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The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m.

ADDRmS BY HIS EXCELLENCi MR• .:JOSE NAIIOLmN DUARTE, PRB3IDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF
EL SALVADOR

The PRESIDENT: This morning the Assembly will hear an address by the

President of El salvador.

Mc. Jose Napoleon Duarte, President of the Republic of El salvador, was,

escorted into the General Assenbly Hall.

The ~ESIDENT: On behalf of the General Asseni)ly, I have the hmour to

welcome to the tl1ited Nations the President of the Republic of El salvador, His

Excellency Mr. Jose Napoleon Duar te I and to invite him to addr ess the General

Assenbly.

President DUARTE (interpretation from Spanish): Two years ago when ff1/

Government had been in office for four mooths, I felt that I should appear before

the Assembly to describe to the wor~d my people's ac::bievements in its unwavering

determinatioo to attain freedan, pluralistic participative deuocracy, development,

social justice and, essentially, peace as the fruit of true national

reconciliation. The time had come to present to th<". Assullbly the noble and

legitimate aspirations of my people and Government. It was a time when the dre~ms

of five decades were finally being realized, after many years of dictatOE'ship.

It was also my intention to come to the United Nations last year to tell the

world about the achievements we had been making in our endeavour cmd to present to

it our spirit of peace, but I was unable to do so, overcome as I was by the

infaroous kidnapping of my daughter, Ines Guadalupe. Therefore I made an appeal

from my country for reason, concord and the international community's solidar ity in

the hope that it would support my efforts for a just and humane solution to that

act. I am deeply grateful for the support I received from the United Natiajs.
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'lbday, a grMt many of tbClSe drelll5, viewed frOll the standpoint of defendin9

values, have beoolle an unquestionabl~ reality whicll la recognizecl by even our

sternest critics. In our IIOSt recent history three great misfortunes have befallen

lfIJ people, deepening its povert;y and SUffering. These three great disasters which,

if caapare<1 with some biblieal events, IIigbt be called the three great plagues,

have afflicted and continue to afflict El salvador. The first was the disaster

brought about by war,; the seccnd was the eccnOllic disaster reSUlting from the

effects of international terms of trade,; and the third was a natural disaster which

wrought economic and social da_ge greater than the first two disasters corrbined.

The damage caused by seven year s of war and selTen year s of economic cr is is cannot

be caDpared to the damage caused by seven secCXlds of the earthquake of 10 october.

There certainly remains a great deal to be done in every walk of life for

salvadorian citizens, but the determination ef my people and Government is

unwavering and we will overcome every obstacle that lies before us. That is why

today I have the hCXlOur to address the AsBen'bly and to speak about the enormous

problems my people is facing and the urgent tasks that need to be undertaken to

repair and rebuild our capital city which was deITutated by the earthquake of

10 OCtober last.

My p::esence here is f.-undamentally in response to the clamcur of all my people

who have placed their hopes and trust in the help ~nd solidarity that the

international collll1unity may be able to offer to overcome the vicissitudes new

affecting them, because these seriously threaten the true consolidation of

delllOCr:acy in El salvador. The earthquake lIIeant sacrifice for each 8alvadorian

cl tizen. Those who had a great deal lost a great deal, but those who had little

lost everything. That is the truth of the terrible tragedy that has struck us.
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The eart:bcluake made clear to all the poverty, the suffC!r1ng, the hunger, in which

we live. Thousands of families \'!ho lived in caves, who ncxmally were hidden from

view, emerged in those seven secexads, panic-stricken and showing the effects of the

suffer ing and the subhuman oWndi tions in whieb they lived. That cataclysm struck

everyone of us wi thout exception, It shook our very conscience. It shook the

depths of our hearts and our minds, and brought out an immense and deep cry to the

wodd as a whole. It nade us more human and brought us closer together in our

distress and bereavement. The earthquake has been our harshest trial, to which my

people has respexaded wi th faith and hope.

The terrible tragedy that struck san salvador caused the death of 1,500

people, wounded 10,000, le ft 300,000 homeless rnd caused a great deal of damage to

the historic, material and cultural heritage of our people. The material losses

exceed 810,000 million, including damage to the hospital netwcxk, the educational

system, the production and trade system and the public services system.

According to data provided by private enterprise, from 85 to 90 per cent of

the industry located in the capi tal ci ty was damaged by the earthquake. That made

a deep impact on the na tiexaal ecexaany and production, since the n:e tropoli tan area

is the nerve centre of the country's economic activity. The earthquake destroyed

the hospital netwot'k of the metropolitan area and consequently thousands of

salvador ians are nCltl being attended to in makeshift field hoopi tals where major and

minor surgery is performed in trUly precarious cexadi tions.

In the eCJucational area damage was done to 150 educational centres, equivalent

to a minimum of 1,500 classrooms. I should aloo mention that 90 per cent of the

cultural heritage was damaged. Libraries, museums, monuments, churches. theatres

and sports facilities were destroyed.
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As regards public services, the drinlt.ing water distribution network servicing

one third of the capital was affected alon~ more than 50 kilometres of its length,

without counting the other drainage systems and water supply aqueducts, about which

it is impossible to assess the damag~ because they cannot be reached.

As regards telecomm\Klications, four telephone exchanges were destroyed.

Repairs to them will cost over S26 million. fimilarly, there was damage to the

electric power network, estimated at more than $20 million. The urban ..

infrastructure and the transpc.,rtation system wer~ seriously affected. Cracks

opened up in the streets and the direct and indirect dall8ge in this area exceeds

S30 million, without counting the cost of repairs to streets, the removal of

rubble, and cleaning.

Special mention should be made of the coqu"ete disruption caused by the

earttquake in the administrative management of various governmental uni ts.

Countless public service buildings were damaged irreparably. The direct oost under

this item exceeds $50 million, without a3sessing the indirect cost. reSUlting from

removal of these services to other f~cilities.

Damage to the production and trade sector exceeds S135 million, not counting

the cost reSUlting from the paralysis of their activities, whidl total some

$71 million.

These figures might appear small to some industrialized countries, but for my

country they are truly enormous. They add up to at least 25 per cent of the gross

domestic product.

As a result of this n~tural disaster poverty has worsened and the living

standards of my countrymen have become more precarious. The ability of the central

Government and the municipal Governments to respond to needs has been substantially

reduced. The disaster has compelled us to assume emergency functions that had not
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•

been foreseen and to Bet in motion -.N1W1- and short-term plana that "ill have to

be integrated into a new national development sche_.

All of this is a challenge to which we .uat respond without resources of our

own. There lies the tragedy. While the war and the economic crisis seJriously

restricted our ability to meet 80cial needs, today the earthquake makes it totally

impossible for ua to do so•
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The earthauake resulted in a serious deterioration in the living conditions of

the Salvadorian people and reauired a radical t"rnabout in my Go~ernment's economic

and social development planning. As the General Assembly will un&erstand, this

situation obviously reauires a reformulation and reprogramming of our sectoral

development plans and strategies, which must now focus on the aims and goals needed

for the rehabilitation and reconstruction of a new El Salvador.

These three great disasters have been and are still being faced stoically by

my people. In response to the destructive effects of the prolonged people's war,

we have united to strive for national reconstruction. TO war, violence and death,

we respond in accordance wit2) the five great aims of my Government's policy, whicb

are: humanization, the ethical and political imperativ~ that guides our conduct in

the social sphereJ pacification, the noblest and most cherished ideal of

SalvadoriansJ democratization, as a process that generates consensus, pluralism and

the freedoms needed for the full realization of the individual in society;

participation, with a view to making the individual more responsible with respect

to his rights and duties in the building of a democratic society, and reactivation,

to stimulate the economy and ensure far-reaching social reforms.

In the context of these aims, this year I called once again for the continuing

pursuit of dialogue as the mechanism that is proper to a democratic system and

would lead us to progress along the road to peace, through the triumph of reason,

in the form of a political willingness to make concessions and to resolve

difficulties. I firmly believe in dialogue for peace, not dialogue for war. On

three occasions I have called on those who have taken up arms to come and sit round

the table and to discuss peace, not war.

The new political and democratic machinery that is now being establi~hed in my

country promotes the mechanism of dialogue because it essentially rules out the use

..
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of violence and instead emphasizes political plans and encourages discussions

between the different sectors. unfortunately, those wh~ have taken up arms have

not responded to those actions and to those appeals, which faithfully reflect the

true feelings and historic requi~ements of the El Salvador of today.

The safeguarding of the democratic process, in the particular conditions in my

country, reauires an intense and imaginative effort to which we ohal1 continue to

devote ourselves until that process is healthy and thriving. One element in that

process must be the incorporation into our democratic life of the groups that have

taken up arms, through a serious, sincexe and realistic dialogue within the

established constit~tiona1 framework that will make it possible to attain a

peaceful solution, thus ending the bloodshed among Sa1vadorians and strengthening

our unity in the work of reconstruction and national renewal. This is because we

believe that dialogue is the only appropriate means in a democracy, not to

negotiate democracy, which is unacceptable, but to ensure its universal application

and its proper direction.

We would be falling into a grave historical error if, as a result of the

difficulties we are facing at the present time, we were to pause in our endeavours,

or even worse, slide back into the despicable dictatorship of the past. Today,

more tha~ ever, the philosophy that guides our attitude is to continue in our

efforts to introduce ch~nges that will make it possible for our people to enjoy

full and effective democracy with due respect and protection for human rights,

which constitute the basic and fundamental alement of the policy of my Government,

while also pressing ahead with the structural measures that will enable the broad

masses in the cou~try to live a life of dignity, thus remoVing the causes of the

conflict that has cost us so much bloodshed.
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In this context, my GOvernment must praise the Secretary-General of the united

Nations and the Secretary General of the Organization of American States (OAS) for

their help in seeking a comprehensive agreement on peace and security in the area l ,

through the continuation of the Contadora efforts. This is fully in accordance

with the official position of my Goverronent which 1 at the time when the Contadora

initiative was first put forward,proposed, and obtained the agreement thereto of

all the countries involved in the undertaking, that the Central American problem

should be settled in comprehensive terms, on a simultaneous, multilateral and

regional basis. This would, of course, be contingent on the verifiability of the

set of agreements to be adopted, as set forth in the draft Contadora ~ct for Peace

and Co-operation in Central America submitted to my Government by the Contadora

Group and the Lima Support Group on 6 June 1986 in Panama. El Salvador is strongly

in favour of the offer made by the united Nations Secretary-General and the

Secretary General of the OAS to my Government. It is our understanding that this

offer would become effective at the stage that begins with the entry into force of

the Contadora Act. It is encouraging that this concept clearly means that those

two high officials have appreciated the urgent ne,'!d to preserve dialogue and

negotiations in the r.egional forum, and for this purpose it is essential to remove,

by means of a comprehensive agreement, the obstacles preventing the renewal of that

process, especially those obstacles which by their nature are geared to sectoral

solutions and could hamper negotiations a~d multilateral discussions.

In the context of that framework proposed by the two officials, I wish to make

a digression, because I know that the debate on the Malvinas item ia to begin here

shortly. I wish to say that El Salvador supports the view of Argentina on this

issue that the question of sovereignty ouer the islands should be resolved by

negotiations in which the legitimate rights of the Republic of Argentina are

recognized.
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My Government believes that the two officials, in urging the preservation of

the forum desired by Salvadorians, are aware that this reQuires the resumption of

the as yet incomplete process, and that that resumption in turn requires the

removal of the obstacles that are preventing it. We therefore applaud the decis~on

of both officials, in the light of their respective positions, to join with the

Central American community in highlighting the need for the removal of the

obstacles that we have consistently pointed out, in the interests of the peace,

democracy, pluralism, development and security of Central America.

Faced with the economic disaster that is overwhelming us and defying solution,

the farm workers, the trade unions, the employers and the Government in El Salvador

have been making valiant effortG ~o reactivate our economy through an economic

system that serves all and is based on a genuine ideal of social justice.

My Government is aware that the internal structural defects in the developing

countries are due largely to the persistence of unjust international economic

relations. In conjunction with the heavy debt-servicing burden, they result in a

situation in which our countries are becoming increasingly dependent on the centres

of t~e economic world, and the situation of those centres, and their influence,

have a marked effect in increasing the imbalances in our economies, and this in

turn is reflected in a growing social and political instability which, in addition

to lowering the quality of life of our peoples, is also hampering the strengthening

of the democratic process.
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Many of our countries have carried out major economic adjustments that have

been achieved at great ~ocial cost since they reduced levels of productivity an~

created an imbalance between nationkl income and expenditure, and therefore made it

difficult to stabilize and reactivate our economies. In view of this situation, it

is imperative to increase North-South co-ope~ation which must be based on justice,

interh~tional social justice, ano must be characterized by greater flexibility in

the developed economies that can truly help to strengthen the structural changes of

our countries 7 and thus create conditions of political, economic and social

stability, and not the contrary.

In this context, efforts pursuant to the decision to continue to promote the

structural reforms that have been initiated in my country are now being focused on

agrarian reform which, in accordance with the principles embodied in our Political

Constitution and with the irrevocable historical mandate of the Salvadorian people,

will be consolidated as the tbird and last phase of this process is embarked upon

in tha coming months.

The action taken by the Government to cope with the natural disaster, namely,

the earthauake of 10 October has been proceeding in an intensive fashion and

co-ordinated with the various segments of Salvadorian society, with which we have

pooled our efforts in assisting and alleviating the suffering of the thousands of

people who have been affected. This earthauake has enabled us to focus more

clearly on the tragedy afflicting our people. El Salvador will be eaual to this

challenge, thanks to the determination shown by every segment of the population

which has demonstrated that it is capable of setting aside its differences at a

time that requires national unity and concerted efforts to tackle the crisis we

face.
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It is a tribute to the sense of responsibility and civic-mindedness of our

people that there has not been a single serious case of disorder or pillaging, nor

have we experienced any epidemics or widespread diseases of any kind, thanks to the

efforts of all Salvadorian citizens. I must also mention the sense of dedication

and selfless desire to help that has been displayed by various service s~tors and

institutions, private enterprises, trade unions, rural workers, universities, the

armed forces, public and municipal employees, workers, professional associations

and various other organizations whose efforts supplemented the humanitarian

assistance provided by the Red Cross and other organizations, clubs and chu~ches

which helped to alleviate the sUfferings of the Salvadorian people. This joint

effort has highlighted the real values that should be characteristic of a

pluralistic, participatory and egalitarian society, in which altruism predomin.ates

over selfishness, humility over arrogance, friendship over hatred and unity over

misunderstanding.

El Salvador will maintain titat sehome of things for all time because tragedies

are also historical lessons that help us to reaffirm our sense of brotherhood and

cement our hum~nltarian spirit of co-operation. In this context, I wish to

emphasize that, without the aid and co-operation of the international community,

El Salvador could not have coped with ttis emergency effectiveiy and efficiently

because the tragedy exceeded the capacity and resources of my country to protect

and assist the victims of the earthauakeo

I must mention in this connection the adoption by the General Assembly on

14 october this year of the draft resolution on Emergency Assistance to El

Salvador, in which the international community expressed its sympathy and

recognized the magnitude of the catastrophe, and called upon all States to

contribute generously to the relief and reconstruction efforts in the affected
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areas. It also requested the Secretary-General to mobilize resources to contribute

to the relief and reconstruction task undertaken by the Government of El Salvador,

to co-ordinate the multilateral assistance, and in c~nsultation with my GOvernment,

to identify emergency and medium-term ana long-term needs.

On behalf of my people and Government, therefore, I wish to express my deepest

thanks to the international community for this resolution in which th$ General

Assembly reiterated by consensus its appeal for solidarity and support for the

rehabilitation of El Salvador an~ called upon the international community to

continue its efforts to promote the development of my country in general. The

appeal contained in this humanitarian resolution, addressed in particular to the

united Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the united Nations Children's Fund

(UNICEF), the World Food Programme (WFP), and the World Health organization (WriO)

is commendable and highly encouraging. For that reason I wish to take this

opportunity of informing you that! have come here to reiterate my most sincere and

deeply felt thanks, and once again to express the gratitude of the people and

Government of El Salvador to all countries represented here, and to those countries

which, without distinction of creed, or ideology or ideas, immediately sent help to

my countrYJ and to those governmental and non-governmental bodies and private

associations which, in one way or another, are helping to alleviate the suffering

of the Salvadorian people through the assistance that they have provided and are

continuing to provide.

11y Government _Iso wishes to acknowledge the valuable assistance that the

united Nations is continuously providing to my country through the local UNDP

office in San Salvador, and particularly the major effort that the united Nations,

together with regional organizations, such as the Economic COmmission for Latin

America and the Caribbean (ECLAC), have recently made in connection with the
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earthauake, whose consequences have brought me to this noble universal forum to

present this report on the damage suffered and on the reconstruction needs of my

country.

Although we have to a great extent been able to cope with the first phase of

the national emergency, including immediate care for the victims of the earthauake,

we are still tackling the second phase during which we must satisfy the basic

long-term needs of the population affected by the earthauake. Thousands upon

thousands of Salvadorians are living in the streets under a sheet of plastic. We

have planned the implementation of projects for the rehabilitation and

reconstruction of El Salvador. These two last phases present the greatest and most

dramatic challenge for my people, for despite our firm determination to face the

problems created by the earthquake, we have been obliged to appeal for

international solidarity and assistance. For that reason I venture to express the

hope that the Governments and organizations represented here will provide all

possible assistance to enable us to set about this difficult, arduous and

humanitarian task in accordance with the generous and important General Assembly

resolutions to which I have referred with deep appreciation.
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All international assistance - mUltilateral and bilateral - given us to start

the process of national rehabilitation and reconstruction will be administered by

the Office of the President of El Salvador r with the co-operation of all eegment3

of life in the countryo We have tried to administer in the most open way the aid

'that has been furnished to overcome the crisis caused by the earthquake. We have

exerted our best efforts to take care of those who have suffered the most r the

humblest r the poorest. We are determined that the assistance thus far furniShed by

the world will be distributed honestly. As an exampler I have told my cabinet that

not a single cent r not a single grain of corn that has been provided to us will be

wasted or used in any way except to help the poor. I have told my cabinet that the

Government's first task must be bo help the people emerge from the rubble.

I have with me not only documents which contain a general evaluation of the

damage and the possibilities of redressing it r but also documents drawn up by

international auditing companies such as Arthur Young r which made a painstaking and

detailed audit of each shipment that arrived in the country and of every donation

made by States. The documents indicate where and to whom each item was delivered.

The same international companies audited the funds collected so far, and they

report that r i~ternally and with some international assistance, the figure has

reached $2 million.

I repeat that in these documents members of the General Assembly will find

each donation listed - one by one - so that the world and the Salvadorians can be

sure that this Government is going to see to it that every pennYr every item

donated, will go directly to the Salv~dorians who need it the most - those living

in the rUbble, on the banks of the rivers, in cavesr in huts, those who have

endured bunget and who are now coming out from under. Today all of us Salvadorians

are aware of the tragedy of the poverty our p~ople are experiencing.
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So I hav~ come to deliver to the General Assembly these documents which have

been audited by international firms and which detail the contributions, in cash and

in kind, which have been received and distributed to the people, with affection and

fraternal respect.

The people and GOvernment of Salvador have placed their faith and hopes in the

assistance and co-operation that the international community can provide. We

remain firmly convinced that this assistance will be given resolutely and

magnanimously and that, taken together with the efforts of our people, will

enormously facilitate the process of national reconstruction to which we are

devoting our efforts o We trust that this will make it possible for democracy in

81 Salvador to emerge strengthened from this harsh trial that destiny has reserved

for us.

Hope and solidarity are essential to overcome crises in the lives of nations.

No democracy is weak if in its hardest times it can rely upon the unselfish and

humanitarian assistance of the international community. My people and my

GOvernment have faith in the United Nations and its Members.

El Salvador is once again on its feet. The assistance and co-operation of the

international community have made the difference between short-term helplessness

and recovery with faith in and hope for the future of the Salvadorian people.

The PRESIDENTa On behalf of the General Assembly, I thank the President

of the Republic of El Salvador for the important statement he has just made.

Mr. Jose Napoleon Duarte, President of the Republic of El Salvador, was

escorted from the General Assembly Hall.
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AGENDA ITEM 28 (c:ontinu!!)

QUESTION OF THE FALKLAND ISLANDS (MALVINAS)

(a) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL OOMMI'l"lEE ON THE SITUATION WIm REGARD 'l'O THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (A/41/23, Part VII), A/Ae.109/87S)

(b) REPORT OF THE SECRRTARY-GENERAL (A/41/284)

(c) REPORT OF TaB FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/41/870)

Cd) DRAFl' RESOLU'l'ION (A/41/L.19)

The PRESIDENT: May I take it that the General Assembly takes note of the

report of the Fourth committee in document A/41/870?

It was so decided.
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Hr. BATLLE (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish): My delf!9ation is a

sponsor of draft resolution A/4l/L.19 on the question of the Malvinas Islands. At

its fortieth session the General Assembly adopted by an overwhelming majority

resolution 40/21, the text of which is substantially the same as that now before

the Assembly. Unfortunately, in the year that has elapsed since the adoption of

that resolution there has been no progress towards a peaceful and definitive

settlement of the problems outstanding between the Argentine Republic and the

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, including all aspects on the

future of the Halvinas Islands.

As we are told by the Secretary-General in his report,

nit has not proved possible so far to find common ground to engage the two

parties in the kind of talks envisaged in resolution 40/21-.

(A/4l/824, para. 6)

Uruguay, as a Latin American country situated in the South Atlantic, is very

especially affected by this problem and has put on record a number of times its

deep concern about it. That concern has mounted recently as a result of the United

~ingdom's declaration on south-west Atlantic fisheries, of 29 OCtober.

The British Government has sought to exercise jurisdiction or sovereign rights

for certain purposes in a zone of 200 nautical miles around the Malvinas Islands

and on the continental shelf and has thereby arrogated to itself powers which are

properly those of the legitimate sovereign of the islands. In this way it has

sought to assume competence which is exclusively within the sovereignty of the

coastal state, altering the pre-existing situation and even encroaching on areas

which are indisputably within Argentine jurisdiction.
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u~uguay, which has traditionally supported what it regards as Argentina's

legitimate claims to sovereignty over those islands, deplores the unilate~al action

of the United Kingdom Government, which is at variance with international law.

That action has aggravated the sovereignty dispute and, as is pointed out in the

communiqu6 on this matter issued by the Uruguayan Government, in the present

circumstances can serve only to generate dangerous tensions in the region, which in

turn cause a deterioration in the conditions needed to establish a climate of

mutual trust which would lead to a dialogue between the parties.

Concurring with us on this point, the Permanent Council of the Organization of

American States (OAS) adopted by consensus this very month a resolution expressing

deep concern at this new element of tension and potential conflict introduced by

the British declaration of 29 October; supporting the efforts of the international

community to bring about peaceful negotiations on all aspects of the dispute over

the Malvinas Islands, including the question of sovereignty; and calling upon both

parties to explore all the possibilities of entering into negotiations and to

refrain from taking measures which would introduce changes in the delicate

situation which now exists.

The first and fundamental step for wbich the international community is

calling is the beginning of negotiations between the parties.

On 2 November, acting on the express mandate of the President of Argentina,

Mr. Raul Alfonsin, President Jose Sarney of Brazil and President

Julio Maria Sanguinetti of uruguay, the Foreign Ministers of the three countries -

Mr. Dante Caputo, Mr. Roberto de Abreu Sodre and Mr. Enrique Iglesias - met in

Punta del Este to consider the conseauences of the British declaration of

29 october, and in the press communique issued on that occasion the three

Governments, inter alia,



EH/gmr A!41/PV.84
28

(Mr. Bat11e, Uruguay)

·confirmed to the international co~lunity their belief in bilateral diplomatic

negotiations as the appropriate mechanism for finding a peaceful solution to

the dispute and expressed their firm hope that the future would prove the

effectiveness of that co~r~e·.

My delegation believes that the Argentine Government's declaration of

17 November, in which it stated its willingness to initiate global negotiations

with the United Kingdom in accordance with resolution 40/21, constitutes an

important step towards a start being made along that path. It proposes, as

preparation for such negotiations, an open dialogue with the united Kingdom in

order to create the conditions of confidence necessary for approaching the

negotiations successfully and determining the timetable for them.

My Government welcomes this initiative and views it as a positive response by

one of the parties to the request made in resolution 40/21, and now reiterated in

the present draft resolution, for negotiations to be initiated with a view to

finding the means to resolve peacefully and definitively problems pending between

the two countries, including all aspects on the future of the Ma1vinas Islands.

It is not for this forum to prejudge what elements or factors form an integral

part of the substantive solution of this problem, but it is within the power of the

General Assembly to take whatever steps it considers timely and appropriate to

contribute to a peaceful and mutually satisfactory solution to this problem, within

the framework of its general competence to consider any matters or questions within

the scope of the Charter and its specific competence to discuss any question

relating to the maintenance of international peace and security and to recommend

measures for the peaceful adjustment of any situation which it deems likely to



EH/gmr A/4l/PV.84
29

(Mr. Batlle, Uruguay)

prejudice t.he general welfare or f~iendly relations among nations. I am referring

~o A~ti~les 10, 11 and 14 of the Charter.

The draft resolution before the Asaembly is, therefore, purely instrumental in

nature. Th~ inclusion of other elements, particularly those having a bea~ing on

substantive issues, would be irrelevant in this case and could defeat our purpose,

which is the beginning of a process of negotiation between the parties.

A few weeks ago, at this sessiun, the General Assembly adopted by an

overwhelming majority a resolution declaring the South Atlantic a zone of peace and

co-operation. That majority included the favourable vote of the United Kingdom.

That resolution, the first on the SUbject to be adopted by the General Assembly,

concerned the general aspiration of the international community to ensure that the

south Atlantic region should be free from all sources of tension and that the

national unity, sovereignty, political independence and territorial integrity of

every state of the region should be respected. It urged all States to refrain from

the threat or the use of force and to observe strictly the principle that the

territory of a state should not be the object of military occupation resulting from

the use of force, in violation of the Charter, and also the principle that the

acauisition of territories by force is inadmissible. Further, it called upon all

States scrupulously to respect the South Atlantic region as a zone of peace and

co-operation.

Any vestige of colonialism or the ,foreign occupation of territories is an

injustice, and thus an obstacle to peace and co-operation. Any situation of

tension or international friction, any international dispute, causes a crisis in

the mutual confidence and friendly relations among nations and therefore is an

obstacle to the strengthening of peace and the very opposite of co-operation.



E~/gmr A/41/PV.84
30

(Hr. Ba tlle, Ur uguay)

The Argentine-British dispute over the islands of the south-wes~ Atlantic ls

an obstacle to tbe consolidation of Cl zene of peace and co-oper.ation in the SOuth

Atlantic.

Obviously, the matter whicn the Assemly is consider ing does not in 1tself

relate to the natural resources of the region or to their management.
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The situation we are dealing with is of another and, of course, very different

nature and of a much more profound character. In this respect, uruguay wishes to

place on record yet again its solidarity with the views of the Argentine Republic.

We believe that the declaration made by the Argentine Government on

17 November, confirmed yesterday by the Argentine FOreign Minister,

Mr. Dante Caputo, in this Assembly, constitutes a substantial step forward in the

search for a just and peacefUl solution to this question.

In uruguay's view, a path has been opened up and the United Kingdom should not

refuse to move along it.

Our country, which has fraternal relations with the Argentin~ R~public, has

maintained and continues to maintain with the united Kingdom very long-standing and

important ties of friendship, which were strengthened at a time of great difficulty

for the Unite~ Kingdom and for the world. We therefore look forward to conduct

from the United Kingdom in keeping with its best traditions and also in keeping

with its obligations as a permanent member of the Security Council.

We hope that the draft resolution of which we are a co-sponsor and which the

Assembly will celtainly adopt, will induce the parties to start negotiations which

will resolve this dispute once and for all. Were that to happen, the United Nations

would emerge strengthened in its objectives and functions and there would have been

a renewal of friendship between two peoples bound together by close historic links,

and a priceless contribution to the strengthening of peace would thereby have been

made.

Mr. GUMUCIO GRANIER (Bolivia) (interpretation from spanish): The General

Assembly is considering the question of the Malvinas Islands for the fifth

consecutive year. That may seem repetitive and routine, as Sir John Thomson said

yesterday, but it should be borne in mind that this repetition is due precisely to
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the inflexible will of the British Government which has disregarded the repeated

appeals of the international community, contained in various resolutions adopted by

the General Assembly, for a solution to the dispute.

This question, as all the delegations of Latin America have stated, is not

only an Arqentine cause, but that of all the peoples and Governmeats of Latin

America as well. In this respect, the Bolivian people and its Governments have

since the last century steadfastly supported the Argentine Republic on the Malvinas

issue.

Bolivia's support derives, not solely from mere solidarity between two peoples

bound by geography and destiny, but rather because both of us share principles of

international law, particularly the principle of non-recognition of territorial

conquest by force of arms. On behalf of the Constitutional Government, headed by

President Victor Paz Estenssoro, I reaffirm Bolivia's unswerving commitment to the

cause of the Argentine Republic in the dispute over the sovereignty of the Malvinas

Islands which, in the opinion of my Government, are an integral part of Argentine

national territory.

My delegation is grateful to Foreign Minister Dante caputo for his detailed

account yesterday of the question of the Malvinas Islands, South Georgia and the

South Sandwich Islands, and also for his presentation of the Argentine position

over recent events in the south-west Atlantic, and we would partiCUlarly wish to

draw attention to the judicious, serene and dignified manner in which he presented

his case.

Bolivia joined other countries in sponsoring, over the past four years, draft

resolutions adopted by the General Assembly. Those resolutions urge the

Governments of Argentina and the united Kingdom to resume negotiations with a view

to finding a peacefUl solution to the sovereignty dispute over the question of the
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Malvinas Islands and call upon the Secretary-General to continue his mission of

good offices by helping the parties to start negotiations.

At the fortieth session, a group of countries friendly to Argentina and the

United Kingdom submitted a draft resolution which opened up new prospects for a

solution. That draft, which was adopted as resolution 40/21, differed procedurally

from the resolutions adopted om the matter by the General Assembly st its sessions

in 1982, 1983 and 1984, in that no reference was made to the substantive aspects of

the question. That initiative was an interesting one and provided an opportunity

to break the deadloc~ caused by the United Kingdom's negative response to earlier

resolutions.

My delegation is grateful to the Secretary-General for his selfless efforts

under resolution 40/21, and we find it deplorable that so far there has been no

resumption of the negotiations, as stated in the Secretary-General's report

(A/4l/824).

It is obvious from that report that the Argentine GOvernment is prepared to

start negotiations with the United Kingdom under the terms of resolution 40/21. On

the other hand, the Secretary-General notes that the United Kingdom onl? wishes to

improve relations with regard to practical matters, leaving aside the core of the

question dividing the United Kingdom from the whole of Latin America, particularly

from Argentina, in this dispute. This is particUlarly interestin~ because

Sir John Thomson himself remarked yesterday in part of his statement that bis

GOvernment knew that sovereignty was a difficult question, but not an insoluble

one. My GOvernment thanks the Argentine Republic for its dedication to pe~ce and

law in solving this question and it is also concerned by the reticence of the
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United Kingdom to settle this dispute within the framework of a peaceful solution

provided for in the United Nations Charter and repeated in various Assembly

resolutions.

It has been argued that part of the problem is the situation of the i~landers

and their right to self-determination. My delegation has clearly stated previously

that self-determination is an inalienable right of peoples in orde~ to determine

their destiny. In this cas~, nonetheless, it does not apply because the island

population, which is the result of military occupation, was transplanted to the

islands to perform logistic functions or to be employed in the colonial enterprise

which sought to benefit from the British dominion over the islands. That

popUlation has al',ays regarded itself as Brit1sI. and wishes to continue to be

British, as Sir John Thomson said yesterday. It never wanted independence and

never had its own national identity. In other words, it never sought to become

separate from metropolitan Britain, as has been made clear in four decades of

debate in the Fourth committee. Zn other words, they want to maintain a colonial

situation.

My delegation wishes to be very clear on this point. I have to point out that

historical evidence shows that the Argentine popUlation inhabiting the Malvinas

Islands up to 1833 was expelled by the invaders. For example, a number of families

expelled from the Malvinas sought refuge in Chuquisaca, Bolivia. I need not refer

to the historic bond with Bolivia which, until 1825, shared with the Argentine

provinces, including the Malvinas, which were part of the Viceroyalty of La Plata.

-------------- -
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In our view, the legitimate population of the M~lvinas, which could have

sought self-determination, was expelled, and therefore we cannot agree that the

civil servants or descendants of civil servants of the British colonial

adm~~istration should now seek q on the pretext of self-determination, to jeopardize

the unquestionable rights of Argentina by perpetuating a colonial situation clearly

contrazy td the course of history and one which wounds the feelings of the peoples

of Latin America, who have always been deeply committ~~ to freedom.

This year my Government was obliged to draw attention to the declaration of

the United Kingdom of 29 OCtober in which the United Kingdom announced to the

international c~mmunity its decision to impose a fisheries zone in the south-west

Atlantic, a regrett~~le decision which has been rejected by all the countries of

Latin America.

Bolivia would emphasize, in the fullest spirit of cordiality, the need for the

United Kingdom to ponder this unilateral action which inhibits any possibility of

resolving the diepute and which, indeed, widens the gulf separating the Government

of the united Kingdom from all Latin America, in particular from Argentina.

We especially urge the Government of the United Kingdom to consider fully the

Argentine Government's honest offer of 17 November to resolve all pending issues on

this auestion. We must emphasize tha~ this offer was made by a lawfully elected

democratic Government, one which reflects the peace-loving nature of an Argentina

respectful of international law.

It is difficult to believe that the United Kingdom Government could allow this

new opportunity to slip by and would, on the contrary, seek to maintain the

status auo which we know is rejected by large sectors of political opinion in
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the United Kingdom itself in addition to the international community. The decision

to settle the matter rests solely with the British Government. Latin America

strongly urges the United Kingdom to respond with traditional magnanimity and

wisdom. So does the international community.

My delegation associates itself with the appeal of the sponsors of draft

reJolution A/41/L.l9 and requests the Secretariat to include Bolivia in the list of

sponsors.

Bolivia's support for Argentina, as our Foreign Minister,

Mr. Guillermo Bedregal, stated

"is a moral commitment to the Argentine people, to its history and legacy,

particularly to its dignity, a commitment which accepts no subterfuge and no

capitulation".

Mr. ICAZA GALLARD (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): Over

150 years have elapsed since the United Kingdom, taking shelter behind its military

and naval hegemony, forcibly occupied the Malvinas Islands, South Georgia and South

Sandwich Islands, an integral part of Argentine territory. That act of force

deprived the Argentine Republic of its territory, but could not deprive it of its

rights.

Today those rights to Argentine sovereignty remain as valid as they were

then. Perhaps more so, since international law and rights have been developed and

perfected and now support Argentina's just claims to its territory.

A year has elapsed since the General Assembly last considered the question of

the Malvinas Islands. On that occa~ion the General Assembly, faced with a

continuing colonial situation and an unjustified delay in starting negotiations,

urged the Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom to resume those

negotiations in order to find a peaceful solution to the dispute.
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Developments since that time indicat9 to us that the situation is far from

encouraging. On the contrary, we have observed a serious and disturbing

deterioration that prompts us to insist that bilateral negotiations between

Argentina and the united Kingdom begin immediately.

Throughout this year, we have been witness to a show of good faith by

Argentina in its desire to settle its dispute by peaceful means on the basis of

international law. We have heard Argentina's consistent appeal to the united

Kingdom to sit down at the negotiating table and to settle their dispute in

conformity with the provisions of the united Nations Charter. However, the united

Kingdom has lent a deaf ear to those appeals and, on th~ contrary, is perpetuating

and deepening a colonialist situation in that Argentine territory.

On 29 October last, the united Kingdom responded to the international call for

resumed negotiations and for it not to place further obstacles in the path of a

negotiated solution. But how did it respond?

On 29 october, the British Government decided to extend the exploitation of

fishery resources to a zone of 200 miles around the Malvinas Islands. That

decision not only seriously disturbs the efforts under way in the international

arena to create an atmosphere of understanding, but it awakens and stimulates

feelings of wrath among Latin American peoples in the face of a high-handed

colonial act.

We must once again place on record our opposition to the attempts to apply

General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) to the Malvinas Islands outside its true

purpose and spirit by giving it obsolete and manipulative interpretations.

The Latin American countries, the countries of the Non-Aligned Movement and

the international community are deeply concerned by the massive British military
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and naval presence in the Malvinas, South Georgia and South Sandwich Islands. we

believe that this increase in the British military presence is a serious threat to

the peace and security of our continent.

We reiterate our positinn that the establishment of b~ses and other military

faciliti~s in territories under colonial domination is incompatible with the

principles of the Charter and constitutes an obstacle to the decolonization process.

In conclusion, I should li~e to quote the words spoken a few days ago by

President Daniel Ortega, reaffirming the position of Nicaragua. He said

"The people and Government of Nicaragua have not vacillated and will not

vacillate in their total support to the Argentine Government. Despite the

situation of foreign aggression experienced by Nicaragua, despite the enormous

limitations placed on our country by that same foreign aggression, we have

been~ we are and we shall remain at the side of our Argentine brothers by

doing everything we can in support of their noble cause, which is also our

cause."
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Spanish): Once'again the General Assembly is considering the auestion of the

Malvinas Islands. This time there is a new element in the situation wh!eh could

result in a very dangerous development In the problem, because it undoubtedly

constitutes a gratuitous pr~~ocation which could eventually have grave conseauences.

Before referring to the British decision to establish ~hat it calls a fishing

and conservation zone of up to 20U miles around the Malvinas Islands, I shall, to

place this subject within its true context in the united Nations setting, give a

brief account of the background to this matter and its development in the

Organization.

At its twentieth session, in 1965, the General Assembly took note of the

existence of a dispute between the Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom

of Great Britain and Northern Ireland concerning sovereignty over the Malvinas and

recalled that its resolution 1514 (XV), of 14 December 1960, was prompted by the

cherished aim of bringing to an end everywhere colonialism in all itR forms, one of

which covered the case of the Malvinas Islands. In operative paragraph 1 of

resolution 2065 (XX) the Gener~l Assembly invites the Governments of Argentina and

the united Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to proceed without delay

with the negotiations recommended by the Special Committee on the Situation with

regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to

Col~nial Countries and Peoples with a view to finding a peaceful solution to the

problem, bearing in mind the provisions and objectives of the Charter of the United

Nations and of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and the interests of the

population of the Malvinas Islands.

Eight years later, in 1973, at its twenty-eighth session, the General

Assembly, gravely concerned at the fact that no substantial progress had been made
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in negotiations on this matter, indicated that the way to put an end

"to this colonial situation is the peaceful solution of the conflict of

sovereignty between the Governments of Argentina and the united Kingdom with

r~ard to the ••• islands"J

and expressed

"its gratitude for the continuous efforts made by the Government of Argentina,

in accordance with the relevant decisions of the General Assembly, to

facilitate the process of decolonization and to promote the well-being of the

population of the islands". (resolution 3160 (XXVIII»

In 19?5, at its thirty-first session, the General Assembly considered the

auestion once again and reiterated its gratitude to the Argentine Government for

its continuous efforts to facilitate the process of decolonization and to promote

the well-being of the population of ~he islands, requested the parties directly

involved to expedite the negotiations concerning the dispute over sovereignty, as

reauested in General Assembly resolutions 2065 (XX) and 3160 (XXVIII), and

established a new condition by calling upon the two parties

"to refrain from taking decisions that would imply introducing unilateral

modifications in the situation while the islands are going through the process

recommended in the above-mentioned resolutions". (resolution 31/49, para. 4)

During its past four sessions the General Assembly, in resolutions 37/9,

38/12, 39/6 and 40/21, has firmly reiterated its position on the elements of this

problem and the principles that must be applied to achieve a comprehensive,

peaceful, just and lasting solution to the question of the Malvinas Islands.

A detailed examination of the numerous General Assembly resolutions on this

matter leads to the following conclusions: first, the question of the Ma1vinas
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Islands is an integral part of the decolonization processf s~~ondly, there is a

sovereignty dispute over those islands between Argentina and the United Kingdom of

Great Britain and Northern Ireland; thirdly, the only way to settle the dispute is

by peaceful means in accordance with international law and the principles of the

united Nations Charterf fourthly, due account must be taken of the interests of the

population of the Malvinas Islands; and, fifthly, the maintenance of colonial

situations is incompatible with the United Nations ideal of universal peace.

This historical and retrospective analysis encompassing a period of more than

20 years leads us to assert, without fear of exaggeration, that a set of criteria

and concepts has come into being over the years in the united Nations that forms a

body of doctrine on the Malvinas Islands which we could quite properly call ftthe

United Nations doctrine on the auestion of the Malvinas Islands". That doctrine

leaves no doubt of the colonial nature of the Malvinas or that the solution depends

basically on the restoration of territorial integrity to the sole entity to which

it rightfUlly belongs, taking duly into account the interest~ of the population.

There can be no doubt that the great process of decolonization carried out by

the united Nations constitutes one of the major accomplishments of our

Organization. An extraordinary role has been played by the Latin American

countries in that movement of justice. Latin America has left its imprint on the

process and that is a permanent source of pride since it reflects its deep-rooted

feeling of freedom and international co-operation and solidarity.

For these reasons, it is clear that as long as the present situation of the

Malvinas Islands persists it will continue to be a sharp thorn pricking the legal

conscience of Latin America.

As I pointed out at the beginning of my statement, the ~uestion of the

Malvinas Islands is being considered at a time when the United Kingdom has
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unilaterally decreed a fisheries and conservation zone of 200 mile~ around the

islands. That decision fUndamentally affects the aaritime area in which the

Argentine RepUblic has traditionally, peacefully an4 incontestably exercised

jurisdiction and control.

There can be no doubt that this action by the British Government will not

promote a response to the repeated appeals of the General Assembly for the

Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom to resume negotiations. Instead it

eonstitutes a new element of disturbance likely to give rise to new and dangerous

tensions in the South Atlantic that would jeopardize the maintenance of

international peace and security.

--Y
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Fortunately, the new Argentine democracy, in a gesture which is a tribute to

it and does it honour has reacted to this provocation by reiterating its

willingness to engage in dialogue and negotiations, thereby demonstrating quite

clearly its comm1tment to peace.

My delegation has repeatedly stated that my country's foreign policy is based

on consistent opposition to any form or vestige of colonialism. In keeping with

this firm belief, we consider that the maintenance of colonial and neo-colonial

situations is incompatible with the united Nations ideal of univl!;rsal peace. The

peaceful settlement of international disputes and conflicts has been a permanent

feature of the policy of the DOminican Republic throughout its history.

My country, which has unswervingly supported the just and legittmate claim of

the Argentine Republic to the Malvinas Islands, and is convinced that it is

essential to break the existing deadlock, in order to establish a genuine climate

of peace in the South Atlantic, wishes to take this opportunity to address an

urgent appeal to the parties concerned, countries with which the Dominican Republic

has traditional ties and close relations, to resume their negotiations in order to

find a global, appropriate, honourable and lasting solution to the dispute.

Mr. NAVA CARRILLO (Venezuela) (interpretation from spanish): As the

consideration of the question of the Malvinas Islands by the Assembly gets under

way once again this year, the international community finds itself facing new

circumstances Which, unfortunately, do not bring with them the good news that it

would have liked to hear about the deuelopment of this problem. On the contrary,

new obstacles have emerged which dim the prospects for a solution even further.

{
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The declaration by the united Kingdom on 29 OCtober last, of what it terms a

fisheries conservation and management zone around the Malvinas, establishing its

jurisdiction even over the adjoining continental shelf, can be viewed only as a

method of exta~ding its territorial occupation, as an act which violates the

legitimate rights of Ar~entina, and as a manoeuvre which compromises possibilities

of bilateral negotiations in a propitious climate.

Accordingly, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of my country,

Simon Alberto Consalvi, stat~d at the recently concluded sixteenth session of the

General Assembly of the Organization of American states (OAS) in Guatemala:

·We take the view that this measure will significantly hamper efforts to

put an end to a situation which shows undeniable characteristics of

anachronistic colonialism. The decision of the British Government affects the

rights of Argentina and disregards the relevant resolutions of this

Organization and of the United Nations. This is a foolhardy measure that will

generate further and even stronger reactions."

It is noteworthy that these developments occurred just as the consideration of

the item in this forum was about to begin, and that only a few days previously the

General Assembly had adopted resolution 41/11 by an overwhelming majority - the

United Kingdom also voting in favour - by which the South Atlantic was declared a

zone of peace and co-operation.

Acts of this kind should be condemned as generating tension aimed at creating

an atmosphere that will render impracticable express recommendations of the United

Nations and other international forums in which the parties are urged to work

towards a peaceful and negotiated settlement of the dispute concerning sovereignty

over the Malvinas Islands.
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It appears unneccesary to continue emphasizing the validity of Argentina's

historical and legal arguments in support~ of its territorial claim, as their

substance has been described to the Assembly in previous years. It is now time to

promote the normalization of relations between Argentina and the united Kingdom, so

that a just, global and final solution of the dispute can be arrived at.

What is the point of prolonging a situation that is doing so much damage to

both states, that is having the effect of aggravating relations between the United

Kingdom and the inter-American community, that tends to create tension in the South

Atlantic and that impairs the credibility of our multilateral institutions?

Venezuela commends the willingness expressed often by Argentina to resume

negotiations with the united Kingdom in a climate of trust and mutual respect in

the context of General Assembly resolution 40/21. In this connection, in its

official declaration of 17 November last, it called, as a preparatory step, for an

open dialogue to create the conditions necessary for the initiation of such

negotiations. Although not a legal requ~~ement, Argentina has proposed the formal

cessation of hostilities, in accordance with the repeated appeal of the United

Kingdom, to provide a basis for the peaceful solution of the conflict which should,

moreover, put an end to the so-called military protection zone created around the

Malvinas Islands by the united Kingdom.

Argentina is thus demonstrating a flexible attitude in an effort to solve,

little by little, bilateral differences stemming from the dispute over sovereigntYJ

in this respect the valid interests of the inhabitants of the islands would be

protected, even by international guarantees and safeg,~ards.

The role played by the secretary-General in the process of preparing the way

for a dialogue is of the greatest importance and i& resolutely supported by the

international community. Venezuela notes with concern, however, that the
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Secretary-Generalis efforts have not been successful, and as stated in his report

to the Assembly of 13 November:

-Recent events have made clear that tbne is not necessarily working in favour

of overcoming the obstacles that stand in the way of a peaceful and lasting

settlement to the problems pending between the two countries.- (A/4l/824,

para. 6)
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In September of this year the Secretary-General once again addressed to the

Governments of the United Kingdom and Argentina his willingness to assist in the

search for a peaceful solution to their disputes. One of the parties has

consistently reiterated its willingness to resume negotiations, in conformity with

resolutions of the General Assembly, and has provided credible proof of flexibility

and maturity. If the situation were to remain at a stalemate or were to worsen in

the near future, the international community will know who is responsible.

Accordingly, the Government of Venezuela, in accordance with its statement of

30 October of this year, reaffirming its solidarity with the people and Government

of Argentina, expresses the hope that the Government of the United Kingdom will

show a willingness to create an atmosphere of understanding favourable to an

improvement in the relations between the two countries that could lead peacefully

to the restoration of Argentine sovereignty over the Malv!nas, South Georgia and

South Sandwich Islands.

Mr. ORAMAS OLIVA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): .Ever since the

united Nations began to consider the question of the Malvinas Islands, Cuba has

made clear its position that there could be no question as to the sovereignty of

the Argentine Republic over that territory which, historically and geographically,

belongs to the Argentine people. Today, we wish to reaffirm that position.

The issue here is one of principles, strengthened by the profound feelings of

solidarity of the brother nations of Latin America, which see in the continuing

occupation of those islands by the united Kingdom an affront to the whole

continent. I would like here to quote the words of Commander in Chief
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Fidel Castro RU~, President of the Council of State and of the Council of Ministers

of the Republic of Cuba, at the Third Congress of the Cuban Communist Party:

"The episode of the Malvinas has confirmed that the imperialists are

~apable of trampling under foot the feelings of an entire continent, whenever

it suits their interests."

For some years now the General Assembly has been clearly and firmly stating

its view that the Malvinas Islands and the waters adjacent thereto belong to the

Argentine Republic, and that the international community should ask the Governments

of that country and of the united Kingdom to settle at the negotiating table the

differences which divide them on this thorny question, which UndOUbtedly

constitutes a serious threat to international peace and security.

The Argentine Government, as the Foreign Minister of Argentina has now

reaffirmed, is prepared to engage in a dialogue to find a negotiated solution to

this situation. It must be pointed out that Argentina has shown flexibility and a

sense of responsibility, and has made evident its willingnese to examine the

question of the Malvinas through a bilateral dialogue. But Great Britain's

response has been an obstinate refusal to discuss the sovereignty issue, and it h~s

thus blocked negotiations and turned a deaf ear' to the appeals of tha international

conmunity.

It is essential that all parties should bear their proper responsibilities

with respect to the united Nations and the provisions of the Charter on the

obligation of all Members to work to preserve international peace and security, and

consequently those parties should resolve once and for all to engage in a dialogue

to seek a negotiated settlement of the Malvinas dispute.

A few days ago, shortly after the General Assembly had adopted, by 120 votes

in favour, 1 against and 8 abstentions, the resolution on the zone of peace and

.~
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co-operation of the South Atlantic, the united Kingdom Gover~dent unilaterally

decided to extend the exclusion zone to 200 miles round the Malvinas Islands. That

measure is a source of deep concern and has inflamed tensions in the region,

because it plainly poses a challenge, an affront, to the feelings of the Argentine

people.

In a response to the decision of the Government in London,

President Fidel Castro, in a message to the Argentine President, Raul Alfonsin,

said:

·Once again we reaffirm the full backing of our people and Government for

the just claims of the Government and people of Argentina over the Ma1vinas

Islands and adjacent waters, and we also state our most firm disapproval of

this unilateral measure, which encroaches on Argentine sovereignty, runs

counter to the efforts of the international community to seek a just and

peaceful solution to this colonial conflict, has caused the indignation of the

brother nations of Latin America, and poses a grave threat to international

peace and security."

It is not by establishing military bases or sending sophisticated military

hardware to the Malvinas that the situation will be resolved. As a permanent

member of the Security Council, the United Kingdom bears special responsibility to

the United Nations and, accordingly, sho~ld refrain from taking any type of measure

that could contribute to the worsening of the situation. On the contrary, it would

be only logical for the United Kingdom to agree to recognize what belongs to the

Argentine nation by historic right. We all remember that barely two months ago an

important group of Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries, meeting

in Rarate, firmly and clearly expressed their full endorsement of Argentina's

claiims.
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No legal subterfuge can be used as a pretext to prove that islands located

thousands of miles from the United Kingdom belong to the United Kingdom. We are

convinced that the Argentine people will overcome all obstacles put in its way to

prevent the Malvinas Islands from being restored to the national territory.

History shows, and the United Nations proves, that colonialism, like long nights,

slip away into the past, and that is why I wish to c~nclude these words on the

colonial case of the Malvinas by quoting Jos' Mard, who instilled in my people so

much faith in history, and spoke of the shame of those who sing to the future. Re

said:

-Let us make our own history, looking into our souls, and that of others,

by dealing with their acts. After any crisis, there always remains t~e

sUbjective muse, as it is fashionable - and appropriate - to say, and the

historical mus~. Fortunate ~~~ those nations like ours which still have, over

and above their various personal sorrows, heroic deeds of which to sing.-

The Argentine people, too, will be able to sing of its heroic deeds.
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Mr. PITARKA (Albania): At this session, too, the General Assembly is

considering the auestion of the Malvinas, which Argentina and other countries of

Latin America have righ~fu11y demanded be included again in the agenda of our

Assembly. It is undoubtedly the duty of the united Nations once again to consider

this important issue and work out ways and means of fulfilling its obligations

deriving from the Charter, as well as provide an answer to the lawful concern and

demands of Argentina.

Various speakers who have spoken before me in this debate, the representatives

of the countries of Latin America, in particular, have justifiably expressed their

concern, and demanded that this problem be solved as soon as possible in accordance

with the legitimate interests of the Argentine people and their inalienable right

to re-establish and fully exercise their sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands,

which are a part of Argentine territory detached and still kept under occupation by

Gt'eat Britain.

In speaking in this debate the delegation of the People's Socialist Republic

of Albania wishes to reiterate once again its position of principle on this

auestion, which remains timely and bears directly on the national interests of a

sovereign people, as well as on the peace and security of the whole South Atlantic

region. The People's Socialist Republic of Albania and the Albanian people have

supported and will copntinue to support Argentina's right to re-establish and

exercise its full sovereignty over these islands. It demands that Great Britain

instantly put an end to its colonial occupation of these islands and to all its

military, political and economic operations that violate the sovereignty and

integrity of the Argentine people and endanger peace and security in the South

Atlantic, where a tense situation has already been created because of the rivalry

of the two super-Powers f.or hegemony and spheres of influence.

-'----
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International public opinion and the peoples of the world - those of Latin

America first and foremost - have rightly condemned the occupation of the Malvinas

Islands as a dangerous adventure. They consider the persistence in that occupation

to be a challenge both to Argentina and to the whole of Latin America. In

supporting the legitimate demands of Argentina, the peoples and countries of that

continent demonstrate once again their resolute opposition to all foreign

occupation and to efforts to preserve the abhorrent and anachronistic colonial

system.

The Albanian people unreservedly join the fraternal Latin American peoples in

supporting the legitimate demand of the sovereign people of Argentina for the

re-establishment of its inalienable rights over the national territory that

historically belongs to it.

Mr. MORAN (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): spain has freauently

had occasion to express the profound conce~n it feels at the situation pertaining

to the dispute over the Malvinas Islands. unfortunately, this yea~ not only is

there no sign, apparently, of any rapid and satisfactory solution but new elements

have made more remote the necessary understanding for which the international

community earnestly hopes.

Spain maintains excellent relations with both parties, deriving in one case

from a common history and in the other from a desire for political integration.

The fact that it has not proved possible to reopen a dialogue between Argentina and

the United Kingdom to achieve a peaceful negotiated solution to this conflict

between them is, therefore, a source of concern to Spain. In his report

(A/4l/824), of 13 November, the Secretary-General states that he regrets having to

report once again that it has not proved possible so far to find common ground to

engage the two parties in the kind of talks envisaged in resolution 40/21.
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The oolonial problem of the Malvinas Islands is well understood and the united

Nations has established and reiterated over a period of more than 20 years a

doctrine which Spain, like the great majority of the countries represented here,

fully shares entirely. In accordance with resolution 2065 (XX), which has been

developed by various consensuses on the subject and in the resolutions of recent

years, this conflict will be properly resolved only through the application of

paragraph 6 of resolution 1514 (XV), that is, by the restoration of the territorial

integrity of Argentina, which would not mean ignoring the legitimate interests of

the population of the islands.

The substantive auestion having been enunciated and the position of the

Assembly made known on this matter, we find that the lack of dialogue and absence

of progress in this regard not only impede the QUest for a negotiated, peaceful

solution but also make it possible for new elements of tension to arise. The

British declaration on south-west Atlantic fisheries is one such phenomenon in that

it broadens to 150 miles the exclusive economic zone around the Malvinas Islands,

which can only complicate the situation. Spain has already expressed its

reservations to the British Government concerning this initiative.

Draft resolution A/4l/L.19, of 29 October, which is now before us and for

which Spain will vote, contains, as we had occasion to point out in connection with

last year's resolution, the necessary elements for the commencement of a dialogue

and negotiations hetween the parties that will make it possible to re-establish on

a firm basis the confidence that has been lost. It would necessarily lead to the

solution of pending problems, inclUding all aspects on the future of the Malvinas

Islands.
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In this ~espect, the Spanish Government greatly appreciated the declaration of

17 November, in which the Argentine Government expressed its willingness to

negotiate, and, from this rostrum Spain wishes to appeal to the parties to take

decisive steps to arrive at a settlement of their differences by means of thorough,

wide-ranging negotiations.

Mr. MUDENGE (Zimbabwe): The question of the Malvinas Islands has been

the subject of united Nations interest and concern, in one form or another, for

some 22 years now and indeed continues to occupy a prime position within our

current order of the day. And so 1t should, for, although the armed conflict which

so tragically and so unnecessarily erupted in 19~2 between the united Kingdom and

Argentina has ended, the relationship between those two nations remains strained

and far from normal. The.tension which characterizes their relationship manifests

itself quite clearly toc!8r within the South Atlantic and constitutes a lingering

source of justifiable concern to all peace-loving nations.
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The reason for that unpleasant and unfortunate state of affairs is quite

simply that the root cause of the issue to which we address ourselves today has

still not been resolved. I speak, of course, of the question of sovereignty.

There can be few among us who harbour any doubt as to the legitimacy of

Arg~ntina's claim to sovereignty over the Malvinas· Islands. Por many years now,

the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries as a whole has lent its full support to that

claim and has maintained a deep and abiding interest in all developments relating

to it. Both within the united Nations system and when the issue came before the

non-aligned nations, full cognizance was taken of the diffiCUlties involved - of

the historical and geographical realities that had and have still to be faced, full

consideration was given to all parties involved in the issue, inclUding, of course,

the inhabitants of the islands themselves. Although there has never been any

question, therefore, as to which party should exercise sovereignty over the

islands, the restitution of that sovereignty has always been viewed as a goal to be

obtained through negotiation and dialogue.

The resort to force in 1982 was thus a negative and disappointing

development. And Zimbabwe 3nd many other non-aligned countries argued then, as

now, that the peaceful settleme~t of disputes is central and essential to the

philosophy of international co-operation and peacefUl coexistence. That confliot

did not and indeed oould not solve the central issue here - the question of

sovereignty, and, as the battle-elouds cleared, that issue remained stubbornly

unresolved between the two parties to the dispute. In the days, weeks and even

months that followed the conflict, as emotion ran high on both sides, again nothing

was achieved.

But that was four years ago. Even a brief survey of the situation as it

e~ists today will reveal that there has still been no meaningful progress made with
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a view to resolving the Malvinas question. In some respects - although there has

been no further recourse to armed conflict - the situation today is worse than it

was one or even two years ago, and there are indications that unless a breakthrough

can be achieved, and soon, tension in the region will continue ~o mount, which

would result in a corresponding deterioration in the prospects for peace and

security there. We cannot allow that to happen.

Since taking office, the democratically elected Government of

President Raoul Alfonsin has maintained its firm commitment to the resolution of--_.----- - -

the Malvinas question through peaceful means and the restitution of Argentine

sovereignty over those islands through a process of dialogue and negotiation. That

is an honourable position, fully in line with the purposes and principles of the

United Nations Charter and with the principles of the Non-Aligned Movement. As

such, it has received the support of the Non-Aligned Movement. Of prime importance

was the General Assembly's adoption last year of resolution 40/21, which,

inter alia, called upon all parties to
/

"initiate negotiations with a view to finding the means to resolve peacefully

and definitively the pending problems between both countries, including all

aspects on the future of the ••• Malvinas". (resolution 40/21, para. 1)

The Heads of State or GOvernment of the Non-Aligned Countries, meeting in

Harare last September, while reiterating their firm support for Argentina's right

to restoration of sovereignty over the Ma1vinas through negotiation, fully endorsed

United Nations resolution 40/21 and repeated their call for the resumption of

negotia~lons between Argentina and the United Kingdom, with the participation and

the good offices of the United Nations Secretary-General. They urged the

Government of the United Kingdom to agree to the resumption of negotiations and
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"to refrain from taking decisions that would imply introducing unilateral

modifications in the situation wb~le the sovereignty dispute remains

unsettled". (A/4l/697, p. 118, para. 260)

Since 1982, Argentina has approached the Malvinas issue in an honest and

forthright manner, by committing itself to a peaceful resolution of the problem and

by repeatedly stating its willingness to initiate negotiations in search of the

imaginative solution that this particularly delicate ssue requires. My Government

and the non-aligned countries as a whole have commended the Argentine Government

for its realistic and open approach and, in the words of the Heads of State or

Government of the non-aligned countries,

"for its substantial contributions to the peaceful and lasting solution to the

problems pending between Argentina and the united Kingdom". (A/4l/697, p. 118,

para. 260)

Let us cross now to the other side of the divide: In his letter dated

22 September 1986 to the Secretary-General on the subject of the Malvinas,

Sir Geoffrey Howe expressed his Government's regrets that, notwithstanding its wish

to improve relations with Argentina and notwithstanding repeated efforts on its

part to work towards that end, little progress had in fact been made. ~ir Geoffrey

went on to identify the main cause for this as being Argentina's insistence that

Britain should first commit itself to negotiations on sovereignty before there

could be any other discussion of any other aspects of their bilateral relations.

The truth, as we know, is that Argentina has supported resolution 40/21, which

sets no pre-conditions for beginning negotiations - although in fact many of us do

recognize that the question of sovereignty over the Malvinas is the core of the

conflict and as such should constitute a key aspect of any negotiations between

Britain and Argentina.
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Apart from the continuing abnormal relationship between London and Buenos

Aires, there are other, related elements of the Malvinas question which have given

us all cause for concern and which continue to do so to this day. The first is

undoubtedly the ever-increasing British military, naval and air force presence in

and around the islands and the construction there of a major airfield, capable of

accommodating strategic military aircraft.

The Heads of State or Government of the non-aligned countries, in Harare~

while recalling that the establsihment of bases and other military installations on

dependent territories is incompatible with the purposes and principles of the

Charter of the United Nations and, more specifically, with United Nations

resolution 40/21, also reaffirmed that those developments are

"a cause for great concern to the countries of the Latin American region,

endanger the peace and adversely affect stability in the area". (A/4l/697,

p. 118, para. 260)

In that respect, my delegation notes the United Kingdom's vote in favour of the

resolution entitled ·Zone of peace and co-operation of the South Atlantic", and

would draw its attention most specifically to operative paragraph 3 of that

resolution.

The second element which has caused us concern is the declaration on

South-West Atlantic fisheries issued on 29 OCtober 1986 by the Government of the

United Kingdom - a move which was deplored by the non-aligned countries at a

plenary meeting of the Movement held in New York last week.

The Chairman of the Movement, Prime Minister Robert Mugabe, has already

expressed to the British GOvernment his deep concern and that of the non-aligned

countries as a whole at this latest development, which in the opinion of the
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Movement is likely to provoke new tensions in the region and make the search for an

overall solution to the Malvinas question more difficult.

In marked contrast to that really quite provocative move, we now have before

us a declaration made by the Government of Argentina on 17 NOvember 1986, which

represents a further, most constructive effort on the part of that Government to

break the deadlock and initiate some forward momentum with regard to implementing

resolution 40/21 and the relevant recommendations of the Heads of State or

Government of the non-aligned countries, as contained in the Harare final documents.
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We welcome the Argentine declaration and commend it most sincerely and

earnestly for the consideration of the British Government. We believe Argentina's

proposal to issue formal notification of the cessation of hostilities and its

invitation to the British Government to begin Ran open dialogueR with it with the

aim of bringing about the conditions of confidence necessary for approaching

successfully the negotiations in accordance with United Nations resolution 40/21

represent a most significant contribution on the part of Argentina and should

therefore serve to allay the concerns expressed by Sir Geoffrey Howe in his letter

of 22 September 1986.

I repeat, this development is one which requires the close and careful

consideration of the British Government: indeed, I think we would all be extremely

disappointed if - as seemed to be indicated in the statement made to this Assembly

by the representative of the United Kingdom - the British Government were to ignore

or reject out of hand these constructive and helpful proposals.

In conclusion I should like to quote, not from a document of the Non-Aligned

Movement or of the Argentine GOvernment, but from the profound and wise words of

Sir Geoffrey Bowe's address in the General Assembly last year:

RThe world community must give firm backing to all those who eschew violence

in favour of patient diplomacy. That is the way towards Q just and lasting

peace based on the principles long espoused by the United Nations ••• This

Organization is based on confidence in the power of diplomacy, negotiation and

dialogue. My Government shares that faith. The vital necessity is for the

process of dialogue to get urgently under way in this area where for so long

minds have failed to meet. R (A/40/PV.9, pp. 60-61)

We could not agree more with Sir Geoffrey. These are indeed wise and

statesmanlike words, worthy of Ber Majesty's Secretary of State for Foreign



EB/ap A/41/PV.84
67

(Mr. Mudenge, Zimbabwe)

Affairs. We welcome and commend them to all, especially to Sir Geoffrey himself.

Unfortunately, those words were not used when he was speaking about the Malvinas

issue, yet they represent the exact sentiments of the vast majority of mankind with

regard to that question. We all share his faith in the power of diplomacy,

negotiation and dialogue. Should the British Government have the wisdom, now, to

react favourably to the positive and constructive Argentine declaration then it can

be assured of the strong understanding and support of the entire international

community. Failure to do so will lead only to further tension between Buenos Aires

and London and to further instability in the whole South Atlantic region. This

must be avoided.

Mr. GHAREKHAN (India): The discussion on the agenda item before us has

detailed a clear picture of the situation relating to the Malvinas Islands and the

efforts to promote a political settlement of that question. FOr my delegation it

has been a matter of the deepest regret that there has been no movement forward at

all on this issue in the past few years and that indeed on occasions there have

been developments which have tended to retard the efficacy of such efforts.

OUr position on this question has been clear and consistent. It was

reaffirmed by the Non-Aligned Movement at the hiez~'\est level at Harare. India

believes that this question can only be resolved politically, through amicable

bilateral negotiations.

My delegation has co-sponsored draft resolution A/41/L.l~, which reiterates

the request to the Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom to initiate

negotiations with a view to finding the means to resolve peacefully and

definitively the problems perding between them, including all aspects on the future

of the Maivinas in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. The draft
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resolution also requests the Secretary-General to continue his renewed mission of

good offices in order to assist the parties in complying with that request.

The draft is informed by our collective awareness of the interest of the

international community in the peaceful settlement of their differences by the

Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom. It was because we were convinced

that negotiations were proceeding in the right direction and that a puaceful

solution was a very real possibility that we were particularly anguished by the

resort to the use of force in 1982. At that time India had appealed, on

6 May 1982, to all parties concerned to desist from the use or threat of force and

to return to the process of negotiations, so that a peaceful solution could be

worked out. Following the outbreak of hostilities and the adoption of Security

Council resolution 502 (1982), India urged that the eruption of a wider conflict

should be averted and'upported the commendable efforts and endeavours of the

United Nations Secretary-General to evolve a framework within which the search for

a peaceful settlement could go forwara.

It may be recalled that at the Ministerial Meeting in New Delhi in

February 1981, a year before the outbreak of hostilities, the Non-Aligned Movement

declared:

"In the special and particular case of the Malvinas Islands, the Ministers

firmly reiterated their support for the Argentine Republic's right to the

restitution of that territory and sovereignty over it and requested that the

negotiations with the United Kingdom in this regard be speeded up.~

(A/36/ll6, annex, para. 104)

It follows that any unilateral action which diminishes the possibilities of

dialogue will not contribute to the peaceful resolution of the problem. When

negotiations between the two sides were rUdely interrupted in 1982 we urged their
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resuaption. wa do so again todmy. 'l'his issue of decolonization .ust not be

allowed to continue to foster and we are sure that both parties look forward to the

resumption of a bilateral relationship of trust and co-operation sanctioned to theM

by their history.

I wisb to e.pha~ize that the draft resolution before UiiI is not one of a

substantive nature- It ie essent.ially a pointer to procedure wbich we feel should

be adopted, that is, the ;:esUJlption of dialogue. 'l"he question of tbe Malvinas or

the Falkland Islands has unaerstandably aroused very deep feelings among those

involved with it directly and affected by it. We can only renew our belief that

peace, coexistence and the values enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations

deaand that both sides look not to the past but to the future.
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Hr. GBERO (Ghana): The Ghana delegation welcomes the consideration of

agenda item 28 on the question of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas) in the General

Assembly because it constitutes one of the most delicate tasks of the forty-first

session. The conviction shared by almost all delegations that this is a

decolonization issue is inversely proportional to the political acrimony that it

has engendered between the main contending parties, Argentina and the united

Kingdom. It is the hope of my delegation, as it must be for many others, that the

present consideration will help towards reducing tension on all sides and towards

paving the way for a definitive resolution of this thorny problem.

In making a contribution to the debate on this issue, the Ghana delegation

does not wish to delve into the merits or otherwise of the claims of the two

parties concerned. They have been stated many times over in the past and yet we

are nowhere near a solution. I rather wish to recall that on 27 November 1985 - a

year ago - the General Assembly adopted resolution 40/21, the main thrust of which

was an appeal to Argentina and the United Kingdom:

"to initiate negotiations with a view to finding the means to resolve

peacefully and definitively the pending problems between both countries

(operative para. 1)

•... .

The intention of the Ghana delegation therefore is to assess in this debate

the progress so far made, if any, towards that objective. We consider this

attitude more useful than a tedious rehashing of all the traditional arguments

eithe& in favour of the sovereignty claim or otherwise.

TO this end, my delegation has carefully studied the working paper prepared by

the Secretariat in document AlAe.109/878 dated 6 August 1986 and the report of the

SecretarY-General contained in document A/41/824 dated 13 November 1986. We regret

to state that both documents assess that no tangible progress has been made as far

as meeting last year's request is concerned. The working paper states:
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"During the year under review the United Kingdqm Government has

maintained its position according to which, while desirous to improve its

bilateral relations with Argentina and to hold talks towards that end, it is

not willing to have included in them the question of sovereignty over the

Falkland Islands (~lvinas).R (A/AC.I09/818, para. 24)

Referring particularly to the mandate of last year, the secretary-General has also

reported failure in his report thus:

RI regret having to re~rc once again that it has not proved possible so

far to find common ground to engage the two parties in the kind of talks

envisaged in resolution 40/2l. R (A/4l/824, para. 6)

This is indeed an unfortunate situation for us all because, on the one hand,

it frustrates the best efforts of the United Nations to complete decolonization of

the territory and, on the other hand, it is indicative of the non-lessening of the

tension that has characterized the relations between the main parties to the

dispute. On all accounts, therefore, the purpose and objective of the General

Assembly's decision last year has not been attained. The failure has been due to a

lack of mobility in the positions adopted since last year, in spite of the efforts

of the Secretary-General.

But in the view of my delegation the situation lS not totally hopeless as we

note that some contact was made during the period und~r review. For example, there

were contacts made with and by parliamentarians on both Jides in various European

capitals and in Mexico City. During these meetings the need to re-establish

diplomatic and commercial relations between Argentina and the united Kingdom was

discussed. The informal discussions did not move on to preparing the ground for

the negotiations envisaged in resolution 40/21. However, they constituted contact

which we hope in the long run will have the cumUlative effect of creating an
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«tmosphere conducive to solving the dispute concerning the Falkland Islands

(Malvinas) .. What was missing was formal contact for negotiations.

It was in pursuance of a possible improvement in the relations between the two

countries that the Ghana delegation co-sponsored last year, and again this year,

the draft resolution on the issue. OUr attachment to the draft resolution this

year is due to the fact that it again urges the normalization of relations between

Argentina and the united Kingdom. It does not do more than that and we would not

have associated with it if that had not been the case. We place emphasis on the

normalization of relations and early negotiations because evelything else is

predicated on relations betwe~n the two countries. In other words, peace and

security in the region will only be secured when, as a first step, relations are

normalized •

It is in this light that we are pleased to note in the report of the

secretary-General to which I have already referred that:

"The GOvernment of Argentina, for its part, has expressed its willingness

to initiate immediately negotiations with the United Kingdom, under the terms

of resolution 40/21, in order to resolve peacefully the differences between

the two countries, including all aspects concerning the future of the Falkland

Islands (Malvinas)." (A/41/824, para. 5)

This is a forward-looking attitude which we wish to commend. We re~d with great

hope alilO in the same report that:

"The Government of the United Kingdom remains committed to improving bilateral

relations with Argentina over practical matters, setting aside the sovereignty

issue, on which it considers that views are fundamentally opposed, and to

defending the rights of the Falkland Islanders to self-determination."

(E!.ra. 4)
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This is also a heartening statement and we would have been happy to hail it fully

too except that it is at the same time tantamount to insisting on a pre-eondition.

We will not go so far as to wish to pronounce at this time on the substance of

the sovereignty issue. What we wish to say to both parties is that they should

endeavour to agree to approach the negotiating table withOllt any pre-conditions.

We offer this piece of advice, not out of a desire to ignore or suppress the

particular view of either side, but rather to emphasize that an insistence en

pre-eonditions of whatever kind can only make negotiations more distant and e~en

irrelevant over a long period of time. We urge the two parties, therefore, not to

insist on the fulfilment by the other side of any condition before they sit at the

negotiating table. Often the dynamics of talks, even preliminary talks, can

themselves sat the stage and propel parties on to substantive details in an

atmosphere of cordiality and mutual respect. We urge the two parties to try this

approach.

Reference has been made by the principal parties and others in the current

debate to the recent legislative measures taken by the United Kingdom for the

conservation and management of fishery resources in the areas around the Islands.

That action, as we have seen, has served to worsen relations between the two

countries. The debate is ample proof. We have listened very carefully to the

reasons adduced by the united Kingdom delegation for the taking of those measures.
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Those reasons are probably laudable, although not supported by the subseauent

Food and Agriculture Organization's report issued recently on the same sUbject. My

delegation feels that, in the interest of peace and harmony, it would have been

infinitely more preferable to have fUlly consulted the countries of the immediate

region before taking the measures. This procedure is not unt-nown in similar cases

elsewhere, especially in areas where the potential for litigation and altercation

is very high. That this procedure was not adopted is the result of the lack of

dialogue between Argentina and the United Kingdom.

In the face of such daunting circumstances, the Ghana delegation is not

discouraged and will continue to lend its humble effort to the finding of a

solution. The way to that solution is mainly in the improveme~t of relations,

primarily between Argentina and the United Kingdom, with the rest of the

international community playing a supportive but crucial role. We sincerely hope,

therefore, that the two countries will heed this appeal of the international

community and begin building the bridge by which dialogue can lead to a settlement.

Mr. ONONAlYE (Nigeria): The debate on agenda item 28, "Question of the

Falkland Islands (Malvinas)" is perhaps one of the few appropriate and urgent

~tters before the General Assembly. One year has elapsed since the auestion was

last considered. The Assembly had hoped that the process of dialogue and peaceful

settlement of the differences between the contending parties would have started.

Unfortunately, however, the developments in the area attest to a rather ominous

circumstance. We are convinced that the cause of peace in the South Atlantic, in

particular, and globally, in general, will be enhanced if the Governments of the

Republic of Argentina and the united Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

firmly and resolutely commit themselves, in the spirit of the Charter of our
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organization, to initiate and commence dialogue even on a basis of preliminary

talks before negotiations begin to resolve their differences peacefully.

We have carefully reviewed the report (A/4l/82~) of 13 November 1986 and the

report 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, especially chapter X thereof, in document A/41/23 of 11 September 1986.

Similarly, we have avai1ed ourselves of the opportunity to evaluate the

correspondence addressed to the Secretary-General by the parties to the dispute.

We are distressed at the lack of progress. The yawning gap separating the two

countries to the dispute over the issues of sovereignty of the islands and the

principle of the right of self-determination for the inhabitants appears to be

Widening. The threats to peace have, meanwhile, been aggravated by more recent

attempts to modify the existing geographical delimitations around the islands. In

our view, such action cannot advance, and evidently has not advanced, the course of

peaceful settlement of the dispute. It is obvious that one side alone cannot

resolve the matter in a way it deems appropriate. It is the primary responsibility

of the parties to the dispute and the duty of this Assembly to ensure that

unilateral action capable of worsening the situation and provoking further conflict

is avoided.

My delegation recognizes the complexity and the very uniaue nature of the

problems involved in the matter under consideration. We do so not only because of

our practical experience in decolonization, but also because of the intimate

involvement of my country in the process of decolonization in Africa and other

parts of the world in the last two and a half decades. We recognize the fact that

the question of sovereignty and territorial integrity as well as the right of

self-determination very often arouse emotion, especially among those who are
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directly affected. Consequently, several principles of international law become

pertinent to the dispute. Inevitably, recourse to different interpretations and

principlas to solve substantive problems comes to the fore.

However complex and seemingly intractable the problem may look, it would be

absolutely unrealistic to suggest that it cannot be solved, Gr that the existing

status auo can be sustained ad infinitum. MY delegation is auite convinced that

the principles and provisions of the united Nations Charter are more than adeauate

as point;·, of reference in finding a solution, if only the two parties involved will

demonstrate the necessary political will. We cannot but add our voice to the

appeals to both sides to resume negotiations without any pre-condition, under the

auspices of the Secretary-General and on the basis of the mandate of the Assembly,

a mandate which, I am sure, will be renewed once more.

We are satisfied that the international community and the United Nations have

acted responsively and responsibly on this matter. The dispute is regrettably

between two traditionally friendly countries. We recall that this Assembly first

considered the auestion of the islands in 1965 and adopted resolution 2065 (XX)

which called on the Gover~ents of the united Kingdom and Argentina to proceed with

negotiations with a view to finding a solution to the sovereignty dispute in the

spirit of the Declaration on decolonization and in the interest of the people of

the islands. Subsequently, and particularly in the last four years, following the

bitter experience of 1982, the General Assembly has paid special attention to the

dispute and adopted reolutions aim~d at facilitating the pLocess of negotiations

and peaceful settlement.

Similarly, both the Conference of the Non-Aligned COUlttries and the

Organization of American States have issued declarations and adopted resolutions

urging the Governments of Argentina and the united Kingdom to resume their
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negotiations and to find an appropriate solution to their dispute. The latest of

this series of appeals is contained in the Barare Declaratian by the Beads of State

or Government of the non-aligned countries, as follows:

-The Beads of State or Government reiterated their firm support for the

Republic of Argentina's right to have its sovereignty over the Malvinas

Islands restored through negotiations. They reiterated their call for the

resumption of negotiations between the Governments of Argentina and the united

Kingdom with the participation and good offices of the United Nations

Secretary-General.- (A/4l/6'7, para. 259)

Our interest is peace in the area. We appeal to both parties to resume

dialogue and negotiationz without pre-conditions.
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The PRESIDENT: We have heard the last speaker in the debate on this item.

For th~ information of representatives, the following delegations have been

added as sponsors of draft resolution A/41/L.19: Bolivia, Colombia, Guatemala,

Panama and Peru.

Before calling on those representatives who wish to explain their votes before

voting on the draft resolution, I should like to remind them that, in accordance

with General Assembly decision 34/401, explanations of vote are limited to

10 minutes and should be made by them from their seats.

Mr. NYAMDOO (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian): In the

consideration of this item my country's position is based on the premise that

Argentina has legitimate sovereignty over the Ma1vinas Islands.

We regret that the Government of the United Kingdom has disregarded the

international community's repeated appeals and decisions and continues to pursue a

policy aimed at perpetuating the colonial status of those islands by building up

its military strength. This is demonstrated in particular by the decision on the

regulation and exploitation of fisheries within a radius of 200 miles of the

Malvinas Islands and the exercise of jurisdiction over the entire continental

shelf, for this decision is at variance with the united Nations Gener~l Assembly's

recommendations concerning unilateral changes in the existing situation.

The Mongolian delegation welcomes the constructive and flexible position of

the Government of Argentina with respect to a peaceful and political solution of

the dispute over the Malvinas Islands. In its declaration of 17 November the

Government of Argentina expressed its willingness to initiate global negotiations

in accordance with General Assembly resolution 40/21 and, as a previous and

preparatory step, to initiate an open dialogue with the united Kingdom.

In this connection, I wish to note that in draft resolution A/4l/L.19 the

General Assembly reiterates its reauest to the Governments of the parties to the
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dispute to initiate negotiations with a view to finding the means to resolve

peacefully and definitively the outstanding issues between the two countries. The

international community is entitled to require that the United Kingdom - a

permanent member of the Security Council bearing special responsibility for the

maintenance of international peace - renounce its colonial policy with regard to

the Ma1vinas Islands. It is our hope that the United Kingdom will respond

positively to Argentina's proposal.

Our delegation will vote in favour of the draft resolution.

Mr. MAKEKA (Lesotho): The question of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas)

has been before the Assembly for a long time. Last year the Assembly was presented

with a similarly worded resolution, namely, resolution 40/21, which has not moved

the problem any closer to a solutionJ nor has it encouraged the parties to go to

the negotiating table.

My delegatiun is fully committed to a peaceful s.stt1ement of the dispute. To

achieve that, both parties to the dispute must agree to negotiating without any

pre-conditions. At this moment, however, one party still wants to talk about

self-determination for the Falkland Islanders while the other insists on talking

about the tranSfer of sovereignty from one party to another. It is clear,

therefore, that there is no meeting-ground between the parties.

In our view, the principle of self-determination - just like the principle of

sovereignty - is of paramount importance in any solution of the problem, and it is

most unlikely that draft resolution A/41/L.19 will move the parties closer to a

solution. My delegation would have been happy with a resolution that omitted the

phrase -inclUding all aspects on the future of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas)·,

which appears in the fourth preambular paragraph and in paragraph 1. We certainly
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support the idea that the secretary-General should continue his mission of good

offices and we associate ourselves with those who urge the parties not to resor.t to

unilateral actions in the region that lIlay give rise to more tension. We are

particularly concerned that the action of Ber Majesty's Government in unilaterally

imposing a fishing zone around the islands cannot contribute towards the peaceful

solution of the problem.

In those circumstances, my delegation will abstain from the vote on the draft

resolution.

Mr. FERM (Sweden): The unsolved dispute between Argentina and the United

Kingdom over the auestion of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas) conti~ues to be of

great concern to the Swedish Government.

We share the Secretary-General's regret that it has not proved possible so far

to find common ground to engage tfie two parties in the kind of talks envisaged in

resolution 40/21. We support his and other effo~ts to promote a aialogue between

the parties that will progressively lead to a just ~nd lasting settlement of the

auesti~~ of the Falkland Islands that lies at the core of their continuing

estrangement. We continue sincerely to hope that the two Governments will be

prepared soon to take fu~ther steps towards considering the full range of issues

necessarily involVed in this dialogue. We are encouraged by the declarations of

the two Governments that they are seeking ways to resume the dialogue.

Conse~ently, my Government supports the requests in draft

resolution A/4l/L.19 which is before us. In our view, the draft resolution is a

constructive attempt to promote a resumption of the dialogue between the two

parties concerned, without any pre-conditions and in accordance with the united

Nations Charter. We believe, as the Secretary-General says in his report, that
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meaningful progress can be made through a dialogue, coupled with

confidence-building measures, towards solving all the differences between the two

parties. We join in the international appeal that they should resume such a

dialogue.

There are, in my Government's ~iew~ two main principles that have to be

applied to the solution of this issue. The first is the right to

self-determination. The right of the people in every colonial territory freely to

determine its own future is a fundamental principle of the Declaration on the

Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. The second principle

is that conflicts must be resolved through peaceful means. MY delegation reads the

references made in the draft resolution, in both the preambular and operative

parts, to the United Nations Ch~.rter in that light.

For those reasons, my delegation has decided to vote in favour of the draft

resolution. It goes without saying that we regret that it has not been possible

this time to agree on a text that we all could have supported.
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Mr. HAMADNEH (Jordan) (int~rpretation from Arabic): The fact that

Argentina and the United Kingdom have not reached a peaceful settlement of the

Falklands problem is a cause of great concern to my country, particularly in view

of the fact that Jordan is bound by ties of traditional friendship with the united

Kingdom and h~ growing ties of friendship and closeness with Argentina, since we

are both members of the Non-Aligned Movement and share its principles. We fully

appreciate Argentina's role in the Movement and its support for the causes of the

third world. We particularly appreciate its understanding attitude to the question

of Palestine and the Middle East conflict.

We appeal to the United Kingdom and Argentina to work towards a common

understanding that will facilitate negotiations towards a peaceful settlement of

all problems pending between the two countries, including the question of the

Falklands Islands (Malvinas).

We call on the Secretary-General to persist in and step up his efforts and his

mission of good offices to bring about an open and frank dialogue between the two

countries which would create the mutual confidence necessary for the solution of

the c:mflict.

Consequently, m¥ delegation will abstain in the voting on draft r~solution

A/41/L.19.

Mr. AL-ANSI (oman) (interpretation from Arabic): First, I should like to

say how pleased we are at the positive developments we see in this year's draft

resolution on the question of the Falkland Islands as compared with that of 198~.

Unfortunately, however, we fail to detect any progress in bridging the gap between

the two parties, Argentina and the united Kingdom whether within the framework of

the Berne negotiations f which have been suspended, or in the context of other means

acceptable to the two parties under the auspices of the United Nations and the

Secretary-General.
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On the contrary, in the last two years there have been some unfortunate

tendencies towards an escalation of tension between the two parties and

unjustifiable manoeuvres to associate the is~ue with another international

conflict, particularly since the two parties reiterate official declarations of

their already well-known positions.

We feel that there should have been no military confrontation between the two

countries i.n 1982 for ~ country has long-standing, traditional and satisfactory

trade and other relations with the United Kingdom. We are also developing

diplomatic relat~:.,ns wi th Argentina and the ambassadors of the two countries have

submitted their ~redentials in Muskat and Buenos Aires.

Sinc~ th'J problem can be resolved peacefully only with the agreement of the

two parties and given tha~ we must remove all negative elements, that it is hoped

that the legitimate demands of both parties can be met and that the principle of

self-determination of peoples of the third world must be upheld, that principle

must be taken into account, together with the principle of respect fo~

sovereignty. We ~ope that the Secretary-General will be able to report next year

that progress has been made towa~d~ the desired solution.

We hoped for this in the past and it is our hope for the future. Until then,

my delegation will maintain its traditional position in the voting on this draft

resolution. I am sure that our British and Argentine friends will understand our

position and appreciate that we are not against either party and that we r~ntinue

to assess at their true value our relations with each of them. We hope that in the

future we shall be able to come up with a balanced draft resolution that will be

approved by consensus and that the conflict will be resolved by peaceful means.
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Ms. KGABI (Botswana): We shall vote in favour of draft resolution

A/4l/L.19 because we remain firmly convinced that only negotiations can resolve the

Palklands (Malvinas) issue. We eupport neither a British fortress Palklands nor a

mechanical transfer of the islands and their inhabitants to the sovereignty of

Argentina. What we support is simply the initiation of negotiations between the

Governments of Argentina and the United Ringdom, the principal purpose of which

must be to find means of resolving peacefully and definitively the problem of the

Palklands (Malvinas) in all its aspects, while respecting the right of the

inhabitants to self-determination.

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): My delegation will, as in the case

of similar draft resolutions in previous years, vote against draft resolution

A/4l/L.19.

There are many points made by some previous speakers to Which my delegation

takes exception. At this late hour I will not detail them all. I must, however,

stress that the statement made by the Ambassador of Zimbabwe that the British

military, naval and airforce presence in and around the islands is "ever

increasing". That is wrong. On the contrary, the British military, naval and

airforce presence is ever decreasing. It is now less than half what it was when we

had to reconquer our territory following the invasion.

The draft resolution before us is seductive in its simplicity and cosmetic

appeal, but it cannot be divorced from the circuillstances which gave rise to it.

SOme of the sponsors of the draft resolution have claimed that it is purely

procedural and that it in no way prejUdices the position of either the Argentine or

the British Government.
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This is not so, sadly. The draft resolution does purport and does actually

prejudice the position. As I pointed out yesterday, the draft resolution calls, in

operativ~ paragraph 1, for negotiations on Wall aspects on the future of the

Falkland Islands-. Unless I have misunderstood the Foreign Minister of Argentina,

he insists that -all aspects- must include the question of sovereignty. In his

speech yesterday he said:

-So long as the core problem- - he meant sovereignty here, of course - -is

ignored, we shall not be able to solve the accessory problems.- (A/41/PV.82,

p. 21)

SG the draft resolution supports the Argentine contention that sovereignty

must be discussed. It opposes the united Kingdom contentlon that sovereignty

should not be discussed. Therefore, the resolution is not neutral; it is

pro-Argentine. Of course, if the Foreign Minister of Argentina - who is not here -

is prepared to declare that we are wrong and the talks aimed at normalizing

relations between us need not be predicated on a willingness to discuss

sovereignty, then of course we should be faced with a very different situation.

But we know that that is not the case.

We are prepared, as I said yesterday, to discuss everything but sovereignty.

Argentina refuses to discuss anything unless Bovereignty is on the agenda. That is

the nub of the issue before us. What we are faced with here are two irreconcilable
'.

points of view that cannot be wished away by voting for a resolution which supports

one side and opposes the other.

We could put it to a test. Yesterday, I twice asked the Foreign Minister of

Argentina whether he was ready to negotiate with my Government such'matters as the

elimination of the conseauences of the conflict, commerce and trade, diplomatic and

consular relations, transport and communications and, whenever appropriate, the
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aatters relating to the conservation of fishing resources. The General Assembly

will recognize that this is a direct QUotation from the Minister's speech

yesterday, which in turn was auoting the Argentine declaration of 17 November.

This course, that is to say discussing all these matters that 1 have just

listed, between the two Governments, would be the practical way to improve

relations between our two normally friendly countries,. That would be the way to

reduce our differ,'''~es step by step. That would be moving forward in a

constructive, pragmatic spirit. That would be doing exactly what sir Jeffrey Rowe

recommended in the passage which the representative of Zimbabwe quoted just now

with so much e10auence and emphasis.

1 got no answer to my auestion yesterday. I suppose that is because Argentina

refuses to discuss what it calls the a~cessory problems, without discussing

sovereignty. In other words, Argentina is putting a condition on the opening of

any talks.

My Government also has a condition. The Argentine condition is that

soverei~nty must be discusaedJ our condition is that it must not be discussed.

Both sides are making a condition, and they are opposite conditions. In these

circumstances, 1 ask. the Foreign Minister, or the Permanent Representative of

Argentina, once again, whether Argentina would not be willing to enter talks with

us designed to impzove our relations by dealing with some or all of the auestions

other than sovereignty, which he has listed in his speech? Surely, this is a

reasonable offer. I hope he will accept it. I hope also that he will accept that

the principl~ of self-determination is applicable in this colonial situation, as it

is in others.

Many speakers have insisted that the Falklands is a colonial situation. Well

then, self-determination applies. Anyone who heard the elected representatives of
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the Falklands speak in the Pourth Committee yesterday will know that they do not

want to become Argentine citizens, that they do wish to remain British, and that

they insist that they should have control OVEtr their own future. unfortunately,

unless the Argentine Foreign Minister now gets up and proves me wrong, Argentina

does not accept that the Falklanders s~uld control their own future. That is an

irreconcilable point of difference between my GovernMent and the Argentine

Government.

So we come back to where we have been in the last four debates in this annual

ritual. The Argentines have not moved and we have not moved. I suggest that if we

are going to improve our relations, we should start step by step and that the

Argentines should agree to discuss those many points which they listed in their

speech without pre-condition.

Mr. SAEMALA (Solomon Islands): The Solomon Islands delegation has

listened attentively to both sides of the debate on this item, and considered draft

resolution A/41/L.19 pertaining thereto. In our view, the draft resolution

contains elements that could lead to fruitful negotiations. There is, however, one

fundamental omission which we regard as important. We appreciate the need for

Argentina and the united Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irela~d to initiate

negotiations. We would, however, wish to aee a reference to the people of the

Falklands, or Malvinas, whose right to self-determination should be respected. At

the same time, we had hoped to see a more compromising approach to working out an

agenda for negotiations.

We are still hopeful that these two traditionally friendly nations will

continue their search for peaceful solutions. In the circumstances, solomon

Islands will cast its vote in the spirit that it is likely to be conducive to

establishing meaningful dialogue between Argentina and the united Kingdom.
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Mr. EL-MULLA (Kuwait): Kuwait will vote in favour of the draft

resolution in document A/41/L.l9.

We consider that, like that of resolution 40/21, the present text is a

balanced one. In this respect my delegation would like to emphasize the importance

of the universal Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries

and Peoples. That Declaration has played, and continues to play, a vital role in

the process of decolonization, an important aspect of which is the exercise by

peoples of their right to self-determination. That right should not, however, be

used to perpetuate colonialismJ it should, rather, enhance the very process of

decolonization.

The PRESIDENT: Before proceeding to the vote I should like to inform the

Assembly that the Secretary-General has indicated that he does not at this t~me

foresee any programme budget implications in the implement~tionof draft resolution

A/41/L.l9 and that, should a change in circumstances give rise to expenditures, the

Secretary-General would seek, with the concurrence of the Advisory Committee on

Administrative and BUdgetary Questions, the necessary funding under the terms of

General Assembly resolution 40/254, on unforeseen and extraordinary expenses for

the biennium 1986 to 1987.

The Assembly will now take a decision on draft resolution A/4l/L.19.

A recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour:

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulga~ia, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Byelorussian soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comeros,
Congo, Costa Rica, COte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eauatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Fiji, France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, ~uinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraa, Italy, Japan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippine3, Poland~ Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, S~negal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, united
RepUblic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, zambia, Zimbabwe

Belize, Oman, Sri Lanka, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland

Antigua and Barbudar Bahrain, Belgium, Bhutan, Burma, Cameroon,
Denmark, Finland, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of, Grenada,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Lesotho,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Maldives, Malta, Nepal, New zealand,
Portugal, Qatar, Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines, Saudi Arabia, Solomon Islands, Swaziland,
Thailand, Turkey, United Arab Emirates

Draft resolution A/41/L.19 was adopted by 116 votes to 4, with 34 abstentions
(resolution 41/40).

The PRESIDENT: I shall now call upon those delegations that wish to

speak in explanation of their vote on draft resolution A/41/L.l9.

May I remind members that, in accordance with General Assembly decision

34/401, explanations of vote are limited to 10 minutes.
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Mr. de KEMOULARIA (prance) (interpretation from French): France voted in

favour of draft resolution A/41/L.19, on the Falkland Islands.

Through this vote my country has sought to associate itself with the efforts

the inte~national community has been making since the eonflict of June 1982 in

order to arrive at a just and lasting solution of the dispute between two nations

with which France has friendly relations.

My delegation id convinced that only negotiations without prior conditions and

covering all aspects of the problem are likely to lead to a solution in accordance

with the purposes ana principles of the united Nations Charter, which in particular

calls for the peaceful settlement of disputes, international co-operation and

exercise of the right to self-determination.*

By casting this affirmative vote, the French delegation intends to support the

modalities proposed by the sponsors in order to induce the parties to settle their

dispute. This should not be interpreted to mean that my country has taken a

poeition on the substa"ce of the issue.

Mr. JACOBVITS DE SZEGED (Netherlands): The Netherlands voted in favour

of the draft resolution just adopted because its wording does not in any way

prejUdge the outcome of negotiations between the Governments of Argentina and the

United Kingdom on all the issues diViding them.

We welcome the fact that this year the resolution has been adopted in the

balanced form in which it was presented. In this way it can serve the General

Assembly's primary purpose of facilitating an early resumption of negotiations.

Concerning the auestion of sovereignty, the Netherlands Government firmly

believes that any future arrangement should give effect to the right of

self-determination of the inhabitants of the islands. Decolonization, as in the

*Mr. Al-Ansi (Oman), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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case of the Falklands, must be based on resolution 1514 (XV). Under the Charter of

the United Nation~, the right of self-determination is a fundamental one.

The Netherlands fully shares the conviction of the secretary-General of the

United NatIons as e~pressed in his report that, through a process of frank and open

dialogue, coupled with confidence-building measures, meaningful progress can be

made towards solving all the differences that currently separate Argentina and the

united Kingdom. We welcome the continued readiness of the Secretary-General to

assist both parties to t~~t end.

Mr. SVOBODA (Canada): I wish to set out the key points underlying our

affirmative vote on draft resolution A/4l/L.l9.

Our vote on this matter is unchanged from last year. In considering this

issue, Canada has consistently refused to prejudge the outcome of the dispute. We

have instead advocated negotiations on all issues as soon as possible in accordance

with the United Nations Charter.

The draft resolution upon which we have just voted is an accurate reflection

of this position. We view it as the most appropriate means towards the peaceful

end we all seek. We therefore voted in favour of it.

This vote should not, however, be interpreted as an endorsement of the

specific substantive position of either party to this dispute.
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MW:. WlJE'WARDANE (Sr i Lanka) ~ The draft resolution before the Assembly

would not have pcesented any difficulty for my delegation if within its fruawcxk

the right of the peoples of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas) to be consulted on

their future constitutional status in the context of decolonization had been

recognized. In the absence of sum a ptOl1isicn, merely to urge the two states

parties to the cCXlflict to resolve their disp.lte peacefully dces not go the whole

road to settling the matter as we deem it should be settled.

Our position on tb,e issue does not affect our: good relations with the two

countries.

Mr. DELPECH (Argentina) (interpretation froll Spanish) ~ My delegation

wishes to make a few comments now th2:lt the voting has taken place.

The representative of thte! O1ited Kingdom referred in nis last stateQ'.ent to a

decrease in the British military presence in the islands. This very leocning my

delegation submitted a note to the secretary-General referring to aggressicn

CODIDitted against an Argentine fishing vessel within the past 48 hours. That

vessel va£; navigating outside the exclusiCXl zme. A C-130 aircraft of the air

force based in the Malvinas Islands flew ewer it three or four times. That

demonstrates that there is constant military activity in the area. That is why we

cannot accept the stateMent that there has been a decrease in the military presence.

Secondly, the united Kingdom representative said that the procedural nature of

the resolution - which various delegations had noted - did not hide the nub of the

issue~ the problem of sO'lereignty. Everyone here is fully aware that the

resolutim contains a request - which the General Assemly has (regarded as

procedural - to the two parties to negotiate on all aspects on the future of the

islands. We all know, too, that this implies, on the Argentine side, all the

aspects that Argentina is prepared to discuss at the negotiation table - including,

naturally, sOl1ereignt¥.
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This is a dispute about scwereignty, recognized as such by the Olited

Kingdom•. The British representative recognized it in his statement yesterday. It

has been recognized by the British Galernment, as we said yesterday. It has been

~eoognized also by the international co_unity. SO we cannot understand - in

logical, legal or pDlitical terms - why, 1IIhen it is recognized that this is a

dispute over scwereignty, one of the parties should refuse to consider me of the

aspects that that dispute entails. As we said yesterday, this is all the harder to

understand when that party is a permanent member of the security Council - one of

the five states specifically responsible for the mintenance of peace and security

on our planet.

What I have just said serves also to answer Sir Jehn Thomsen's allegatim that

the words "all the aspects" in the resolution include scwereignty. From the

Argentine point of vi., they clearly do include scwereignty, but we believe that

they &160 include all the aspects 1IIhich the O1i ted Kingdom can submit at the

negotiation table, without anything being excluded.

Hence, we do not ;mderstand why we cannot negotiate as civilized and modern

nations about a dispute which the entire international colIIDunity recognizes.

The PRmmENT (interFetation from Arabic): we have now heard the last

speaker.

One representative has requested to be allowed to exercise the right of

reply. I would remind memers that.• in accordance with decision 34/401, the first

statement in the exercise of the right of reply should be limited to 10 minutes and

the second statement to 5 mmutes, and they should be made by delegations from

their seats.
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Sir John TIDMSON (United Kingdomh I could scarcely believe some of the

things I have just heard the AIOassadcc of Argentina say.

First of all, I reserve my delegatiCln's right to coBlent on whatever letter it

is he may have sent. I have not yet seen it.

secondly, I must repeat that the British forces in and around the islands have

decreased by a very large amomlt. The AlrbassadOl' is just plain wronq in saying

once again that there has been an increase in military forces. This is a purely

factual matter: this is not a question of opinion. It really is surprising to me

that the Ambassador of Argentina is not prepared to look at the facts as they are.

I rePeat that I could scarcely believe ..nat I heard.

I shall not prolmg the debate. I shall merely note th"t yet again there has

been no answer from the Argen tine delegatim to the ques tion that I have posed in

this debate, three times now - that is, whether Argentina is willing to discuss

with us those questions that it has set out, without insisting that a discussion of

sOl1ereignty is a pre-conditim.

We have heard a lot of speeches, and I think it is fair to say that a great

numer of them did recognize wat Argentina still refuses to recognize: that the

pr inciple of self-determination does apply to the Falkland Islander s.

The mmmENT (interpretatiCln fran Arabic): We have concluded our

consideratim of agenda item 28.

The meeting rose at 1.50 p.m.




