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Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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Falkland Islands

I have already sent you the United Nations General
Assembly Resolution 1514 on decolonisation and the subsequent
1965, 1973 and 1976 resolutions on the Falkland Islands
specifically. I now enclose a copy of the 1964 Revort
of the Special Committee of the General Assembly on
Decolonisation about the Falkland Islands, to which
Resolution 2065 of 1965 refers. The new draft language
proposed by Mr Haig to Mr Pym at the Churchill Hotel on
13 April (copy enclosed) also refers to this Report.

I also enclose a 1965 supplement to the Special
Committee's 1964 Report,

All four of the above Resolutions were passed by the
General Assembly with large majorities. However we and the
United States abstained on Resolution 1514 and on both the
1965 and 1973 resolutions on the Falkland Islands; we voted
against the 1976 resolution on the Falkland Islands while
the US again abstained.

%wﬂ Ly

e

_n#’"#’
(J E Ho\lmes)

Private Fecretary

A J Coles Esq
10 Downing Street

CONFIDENTIAL




December 31, 1982, will conclude the interim period and,
during this period, the signatories shall negotiate the conditions
of the decolonization and definitive status of the islands,
consistent with the purposes and principles of the UN Charter,
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 1514 (XX), and the
1964 Report of the Special Committee of the General Assembly
on the situation with regard to the implementation of the
declaration on the granting of independence to colonial countries

and peoples.
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FALKLAND ISLANDS (MALVINAS)

A !a_m;:.mou' oN THE TERRITORY
Ingroduction :
1. The Falkland Islands (Malvinag), situated in the
South Atlantic, lie some 480 miles north-east of Cape
Hom. The numerous islands of which they are com-

posed cover 4.618 square miles (11,961 square kilo-
metres). The Dependencies now consist of only South

m&m miles east-south-east of the Falklands,

Sandwich Group, some 470 miles south-east
of South Georgia and a number of smaller islands.
Those territories south of latitude .60°S which were
" formerly part of the Falkland Islands Deﬁendcncies.

pamelv the South Orkney Islands, the South Shetland
Islands and Graham Land, together with that sector
of the Antarctic Continent lying. between' longitudes
20°W and 80°W were constituted a separate Colony on
.3 March 1962 under the name of the British Antarctic

Territory, There are two large islands, East and West
Falkland.

and numerous smaller islands. The surface
w except in the district of Lafonia on East
F -is hilly; the maximum height being that. of
Mount Usborne in East Falklard, rising to 2,312 feet.

2. At the census taken on 18 March 1962, the popu-,

 lation, excluding . was 2,172. With few
' ions, all were of European descent and most
The population of the Depend-

¢ whaling season: in the sum-

mer whaling season, it is approximately 500, with less
than half that number during the winter. Stanley, the
a popalation of 1,074 at the 1962 census,

: , the largest

- Green in East

Status

aldand Tstands (Malvinas) is a Colony and has

British control since 1833. The first settle-
was that of a French colo&y at

is on East Falkland, established in 1764. In
French sett’sment was sold by the Gavern-

rance to Spain at a reported payment of

. A small British garrison was established at
Egmont on Saunders Island in 1765; five years
however, the Spanish took over the control of
ison. In 1771, the garrison settlement was

the Spanish but in 1774 the settlement was

the British. In 1833, the occupation of
“Islands was resumed by the British Government
h 184] the scttlement was in the charge of

"naval officer. In 1842, a civil Licutenant-

was appointed, and in 1843 an Act of Parlia-
the civil administration on a permanent

' footing, changing the Lieutenant-Governor’s title to
Governor. In 1644, the seat of government was removed
] 10 Port William, which was renamed

- 4 "The Covernment of Argéntina, 3t successive ses-
jons of the General Assembly, has exprescd its rescrva-
with segard 1o the sovereignty over the Territory

. of the Malvinas Ialands. At the eighteenth session of

. the Genersl. Aserbly. (1267th mecting ), the vepre-
f of Argentipa, while reiterating his Gioverns
‘s reservations, stated that the Territory Wia it

thom, but an integral par) of Argentine

Co gy, ."‘u'.-'

_ Electorol System

national territory. The representative of the United
Kingdom has stated in reply to Argentina that Her
Majesty's Government! has no doubts as to its sove- -
reignty over the Falkland Islands,

Political and comstitutional development
Constitution ' ;

5. In 1949, a new Constitution was introduced which °
provided for a Gcvernor, assisted by an Executive
Council and a Legislative Council. Both Councils con-
sisted of an equal number of official members .(civil
servants) and non-official members nominated by the .
Governor. Provision was also made for elections to fill
four of the non-official seats in the islative Council.
The Constitution was amended in 1951, thereby re- °
ducing the number of nominated official members in

‘the Legislative Council from three to two and giving,

for the first time, a majorily to the non-official mem-
bers. Elections were held in 1952 and the reconstituted
Legislative Council met that year. The Executive Coun-
cil now also has a majority of non-officials. The main
features ‘of the present Constitution are set out below.
6. Governor. The Governor, the Queen’s
tive, is the head of the administration of the Territory.
In the exercise of his powers he is advised by the

- Executive Council. He normally. acts in accordance with

the advice he receives from the Executive Council and

may only act against this advice in certain specific

circumstances. .
7. Executive Council. The Executive Council is com-

“posed of five non-official members nominated by the

Governor and three ¢x officio (civil servants) members.
The Council is the principal executive organ and nor-
mally takes decisions on all matters affecting the in-
ternal government of the Territory, including the
budget. In 1962, all except two of the members of the .
Council were local inhabitants. £
" 8. Legisiative Council. The Legislative Council, pre- -
sided over by the Governor, is composed of eleven
members, of whom four are elected, four are nominated
(including two non-official .and three civil servants).
The Council passes laws for the peace, order and good
government of the Territory. It must meet at least once
a year and usually has several sessions, including a
budget session in J,:.Ine or July., The Governor has oaly
a casting vote. . ; Al

Q, The four electoral members of the Legislative
Council are chosen by universal adult suffrage.

Judiciary

10 The judiciary consists of a Suﬂem Court and
a Court of Summary Jurisdiction. The Governor sits
as Judge of the Supremie Court and the Colonial Secre:
tory as Magistrate in the latter Court. The Court of
Summary Jurisdiction can also be. presided over by a
bench of magistrates composed of two or mwre justices

of the peace. The laws of the Territory are manly
basedd on English laws and precedents: - \

I'yblic Service : ; PR U
11, Appointments to the Public Service are made

by the-Governor at his discretion, assisted, when neces-
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ol ﬁfty-lhm persons were in the Public Service in
1962, All jumor posts in the Administration and the
ma)unn of the senior posts are held by local inhabitants,
In 1962, among the senior }mats, those of Colonial
j Tmsuner Superintendent of Posts and Telegraphs
and ‘the Registrar of the Supreme Court were held
by local inhabitants. Most of the justices of the peace
are local inhabitants,

smry, by members of the Executive Council. A total

Lom‘ government

- 12. There is a Town Council in Stanley, consisting
- of six elected members and three nembers’ nominated
7 hy the Governor, Of the six elected members, three

every two years and elections are therefore
hld bienially, The activities of the Council are financed

mainly from rates and from grants from the central '

t. Its responsibility consists of the normal
range of loca] government services such as the fire
, street dnn.mg tnd hghung, housing and

mphnnmg
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" Ecomomic -conditions

4. The ecomomy of the Islands s on: the
mdultry and practically all revenue is derived

y from. sheep-farming. The internal revenue .

, derived mainly from taxation, customs

llks of postage stamps, has decreased

in 1959/1960, to £267,000 in 1960/

269,000 in 1961/1962, while current

the respective years was £283,000,

.(ll) £ 301,000, These continued deficits have

to measures designed to increase the territorial
revenuc ammg which are increases in the rates of
personal and y taxation which became effective
on }-. January E.md the introduction of a new
fax o[ 10 per cent, which became effective on
January 1963. is mo general customs tariff,

i duties being confined to liquor, tobacco and
. Export duty on wool was discontinued in 1962,

15. Auhnd,m!hllncmptmdmﬁsm

remaining with the Crown, is freehold and -

divided into sheep farms varying in size from 3,600
to 161,000 acres, carrying 000 sheep. The

Fa&hnd Islands Cmr.n(vmmaml which owns a -

sumber of farms, ho Id land amounting to

.sume 123 million acres, carrying nearly 300,000

‘sheep, Al the end of 19(»2 there wcere some 620,000

‘3' 11,000 cattle, 3,500 horses and forty guga In

mink. farming was organized by the Falkland

Islands Company, and. has proved to be successful.

The company has combined the mink project with

the construction of & modern abattoir to meet the

greatly increased demand for mutton which is used

tn feed the mink. There is no agriculture in the

Tmﬂllz other. than a very smull acreage of oats

hay. The only manufactured product is a

-ull quantity of tallow. The principal products, aside

- from wool, are whale meal, other whale products and
sea! oil. There are no minerals. .

" 16, The figures for external trade show a continued

"L deep i the value of exports. This can be attributed

to the decvease in the valne of ‘wool exported: which
r cemt of the

lln[luno rmm well below lhll
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1962, 411 persons left and 368 arrived,

of exports. The main imports are food, beverages,
tobacco, manufactured goods and machmcry and
transport equipment. External trade ﬁzuru over the
last few years are as follows:
Domestic Wool
Yeor exporiy exporia Imports
(value in Ihowsond pounds)

1960 5 g et L A L asg 908 38s
1968 1 50 0 b el ST ALS 978 958 - 408
1962 R By pn s R ) 913 - 4B

The United I\mgdom and other Commonwealth
countries absorb over 99 per cent of the Territory’s
exports and provide 76 per cent of the imports.

17. Work on the rehabilitation and improvement
of the Stanley roads was commenced in 1956 and
was expected to have been completed by the end of
1963. The estimated cost of the project is £219,415,
of which £85470 has been granted from Colonial

" Development and Welfare funds. Funds made available

for development finance for the fiscal year 1960/1961
were £28996, compared with £4,250 in 1959/1960
and £18002 in 1958/1959. Special expenditure,
including Colonial Dev elopment and Welfare schemes,
amounted to £39,300' in 1960/1961, . £43,271 im
1959/1960 and £53{h0 in 1958/1959. <

S oad conditions

18, There is a general shortage of labour in the
Territory owing to the steady exodus of people. In

326 and 224 respectively in 1961 and and 224
respectively in 1960. Sheep farming, the principal
industry, employs approximately 500; the Government,
53 and the Falkland Islands Company, 54. Occupations
in Stanley are mostly in the Public Service, trading
or shipping. Local labuur is organized in the Falkland
Islands Labour Federation which has more than 90
per cent of eligible labour in the Territory, or over
500 in its. membership.

19, A contribut old pension scheme was
introduced in 195?1:1 1961, it was extended %o
provide pensions on a non-contributory basis for
p;ggk too old to join the cont scheme. In
1 the weekly rate of pension was increased and
other benefits were added.

has one hoq:tlL

20. Public health, The Territory

located in Stanley, with thirty-two beds
treatment of medical, surgical, obstetric and tubermhls
cases. Antenatal and child welfare clinics are also
held weekly at the hospital. Admissions at the hospital
average 150 annually. Government Medical Depart-
menit employs one senior medical officer, and three

. mediczl officers, one of whom is in Smlley one at
- Darwin and the third at Fox Bay. The nursing staff
~of the hospital consists of the matron, three nursing

sisters and six nurses, There are three government-
employed dentists, Discases of the circula system,
mainly associated with old age, are the mam causes
of death. During 1961/1962, a polio immunization
campaign and an ophthalmic survey were

21, Expenditure on medical services, including
apecial  expenditure, was £36,169 in- 196171962,
compared with £30,933 in 196071961 and £28216
in 1959/1960. The recurrent medical expenditure in
1962 represented 12.68 per cent of the total recurrent

X rx;xnduuu of lhe Territory.
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Sk o R 'Ed_llgaliongl conditions _ |
22, In 1961/19G2, there were 314 children reccivin%
education .in _the Territory. There is no system o
higher education and no advanced secondary education.

' In Stanley there aré two government schools, requiring

‘.. compulsory -attendance for all’ children between® the

" ages of § and 14, though a number of them’ sta
. until ;the age of 10, and, in some subjects, reac

General Certificate of FEducation. standard. Outside

Stanley, education is cavried on either in settlement
schools or by itinerant teachers, attendance being

compulsory for children between 5 and 14 years of .

age living within one mile, and for.children between

~-7-and 14 years of age living within two miles” of a .

settlement school.

« ' 23: A boarding school at Darwin, opened in 1956,

accommodates some forty boarders and caters for as
many day pupils as may wish to attend. Another
boarding school at Port Howard, opened in 1957,
‘ ..cateis for. some ten boarders and the children of

Port Howard as day pupils. Six itinerant teachers
“were employed in 1960 aud four in 1961. In 1961/

‘1962, there were thirteen certificated (completed -

.secondary. school course), five uncertificated (completed
secondary school course, but not yet certified), three
_trained (not -completing ' secondary school course)-and
six untrained teachers in the Territory. - _
24. ‘An overseas - scholarship examination is hel
each year, and successful candidates are granted a
.+ three-year course at boarding grammar schools in
-"England. - Two to three: scholarships are awarded
' annually under this scheme. The Department of Educa-
. . tion maintains evening classes each winter from May
_ to October, open to the public; shorthand and book-

keeping classes are attended by many adults.

. 25, The total expenditure on education in 1961/
1962 was £41,553, representing 14.24 per cent of the
total expenditure of the Territory. By comparison, it
was £32.548, or 11.8 per cent of the total expenditure
in 1960/1961. ; y

B. Coxsmﬁano: py THE SPeciaL CoMMITTER
: Introduction

26. Az jts 311th meeting on 13 November 1964, the .

. Special Committee considered the Report of Sub-Com-
" mittee 111 on the Falkland Islands (Malvinas), which
s as ap annex to the present chapter.
. The esentative of Argentina participated in
the consideration of the report. \
- . . Written petitions ]
28. The Special Committee had before it the
. - following written petitioris concerning” the Falkland
. Islands ' (Malvinas): : £
Charo s I Priitioney Dacument No.
' Mr. Richard. Victor Goss and ~A/AC.109/PET.307
" _three other elected members of 5
* the Legialative Council of the
. Falkland Dslands 4
. The. Deputy. Chairman of the
- Falkland lslands Sheep Own-
erp Apsotiation )
The General Secretary and the
‘Enecutive Committes of the
“Falkland lslasds Labour Fed-
- emation '~
“Mr. Harry E. Slede, formers
" Chairman of the Civil Servants -

A/AC.109/PET.308

A/AC109/PET 300
A/ACIM/PET.310

o AT
d
- s
-

wi
L

. Twenty-scven petitions concern- A/AC.109/PETJ12

. elaim 1o sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands

_ " Potisloner :
The Chairman of .the Stanle
. Town Council :

. Docoment Ne.
.-_\/AC.IW/PETJII

‘ing the Falkland Islands
Forty-three petitions concerning
the Falkland islands

A/AC.109/PET312/Add.\

Stalements by delcgations

'29. The representative of the United Kingdom said
that his Government's position on the question of the
Falkl «d Islands had been set out at length in his
delegaiion's statements to Sub-Committee fll. which
appeared in full in document A/AC.109/102. His
Government considered that the Special Committee was
not ‘empowered by its terms of reference to consider
territorial claims or disputes over sovereignty, and

" it ‘would therefore not regard itself as bound by amy

recommendations of the Committee on those subjects.

The United Kingdom had no doubts about its

sovereignty over the Falkland Islands, ;
30. Where the future of the islands was concerned,

" his Government would be guided by what it regarded

as the interests of the Falkland Islanders themselves,

"as .required by Article 73 of the Charter. It was

always ready to consider any proposals for constitu-
tional change which the Islanders might advance, but
it ‘was clear from the petitions submitted to the:
Committee (A/AC.109/PET.307-311) that they wished
to retain and strengthen their link .with the United
Kingdom and that any constitutional association' with

. a foreign Power would be repugnant to them. His

delegation had made it clear in Sub-Committee III
that, while the United Kingdom could not agree to

rticipate in discussions of sovereignty over the
Falkland Islands, it was always willing to discuss with
the Argentine Government ways in which the two
Governments and the Islanders could avoid damage
to the good relations between them as a result of the
unfortunate dispute, He wished to make a formal
reservation concerning the use of the phrase “otherwise
known as the Malvinas Islands” in paragraph 121 of
the Sub-Committee’s report (see annex), which his
Government interpreted as indicati purely the
Spanish translation of the name of a Territory, and
thus as having no implications with regard to the
question of sovereignty over the Terri or to the
correct nomenclature to be employed in Umited Nations
documents referring to the Territory.

31. The representative of Argentina said that the
term *Malvinas Islands” was not simply a Spanish
translation of the name of the Territory, but was
generally used in countries where Latin languages were
spoken; consequently, it was recognized by ‘Argentina
as the true name of the Territory, He would prefer
the Committee’s documents to indicate that the Falkland
Islands were also known as the Malvinas Islangds.

32, The historical, geographical, juridical, political
and economic background ot his vernment's k‘m

d
been expounded ut length in Sub-Committee 111, The
problem had arisen from an act of military force by
the United Kingdom in 1833 against a part of the
Territory of Argentina, ns established upon its accession
to independence in 1810, following which the Argentina
authoritics and inhabitants had been expelled  from
the islands and later replaced by settlers from the
United Kingdom. The resulting colonial situation had
endured untit the .present day, although the United
Kingdam could invoke no international instrument

.'r. '_} o
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Royal Navy' during

<) Assembly, after expressing doubts as to
principle: of if-deiermigation. shoot] o,

. self-determination might have to
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‘gIving it any 'ri hts over
although Ifle’n::ﬁins' of
illegality of
their . hemjsphere by outside
! never ceased to press its claim

the Malvinas ‘Is!ands and
the Americas had

repeatedly

the ttcur:uion of territary’
‘owers. Argentina
for reparation of

. Imury done to it, which no lapse of time could
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?ﬁhy- England . had
g vation, ‘with which it had signed
3P, & groyp of islands |

early ‘migeteenth century, had been in the grip

exXpansignist fever which had led it to

hout the world. |

n search of

annex
strategic

in the. South Atlantic, the British had invaded

Aires in |85
us frustrated, they had sought an
their yessels Proceeding 19

' South Pacific,
Islands, which offered the additional
ing resources. In the
had served as 1
two world wars,

) and 1807, but had been repulsed ;
alternative supply
. Australia and the .
and had therefore occupied the Malyinas -
‘attraction of rich
twentieth century, the islands
‘an extremely important base for the

_Question remained why, in a time of peace

‘age when colonialism

was being -liquidated

Ples was being con-

its . relations with g friendly State.
given by the United Kingdom was
. doubt about its sovereignty

The only reply

that it had no

over the Islands, and ijts

ton appeared to be its concern for the
people to self-determination. The countries
had been in the fo

nation, first
».and later in the United
|, very inceprion. It
* statements made

struggle for self-determi
ll:muplm

 supported the
. yet the United
by an-gverwhe

e
paragraph 2 of that

i had abstained from
on resolution '1514 (XV) of 14 - December i
' Iming ‘majority of the General

refront of the
in their own

Nations from ijts
d appear from the insistent
by its representative during the debate
slands that the United
ight of 'peoples 1o self-determination ;
riingdom

Kingdom also

voting

1960,
whether 11;:

resolution, Further rescrvations

concerning the principle of self-determination had been
Vernnient in its

expressed by the United Kingdom
comments on L)

(XVIII) of 16 December }
A/5725/Add4, which at

recognizing that,

least

her principles, such as
integrity
Malvinzs Islands,

35. The population of the
remained unchianged in numbers
the twentieth century, and projections
United Nations showed that it was

resolutjon
 contained in document
had ‘the virtye of
in exceptional cases, the principle of
be considered in the
that of the territorial
of States—an argument which applied to the

tl

American tersitory in which no fun

increase was foreseeabls, The United
ittee JII had
of the Islans f

sagnation ‘of the
"l_

K

ll'.

Malvinas Islands had
since the beginning of
prepared by

the
i only South
ire  pupulation
ingdom’ repre.

Painted a rosy

mt dpart from

pormlation figures
and the fact that emigratiop was greater thin immigra.
' st indicators of the

slite of the

seized by |

0,000 milps
¢ answer was that England : i
‘economic and social

S(XV

.own territory and people;

ecconomy. The truth was that no economic and social
PTogress was possible so long as the Islands were
completely cut off, not only from the present Admin-
istering Power, but from Argentina, simply because
of the dispute provoked by the United Kin dom and
the 'strict control imposed on entry to the %‘crritory.
Economic development and true social advancement
would ‘not be possible until the natural links were
re-established with Argentina, which in the past had
assimilated persons of many nationalities, showing
respect for fundamenta] human rights and offering
progress to all,

36. Sub-Committee III had confirmed that the
provisions of the Declaration on the granting of inde-
pendence  to colonial countries and peoples  were
applicable to the Malyinas Islands, but had emphasized
that there were special factors to be borne in mind.
In particular, since the Islanders were not the original
inhabitants, but had simply replaced those expelled °
by force, paragraph 5 of General Assembly resolution
1514 (XV) could not be blindly applied, and the

terms of paragraph 6 must be taken into account.

37. One of the main arguments of the United
Kingdom was that the Special Committee was not
competent to, deal ‘with questions of Sovereignty, The

ommittee's terms of reference had been established
in resolutions 1654 (XVI) of 27 December 1961, 1810
I1) of 17 December 1962 and 1956 (XVIII) of
11 December 1963, under which the Committee must
make recommendations for the full implementation
of the Declaration on the granting of independence to
colonial_countries and peoples, - whatever the form of
colonialism involved, The basic flaw in the position of .
the United Kingdom delegation i
to focus the attention of the Comm as
of the question, instead of on the problem as a whole.

Committee had not asked to decide upon
a question of sovereignty, but to implement the
is1 sembly resolution 1514 (XV),
r in mind all the circum.
visions of the Declaration
propriate, '

38. Sub-Committee III had noted the existence of
a dispute between the United Kingdom and Argentina
concerning sovereignty over the Islands and "had
recommended that the two Governments should enter
i to finding a ul

na, a law-abiding and

ted that recommenda-

sentative had repeated

INg to negotiate, but had

meaningless by insisting on

the sovereignty of the United Kingdom over the
Malvinas Islands.

39. He hoped that States Members of the inter-
national community would urge the two Governments
lo enter inta-negotiations and that the United Kingdom -
would agr®¥“Without reservations ; for the strengthening
of raation§ between the twa peoples would surely be
of giuch greater importance to the United Kingdom
Government than the maintenance under its exclusive
control ‘of . remote outpost which no longer’ had the
same strategic or. economic importance as in the past,

40. The representative of Venezuela ‘observed that .
when, in the shsence of any international organization
to whiclr ta resort, the American peoples had liberated
themselves by Toree of arms, Vencruela had never
regarded the right 1o iudrlu-mlqnoc a8 limited 1o ity

t had thought of Awcrica

‘ndered any negotiations
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a3 a continent of free nations, and half its population
had been sacrificed for the continent's freedom. At
Bolivar's death in 1930, plans had been in the making
+ for an invasion to liberate the rest -of the Caribbean;
his soldiers had marched all ‘over the continent in
. .order to help the people to secure freedom from colonial
rule. The Venezuelan people’s attitude towards colo-
nialism. had not changed. For Venezuela and the other
Latin * American ' nations, the liberation started by
Bolivar would, not ‘be concluded’ pntil colonialism had
been eliniinated from the continent %afid the “rightful
owners had regained all the American territory ‘occupied
by others. The resolutions of the Organization - of
American States. reaffirmed that freedom, and inde-
pendence for the whole of America was the constant
aim of the foreign policy of all the nations of the
continent.” The movement . to eliminate 'colonialism
had at last become world-wide and irresistible; General

Assembly resolution 1514- (XV) applied fully to the

- occr:pied colonies and territories in . Americi.

' 41. The representative -of Chile said .that his dele-
. gation would vote_ in favour of the report of Sub-Com-
~mittee III, which recommended that the Special

L Committeg should invite the Govéernments of the United

Kingdom and Argentina to enter into. negotiations with
- view to finding a peaceful solutiom. to -the ‘proble
of the Malvinas Islands, The Sub-Committee’s recom-
mendations were the outcome of careful study and
- 42. 'His delegation’s ‘position was also prompted by
considerations of American solidarity. The problem of
* the Malvinas' Islands affected the ‘entire continent,
-first, because it frustrated the continent's desire for
unification, and secondly, because it conflicted with the
gn:unm‘ ts reached at the First Meeting of Consultation

Ministers for Foreign Affairs and at-‘“e Ninth and

. Tenth International Conferences, of American States

proclaiming the .continent’s opposition to colonialism .
and to the occupation of American territories by extra-.

. continental Powers. A it solution of the problem
was in the interest of all the. American Republics. His
delegation was convinced that the spirit of peace, the
“will to co-operate and the great ideals which now
inspired America and the world would prevail at the
_megotiations, so0 that a constructive solution might be
reached which would reconcile the interests of the
parties with those of the international community.

~ 43. The representative of Poland said that his dele-
gation would vote in favour of the recommendations
submitted in the Sub-Committee’s report because it

considered the General Assembly Dzclaration applicable

to the Falkland Islands (Malvinas). Colonialism was
" a source of friction and should be eliminated; it was
the Special Committee’s task to seek the most suitable
ways and means to that end, The negotiations between
the A ine and United Kingdom Governments must
serve the purpose of decolonization, y

44. The representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, in his general statement on the
reports of Sub-Committee 111, said that his del'egnnon
was inclined to agree with the Sub-Committee's con-
. clusions and recommendations on the majnﬂl; of the

Territories it had examined, including the Falkland
* Islands, otherwise known as the Malvinus Islands.

Although the conclusions and recommendations of the

Sub-Committee, which had been examining those

matters for the first time, were of a rather general

nature, he could mot express matisfaction t t in
them the Sub-Conunittee had been guided

+on the international status of the Terri
The Special Committee had not taken, and was not - -

- Egrred with 1
L]

by the principles of the Declaration on the granting

; of independence to colonial countries and les

+ (resolution 1514 (XV)), which alone laid down the

terms of reference of the Committee and its Sub-
Committees, { . y ;

45. The representative of Syria said that his dele-

gation was in full agreement’ with, and would vote in

favour of, the Sub-Committee's conclusions and recom-

mendations. Recommendation (), to the effect that the

. General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) was applicable

b !F{..the Territofy un_de’r_?iscussion-, should be stressed.

i€ Special Committée’s task was to ensure that there
would be no more colonies; it was to be hoped that
within the next few years that task would be completed.
His delegation had been somewhat disappointed to
learn that the United Kingdom had reservations about
the Committee’s competence; in view of the change
of Government in that country, it was to be hoped that
those reservations ‘would not be maintained. Syria

. welcomed the Suh-Committee’s recommendation (d)
and hoped the negotiations would be successful.

46. According to the Argentine representative, the
word ‘““Malvinas”y was not a Spanish translation of
“Falkland Islands” but the original name of the islands:
the Syrian delegation considered that both names should

M, *appéar on all documents, ..

47. The representative of Uruguay said that his
delegation fully endorsed the Sub-Committee’s report.
He also supported the Syrian representative’s proposal
that both names for the Territory should. appear in
all documents; as he saw it, the word “Malvinas”, in
brackets, should follow the words “Falkland Islands”
‘wherever they appeared, in all the working languages.

48 The representative of Yugoslavia said that his
delegation would vote in favour of the Sub-Committee’s
. report. He agreed with the Syrian and Uruguay
sentatives that the name “Malvinas” should be inserted
in brackets after the name “Falkland Islands” in the
Committee. documents. : =aSle

49. The representative of the United ngdun said

'+ it was'his understanding that, in all cases where there

were variations of nomenclature, the Secretariat practice
- was to use the name used by the administering Power
unless a“United Nations organ had taken a legal stand
concerned.

competent to take, a stand on the legal status of the
Falkland Islands. Accordingly, the Secretariat was
bound to follow the nomenclature used by the adminis-
tering Power. The Committee should- consult she
Secretariat before taking any decision.
50. The representatives of Chile and the USSR
supported the Syrian proposal. A
51. The representative of Venezuela also su
the Syrian proposal and added that the decision lay with
the Special Committee and not with the Secretariat.
52. The representative of Ethiopia said that his
delegation supported the recommendations and con-
clusions submitted by the Sub-Committee. With regard
to the name of the Territory. the English text of the
‘report’ used the expression “the Falkland Islands
(otherwise known as the Malvinas Islands)”; that was
consistent with the Syrian proposal. -
53. The re[:resentntive of the United Kingdom
e Venezuelan representative that the
mniittee. could decide what name to use for a
Territory in its own reports. As he understood it,
however, the proposal wax that the Secretary-Genersl
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should be invited to use the expression “Falkland
Islands (Malvinas)" in all United Nations documents ;
~xh an invitation went beyond the Committee’s
oy ke ml’ﬂm-

_ m 54. The representative of Uruguay said that, as he
A gl o understood it, the Syrian proposal related only to
documents of the Special Committee.

- 35, 'The Secretary of the Special - Committee

explained that the use of such words in United Nations

ments was hased on 'standing instructions issued

by the Secretary-General. The Special Committee was

free to decide What its own reports should contain, -

but the adoption of the same practice in other United

Nations documents was a matter for the Secretary-

i any decision the Special Committee might take

' m the matter would be brought to his attention for such
b ight wish to take,

Chairman then put to the vote the Syrian

that the word “Malvinas” should appear in

after the words “Falkland Islands” in all

documents of the Committee, ;

.. The Syrian "_OPQ;IGJ was adopted by 19 votes tp
1 & & Ir."* 2-‘#’“‘“’-

~of his vote, said that his delegation did not opposé
the honest 'ind_mnsdmtioun,_rq:or: of the Sub-Cgom-

of ‘that report. His delegation was conscious

small islands and small populations,

of the Falkland Islands was com.

i between two friendly Powers ;"

erely hoped that they would resolve

whatever difficulties lay -between them. However, his

- delegation had tried to make clear, in relation to the
subject of Gibraltar, its doubts regarding the S}pechu:il

¥ ittee’s competence in sovereignty disputes. It had"
- expressed its diffidence regarding attempts- by . the
Commitiee to find its way, with justice- to all, through
the’ mazes of history; in the course of such attempts
basic principles like self-determination might become

C. Acnonunl » TaE SPECIAL CoMurTTEz ON
| THE REroRT or Sus-Commrrree III-

,Bé At the 311th nn:hdonzon 13 November 1964,
" the Special Committee ed without objection the
report of Sub-Commi rlt (see annex) concerning
the Falkland Islands (Malvinal) as amended by the
addition of the word *Malvings” in parentheses after
the words “Falkland Islands”, wherever these appear

in the report. ~ s et :
59. . The conclusions and recommendations as adopted

by the Specisi Committce are as follows:

pecial Committse examined the situation
; Self-Governing Territory of the Falkland
Islands (Malvinas) and heard the statenints of the
represenlative of the adnunistering - Power and the
representative of - |
3 ' ns that the pro-
pendence to- Colonial Countries and_ ey, ' 11dE"
to ntries and es apply to

the Territory of the Falkland Jslundy E\T ,

(Malvinas)

.+ (r) The Special Committee notes the exi of
S & between the Govermmen of e!;‘e“?m:iltd
‘m‘_ eat Britain and Northern Irelund and

T
_

LiRisateg. The represcntaive of Australia, in explanation

' mittee, reserved its position in relation to the -

that of Argentina concernin sovereignty ower the
Falkland [slands (Malvinas);‘

(d) The Special Committee invites the Governments
of the Uniremingdmn and Argentina to enter into
negotiations with a view to findin a peaceful solution
to this problem, bearing in mind the provisions and
objectives of the United Nations Charter and of reso-
lution 1514 (XV) (of 14 December 1960), the
mterests of the population of the islands, and the
splimons expressed during the course of the general

ehate ; ;
pecial Committee invites the two above-
oxernments to inform the Special Com-
mittee or the General Assembly of the results of their
negotiations, :

ANNEX
Report of Sub-Committee 11l on the Falkland Islamds
p (Illrl:u:)-‘

Consideration by the Sub-Committee

+ L The Sub-Committee considereil the Territory. of the
Falkland Islands (Malvinas) at its . 24th to '30th meetingy
between 8 and 18 September 1964, - : '

"

2. The Sub-Committee ' had before it relevant part of

_the working paper prepared by the Secretariat (A/AC.109/
. L.98/Add2, section II incorporated, in paras. 1/25 of the
“present chapter), § T Y ;

3. The representative 'o.f the United Kingdom® panmpual

in the work of the Sub-Committee. At the request of .
Argentina, and in accordance with procedures previously
“adopted, - the representative of' Argentina was invited "

participate’ in the consideration of the above item.
. Statements by delegations .
4. The representative of the United luingdom stated that
the ‘Falkland Islands, which lay about 490 miles north-east

of Cape Horn, consisted of two large and about 200 small
islands, The population; made up almost entirely of settlers

-or descendants of setilers i_rm Britain, was 2172 in 1962,

338 were borm
in _the United rgentina.  All the
inhabitants except ‘thirty-six—including fifteen Chileans and

of whom 1,733

- three Argentinians—were British citizens, The only town was

Stanley, the capital, with a population of about 1,000 and
the next largest settlement comprised -only about 100 people.
The ' Dependencies of the. Falkland - Islands (South Georgia

“and the South Sandwich Islands) had a population that

fluctuated with the whaling season; in the summer it was
about 500 and in the winter about half that number.
*5. The economy and prospecity of th~ Falkland Islands
on wool, the world price of which had declined
since the time of the Korcan War, although it had risem
slightly in recent years, Woul exports had risen to 5,061,000
pounds from 3,618,000 pounds in 1938. The standard of
living of the inhabitants was slightly L K

: "United- Kingdom; there was hardly any

vehicles per head now

" the: United Kingdom. During the Jast fifteen years the
Government of the Territory had  undertaken considerable -

development work, to which the British  Government had
contributed nearly $700000 for the improvement of the
Stanley. roads, water supples, sea comnunications between
the islands, a power station, construction of a new town hal]
in Stanley wnd hospital improvements. A further $140,000
which “was to be zpent mainly on school buildings, had
recently been made availalle for the theee years 1963- 1906,

6. Under the 1951 Constitution, the Falkland lslands had
& Legislative Council presided over by the Governor and

comnsist.ng of three officials, four members clected by universal

g oviowly lssusd ms documents A/ACI00/L128/Add3

“ cﬂ"-lr ..'
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adult suffrage amd four members nominated by the Govern-
- meny, two of them pon-ofiicial members. There was thus a
j members. The Council met at least
once A year awd usually held several sessions, ncluding the
" budget sesaton, The non-official members played wn importani
part in the govermment of the Territory, paiticularly in the
Standing Finance Commyittee, which comprised only the elocted
and non-otficial - members of the Council and which could
maks & decision on any item of propased  governmental
} “m““r&.‘._;;[. ,,,E*—.._.p.,j ¥l ? ..‘ : vl i

7. The Gon_-rmf."ﬂ!n was the: Queenls representative rund

" Head of the " Administration, was advised by an Exccutive _

decis’ons ‘on all matters ‘affecting the

- Council,” which

internal w:;o!'ltm Territory: It consisted of three ¥

officials and five other members nominated by the Governor.

. By a recemt fangement, the six nop-official members of the
Luwaﬁve'omgi ig;_-i;eq to recommend the appoiniment

) -members of the Executiye Council,
: ““ - ﬁ;}yqimi the ‘advice of the Executive
fmml "Quite exceptional gircunistances, such
‘the "Rayal prerogative was involved. There were
" parties, ‘although there” was a trade union (The
; :r Federation)  and .3  Sheepowners’
,}!p'.{;": W i 9t .

g Town Council " of . Stanley consisted of six elected
. members and . three members | nominated by the Governor.
- _-_-M'!Hd,-biennially, three of the six elected
members reliring ' eyery two  years. Apmi:1tment:¢t:'hthe
public seryice were the | Governor, assiste; ere
" by M!lh::q:lbzln Executive’ Council.” Of* 158
posts now filled, 108 were occupied by Falkland
] we staff of the key departments of the
i the Treasury, with the exc:pl';on of the
Secretary, were  Falkland Islanders. There were
" m‘:}: conditions of service of expatriates
¢ of 'Falkland Islanders; they enjoyed the' same
f*pay and similar leave conditions, b in
" the, recent: General Elections, the members of the
islative: Councils had discussed constitu-
! “Governor ' and had - agreed on
for changes in the composition of both Councils.
: 2 ‘membership of the Legislative Council was
. %0 be reduced by omitting ope of the three ¢x officio members
7 the nominated” members, The, Legislative Cpuncil
ist of the Govemor, the Colonial .Secretary

nominated |

o

& The

~withi

s. In the Executive Council,

s would be omitted and the

ist of two appointed members °

he Legislative: cil chosen
and | t members of that
be equal numbers of elected

in'the Legislative Council and the .

“be established [or members of the
proposals had becn accepted by the

]

T
§

* the  necestary constitutional - instrumcnts

!

A for 9 .
I status should be and the United Kingdom
oment was 2lways ready 10 convider I::} priupoulu [-!w
. const utional change that the Islanders niight advance, or
~ the present, the Islanders had made it clear that they did
pot want independence. The represenmtative of the United
Kingdom quoted a message which the elected membery of the
Legislative: Couneil  had addressed 1o the Chairman of the
Special Committee on 3 August 1961 in order 1o inform the
i Cof the ‘wishes of g peoplc of “the Ialands,
i They had stated that' they were provd 1o be citisens of
“/'a British  Colony : and har exprossed their desire 1o _retain

i:1

1

g.'

Mrengtben their links with the United. Kingdom,” They

beseried in ‘the strungest possdhle ‘tering thal any- conbtis
omal dsaccigtion with s fore g Power would be repugnant

unofhclal inafed members
it e P e s

&y

* Chairmun of the

~ possible attempts

. the Special Committee, ar indeed in
it had always been willing 10 discuss .

' damage 1o the good

; Dl R into
M. Govemment .and ‘ would be brous * that on 8 Sepember

the il%l-h d.runninc what their ultimate !

. work of individuals,

to he associated to the fullest possible degree with their
statement,  The  elected membery * had adopted  a  similar
declaration on 2 April 1964, which h'd been transmijted to
the Hritish Government. Tlhus, there conld b: no doubt about

- the aspirations of the people of the Falkland [slands,

11, Consequently, the United Kingdom Government's position
with regard to the Falkland Islands was fully consistent with
the principle of scli-determination, He wished to reaffirm
the ‘statement made hy his delcgaton in ity letter to the
Special Committee and to the Chairman
of the Sub-Committee (A/AC109/81) 1o the eifect that
the United Kingdom had no doubt as to its sovereignty

over the Territary of the Falkland Islands. In the opinion
the

of the  United  Kingdom delegation, . the request by the
Argentine representative 1o participate in the work of the
Sub-Committee constituted an intervention in the affairs of
the Territory, in which Argentina was not properly concerned.
The claim ‘advanced by the Argentine Government to
savereignty over the Falklands Islands was in efiect a bid
to annex those islands in defiance of the clearly expressed
wishes and interests of the people of the Territory. According
to the United Nations® Charter and the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,
those wishes and interests should be. paramount. In the view
of his. Government, the Special Committee and therefore
the . Syb-Committee were not competent to discuss territorial
claims. In any case,, the Committee would be . ill-advised
to. deal with the difficult and inevitably time i
question of . sovereignty, whick did not arise out of the
resolutions establishing the Special Committee or out of the
Declaration. It might be suggested, as it had been suggested
in the past, that paragraph 6 of the Declaration in resolution
1514 (XV) constituted a mandate for the Committee to
consider questions of sovercignty, But, in his delegation’s
view, that interpretation was not borne out' either by the
wording. of the paragraph itsclf, which clearly referred to
at ' disruption in the future and not to
issues of sovereignty dating back to distant history, or by the
remainder of the Declaration, which stated specifically that
“all peoples. have the right to sclf-determination™, No fair-
minded. observer - could therefore  construe paragraph 6 as
imposing a limitation on the universal application of the
principle of seli-determination, ' which was guaranteed under
the Charter -itself. .- 5 3

12, ‘While, therefore, the. United Kingdom Government
could not agree to participate in' discussions of sovercignty
over the Falkland lslands, either in the - Sub-Committee or
bilateral talks with the
Argentine Government,
with the Government of Argentina ways in ‘which the United
Kingdom, Argentina- and the Falkland Islanders could avoid
relations -existing between them * from
the dispute which unhappily existed and it had so informed
the Government of Argentina, _

13. At the 25th meeting of the Sub-Committee the repre-
scntative ¢f the United Kingdom informed the Sub-Committee
at 1964 the Buenos Aires radio station
Radio el Mundo had broadcast messages telling the Falkland
Islanders to keep calm during ‘an imminent occupation by the
Argentine Navy. At 110 pm. local time, an Argentine
aircrait had landed on Stanley race<course in the Falkland
Islands. The pilot had planted the Argentine tlag and handed
4 letter to the only Lystander. The aircraft had taken off
before the pilot and co-pilat could Le apprehended. .

14. Unforuntate instances of that kind, particularly the
violation of  sovereignty by an asircraft, were bound 10
exacorbate. the dispute and prejudice good
the United Kingdom and Argentina. Hin Government hoped
that the Argentine representative would dissociate hix Gavern-
ment frem such actions and that the Argenting Government
woild fake dleps, to ensure that they were POt repeated.

15, The representative of Argenting replied that the acts
described Ly the' United Kingdom representative were: the

While * they accurately reflected the
feelings of the Argentine  people, they wers Quite alien 1o
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. Argenting Government, which desired. 2 peucefu) solution

of the dispute. :
16. !¢ further Stated
. Istands, wh ch were in
seized by the
had - heen  maintained since - then under United .Kingdom
_ authority in spite of repeated protests by Argenting, The
Islands -had been origmally. discovered- by the Spaninrds in
the ecarly sixteenth’ century and .were
“early  Sranish mips. Up' t6- the middle of the . eighteeinly
century the Malvinas hadl been scarcely heard of in England.
It was ‘only ‘in 1748 that a plan had been made to “discover”
the Islands; bt after consultatiog® with Spain, Great Britain

that history Jhowed that- the Malvings
integral . part o Argentine territory,.

agreed that 1t had 40 right to interfere in the islunds

coasts .of South ‘America, *a  position which reflected
the Treaty of Pe
the Treaties of M
"Utrecht of 1713, P ¥
17. In' 1764 the French Seaman, de  Bougainville, hag
‘founded ' Puerto Luis' in Malvina  Oriental in ‘the name of
the King' of France; but_in response to a complaint hy Spain,
King Louis XV had ordered. the return of the port, this
act constituting recognmition of the inherent right of dominjon
of Spain. The Spaniards  had occupied + Puerto Luis  and
chinged the name 1o b o Soledad. Then, in 1766, England
had sent a secret expenition which' founded Pyerty Egment
on Saunders Island: When Puerto Luis wis
from "the French 1o the Spaniards, the British had made
no objection to the transfer, and the English_garrison had
continued to occupy Pucrto Egmont, |
18 In 1770, the British garrison had been dislodged by
-Spanish forces under the command "of the Governor of
Buenos * Ajres. lengthy  diplomatic negotiations,
tled back to the British although
i that England
he Islands as

1713, and the Treaty of

had accepted the sove
a whole, o .
19. In 1774, the English had volimtarily abandoned Saunders
Island. Fifty-nine years bad then passed during which ‘the
. Islands remained, without any protest from Great
Britain, in the power first of the Spaniards and then of the
Argentines. .Right up to
the beginn.ng of Argentine |
dominion over the Malvinas in
any objection from Greai Britain, Thus, Britain's silence
from 1774 10 18% confirmed its recognition of - Spanish
i : its intention not 1o return 1o the archipelago,
Treaty of Peace of Versailles of .1783 and the
ention of San igi

cndence, Spain had exercised
all- kinds of ways without

, the Argentine
rigate Heroing 1o the Malvinas
E in order 1o take formal possession of the
archipclago. In 1923, the Buenos Aires Government  had
i i Governor of the Islands and
of land and of Krazng and fishing rights. In
1825, a Treaty of Friendskip, Commieree - an Navigation
had been concluded between Englind ard Argentina, and
j Ting the Malvinag hal been
England. In 1926, Rroups of
apds 1o settle tlere. In
Aires. Government had establishee
tical and Military Command w1l headguarters
uertn Soledad. “and  had appomted  Luis  Verpg us
nder,

20. The “strategic and commercial interests of  Fogland
had culminated in the atlempts to invade Bionos ‘Aires in
1506 and 1807, which had been repalaed, and in 1he occupation
of  other lerritories i’ jhe * South Mbonic,  These same
interests had impelled Great Deigain W lalge & protest in the

- lauer part of - 1829 agsine (he extablishment i (h Malvinus

Command by Argenting

(]
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United Kingdom in 1833 and

Phinly markad on.

een: Spain cand Enzlund, .

transferred '

the revolution of 1810, marking .

+ authorities

v the United  States corvette Leximgion had
attacked Puerto Soledad " and destroyed ity port installations
when the Argentine Government had refused 1o release a
United  States: vegsel which  had -violated the Argentine
fishing regulations, The action Ly the Leringion led to a
diplomatic incident
brraki_ug-nﬂ' of reluions between e two countries,

22 Great Britain had sent 5 new “expedition to the Islands
in 1843 and had sejzed Puerto Soledad hy force, a settlement
which it had never. previously oveupi i

Great Britain hac taken over the whgle archipelago. Fron,
that time onwards. force hiad been the only basis for the
British preSence on ‘the Aalvinas, '

23. Such an arbitrary and unilateral act of force, which
would never' by recognized by the Argentine Republic, could
N no way create any .rights for Great Britain, Since 1833,
Argentina had 'cun:inuaIly protested azainst the illegal occupa-
tion. The case of the » i
colonialism in which a
advantage of by 3 gre: r. For 131 years Argentima
had scught in vajn to chunge the British position. Now, times
had changed, and the colonial €ra was drawing to a close,
The British presence on the Iilands was an anachronism
which must be climinated,  Argentina had alwa

i ttle its international disputes,
territorial problems had’ always had recourse to peacefal
means for achieving a seltlement, rather than to violence.

24. In 1945 Argentina had signed the United
Charter, not onl i i
national  peace a security but as a system for finding just
solutions to international problemns, especially those deriving
froms the existence of the colonial system. At the San
Francisco Conference, the Argentine delegation had expressly
reserved the rights of Argentina in respect of the Malvinas
Islands. B

25. ‘From the first days of the Organization, Argentina
had realized the importance of Article 73 ¢ of the Charter
and ‘as soon as Great Britain - had begun to transmit
information on the Malvinas Islands, the Argentine Republic
had drawn the attention of the United Nations, as it had
done on many occasions in the: past, ta its i
sovereignty in respect of that Territory.. Thus Argentina
had specified cach year, at the sessions of the General
Assembly, that the information transmitted by the United
Kingdom regarding the Malvinas Islands in no way affected
Arguntine sovereignty over that Territory, The United Kingdom
was_in occupation of the Islands by virtue of an act of
force, which had never been accepted by the Argentine

Government.

26. The represenative also cited the decisions adopted by
the Seventh and Tenth Inter-American Conferences which
had respectively condemned the acquis'tion of territories by
force amd had affirmed the nced to eliminate colonialism

in America,

27. The adoption in 1960 of the Declaration on the
granting of independence 10 colonial comitries and peapleg
had speeded up the process of decolonization t the
world. Argentina, which had attained its independence through
a siilar process, had supported  and  would continue o
support that  Declaration aml  the complementary Gieneral
Assenmbly resolutions 1634 (XV1H, 1810 (XVI]) and 1956

(XVI,

2. The case of the Malvinas differed from the classical
colonial model, In 18 LY they bl belungedt de facta and de jure
to the” Argentine kr-p-a'-!_ir, il been Roverned by Argentine
sl had been vecupred by Arpentine scttlers,
Those  authorit ey Aand - settlers hail * heen forethly evicted
and D deen replaced by a cokoial “administration and a
population of il urigin, Today there were 4172 inhabitantg
on the Ialands, and ilie popilation was ta 4 sitbatantial extent
peticalically renewl, i WY, for instance, 419 et sons
hal departed and §: 8 bl Arraved L 1val, the COTapun hing
hiures were 326 and 245 Jved they were: 22 and 2N,

which iy turn had resulted in 2 virtual % .




T
ey

Genernl Assembly—Nineteenth Mn.——&nuiu

The colonial Power could not rely on this . situation for
the purposes of the principle of seli-determination,

29. The Argentine Governmemt had stated at the most

recent sessions of the General Assembly that this principle
of self-determination’ of peoples, "recognized in Article 1,
paragraph 2 of the Charter, should in such exceptional cases
be viewed in the light of. circumstances. Indiscriminate
application of the principle of seli-detciminat on 1o Territories
.30 thinly inhabiied by wavonals of the calmial Power woulid
place ‘the destiny, of suchi a4 Territory in the hands of the
Power which had installed-itself there By force, in violat on
of the most elementary rules of international law. The funda-
- mental principle of self-determina‘ion must not be atilized
in order to convert illegil possession into full sovereignty
under a mauntle of .protect on 1o by provided by the United
Nations. 0

30. This correct interpretation of the principle of seli-
determination ‘was based precisely on resolution 1514 (XV),
whose purpose was to. put an end to colonialism in all
its forms. in the preamble to this resolution it was recognized
that the peoples of the world ardently desred the end of
oolonialist, in all its manifestations and that all peoples had
an inalierable right to complete frecdom, the exercise of
their sovereignty and the integrity of their pational territory.
In operative paragraph 6 of the Declazat on it was stated that
any attempt aimed at the partial oc total disruption of the -
national wnity and the territoriai integrity of a  country
was incompatible with the Purposes and Principles of the
Charter of the United Nations. t

31. Any future for the Islands in separation from Argentina

was inconceivahle in terms of logic and realitics. They were
rooted Tright, an the Argentine conticental shelf and were
situated near to the coast of Patagonia. Their economic
development ‘on a stable basis was bound up with their
country, with which, at present, they had no drect com-
munication or trade. _ .
© 32, Ownership of the land was for "all practical purposes
_in the hands of the Falkland Islanis Company, which
controlled the entire export and import trude “and held a
monopoly for wool. The successor to the Company, as owner
of the land, was the British Crown.
- 33 British rule in the Malvinas Islands was not only
contrary to the United Nations Charter, but also created a
ster le sitvation in a Territory that could enjoy greater
economic  prosperity. The Isiands' population had declined
from 2295 inhabitants in 1912 w 2172 in 1962, It was
the only Amcrican community which, instead of growing,
was shrinking.

M. In conclusion, he stated that the atuitude of the
Argentine Government could be summed up as follows: (1)
the Argentine Republic claimed the restoration of its territorial
imtegrity through the restitution 1o it of the Malvinas, the
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands, which had
been taken by Great Britam by force—such restitution being
the sole solmion dictated by justice, Arzentina would take
especial accinmt of the wellare and material interests of the
present scttlers. (2) The Argentive Kepublic would not agree
to the principle of self-determination being distorted and
applied 1o consulidate situations arising from a coonial
snachron sm, to the detriment of s lawfol  rights  of
sovere'gnty over the liands,

35. The Chairman speaking as the representative of Urnguay
stated that the (o teteixe of the SulcCommittee and the
Special Committee was detined in General Awsetibly  resolus
tioms 1654 (XVI), 1810 (AVI) wnd 1986 (XVID, whih
not only wompowered the Conunitiee to forimolate  revom-
ony fur - the complete application of the Dedagation

grantimg of - aclependence 10 coloiigl counte es and

but also upunly msttacted ot du o

The fact that the Malvines hlands were the subiect
long-standing lwm by the Argeniine Kepublic shd e

the colomisl character of the jrod In Furthermore,
Malvinas had been voluntarily incluled by the Adrune
wbering Veower in the Tot of Non-Solte anernhigg Tertitones,

Sl ¥
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and that amounted to automatic recognition of the Cominitior’s
Jurisdiction in the matter,

37. At the same time, while none of the resolutions cited
above seemed 1o empower the Committee to pronounce on the
substance of the question of sovereignty of rights over the
Malvinas, that possibility should not be ruled cut g prion
since a recommendation connected in one way or arother
with the substance of the matter would be necessary 1o
permit complete application of the Declaration on the granting
of independinee 1o colonial countries and opics

38 Quite apart from the Commitiee's mandate in  that
regard, at the very basis of Awierican public law there were
two principlés to which the countries of Latin America
had wiviys deveted special attemtion.

39. The first bl been proclaimed by the newly independent
States of Spanizh America and was kihown as the st posndelis
priveiple of 18310 which had been explicitly formulated for
the first time in the fundamemal law of Colombia, adopied
by the Congress gf Angostura in 1819,

40. That prnciplg, the scope of which had been defined
by an arbitrai ‘award of the Swiss Federal Ceuncil on 24
March 1922 concerning the borders between Colomblia and
Venczuela, affirmed that the frontiers of the Republics
recently established in Latin America wouid be those of the
Spanish provinces which they replaced. It laid down the
absolute rule that, in the eyes of the law, there had been
no ownerless territory :n former Spanisn America and that
land which was not occupied de Jucto would be regarded
by common consent as occupied de jure by the Republic
which had succeeded the province to which tlie Lind had
been assigned by decision of the King oi Spain. It therefore
excluded any attempts that might be made by European colo-
nizers to claim territories which otherwise might have been con-
sidered res nulins, Furnthermore, it had later been generally
consecrated vnder the name of ‘the Maonroe Doctrine.

41. Hence, any colonization of American territories sub-
sequent tu the proclamativn of that principle clearly const::uted
a violation of a prnciple that was at the very basis of
South American public law. In that commexion, it was
interesting to nute that the Charter of the Organization of
AMrican Unity had recently endorsed the same principle.

42. The American countrics, for their part, considered
that their emancipation was not complete so loog as there
remained on their continent any peoples or arcas subject to
colonial ruie or territaries occupied by nun-American countries
(resolution NXXIII of the Ninth Internatomal Conference
of American States, Bogota, 1948).

4). The second principle was that the American States
did not recognize territorial acquisitions or special advaniazes
obtained cither by iorce or by other r* =8 of cocrciom
(artcle 17 of the Charter of the Urgani atw 1 of Awcrican
State-)., That principle and the absolute vondemnation of
aggiessive war whs one of the features of Latin Anicrican
paitical and legal thinking. The Amercan countries had
all successively adopied the ancient maxim ex wjuna jug
non oritwr, which had received universal consecration ia the
Covenant of the League of Nations, the Briand-Kellogg Pact
and the Charter of tue Umital Nauows, That principle had
been one of tie comstanty of the ntory of the indcpendomt
American countries, a» was proved by the First International
Conference of Amverivan States of 1890, which had eliminated
the rirht of conuest from Amer can pubiie law and reafirmed
the wh posrideng doctrine of 1IN0, e Nisth  luternational
Conierence of Ancrivan States at Havana in 193, which
had declared aperessive war 1o be llegal, and the Devlaratws
of U2 addressed  to Bolivia  and |‘-llnlw. the rwal
chimanta to the Gran Chaeo, by wnchoen Anciican States
which made it known that they. woukl mot acoept amy
tririton il setthment ot obbaied by jaacoiul meam or any
aoguisition resulting (o wCupation o Cugnjuest by hatee
ul arma. . :

. The Amenican countries’ attachiment o that puﬁh wean

- hurther illustrated by the SNadvedra-lanus Treaty, sgoed 5
194 at Rio de Janciro, amd the Counentnm o the Rights am) | '
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ngned at Montevideo the ame year following
Mational Uonference nf Amenicin States, Iy
€ quted artcle 1] of the. Convention,

V. the,

he . Q)

- 46 The Priniple of the renunciation of war had been em.
W the General Treaty of I'anis and the Covenant of

(13 af Natins and in Article 2 paragraph 4 of the

Charter, s piarl

W, Suaes tll!‘l'rtwdlm maintaining the slates guo claimed,
. of ©outsc, that the prnciplé -of the not-recognition of the

reht of conquist was vald oaly from the time of its incurpa-

N0 whitten. international law, and that would bmn
s of the century The maintenance
tal polcy objectiye
n the 1I'NM9 debates
he United Nations
ights and dutics of States.
‘s & basis for discussion was a
containing, iuicr wlia, an article
recogmre territorial acquisitions ob-
wle had

representatives on the

that the principle in
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51. The Tenth Inter-American Conference, held a1 Caracas

in 1Y, had enidorsed the, Commirtee’s secommendations, and

al also declared s Support fur the just claims of the American
countries by reiterating its faith in “the nicthods of pacific
scttlement sct forqh in treaties in effect” (resolut'on XCVI),

52 However, ay far as the Guestion before the Committer
was conzeried, the mgsy IMpOrtent resolution of that Con
ference was resolution XCV]J. which stated, perhaps for the
first time, that the principle of the absolute and unconditiona)
cxercise of self-determination might in certain cases yield to
another not Jesy importang nrinciple, the principle of territorial
integrity : “thus it opencd the way for a solution which had
been confirmed in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)
and in United Nations praetice.

33. When the Commitics had considered Gibraltar, the
Uruguayan delegation had had OcCcasion to analyse in detail
at the 2unh meeting the operative part of General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV),. especially paragraph 6. To his dele-
gation, that paragraph seemcd to contain grear political wisdom,
particularly where small ‘Of weak countries wnich had been
despoiled, almost invariably by force, of part of their national

‘ory, were concerned: the strict: application of the prin-
ciple ni-x!f—dﬂrrmim:im. which would place the ialclol the
territories in question in the hands of a small group of settlers
brought in by the comjucring Power, would in ‘the case of

" those coamtries be _tantamount to recognizing that might was
condemned

right, 3 principle which had been
by interhational law. Those: considerations were ly
true in the case of the Malvinas, -which had been oniginally
uninhabited and where the present populition came almost
entirely from the mother and ¥
asons. ¢ .
ution 1514 (XV) had’ made the
“occupied territories™ universal by draw-

be governed by the

for by the Charter

over, the

had Iexn

tiation between the parties, of which the General

hid 1aken note in resolution 1752 (XVIl). i

membered that the Indones:an position was based on the
that the maintenance of Netherlands colonialism in West Ini
constituted & partial encrouchment on the nati i
territorial integrity of Indonesia

58, Tlu.n Uruguayan

i i 3 ; y exolution
1514 (XV) by At paragraph of that resg.
Ition in every case, In the Cane wnler discussion, the guarastees
which paragraph o Bve to small Siates with
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ve of Jaly said that c=rtzin fratuces

on the Falkland )slands merited special attention

alkland or Malvinas Islamds comtituted & typical

eample of a “umall territory™, characterized by a lhimited
area aml a sparse or scattered  population, for which it woula
be diticult o emisage complete ecunomic and pohitical inde-
pendence, Furthermore, it was generally admitted by Com-
maltee members that in the mplementation of resalution 1514
(X\') it mught be necessary o apply special criteria to “small
territories”. At the same tme, the archipelago was 4 Non.
Seli-Gaverning Territory within the meanmg of Chapter X1
of the United  Natsns Charter aml was therefore subiject

e wre to the resolution on the granting of andependence

o colonial countries and peuples,

9. Secondly, suvereignty  over the Nun-Self-Governing
Territory of the Falkland or Malvinas Islands had been and
was stull claimed by a Member State other than the Admin-
istering Puwer, As the Chairman had pointed out when speak-
ing on 10 September 14 as representative of Uruguay, the
Committee was not a tribunal appointed 1o sett’e a dispute
over questions of territorial sovereignty. \\hile stressing that
point, his delegation considered that acccunt should be taken
of the fact that a Member State—Argentina—had cunstantly
expressed reservations concerning sovereignty over the islanls
Another relevant factor was the Erographical location of the
islands which were obviously a part of the American continent.

60 Thirdly, the question of the Falkland or Malvinas Islands
scemed to involve two apparently  conflicting concepts: the
principle of self-determination and the princple of the pres-
ervation of patignal unity and territorial integrity. Both prin-
ciples were st forth in the. United Nations Churter and
General Assembly resolunion 1514 (XV). Furthermore, his dele-
gation felt that the national origin of the islanders and the
anomal or seasonal fluctuations in the population gave rise
0 scrious doubts as to whether the principle of scli-determina-
tion could be stricily applied. : J
. 6l. Ahhough' it was as Yet too soon to formulate final
coaclusions about the principles . at stake or the practical
aspects of the question, his delegation wished to mike certain
points clear. The Coramittee could not settle the question of
the Falkland Islands solely on the basis of legal considerations.
Its task was w apply the spirit and the letter of the General
Assembly resolutions Or, B8 as stated in paragraph 8 (a) of
resalution 1810 (X V1), “To continve to seek the 108t suitable

ways and meais for the speedy and’ total application of the

10 all territaries which have not.yet atiained inde-

i i the Sub-Committee wished 10
the problems invilved, it must rely

methods rather than on legal argu-

 ments; mstead- of delving deep into past history, 1t should

comsider the Territory’s future. From that: puint of view and
taking into account the pew facts of international life and the
growmg .cessity for  good relations amung the  States,
it should not be difficult for the parties concerned to examine

logethe. in a spirit of understanding what might he ahead

h m ke " ih
62 His delegation would therefure appeal to the Govern.

ments of the United Kingdom amd Argertina to decide o

enler into megatiations, bearing in mind the future and nut
the presemt or even less the pot. H the twp coutitries agreed
W sach a step the Special Commitice ard the Sub-Committe
would take niute of that fect with satisfaction aml an casy

Conscicnce. Since the debate concerned 4 colotial territury -

rather than a colonial people, theére was a Jews immediaie
meed for the United Natias 1o Play ity sacred role ay pro
festor of the merests of indigenous popiilatmans umder colon.al
admonistration than i’ all the wher  conventional cases of
decidomzstion considered by the Speaal  Commttee  Up-
doubtedly, Argenting waild take fully o sccount e legits
male terests and farticular circumstances Al the cu.nmunities
which had sdopted the islands «s their new homelad

"6 He realised that acceptanie A his progenal by the partics
comcerred might seem ko imvolve & ligger woribee jor the

Umsted Kingdom then fur  Argentina Artually, ol rcason was

o prevasl over seotunest and narrow sl nterest av WAy
b0 br enpecied from 1wo countries of such & high coltural sl

i VR A - g s

]

political level—peith - side would be the loser, Both countries
had given the wor, ! N example of fruitful and peaceful co-
OPECAtion on & moet ry basis. After all, the world situation
had completely changed since the distant day in January 1833
when the British wy,; ship Cleo had dropped anchor in Puerio
Soledad. The British presence in the Falkland Islands no
longer had the sime ceonumic and strategic imprtance today
as it had in the nineteenth century or the first decades of the
twentieth, " Hiy delegation wished o believe that the peace
of the American tulttinent, the honouralle liquidation of eclo-
nialism in tha liemisphiere and the strengthening of relations
between the Britsh g Argentine peoples would be of far
greater importance 1, the British Government than the main-

tenance of its exclusive control over a distant outpost in the
Atlantic Ocean,

4, The fepresentative of the Ivory Coast observed that
the most SINKing feature of the Falkland [slands was their
stuation as a colonial territory. The United Kingdom had
always maintaine] that the islunds belonged to it and had
never doubited it sovercignty over .he territory, It was in thar
sclting that the problem should be tackled by the Committee
As a colony, the Fylkland Islands were subject to the Decla-
ration on the granting of independence 10 colonial countries
and peoples; and as the administering Power, the United
Kingdom mu:t take the necessary steps to cnable the territory
to embark upon 1he tath of decolonization. §

G5, An examination of the islands’ political and administra-
tive sct-up revealed, however, that the Legislative Council
and the Executive Council with which they were endowed
enjoyed no greater powers than those of a municipality. Every-
thing about the Falkland Islands—their size, population and
resources—suggested the dimensions of 2 borough held in
trust by the Governor representing the Crown. It was templing,
in view of all the colonialist abuses that had been observed,

. 1o seek to apply the Declaration on the

empty of permanent scttlers, and the Uhited Kingdom ' repre-
sentative had only been talking common sense when he declared
that the populanon rejected any ilea of independence. :

66. Experience had shown 1t is
countrics rescmbled the cbb and flow of the tides, ever oscil-
lating between conflicting trends without being able, in' times
of revglution or fiwcessary transfunnation, to strike a happy
balance. .In the groat 1ask of deculonization started by the
United Nations, strikin; such a balance should be the aim
A distinction should be drawn between the spirit of laws and
the chances of applying them, between the general and the
particular, 2 ]

7, Argentina, a peaceful country whose inhabitants in-
cluded an appreciable number of forcign communities enjoying
all civie rights, cliimed the Falkland Islands, not out of a
spirit of Jdomination but becase their history and their geo-
kraphical and geological features designated them ag Argentine
lands. 1t was normal to remder unto Cacsar the things tha
were Caesar's,

G However, the character of the population was also a
factor ‘which must of necessity be tuken into account in the
search for a solution Undoubitedly, the home tes and origin
of the Falklan] Llanders would make a satisfactory solution
thiflicalt unlessy an agreement between the United Kingdom
and Argenting gave the emigrants the necessicy guarantees for
their sell preseryation, .

) The problam of (e FalkLianl  Islands voncerned  the
Umited Nations i se far av they were a coloy  But in view
of their spevial situation the United  Kingdun, Argentina and
the docal population slhl colailt cach vther a1y o spurit of
understanhng  amd inendship  bejope any decimn was taken
vl their fiture statos,

A0 The pepreaentative of Madagaswar sad that the terms
of reference given 10 fhe Spevial Committee winder 1 asoluton
3 ANV contaimst twa wpatate ity whinh, aweysr
bt e imbissolylle Winde  the ExAtnaton ol the souaing
iy e N delf Canverning T 0y, amd the vecormmcn latws,
l mieasiuies ol sl (o Gl ey e AN el urth e the
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s.:mon the granting of independence 1o colonial coun-
mics and peoples. -

‘7L The’ colonial status of the Falkland Islands seemed 1o
t_* WRnimously  recugnized by the members of the Suh-
Comm itee. In aklition, (he L':;llnl Kingdom had confirmed
thit general opinion by requesng that those islands pe in
cluded in the list of Non ‘-'-(-!l'-t;mrrnmg Territories Secing
that the existence of colomial status hal been '(--l-l?-!nl'.rd, the
Sull-(‘-lll:r‘lllnu“s' sk was to stinly ard recommcm) the meas-
ures to be taken: o implement the Deelaration contained in
Genera) Assembly resolution 1514 (XN,

72 Since ity creation, the Special - Committee hat always
advocated application. of the principle of seli-determination,
which had been formally accepted by the  Members ol the
Nganiration, However, in the case:of the Falkland Islands
the Sub-Committee had, as it were, been cautioned] against
apply:ing that principle, Which—according 10 cunsiderations
expounded at length before the Sub-Cu:llrl;i:.rr-—m:nhl Prove
wjurious 1o the interests of a Member oi.the United Nations.
Those cansiderations were in csience based upon the delicate
qQuestion of “sovereignry”, examination of which

coatinuation of its wor

two moral obligations - uty ot complying
with its terms . of reference <is-d-ris the General Assembly ;
on Ihe.o:h:q. cuncern te safeguard the interests of a Member

It was in a position where it ¢ould ‘make no choice,

ittee could not ey
'Ihcmtauit.lond:il
© the problem,

lon

statement of the
the need 10 settle
Islands by resorting tu practical

i theory, by facing the future rather .

past. It was true that history could
dmitted that certain

rualities and that

be tu act blindly,

l'.k( iy rc(nmnmuhtiom

gentina and the Un,ted

nevertheless wished 1o

of the Falkland Iylands

count buth the interests

harmony which should feign an

+ The good relations existing be-

mvolved would surely enabile them

tle the problemn of the Falkland Lilands in the Way most
consonant with their regpec.ive mierests, ;

76 The Rapporteur, speaking ay the representative of [ran

jon 1o cettan fcaturey of the positiomn of the Falkland

fands, Fiest, the colonial nuture of the probilein seemed clear

1 dispusted the fact that the Fulkland Islunds were &

Dieclaration o the wrant.

; winl woir

accordingly applicable 1o them, There oyl Coisequentiy be

Do doult that the *pecal {anmitice o dhevolonizanm ),

therelore, the Syh( aninile were competent 1, Cxanine fhe

problem with B view W the spredy g Complete iopdenientation
of e Declaration,

77, Awther festure way that' Arenting | laimed thuse
" lelands 38 an miegral part o 0y 1 Y ) Gl whin b
crested & dispute, of oy enserbially juridu al patiie, bitweorn
twu Memlars of the Unite it Nutanns AUy the rermra
o relerence of the Sprcial Uon mmrie 40 th it 1y
as defived i gesolyivms 10,54 (VDY I8 NV Hi D and 14,
AXVIIE), were essentially polnsal wid el ot "eay. g,
“ M the Hee way bmedted Lis Vaghiinil Jiw ol g

J4oples

il

in each of the territories to which resolution . 1514 (XV) ap-
Plied. Fach cuye required individual study, for although the
objective was g | i itori
o be employed o
Committee could
Wis pubsoning t)ie rel
the United Nations

A third feature wis that the
tants, constituted g pical example
could have g Passible  futyre
another independent State, It vo Lappened that grographically
they were clgse 1o the country which claimed them.

/9. Like the other nicmbers of the Sub-Committee, Iran
considereil thut ;e United Kingdom and Argentina should
proceed (o direg Neguliations with a view 10 rcaching a
peaceful settiement of their dispute, in accordance . with the
provisions of Chapter \'[ of the Charter and’ with due regard
to the interests and aspirations of the islands’ pupulation.

80. The representative of Bulgaria, like the previous speakers,
considered that the Subi-Committee, as an organ of the Special
Committee, was entirely qualified to discuss any question and
any aspect of a problem which came within the framework
of the implementation of the Declaration on the granting of .
independence 1o colonial countries and peoples. .

81. However, the Dulgarian delegation could not subscribe
to certain wmlerpretations of the Sub-Committee’s task which
had been put forward, It was apparent, from the documents
supplied to the Sub-Committce and from the statemens it

ited Kingdom's occupation -of

islands, with 2,000 jnhabj-
of a small territory. They
except in association with

zation as practised by the

of imperialism. That situation, which

had lasted for 133 2€ars, could, according to certain statements,
be prolonged for an indefinite period; at all events, even today

1

more complicated: colonialism had placed a

that small territory, which

and ecoromic role for the B

of 133 year)' standing, baween Argenri

Kinglom: the former had always maintained that the Malvinag
Islands were an intekral part of Argentine territory, and had
year aiter year recalled, iy the General Assembly, its rights
"M repect of those islands, Becayse of that burden, the Bulgarian
delegation associated itsell  with the suggesticn, made by
scveral representatives, th.g consultations or negotiations be-
tween .xrgenting and the U m scemed advisable.

ent of inte

& As the ropresentative of Uruguay had said, the Special
Committee—and 1t was CVEN more true of the Sub-Committee—
Was et a tribinal fur swithng w Jegal dispute, .\':\trthcleu,
113 Lisk was 10 seck all Possible wavs and means of ensuri
the complete implementat.on ¢l the Devlaration in which the
Unitedl Natians had silemnly poclainis] the necessaty of bring.
Mg b speed ol wvenlithmal et whanizlsm i 0 it
bormin and moosfestations

B The representative f Veneawla sanl that his delegation
foned it dithigult 1y a Ot the wigument g the Suht‘mitlc
anl by exterown, the Sinetal Conmtioe WETC Wt Comgaeten:
t alisenss juestyone of wactegnty i Territorics subject o
tokunal rule W heneyer the Special Con ittee reconimended
vErequested, an acear lance waly General Asscmihly Texolutnn
IS8 (V) ikl Rven ' Terrig shoul receive s, e
b and g teotde of M Ton ey should W
allowed 10 ERCIC Hreely  they LEh of el .l\luﬂ.mulna\,
HoVAs ierely begiiesting 14, MR should b vt ey
Fothe prople trome whean n hl Voen Vel Thepe was ~
Pood b attess the wyg Ao 1y MR LT TPY (T
Pt soveriignny w o MOtsl e Bt instagng Wothe people
Lioan e bew it ol SINCEE iy 4 vulimiend

iple

LLATY |
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Tersitory 'hclmgnl lo the people, and it was for them to deter-
mine the destiny of the Territory that they accupjed and not
the mh'l‘lmulr_t_tgtg Power. In the case of an uninhabited terri-
wey or one in“which the original population had been expelled,
sovere anty shoull be restored to the State which bad exer-
cised it and from which 1t had been taken away hy force.
From the legal point of view, usurped sovereignty: could not

. b orestored o @ minority of settlers or to an imported
popalation,

85, Theredore, it wuld not be deniedd that the Special Com-
mittee, and Sub-Committee 1 was fully competemt to con-
“sider the colonial case of the \la!nnu Islands. In fact, the
administering Power itseli had classiiied the islands as colopies
and had conc.aquently tran:mutted 1o the Secretary-General the
.miormation reguired under Article 73 e of the Charter. There
was therciore no doubt that General Assembly resvlution
1514 (XV) applicd to that Territory.

86. His delegation wished to make a few comments concern-

mg some of the political, legal and moral
wmternational law in the Western Hemisphere was based It

was dubicult for Americans 1o accept the principle of occupation:

as giving rise to rights which had no justifcation other than
the will of the strongest. In any case, such a principle could
pot and mever would be applied in America. It was known
that classical law provided that occupation permitted the acquisi-
tion of territorial sovereignty if that occupation was carried
out on ownerless ternitory or res mwlling. From the standpoint
« international law, it could not be claimed that warlike oc-
_cupation or even peaceful military occupation had ever given
the occupier a valid title 1> a territory. With regard to the
male of res mulliug, there had been no such territory in America
sinoe the discovery and conquest of Ancerica. ln“accordance
- wnth the law of nations the practice of tlat day, all territuries
"iatown'd or to be discovered were to be shared bétween

the Spanish ‘and Portuguese Crowns. The Papal Bulls Inter’

cactera and” Dudum 5 quidem, which had been iollowed by a
series of treaties between the two Crowns, had established
the borders of the iwo empires. Sovercignty over the lands

of America had therefore been held by one of those two Crowns, |

'-U’m their separation from Spain and Portugal, the new
American n-yublm ‘had inherited that suvercignty by’ virtue

of and through the proclamation of the principle of un )umd.-m ;

 yuris of 1810
. Proclaimed by Bolivar, it was ecstablished’ fur the first

in' the international sphere of America upon the signature:

Pact of Bogotd of 23 May 1411 between Venczuela

sueva Granada (today the Republic of Colombia). As

1o the American territories, that principle had had the

hle aim of maintaining and safe,uarding the harmony be-
tween lht m‘um peoples of the contincnt by making it possible
for them to solve through peaccful méans disputes which might
arise with respect ta the demarcation of their - fronticrs and
of preventing the conquest or usurgation of territorics by extra-
;continental  Powers. It originated i Roman law, where it
meant a prohibition to retain possession. The Romans sail
““wh posndetis, Ua pospdanis” ie, "ay you pussess, s May
you possess”. Translated into Amerjcan law, that was net
wnderstood in the sense of a principle of posstasion . but rather
“as the right. 10 possess 10 cohformity with the territorial de-
marcation made by the Spanish sovengn, according to the

titles d:l!-muru ‘at the begmnng of the cmancipation The *

treaty of “Unwin, Lnguf and Confederation”; drawy up by
Bolivar and” signed in 1822, "Letween Lran Columbig,  Peru,
Chile, and the Ul'lll('l' I"tm nees of Bucnos Aires had con.

tained a clause in which it was atated that hath parbes -

guaranteed the inteyrity of ther territories and would respect
the Spanish colomel boundarics that had existed bejore the war

B8 Bo)ivar hemswell had consecrated that privciple in prac-

_ hce by establpghing the Kopublie of Bolivia ool tining as i
frontiers those which the colonsl entity called Awliencia e
Charcas had held in 1810, The speatic legal famulation al
the principle was contained in article 7 ol the Treaty ol §on:
lederation, subscriled 1o Ty the first Amenican Coimgrean held
ol Lima im 18470848 The pronciple of wh pospedetin hal ge-
caived mrml recognition in the gty opmion of

q- l'-m w al. 'l.hc lndliml ul Dlate of -‘p.m'

iy ;'h"mo-‘

principles on which

“whih be bald sent on 7 lanuary 183

) ur-irlm'u ally

on 18 January 1949 in the Spé.nish Crown's arbitration of the
border d.uspute hetween Peru and Ecuador. There had been
sevcral subsequent arbitral awards defining the scope of the

, brinciple, for' example, the arbitral award of the Swiss Federal

Council on 24 March 1922 regarding the border dispute between

Colombia and Venezucla, That award had stated clearly that™

from the legal point of view, there had been no ownerless
territory in former Spanish Ameria. The principle had not only
been uccepted and applied by the Latin American States bat
also by the United States of America, which had invoked it
on several occasions, for example, upon signing the Treatv
of Ghent in 1814 to demarcate its frontiers with the British
dominions, and to establish its titles of territorial domini-n i
Lovisiana and the two Floridas. That same idea ha! served
as a bhasis for the resolution on non-transference adopted by
the United States Congress on 15 January 1811. That resolu-
tion had constituted one of the principles enunciated in the
message which President Monroe had sent to Congress in
1823, and which had subsequently been misnamed the *Monroe
Dnctrmc More recently, the same principle had been accepted
and invoked by the new States of Africa and Asia. Undoubtedly,
therefore, from 1810 onwards there has been no such thing
in Latin America a% res mullivg,

89, However, it would not suffice merely to proclaim the
principle of wti possifctis. It had logically to be followed by a
condemination of any attemypt a! conquest and by the drawing -
up of legal ‘mstruments designed to ensure the  terr torial
integrity of the American States. From its birth, America had
been the continent of luw and its first international acts had
conde ned aggressive war and rejected all advantages obtained
through the use of force. The First Interuational Conierence °
of American States h-ld in Washington in 1890 had condemned
the right of conquest. From that time onward, Iner-American
Conierences Lad proclajmed the illegality of aggressive war.
An example of thit had been the statement made at the

. Sixth International Conference of American States held at

Havana in 1928 that aggressive war constituted a crime of
aggression against the human race and that any aggressom
was illegal and therefore. prohitited. Subsequently, the prin-
ciple had been set forth categorically in a series oi ins'ruments
in which it had been established as a norm of Inter-American
public law sueh as the declaration of 1932 on the Chaco
d spute and the declaration of the Council of the lcague of
Nations. on the Leticia dispute in 1933, Such instruments in-
cluded the Saavedra-l.amas Treaty signed at Rio de Janciro on
10 Cetober 1933, the Pan-American Convention of Montevideo
af the saine year and the Preamble of the Havana Convention
of M aely 1940 regarding the temporary administrati ion of
Eurupean possessions 'n America.

2. Fivally, the Charter of ti» Organization of American
States, signed at Hogotd in 1948 at the Ninth Inter-American
Conference had consecrated the inviolability of the lﬂ-mnq

“of the American States, catcgoncally condemned AgETCssive

war, and stated that victory n war did not confer any rights,
L% American institutional lile was based «n the desire 10
replace the law of {ree by the force of the law, Edurts uned
at establishmg that Coctrine outside of Amerca were well
known to the memiers ol the Sub-Committee, In the days of
the league of Nations, attempts had Leen mande o establish
the principle of legal ty in relations between States so that
po fecogmbion. would be granted to Jde facte situations broaght
about by means contiary to international law, especially i
violation of existing treaties, Mr. Henry Stimson, the Univd
States Seoretary of State, liad set 1orth tha view n a note
W two Asian Yowens
allitnung that the l nited States had noimtention of recogiieng
A situation, Ireaty or agreement oblaine | by methods cuLtrary
to the termy and cllggabons of the Pact of Parns ol 27 August
1938, the Boud-Kelloag Pact. In March 194, the Assembly
ol the League of Narooo had adoptad » pesclution n which

it had procladued Hiat i was wcwalent vpa e Members of

the Leagne of Natois not 10 raoginge any sitiatng, livaty
ur agiecment wheh ihiay be brought about by means con® rary

Ctgcthe Covenant b the Treague of Nations o o the Pact ol

Faris. Duging \\ athl Vo 1L that prawiple had becn Apphed
Ny Mika amd Furope by the Allies, whe
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any situation resulting from ARKression
or the usc of force. _ ;

Y2 "The principle of the defence of territorial integrity was
30 deeply rooted in Anierican legal theught that the representa-

. tives of | atin American States at the San Francisco Conference

heid - at

- Annexations resulting irom

" of a provision 10 secure the

‘during the debate i Committee 1 of Commission

'u the Ninth, and that adopted at the

had stressed the need 1or the Charter of the future Organ:za-
tion 1o guarantee expressly the territorial integrity of States
and comlemn  categorically aggression. and territorial
such aggression.

W. That feeling had been shared by alniost all the Latin
American Tepresentatives, “and out by (hem alone—the repre-
seatative of Australia,. Mr, Forde, speak ng at the sccond

ry meeting, had also advocated inclusion in the Charter
politica) independence and territorial -
mtegity of individual nat ons, The delegation of Uruguay
also given concre:c expression to tiat fecling Ly introducing,
I un the
principles o which the Organ zation should be based, an
t W the Dunibarton Quks drai that included the .
maintcnance of the political independence and territorial in-
1 had been approved, and,
’ served as a basis for Arncle 2,
waragraph 4, of the Charter of the United Nations. No other
Posit. on would have been possible for tl e American countries,
for to pass over that question in silence would have been
unt o tacil acceplaice of the continyation. of the rule
of force - :
M. He went on to examine the way in which the colonial
problem was envisaged in America. Kesolution XXXIII of the
Ninth Internat onal Coniercnce of American States, held at
4. in March 1948, had clearly - establislied that the
historic process of the -+ wpation of America would not be
complete so long as th vere on the American continent
peoples and areas subject 1o the colonial system or terrijories

¢

oocupicd by -mon-American countries. That resolution mercly

ratified those Ppreviously adopted ap the Meetings of Consulta:

tion of Ministers of Foreign Affairs
Panama; Havana «nd Rio de Jaceiro in '1939,. 1940
ing the colonial system in Anmierica and
of the peoples of the continent to
ies, before the United Nations Charter
did s0 and twenty years before the General Assembly adopted
the ‘historic Declaration on fie granting of independence 1o

of tize American Repulilics

, he
vole of n.neteen of
the twenty participating States, with only the United States
ing Fepresentative of that country had taken the
colonial questions were better discussed in the
membersh p included both the American

Powers.

position that
United Nati

95. It might be observed that both the resulution approved

Tenth Inter-American
Conference had drawn a clear distinction between “colonies”
and “occupied territories”, There was a2 very good reason for
that, as could be seen from hiv statcment,

9. During the -General Assembly's discussion of the drait
Declarat on on the granting of indeperndence 1o colonial coune.
tries and peoples, all the countries of America, in accordance
with their clearly established anti-colonial tradition, had given

Support to the draft resolution subimitted by furtythree
States. Dut there agamn they had inusted that the dist netion

set forth in American instruments should be drawn. The prin.

. porpose of maintaining de focio

of scll-determination must not be perveried for the
titmations. Tlet woull haye
meant seeking 10 mainta n the law of force and conferring an
tppearance of lawfuliess on acts cartied oul by violence and

aple

. contrary (o the law.
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. @ matter of continuing to seek

original draft of the Declaration, however, it had been made
clear that the yponsors had intended paragraph 6 of the
Declaration 10 cayer the ponts raised in the Guatemalan
amendment: he amendment had then been withdrawn, The
content and scupe of the eXisting paragragh 6 of the Declara- . ;.
tion on the Rranting of independence 1y colonial countries and i :
peoples had thus lieen clearly and unmistakably established, [8 %ey!
fully’ protecied the inulicnalle interests of small States or
wralfrr countries which had in thie course of their h stury been
deprived of their lawful rights and of part of th jr territorics
witli no Justification other thap the law of force.

93. The Malvinas Islands, " had, as was clear from the
Argentine representative’s statement, belonged to Spain until
the emancipation of the Spanish American colunies. In ac-

ey

ir to the rj

occupation  of those Islands Ly the United Kingdom had
disrupted that orderly process and had created the existing
situation. The Argentine Republic had never recognized the
de fucto situation and had continually nrotested against 1t while
entering the strongest rescrviations in support of its lawful
rights over the territory under discussion, The case of the
Malvinas [slands Was a colonial case. It was therefore within
the com : ;

Assembly resolution 1810. (XVII), paragraph 8 (a), it was
“the most suitable ways and
means for the speedy and total application of the Declaration™ J
to the Malvinas Islands,

99. In the opinion of his delegation, every case required
the most appropriste and effecctive handling and the special
case of the Malvinas Islands called for a specal approach
The representative of Italy had said at the 27th meeting, that
the debate concerned a colonial territory rather than a colonial

Jpeople, and that made it different from other similar cases

which had been cited during the debate, But that was precisely
why the American States attributed such supreme impurtance
1o the dstinction hetween colonies and oceupied territories.
Paragraph 6 of the Declaration op the granting of independence
to golunial countries and peoples established that “Any attempt
aimed at the partial or total disruption of the national unity
and the territorial integrity of a country is -incompat.ble with
the Purposes and Principles of the Charter. of the 1lwited
Nations". As he himself had alreudy said in the Special Com-
mittec on 17 September 1963, failure to apply paragraph 6 would
be tantanount to accepting the rule of jorce in international
relations. It was a principle established in - American law
that victory conferred no rights but that justice was the same
befure and afier victory. Sub-Committee [11 would be required
to produce a report un the territorial colonies in Amcrica, and,
at the present stage of the debate on the Malvinas Islands,
he would suggest that the report and recommendations of
Sub-Committee 111 1o the Special Committee should be based
upun the following principles -

(1) The Malvinas Islands were a colony and therciore the
Special Commiitice was competent to deal with the case. They
were by detinition one of the T. erritories W which resolution
I3 (XV) applied.

(2) The lslands presented a special case, They were a
severed and occupicd part of 1he territory of another State,
with a small population cunsisting almost entirely of wationals
of the administering Power. The population was for the most
part transicnt and changed continually. It was a case covered
by paragraph 6 of the Declaration in resolution 1514 (XV),
and ot should be studied in the light of that paragraph,

(3) In view of the diplomatic and political aspects of the
question, i addition to the calonial problem, since there was
& dispute between the administering Power amd the State from
whose territory the Inlands had been severed, the  Committer
should recommend methoxls amd provedures in keeping  with
General Assembly resolution 1810 XV which would make
it possible 10 find a satinfactary and just solution 1o the prob-
len. Such methods, of course, were specificd in the Charter
Gl the United Nations. At the vurrent stage of the prohb
the Special (ummitice might request the W partes comncerne!

—%—
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to enter into direct negotiations with .the
& solution in the interests of both partics;
work' of - General Assembly
United Nations Charter.

10. He had no doubt that the Unit ! Kingdom, true to

purpose of seeking
within the frame-
resolution 1514 (NV) and the

+1ts traditignal political yision, wonld take note of such recom.

mendations and’ willingly gico-operate in seeking 4 just and
equitable’ solution to put an end 1o an anachronistic situation

out of keeping with the international order of modern times.

o

101, The representative of Argentina thanked the Sub-
Committee for havitig given his country its first opportunity
to expound at length its legitimate claim to the Mulvinas

- Islands and to exchange arguments with the United Kingdom

on the problem. .

102. The case of the Malvinas Islands being a typical example
of practices engaged in hy the great Powers in a bygone age,
his delegation had particularly welcomed the cecognition by
a number of speakers that the Islands were Argentine territury
under British occupation and that they should: be returned
to their rightful owner, as demanded by Argrntina for more
than a century, In their statements, members of the Sub-
Committee had rightly considered, not only the historical and
juridical factors, but also the grographical truth that the
islands were part and parcel of the American continent, He
fully shared the interpretation which several delegations, and
in particular that of Uruguay, had placed on the principle of
seli-determination, as set forth in General Assembly resolution
1514 (XV), and which regarded that principle as being subject

- o others recognized elsewhere in that resolution and in the

Charter, such as the principle of territorial integrity.

103. Argentina 'was a peace-loving country, which tradi-
tionally settled its disputes by peaceful means. It was prepared
to megotiate with the United Kingdom a solution to the prob-
lem under discussion, on the understanding that it resolutely
demanded the restoration of its territorial integrity through
the return of the Malvinas, and the South Georgia and South
Sandwich Islands, which had been taken by force by the United
Kingdom, and that it would not agree to a perversion of ‘the
principle of self-determination in order to perpetuate a colonial
anarchronism to the detriment of its legitimate sovereign
rights. The futare of the local population would be fully safe-
guarded by Argentine law, under ‘which all communities in

" Argentina had been integrated into the life of the nation and

had found ample opportunities for advancement.

104. The tive of the United Kingdom in reply,
said that while his delegation, for reasons explained very fully
in his opening statement, could not recognize the competence
of the Sub-Committee to consider the question of sovereignty
over the Falkland Islands, to which the greater part of the
Argentine representative’s statement at the 25th meeting had
been devoted, be wished to correct a number of misconceptions
about conditions in the Islands expressed on that occasion.

105. The Argentine representative had suggested that the
status of the Falkland Islands as a British colony was an
anachronism; the Sub-Committee might consider whether it
was the United Kingdom Government's clearly stated 1 licy
of allowing the Falkland Islanders 1o choose their cunstitr tional
future or the Argentine Government's desire to anner a small
Territory against the wishes of its inhabitants that was more

i keeping with modern thought, The population of the Islands *

had increased from 2,043 in 1901 10 2171 in 1%2, and the
stabulity of the population figures shoul! nat be equated with
stagnation, as suggested by the Arge:one representative, _ﬁu
the Falkland Islanders were full of encrgy and liad a thriving
economy.. The small population decline i recent years had
been due mainly to the attraction of mure varied employment
opportunities elsewhere, aml the resulting cmigration had par-
tially offset the natural population increase I was most mis.
leading 0 draw a picture of the Laanders as the only shrinking
American commumty; the horth-rate in Argentina itsell had
been dechining ever since 1950 e was not aware of any

_evidenca that the Islands woulil enjoy greater prosperity as

part of Argentina; a counpurison of such soial idiators
the inlant mortality rate aml the average sice o dwellings,
8 shown in United Nations statistionl poblications, suggestod
that the standard of living and of socisl well-being i the
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Falkland Islands was a]rr-ady substantially higher thaa in
Argentina, i

106. The people of the Islands were not ‘temporary settlers;
80 per cent of the resident population in 1962 had been born
in the Islands, and many of ‘them could trace their roots there
for more than a century: The Islands were the only home they
knew, and his delegation found nothing in the Charter or in
the Declaration oh the granting of independence to colonial
countries and peoples 1o suggest that the principle of self-
determination should not be applied to communities of British
descent. s ;

107. It was trug that the Falkland Islands Company played
a most important role in the Islands and, indeed, had cone
much originally to develop them; but the Islands derived great
benefit from taxes, wages and other payments by the Com-
pany, and it was quite unrealistic to expect so smull a com-
munity 1o support a complex competitive economy, The scale
and. efficiency of the Compary enabled it to contribute more
10 the territory's economy than many. small farms could do.
The reason for the lack of direct communications with Argentina
was that ships. wishing. to enter Argentina ports could not
do so if their last port of call had been in the Falkland Islands,
where there were no Argentine authorities tn clear. papers.
Falkland Islanders could not visit Argentina, because if ‘they
did so they were treated as Argentine nationals liable to
Argentine laxes and military  service. Thus the barriers to
closer ‘relations netween the Falkland Islands and Argentina
were due to Argentine Government policy. o

.08 The Argeni'ne representative had referred to the Con-
vention on the Continental Shelf of 1958. It appeared from
his remarks that the Argentine Government recognized the
Convention as definitive in International Law, but it had not
yet been ratified by the Argentine Government which failed
to follow its principles in almost every respect in drafting a
law relating 1o the continental shelf. Far from justifying any
claim to sovereignty over islands on the continental shelf by
coastal Sti es, the Convention made special mention of the
fact that islands had their own continental shelf and indicated
that coastal States had sovereign rights over the shelf only
for the limited purpose of exploring it or exploiting its natural
resources. The United Kingdom Government fully reserved
its rights over the continental shelf adjacent to the Falkland
Islands, and it would, of course, be willing to determine appro-
priate boundaries' on the shelf between Argentinz and the
Islands, in accordance with the provisions of the Convencion.

1W. His delegation could not agree with the interpretation
placed upon paragraph 6 of the Declaration on the granting
of independence to colonial countries and peoples by the repre-
sentative of Uruguay, in his statement at the 26th meeting.
That paragraph was clearly an injunction to all countries to
take no action in the future which would result in splitting
existing territories or States or would infringe their sovereignty
in 4 manner inconsistent with the Charter, especially Article 2,
There was no iustification for regarding the paragraph as a
limitation on the principle of self-determination set owt in
paragraph 2 of the Declaration, which in that case would
surely have been worded guite differently. 1f the principle of
seli-determination had been so limited by the warding of the
varagraph, it might well not have been approved by a majority
of the Members of the General Assembly in 1960 or at any
other time,

10, He dil not wish 1o discuss in detail events of the
distant past, but his Govermment firmly believed that British
activities in carlier days had been sullicient o gve it a wood
title to the Falklaml Dilands by occupatin; moreover, the
estalilishment of British wivereiguty by open, continw s, cffece
tive and peaceful ocenpation fur nearly a wentury and a half,
gave Hitain a clear pradeniptive title, Argenting had “not con-
tnually protested since 183, s stated by it represcntative,
bt had temaned silemt for periods of up ta thirly-five ycars.
The Islanders had no connesions with Argenting and desird
neie but the pormal foendly relations hetween neighbouring

eonntrien. This bad been made very clear m the wiessages of

the elevted members and other Falklaml Ialarsders 10 the Come
mittee aml 'heir wishes could not be set aside. Mus delegation
appreciatel the spinit widerlying. the sgpeaston by, several

Sy
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speakers that the Sub-Commiittee should appeal to the United
Kingdom and Argentina to hold discussions on the problem
u_'u.l to find a peaceful solution. but his Government was respon-
sible for the security and interests of the Falkland Islands com-
mumity and for the protection of its rights, and it could not
: c.hsrcsard its obligations to”the people of the Territory simply
in urder to respond to well-intentioned appeals to negotiate.
That did not mean that there was no room for fruitiul dis-
cussions between the two Goverments, perbaps with the par-
ticipation of representatives of the Falkland Islanders them-
selves. He had said in his earlier statement that the United
Kingdom Government was always willing to discuss with
Argentina ways of avoiding damage to their good relations
arising from the dispute, and the Hritish Government had so
informed the Argentine Government. It was for the Islanders
10y determine their own ultimate status, and he reatfirmed that
the United Kingdom Government, which had no doubts as to
its sovereignty, stood by the principle of seli-determination.

111. In his reply the representative of Argentina stated
that, as far as.the use of the work “annex” in reference to
.assumed Argentine intentions towards the Islands, he protested
its use hecause the Argentine Republic, within the framework
of a politizal continuity that had never been deviated from,
had never annexed a forcign territory. Argentina’s territorial
conflicts had always been solved by arbitrage or through
negotiations between the parties concerned; what Argentini
requested irom the United Kingdom was the resutution of

_ an integral part of its territory, the Malvinas Islands, of which
it had been deprived by an act of force, and by which the
United . Kingdom had ‘also expelled the Argentine population
established in the Islands. . :

112. He reiterated the qualification of stagnant to the popu-
lation of the Malvinas Islands. The statement thet the figures
of arrivals and departures from the Islands did not represent

. emigration and immigration figures was indeed difficult to
\ll figures' quoted in his carlier statement had been

taken from the Secretariat working paper (see section A above).
Nevertheless, it was interesting ta refer. 1o the paragraph
in which it was stated that there was a shortage of skilied
‘ 10 the continuous “exodus” -of inhabitants, The

that there were more departures than arrivals

. The ‘word “exodus” in any language retained its

meaning, from its Greek and Latin roots: departure, emigra-
_ tion, mever A holiday or a business trip.
he United Kingdom dclegate had main-
" British activities in those carly days had been
to give them a good title by occupation. In the
ceﬂwy.-ﬂnﬂﬁ:ishhadherulimh:dtuﬁn;m-
Port Egmont—which lasted only ecight years—with
from and with even an armed expulsion by Spain:
the same time Spain had been established in Puerto Soledad
1 - forthcoming from Great Britain. In the
had not protested the Spanish
wd by Argentina.
1829 that the British had protested. The truth
+ of the matter was that on 3 January 1833, Argenlina was
occupying the Territory effectively when a British warship
. had periormed the act of force that . ended in the expulsion
of ihe Argentine population. The Argentine’ delegation did not
wnderstand what utle the delcgale of the United Kingdom
claimed for his Government belore 1833,
. 114. He made reference to the prescriptive title mentioned
by the delegate of Greal Beitain, and held that even according
to British suthors the British presciiptioi ceuld not be oi
use as 3 title over the Islands because it had been interrupted
by the Argentine Republic, with ity protests made in every
possible occasion. - |
§15. He further stated that o onc were o uee the . British
comention that prriods had clapred without any formal protest,
the only beneficiary of this theury teould - le the "Argentine
Kepublic, nmply bLecause the British bl Ieh Port FEgmdnt
in 1774 and had been silent for hlty-five years, accepting i

‘that . fashion the fegitimate . titles _of . Argentuw  uver the -

. archipelago. . :
. 136; He woncluded by waling that he wished W rciterate
once agamn, in spite of the satement of the repseseniative ol
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the United Kingdom, the wi.iugicss of the Argentine Re-
public to find, together with the British Government—and
bearing in mind the purposes and principles of resolution
1514 (XV)—through direct ncgotiation, the solution of the
core of the problem of the Malvinas Islands, thus consolidating
the iriendly relations that should exist between their two
countries,

117. The representative of the United Kingdom reaffirmed
that it did not conider the Sub-Committee and the Special
Committee competent to discuss guestions of sovereignty. He
further added that his delegution wished to make two com-
ments on the draft conclusions and recommendations submitted
to the Sub-Committee.

118, Uirst, the United Kingdom delegation was surprised
ana sorry that the draft made no reference to the principle
of self-determination, or even to the wishes and aspiratior.s
of the people of the Falkland Islands. In accordance with all
the precedents of the Sub-Committee and of the other organs
of the Special Committee, the recommendations should indicate
clearly that the future of the Territory must be determined
in accordance with the wishes of its inhabitants, If that glaring
omission were allowed to stand, it would be a break with the
Committee’s tradition and a precedent would be created which
the Committee night have reason to regret.

119. Secondly, regarding the proposal that the Special Com-
mittee should invite the Governments of the United Kingdom
and Argentina to enter into negotiations together, he reierred
to the reservation expressed in his delegation’s statements of
8 and 16 Scptember 1964—that the United Kingdom .Govern-
ment could not contemplate discussions with the Government
of Argewntina on the question of sovereignty over the Falkland
Islands. The reasons for this rescrvation had been fully s=t
out in the United Kingdom delegation’s statement. of 16 Sep-
tember 1064, The essential point was that self-determination
for the people of the Falkland Islands was .not necgotiable.

120. The United Kingdom Government was as anxious a8 .

anyone to maintam and develop peaceful and harmonious
relations with the Falkland Islands on the onc hand and with
Argentina on the other. As he had repeatedly said, the United -
Kingdom Government v:as always willing to hold talks with
the Government of Argentina to that end..

_Concm and recommendations. concerning the
Falkiand 1slands i

121 At the 30th meeting, on 18 ‘Sep ember 1964, the Sub-
Committee unanimously adopted the following conclusions and

. recommendations !

(a) The Sub-Committee examined the situation in the Noa-
Self-Governing Territory of the Falkland 1slands (otherwise
known as the Malvinas Islands) and heard the statements of
the representative of the administering Power and the repre-
sentative of Argenlina;

(b) The Sub-Committee confirms that the provisions of the
Declaration on the granting of indepemlence \o colonial coun-
trics and peuples apply ta the Territory of the Falkland Islands
(otherwise kuown as the Malvinas Islands) ; ;

“ (¢) The Sub-Committee noltes the existence of a dispute
petween the Government of the United Kingdom and that of
Argentina concerning sovereignty over the Falkland lslands
(otherwise known as the Malvinas Islands); :

(d) The Sub-Committee recommends that the Special Com-
mittee should nvite the Governments of the United Kingdum
and Argentina (o enter into negotiations with a view to finding
a pracefub solutipn to this. problem, beanng m mind the pro-

visions and objectives uf the “United Nations Charter and of

resolution 1514 (XV), the intereste of the population of the

islaidls, and the upitions expressed during the course ol the

grocral debate; ¥ ;

(¢) The Sub-Committee recommends that the Special Com-
mittee should inwvite the two above-menticned Governments o
inform the Special Committee or the Géneral Assembly of the
results of their negotiations v e _
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ar 1963 was remarkable for the establishment of
{ University of Hong Kong.
_15.'1‘.:3:: : itures in 1963, including

¢ the reorganization of primary and

n were ado: and placed in opera-
er 1963, Ung thua,thennlmm

grants and subsidies, Rotalled $HK 165,408,602, an
increase of more than $HK 15 million over the previous

. of entry into government and aided primary schools .

has been raised from six to seven years, and a new first-
year primary course will gradually replace the existi

six-year course. As soon as practicable, two years

secondary education will be made available after the
primary five-year course in order that pupils may con-
tinue their schooling up to the age of fourteen, which
is the statutory minimum age for industrial employment.

- Entry to government and aided secondary schools will

continue to be by selective examination.
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~ £11,657 in 1962,

' FALKLAND ISLANDS (MALVINAS)

6. The proposals were apbroved'md the new con-
stitutional nrmxfcmmts came into operation on 21
September 1964,

« Ecomomic conditions

7. The economy of the Territory continues to depend
almost entirely on the wool industry.

8. The external trade figures over the last few years
are as follows:

'*I.
“8
a3

503
545

Weol exporta
(in thowsand pounds)
908
913
1,054
1,024

~ 9, Puﬂic revenue is derived mainly from income

tax, custom duties and the sale of postage stamps. The

following table gives the revenue and expenditure over

the’ few years for the Falkland Islands, excluding
es: ' it

10. Assistance to the Territory through Colonial -
and Welfare Fund schemes amounted to .
£180 'in 1963 and £497 in 1964, compared with

11. The United Kingdom Department for Technical
Co-operation has, since the beginning of 1963, filled
four appointments in the medical services, nine in
education and one in the administration. It is also tryi
to fill thirteen other posts including one agri

Social conditions
oly of labour continued to be adversely

of mﬂmm through emigra-
the Territory and 353
ith 411 and 368 respectively in .

Legisiaiive Comeil) (Amend-
alkland Islands ~ Additional
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Fublic health - . Special Committee on the Sitvation with Regard to the Im-
7 g 13- "No significant changes occurred in the field of  Pieation el L iz S ey o It
~+. Q) public health in 1963. Total expenditure in 1963-1964 Tt Comaadets vels 1o o L e B s Ak
and. £36,169 in 1961-1962, which included special ex- “status” of this territory (A/AC.109/L.98/Add.3, thap
b The recurrent medical expenditure in 1964 L paras’ 48).. - . . R at,y
., represented- 1121 per cent of the tota! recurrent ex- . My Government notes that in dealing with the status of the
o pl'adlture of the Territory, compared with 1222 per  Malvinas Islands the document leaves out certain -fundamental
wiiap et in 1963 and 1268 percentin 1962, . . -, - historical facts and legal considerations, thus in our opinion,
s PR Py : : & Obﬁcm'ingﬂnﬁshtoftheArgentimRepublicmthisTenim.
w Educational conditions 11?! shall Gi:dicm briefly the most important omissions found
Ay s my Government: ' _
14.. In 1963-1964, the number of children receiving (1) There is no mention of the fact that in 1267 Spain formally
"+ education in the Territory was 333, compared with 328 took possession of the Malvinas islands and proceeded to
in 1962-1963 and 314 in 1961-1962. In 1962-1963 the occupy them.
at mber of teachers employed rose from 33 to 35. (2) It is not made clear that in 1770 the British were expelled
+ 1. 15." The Colony awards up to two scholarshi ap~ ' . by the Governor of Buenos Aires.
.« nually to boarding grammar schools in the United ing-  (3) There is no reference to the important activities of Spain
dom.'In 1962-1963, there were eight students from the and Argentina in the period »fter 1774,
Territory attending schools in the United Kingdom  (4) In particular, it should be made clear that effective occupa-
under this scheme. N tion of the whole“:e;‘ridwl:y h‘l':]dmd‘:.ﬁnlm:al%' when full
sovere over vinas adjacent seas
; M";nr:m Spain to the Argentine Gomrnn:mt.
(5) From then until 1833, the Islands were in fact under
Argentine sovereignty and officials appointed by Argeutina
. carried out their functions in the territory.
(6) It is not made clear that in 1833 the last Argentine ad-
ministration in the Malvinas Islands was forcibly expelled
3 A7 i by British naval units. ]
B Sht s 7,01 A B. m i should also be stated in the document that the Argeatioe
S e ool Comustins ceculated the following - | 40, emmersy ot e ey o0 1803 aguios
' petitions concering the Falkland lulands (Malvinas) » | hroyens p oo, ool erTitory by T e
P TR : £ tions having been made not only in the United Nations,
: Docwonent No. - . ; but in all international organizations to which my country

In paragraph J of the introduction to document A/AC.109/
" L98/Add, it is stated that the document was prepared on the
basis of official information as well as information available
- HyGovmmtunnorbuthrderumtohlm
inimmnhlewbliutiomhubnnleﬂmldﬂnp‘ﬂo{
.the report dealt with intheforegoin'umnwl,whidamhin
a brief ‘account of the historical facts. ' .

In the circumstances, the Argentine Government is obliged
fo express its concern at finding that, in a case as delicate as
Mdndﬁn&dﬁrﬂwy,ﬂmlmmtbemnmuthwmh
‘treatment of the historical background so as to provide a
wmmmn&amumﬁm_wm-
enlightenment of the members of the Committee. i

Accordingly, we would respectfully ask Your Excellency
to inform the United Nations ' Secretariat of the Argentine
¢ t's strong desire that appropriate corrcctions. should
' be made in document A/AC.109/L.98/Add.2, so that ‘it will at
least include the information provided in this letter,

The result of this will be that the United Nations will have
nnarehhmndﬁewotthe.himriulum’o“heqmim.
and the information available to the members of the Committee
.hfdﬁrmﬁkrnﬂmofﬂum'dhwﬁmwm'

oy i, ""BERMUDA, BAHAMAS, TURKS AND CAICOS ISLANDS AND CAYMAN ISLANDS
o e AL InveaxaTion on Tax TERprropins
b 2 o s N '“A. N v  Tntradhcki - ¢ - Committee at the second of its two sessions in _
HUERREL CRRR S Inteduckien. © % 1964 (A/5800/Rev.1, chap. XXIV paras. 1-96).
V% 2 L Bermuda, the Bahamas, the Turks and Caicos' 2. Such information as became available on further
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/- The General-Assembly. it <o oS
" Having crommed the question of the Falkiand
Islands (Malvinas), : . :

Resoluiions adopied om the coperts of the Fourvh Lumumities

the Cook Islands'® and the information on subsequent
developments,'

Havmg heard the statements made by the United
\ations Kepresentative for the Supervision of the
i:lections in the Cook Isiands and the representative of
New Zealand.

Noting that, under the Constitution which cumne into |

force on 4 August 1965, the people of the Coock Islands
have reserved their right to move to a status of complete
independence,

1. Approves tiwe chapters of the reports of the
Special Connmittee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of

independence to Colonial Countrics and Peoples re- |

tating to the Cook Islands;

2 Yotes the findings and conclusions of the United
Nations Representative for the Supervision of the Elec-
tioms in the Cook Islands and expresses its high ap-
preciation to the Representative and his swaff;

3. Expresscs its appreciation of the co-operation ex-
tended to the United Nations by the Government of
New Zealad in the study of the question of the Cook
Islands: :

3. Nofes that the Constitution of the Cook Islands
cime into force on 4 August 1965, from which date
the people of the Cook Islands have had comirol of
their internal affairs and of their future;

5. Comsiders that since the Cook lslands have at-
tained full internal self-government, the transmission
of information in respect of the Cook lslinds under

~Article 73 ¢ of the Charter of the United Nations is

no longer mecessary ; : :

6. Reafirms the responsibility of the United
Nations, 'mnder General Assembly  resolution 1514
(XV). 10 assist the people of the Cook Islands m the
eventual achievement of full independence, if they so

‘wish, at a future date:

7. Exsresscs the hope that the Unit=d Nations De-

_ velopment Programme and the specialized agencies will

endeavour to contribute in every way possible to the
development and strengthening of the ecomomy of the

" Cook Islands. = :

) I?QBH: ﬂncq; meeting,
L0016 Dacewmber. 1965.

7 2865 (XX). Questi—= dhrm Tolomds

N

" Taking into accownt the chapters of the reports of the
Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and’ Peoples relat-

ing to the Falkland Islands (Malvinas),® and in par- -
. ticular the conclusions and recommendati

by the Committee with reference to that Territory, .
.- Comsidering that ‘its resolution 1514 (XV) of 14
December 1960 was prompted by the cherished aim of -
 bringing to an end everywhere colonialism in all its

| ——

tions adopted

Itid., Twenticth Sexsion, Asmezes, agenda items 23 and
28, docnment A /5962, ; 3

M Ibid_ docament A/5961. -
- 13 Ibid.. Ninetcenth Session, Ammexes, annex No. 8 (part ID
{A/5R00/Rev.1), chapter XXII1; ibid., Tuxnsicth Sezsion, An-
:{igi addendum to agenda item 23 (A/6000/Rev.l), chapter

!fnrms, one of whick covers the case of the Falkl

¥

Islands (Malvinas),

Noting the existence ot 2 dispute between the Ui

| ernmenmts of Argentina und the United Kingdom
| Great Britain and Nortt.ern Ireland zoncerning so

reignty over the said [slands !

1. Inzies the Governments of Argenuns and t
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Doorthern Irca
10 proceed “without delay withi the negotiations reco
mended by the Special Committee on the Situati
with regard to the Implementation of the Deciaran
on the Graming of Independence to Colonial Countr
and Peoples with + view 10 finding 2 peaceful soluti
to the problem. bwaring o pand the provisions a
objectives of the ¢ harter of the United Nations and
General Assembly resolution 1314 (XVi and the
terests of the population of the I'alkland Isla
( Malvinus) ;

2. Riguests the two Governments "o report 1o
Special Committee und o the General Assembly at
twentv-nrst session on the results of the nepotiatio

4 1395:h plemary meeting
16 Deccmber 1965

2066 (XX). Question of Manritine
The General Assembly, :
Having comsidered the question of Mauritius
other islands composing the Territery of Mauritins
Having ¢xamimed the chapters of the reports Ui
Special Committee on the Sttuation with regard 1o
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting

- Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples re

ing to the Territory of Mauritins,™

Recelling its resolition 1513 (XV') of 14 Deven
1960 contaiming the Declaration on the Granring
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peopies,

Regretting that the administering Power has
fully implemented resolution 1513 (XV) with reg
to that Territory, .

Noting with deep comcern that any sicp taken
the admmistering Power to detach certain islands §
the Territory of Mauritius for the purpose of establ
ing a military base wonld be in contravention of
Declaration, and in particular of paragraph 6 th

1. Approves the chapters” of the reports of
Special Committee on the Situation with regard to
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting
Independence to Colonial Countries and . Peoples
ing to the Territory of Mauritins. and 525
conclusions -and recommendations of the Special U
mittee contained therem: ..

- 2. Reaffirms the inalienable right of the peoy
the Tﬂﬁto’l’y of Mauritius to freedom and independ
in accordance with Genernl Assembiy resolution

(XV): ?

3. Invites the Government of the United King
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to take effe
measures with a view to the immediate and full
plementation of resolution 1514 (XV):

4. Invites the administermg Power to take no ad
which would dismember the Territory of  Mau
and violate its territorial integrity :

18 [hid., Ninetrenth Session, Ammexes, aowex No. 8 ( &
(A/3800/Rev.l), chapter XIV: ibid., Twmeasicth Scssim,
n‘:ixirit. addendum to 2pemia item 23 (A/6000/Rev.]),




Genersl Assembly — Fifteenth Session

shbuld be admitted to membership in the United
1 Naticgs!
P ok ) considered the application for membership of
the Republic of Mali,3*

Decides to admit the Republic of Mali to membership
in the United Nations,
e 876th plenary meeling,

28 September 1960.

1492 (XV). Admission of the Federation of
NMigeria to membership in the United Nations

The General Assembly, :

Hawving received the recommendation of the Security
Council of 7 October 1960 that the Federation of Nigeria
should be admitted to membership in the United
Nations,*? AL

Having considered the application for membership of
the Federation of Nigeria % - ?

Decides to admit the Federation of Nigeria to mem-

* bership in the United Nations. -
" 893rd plenary mzeting,
7 October 1960.

1495 (XV). Co-operation of Member Siates

The General Assembly, ;

Deeply concerned by the increase in world tensions,

Considering that the deterioration in international
relations constitutes a grave risk to world peace and
co-operation,

Conscious that both in the General Assembly and in

the world at large it is necessary to arrest this trend

_in international relations and to contribute towards
greater harmoily among nations irrespective of the dif-

ferences in their political and economic systems,

1. Urges that all countries, .in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations, refrain from actions
Jikely to aggravate international tensions;

rms the conviction that the strength of the
United Nations rests on the co-operation of its Member
States which should be forthcoming in full measure so
that the.Organization becomes a more effective instru-

ment for the safeguarding of peace and for the promotion

of the economic and social advancement of all peoples;
3. Urges further that immediate and constructive
steps should be adopted in regard to the urgent problems
__concerning the peace of the world and the advancement
of its peoples; T
4. Appeals to-all Member States to use their utmost
endeavours tn these ends. : y
G07th plencry meeting,
17 October 1960.

1503 (XV). Report of the International Atomic
: Energy Agency

The General As:mﬁly
Takes note of the report of the International Atomic

21 I'tid., document A/4514.
. 22 [bid,, document A/4512.

33 [hid., document A/4533. _

34 [bid., document A/4527.

88 Anmual report of the Boord of Governors lo the General
Conference, 1 July 1959-30 Junme 1960, Vienna, July 1960 (A/
4531 and Corr.1 and Add.1).

Energy Agency to the General Assembly for the year
1959-1960.3
943rd plenary meeling,
12 December 1960,

1513 (XV). Report of the Security Council

The Gencral Assembly

Takes note of the report of the Security Council to
the General Assembly covering the period from 16 July

1959 to 15 July 1960.%¢
943rd plenary meeting,
12 December 1960.

1514 (XY). Declaration on the granting of
independence to colonial countries and
peoples

The General Assembly,
Mindful of the determiration proclaimed by the peo-

ples of the world in the Charter of the United Nations
to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in the

dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal
rights of men and women and of nations large and small
and to promote social progress and better standards of
life in larger freedom,

Conscious of the need for the creation of conditions
of stability and well-being and peaceful and friendly
relations based on respect for the principles of equal
rights and self-determination .of all peoples, and of
universal respect for, and observance of, human rights
and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction
as to race, sex, language or religion, :

Recognizing ihe passionate yearning for freedom in
all dependent peoples and the decisive role of such peo-
ples in the attainment of their iudependence,

Aware of the increasing conflicts resulting from the

denial of or impediments in the way of the freedom of

such peoples, which constitute a serious threat to world
peace, '
Considering the important role of the United Nations
in assisting the movement for independence in Trust
and Non-Self-Governing Territories,
Recognizing that the peoples of the world ardently
desire the end of colonialism in all its manifestations,

Convinced that the continued existence of colonialism

~ prevents the development of international economic co-

operation, impedes the social, cultural and economic
development of dependent peoples and militates against

§ the United Nations ideal of universal peace,

Affirming that peoples may, for their own ends, freely

dispose of their natural wealth and resources without
prejudice to any obligations arising out of international
economic co-operation, based upon the principle of
mutual benefit, and international law,

Belicving that the process of liberation is irresistible

_and irreversible and that, in order to avoid serious crises,

an end must be put to colonialism and all practices of

segregation and discrimination associated therewith,

W elcoming the emergence in recent years of a large
number of dependent territories into freedom and inde-
pendence, and recognizing the increasingly powerful
trends towards freedom in such territories which have
not yet attained independence, _

38 O fficial Records of the Generol Assembly, Fifteenth Session,
Supplement No. 2 (A/4454).
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Convinced that all peoples have an inalienable right
to complete freedom, the exercise of their sovereignty
and the integrity of their national territory,

Solemnly procloims the necessity of bringing to a
speedy and unconditional end colonialism in all its forms
and manifestations;

And to this end

Declares that:

1. The subjection of peoples to alien subjugation,
domination and exploitation constitutes a denial of
fundamental human rights, is contrary to the Charter
of the United Nations and is an impediment to the
promotion of world peace and co-operation.

2. All peoples have the right to self-determination;

by virtue of that right they freely determine their

political status and freely pursue their economic, social
and cultural development. ;

3. Inadequacy of political, economic, social or edu-

cational preparedness should never serve as a pretext’

for delaying independence.

4, All armed action or repressive measures of all
kinds directed against dependent. peoples shall cease
in order to enable them to exercise peacefully and

_ freely their right to complete independence, and the
integrity of their national territory shall be respected.

5. Immediate -steps shall be taken, in Trust and
Non-Self-Governing Territories or all other ‘terri-
tories which have not yet attained independence, to
transfer all powers to the peoples of those territories,
without any conditions or reservations, in accordance
with their freely expressed will and desire, without

*

any distinction as to race, creed or colour, in order to

enable them to enjoy comp!ete mdﬁpendenue and
freedom.

6. Any attempt aimed at the partial or total dis-
ruption of the rational unity and the territorial in-
tegrity of a country is incompatible with the purposes
and principles of the Charter of the United Nations.

7. All States shall observe faithfully and strictly
the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations,
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the
present Declaration on the basis of equality, non-
interfererice in the internal affairs of all States, and
respect for the sovereign rights of all peoples and

their territorial integrity.

047th plenary meeting,
14 December 1960.

1592 (XV). The situation in the Repubhc of the
Congo )
The General Assembly,

Heving considered the item entitled "The situation
in the Republic of the Congo”,

Noting that the previous resolutions of the Secur‘ly

" Council and the General Assemb]y on this subject are °

still in effect,

Decides to keep this item. on the agenda of its resumed
fifteenth session.
958th plenary meeting,
20 December 1960:

e

Note

Appointment of the Peace Observation Commission
(item 18)

At its 960th

. decided to reappoint, for the calendar years 1961 and 1962

plenary meeting on 20 December 1960, the General Assembly

the present members

“of the Peace Observation Commission. The Commission is therefore composed as
follows: CrinaA, Czecrosrtovaxia, Frawce, Honpuzras, Inpra, Irag, ISRAEL,
New Zearanp, PAxistaN, Swepen, UnioNn orF Sovier Socrarist REPUBLICS,
Untrep Kincpom oF GrREAT BriTAIN ANDp NorTHERN IRELAND, UNITED StATES

oF AMERICA and UrRUGUAY.
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RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

/on the report of the .Fourth Cormittee (a/9417)7

f3160'(XXVIII). Question of tbe'Falkland Islands (r lviﬁ&s)"w_;

The 'Genereal -Assembly,

Having considered the question of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas),

_ Recalling its resolution 151k (XV) of 1 December 1960 containing the
Declarstion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,

Recalling also its resolution 2065 (XX} of 16 December 1965, in which it
invited the Governments of Argentina and.the United Kingdom of Great Brltaln and :
Northern Ireland to proceed without delay with the negotiations recomnended.by the
Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the ‘Implementation of the:
Declaration on. the Granting of: Inderendence to Colonial Countries and Peoples with a
view to finding a peaceful solution to the problem of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas),
.bearlng in mind the provisions &nd objectives of the Charter of the United Nations
and of resolution 1514 (XV) and the interests of the population of the Falkland
Tslands (Palv1nas)

il Gravely concerned at the fact that eight years have elapsed since the adoption
of resolution 2065 (XX) wlthﬂut any aubstantlal progress having been mude in the
]nepotaatlons, : :

Mindful that resolution 2065 (xx) indicates that the way to put an end to this
colonial situation is the:peaceful solution of the conflict of sovereignty between
the Governments of Argenuzna and the United Krnadom with regard to the :
aforementloned 1slnrds,

Expressing its gratitude for the continuous efforts made by the Government of
-Argentina, in accordance with the relevant dscisions of the Ceneral Assembly, %o
facilitate the process of decalonization sn& to promote the well-being of the

: population of the islands, ,

Thf02910
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1. fpproves the chapters of the report of the Special Committee on.the

_ Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Grantlng of
Independence to Colonial Countries end Peoples relating to the Falkland Islands -
(Nalv1nas) 1/ and, in particular, the resolution adopted by the Special Commlttee
on 21 August 1973 concerning the Territory; 2/ .

e Declares the need to accelerate the nemotiations between the Governments
of Argentina and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland called for
in Gereral Assembly resolution 2065 (XX) in order to arrive at a peaceful solution

of the conflict of scvereignty between them concerning the Falkland Islands
(Malvinas): , -
|

G Ureces the Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom, therefore, to
proceed withcut delay with the negotiations, in accordance with the provisions of

the relevant reaolutlcns of the General Assewbly, in order to put an end to the
colonial situation, ;

L. Requests both Governments to report to the Secfetary General and to the
General Assembly as soon as possible, and not later than at its twenty—nlnth
session. on the results of the recommended negotiations.

2202nd nlenafv meetinz
14 December 1973

o

L1/ r./9023 (Part II). chap. n: and. Mgoasmcm 6 chap..
_j See A/9023/Add 6 chap. JOWII pm 1
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AECORDED VOTE ON RESOLUTION 3160 (XXVIII):
YES - ABSTAIN - NO YES - ABSTAIN - NO YES - ABSTAIN - NO YES - ABSTAIN - NO

D_Afghenistan - @ :':cu |flor SRwait T f SfRomanis — -
QuAlbania—a : ; ©laos W T eRwandy -
O Nbsrrin o @lehanon _ . J @Soudi Arabia .
QO Argenling . ) l.:lm!un.ll Guinea _ ___ @Lesothn o © Searpal
@ Austealin o - & Fthiopia ___ S T L e @ Sivrra Leone
e L, s @ Lilivan Arab Repuls Iu @ Singapore
@ Hahomas — | LBl _Finland _# LB, [l:xtm!:r}uQ R, @Somalia .
Rkl ioo. = TN SETRC = @ Madagascar ~South Afrien ______
& Barbados ___ @ . Gabon M @ Malawi _ @ Spain M .
—Belgium _@ ~Gambia . QMalaysia ®5SriLanka ... _ .. -
S Bhoten o ¢ German Dem, Rep. __ . Mulives @ Sudan _ sirmsbspars
a_Bolivis - Germany, @ el Rep. SNl e el . Swaziland =
@ Botswans i likdas o I WMalte . S8 - _Sweden _@ _ ==
L e @ Crecee @ Mauritania _ .. ____ ® Syrian Arals Republic.
EBlmne ool & Guatemaln __ ~Mauritine __ _ EThailand ol h o
@ Durma . o @ Cuinea A @ Mexico Nofopas = 8
© Burundi aliyans —=o o @Mongolia ______ ©.Trinidad and Tobago—
@ Dyelorussian SSR _____ aiti : AT e o S @ Tunisia .. ___. ——
o Cameroon — . © Honduras = WNepall o L @ Tutkey —___
wlanads g @ flengary . - - Netherlands . , eUginda oo
®.Central African Rep.._ ® leeland W, @ New Zealand - @Ukrainian SSR .____
o Chad ____ et hdieo = o ¢ ©. Nicaragua . 3 @ USSR ..
Pkl s o e T e ® Indonesia @ Niger - _ @ ['nited Arab Fmirates_—
T e U . R e N i WS © Nigeria L - United Kitgplom . ..
e lolombia _ . TS T il s _Norway . e - @ Un, Rep. of Tanzania —
felongo L . _ . | @ lreland AT e N, United Sta®@es
8. Cota Riemoe . A R @Pakistan .. __ @ Upper Volta
wCuban_ e o laly ___ @ Panama _ __ s © ['ruguay
3-Cyprus . ©_lvary Coast__ @Paraguay ... ._ ... @ Venezuela
2 Crechoslovakia _ _ . __ O Javaies o e | OYemen _
@ Dahomey o . . .. @ Japan . _ . 3 X ®_Philippines . _. ____ . @ Yugoslavia .
2. Democratic Yemen @ Jordan . @Poland _____ _ . - W nire s
_Denmark ®______ n 3 AT Pnrlugal " T T QZamhia ___.
—Dominican Republic. « @ Khmer Republic _ o Q1t:|r e e T e

31€1 (XXVIII). Question of the Comoro Archipelago

Date: 1L December 1973 feeting: 2202
Vote: 110-0-18 (recorded) Report: A/9h1y

General Assembly,

Having Odegidered the quesfion of the Comoro Archipelago,

AL e

Having heard the™sfatement of the aedministering, Power,

Having also heard the st
libération nationale des Comoree

Teking note of the "Joint Declaratidh
Comoro Archipelngo” containing the te
betwsen the Minister for the Overscs T and Territories of the Government
of France and the President of tif Government Cound®™y of the Comoro Archipelago, 6_1/

Recalling the Declerefion on the Granting of Independnce to Colonial
Countries and Peoples ontained in General Assembly resolufhn 151k (XV) of
14 Deceuber 1960, gl the programme of action for the full impIdypentation of the
Declaration, cgefnined in General Assembly resoluticon 2621 (iexv) 12 Qectoter 1670,

4/C.4/SR.2065 and A/C.4/1..1041,
A/9023/ndd. 4, chap. XI, annex, appendix II, :
Later advised the Secretariat it had intended to abstain.
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31/59. Question of the Falklang Iniands (Mlvimg)

Date: 1 December 1976 Meeting: g5
Vote: 1ce-J_._.3e (recordeq) Report ; A/31 /36

Ihe General &ssemblx. ) ’

Having considereq the question of the Falkland Islands (Malvinns),

‘Recalling itg resolutions 151 (V) or 14 December 1960, 2065 (xx) or
16 December 1965 and 3160 (XX?IIIJ of 14 p

ecember 1973,
Bearing in mind
Political Declara

icular,
the Cormittes concerning the Terr{t » 2

1. AEEroveQ the chapter o} the
Situation vith regard to the Implement

»

A/3L/197, annex I, para, 119,
A/R/23/Maa.5 (Part 1
Irid., para, 8.

Mo

II1), chap, xxx,
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2.

Eb(_greﬁaea its gratitude for the continuous efforts made by the Government

of Argentina, in accordance with the relevant decisions of the GCeneral Assembly,
to facilitate the process of decolonization and to promote the well-being of the
population of the islands;

3.

Requests the Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom of Great

Britein and Northern Ireland to expedite the negotiations concerninsz the dispute
over sovereignty &s requested in General Assembly resolutions 2065 (xx) and

360 (XXVIII);

L.

Calls upon the two parties to refrain from taking decisions that would

imply introducing unilateral modifications in the situation while the islands
are going through ths process recommended in the sbove-mentioned resclutions;

5.

Bequssts both Guvernments %o ‘report to the Becretarv-General end to the

General Assembly as soon as possible on the results of the negotiations.

RECORIED VOTE ON RESOLUTION 31/49:

£S - ABSTAIN - NO
o _Alghanistan
© _Albania
o _Algeria
~Angola
©_Argentina
“Australine
T A
“Babomes .
[ e 401 FR T S N
o.Dangladesh —
~Barbadesa___
~Belgiun pnil i .
o lenin —
o_Bhuten
© _Bolivia
_Dotswana
o _Drezil
o _DBulgaria
_Durma
& aBarmadi e
© _Dyclorussinn SSR -
aamade 00 oo
—Cape Verde
© _Central African Rep——
© _Chad
O _Chile
o Chin e
oZColonibia
—Comoros
© _Congo
0 _Costa Rica
0 _Cuba
et
O _(zechoslovakia
@ _Democratic Kampuchea.
O _Democratic Yemen

Denmark®_______

% later advised the Bacretariat it had intended to vote in favour,

YES - ABSTAIN - NO
0 Dominican Republie__
O_Ecuador
o_Egymt
©0_El Salvador
©0_Equatorial Guines —
O Filiopls - — -

i, AT N

—Finland O

wFreneal Nl L
0,-C.1|<.r-n

~Gombia 00~
© _Cerman Dem. Rep. —

—GermanycFed. Rep, —
© _Ghana
o _Greece

Greandy e
o _Guaternaln
©_Cuinea
©_Gainen-Nissan

<Goyaba e
O _Haiti
0 llonduras
Ry

Feelond £
O _India
O _Indoncsin
O _Iran
e e e

Jreland v,

Ry e e

inly N
O _lIvory Const__________

Jemaica ™

Japoan _N
O _Joulan

Kenya O

YES - ABSTAIN - NO
o Euwnit e
©_lao Peoples Dem, Rep.—
©_Lebanen
©_Icseotho
©_Libcria ————— e
©_Libyan Arab Republic _

Loxembioty
O_Madngasear' .

~Malavi 0
O Malaysia _

O Maldives

©_Mali

OiMalie — o
o-Mauritania

- ¢ _Mavritive

. Mevico

o_Mongolin _

- Morocen _

o-_Mozambique

o _Nepal
Netherlon$s
_New Z=a'c0d

©O_Nicaragun
—Niger
—Nipexia
Nervey O

©_Oman

¢ _Takiston

¢ _lPanama
~Popva Ned Guinea

O Paraguay

O _Tern

o _Thilippinea

O _Poland ___
Portugal ©

© _Qotar

#*

YES - ABSTAIN - NO
ollomania .
©_Rwanda .
©—_San Teme and Principe~
© . Savdi Arabia |
© Senegal

_Srychelles

_Sierra LeSia

~Singapored.

O Somalia 0 ———

_South Africn - —
i RN T
©_Sri Lanka o
©_Sudan :
¢-_Surinam T=—=x
©Swarilane

Sweden 0
©-Srrian Arcl: Republin.
o Theiland . e
el
*_Trinidad €31 Tobaro.—
€ _Tunisin e
O Tockey o T
©_Ugonda
©_lkrainian SST
o _USSR
© _United Aroh Emiretea—

~United Kingdom 0
C_Un. Rep. of Cameroon—
©_Un. Rep, of Tenzania —

_United Svoes .
©_Upper Volta
© _Uruguny
©_Venezvels .
€ Yemen
© _Yugoslovia

T Sl o MO L
© _Zambia




