenda can be found on
IAATO’s website at www.iaato.org.

Representatives from the United States Antarctic Program/National
Science Foundation (USA), United States Environmental Protection Agency,
United States Department of State, Antarctica New Zealand, New Zealand
Antarctic Heritage Trust, Raytheon Polar Service Company, British Antarctic
Survey, Canadian Committee for Antarctic Research, Falkland Islands Tourism
Board, Umwelt Bundesamt (Federal Environmental Agency-Germany),
Government of South Georgia, the Antarctican Society, Oceanites, ASOC,
ANAN, and Sheffield Hallam University. Several IAATO member expedition
team staff members also participated.

IAATO will hold its 13™ General Meeting in the United Kingdom in 2002. Dates
and location have yet to be decided but most likely the meeting will be at the end
of June, 2002. Interested parties that would like to participate should contact the
IAATO Secretariat.

IAATO representatives and members attended the following international
meetings:
Deception Island Workshop, Santiago, Chile, March 2001.
Yearly meetings with the German Department of the Environment (Umwelt
Bundesamt)
World Wildlife Fund conference on Arctic tourism, Juneau, Alaska, February, 2001

- Svalbard Tourism Meeting, March 2001.

Membership

IAATO currently has 18 Full Members, 8 Provisional Members, and 18 Associate
Members. (Appendix A). Two membership applications are in process. Sixteen
new companies applied for membership during the 2000-01 season or at the
annual meeting.
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2.2

22.1

The future of IAATO, diversification of tourism activities in the Antarctic and the
issue of companies operating ships carrying more than 400 passengers were once
again discussed at length at the 12" General Meeting. According to the 1991
IAATO Bylaws, JAATO member companies have agreed to carry no more than
400 passengers per voyage.

Background

It was decided by the membership at the 11

General Meeting that;

e A research study would be conducted to look at the potential number and size of
larger ships that may include Antarctica in future cruises

¢ To look at the possible changes in the industry with a view to IAATO considering
whether to open IAATO up to all ships of any size

e To consider looking at changing categories of membership to include all types of
Antarctic tourism including large ships, land-based and adventure tourism, flight
seeing and air/cruise operations.

e JAATO has been pressured by the tourism industry and by several of the Antarctic
Treaty Parties to find a way to be more inclusive of all forms of tourism.

e A Reference paper (IAATO Past, Present and Future) would be written to capture all
of the above-mentioned concepts and use as a basis for a vote and a way forward.

2.2.2 Decision and Position Statement

223

® Due to the growth and changing nature of Antarctic Tourism activities there
was a potential need to revise IAATO’s Bylaws and Industry standards.

o The IAATO Bylaws are being amended to reflect that IAATO recognizes the
possibility that in the future there might be growth of uncontrolled non-
IAATO tourism that might possibly lead to more than a minor and transitory
impact of the environment or have adverse cumulative impacts.

* JAATO will further encourage the development of appropriate Antarctic
Shipping Guidelines.

* JAATO is committed to monitoring of activities at all visitor sites and is
actively considering introducing site-specific guidelines.

e Active involvement with the scientific community is encouraged to further the
understanding of the more highly sensitive sites in order to better manage the
potential growth of tourism therein.

Bylaw Changes

It was voted by 2/3rds majority at the 12" General Meeting that IAATO would
change its Bylaws in the membership category to include 7 new categories. The
exact wording and final bylaw changes are yet to be approved by the membership.
The membership is now divided into seven categories:

1. Organisers of Expedition Ships or Yachts that carry less than 200 passengers.
The limit of 100 passengers ashore at one site at one time remains in force.

2. Organisers of Vessels carrying 200-500 passengers who are intending to land
passengers. Stringent restrictions on landing activities of time and place could
apply. The limit of 100 passengers on shore at one site at one time also
applies.
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224

23

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

4.1

3. Organisers of Cruise Ships making no landings (cruise only). Cruise ships
carrying more than 500 passengers are not permitted to make any landings.

4. Organisers of Land Based operations

5. Organisers of Air Operations with Over Flights only

6. Organisers of Air/Cruise Operations

7. Associate Members (remains unchanged)

*Note Full, Provisional, and Probational status still occurs within categories 1-6.
The Future

IAATO has embraced the changing nature of Antarctic tourism and would
encourage support amongst Antarctic Treaty Parties as a possible way forward.
Under the above categories of Membership, IAATO has been inclusive yet taken
the precautionary approach until further scientific or aesthetic evidence proves
otherwise.

As a matter of principle and in practice, all tour operators — whether or not
associated with IAATO - are included when possible in emergency contact
information, exchange of information and other activities of the IAATO
Secretariat. (Appendix B)

Field Coordination

As part of its annual exchange of operational information, JAATO compiles and
distributes Vessel Call Data (Appendix B). In addition, contact information for
private camps (ANI), tour vessels and yachts is included in the Antarctic
Communications Directory (MINIATOM) compiled and distributed by the
COMNAP Secretariat.

In addition, preliminary cruise itineraries are compiled by the IAATO Secretariat

and distributed to Antarctic tour operators, national Antarctic programs and
COMNAP.

Expedition leaders and ship's officers circulate advance itineraries and maintain
regular contact throughout the season to coordinate site visits and exchange
general information, a key factor in managing Antarctic tourism and mitigating
potential environmental impact. An example of the annual instructions to ships’
captains, radio officers and expedition leaders is included here. (Appendix C).

This ongoing and routine contact between vessels and with Adventure Network’s
Emergency and Medical Evacuation Response office in Punta Arenas (EMER) is
also a key component of effective emergency response and self-sufficiency.

Environmental Impact Assessment

According to information received by the IAATO Secretariat, all IAATO Full and
Provisional Members (except one, see below) submitted an Environmental Impact
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5.1

5.2

53

54

6.1

6.2

Assessment of planned activities for the 2000-01 season to appropriate national
authorities in accordance with national procedures. Australia, New Zealand,
United Kingdom, United States, Germany and Canada all received EIA’s from
TIAATO members. However, it was only recently in April 2001 that the
government of the Netherlands created a process to accept Environmental Impact
Assessments. Oceanwide Expeditions has produced a draft document and has
submitted it to the government of the Netherlands in accordance with their
regulations.

Procedures to Prevent the Introduction of Alien Organisms

Appendix F is the adopted standard operating procedure for Boot and Clothing
Decontamination-Recommended Guidelines effective as of the 2000-01 season.

For two seasons, IAATO has used a standard protocol to report any high mortality
incidents and to avoid the introduction and translocation of alien diseases.
(Appendix D) To better understand the issues involved, operational strategies are
currently being discussed and implemented to further this work.

IAATO provided financial and logistical support for Dr. Chris Curry (Australia)
to carry out a research study entitled “Could Tourists Transmit Infectious Agents
in Antarctica?” (Appendix E) This study began during the 2000-01 season and
will continue during the 2001-02 operating season.

IAATO was asked by Ms. Stephanie Pfenningwerth (Australia) to consider her
research project “Antarctic Tourism: Wildlife Disease Awareness Campaign.” She
mailed information packets to members of IAATO in advance of the meeting.
After some discussion at the 12" General Meeting, IAATO members agreed to
adopt her proposal within each individual company. On behalf of IAATO
members we would like to thank Ms. Pfenningwerth for her efforts. She can be
reached directly at stephpf.ozemail.com.au.

Reporting of Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities

Antarctic tour operators made use of a standard Post Visit Site Report form as
adopted by ATCM XXI (Final Report, Annex J). Minor amendments are being
proposed at ATCM XXIV in a separate information paper.

IAATO continues to support the continued use of this single form, which reduces
the burden of paperwork and facilitates studies of the scope, frequency and
intensity of tourist activities. As part of its ongoing work, IAATO is in the final
process of developing a database that will access information from the forms and
facilitate compilation and analysis of tour data. It is worth noting that when
visiting South Georgia, IAATO members are also required by the local authorities
to complete a form reporting their activities at each site, which is to be submitted
to the Government of South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands following
each visit. This form is somewhat similar to the Standard Post Visit Site form used
in the Antarctic.
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6.3 Antarctic tourism trends as compiled by the U.S. National Science Foundation
since 1989 are presented to this meeting as part of the Information Paper “IAATO
Overview of Tourism Activities”. This information is also posted online at
www.iaato.org.

7 Implementation of Recommendation XVIII-1

7.1 In consultation with COMNAP, individual national Antarctic programs and
consultants, TAATO continues to research, develop and use industry-wide
programs and standards wherever necessary to ensure self-sufficiency and proper
conduct in the Antarctic. JAATO is currently finalizing wildlife watching,
camping, kayaking, guidelines for scientists being transported by tourist vessels
and will submit a draft to interested parties prior to the commencement of the
2001-02 season. ,

7.2 IAATO’s standard operating procedures include a medical evacuation
contingency plan, standard medical information, slide presentation on IAATO’s
"Guidance for Visitors to the Antarctic," and a standardized table of contents for
training materials and handbooks.

7.3  An IAATO pre-season checklist is appended to this report, indicating the kind of
educational materials prepared and distributed by IAATO each Antarctic season.
(Appendix E)

7.4  Recommendation XVIII-1, “Guidance for Visitors to the Antarctic” is available
by IAATO to tour operators in English, Chinese (Mandarin), French, German,
Italian, Japanese, Russian and Spanish. Should any Antarctic Treaty Parties have
translated this document into languages not listed above please submit copies to
the IAATO Secretariat in order to better educate our traveling public.

7.5  Recommendation XVIII-1, “Guidance for Those Organizing and Conducting
Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities in the Antarctic” is provided to all
IAATO tour operators to inform members of key obligations and procedures to be
followed. ' ‘

8. Emergency Response Actions and Contingency Planning

8.1  During the IAATO 12™ General Meeting, the Marine Committee and other
interested member companies agreed to work together on an industry-wide
Emergency Response Action and Contingency Plan. The draft version will be
available in 2002. IAATO would like to seek advice and coordinate with COMNAP
once a draft document is produced.

8.2 JIAATO has compiled data of member tour vessels’ specifications and other
information that would contribute to risk assessment of Antarctic tourism activities.
This list is currently being updated and will be in place for the 2001-02 season.

8.3 All IAATO member companies have Shipboard Oil Pollution Emergency Plans
(SOPEP) in place that satisfy regulation 26 of Annex I of MARPOL. A “Special
Antarctic Addendum” to the SOPEP was developed by IAATO and distributed to
Antarctic tour operators for implementation and comment in 1998. While the
addendum has no legal status, it includes notice to contact Antarctic stations in the
vicinity of any marine pollution incident along with appropriate national authorities.

9, 2000-01 Scientific and Environmental Research Initiatives
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9.1

9.2

9.3

94

IAATO member companies continued to provide logistic and scientific support to
national Antarctic programs and Antarctic organizations. Tour vessels provide a
cost-effective resource for the scientific community. During the 2000-01 season
more than 75 scientists and other personnel from various Antarctic Treaty Parties
along with their equipment were supported, mainly in transport to and from
stations and field areas. IAATO continued its support of the Oceanites Antarctic
Site Inventory Project whose personnel were again provided with
accommodations, transport and access to visitor sites. Antarctic Treaty Parties
chartered at least one IAATO member vessels on two occasions for station
resupply during the 2000-01 season.

Specific requests for logistic or other support should be made to individual
members or the JAATO Secretariat. A current IAATO Membership directory is
attached to this report. (Appendix A)

TAATO members also provided transport for researchers, personnel and material
in the Antarctic, sub-Antarctic, including the Falkland Islands, South Georgia,
Macquarie Island and the New Zealand Sub-Antarctic Islands.

Antarctic tour operators and passengers continued their tradition of direct
financial contributions to many organisations active in Antarctica including the
Scott Polar Research Institute, United Kingdom Antarctic Heritage Trust, New
Zealand Antarctic Heritage Trust, the Humpback Whale Identification Project,
and Whale and Dolphin Society. _

One company raised $25,000 USD from the sale of artwork created on
board and donated directly to the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds’ Save
the Albatross Campaign, and $13,700 USD was donated to the Grytviken Whaling
Museum in South Georgia.

Appendices

monwy

T

TAATO Membership Directory (July 2001)

TIAATO Call Data 2000-01

IAATO Annual Instructions

IAATO Disease Protocol

Research Proposal: “Could Tourists Transmit Infectious agents in
Antarctica?”

Boot and Clothing Decontamination

TAATO Pre-Season Checklist

TAATO Observers’ Reporting Form

TAATO Report - Appendix A

TAATO MEMBERSHIP DIRECTORY 2000-2001
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Full Members

Abercrombie & Kent / Explorer
Shipping Corp.

1520 Kensington Road, Suite #201

Oak Brook, Illinois 60523 2141 USA
Victoria Underwood-Wheatley

RES 800 323 7308

TEL 630 954 2944, FAX 630572 1833
E-mail: vunderwood @compuserve.com
www.explorership.com
www.abercrombiekent.com

Adventure Associates

197 Oxford Street Mall, PO Box 612
Bondi Junction, Sydney, NSW 2022
AUSTRALIA

Dennis Collaton

TEL 61 2 9389 7466, FAX 61 2 9369 1853
E-mail: mail@adventureassociates.com
www.adventureassociates.com

Adventure Network International
4800 N. Federal Hwy

Suite 307 D

Boca Raton, FL. 33431 USA

Anne Kershaw

TEL 561 237 2359

FAX 561 347 7523

Email: general @adventure-network.com
www.adventure-network.com

Aurora Expeditions

182 Cumberland Street, The Rocks Sydney
NSW 2000, AUSTRALIA

Greg Mortimer

RES 1800 637 688

TEL 612 9252 1033, FAX 612 9252 1373
Email:

auroraex @auroraexpeditions.com.au
www.auroraexpeditions.com.au

Cheesemans’ Ecology Safaris

20800 Kittredge Road

Saratoga, California 94070 USA

Gail & Doug Cheeseman

RES 800-527-5330

TEL 408-741-5330, FAX 408-741-0358
Email: cheesemans @aol.com
www.cheesemans.com

Clipper Cruise Line/ New World Ship
Management Company LLC/

7711 Bonhomme Avenue Suite 300

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 USA

Captain Neil Kelleher, RES 800 325 1033
TEL 314 721 5888, FAX 314 727 5246
Email: nkelleher@nwship.com
www.clippercruise.com

Hapag-Lloyd Kreuzfahrten

Ballindamm 25, D-20095 Hamburg
GERMANY, Baerbel Kraemer

TEL 4940 30014798, FAX 4940 30014761
E-mail: baerbel.kraemer @hlkf.de

Or info@hapag-lloyd.com
www.hapag-lloyd.com

Heritage Expeditions

PO Box 6282

Christchurch NEW ZEALAND
Rodney Russ

TEL 64 3 3389944, FAX 64 3 3383311
Email: hertexp @attglobal.net
www.heritage-expeditions.com

Lindblad Expeditions

720 Fifth Av. New York, NY 10019 USA
Leif Skog

RES 800 397 3348 v

TEL 212 765 7740, FAX 212 265 3770
Email: leifs@expeditions.com

www.expeditions.com

Mountain Travel-Sobek

6420 Fairmount Av. El Cerrito, California
94530 USA

Chris Dunham, RES 800 227 2384

TEL 510 527 8105, FAX 510 525 7710
Email:chris@mtsobek.com
www.mtsobek.com
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Oceanwide Expeditions
Bellamy Park 9, 4381 CJ
Vlissingen, NETHERLANDS
Marlynda Elstgeest

TEL 31 118410410

FAX 31 118410417

Email: marlynda@ocnwide.com
www.ocnwide.com

Pelagic Expeditions

92 Satchell Lane, Hamble Hants
SO314HL UNITED KINGDOM
Skip Novak

TEL 44 2380 454120

FAX 44 2380-454120

Email: skipnovak @compuserve.com
www.pelagic.co.uk

Peregrine Adventures

258 Lonsdale St., Melbourne, Vic 3000
AUSTRALIA

Andrew Prossin

TEL 61 3 9663 8611

FAX 61 39663 8618

Email: AndrewP @peregrine.net.au
www.peregrine.net.au

Quark Expeditions

980 Post Road, Darien, Connecticut 06820
USA

Erica Wikander

RES 800 356 5699

TEL 203 656 0499, FAX 203 655 6623
Email: quarkexpeditions @compuserve.com
www.Quarkexpeditions.com

Society Expeditions

2001 Western Avenue, Suite 300
Seattle, Washington 98121 USA

John Tillotson

RES 800 548 8669

TEL 206 728 9400, FAX 206 728 2301
Email: Societyexp@aol.com
www.societyexpeditions.com

Victor Emanuel Nature Tours

2525 Wallingwood Drive, Suite 1003
Austin, Texas 78746 USA

Shirley Anderson

RES 800 328 8368

TEL 512 328 5221, FAX 512 328 2919
Email: shirley@ventbird.com
http://www.ventbird.com
http://birdcruises.ventbird.com

WildWings/Wildoceans

577-579 Fishponds Road

Fishponds, Bristol

BS16 3AF Avon UNITED KINGDOM
John Brodie-Good

TEL 44 117 9658333

FAX 44 117 9375681

Email: wildinfo@wildwings.co.uk
www.wildwings.co.uk

Zegrahm Expeditions Inc.

192 Nickerson Street, #200

Seattle, Washington. 98109 USA
Wermer Zehnder

RES. 800 628 8747

TEL 206 285 4000, FAX 206 285 5037
Email: zoe@zeco.com

WWW.ZeC0.com
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Provisional Members

Antarctic Horizons

Level 1-410-414 Oxford Street
Bondi Junction, Sydney NSW 2011
AUSTRALIA '
Andrew Lock, Jason Cronshaw
TEL 61 2 9235 1889

Email: jason @travnet.com.au

Antarctica 21/Turismo y Hoteles Jose
Nogueira S.A, Bories St. 959

Punta Arenas, CHILE

Jaime Vasquez

TEL 56 61 248840

FAX 56 61 248832

Email: nogueira@chileaustral.com

Expeditions Inc

550 Industrial Way Suite 27

Bend , OR 97702 USA

Chuck Cross

RES 888 484 2244

TEL 541 3302454, FAX 541 330 2456
E-Mail chuck@expeditioncruises.com
info@expeditioncruises.com

Golden Fleece Expeditions
Jerome and Sally Poncet -
Beaver Island, C/O P.O. Stanley -
FALKLAND ISLANDS
golden.fleece @horizon.co.fk
sallyponcet@yahoo.com
TELFAX 50042316 or
TEL/FAX 500-22659

Ocean Frontiers Pty Ltd

PO Box 404, Mona Vale, NSW 1660,
Australia .

Unit 38/5 Ponderosa Parade, Warriewood,
NSW 2102, AUSTRALIA

Don and Margie Mclntyre

TEL 61 02 9979 8530

FAX 61-02 9979 8535

Email don @oceanfrontiers.com.au

or elaine @oceanfrontiers.com.au

Ovotens og Vesteraalens
Dampskibsselskab ASA (OVDS)
Boks 43, 8501 Narvik, NORWAY
Steiner Saterdal

TEL 47 76967600

FAX 4776967501

Email: steiner.saterdal@ovds.no
www.ovds.no
www.hurtingruten.com

Polar Star Expeditions A/S
Rektor Hertzbergsv. 14

1363 Hgvik NORWAY

Ulf Prytz

TEL 47 67580517 / 67125037
FAX 47 67583618

Email prytzulf@online.no

Plantours and Partner GmbH
Obernstrabe 76, 28195 Bremen
GERMANY

Marion Eckhardt

TEL: 49-421 173 69 0

FAX:49-421 1736935

Email: eckhardt@plantours-partner.de
Email: info@plantours-partner.de
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TAATO Report - Appendix C

MEMORANDUM

TO  All Antarctic Captains, Expedition Leaders and Radio Officers
FM IAATO
RE  2000/01 Season

We developed the following notice at the IAATO annual meeting to help guide the
exchange of information among vessels, co-ordination of itineraries and reporting for the

s€ason.

Exchange of Itineraries

e JAATO members agree to exchange itineraries and coordinate schedules. This is a
key factor in self-regulation, monitoring of activities and also in effective emergency
response.

¢ Consult the IAATO preliminary schedule (and updates circulated by In.Fue.Tur) to
determine which vessels will be in your cruising area.

e Circulate your proposed final itinerary via GMDSS, telex by broadcast mode or radio
(preferred) or fax or e-mail. (Please note that few tour vessels have regular real-time
exchange of e-mail.) Since all ships are supposed to be equipped with a GMDSS radio
station, they should be able to scan a frequency in the 6310 KZ band (24 hrs). By
using broadcast mode (one way) ships can send itineraries, ice information and other
information as needed. These transmissions will be picked up by all vessels and
should be able to printout the incoming message immediately.

e Itineraries should first be communicated amongst vessels directly but may also be
circulated via In.Fue.Tur but this is a method of last resort. Not all ships call at
Ushuaia and the responsibility to circulate information is on individual vessels.

¢ Be sure to also exchange environmental information and management
recommendations for individual landing sites or other notices with your colleagues as
the season progresses.

Itinerary Changes

¢ To avoid conflicts, notify vessels in the region of any changes in planned itinerary as
soon as practical.

¢ Notification can be by GMDSS, fax, telex, VHF or HF (see below)
e Notify any vessel of intention to cancel a landing. Due to itinerary changes, weather,
ice etc another vessel would appreciate having an additional landing option.

Landing Priority

¢ In general, priority is given to the first vessel that has made its intentions known.
e In the event of conflict, expedition leaders should coordinate between themselves to
determine priority, which is best accomplished through negotiation via HF or VHF.
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¢ Please resolve any conflicts equitably. It is assumed that vessels visiting a site with
some regularity will give way to a vessel that is not but any number of factors may
come into play.

e Two vessels are not to land at the same place at the same time and, to avoid any
potential environmental impacts, efforts should be made to spread out visits over time.

Station Visits

e Tour operators have agreed to provide 72 hour-notice of any planned station visit.

» Follow individual procedures determined by national programs/station leaders.

¢ Provide timely notice of cancellation, generally 48 hours in advance.

* Please include any additional station contact information, standard procedures or
incidents involving stations in your voyage report to the home office.

e Remember no visits to Palmer Station are allowed on Sunday’s and preferably not on
Saturdays. All Palmer visits have been prearranged. Any changes, please advise
Palmer as soon as possible.

Channel 16

e Channel 16 is used for hailing purposes only, NOT general communication.

e After making contact, immediately switch to another channel to continue
conversation.

o Expedition Leaders should periodically review radio etiquette with staff. The
airwaves during the height of the season in the Peninsula have been crowded, an issue
with IAATO members and potentially with research stations. Take care to follow
standard international procedures.

IAATO Radio Schedule

e JAATO members have agreed to implement a twice daily radio schedule.

e All ships should report in with their position/destination at 1230 and 1930 daily
(Ushuaia local time). Each radio officer should record this information.

e Suggested HF hailing frequencies are: 4146 (1°), 6224 (2°)-SSB, 8294 (3°), to be
finalized by radio officers during the season based on experience. Use 6224 whenever
possible.

e Expedition leaders should make use of this schedule whenever VHF communication
is impossible for exchange information. This will reduce communication costs.

¢ Please switch to another frequency for any extended conversation when talking on the
above mentioned HF (4146°, 6224°.)

EMER (Emergency and Medical Evacuation Response)

e Review the IAATO Emergency Contingency Plan included in your briefing package.

e The reporting scheme indicated above is an integral part of emergency response.
Please insure that it is followed and report any difficulties to your home office.

Post-Visit Reporting

e Following Antarctic Treaty recommendations, complete Part 1 and Part 2 of the
standard Post-Visit report for every expedition. This should be the ONLY form
completed and it should be completed carefully and returned to the home office.
Information taken from this form is tabulated and circulated internationally by the
National Science Foundation, USA and by IAATO. Copies of all completed forms
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must be submitted to the National Science Foundation and other relevant nat10na1
programs and a copy sent to IAATO via the home office.

e Please note guests of the company, guest lecturers, other “non-revenue passengers”
should be reported as passengers for the purposes of this report unless they have a
specific role ashore. In general, those responsible for supervising passenger operations
ashore who report to the expedition leader are considered staff. Your office will
provide additional guidance.

e Please use the standard list of “Antarctic Peninsula Region Landing Sites” for Part 2,
in which case you need not complete the Latitude/Longitude. Please correct
duplications or inconsistencies. In general, the most specific place name is used.

e Make additions to the list of landing sites as necessary -- taking note of the standard
procedures included in your briefing packet for assessing new or rarely visited sites.

¢ EL’s, please note that this information is used for statistics that are tabled worldwide.
Please do not hastily fill this out. If you have questions, consult your home office.

e If possible type the forms rather than hand write.

Have a safe and successful Antarctic season.
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IAATO Report - Appendix D

INTRODUCTION AND DETECTION OF PDISEASES IN ANTARCTIC
WILDLIFE, IAATO PERSPECTIVE

Preamble

Inherent in the mandate of IAATO member companies is a long term commitment
to environmentally sensitive travel to Antarctica. For a number of years IAATO
members, being mindful of Environmental Protocol Recommendation XVIII-1, have been
using simple precautionary techniques to ensure that foreign material and/or potential
pathogens are not introduced into Antarctica by tourists. In the last several years these
procedures have been formalized and reviewed by national authorities via Environmental
Impact Assessments.

Recognizing that tourlsts in Antarctica are a highly mobile population and that
little is known about the introduction and translocation of alien organisms in the
Antarctic, [AATO hopes to play a contmumg active role in responding to new
information.

Resulting from the Diseases of Antarctic Wildlife workshop hosted by the
Australian Antarctic Division (Hobart, Oct 1998), this document is intended to address
the concern about the potential translocation of diseases by tourists in Antarctica, and to
suggest a cost effective, practical solution. Given the current lack of scientific data on
natural disease status and microbial populations of Antarctic wildlife, and of methods to
prevent anthropogenic transmission, a sensible precautionary approach is proposed.

Antarctic tour operators and staff can be a resource for disease surveillance,
reporting and containment. Vessels operated by IAATO members cover a wide variety of
coastal terrain in a short space of time and can provide valuable data to the scientific
community on the overall state of wildlife populations.

TAATO members have continued to make use of boot-washing stations before and
after each landing along with a visual check of clothing and gear for any exotic
organisms. Following the Diseases of Antarctic Wildlife workshop, IAATO researched a
simple effective antiseptic which could be used to limit possible translocation of diseases,
such as in penguin feces, when passengers moved from one rookery to another for
example.

We were surprised to find that experts in the field do not agree whether any
further action is required beyond simply washing boots and soiled clothing in clean water.
A number of researchers suggested that a weak solution of iodine might be a suitable
antiseptic. Bearing in mind the variance in opinion amongst experts in the field, IAATO
suggests the following:

1. PREVENTATIVE ACTION

* Prior to their first landing in Antarctica, all passengers receive a comprehensive
briefing on Antarctic conservation. An integral part of this briefing is explaining
the importance of preventing the possible introduction of foreign materials to
Antarctica, and the potential for translocation between Antarctic sites.

* Before each shore visit passengers and staff are asked to check their clothing for
seeds and other extraneous material and scrub their boots in a foot bath on the
ship's deck. Given that most voyages depart from Ushuaia and many passengers
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spend time in Tierra del Fuego before embarkation, the opportunity to transport
material to the Antarctic is obvious and a thorough cleaning before the first
landing is particularly important.

Following each landing for the duration of the voyage, passengers scrub boots at
the water's edge prior to boarding Zodiacs and again aboard the ship at the head of
the gangway. The foot bath should contain a diluted iodine solution (ratio: three
tablespoons of saturated solution to a ten gallon bucket).

Disposal of the used iodine solution, which may possibly contain pathogens and is

‘a poison, must be considered. Iodine occurs naturally in the ecosystem and is

present in foot bath water in low enough concentrations that it is not considered a
threat to the environment. We propose that dirty foot bath water should be
disposed into the sea at the place of anchorage at each landing rather than flushed
into the ship's tanks. In this way any contaminants acquired at that site will be
returned to the waters from which they came, rather than being translocated.

Zodiacs are kept clean between landings and care is taken to remove stones, kelp
etc. from the floor of the Zodiac after each landing.

Helicopter skids and passenger compartments are cleaned between landings using
clean sea water.

2. PROCEDURES UPON THE DISCOVERY OF A HIGH MORTALITY EVENT

Antarctic tour vessels can potentially act as monitors of the health of wildlife

populations, traveling along coastal areas throughout the Antarctic summer. We are not
proposing that IAATO vessels take any formal responsibility of monitoring the health of
wildlife populations but rather that IAATO instigates a code of practice for responding to
a high mortality event.

While acknowledging that high mortality events are open to interpretation in size

and cause, the critical issue is that any perceived, highly unusual event be noted and
reported appropriately. In the event of discovering a mortality event, tour operators

should:

*

Describe and report the event to the nearest scientific station and ships operating
in the area. The national authority that the tour organizer provided advance
notification should also be notified and an incident report should be prepared for
IAATO.

In such a scenario, the primary responsibility of the operator is to say that he/she
has seen something unusual.

Where the operator has reason to believe that landing passengers could lead to
translocation of disease or may otherwise be ill-advised, the landing should be
aborted.

In the event of a landing being made and a mass mortality event not being
recognized, then normal boot scrubbing procedures and adherence to approved
landing procedures should be enough to minimize the risk of spreading disease.
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TAATO Report - Appendix E

IAATO MEETING, WASHINGTON DC, JUNE 2001
COULD TOURISTS TRANSMIT INFECTIOUS AGENTS IN ANTARCTICA?

C. Curry, J. McCarthy, H. Darragh, R. Wake, *R. Todhunter, *J. Terris.
Dept of Emergency Medicine, University of Western Australia Dept of
Medicine, Dept of Microbiology, Dept of Infectious Diseases, Fremantle
Hospital; *Ship doctor.

The increasing numbers of tourists visiting penguin rookeries in Antarctica has raised the
question, could tourists translocate infectious agents on their boots and clothing from one
rookery to another?

While there are as yet no documented cases of the introduction and spread of diseases
amongst Antarctic wildlife by human visitation, there is circumstantial evidence that
micro-organisms that could cause disease have been introduced by humans. IAATO has
promulgated decontamination procedures to minimise the risk of translocation of micro-
organisms on boots and clothing. However, until now the effectiveness of these
procedures had not been examined.

During the 2001/2002 season we undertook a pilot study and a limited definitive study to
test these procedures aboard the Quark Expeditions icebredker, Kapitan Khlebnikov.
Samples were collected from boots before a landing, immediately on return to the ship,
and after the decontamination procedure. Specimens were collected into routine transport
media, and kept at 4 degrees Celsius until culture was undertaken. Samples were cultured
using media selective for intestinal coliform bacteria at Fremantle Hospital, Western
Australia.

THERE WAS SUBSTANTIAL GROWTH OF MICRO-ORGANISMS FROM ALL THREE SAMPLINGS,
INCLUDING BACTERIA LIKELY TO HAVE COME FROM THE INTESTINES OF PENGUINS. THE
HEAVIEST GROWTH WAS FROM THE RETURNING UNWASHED BOOTS, BUT THE WASHING
PROCEDURE DID NOT ELIMINATE CONTAMINATION ON THE THIRD SAMPLES, WHERE INTESTINAL
BACTERIA COULD STILL BE ISOLATED.

We conclude that the IAATO decontamination procedure cannot afford operators any
assurance that translocation of diseases will not occur.

We wish to propose the undertaking of a more extensive study next Antarctic season in
which we compare a second water wash with the use of a disinfectant. Samples will be
collected aboard the Kapitan Khlebnikov on three consecutive trips to rookeries in the
Ross Sea. Ateach collection a control group of boots will have a second water rinse
while a test group of boots will have a rinse in disinfectant. We plan to test the
commercially available disinfectant Virkon ™,
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TAATO Report - Appendix F

BOOT AND CLOTHING DECONTAMINATION
TAATO’S RECOMMENDED GUIDELINES

Introduction

While there is at present no conclusive evidence that tourists have introduced or
transmitted diseases within Antarctica, there is indirect and circumstantial evidence that
raises concern. There is the potential for visitors to be vectors of disease, both into and
within the Antarctic ecosystem.

To minimize this potential JIAATO recommends decontamination practices similar to
those of the quarantine authorities of most countries who protect themselves from the
introduction of external diseases.

Recommendations
1. In pre-voyage information:

1.1 Passengers are advised that Antarctica is an isolated continent and as far as we know
is free of introduced diseases. We must ensure it remains so.

1.2 Passengers are advised that all boots and clothing must be clean before joining the
ship. Those who go trekking, tramping, backpacking, farm visiting prior to the voyage
must clean their boots and clothing thoroughly to remove all material from them. Tripod
feet can also collect mud and seeds and should be checked regularly.

2. Pre-landing briefing:

2.1 Passengers are reminded that they must have clean boots and clothing to
go ashore. Facilities will be available on deck for those who need them (the boot
washing station).

3. Landings:

3.1 As far as possible, avoid walking in concentrations of organic material
such as guano, seal placenta, seal faeces, in order to avoid moving this material
around the landing site.

3.2 A simple brush scrubber at the landing site helps to clean boots before
entering the zodiac. The device at the landing site is simply a three-quarter-inch-thick
plywood sheet about 2-3 feet square with a couple of stiff-bristle scrub brushes
attached, placed so that boots can be placed between them and vigorous brushing
cleans the sides of the boot, while a brush on the bottom cleans the sole. The
scrubbers are then thoroughly rinsed at the end of the landing period, and put into the
zodiacs for return to the ship.
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33 Before boarding the zodiac or helicopter, wash as much material off boots
and clothing as possible before boarding the zodiac. Ensure that whatever touched the
ground ashore (backpacks in particular), boot cuffs, exposed velcro be inspected,
brushed off, etc., before leaving the beach. Seeds and other vegetation in the Sub-
Antarctic islands could easily be transported if not cleaned thoroughly.

34 On returning to the ship, boots and clothing must be cleaned thoroughly at
the boot washing station.

4. The boot washing station:

4.1 This is a facility on deck at the head of the gangway (or in close proximity to the
point of return of passengers where zodiacs or helicopters are used). It requires

¢ Running water and a hose.
¢ Drainage of water off the ship.

¢ Scrubbing brush and or coarse mat and shallow tray by which all debris can be
scrubbed from boots and clothing

e A member of staff or crew to assist passengers to inspect their boots and clothing
for complete decontamination.
5. Between landings
5.1 Every effort must be made to ensure that boots and clothing dry out completely
between landings. (Desiccation is an important mode of controlling some micro-
organisms).

6. At the next pre-landing briefing

6.1 Ask passengers to check that boots and clothing are clean before leaving the ship.
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TIAATO Report - Appendix G

IAATO Pre-Season Checklist

2000-2001 Season

000000 O0O0DB

Memorandum to Antarctic Captains, Expedition Leaders and Radio Officers
Antarctic Communications Directory (COMNAP MINI-ATOM)

TAATO Call Data, 2000-01

Preliminary Ship Schedules, November 2000-01

Approved 2000-01 Palmer Station Cruise Ship Visits -

Copy of Organizer’s Environmental Impact Assessment (varies by organizer)
Expedition Leader’s/Staff Resource Notebook

CCAMLR Marine Debris in Antarctic Waters (placard)

Help Stop Toothfish Poaching

Diseases of Antarctic Wildlife

General

00000

0ooooao

0 og

O Y 5 [ W

Post-Visit Report, Part 1 (Expedition Record) and Part 2 (Site Visit Record)
Antarctic Peninsula Region Landing Sites (with Longitude and Latitude)

General Medical Information, Parts I, IT and 111

IAATO Emergency and Medical Response Contingency Plan

Recommendation XVIII-1 (English, Spanish, French, Russian, German, Japanese,
Italian, Chinese)

IAATO Slide Presentation, Safety and Conservation Briefing

Antarctic Tourism statistics, graphs and charts compiled by NSF

IAATO Annual report to the ATCM and other relevant papers

Compendium of Antarctic Peninsula Visitor Sites (Can be obtained from Oceanities)
“Behold Antarctica” Video (produced by U.S. National Science Foundation)
Handbook off the Antarctic Treaty System (Currently out of Print-there is a CD rom
in process)

List of Protected Areas

Appropriate and Relevant Legislation per company per country (for example, the US
Antarctic Conservation Act 1978, public law 95-541) necessary for vessels carrying
US citizens, German, Australian, New Zealand, United Kingdom Antarctic Act’s etc).
Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (1980)
Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Seals

Protocol on Environmental Protection of the Antarctic Treaty (1991)

Copy of all relevant permits

Copy of all relevant management plans for individual landing sites

Copy of most recent South Georgia, Macquarie and New Zealand SubAntarctic
Management plans and other Sub Antarctic information.
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TAATO Report - Appendix H

CHECKLIST FOR 1IAATO OBSERVERS ON PROVISIONAL OF
PROBATIONAL MEMBER VESSELS

To: Observers:

The following checklist is hopefully a useful guide to evaluate IAATO Provisional and
Probational members. When answering the questions you can use yes, no, unsure and
short explanations. If any long answers are required, then please use additional space. If
this evaluation can be transmitted by email its preferable. Hopefully it is a useful tool or
checklist to assure that all obligations set forth by IAATO and the Antarctic Treaty
System are met.

Please submit by mail or preferably by email to:
IAATO

PO Box 2178

Basalt, CO 81621

Or by email to: iaato@iaato.org

Or by fax to: USA 970-704-9660

Please give at least one copy to a designated representative of the IJAATO Member
Company to whom you are evaluating and send the other copy to IAATO. This
evaluation is simply intended to evaluate the operation based on the IAATO By-Laws and
operating procedures, IAATO Pre-Season Checklists and Regulations set forth by the
Antarctic Treaty, its Recommendations, and Agreed Measures and specifically by the
Protocol on Environmental Protection.

Voyage Date (embarkation and disembarkation):
Your name:
Date:

Overall itinerary:

1) Overall impression of the voyage: Did the company support the basic mission of
IAATO? To advocate, promote and practice safe and environmentally responsible
private sector-travel to the Antarctic?

2) Staff to Passenger Ratio:
Was there 20:1 experienced staff to passengers?
Was there 75% experienced Antarctic staff?

Names of staff members, specialty and years of Antarctic experience:

3) Was the Environmental Impact Assessment on board in an easy access location?
If the Expedition Leaders changed was there a handover procedure?
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Is there a copy of Advance Notification on board? Did the expedition staff read the
environmental impact assessment and did the expedition adhere to the Environmental
Impact Assessment and to Advance Notification. (Observers please review the EIA
and note any discrepancies).

4) Guidelines:

Was the Crew briefed prior to the start of the season?

Were the passengers briefed prior to arriving in Antarctica? -

Where the IAATO slides used? If not, why not? Was there a substitute?

Was a copy of Recommendation XVIII-I handed out to passengers with this briefing?
Were copies of non-English guidelines given out to non-English speaking passengers?
Were there periodic briefings/announcements given to remind passengers that they
should not get closer than 15 feet/5 meters to wildlife?

5) Was there an Expedition Leader Reference Notebook on board? If so, please include a
copy of the table of contents? Was it useful? If not, why not?

6) Was there a battery collection box or alternative procedures for battery collection
easily available or communicated to passengers?

7) Was there a briefing done with the appropriate passengers, officers and crew to make
sure that nothing including cigarette butts was thrown overboard and that it was not
appropriate to feed birds off the decks of the ship.

8) Sewage, Waste Disposal etc: Did the vessel operations comply with Annex III and IV
of the Protocol on Environmental Protection? Please describe procedures or include a
copy of the waste management plan for the vessel.

9) Was there oil spill equipment on board? Was there a SOPEP on board?

10) On shore: :
A). Did the Expedition staff on shore give the passengers and appropriate briefing
once the passengers arrived, setting boundaries and reminding them of appropriate
distances?
B). Were the staff ashore escorting passengers and or providing educational
information?
Was there a particularly effective way to manage passengers ashore organized by the
staff?
C) Was there any new sites visited and if so what criteria was used to evaluate the
site?
D) Was there scuba diving or camping or any other non-traditional type of tourism
being conducted? If so, was it noted in the IEE and or Advance Notification?

11) Zodiac Cruising: Were zodiac drivers respectful of the whales, seals, penguins or
other forms of wildlife?
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12) Were there appropriate boot washing stations? Did passengers diligently clean their
boots, backpacks etc to avoid the possible transportation of diseases from one site to
another? Were passengers reminded periodically throughout the cruise?

13) Poultry Products: Were poultry products separated out from all other food garbage?
14) Additional Comments or Suggestions

Thank you for your time and effort. On behalf of all the IAATO member companies we
appreciate your feedback and hope you had a great time.
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REPORT TO PLENARY

BY THE WORLD METEORIOLOGICAL ORGANISATION (WMO)
IN RELATION TO ARTICLE III (2) OF THE ANTARCTIC TREATY

OVERVIEW OF WMO’s ANTARCTIC ACTIVITIES

The highly successful International Geophysical Year of 1957/58 gave rise 1o the
formulation of the Antarctic Treaty in 1959 and its ratification in 1961. The Treaty was
given considerable impetus for the investigation of major scientific problems in
Antarctica and encouraged cooperation between nations. The Antarctic Treaty is unique
in the field of international relations in that it guarantees freedom of scientific research
and exchange of data. The Treaty promotes the exchange of information on the scientific
program plans, of scientific observations and results, and of scientific personnel;
encourages collaboration and opens all installations to international inspection. It
encourages co-operative working relations with those specialized agencies of the United
Nations and other international organizations having a scientific or technical interest in
Antarctica.

Article II of the present Antarctic Treaty promotes international co-operation in
scientific investigation in Antarctica. Under Article I1I(2) Contracting Parties agree that,
to the greatest extent feasible and practicable, every encouragement shall be given to the
establishment of co-operative working relations with those Specialized Agencies of the
United Nations and other international organizations having a scientific or technical
interest in Antarctica. The World Meteorological Organization (WMO) is one of ten
organizations invited to present reports on their Antarctic activities to a Plenary Session
of Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meetings.

Maintain the Antarctic Treaty
and enhance the influence of nations within the System

Despite the hostile conditions and the problem of logistics, the Antarctic Basic
Synoptic Network (ABSN) is well implemented and the percentage of reports received at
the main centres of WMO’s telecommunication network is close to the global average.
This allows high quality scientific research to be carried out using the data bank as well as
the outputs from various global models of the atmosphere. Substantial meteorological
activity was provided to support human operations in the Antarctica and the Southern
Ocean. The surface weather observing and upper air sounding networks organized by
WMO are examples of scientific work of practical and economic importance. The
historical data bank that is a consequence of weather reporting is fundamental to our
understanding of contemporary processes of global relevance such as ozone depletion,
atmospheric pollution, climate change, melting of ice shelves and glaciers, sea level rise.
All require Antarctic data to ensure true global perspective.

Protect the Antarctic environment

The last ten years have seen a growing international political awareness of the
fragility of the Antarctic region and the need to preserve its near-pristine environment.
This has increased the relevance of research to the development of scientifically informed
conservation and resource management. Research projects that answer questions with
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respect to understanding the role of Antarctica in the global climate system including
atmosphere/sea ice/ocean interactions; the direct and indirect effects of aerosols;
stratospheric cooling/ ozone depletion/increasing are relevant to the goals of government
in of some Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties.

WMO sponsored real time measurement and communication of temperature,
wind, pressure, precipitation etc from Antarctic sites and Sub Antarctic islands in an
efficient manner allows compliance with the Madrid Protocol by monitoring changes in
the climatic environment against a background of natural variability. The monitoring of a
wide range of atmospheric constituents is integral to our compliance with the Treaty and
its Madrid Protocol. The ongoing surface and near-surface monitoring allows these
factors, their variability and change, to have a close connection with many aspects of the
Antarctic environment, including the stability of ice shelves and evaporation from oceanic
areas.

Understand the role of Antarctica in the global climate system

The Antarctic continent and its surrounding Southern Ocean, south of the
Antarctic convergence, are probably the least known regions of the world. Antarctic
studies are crucial for a global perspective of ozone depletion, atmospheric pollution,
climate change and sea level rise. The effects of increases of radiatively active gases may
have profound effects on Antarctica and indeed the rest of the world as a consequence.
Atmospheric Sciences provide a means of quantifying and understanding the fundamental
processes that are involved in the climate system. Ongoing research by glaciologists,
atmospheric scientists, oceanographers, biologists and geologists into the role of
Antarctica and the Southern Ocean in the global climate system can lead to knowledge of
climate change.

Research into many aspects of Antarctic climatology has been initiated by a
number of international bodies. WMO and ICSU jointly initiated the World Climate
Research Programme, which has a significant Antarctic component, particularly with
respect to sea ice as a climate “memory” and feedback system. The Intergovernmental
Oceanographic Commission (IOC) extended the World Ocean Circulation Experiment
(WOCE) in recent years to include atmosphere-ice-ocean interactions in high southern
latitudes. WMO Executive Council welcomed the invitation of IOC to establish closer
links between WMO and IOC in the development of the coordinated plans for research
and monitoring in the Southern Ocean.

In carrying out its Antarctic activities, WMO collaborates with other international
organizations, in particular with the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting (ATCM),
Scientific Committee for Antarctic Research (SCAR), Council of Managers of National
Antarctic Programs (COMNAP). This cooperation will be continued to ensure a
coordinated and cost effective implementation of the scientific and technical programs in
Antarctica.

The Antarctic continent and its surrounding Southern Ocean, south of the
Antarctic convergence, are probably the least known regions of the world. Antarctic
studies are crucial for a global perspective of ozone depletion, atmospheric pollution,
climate change, ice sheet mass balance and sea level rise. The effects of increases of
radiatively active gases may eventually have profound effects on Antarctica and indeed
the rest of the world as a consequence.

Since the discovery in 1985 by BAS scientists, depletion of the ozone layer
continues to be a matter of considerable international concern. The Antarctic springtime
ozone hole is one of the most dramatic manifestations of global change. The 2000
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Antarctic ozone hole reached a record area of almost 30 million square kilometers (nearly
the size of Africa), in the first week of September. This compares with ozone hole areas
of between 24 and 27 million square kilometers in the previous five springs. The year
2000 ozone hole departed from previous years in the rapid appearance and early decline
in the size of the hole. By 23 November 2000 the hole had dissipated entirely, the earliest
it has done so since 1991. This is related to the natural variability of general circulation
patterns in the global atmosphere, but particularly to variations within the circum-polar
vortex in the lower stratosphere over Antarctica.

Climate and the Cryosphere

The World Climate Research Programme (WCRP) has specifically included
research into Climate and Cryosphere (CLIC). The key aim of the CLIC project is to
provide a globally integrated approach to the study of the role of the cryosphere in the
climate system. This will include enhancing links between existing global and regional
cryosphere studies conducted under other organizations such as SCAR. It will also be
important to consider mechanisms for interaction with other WCRP projects such as
CLIVAR. CLIC will examine factors determining the extent and variability of the global
cryosphere and its role in global climate variability by addressing two issues......
¢ Collection of some cryospheric data and assemblage of the appropriate data sets,

e Develop procedures for the collection of solid precipitation measurements in Polar
Regions.

Science of practical, economic or international importance

Substantial meteorological activity is required to support human operations in the
Antarctica and the Southern Ocean. The surface weather observing and upper air
sounding networks organized by WMO are examples of scientific work of practical and
economic importance. The consequential historical data bank is fundamental to our
understanding of contemporary processes of global relevance such as ozone depletion,
atmospheric pollution, climate change, melting of ice shelves and glaciers, sea level rise,
all require Antarctic data to ensure true global perspective. Representation of Antarctica
in global numerical weather prediction models has improved; remote sensing of
atmospheric variables and sea ice from polar orbiting satellites has become more
sophisticated. It is now possible to specify a new meteorological standard with respect to
the provision of operational meteorological services within Antarctica.

Provision of operational meteorological services and sea ice information to
operators of National Antarctic Programs are significant ways in which Members of
WMO can honor their commitments under the Antarctic Treaty System. The
consequential data bank gathered from all Antarctic weather stations is fundamental to
our understanding of climate change in the Antarctic that may have profound influence on
the weather and climate of other regions of the world.

Advancement of Antarctic Meteorology requires cooperation at two levels:

NATIONAL - WMO Permanent Representative and Antarctic Agency.

INTERNATIONAL - Between WMO and other international agencies.

ATCM - International cooperation and political/legal/environmental aspects.

SCAR - Scientific research.

COMNAP - Practical management, communications and services.

IOC - Scientific cooperation with WMO re the capture of oceanographic and

meteorological data and planning research programs on air/sea interaction.
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Research into many aspects of Antarctic climatology has been initiated by a
number of international bodies. WMO and ICSU jointly initiated the World Climate
Research Programme, which has a 31gn1ﬁcant Antarctic component, particularly with
respect to sea ice as a climate “memory” and feedback system. The Intergovernmental
Oceanographic Commission (IOC) extended the World Ocean Circulation Experiment
(WOCE) in recent years to include atmosphere-ice-ocean interactions in high southern
latitudes. WMO Executive Council welcomed the invitation of IOC to establish closer
links between WMO and IOC in the development of the coordinated plans for research
and monitoring in the Southern Ocean.

There is obviously a great deal of fragmentation and overlap between national and
international research and observational programs at the same time as an existence of
serious data and knowledge gaps. The Joint WMO/IOC Technical Commission for
Oceanography and Marine Meteorology (JCOMM) is developing an integrated Polar
Region Strategy Document. The first step in the development of a strategy was to prepare
a report in 2000 on oceanographic and marine meteorological observations in the Polar
Regions. The WMO Executive Council Working Group on Antarctic Meteorology was
one of the bodies active in polar oceans had input to the first report.

In carrying out its Antarctic activities, WMO collaborates with other international
organizations, in particular with the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting (ATCM),
Scientific Committee for Antarctic Research (SCAR), Council of Managers of National
Antarctic Programs (COMNAP). This cooperation will be continued to ensure a
coordinated and cost effective implementation of the scientific and technical programs in
Antarctica.

Reference Antarctic Data for Environmental Research -
The SCAR READER Project

The Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research (SCAR) REference Antarctic
Data for Environmental Research (READER) project has the goal of assembling a
definitive data set of surface and upper air Antarctic synoptic observations for use within
studies of climate variability and change. Data are being collected via National Points of
Contact and we have already received data from half a dozen nations. The observations
are being quality controlled and we plan to make the first version of the new data set
publicly available at SCAR XXVII in Shanghai in the middle of 2002. All nations
holding Antarctic observations are encouraged to make these data available to the
READER project so that the data set is as complete as possible. Single station analyses of
surface and upper air radiosonde data will them be completed.

Report on WMO Antarctic Activities 1999-2001

The Executive Council of WMO in June 2001 noted with satisfaction the report of
the Expert Meeting on World Weather Watch Operational Arrangements (Geneva, 16-18
October 2000). The Executive Council approved the proposals for the revision of the
Antarctic Basic Synoptic Network (ABSN) made by the meeting and endorsed by the
chairman of the Executive Council Working Group on Antarctic Meteorology. It is noted
that the Global Climate Observing System (GCOS) Surface Network (GSN) and the
GCOS Upper Air Network (GUAN) stations were taken into account in the amended list
of ABSN stations. The Council recorded its decision in Resolution 3.5/1(EC-LIII).

The Council noted that the availability of SYNOP and TEMP reports from ABSN
stations at several Global Telecommunications System centers was about 62 per cent and
70 per cent respectively, during the specific monitoring of the exchange of Antarctic data
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in February 2001. The comparison between the numbers of reports received in 2001 and
during the previous years shows a decrease for the SYNOP reports (- 3 per cent in
comparison with 2000) and an increase for TEMP reports (+5 per cent in comparison with
2000).

The Council noted with interest that the UK Met. Office and the British Antarctic
Survey plan to carry out a more extensive radiosonde programme from station Rothera
during 2002 with a view to investigate the impact of these additional measurements on
forecast accuracy. It further noted that the UK is attempting to secure European funding
for an ozonesonde campaign from Rothera in 2003.

The Council noted that the present arrangements for reception of data and
products from Antarctic stations include various options. WMO EC Council also noted
that 76% of ABSN stations now use satellite systems to transmit observations to their
collecting centers. While noting that the overall operation of the Antarctic data collection
and distribution systems was satisfactory, the Council agreed with the recommendation of
the Expert Meeting to pay specific attention to the possible discontinuation of HF
broadcasts and consider alternate means of receiving data and products. Taking into
account that certain changes had occurred in the current telecommunication arrangements,
the Council agreed with the amendments to the Manual on the Global Telecommunication
System (WMO No. 386) proposed by the Expert Meeting and accordingly adopted as
Resolution 3.5/2 (EC-LIII).

In considering the development of an observational network in the Antarctic, the
WMO EC Council stressed the need to fully comply with growing requirements in
provision of additional measurements, their timeliness and accuracy. It also felt that
Members should further explore the possibility to increase the number of inland stations
as well as coastal data coverage in the Antarctic. In this connection the Council stressed
that efforts should be made by Members to deploy more Automatic Weather Stations on
the continent and drifting buoys in the seasonal sea ice zone. The Council requested its
Working Group on Antarctic Meteorology, in consultation with other WMO programmes,
to strengthen cooperation on Antarctic matters including the organization of workshops
on a more regular basis. It also recommended facilitating and promoting the CLIC project
for the Antarctic.

The Council was pleased to note that WMO had continued to maintain close
collaboration with other international organizations involved in the Antarctic activities, in
particular with Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meeting (ATCM), Scientific Committee on
Antarctic Research (SCAR) and the Council of Managers of National Antarctic Programs
(COMNAP). It noted with satisfaction the participation of WMO representatives at
ATCM XXIII (Lima, Peru, 1999), at the 26" session of SCAR (Tokyo, Japan, July 2000)
as well as the Antarctic Treaty Meeting of Experts on Guidelines for Antarctic Shipping
and Related Activities (London, UK, April 2000).

The Council also stressed the vital importance of maintaining and, where possible,
strengthening ozone monitoring over the Antarctic, carried out by GAW stations co-
located within the ABSN and other ozone measuring stations, and urged Members
concerned to expand ozone related measurements to meet growing environmental
requirements.

The WMO EC welcomed The International Antarctic Weather Forecasting
Handbook and requested the Secretary-General of WMO to provide assistance in
publishing this important reference material.
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ATCM XXI1V Additional documents

ANNEX H

ATCM XXIV Final List of Documents”

Item 4 _ Operation of the Antarctic Treaty S stem

-
WP 1 ‘Working practices and procedures of the Consultative Germany
Meetings and their Working Groups
WP 18  (Status of Recommendations, Measures, Decisions and Netherlands
esolutions of the ATCM
WP 35 IATCM Secretariat IN.Zealand/
taly
WP 36  Proposal of agreed measure on the establishment of the |Argentina,
K\ntarctic Treaty Secretariat {Brazil,
Chile, Peru,
Uruguay
P37 Antarctic Treaty Secretariat: Modalities Argentina,
Brazil, Chile,
Ttaly, New
ealand,
Peru,
(Uruguay
1P 6 Report on the organisation of the XXIII Antarctic Treaty  [Peru
Consultative Meeting in Lima, Peru, May 24 - June 4,1999
1P 25 Status of Recommendations, Measures, Decisions and Netherlands
] Resolutions of the ATCM
IP27  [The Enquiry Procedure of Article 18 Chile

Item 5. Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System: Reports by Observers and
Experts:
a) Reports under Recommendation XII-2

On the adherence to the Protocol on Environmental
rotection to the Antarctic Treaty by Ukraine

" - allocation of the documents is done in accordance with agenda items;
- all the documents submitted for the CEP IV Meeting are listed in Annex 1
to the CEP IV Report.
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Additional documents

8. Co-op

eration among Parties with respect to Article 6 of the Protocol

e 23 5 TR T S T TR

eport on co-operation among Parties

Australia
1P22 Reducing fossil fuel use at Australian Stations IAustralia
P61 Joint Antarctic Patrol between Chile and Argentina Chile

10. The Question of Liability as Referred to in Article 16 of the Protocol

Annex VI to the Protocol on Environmental Protection

the Antarctic Treaty “Prevention of damage, contingency  [States
planning and liability for failure to provide for emergency
response action”
WP14 Response to XXIII ATCM Resolution 5 (1999) SCAR-
COMNAP
WP17 Chairman’s Draft of the Annex VI to the Protocol on New
Environmental Protection to the Antarctic Treaty “Liability [Zealand
arising from environmental emergencies”
38 Discussion on Liability issue (compilation) New
Zealand
P82 Questions on insurance and limitation of liability under the [Belgium-
Annex on Response Measures Sweden

11. Safety of Operations in Antarctica

R

RPN

Guidelines for Antarctic Shipping and Related Activities

Final Report of the ct1c Treetln o Expes I

Kingdom

Classification of the Antarctic Zone of the Southern Ocean
based on ice navigation conditions

Russia

12. Relevance of Developments in the Arctic and the Antarctic

BN i

arative analy
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Additional documents

13. Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities in the Antarctic Treaty Area -

P28

shuaia ‘Puerta e a ala Anda Informe sobre el
transito de turismo Antartico a través de Ushuaia,
temporada 2000-2001

\Argentina

Antarctica Tour Operators (IAATO)

P40 lAntarctic Tourism IASOC
1P72 Proposed amendments to the Standard Post Visit Site Report[AATO
Form .
1P73 Overview of Antarctic Tourism International Association of JAATO

14. Inspections under the Antarctic Treaty

SRR TR T SRS

e

WP3 Inspecciones en el marco del Articulo VII del Tratado ﬁrgentina
Antdrtico

WP25 Report of the 2001 Norwegian Antarctic inspection under  [Norway
Article VII of the Antarctic Treaty and Article 14 of the
Protocol on Environmental Protection to the Antarctic
Treaty ,

P9 Report of a joint inspection in East Antarctica conducted in [Belgium/
1999 by Belgium and France under Article VII of the France
Antarctic Treaty

1P17 The inspection conducted in accordance with Article VII of [United
the Antarctic Treaty and Article XIV of the Protocol under (States
the auspices of the United States Department of State

ey - - R KA R N

15. Science Issues, Particularly Scientific Co-operation and Facilitation

ussian studies of the Antarctic 2000 under the uproam
‘Study and Research of the Antarctic”
1P2 Australian scientific programs conducted in 1999-2000 and |Australia
2000-2001
P33 A Cybercartographic Atlas of Antarctica: Progress Report  [Canada
1P47 Russian contribution to the Antarctic meteorology Russia
P49 Results of the Russian studies of the subglacial Russia
Lake Vostok
1P74 The Role of WMO in Antarctic Meteorological Networks [WMO
1P77 Status of the ozone hole WMO
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16. Operational Issues

WP28 Proposal on creating a four-language explanatory glossary [Russia
of the terms , definitions and abbreviations used in the
Antarctic Treaty Documentation
P11 The new German “Kohnen” Base in Dronning Maud Land, |Germany
Antarctica - '
1P24 Czech Scientific Station in the Antarctica Czech
' Republic
P29 Progress towards an Air Transport System for Australia's  |Australia
Antarctic Program '
P43 Romanian Antarctic Scientific Activities, 1998-2000 Romania
P69 ~ Scientific activities proposed for Czech Antarctic station  [Czech
: Republic
[P75 Last activities of the Czech Government concerning the Czech
" _lAntarctic — short characteristic Republic
P78 Antarctic Weather Prediction WMO
Including ocean waves and sea ice information

17. Education Issues

Publicacié: "Informacion para visitantes a la Antartida"  |[Uruguay
Periodo 2000-2001 '

P23 Educational issues |Australia
1P34 Student visit to Antarctica - “Youth Statement” Canada
P80 Antarctic treaty 40™ anniversary conference Australia

university of Tasmania, Hobart, 22 June 2001

18. Exchange of Information

WP7 Report from the Inter-sessional Contact Group reviewing

information exchange requirements

Australia
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ANNEX1
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CONSULTATIVE PARTIES

ARGENTINA

Representative Sr.Ministro Ruben Nestor PATTO
Head of Delegation, Director General de Antartida

Alternates Sr.Ministro Ariel Ricardo MANSI
Alternate, Direccion General de Antartida

Sr.Secr. Gabriel Alberto SERVETTO
Alternate, Direccion General de Antartida

Delegates Sr.Lic. Jose Maria ACERO
Jefe del Departamento de Gestion Ambiental,
Instituto Antartico Argentino

Sr.Lic. Rodolfo SANCHEZ
DePartamento de Gestion Ambiental, Instituto
Antartico Argentino

Sr. Marcelo STUBRIN
Delegate

Sr.Lic. Eugenio GENEST

Adviser, Jefe del Departamento de Politica
Antartica, Direccion nacional del Antartico

AUSTRALIA

Representative Mr. Richard ROWE
Head of Delegation, Legal Adviser, Department of
Foreign Affairs and Trade

Alternate Dr. Tony PRESS
Alternate, Director, Australian Antarctic Division

Delegates Mr. Michael STODDART
Delegate, Chief ANARE Scientist, Australian
Antarctic Division

Mr. Michael BLISS
Sea Law, Environmental Law and Antarctic Policy
Section, DFA& T
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Mr. Warren PAPWORTH
Antarctic Treaty and Government Section,
Australian Antarctic Division

Mr. Andrew JACKSON
Antarctic Treaty and Government Section,
Australian Antarctic Division

Mr. Tom MAGGS
Environmental Management and Audit Section,
Australian Antarctic Division

Ms. Lyn GOLDSWORTHY
Environmental Adviser, Antarctic & Southern
Ocean Coalition

Dr. Julia GREEN
University of Tasmania

Advisers Mr. Bill BLEATHMAN
Tasmanian Office of Antarctic Affairs

Ms. Julie HECKSCHER
Australian Embassy, Moscow

BELGIUM

Delegates Mrs. Maaike VANCAUWENBERGHE
OSTC (Federal Office of Scientific Affairs)
Mr. Raymond BRIOT |
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Hugo DECLEIR
University of Brussels
Mrs. Eveline DEKEZEL
University of Ghent

BRAZIL

Representative Mr. Eduardo FARIAS
Head of Delegation, Minister

Alternate Mr. Luis Antonio MALAFATA
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BULGARIA
Representative Dr. Christo PIMPIREV
Head of Delegation, Professor, Director of
Antarctic Institute
Alternate Ms. Silvia TENEVA
Delegate Dr. Nesho CHIPEV
CHILE - ~
Representative Mr. Jose Manuel OVALLE
Head of delegation
Alternate Mr. Jorge BERGUNO
Delegates Ms. Maria Teresa INFANTE
Director of Frontiers and Limits
Ms. Paulina JULIO
Dr. Jose VALENCIA
Mr. Miguel FIGUEROA
Advisers Mr. Patricio UNDURRAGA
Mr. Victor SEPULVEDA
Mr. German GARCIA
CHINA
Representative Mr. SUN Lin
Head of Delegation, Legal Advisor, Treaty and Law
Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs '
Delegates Mr. WEI Wenliang

Deputy General-Director, Chinese Arctic and
Antarctic Administration

Mr. CHEN Liqi
Honorary General-Director, Chinese Arctic and
Antarctic Administration

Mr. XU Shijie
Deputy Director, Chinese Arctic and Antarctic
Administration
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Ms. LI Ting
Deputy Director, Treaty and Law Department,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. GUO Xiaofeng
Attaché. Treaty and Law Department, Ministry of

Foreign Affairs
FINLAND
Representative Ms. Pdivi KAUKORANTA .
Head of Delegation, Director, Ministry for foreign
Affairs '
Delegates Ms. Outi MAHONEN
Special Adviser, Ministry of the Environment
Mr. Petteri KAUPPINEN
Special Adviser, Ministry of Education
Adviser Mr. Henrik SANDLER
Finnish Marine Research Institute
FRANCE
Representative M. Frangois ALABRUNE
. Directeur-adjoint de la Direction des affaires
juridiques, Ministere des affaires étrangeres, Chef
de Délégation
Alternate M. TRINQUIER
Député Head of Délégation
Delegates M. Serge SEGURA

Conseiller, Sous-direction du droit de la mer, des
péches et de I'Antarctique, Ministere des affaires
étrangeres

M. Jean Paul BARRE
Chercheur, Institut frangais de recherche et
technologie polaires

M. Benoit GUIU
Service des affaires juridiques, Administration des
Terres australes et antarctiques frangaises

M. N. Didier GUIFFAULT

Chargé de mission, Sous Direction des Affaires
Juridiques Ministére de L’aménagement du
territoire et de I’environnement
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GERMANY

M. Laurence PETITGUILLAUNE A
Chargé de mission, Service des Affaires
Internationales Ministére de L’aménagement du
territoire et de L’environnement

M. Jean Jacques REYSER
Député Directeur, Institut francais de Recherches et
technologie polaires

Representative

Alternate

Delegates

Advisors

INDIA

Dr. Jochen TREBESCH
Head of Delegation, Ambassador, Federal Foreign
Office

Mr. Fabian RICHTER
Second Secretary, Federal Foreign Office

Mr. Bert-Axel SZELINSKI
Ministerial Counselor, Federal Ministry for the
Environment

Ms. Julie WERNER
Delegate, Second Secretary, Federal Ministry for
the Environment

Dr. Wiebke SCHWARZBACH
Federal Environmental Agency (UBA)

Dr. Hartwig GERNANDT
Alfred Wegener Institute for Polar and Marine
Research (AWI)

Mr. Christoph RUHOLL
Alfred Wegener Institute for Polar and Marine
Research (AWI)

Dr. Norbert ROLAND
Federal Institute for Geosciences

Dr. Silja VONEKY
Max Planck Institute for International Law

Representative

Dr. Prem Chand PANDEY
Head of Delegation, Director, National Center for
Antarctic & Ocean Research
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ITALY

Representative

Alternates

Delegates

Advisers

JAPAN

Mr. Giuseppe JACOANGELI
Head of Delegation, Ambassador

Mr. Mario ZUCCHELLI
E.N.E.A. (Agency Implementing the Italian
Antarctic Program)

Prof. Francesco FRANCIONI
University of Siena

Mr. Donato MANCO
E.N.E.A.

Mr. Mario ZUCCHELLI
ENEA - Ant. Protect

Prof. Elena SCISO
Rome University “La Sapienza”

Dr. Patrizia VIGNI
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Siena University

Representative

Alternate

Delegates

Adviser

KOREA, REPUBLIC OF

Mr. Katsuhide ARIYOSHI
Head of Delegation, Senior assistant of Ministry of
Foreign Affairs

Dr.Okitsugu WATANABE
Director, National Institute of Polar Research
(NIPR)

Ms. Kosuke AMIYA
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Jun TANAKA

Ministry of the Environment

Dr. Takashi YAMANOQOUCHI
Professor (NIPR)

Representative

Mr. Jung HAI-UNG
Head of Delegation, Counselor, Korean Embassy in
Italy
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Delegates

NEW ZEALAND

Mr. Hyun KI-JIN
Deputy Director, Marine Development Division,
Ministry of Maritime Affairs & Fisheries

Mr. Lee SANG-HOON
Director, Polar Sciences Lab, KORDI

Mrs. Ahn IN-YOUNG
Delegate, Polar Sciences Lab, KORDI

Representative

Alternate

Delegates

Advisers

NETHERLANDS, THE

Mr. Don MACKAY
Head of the Delegation, UN Ambassador

Mrs. Felicity WONG
Head, Antarctic Policy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and Trade

Ms. Gillian WRATT
Chief Executive

Mr. Roger FARRELL

Prof. Peter BARRET
New Zealand CEP Representative

Ms. Emma WATTERHOUSE
Environment adviser

Ms. Jennifer McDONALD
Legal adviser

Ms. Rebecca ADAMS
Mr. Harry KEYS

Mr. Chris MACE

Representative

Alternate

Delegates

Mr. Jan HUBER
Head of Delegation

Mr. Dick de BRUIIN

Mr. René LEFEBER,
Legal Counsel, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Ms. de VRIES
Ministry of Environment, Legal counsel

Advisors Mr. Kees BASTMEIJER
Ms. Michelle Lo ANJOE
Mr. HACQUEBORD
Mr. Jan N. STEL
NORWAY
Representative Mr. Jan Tore HOLVIK
Head of Delegation, Ambassador
Alternate Mr. Jon RAMBERG
Delegates Mr. Olav ORHEIM
CEP Chairman, Managing director
Mr. Svein Tore HALVORSEN
Adviser, Ministry of Environment
Ms. Birgit NJASTAD
Senior executive officer
Ms. Sissel FINSTAD
Legal adviser
Ms. Inger HOLTE
Senior executive officer
Adviser Mr. Davor VIDAS
PERU
Representative Mr. Cesar CASTILLO
Head of Delegation
Alternate Mr. Yerko Jara SCHENONE
Defense Representative
POLAND
Representative Mr. Eugeniusz MIELCAREK

Head of Delegation
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Alternates Mr. Tomasz WASILEWSKI
Mr. Andrzej MISZTAL

Delegates Mr. Andrzej MAKAREWICZ
Prof. Stanislaw RAKUSA- SUSZCZEWSKI
Dr. Katarzyna SALWICKA

Mrs. Monika EKLER
Legal Dept., Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Kszischtof WASEK
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Anna POGORZELEC

RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Representative Mr. Leonid L.SKOTNIKOV
Head of Delegation, Director, Legal Department,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ambassador

Alternates Mr. Pavel G.DZYUBENKO
Deputy director, Legal Department, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs
Mr. Yuri S.TSATUROV
First Deputy Head, Russian Federal Service for
Hydromereorology and Environmental Monitoring
(Roshydromet)

Delegates Mr. Valery S KNYAZEV
Head of Section, Legal Department, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs

Mr. Valery AMARTYSCHENKO
Deputy Head of Division, Roshydromet

Mr. Ivan E. FROLOV
Director, Arctic and Antarctic Scientific Research
Institute, Roshydromet

Mr. Valery V.LUKIN
Director, Russian Antarctic Expedition

Mr. Sergey S.HODKIN
Adviser of the Head of Roshydromet
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Mr. Rustem G.MAMIN
Head of International Cooperation Department,
Ministry of Natural Resources (MPR)

Mr. Rinat R MURZIN
Head, Marine Works Division, MPR

Mr. Yuri V.SOROKIN
Head of Section, Marine Works Division, MPR

Mr. German L.LEYCHENKOV

Head of Antarctic Geological and Mineral
Resources Section, Oceangeologia Research
Institute

Mr. Vadim M.BRUHIS

Head, Division of licensing, legal and analytic
issues, State Committee of Fisheries

Ms. Anna BUSTRAMOVITCH

Mr. Maxim U.MOSKALEVSKY

Secretary, Council on Arctic and Antarctic
Research, Russian Academy of Science

Mr. Victor POMELOV

Mr. Vadim SOBOLEV

Mr. Valeriy MASOLOY

Mr. Alexander MAKORTA

SOUTH AFRICA
Representative Dr. D.MILLER
Head of Delegation, Senior Scientist
Alternate Mr. HR. VALENTINE
Delegates Mr. John VILAKAZI

Mr. R. SKINNER

Ms. M. JOUBERT

Ms. K.SACK
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SPAIN

Representative Mr. Federico Palomera GUEZ
Head of delegation, Subdirector General de
Programas y convenios Culturales y Cientificos,
Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores.

Delegates Mr. Emilio Pin GODOS
Asesoria Juridica Internacional. Ministerio de
Asuntos Enteriores

Mr. Jeronimo Lépez MARTINEZ
Secretario Técnico del Comité Polar Espaiiol
Ministerio Ciencia y Tecnologia

Mr. Carlos PALOMO
Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia

Ms. Amparo Rambla GIL

Subdirectora General de Relaciones Internacionales
del Ministerio de Medio Ambiente

SWEDEN

Representative Ms. Eva KETTIS
Head of Delegation, Ambassador, Ministry for
Foreign Affairs

Alternates Dr. Marie JACOBSSON
Director, Senior Legal Adviser Ministry for Foreign
Affairs

Mr. Pal WRANGE
Director, Senior Legal Adviser, Ministry for
Foreign Affairs

Advisers Mr. Henrik KJELLIN
Deputy Director, Ministry of Justice

Dr. Olle MELANDER
Managing Director, European Tourism Research
Institute (ETOUR), Ostersund

Mr. Stefan ERIKSSON
Consul, Swedish Consulate

Dr. Anders MODIG
Environmental Officer, Swedish Polar Research
Secretariat
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UNITED KINGDOM

Representative Dr. Mike G.RICHARDSON
Head of Delegation, Head Polar Regions Section,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Delegate Dr. Neil S.GILBERT

Deputy Head Polar Regions Section, Foreign and
Commonwealth Office

Mr. Anthony AUST
Deputy Legal Adviser, Foreign and Commonwealth
Office, London

Dr. John SHEARS
Environmental Officer, British Antarctic Survey

Dr. John DUDENEY
Deputy Director, British Antarctic Survey

Mr. Christopher Carter SHAW

Polar Regions Section, Foreign and Commonwealth
Office

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Representative Mr. Raymond ARNAUDO
Head of Delegation, Deputy Director Office of
Oceans Affairs, Department of State

Alternate Mr. Evan T. BLOOM
Head of Delegation, Office of the Legal Adviser,
Department of State

Delegates Ms. Antonia FAIRBANKS
U.S. Antarctic program, National Science
Foundation

Mr. Christopher TOURTELLOT
Senior Attorney, Department of Transportation

Mr. Joyce JATKO
U.S. Antarctic Program, National Science
Foundation

Mr. Erik CHIANG
U.S. Antarctic Program, National Science
Foundation
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Mr. Joseph CMONTGOMERY
Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Karl ERB
Director, U.S. Antarctic Program, National Science
Foundation

Ms. Victoria UNDERWOOD
International Association of Antarctica Tour
Operations

Mr. Beth CLARK
Director, The Antarctica Project

Ms. Anita EISENSTADT
Assistant General Counsel, national Science
Foundation

Ms. Linde DEBORAH
Observer, U.S. Embassy

Mrs. Natalya DOBROVOLSKAYA _
Observer, U.S. Embassy, Assistant of Scientific

Affairs
URUGUAY :
Representative Mr. Maximo GIUROVICH
Head of Delegation
Delegates Dr. Roberto PUCEIRO

Advisor of the Uruguayan Antarctic Institute

Mr. Hector Ricardo VEDOVATTI :
“Counselor (MFA) of the Uruguayan Antarctic
Institute

Mr. Adoldo FELICI
Counselor of the Uruguayan Antarctic Institute

Mr. Herny HERNANDEZ

Delegate, Counselor of the Uruguayan Antarctic
Institute
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CANADA

Representative Dr. Fred ROOTS
Head of Delegation

Delegate Ms. Janet CAMPBELL

GREECE

Representative Dr. Emmanuel GOUNARIS
Head of Delegation, Minister Plenipotentiary-
Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Delegates M. Dimitrios GIANNOULIS
Deputy Head of Delegation, Consul, General
Consulate of Greece in St. Petersburg
Mrs. Maria STAMOU
Attache, General Consulate of Greece in St.
Petersburg

CHECH REPUBLIC

Delegates Mr. Pavel PROSELE

Delegate, University professor
Mr. Josef ELSTER
Delegate, Scientist

Mr. Zdenek VENERA

Representative of the State Administration,
Ministry of Environment, Director of Department
of Geology

KOREA, DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF

Representative Mr. Pak En IN
Head of Delegation, Counselor, DPRK Embassy,
Moscow
Delegate Mr. Li Sok SONG
2nd Secretary, DPRK Embassy, Moscow
ROMANIA
Representative Mr. Teodor Gheorghe NEGOITA
Head of Delegation, Director, Romanian Polar
Research Institute
Delegate Mr. Stefanic GHEORGHE
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SLOVAKIA
Representative Ms. Cecilia KANDRACOVA
International Law Dept., Ministry of Foreign
Affairs
Delegate Mr. Peter PRIPUTIN
Consul, Slovak Consulate, St. Petersburg
SWITZERLAND
Delegate Ms. Andrea BOSSHARD
Delegate, Attaché, Embassy of Switzerland
OBSERVERS
CCAMLR
Mr. Esteban de SALAS
Head of Delegation, Executive Secretary
Dr. Rennie HOLT
Expert, Chairman, CCAMLR Scientific Committee
COMNAP
Ms. Gillian WRATT
Chairperson
Mr. Jack SAYERS
Observer, Executive Secretary, Council of
Managers of National Antarctic Programs
SCAR

Dr. Peter CLARKSON
Executive Secretary

Dr. Robert RUTFORD
President
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EXPERTS
ASOC

Mr. James BARNES

Mr. Scott ALTMANN

Mr. Ricardo ROURA

Dr. Alan HEMMINGS

Ms. Swayamprabha DAS

Ms. Irina MIKITUYK

Ms. Marilyn WIDROW

Dr. Cristian Perez MUNOZ
TAATO

Ms. Denise LANDAU, Executive Secretary
UNEP

Mr. Christian LAMBNECHITS
WMO

Mr. Hugh HUTCHINSON

220



ANNEX ]

JAATO POST-VISIT REPORT FORM



ATCM XXIV Additional documents

Annex J

POST-VISIT REPORT: PART 1 - Expedition Record

The Expedition Record is completed for every Expedition. This information is requested in compliance with Antarctic
Treaty Recommendation XVII-1 and Resolution XIX-3. Please submit both Part 1 and Part 2 to an appropriate
national authority within three months of the activity having taken place.

A: Expedition Details

Company name: Voyage/Flight number:
Voyage Name:

Expedition Leaders(s) name: Vessel / aircraft name:

Expedition is: based Captain's/commander’s name:

Port of Embarkation: Port of Disembarkation:

Date of Embarkation: Date of Disembarkation:

Actual itinerary traveled: please provide description of route, giving dates:
(Note: If you consider that the Site Visit Record (SVR) provides an adequate description of itinerary, simply write "See SVR")

B: Observers
Name: Name: Name:
Affiliation: Affiliation: Affiliation:
C: Record of Expedition numbers by nationality (in alphabetical order)
Nationality pax' Staff?  [Crew’ Nationality Pax' Staff? Crew’
Other (Please Specify)
Other (Please Specify)
Other (Please Specify)
Other (Please Specify)
TOTAL 0 0 0
Passengers: Members of the Expedition that are not Staff or Crew (exclude Observers/National representatives).
2Staff: Expedition personnel, guides, lecturers and small boat drivers (exclude crew serving these functicns).
3Crew: Vessels captain and officers, helicopter pilots, crew and hotel / catering staff (excluding above)
D: Report on Expedition by Expedition Leader (please be brief, but use additional sheets if necessary)

1. Has an expedition meteorological report been submitted to the World Meteorological Organization?

0Yes 0No 0 Don't Know
2. List any unusual incidents affecting people or the environment:

3. If there were any unusual events, has or will an incident report be prepared:

0 Yes 0No 0 Don't Know
4.To whom has or will the incident report be provided?

5. Any other comments or information

(e.g. observations of disturbance to wildlife or the physical environment, changes from expedition Advance Notification. et

Signature: Date:
Expedition Leader or Vesset Captain
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LIST OF NATIONAL CONTACT POINTS
(name, official position, postal address, telephone, fax, e-mail)

CONSULTATIVE PARTIES

COUNTRY

Australia

Argentina

Belgium

Brazil

For the purposes set out in
paragraph 3 of
Recommendation XIII-1

Mr.Richard Rowe

International Organisations and
Legal Division, Department of
Foreign Affairs and Trade,

R G Casey Building

John McEwen Crescent

Barton ACT 0221 Australia

+612 6261 3103; +61 2 6261 2144
E-mail:richard.rowe@dfat.gov.au

Mr.Rubén Néstor Patto

Director of Antarctica Division
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Esmeralda 1212 Bs. As. Argentina
Tel/fax: 54-11 4819-7419

E-mail: mmp@mrecic.gov.ar

Mr.Chris Vanden Bilche

Chef de Service - P62

Ministére des Affaires étrengeres
15 rue des petits carmes

1000 Bruxelles. Belgique.
E-mail: p60@diplobel.be
Raymond.briot@diplobel.fed.be

Mr.Luiz Antonio Malafaia
CIRM - Secretary
Brasilia-Do-Brasil

Tel: +55614291309

Fax: 455614291308

E-mail: 01 @secirm.mar.mil.br

For the purpbses set out in
paragraph S of
Recommendation XIII-1

Dr.Tony Press

Director

Australian Antarctic Division
Channel Highway

Kingston Tasmania 7050 Australia
+61 3 6232 3200; +61 3 6232 3215
E-mail: tony.press@aad.gov.au

Dr. Angel Ernesto Molinari
Director :

Direccién Nacional del Antértico
Cerrito 1248 (1010) Buenos Aires
Argentina

Tel/fax: 54-11-4813 7807

E-mail: dna@mindef.gov.ar

Mrs. Maaike Vancauwenberghe

Programme  Manager, @ OSTC
(Federal Office for Scientific Affairs)
Rue De La Science 8

1000 Brussels - Belgium
Tel: +32 2 238-36-78
Fax: +32 2 230-59-12
E-mail: vcau@belspo.be

Eduardo Farias
Brazilian Embassy - Berlin

Wallstr. S7 10179 Berlin Germany

E-mail: efarias@brrasemberlin.de
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Bulgaria Mrs. Katia Todorova
Director of International Law
Directorate
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Tel: +3592 71432831
E-mail: ild@mfa.government.bg

Chile Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
Direccién de Medio Ambiente
Departamento Antértica
Catedral #1143
Santiago, Chile
Tel: (+56) 2679 4380
Fax: (+56) 2672 5071
E-mail: dima@minrel.cl

China The Treaty and Law Department,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Beijing 100701, China
Tel: (+86) 10 6596 3253
Fax: (+86) 10 6596 3209
E-mail: tfs5 @fmprc.gov.cn

Finland Ministry of Foreign Affairs
P.O.Box 176, FIN-00161
Helsinki, Finland
Tel: (+358) 9 1341 5279
Fax: (+358) 9 1341 6120

France M. Serge Segura
Sous Direction du droit de la mer,
des péches et de I’ Antarctique
Direction des Affaires Juridiques
Ministere des Affaires Etrangéres
37 Quai d’Orsay
75007 Paris, France
Tel; (+33) 14317 5326
Fax: (+33) 14317 4359
E-mail: serge.segura@diplomatie.fr

Germany Dr. Jochen Trebesch
Werderscher Markt 1, 10117 Berlin
Foreign Office, Legal Department
Tel: 49/1888-172518
Fax: 49/1888-171196
E-mail:
504-RL@auswaertiges-amt.de

Prof. Chisto Pimpirev

Director, Antarctic Institute

15 bul.Tzar Osvoboditel

Tel: +3592 9308531

E-mail: polar@gea.uni-sofia.bg

Instituto Antartico Chileno
Luis Thayer Ojeda 814,
Providencia, Santiago, Chile
Tel: (+56) 2231 0105

Fax: (+56) 2232 0440
E-mail: opinochet@inach.cl

The Treaty and Law Department,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Beijing 100701, China

Tel: (+86) 10 6596 3253

Fax: (+86) 10 6596 3209

E-mail: tfs5 @fmprc.gov.cn

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
P.0.Box 176, FIN-00161
Helsinki, Finland

Tel: (+358) 9 1341 5279
Fax: (+358) 9 1341 6120

Sous Direction du droit de la mer,
des péches et de I’ Antarctique
Direction des Affaires Juridiques
Ministere des Affaires Etrangéres
37 Quai d’Orsay

75007 Paris, France

Tel; (+33) 14753 5331

Fax: (+33) 14753 9495 4359
E-mail: serge.segura@diplomatie.fr

Dr. Hartwig Gernandt

Director Logistics

Columbusstr. D-27568 Germany
Tel: +49 471 4831 1160

Fax: +49 471 4831 1355

E-mail: '
hgernandt@awi-bremerhaven.de
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India

Italy

Japan

Korea,
Republic of

Netherlands

Dr.Harch K. Gupta

Secretary, Dept of Ocean
Development

Block-12 Mahasager Bgavan CGO.
Couplex Lodi Road

New Dalii - 110003

Tel: 491 11 4360874

Fax: +91 11 4362644

E-mail: ncaor@goatelecom.com

Mr. Marco DELLA SETA
Head, 4" Office DGPAPO
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
P.le Della Farnesina, 1
00194 Rome RM (ITALY)
Tel: +39 06 3691 8918
Fax: +39 06 3691 5158
E-mail: dellaseta@esteri.it

Director

Global Issues Division

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Kasumigaseki

Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

100-8919 Japan

Tel: (+81) 3 3581 3882

Fax: (+81) 3 3592 0364

E-mail: tomoki.saegusa@mofa.go.jp

Director

International Legal Affairs Division
Treaties Bureau, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs and Trade
Sejong-ro, Jongno-gu

Seoul, Republic of Korea

Tel: (+82) 2 720 4045

Fax: (+82) 2 733 6737

E-mail: legalaffairs@mofat.go.kr

Johannes Huber

Ministry of Foreign affairs
P.O. Box 20061, 2500 EB
The Hague, The Netherlands
Tel: +31 70 348 5432

Fax: +31 70 348 6386
E-mail: des-et@minhuza.nl

Dr.Prem Chand Pandey

Director National Centre for
Antarctic & Ocean Research
Headland Sada, Vasco-da-Gama,
Goa - 403804, India

Tel: 491 832 520876

Fax: +91 832 520877

Mr. Mario ZUCCHELLI

Director, "Progetto Antartide" Unit
E.N.E.A. CR. CASACCIA

Via Anguillarese, 301, 00060 —

S. Maria di Galeria RM (ITALY)
Tel: +39 06 3048 4939

Fax: +39 06 3048 4893

E-mail: mario.zucchelli@enea.pnra.it

Director

Global Issues Division

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Kasumigaseki

Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

100-8919 Japan

Tel: (+81) 3 3581 3882

Fax: (+81) 3 3592 0364

E-mail: tomoki.saegusa@mofa.go.jp

Director

Polar Research Center

Korean Ocean Research and
Development Institute

Ansan P.O. Box 29

Seoul, 425-600, Republic of Korea
Tel: (+82) 31 400 6400

Fax: (+82) 31 408 5825

E-mail: iahn@kordi.re.kr

Johannes Huber

Ministry of Foreign affairs
P.O. Box 20061, 2500 EB
The Hague, The Netherlands
Tel: +31 70 348 5432

Fax: +31 70 348 6386
E-mail: des-et@minhuza.nl
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New
Zealand

Norway

Peru

Poland

Russia

South
Africa

Mrs.Felicity Wong

Head, Antarctic Policy Unit
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and
Trade

Tel: 64 4 494 8570

Fax: 64 4 494 8507

E-mail: felicity. wong@mfat.govt.nz

Royal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Section for Energy, Marine
Resources and Polar Affairs

POB 8114 Dep.

N-0032 Oslo

Tel: +47 22 24 36 00

Fax: +47 22 24 95 80

E-mail: post@mfa.no

Ambassador Cesar Castillo
President of the National
Commission of Antarctic Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Relations
Lima- Peru

email : ccastillor@rree.gob.pe and
ahart@rree.gob.pe

Director, Law Department
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Warsaw, Poland

Tel: (+48) 22 629 2851
Fax: (+48) 22 52 139 129

Mr. Pavel G. Dzyubenko
Deputy Director, Legal Dept.,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Moscow, Russia

tel: (+7-095)241-77-18

fax: (+7-095)241-11-66
E-mail: dp@mid.ru

Mr Henry Valentine,

Director: Antarctica and Islands,
Department of Environmental
Affairs and Tourism, PO Box 8172,
Roggebaai, 8012, South Africa

Tel: +27-21-405-9404 (W), +27-
83-306-7084 (C)

Fax: +27-21-405-9424

E-mail: henryv@antarc.cape.gov.za

Ms Gillian Wratt

Chief Executive

Antarctica New Zealand

Private Bag 4745

Christchurch New Zealand

fax 64 3 358 022

E-mail: g.wratt@antarcticanz.govt.nz

Norwegian Polar Institute
Polar Environmental Centre
N-9296 Tromsg

Tel: +47 77 75 05 00

Fax: +47 77 75 05 01
E-mail: orheim@npolar.no

Cdec. Jerko Jara
Peruvian Marine Officer
Jara@dhn.mil.pe and
rsalamanca@rree.gob.pe

Prof. S.Rakusa-Suszczewski
Department of Antarctic Biology
Warsaw 02-141, Poland

Tel: (+48) 22 846 3383

Fax: (+48) 22 846 1912

E-mail: profesor@dab.waw.pl

Legal Department
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Moscow, Russia

tel: (+7-095)241-77-18
fax: (+7-095)241-11-66
E-mail: vtitushkin@mid.ru

Mr Henry Valentine,

Director: Antarctica and Islands,
Department of Environmental
Affairs and Tourism, PO Box 8172,
Roggebaai, 8012, South Africa

Tel: +27-21-405-9404 (W), +27-
83-306-7084 (C)

Fax: +27-21-405-9424

E-mail: henryv@antarc.cape.gov.za
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Spain Mr. Fernando de la Serna Dr. Jeronimo Lopez
Agencia Espafiola de Cooperacion  Secretario del Comite Polar
Internacional _ Espafiol
Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores Ministerio de Ciencia y Tecnologia
Avda. Reyes Catélicos, 4 Jose Abascal, 4
28040 Madrid 28003 Madrid
Tel: +34 91 583 8247 Tel: +34 91 5948632
Fax: +34 91 583 8555 * Fax: +34 91 5948643
E-mail: fernandodela.serna@aeci.es E-mail: jeronimo.lopez@mcyt.es
Sweden Polar Ambassador Eva Kettis Swedish Polar Research Secretariat
Ministry for Foreign Affairs Box 50003 ‘
103 39 Stockholm, Sweden 104 05 Stockholm, Sweden
Tel: +46 8 405 54 21 Tel: +46 8 673 96 00
Fax: +46 8 723 11 76 Fax: +46 8 1520 57
E:mail: eva kettis@foreign.ministry.se  E:mail: office@polar.se
United Dr M G Richardson Professor Chris Rapley
Kingdom Head, Polar Regions Section Director

Overseas Territories Department British Antarctic Survey
Foreign and Commonwealth Office High Cross, Madingley Road

London SW1A 2AH Cambridge CB3 OET
United Kingdom United Kingdom
Tel: +44 207 7270 2616 Tel: +44 1223 221400
Fax: +44 270 7270 2086 Fax: +44 1223 350456
E-mail: Mike Richardson@fco.gov.uk E-mail: C.Rapley @bas.ac.uk
United =~ Raymond V. Arnaudo Raymond V. Arnaudo
States Deputy Director Deputy Director = .
Office of Oceans Affairs Office of Oceans Affairs
OES/OA-Room 5805 OES/OA-Room 5805
U.S. Department of State U.S. Department of State
Washington, D.C. 20520 Washington, D.C. 20520
202-647-3262 202-647-3262 -
202-647-1106(fax) 202-647-1106(fax) .
arnaudorv @state.gov arnaudorv @state.gov.

Uruguay Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores Oficial de Medio Ainbiente
Direcci6én des Asuntos Multilatera-  Instituto Antartico Uruguayo

les, Dpto de Asuntos Especiales Montevideo, Urugu'ay_j
Montevideo, Uruguay Tel: (+598) 2 487 8341

Tel: (+598) 2 921 010 Fax: (+598) 2 487 6004
Fax: (+598) 2 921 006 E-mail: antartic@iau.gob.uy
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COUNTRY For the purposes set out in
paragraph 3 of
Recommendation XIII-1
Czech Rep. Dr. Zdenek Venera
Department of Geology
Ministry of the Environment
Vrsovicka 65, Prague 100 10,
Czech Republic
email: venera@env.cz
tel. +420-2-67122051
fax. +420-2-72743767

Estonia Mr. Mart Saarso
Counsellor ,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Islandi valjak 1
15049 Tallinn, Estonia
Phone: +372 6317 013;+372 5 22
8513
Fax: +372 6 317 097;
+372 6 317 099
E-mail: Mart.Saarso@mfa.ee

Ukraine Valery Lytvynov
Director
Ukrainian Antarctic Center
16, blvd Tarasa Shevchenka,
01601, Kyiv Ukraine
Phone +38 044 235 60 71
Fax +38 044 246 3883
E-mail antarc@carrier.kiev.ua

For the purposes set out in
paragraph 5 of
Recommendation XIII-1

Professor Dr. Pavel Prosek
Masaryk University, Faculty of
Science, Department of Geography
Kotlarska 2 CZ 611 37 Brno
Czech Republic
Phone: ++420-5-42128302
Fax: ++420-5-42128301
E-mail: prosek@porthos.geogr.muni.cz

Dr. Josef Elster

Academy of Sciences of the Czech
Republic, Institute of Botany
Dukelska 135 CZ 379 82 Trebon
Czech Republic

Phone: ++420-333-721156

Fax: ++420-333-721136

E-mail: jelster@butbn.cas.cz

Mr. Mart Saarso

Counsellor

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Islandi valjak 1

15049 Tallinn, Estonia

Phone: +372 6 317 013; +372 5 22
8513

Fax: +372 6 317 097;

+372 6 317 099

E-mail: Mart.Saarso@mfa.ce

Valery Lytvynov.

Director

Ukrainian Antarctic Center

16, blvd Tarasa Shevchenka,
01601, Kyiv Ukraine

Phone +38 044 23560 71

Fax +38 044 246 3883

E-mail antarc@carrier.kiev.ua
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PRELIMINARY AGENDA FOR ATCM XXV

1. Opening of the Meeting
2. Election of Officers
3. Adoption of the Agenda
4. Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System
a) General Matters;
b) Antarctic Treaty Secretariat. ,
5. Operation of the Antarctic Treaty System Reports by Observers and Experts

a) Reports under Recommendation XII-2;

b) Reports in relation to Article III (2) of the Antarctic Treaty.
Report of the Committee for Environmental Protection -«
Co-operation among Parties with respect to Article 6 of the Protocol
The Question of Liability as Referred to in Article 16 of the Protocol
Safety of Operations in Antarctica

© o 9 o

10. Relevance of Developments‘in the Arctic and the Antarctic
11. Tourism and Non-Governmental Activities in the Antarctic Treaty Area
12. Inspections under the Antarctic Treaty

13. Science Issues, Particularly Scientific Co-operation and Facilitation e f
14. Operational Issues |
15. Education Issues

16. Exchange of Information

17. Preparation of the XXVI Meeting

18. Other Business |

19. Adoption of the Report

20. Closing of the Meeting
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