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In _the absence of the Chairman, Mr., Alarcon de Quesada {(Cuba),

Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.

Ihe mgeting was called to order at 11,05 a,m.

QUESTION OF PITCAIRN: REPORT OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON SMALL TERRITORIES
(A/AC.109/L.1762)

QUESTION OF 5T. HELENA: REPORT OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON SMALL TERRITORIES
(A/AC.100/L,1763)

QUESTION OF THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS: REPORT OF THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SMALL TERRITORIES (A/AC.109/L.1764)

QUESTIORS OF AMERICAN SAMOA, ANGUILLA, BERMUDA, BRITISH VIRGIN ISLANDS, CAYMAN
ISLANRDS, GUAM, MONTSERRAT, TOKELAU, TURKS AND CAICOS ISLANDS, UNITED STATES
VIRGIN ISLANDS: REPORT OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON SMALL TERRITORIES
{A/AC.109/L.1765)

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish}: I cazll on the

representative of Venezuela, Mr. José Acosta Fragachan, Rapporteur of the
Subcommittee on Small Territories, to introduce the Subcommittee's reports.

Mr. ACOSTA FRAﬁA;HAﬁ {(Venezuela), Rapporteur of the Subcommittee on
Small Territories (interpretation from Spanish}: We are already half-way
through the present session and I should like to congratulate you, Sir, on the
skill and patience with which you have been guliding our meetings. I am
certain that under your leadership we shall be able teo adopt in a timely and
harmonious fashicn the conclusions envisaged for this year.

I consider it a privilege both for my country and for me to introduce the
reports of the Subcommittee on Small Territories. The members of the
Subcommittee have endeavoured to attaim the objectives set forth in the report
of the Working Group, namely, the consolidation and rationalization of our
draft resolutions. I should like to thank the Chairman of the Working Group.
Ambassador Renagi Renagi Lohia of Papua New Guinea, for the way in which he

guided our work and for his tireless efforts im discharging our mandate.
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{Ms, Bourne)
Izlpnds request the Government of the United States to settle the matter.
This was done, and the then Governor and the then legislature of the Uaited

States Virgin Islands confirmed the settlement agreement by legislation.



A/AC.109/PV.1387
11

{Ms. Hourne}

This "agreement” purported to take action which we contend was of no
legal effect because, among other grounds, it was ultra vires as attempting to
convey submerged lands to a private commercial interest in violation of the
principle recognized in the United States and in accepted customary
international law that such submerged lands are held by Governments in trust
for their people and cannot be transferred except in a few very limited
eircumstances. None of those circumstances existed in this case.

Further, the claim of the West Indian Company (WICO} was flawed in that
there were serious legal problems surrounding the grant of the initial
concession.

Two days after this “agreement" was signed in 1974, the administering
Power conveyed all submerged and filled lands to the Virgin Islands Government
in trust for the people of the Virgin Islands.

As early as 1977, public concern was such that the Virgin Islands
Conservation Society convened a public meeting on the situwation., At that
time, a representative of the business and commercial interests in St. Thomas
forcefully objected to WICO's project, saying that "because this area - Long
Bay - is zoned for commercial use, the possible consequences are horrifying".

About four years after the "agreement”, the Virginm Islands enacted the
Coastal Zone Management (C2ZM) Act to administer and protect its submerged and
£illed trust lands. Within months, altheugh it had taken no action since the
purported “agreement', WICO claimed that the Act was a breach of that
"agreement"” and threatened to sue the Virgin Islands Government for
$US 5 million if its "rights" under the agreement were not exempted from that

Act.
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(Ms. Bourng)

In an atmosphere of intimidation, the Legislature held public hearings
and, even though the company publicly reiterated its threat to sue, the public
was clearly against what was seen as the capitulation of the Govermment.

The League of Women Voters, which had fought particularly hard for the
passage of the Ccastal Zone Management Act, was especially disturbed to hear
legislators complain that there was no way out of the dilemma other than
passage of the legislation demanded by WICO,

After the ezemption was enacted, WICO took the positionm that it should be
given the necessary permits without the usual public hearings because of its
special dispensation from the CZM law, There was renewed public outcry at
that, however, and a hearing was beld in 1983, The testimony of the League of
Women Voters at that hearing cited a anumber of serious effects of the proposed
project on the economy, ecology and infrastructure of the Virgin Islands, The
Virgin Islands Conservation Society went on record as “unalterably opposing
any further encroachment on the 5t. Thomas harbour"”. About 20 other
individuals and groups made statements at the CZM hearing. All speakers,
except representatives of WICO and its direct associates, vociferously opposed
the project.

When word came that the company was about to begin actual dredging in the
harbour in the spring of 1986, the Save Long Bay Coalition, Inc. was formed,
with representatives of the Virgin Islands Conservation Society and the League
now joined by tbe St. Thomas Historical Trust and Virgin Islands 2000. The
Coalition brought the issue to the public once again, and received such wide
support that the Legislature called a public hearing on the issue for

26 June 1986, which had to be extended to 27 June.
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The United States Department of State has taken a strictly "hands-off*
attitude, which is not in accord with General Assembly resclution 43744 of
1988, which states that the issue “should be addre;sed by the administering
Power"”, It - the Department of State - has suggested that the Territorial
Government accept its loss of authority and control, or that it utilize the
povwer of eminent domain to purchase the submerged and filled lands from the
cCompacy.

The harbour of St., Thomas has always been important hoth as a hatchery
for crabs, lobsters and fish, and as a port. Recemntly restrictions have been
placed on the fisherles of St. Thomas because of the acknowledged danger of
depletion. WICO'sS dredge-and-fill operation has reduced the aquatic hatchery
area and has also encroached on the sea lane around a major marina.

The beach which the dredging and filling destroyed provided local
residents with access to the bay and was the only beachfront within walking
distance of the town. Until this activity by WICO, fishermen launched their
boats, and sold their catch, from that beach.

The area surrounding Long Bay contains three public housing communities,
a senior citizens home, hundreds of family dwellings, four public schools,
five shopping centres, the island’s only hospital, a major hotel and marina
and some of the most congested traffic patterns on St. Thomas, WICO has now
propesed intensive development which would wall off that community from the
sea with the construction of multi-story commercial buildings. ’

In the past year,.WICO has extended its 70-year-old dock at Long Bay.
This will channel revenue from the goveroment-owned cruise ship docks at Crown
Bay at the other end of Charlotte Amalie, as the company, WICO, is the agent
for virtually all of the cruise ship lines which come to St. Thomas. Even

before the extension, the government docks were grossly underutilized.
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(Mg, Bourne)

WICO's plans would create the largest tourist/marina/shopping complex in
the Territory, right next to their dock.

The destructive impact of this will be catastrophic on the surrounding
community, which has an already streszed infrastructure, and on the downtown
business district, the internationally known "Main Street, St. Thomas", which
will be rendered largely redundant. It will also devastate the taxi irdustry.
the only aspect of the tourism industry in the Territory which is controlled

by local people.
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It is clear botb that the Govermment is unable to act without such assistance
;;d that any delay will increase the cost of reacquisition as WICO moves
forward with its development.

The Save Long Bay Coalition calla on thils body to reaffirm its
recormendation te the General Assembly in 1988 that the administering Power be
called upon to address this matter and to assist the territorial Government in
finding the resources to acquire the property.

Unfortunately, last year's resolution did not reflect the actual
situation. It contained the following inaccurate language:

"the issue bad been settled by litigation and that the activities [6f

WICO} were subject to the regulatory powers of the Government of the

Territory”. {resolution 45/31)

In addition, last year's report noted the statement of the repesentative of
the territorial Govermment that it would seek external resources to acquire
the property. This year Governor Farrelly has made a direct and specific
request to the administering Power for assistance,

Given the lack of response in the past on this 1ssue by the administering
Power, it 1s indeed appropriate for this body to include language urging that
Power to take action to assist the territorial Government in this regard.

The loss of normal regulatcory authority over submerged land in a
navigable waterway, the loss of control over a major natural resource to a
private entity completely owned by persons foreign to the Territory and the
erection of a major commercial complex in an already crowded, overstressed
area which will have substantisl negative impacts on the social and economic
walfare of the community - all against the will of the people and Government

of this Non-Self-Governing Territory - canmot be permitted.
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(Mg, Rashid)
W;FD over lands in the harbour by paying the Company for what should have been
our birthright.

It will not surprise the Committee to learn that we are without funds feor
such a purchase. In a recent letter to the Secretary of State,

Governor Alexander Farrelly has written to seek the assistance of the
administering Power in providing funding. This correspondence has been met
with silence.

Virgin Islands 2000 now informs the Committee that am alternative means
of acquisition exists, and seeks the Committee's recommendation to the
administering Powar that due consideration and esncouragement should be glven
to megotimtions designed to make this altermative a reality. Previous
attempts at involving the administering Power have not met with the kind of
success that would be necessary for this endeavour to be executed.

My purpose in appearling today, therefore, is to bring to the attention of
the Committee the very real possibility that the Company's assets may be
purchased, as follows: in a plan already discussed with representatives of
the territorial executive, we propose to pursue financing options to acguire
the funding necessary to purchase the Company's assets. By the establishment
of an adminlstrative, governmental authority sufficiently independent to
undertake such financing options and other necessary activities - but
interlinked with the Govermment of the Virgin Islands, as are the several
exlsting semi-autonomous authorities which now administer, among other
concerns, water and power for the Territory - we propose to infuse into future
development of commercial activity in the harbour the concerns of the people
of the Territory for development of the filled lands in a manner designed to

benefit St. Thomas as a whole.
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necessery infrastructure - all against the will of the people and the
G;;ernment of thip Non-Self-Governing Territory - cannot be permitted,

We ask only the assistance necessary from theladministaring Power to
ensure that the price of buying back our birthright is a fair one, end that
such a purchase is made poesible.

We thank this Committee for its continuing consideration and support.

The petitioner withdrew,

t the invi ion of the izman, Mr. Ron Rivera rganization eopl

for Indigenous Rights) took a place at th etitioners’ table,

The CHATRMAN:; I call on Mr. Rivera,

Mr. RIVERA: Greetings from the Chamorro people of Guam and from the
Organization of People for Indigemous Rights (OPIR)}. OQur organizationm has on
previous occasions appeared before the Special Committee aad has provided
direct imsight with respect to the situation in Guam as a whole, and in
particular with respect to the plight of the indigenous people of Guam, the
Chamorros.

I am here today to reiterate our concerns about political and soccial
developments in Guam, provide a more balanced view of our homeland than that
normally reported before this body and, most impeortantly, to restate our
support for Chamorrc self-determination. Without the full recognition of the
right of Chamorros to decolonize their homeland, any attempt to alter Guam's
pelitical status is not only baseless hut inimical to the principles of huma;

rights for which the United Nations stands,
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(Mr. Rivera)

My presentation is in three parts. The first part outlines our position
on Chamorro self-determination. The second discusses OPIR's position with
respect to recent actions of the United States Goverament, including
statements made here and elsewhere. Third, we examine this Committee's
resolutions on Guam and how the United States has met its responsibilities
under General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and the Plan of Action for thea
full implementation of that resolution as adopted by the Genersl Assembly on
11 December 19B0.

Over 4,000 years ago the Mariama Islands were settled by a group of
people who came to be known as the Chamorros. Their existence was
“"discovered” by Europeans in 1521, and a century and a half later, in 1668,
the islands were colonized by Spain. Therefore, the Chamorro people have the
unfortunate distinction of being the first group of Pacific islanders to be
colonized by the West.

In the ensuing 300 years the Chamorrce people, without tbeir consent, have
been subject to other nations. Those pations have occupied Guam to further
their own interests and pursue the extension of their political arnd/or
economic power. Spain, Japan and the United States have all used Guam to
further their own objectives. Without exception, none has demonstrated
serious regard for the right of self-determination of the Chamorro people.
Instead there has been a process, conscious or unconscious, whichlhas in
effect reduced the social and politcial power of the Chamorro people through
the imposition of foreign institutions and the in-migration of non-natives,

Today the Chamorro people comprise less than 50 per cent of the total
population of Guam, In 1940 the Ckamorro pecple accounted for more than

90 per cent of the population. The changes that have been wrought by United
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Stgtes policy., particularly as a result of the building of military
installations, have been encrmous. Under these policies and laws, nearly all
newcomers are allowed to participste in Guam elections om political status.
1t is a clear miscarriage of justice to allow military personnel and new
residents to participate inm a political status process intended only for the
Chamorro people.

In its present status Guam is a colony of the United States. It will
remain a colony until the Chamorro people have exercised their right to
self-determination, The situation of the Chamorro people is not new in the
annals of United States policy. It is similar to that of the Americam Indian,
the Eskimo and the native Hawaiian. The end result has, unfortunately. always
been the same: the subjugated people eventually become displaced in their own
homeland and become a social underclass - the alienated, tha landless, the
uneducated, the poor and the institutionalized. That is what is happening to
the Chamorro people today. It is happening because the Chamorro people are
.disintegrating under the pressures of social and economic change thrust upon
them without their knowledge or control. It is important to understand that
sglf-determination in this context is more than the exercise of a political
principle; it is part of a larger process that will enahle the Chamorro people
to confront their future from a position of strength.

The relationship of the Chamorro people with the United States begamn with
the Spanish-American War near the turn of the last century. As a result of .
that war, the Chamorro péople of the Mariana Islands were divided. In the
Treaty of Paris of 1898 Spain ceded Guam to the United States and sold the
remainder of the island chain to Germany. It is instructive to note that the

Treaty of Paris contained the provision that
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"The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the

Territories hereby ceded to the Unlted States shall be determined by [the

United States] Congress®.

Germany subsequently lost the Northern Marianas to Japan, which obtained the
islands as a Leaqgue of Nations Mandate as a result of being on the side of the
Allies in the First World War.

Following the Second World War the Northern Marianas were placed under
the international trusteeship system created by Chapters XII and XIIXI of the
United Nations Charter. This system was to cover Territories detached from
enemy States as a result of the Second World War, Territories held under
Mandate and Territories voluntarily placed under the system by the States
rasponsible for their administration. On the other hand, Guam, as a
possession of the United States, was voluntarily placed by the United States
under the Declaration regarding Ron-Self-Governing Territories contained in
Chapter XI of the Charter.

The publication entitled The New Nations in the United Nations states that

"As a counterpoint to the trusteeship system, the Charter in
Chapter XI embodied a commitment by the Members controlling
Non-Self-Governing Territories to accept as a sacred trust the obligation
to promote to the utmost the well-being of the inhabitants of these
Territories. Further, to achieve this goal these Members agfeed to
develop self-government, to assist in the progressive development of free
political institutions and to tramsmit regularly to the Secretary-General
information on the economic, social and educational conditions in these
Territories™,

As a signatory to the United Nations Charter, the United States bears

responsibilities that are legally bindlng. Article VI of the United States
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Constitution clearly states that all treaties shall be treated as the supreme
law of the land. The United Nations Charter is a treaty among nationms.

To date, despite the Treaty of Paris, the démocratic traditions of the
United States and the United Nations Charter, the Chamorro people remain in
political limbo, The United States prefers to concentrate on the importance
of Guam as a strategic military location. In apparent recognition of its
responsibilities, however, the United States continues to report amnually to
the United Nations reqgarding Guam end the Chamorro people.

In this century the only status change for the Chamorro people was the
adoption of the Organic Act in 1950. That Act of the United States Congfess
declared the Chamorros to be United States citizemns and provided only the
basic essentlals of local govermment. It was not ratified through any local
refereadum.

It is important to note that since the advent of United States rule and
through United States pelicy, thousands of non-Chamorros have migrated to
Guam. These new residents, while they may have made many important
contributions to Guam, were never promised the right of self-determination for
Guam. It was the Chamorro people that had the dependent relationship with the
United States and to which the United States was responsible for bringing full
self-government in a process of self-determination. And it was on behalf of
the Chamorro people that the United States Congress wrote the Organic Act.

The Chamorros have not yet determined their future, as a result of a long
colonial history. Thé.presence of thousands of individuals who are themselves
part of the colonial legacy complicates the issue of self-determipation on
Guam. To allow them to participate in the Chamorro right of

self-determination violates the very esseace of an inalienable right. Such a
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While OPIR malnotalns that only the Chamorro people have the right to
change Guam's status from a NHon-Self-Governlng Territory to one considered as
having a full measure of self-government based on the principle of
self-determination, we are not opposed to an interim Federal-Territorial
Relations Act as outlined by the present Guam Commonwealth Act. We are not
opposed to the Act as written, because it acknowledges the legitimacy of
Chamorro self-determination. In addition, we are fully aware that to survive
as a people we must, by acquiring greater self-government, remove the colonial
shackles that bind our social, ecomnomic and political development. However,
it must be clearly stated that the current Act is not an act of
self-determination, although it is a significant prelude to the eventual

exoercise of self-determination.
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are fearful that various individuals aund the Governments they represent may
not fully understand the £ull dynamics of the tortuous path Guam has faced in
pursuing its pelitical status agenda, We feel that we must also romind the
Special Committee of the general ignorance both the American and the Guam
public have about the role of the Special Committee’s annual review, It is
clear that the United States Government has generally exploited this ignorance
to make appearance before this body seem disloyal and dangercus.

The United States Government finds objectionable the Chamorro
gelf-determination and "mutual consent" provisions of the Guam Commonwealth
Act which give Guam the right to examine the applicabllity of federal
legislation to Guam. Also receiving some negative reviews are control over
immigration and resource provisions which grant Guam the right to control land
and other resources in a way that ensures economic self-sufficiency.
Presumably, such provisions will complicate the military presence in Guam, On
this basis alone, it should be expected to receive a neqgative federal review.
These objections clearly demonstrate that the military presence in Guam
compromises moves towards self-determination despite the repeated
protestations to the contrary by United States representatives before the
Special Committee.

These objections and the manner in which they are being articulated
clearly indicate that the administering Power is not examining Guam'a
political status process through any new framework. The requests and desirés
of Guam are being routéd through the same hureaucratic channels and the
Commonwealth Act is heing treated as proposed legislation from a ceolony., It
is not being accorded the respect and dignity of a freely arrived at document

expressing the will of a people. Despite what may be reported to this body,






























A/AC.109/PV.1387
41

(Mr. Gongzalez Gonzalez)
The second plece of evidence is in resolution 1654 (XVI), which

established this Special Committee, where we finq in the third preambular
paragraph reference to operative paragraph 5 of resolution 1514 (XV). More
important still, operative paragraph 8 of the resolution calls upon the
Truateeship Council to cooperate with the Committee of 24 im its work. The
third piece of evidence is that neither before nor after the vote on what
became resolution 1514 (XV) did the United States present any objection or
resarvation to the inclusion of the Trust Territories. They did not do that
then and it does not appear reasonable to me for them to do so now. The
fourth piece of evidence is that during the first years of the existence of
this Committee, the Trusteeship Council cocperated with it. For example, if
we refer to documents A/AC.109/410 and 426, which are almost identical, we
note the following in one of the paragraphs:

{ ke in Engligh)

*In accordance with the wish expressed by the Council, 1 am prepared to
discuss with you any further asslistance which the Special Committee may
require of the Trusteeship Council."
{continued in Spanish)
The fifth piece of evidence is that between the first years of the
existence of this Committee the United States was one of its members and
participated during the discussion and consideration of the Trust Territory of

the Pacific Islands. We note in document A/AC.109/PV.310, page 33, that

Mr, Dickinson, the representative of the United States in the Committee of 24,

stated the following:
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(spoke in Engligh)

“Any proposals for action made by the Subcommittee or the Special
Committee with respect to the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands must
be in the form of proposals to the Gemeral Assembly and the latter could
make recommendations to the Security Council.”

(continued in Spanish)

Mr. Dickinson also said:

(spoke in English)

“$o I think there is no contradiction in our agreement that this

Committee had perfect right to discuss this Territory.™
{gontinped ip Spanish)

It is generally accepted that one piece of evidence suffices, Therefore,
I think that these five examples should more than suffice.

Given these examples of evidence, it seem3 to me that the poaition of the
United States in denying the jurisdictiom of the Committee over this colonial
Territory cam only be called arbltrary. Perhaps it may be the way the United
States exerts political or economic pressure on some representatives, for the
less talk about and knowledge of this colonlal Territory the freer the United
States wlll be te do what Wall Street and the Pentagon want to be done.
Although I consider the proof T have presented to be irrefutable, that does
not lead me to believe that the United States will immediately change its
tune. As the saying goes, a leopard cannot change its spots.

Last year on 6 December, I had the opportunity to see a very revealing
programme on the Marshall Islands, one of the four entitles that make up the
Territory we are considering. The negative impression that the film gave me

was such that T felt it my duty to try to obtain a copy ¢of the programme to be
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able to show it today to the members of the Committee of 24. I failed.
However, I did get the script of the programme which I intend to distribute
for the benefit of all concerned, The Marshall Islands, as we all know, has
applied for admission to the United Hatioms. But I shall speak later of that,
because it appears that unforeseen problems have arisen, as some would say.
Others might say that these problems were foreseen, problems with respoct to
the petition of this Territory or country. With respect to the script I
mentioned, membars will doubtless note the introductory words where the
administering Power is accused of acting to destroy the lives of the
inhabitants of the islands. They will doubtless note, too, the plans to send
to these islands every year approximately 3 million tons of highly toxic waste
picked up from around the western part of the United States. I would suggest
that the Committee of 24 obtmin and use two or three videotape copies of this
programme in order to demonstrate to those who are not very much aware of wbhat
colonlalism really is this particular aspect of colonialism, wbich is one of
the most painful aspects of colenialism.

On 22 December 1990, the Trusteeship Council - or really the United
States of Amerlca - succeeded in having the Security Council liberate from
this country three of the four entities in which the Territory had been
divided. That was done two days before Christmas, when hardly anything was
going on at the United Nations and despite the fact that the Governer of the
Mariana Islands, suppor;ed by the Presldent of the Senate of Palau, asked that
no action be takenm on what was proposed by the Trusteeship Council, or
actually by the United States. The petition of those two dignitaries was not
considered, nor was the petition of the revelutionary Government of Cuba and

its request that these two petitions be heard and that final action on the
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Territory be postponed. The United States thus succeeded in putting the
Security Council in its pocket, as it were, but it did not succeed in putting
Cuba in its pocket, for Cuba voted against what was decided there.

Since the subject of decolonizationm is of great interest to me and as I
did not quite understand what had happened in the Security Council - and I
still do not understand what happened, to be absolutely frank - I decided to
contact the President of the Sacurity Council to see if he would be 30 good as
to explain to me exactly what hed happened and what had really become of tbe

status of the three entities, that is, what was thaen the true legal political

status of eacb of them.
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My family at present growing up in the Islands is the sixth generation,
and the future for them holds all kinds of opportunities that were not
available in the past, The Falkland Islands Government provides them with an
excellent education, and further education of their choice in the United
Kingdom. My eldest daughter commences a university degree course in
agricultural science in September, whilst my youngest daughter hopes to read
medicine. I mention this because both my children hope to return to the
Islands to follow thelr chosen professions.

Each year, the aumber of children seeking further education increases,
and we welcome and encourage this. Further education is funded by our
Govermnment, with financial help from the British Council, From 1992, all
education, whether at home or abroad, will be solely funded by the Falklanﬁ
Islands Government.

A recent census undertaken in the Islands shows an increase in the
resident population of 20 per cent since the last census, in 1986. This
figure excludes all military and contract labour.

While we welcome the better relations which have been established between
Great Britain and Argentina, I am here to reiterate - yet again - that the
Falkland Islanders do not want closer ties with Argentina. We are well
content to be British citizens and to uphold our allegiance to Her Majesty the
Queen and Her Government. We do not feel we have anything in common with
Argentina, other than the geographical fact that we have some miles of the
south-west Atlantie Ocean between us. Unless Argentina has sense enough to
discontinue its claim of sovereignty over our Islands, this state of affairs

between us will continue.
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But, it must be clearly understood by Argentina, and this Committee, that
we are not prepared to entertain any suggestion of a change in sovereignty.
Recently, Mr, Garel-Jones, the United Kingdom's Minister of State at the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office, said that talks about sovereignty are out of
the guestion. We take great comfort from this statement: at present, the
discussion of sovereignty of the Islands has been put under an umbrella, and
we sincerely hope that this umbrella doss not begin to leak, and that
discussions about sovereignty are not dragged to the fore again by Argentina.

We welcome the minimal presence of the United Kingdom military forces,
which provide a sufficient deterrent to distance aggressors from our shores;
we are happy for that presence to be maintained for as long as we consider
nacessary.

In 1992, we will be funding a2ll ocur ongeing projects oursalves. We are
suffering the results of the world-wide recession in the wool industry, but we
are managing to support our farming community.

Government this year has purchased the remaining farms that were owned by
the Falkland Islands Company. A company called Falkland Landholdings has been
set up to bandle the management of the farms. It is hoped that in due course
this land will be seold to individual farmers.

Since 1982, a great deal has been achieved in the Islands. Most of the
roads . in Stanley have been renewed and repaired; housing has increasad hy
60 per cent. Most of the new houses have been funded through Government, some
for the Government housing poal, some for sale to private individuals. We are
encouraging people who rent Government houses to buy their own homes rather
than rent them. Private individuals are also offered generous terms to

purchase plots of land and build their own houses,
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We have a new water filtration plant for Stanley., and have renewed old
water pipes throughout the town. Naw generators have been installed in the
power station to cope with the incremsed demand for electricity.

A new secondary school is under comnstruction which will enable our
children to enjoy a wider-ranging syllabus and better facilities than they
enjoyed in the past. The schoel will alse incorporate a community centre,
squash courts and a community library. We now alse have an indoor public
swimming pool.

Our old hospital was, unfortunately, burned down in 1984. We now have a
modern, well-equipped new hospital, which is run jeintly by civilian and
military staff and can offer excellent medical and nursing care, not only to
our own people, but alse to many thousands of foreign fishermen.

The Cable and Wireless Company is in the process of completing the
installation of a sophisticated telephone system.

We are well aware of the fact that the majority of our revenue comes from
fisheries. We will continue to do all in our power to safeguard the fish.
stocks in our area. But we are not content to sit back and accept that our
financial future rests only with the revenue we obtain from fishing: we will
leook to any sound financial proposition which may arise, whether in the
agricultural fieid or perhaps from hydrocarbons - if in due course that proves
to be a viable proposition. We feel we have a good future to offer our
younger generation.

There is plenty of opportunity for local investment. Qur inflation rate

is currently running at 7 per cent.
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I hops I have spelled out the reasons why we desire to live our lives
under British rule. If we are thought intransigent because we refuse to have
closer contacts with Argentina, so be it. Only 2 madman would invite into his
house someone he knows wants to steal not only his house but his land as well.

I would respectfully suggest to Argentina, which is on the whole a good
Catholic country, that they read and obey the tenth commandment, which says
“Thou shalt not covet™. If they could only be content sorting out the
problems in their own vast and beautiful country there would be no contention
between us.

On thls, my first visit to the United Natioms, I thank members for
listening to me,

The CHAIRMAN: I call on Mr., Clifton.
Mc. CLIFTON: I am grateful for this opportunity to address the
Special Committee and speak to the draft resolution before it.

My name is Lewls Clifton and I was invited, as a resident of the Falkland
Izlands., to speak here today by the elected memhers of the Legislative Council
of the Falkland Islands. I have served as an elected member of both the
Legislative and the Executive Councils of the Falkland Islands; during that
time I addressed the gquestion of the Falkland Islands at the Fourth Committee
debates, in 1985 and 1986. During the years 1987 to 1990 I was the Falkland
Islands Government representative in Londen, Last year I addressed this
Committee on the Falklands question. I am currently a student at the London
School of Economics.

My British and Norwegian forebears settled in the islands during the late

18005, and my family has lived there continuously since then,
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- All too frequently the smallness and the extraction of our population are
used as a means of suggesting that we are not entitled to the right to our
home and that we should not enjoy the right to self-determination as enshrined
among the principles of the United Nations Charter. The Falkland Islands
Constitution Order of 1985 states:

"All peoples have the right to self-determination, and by wvirtue of that

right they freely determine their political status and freely pursue

their economie, . social and cultural development".
We exercise this right and in so doing choose not to have political, social,
cultural or economic relationships with Argentina, We look to the United
Hations to uphold ocur right to self-determination and to promote it in
conformity with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.,

Falkland Islanders have lived peacefully in the Falkland Islands for more
than 150 years. We have develcped our own distinct culture and institutions.
But whilst we are a people in our own right we choose to maintain our
traditional links with the United Kingdom.

Those ignorant of the facts of living in the Palkland Islands say that
the absence of a relationship with Argentina creates hardship and suffering
for the islanders. That is simply mot so., We enjoy the benefits of our own
sophisticated modérn hospital, modern secondary education to be supplemented
in the new year by a new 10-million-pound college facility financed by the
Falkland Islands Government, twice weekly air travel to the United Kingdom and
twice monthly flights to funta Arenas in Chile. Demand for services is
therefore being met with supply. Sea connections with Chile and Uruguay are

provided for on an irregular basis.
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ares is this more evident than in the Islands® administrative structure where
many former expatriate-held positions have been successfully filled by
islanders.

Islanders have welcomed the bilateral arrangements between the
Governments of the United Kingdom and Argentina. However., they are concerned
as to the capacity and limitations of the sovereignty “umbrella". It is
because of this that islanders feel forever bound, despite recent assurances
from British Government Ministers, to exercise the opportunity to petition the
Special Committee.

The question of the Falkland Islands has been on this Committee's agenda
for a long time, and it seems unlikely to disappear guickly. Despite previous
assurances that the Falklands issue is low on the Argentine foreign policy
agenda, it has through the very draft resolution before the Committee today
been placed at a higher and more immediate level. The Argentines are c¢learly
upset that the bilateral improvements have not provided for any movement on
. the Falklands guestion. Movement on that gquestion is precisely what Falkland
Islanders are most fearful of. We do not want to become Argentines.

The petitioners from Argentina the Committee will hear today will
doubtless suggest all manner of good reasons - good only in their or their
Government's eyeé - why the Falkland Islands should become part of Argentina.
Their forebears chose to go and live in Argentina just as many European
settlers chose to go and live in other, now independent and democratic
countries of the world. IIt was an exercise in freedom of choice., The
Falkland Islands' choice is to maintain the status quo. We want to remain

British and maintain our traditional links with the United Kingdom.
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It is all a question of the right to self-determination. The United
Nations Charter provides for this, yet the Argentines clearly interpret it in
a different manner. Did they permit the Falkland Islanders to exercise that
right when they so coldly and calculatingly invaded my homeland in 19827 Ho,
they did not, and that is precisely why two permanent residents, as
representatives of the Falkland Islands, have sought to aspeak here today.

Councillor Edwards spoke of the fear of a leaky 'sovereignty umbrella".
This c¢an hest be summarized by a statement ln our Legislative Assembly
recently by a member who said, "The only rain I want to see fall on the
Falkland Islands is the reign of a British monarch".

We know the Argentine claim to our islands is unlikely to go away, and
that is why we will be forever resclute in saying that we do not want to
become Argentines. Nor do we wish to see a change in the sovereign status of
our homeland.

Th etition wi Iew.
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a ;h etitioners' table.
he CHAIRMAN: I now call on Mr. Vernet.

Mr., VERNET {interpretatiom from Spanish): ‘It is an honour for me to
be here and I would like to thank the Special Committee for allowing me to
address it as a petitioner.

As an Argentine citizem and a great-great-grandson of Don Luis Vernet,
the first Governor of the Malvinas Islands, I am interested and concerned
about everything regarding the archipelago.

I am here te request that through negotiations an end be put to the
colonial status of the Malvinas Islands and the current dispute about
govereignty over it and that the political, economic and social relations with
the continental territory of Argentina be normalized.

I am living evidence of the faet that there are Argentine citizens who
peacefully settled and progressed in these islands and were forcibly expelled
from their homes.

I come to speak not about the juridical aspect, which has been explained
many times by prestigious men from my country, but about the real and human
aspect and its meaning to the Argentines.

In 1829, before he was appointed Governor by the Argentine Government,
Luis Vernet was living peacefully with his wife and children in the Malvinas
Islands, dedicated to their progress and development. At the same time. a
significant stable population was formed and achieved important results and
benefits from their daily labour.

After Vernet had been appointed Governor., Port Soledad, in the midst of
the Southern Seas, developed its potential under his leadership. The bases

for future wealth were established, creating under the Argentine flag a
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fishing fleet involved in catching whales and sea lions, which abounded in our
territorial waters, and regulating fishing so as to avoid exterminating these
species. Likewise, the first farms were established, and land was classified
and distributed among the inhabitants.

There was order and prosperity. As Governor, Vernet officially informed
the Government at Buenss Aires, in letters dated 29 December 1829 and
25 August 1830, about improvements in the islands and regquested protection
owing to consﬁant violations of the fishing laws.

We should point out a fact that is mnot very well known but which clearly
demonstrates, among other things, the Argentine presence in the archipelago.
Vernet sent a ship from Port Soledad to the Georgla Islands to help nine
persons who had been shipwrecked there for 15 months and rescued them.

It is clear that Argentina had exercized sovereignty in the Georgia
Islands and that seafarers of the time knew that they could count on the
Argentine aunthorities in the Malvinas Islands when they needed help.
Likewise, they knew that there was a happy and progressive population living
there which did not suspect the coming of troubled times because of foreign
intervention,

Today representatives of the islands have been coming to this
international forum seeking recognition by the world community., saying that
they are British and wish to remain so and reguesting self-determination in
spite of the fact that their legal relationship to the territory they occupy
is guestionable.

Argentina understands that its claim to sovereignty over the Malvinas
Islands is of ﬁoncern to the present inhabitants. For tﬁat reason Argentina
believes that their interests should be taken into consideration in such a way

that their lives will not undergo substantial chenge,
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‘We are happy to mee the incremssed progress and prosperity in the iszlands
after long periods of suffering. However, we should like to point ocut the
different Argentine circumstances as regards the British position, since there
are no citizens in the islands coming from the continental territory of
Argentina as they were never allowed to establish themselves there.

Before Argentina's birth as an independent nation, the many British
citizens living in Argentine territory were allowed to develop thanks to
constitutional laws and privileges. Today they are part of an important
community living together with others in a pluralistic system that typifies
our culture and diverse facets.

The selzure and usurpation of the Malvinas Islands by Great Britain and
the displacement of the population made up of Argentine citizens are
well-known facts.

Argentina never condoned the aggression and illlegal cccupation of the

islands by the United Kingdom. Since 1833, on every possible occasion it has
officially protested to the British Government and made its claim for the
return of the archipelage. However, through the years the United Kingdom
showed no interest or disposition to resolve the existing comtrovery over
sovereignty.

Coming back now to the Argentine mllitary and political commander in the
Malvinas Islands, of whom I have the honour to be a descemdant, it is clear
that its capital at the time, Port Soledad, administered the territory with
prudence and a sense of progress. The chief activity was cattle-raising;
other activities included fishing and sea-lion hunting, not only in the
Malvinas Islands but alsc the Estates Islands, which, with the other islands,

came under the same administrative region. The population was fixed and
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stable. There were also hunters, seafarers, scientists and wmerchants, who
were allowed to settle on a seasonal basis - somethlng which Argentine
citizens are unable to do today.

The products of the islands were sent not only to Buenos Aires but also
exported to Brazil, Europe and the United States. It is fitting here to quote
the opinion of the British navigator, Fitzroy, who was invited by Vernet when
he arrived in the Malvinas:

“His house is large, with only one floor and thick stone walls. I
found there a good library with Spanish, German and English books.

During lunch we enjoyed cheerful conversation in which Mr. Vernet and his

wife took part, as did Mr. ﬁrisbane and others, At night there was

dancing and music. In the room there was & grand piano. Mrs. Verne;,
who was from Buenos Aires, sang beautifully, which sounded a little
strange in the Malvinas Islands, where we expected to find only sea lion
hunters",

The question of the Malvinas Islands is a typical case of colonization
through usurpation, The British occupied them by force, expelling the whole
established Argentine population and leaving behind a British gerrison. Years
later they began to send their own citizens under contract to a commercial
company, whose goal was to exploit the riches that the Argentines were forced
to abandon.

Today the Malvinas Islands are out of their natural context, namely, the
Argentine Republic. Its inhabitants are dependents of the United Kingdom,
under the typical limitations of a colonial system. Although it has improved
in some aspects, it is still a colonial system under and dependent on the

United Kingdom.
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_At this time, when we are witnessing the rebirth of a new humanism and
the strengthening of democracies throughout the world, it is totally
anachromnistic for the United Kingdom to persist in keeping the Malvinas
Islands under its colonial rule, thereby aveiding an agreement with the
Argentine Republic, which is claiming them in accordance with the principle ot
justice and peace among peoples., The men and women currently inhabiting the
Malvinas can rest assured about their legitimate rights and dignity, as the
Argentine Republic, its people and authorities fervently wish to uphold
democracy, the rule of law, liberty and justice. The solution to the dispute
would not adversely affect them, On the contrary, it would be a boon to |
them. For all these reasoms, I am requesting thakt the Committee urge the
United Kingdom to enter imto appropriate megotiations on the questicn of the
Malvinas with the Argentine Republic, as recommended by all the relevant
Ceneral Assembly resolutions.

The_petitionar withdrew.

At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Juan Scott took a_place ak the
petitioners' tahble.

The A ¢t I now call on Mr. Scott.
Mr DIT: Thank you very much for accepting my request to be heard
by the Committee.

I address you today as a member of a Malvinas Islands family who
emigrated to the Argentine mainland, owing te the poor prospects for progress )
that the colonial atructufe of those islands offered at the time. I also
speak as an inhabitant of the province of Santa Cruz, which is the nearest
part of Patagomia to the Islands. I am motivated and esncouraged to express my
opinion on the sovereignty dispute over the archipelago, particularly as I

have relatives still living there.
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The long-standing dispute over the Malvinas Islands is a matter of
preoccupation for all the inhabitants of the region. My family was
established in Puerto San Julian in the province of Santa Cruz, which is where
Magellan spent the winter of 1520 when looking for a way through to the
Pacific, and also when, because of disagreements with his Commander,

Esteban Gomez abandoned the expedition, sailing back to Europe. That is when
he sighted the Malvinas Islands as he sailed by them, 72 years before
John Davis.

It iz not my purpose to talk about world history in this statement, but
rather to present my thoughts on how once and for all we should come to an
understanding on this controversial question.

The British Govermnment has not always shown consideration for the
Malvinas islanders. My countrymen - the Argentines - have been and are
willing not only to respect the islanders and their way of life, but also to
be able gradually to share resources and cooperate in all fields.

We all remember the close contacts we had for many years before 1982, the
year in which war broke out, a war that I myself did not justify, just as I
never justified Britain's taking over the Malvinas by force in 1833.

Argentina has never signed away its rights of ownership of the Malvinas.
Instead, it has constantly protested against the illegal and continued British
occupation of the Islands. The Arqgentine Republic is at present striving to
become the prominent counktry it used to be. Democracy has come to stay, and
the world knows that we are working hard for it. We are conscious that it is
not an easy job, and that it will take time., Moreover, we are convinced that
this is the only way to make progress in the eyes of the world and demonstrate

that we are responsiple and capable eancugh so that, some day, the Malvinas



A/AC.109/PV.1387
68-70

{Mr, Scott)
Islands can be integrated into the Argentine mainland and the South American
continent,

The Argentine Republic¢ is already able to foster progress in the region.
In many respects we enjoy excellent conditions for doing so, particularly in
advanced sheep breeding and in communications. It is interesting to note that
Argentine studs and a part of their flocks have improved over time through
breeding with the best sheep from Australia and New Zealand.

As to communications, both communities have had good experiences in the
past, and we are most willing to renew them as soon as possible.

The United Nations has a very clear interpretation of the question of the
Malvinas Islands, which is to be considered within the context of
decolonization, and calls for a negotiated settlement that would fully respect
the territorial integrity of Argentina.

The Argentine position is buttressed by a number of General Assembly
resolutions and hy historical claims that go back to the colonial era. These
?esolutions have called upon both sides to negotiate, which means that the
United Nations has deemed Argentina’'s case to be well founded.

The Govermment of Great Britain, which through the years hes advanced
various arguments to justify its sovereignty over the Malvinas, now refers to
the right to self—deéermination. British law recognizes that the Malvinas
islanders are British. To assert that the British settlers in the Malvinas
have the right to self-determination and that their wishes must be considered
paramount is equivalent to-saying that a particular group of British citizens

can be arbiters in a dispute between their own country &nd ancther country.
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The Malvinas islanders cannot have rights different from those of their
fellow countrymen, Of course, those British islanders have interests, and
they must be fully considered, but they cennot be allowed to act as arbiters
in a territorial dispute between both countries.

There are important economi¢ aspects in the region that we must not
forget to mention today: fishing and hydrocarbons.

In what concerns fishing, I am pleased to say that information has been
published about some agreements that have been signed between the Argentine
and British Governments, agreements that are the consequence of a dialogue
which is being enriched day by day and which I hope will increase,

Referring to hydrocarbons., there are many reasons why a fruitful dialogque
should also take place. If the British Government acts unilaterally, there is
no doubt that a troublesome atmosphere between the two countries would lead to
the erection of an unnecessary barrier to the solution of more important
affairs to be resclved through cooperation.

Both Argentina and Britain have had in past years an intensive and rich
relationship based on economic and cultural agreements. A great number of
British citizens and their descendants live in great comfort in my country,
and are protected in the same way as any other Argentine citizen. I am-
convinced that this is a problem which ought to he handled through
negotiations aimed at reaching a compromise acceptable to both sides.

The world is in great need of peace and understanding, and I know that
this Committee cen do a great deal to promote a solution of this question.

That is why, honourable gentlemen, I encourage you to intensify your
assistance for a just and lasting solution to the sovereignty dispute over the
Malvinas Islands.

The petitioney wjithdrew,
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The CHAIRMAN: HWe have now concluded the hearings on the item.

.0n behalf of the Committee and on my own behalf, I wish to express the
Committee's appreciation to the petitioners for their statements and for the
information they have furnished to us. .

If there are no speakers at this time, the Committee will continue
consideration ¢f the item at a subseguent meeting with a view to taking action

thereon.

The meeting rose at 1.25 p.m.






