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'I'he .meetinr, uas called to order_ at 11 a.m. 

QUESTION OF THE FALKLAT1D ISLAHDS (MALVUJAS) (A/AC.109/752 ; A/AC.109/1.1486) 

( continued) 

i.frs ._ COP-Oi'!EL de TIODRIGU:CZ_ (Venezuela) ( interpretation from Spanish): 

I wfoh to introduce the draft resolution contained in document l\./AC.109/1.1486, 

doinr; so also on behalf of the delegations of Chile and Cuba, co-sponsors 

of' the draft resolution, whose names do not appear on the document for 

technical reasons. The draft resolution is introduced out of a desire to 

ensure that the Republic of /\rc;entina and the United Kingdom of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland may resume negotiations in order to find a 

JJen.ceful solution to the sovereic;nty dispute relating to the Falkland 

lslanus ( Vial vinas) as soon as possible. 

The draft resolution taJtcs into account the existence of R de facto 

cess.ition of hostilities in the South Atlantic and the expressed intention of 

the purties not to renew them. It also reaffirms the need for the parties to 

tnke oue account of the interests of the population of the Islands in accordance 

with the provisions of General Assembly resolutions 2065 (XX), 3160 (XXVIII) 

and 37/';'. Likewise~ it reaffirms the principles of the Charter of the 

United Eations on the non-use of force or the threat of force in international 

r elations and the pee.ceful settlement of international disputes. 

The draft resolution requests the Governments of Ar~entina and the 

United 1Cincdo1n of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to resume negotiations 

in orcl.er to find as soon as possible a peaceful solution to the sovereic;nty 

dispute relatinp, to the Islands. It expresses iti:; support for the renewed 

mission of r:ood offices undertaken by the Secretary-General on the hasis of 

General .'\ssembly resolution 37 /9 in order to assist the parties to 

resume nec;otiations. 

Finally , the ur:i.ft resolution states that the Special Committee clecides, 

sub,iect to uny clirectiven uhich the General Assembly may issue at its 

thirty--cic;h th ncssion, to continue to examine the queztion of the Falkland 

IslnnLl s ( Vial vinas) . 
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(!:J!:~. _ Coronel de __ Rodriguez , Venezuela) 

As can be seen from the text, the intension of the sponsors is clear. It 

is, first, to contribute to the Committee's work in such a way that it may 

achieve its objectives , and, secondly , to urge the parties to the dispute to 

spare no efforts to achieve a peaceful, practical and lastinP, solution to the 

~roblem of the Falkland Isiands (Malvinas). 

I trust that members of the Committee will give their full support to the 

text, since it is fully in keeping with resolution 37/9, adopted by the 

General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session. 

The co-sponsors ask that the Committee reach an iramediate decision on the 

draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN: I understand that Mr. Cheek has indicated his wish to 

provide the Committee with further information. I call on Vu-. Cheek. 

r,1r. CHEEK: Mr. Chairman, I should like to thank you for allowing me to 

speak once again. I have additional information which I believe the Committee 

will welcome. 
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(Mr. Cheek) 

The petitioner, VJ!'. Betts, made what I consider to be a . useful comment 

yesterday that his and other speeches should be circulated in the Islands and we 

can say, in fact, that the petitioners' speeches from the meeting of the Fourth 

Committee of last year were made public in the Islands. We have already taken 

steps to ensure that his speech and others from yesterday will likewise be 

publicized. This of course continues our policy of providing as much information 

as possible from these meetings and also from those meetings between Argentina 

and Britain which Islanders attended and which were then terminated on 2 April 

last year. 

Cne further point: we listened to an address yesterday which indicated 

thnt 70 per cent of the Islands' workin~ population is employed by either the 

Falkland Islands Company or the Falkland Islands Government. The Committee 

may like to hear an accurate figure taken from last year's tax returns, which 

reveals that only 43.75 per cent of the work-force work for the Falkland 

Islands Company and the Falkland Islnr.ds GovcI:Dlllent. 

One last point: the other petitioner, Mr. Rozee, said -· or rather 

complained, if I may use that expression - that ordinary people - and he 

specifically mentioned shepherds - had no chance of advancement in the Islands. 

r.ra.y I use two examples which hardly equate with his remarks. First, in my own 

case, I am the son of a shepherd and, because of circumstances at that time, I 

only attended school between the ages of eight and 14. Yet, as in most parts 

of the world, one can advance oneself if one is prepared to work hard. Secondly, 

with the sub-division of large farms over the last few years, no fewer than 

21 shepherds have managed to buy their 01-m i:small" farms - I am talking of 

somethin~ in the region of 10,000to 20,000 acres - ond start their own 

businesses that way. I hardly think this equates with the patitioner's 

comments. 

Sir John THOMSOU (United Kingdom): I think that the Committee will 

have been struck by the difference between the speeches of the representative 

of Areentina yesterday afternoon and my own. His speech, if I may say so, was 

directed largely towards legal questions and towards the General Assembly. 

Hy speech, if I may so characterize it, was directed primarily towards the 

considerations which are the special responsibility of this Committee, in other 
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(Sir John Thomson, United Kingdon~) 

words , the responsibility that this Committee has t.ow~rc.J.n the inhabitants of 

Hon-Self•-Governing Territ.ories. I think the Committee will have been struck by 

this difference and I think it is a fundamental point. 

I should like to mention one or two points which were raised yesterday 

and which I think must just briefly be rebutted. The fact is that there was an 

invo.si.on of the Falkland Inlands in 1982, a few weeks after what had appeared to 

be a fruitful session of b:il~tc'?:"Q.l neg'.)tiatil"ln:::;. That invasion changed the 

situation. It is simply no use pretending that 10,000 men going into somebody 

else 's tc'?:"rit"'rY crmtr(')lling c-,nebody else I s unwilling population can be 

r.egl ectc:l. It has cut short the negotiations which were continuing at thRt time. 

It ho.s just changed the situation and we have to begin from that point. 



RH/8 A/AC.109/PV.1239 
6 

(Sir John Thomson, United Kingdom) 

It strikes me as odd, therefore, when I hear accusations of militarism 

directed against my Government. The militarism came, if I may say so, from only 

one source. It is palpably ridiculous to su~Gest that there is something like a 

base of the North Atlantic Treaty Oreanization (NATO) in the South Atlantic. This 

simply ne13lects the North Atlantic Treaty~ which is a public document that 

restricts NATO to a specific area in the Northern Hemisphere. There is simply 

no question of a NATO base anywhere in the Southern Hemisphere, let alone in 

the Falkland Islands. 

I deplore the suggesticn to the contrary because it seems to me that we have 

a difficult enoue;h situation between the Ar~entine and the United ICinc;dom ov~r 

this question without bringing in overtones of the East-West rivalry. 

It has aJ so been sum:,;ested that somehow or other there is something special 

about this base in a m.:.cl<'~.r .. ~y. 'l'ha.t tee is rid.iculcu~, ··.nd ' ::·.u:.: t s!:l.y I an 

surprised that it comes from a Government which has not ratified the Treaty of 

'i'latelolco and is directed UGainst a Government - mine •· which has ratified the 

two relevant protocols. 

Then there is the oddity of the references to South Geor::;ia and South Sandwich 

Islands. These have nothine historically or legally to do with the Argentine 

claims to the Falkland Islands. They are an entirely different matter. The 

l\r(';entine claim to South Georc;ia and South Sandwich Islands came long, long after 

its claims to the Falkland Islands, and I will not take up the Committee's time 

on this (lUestion but will simply note that they have been refuted in the proper 

place by my deler;ation. 

Finally, I should like to come back to what seerns to me to be the heart of 

the matter for this Committee. Other United Nations bodies can perhaps look at 

otl1er and wider questions, but surely this Committee has its own charter ancl its 

own particular cet of responsibilities. I would nslc the followinc; questions: le 

the rieht of self-determination inalienable? Yes. Do the inhabitants of 

Non--Self .. Governinc; Territories have the right of self-determination? Surely yes• 
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(§Jr John 'I'hornson , United_Kinp.;dom) 

Is the Falkland Islands a i'Jon-Self-Covernine; Territory? This Committee has 

accepted it as such for 25 years. Do the Fallclanders have the inalienable right 

to self-determination? Surely yes. .Does this Committee have the responsibility 

to uphold the inalienable ric;ht of self- ·determination for the inhabitants of 

Hon-··Self-Governing Terri tori es and therefore for the Falkland Islanders? That 

is a question I leave to the CorrMittee. 

Hr._MUMIZ (Ar,zentinu)(interpretation from Spani..sh) : I have listened 

with :;reat attention to the statement of the representative of the United 

nn.::;dom ; an<l I must say that the statement I made yesterday was supported by 

concrete facts rather than by my own personal opinions. As for the 

ar r;uments put foruard by the representative of the United ICin,'.;dOm in the 

statement he Hade yesterday, as well as in the words he has just uttered today , 

they were covered, in large part, in the statement I made during yesterday 1 s 

meetin6 • 

Nevertheless, before moving on to other points', I should like to state clearly 

that when we refer to the establishment of a l'lilitary base , as I explained , 

in detail yesterday , it is not merely an opinion we Argentinians are expressing; 

the memlJcrs of the British armed forces themselves have on many occasions referred 

to the construction of such a base which would be c f fundmuent~l ntr~te,".ic 

importance for the defence of the South Atlantic . It is perfectly clear from 

their own statementn that this is no capricious interpretation by one of the 

parties. 

\Tith recard to the interpretation the representative of the United Kingdom ~ives 

to the ri.::,;ht to self ..:determihation · of colbriial · peoples' in connectibn ·with the ., · 

question of the Malvinas Islands, that does not hold up under even the most cursory 
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(Mr. Mufiiz, Argentina) 

rJ.nalysis. That is hardly surprising, since for 19 years the Special Committee 

and the General Assembly have rejected that interpretation. One noteworthy 

aspect of the British statement is the manner in which it eluded any reference 

to two fundamental elements of the question before us. The first element is the 

fact that the United Kingdom violates the United Nations Charter by not complyine: 

with the fundamental obligation incumbent upon all States to settle their 

international disputes in a peaceful manner. The United Kingdom, a Founding 

Member of this Organization and a Permanent Member of the Security Council with 

snecial responsibilities for the maintenance of international peace and security, 

refuses to settle its dispute with Are;entina through negotiations, which is the 

primary means contemplated in the Charter for the settlement ()f international 

disputes. Moreover~ the United Kin~dom refuses to comply with the resolutions 

of the General Assembly on the question of the Malvinas Islands which, as we 

know, ure;e the parties to enter into such negotiations. It is unnecessary for 

me to point out that in so doing the British Government is pursuing a policy 

that endancers the peace and stability of the region. 

~he second element that was not mentioned in the United Kingdom's statement 

has to do with the militarization of the territories that are in dispute with 

Argentina. The British Government knows full well that its current policy in 

the South Atlantic, which envisages the transformation of the Mal vinas Islands 

into an air and naval base, brine;s it into confrontation not only with my country 

but with the entire La.tin American ree;ion. As can be seen in the working paper 

prepared by the Secretariat, · document A/AC.109/752, there are 4,000 members of 

the British armed forces on the Islands, more that twice the population. 
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(Mr. Muniz, Argentina) 

The United Kingdom is building a strateBic airport capable of receiving the 

larr,est existing aircraft. This is obviously out of all proportion to the United 

Kinedom's alleged purpose of defending the Islands. Furthermore , it has nuclear­

powered and nuclear--armed warships in waters adjacent to the disputed territories, 

as well as an arbitrary, iller,al exclusive zone which bars access by Argentine 

craft to a considerable part of the exclusive economic zone of Argentine 

continental territory. 

All these acts undoubtedly violate the United Nations Charter and are 

eloquent proof of the . United . Kingdom I s unwillingness to . solve the existing 

dispute by peaceful means. 

Finally, I also ,rish to draw the attention of representatives to the fact 

that in yesterday :s statement the British representative insinuated that this 

Com..mittee lacks competence over the question of the Malvinas. There is no 

doubt that the Committee on decolonization is competent to deal with all 

Territories under colonial domination. That is its raison d'etre. In the 

snecific case of the Malvinas that competence has been exercised since 1964. 

Since then the Committee has year after year adopted decisions on this issue. 

As if that were not enough, let it be recalled that the United Kingdom itself, 

in 1946, ir,cluded the Malvinas on the list of colonial Territories. The real 

situation is that the United Kinr,dom , by means of technicalities, is trying to 

deny the colonial nature of the Malvinas and thus annex the territories involved 

in the dispute with my country. The decolonization process is very far advanced 

and this Committee has played a very important role in this eigantic task , The 

British efforts to undo those efforts will certainly not prevail. 

The CHAIR~1AN: As there are no further speakers the Committee will 

proceed to take action on draft resolution A/Ac.109/1.1486. 

I shall first call on those representatives who wish to explain their vote 

before the voting. 

Mr. RAM (Fi,ji): My delegation explained its position on this item 

at len~th when the subject was discussed in the General Assembly last year. 

Our comments here will therefore be brief. 
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(Mr. Ram, Fi,ji) 

My delee;ation welcomes the call i:r. the Jrn.ft :--cscl'J.tior. f o~'.' !"es•1mptil"'n "If 

r, e: ,:-;"t :i :<1.t:i.m·,~ to ::ettl0 tlie ::cre:r-d. 3:ntJr dicJ:.1te. At the s s.mc time ., my 

delegation would like to reiterate its view that the Falkland Islands are a 

Hon-Self-Governing Territory nnd 8. f..l such come within the purview of Article 73 

of the Cr.ar t e r and resolution 1514 (XV). In accordance with that Article and 

the resolution, the interests and wi s hes of the inhabitants •t tkpcmdent 

'l'erri tories are to b e paramount. ';fo note, however, that the operative paragraphs 

of the i:raft resolution before us do net rake explicit reference to the 

applicability of' resolution 15lli (XV). For instance~ the scope of the proposed 

ncEotiatior1.s 1,,cntionecl in operative 1x1rn7,raph 1 is conf ined to the sovere ignty 

dispute, uithout explicitly stntinu that the rights and u ishe s of the 

inhabitants of' the 'l'erritory ,muld. be respected. My delegation is of the Yiew 

that the draft resolution b•dore us is not well balanced . Pe will therefore 

abstain in the votinc; on the draft resolution. 

Ur. HO\-iE (Australia) : 'rhe mo.in line s of Australia I s approach to the 

F'all;:lanu:. is::me arc well known. 'l'hey were expre::rn e cl in this Committee last year 

o.ncJ. later in the General ./\ s scmbly. P.riefly ~ Australia supports the ric;ht of t he 

Islanders to be consulted .'J.bout their future. Tbc :i:r views on '1hat should happen 

to them and uhen it miGht happen are obvious ly very i mrortant. They are views 

which neither Eritain nor Arc;entina could or should i gnore . 

I vould <1lso remind the Comu ittee of Australia 's position on the events of 

April) Hny ancl June las t year. Australia condemned the invasion of the 

FulJ:la.ntls. Austro.lia would continue to oppose auy efforts to re solve the problem 

by military mean::;. 

In br ic:f, then, there hn.s been no chn.ne;e in Aui:itralia 1 s stronc; position on 

the 1·ic:ht of the Falklc.n cicrs to ·oe aclequatcly consultecl about their future or in 

r ec:,1n1 to our opposition to the U!:>l! of force to attempt to settle situations 

such o.n the Fulklundr; dispute. 

'Ihe:.c indeed arc ti1.c 1:,eusurinc: rods o.c :-i.ini:it uhich we have sought to t csc 

the rlr::.ft resolution {i\/AC .l e~ /L.ll1L1(;) n r"I,~ b ~fore tbc Co:rmittec , Fe 

have conclwle d tlm l; the drn.ft :recolution i:::: deficient in both re spects• It 

would :::: e:c r,i to brush over the inr~~t of t l1e events of 1982. It alno ::.·cprNb c e: s 

t he ~; p_),te ro.t ;:1e r lo..n1e lan,:r,uuc_;e dc·:ised ln.st year in the General .As s embly r cr~:::rclin r:; 
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(Mr. Rowe, Australia) 

the rights of the Falkland Islanders to be consulted. It requires only that 

"due account 17 be taken of the "interests" of the population. Australia continues 

to regard that formulation as inadequate. 

The f."or.e3oir.r, notwithstanding, Australia also favours the -- ., s,_mption of 

contacts and co-operation tetvecr, the United Kingdom and Argentina at the 

appropriate time. It is a matter of regret to my country and to my delegation 

that the climate for such a resumption of contact continues to be unfavourable. 

We would hope that each of the parties concerned could seek to make a contribution 

in this regard. It would be our further hope that contacts, when renewed, would 

lead. to a fair :1r.d just agreement on the future of the Falkland Islands. 

For the reasons outlined above my delegation will abstain in the votjn~ •~ the 

draft resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.1486. 

Mr. KOLBY (Norway) : The Norwegian Government has on previous 

occasionc expressed its concern over the dispute between the United Kingdom and 

Argentina eye~ the Falkland Islands. Horway is deeply comnittccl to the principles 

of the non-use of force and peaceful settlement of disputes, as embodied in 

the United Nations Charter. We therefore strongly regretted that Argentina, as 

one of the parties to the conflict, resorted to the use of force to solve a 

dispute which was subject to negotiations. 

After the Arcentine invasion in April last year many things were drastically 

changed and we believe it is not possible to proceed as if the invasion did not 

happen. However, we are of the view that eventually a long-term arrangement for 

the Islands must be arrived at through negotiations between the parties 

concerned. Such arrangements must be in accordance with the United Nations 

C:l:i1rtcr and must take full account of the principle of the right to 

self-determination of the peoples of Non-Self-Governing Territories. 

At this stage we would think there were numerous issues which need to be 

discussed and negotiate<l _questions related to trade, finance, economy, 

transporto.tion and communicatior: 1ictw~cn the Falkland Islands and Argentina• 

We would volcl"'t1C any steps by the parties concerned aimed at furthering such 

discussions, which may eventually, we hope, lead to long-term arrangements 

acceptable to all pi.rt:i.es concP.rnetl. 
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{Mr. Kolby. Norway) 

Unf'ortunately , the draft resolution bef'ore us today does not address 

important concerns which we believe it essential to address in order to solve 

the conflict. The draft resolution only recommends the sovereignty dispute 

i"or .ner;otiations between the -parties and not the many other issues and problems 

that we would think it more important to solve at this stage. Furthermore , 

in our view the draft resolution does not make sufficient ref'erence to the 

right of the inhabitants to self-determination. The peoples' rieht to 

self--determination is, after all, the guicling principle of our work in this 

Committee and should, in our view, be properly reflected in all the decisions 

ond resolutions of the Committee conccrninr, Non-Self-Governing Territories. 

For these reasons my delegation will not be able to vote in favour of the 

draft resolution before us. 
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U~_~,Xlmt: (Ivory Coast) (:i.nl.er1Jrctutiun from French): Speaking in 

e;:planation of vote my delegation clearly will not dwell on the substance of 

this matter. The sad conflict last year in the South Atlantic strikes my 

delegation o.s a painful illustro.tion of what incomprehemdon fl.ncl intolerance •.~ar. 

lead to when they exist in international relations. 11~y delecation believes 

that this pointless conflict ~ which has such grave consequences, coulu have 

been avoided if restraint had been exercised. 

Now that we are back where we started from ~ it seems clear .that the only 

ri ,·r J :isnihl" alternative for a solution to the problem is the use of peacnful 

1;:cans , o. course that should never have been abandoned. Hy cleleeation, whir!h 

1·.:·;-;<.1.rds the notion of dialor;u,: as an article of faith, can only associate itself 

with those who call upon both C-overnmcnts directly concerned to resume ne,sotiations. 

Ue in the Ivory Coast believe that dialogue is an irreplaceable instrument in 

the quest for a solution to conflicts, no matter what their origin. Dialogue 

in the cause of peace must be enterecl into 1Tithout prior conditions. It is 

in this spirit that my deleGation will support the draft resolution before us . 

1fo are of course e.ware of the inadequacies in the text. The fundamental 

principles on the basis of which the Special Committee worI;:s are clear. They 

are ir,nuutable and their inte~rity must be preserved. It is up to us to ensure 

that they 1rill be applied fully and uniformly to the Territories under 

consideration in the Special Co:mrnittee. If, for whatever reason , those principles 

are invol:eJ. in an unequal manner and if, for whatever reason, the Special 

Corir:iittee feels impelled to make o. selective choice among its principles, a nur-:bcr 

of questions then arise , and the replJ' to such questions uill tell us whether 

we are continuinG to be objective and credible. 

'l'here is certainly a Territory that is the Falkland Islands ( Mo.l vinas}. 

There is without any doubt a population there, and it cannot be denied that there 

is also nn acL;1inisterin.::; Power. Does this mean, l',owevcr, that the problem is on<: of 

decolonization in the sense in 11hich this Committee understands that term? 

If the repl:,r to thnt question is in the affirmative , the Special Comr,littee will 
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(l:Ir. Yere .. Ivory Coast) 
• ~-- -- . . - ••... - .! . ··- ---· 

not achieve any progress until it .fully applies its mm rules. If t.he answer is 

in the negative, it would be rnorc scnsi hle to consider referring the question 

of the Falklancl Islands (Malvinas) to a more appropriate body. The peace and 

stability of the rec;ion arc at stake. 

The CHAIID.·JAH: There bc•in13 no further explanations of vote before the 

vutc, we shall now vote on the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.1486 

Draft resolut_ion A/AC.109/L.11~86 was adopted by 19 votes to none, with 

The CHAIRBAH: I shall now call upon those representatives who wish 

to speak in explanation of vote aft(,r the vote. 

Er. UillNO (United Republic of Tanzania) : On behalf of my delegation, 

I should merely like to explain our vote by saying that Tanzania has always 

shared the concern of the international community over the dispute relating to 

the question of the Falkland Islands (!:Tal vinas) . We have always supported 

the basic principles of the United Nations with regard to the peaceful 

settlement of international disputes. It is for this reason, therefore~ that 

ue have always supported the idea of resuming bilateral negotiations between 

the Government of Her Dritannic Majesty and the Government of Ar13entina with a 

view to normalizinc their bilateral relations in search of a lasting peace. 

Accordingly, as we ditl last year, we have voted in favour of a sinilar 

draft resolution. 

Hr. CHIH Yung-tsien (China)(interpretation from Chinese): Hore than 

a year has elapsed since the military conflict over the Falkland Islands 

(I'!:"1.lvinas) ended. DurinG this period the thirty-seventh session of the United 

iTntions General Assembly adopted resolution 37 /9, which requests the Governments 

* Subsequently, the deleention of Congo advised the Secretariat that it 
had intended to vote jn favour. 
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(Mr. ChinYung-tsien ., China) 

of Ar~entina and the Unit ed Kinc;dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to 

r esume negotiations in order to find as soon as possible a peaceful solution 

to the sove r e i gnty disput e r el a tinG to the question o f the Falkland Islands 

(Halvinas) and requests the Secretary-Gener al to undertake a r enewed mission of 

.'."',OOd office s. 

The s eventh Confer ence of Heads of Sta t e or Government of the Non-Aligned 

Countries held in Hew Delhi 1.n I11arch of this year r eit erat ed ~ its Political 

Declar ation , the firni support of the ·uon ,;Ali c;ned Movement for the Republic of 

Ar r;entina's right to ha ve its sovere i c;nty over the Malvinas Islands r estored 

throuc;h negotiations , urged that those ne,'.Iotiations between the Governments 

of Arc;entina a nd the Unit ed I(inGdom be r eopened, with the participation and 

r;ood offices of the Unit ed :i:-Jations Secretary--General , and r e~ffirmed the need 

for the partie s to take due account of the interests of the population of the 

Islands. 

In spite of the de f acto c essation of hostilities in the South Atlantic 

and the expressed int ention of both parties not to r enew them, it is r er-;r et table 

that negotiations have not resumed and the stat e of military confrontation 

continues to exist. Consequ~ntly the threat to peace and security in tha.t 

r ec;ion has not yet been r emove d. 
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(Mr ._ Chin .. _Yunp.;--tsien , China) 

The Chinese Government and people have all along resolutely supported the 

just strur,gle of the third-world countries and peoples for safeguarding their 

State sovereignty and territorial inte{.srity. We hold that Argentina's claim 

over the sovereignty of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas) should be respected. The 

Chinese delegation hopes that the two parties concerned would .; in accordance 

with the relevant resolution of the thirty-seventh session of the General 

Assembly, resume at an early date negotiations on the soverej ~nty dispute over the 

Falkland (Malvinas) Islands. He also support the efforts of the Secretary--General 

to renew his r.;ood offices. It is our sincere hope that by peaceful negotiations 

u just and reasonable solution can be reached to this dispute left over by history. 

This will conform not only to the general aspirations of the international 

community, but also to the interests of the peoples of both sides) and will be 

conducive to the maintenance of peace in the South Atlantic and the world at 

large. 

Based on the aforementioned position, the Chinese delegation voted in 

favour of the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.14136. 

t1r. CISSE (Hali) (interpretation from French): My delegation voted 

in favour of draft resolution A/AC.1O9/L.1486, convinced that the principle of 

the pea~eful settlement of disputes is fundamental, particularly in today's 

troubled world. 

It seems to my deleGation that the resumption of negotiations will be a 

fundamental factor in peace and security; not only in the Latin American rer:i;ion 

but also in the international arena. 

My delegation is convinced that, above and beyond the nature of the 

conflict, it is essential to encoura0c all initiatives and. any willingness to 

re-establish a just and lastine peace. 

!-tr. _!~!i-lIZ ( 1\.rr,entina) ( interpretation from Spanish) : First of all I 

should like to thank very warmly all members of this Committee who have in one 

way or another supported us in this just cause of the Malvinas as well as the 

members of the Bureau and the Secretariat, for all their efforts. 
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(Mr. Muniz. Argentina) 

The adoption of the resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.i486 

reaffinns not only the colonial essence of the Mal vinas question, _but fully 

supports the position of the Republic of Argentina, as this body has done 

since 1974, when it first considered this sovereignty dispute which is of such 

fundamental importance and concern to Argentina. We are convinced, as we have 

always been, that with the support of Latin America, the Non-Aligned 

Movement and the great majority of the members of the international community 

in general~ compliance with General Assembly resolution 37/9 is the only suitable 

way of achieving a just, peaceful and lasting solution to the dispute over the 

Malvinas. The resumption of negotiations, through the good offices of the 

Secretary-General, to eliminate all factors which help keep alive this 

sovereignty dispute between my country and the United Kingdom implies not only 

strict compliance with all decisions of the United Nations adopted on this 

subject, but also respect for the purposes and principles of the United Nations 

Charter, which seeks to eliminate colonialism in all its forms, as it is 

incompatible with the United Nations ideal of universal peace. 

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): I had not intended to speak at 

this moment, but in the light of the statement we have just heard, I feel 

obliged to express a degree of disappointment that this Committee, above all 

committees in the United Nations, which is specifically charged with the task 

of having regard to the interests and wishes and aspirations of people in 

Non-Self-Governing Territories should in this way have done perhaps less than 

most members feel in their hearts they should have done for the people whose 

future is at stake. We have heard two or three explanations of vote which 

managed to neglect the question of the people altogether. We have heard two or 

three explanations of vote which called for a resumption of negotiations 

without much heed to the fact that negotiations were taking place when an 

invasion of the Islands took place against the wishes of the population. We 

have even heard it suggested that my Government is taking a militaristic 

attitude. My Government may have something like 4,000 troops in the Falklands. 

That seems a rather modest amount when we had to deal with 10 , 000 Argentine 

troops there against the wishes of the people only a year ago. 
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trr. LOPEZ DEL AMO (Cuba) ( interpretation from Spanish) : I had not 

intended to speak either, but the remarks of the representative of the 

United Kinedom prompt me to do so. 

Yesterday he was complaining that in our statement on a point of order~ we 

took too much time and that it ,ras the longest such statement he had ever heard. 

He also complain about the great length of British colonial domination of the 

I-1al vinas Islands, much longer and with much greater implications. Today he 

is also complaining about the resolution adopted by this Committee, on a 

sovereign basis and by an overwhelming majority: 19 to none ,Tith five abstentions. 

I think the results of our work today should serve rather to ensure that 

the representative of the United Kingdom convey to hfo Government something which 

is not just the opinion of the Argentine nation, the nations of Latin America 

an<l the 100 or so nations in the Hon-Alie;ned I.fovement, but which also represents 

the feelings of the majority of the international community: this sovereignty 

dispute, which has on earlier occasions been recognized even by the United 

!Cinr,dom as such~ is still pending solution, and a dialogue must be pursued in 

order to reach a peaceful solution. This is in the interests of the peoples of 

the United Kingdom, of Argentina and of peace in our region. We believe 

it important to take such an attitude and to heed the appeals of the 

international community. The achievement of peace and friendship among peoples 

is true victory - not the perpetuation of anachronistic situations detrimental 

to peace and justice. 

The CHAIRMAN: As no other delegation wishes to speak at this stage 

I thank the representatives of the United Kingdom and Argentina for 

participatine in the consideration of this item. The Committee has thus 

concluded its condderation of the itein. 
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ACTIVITIES OF FOREIGN ECONOMIC AND OTHER IN'l'ERESTS WHICH ARE IMPEDING THE 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL 

COUHTRIES AND PEOPLES IN NAMIBIA AND IN ALL OTHER TE."RRIT0RIES UNDER COLONIAL 

DOMINATION AND EFFORTS TO ELIMINATE COLONIALISM, APARTHEID A..'l'ID RACIAL 

DISCRIMDJATION IN SOUTHERN AFRICA (A/AC.109/L.1481) (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has before it in document A/AC.109/L.lli81 

a ,rorking paper containing a draft resolution on the item, prepared by me, which 

was distributed on 18 August. 

In this connection, I wish to draw attention to Aide- Memoire 38/83 ; · which 

has been distributed, concerning the status of the report by the United Nations 

Centre on Transnational Corporations relating to the item. 

If no representative wishes to speak on this item, I shall take it that the 

Committee adopts the draft resolution in document A/AC.109/L.1481 without objection. 

Mr. BEREZOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretation 

from Russian): As our timetables have become rather blurred and overlapping in 

the consideration of a number of issues, · the Soviet delegation would like to make 

a number of comments on the substance of the draft before we adopt the document. 
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(Mr. BPrezovsky, USSR) 

Broadly spt>aking and in principle, th0 draft contains a correct assessment. 

of i·.h:; activitir.s of fo1·riBu Pl.!onomic and oi~h,.,_r. inter~sts in thP. colonial and other 

dr:.1i-:: nd,·nt Tr-:-rritories. At the samf> tim(, ~ houever, in our opinion this document 

suffers from n nnmber of defe cts - in por-i~icular, n lack of explicitnf'SS. In 

oi:her words, not al 1 the t 's are crossi:"d and not all the i's arP. dotted, as it 

w,-r,-. This is th,~ case, for examplP, with r <-'r,ard to thP condP.mna.tion of thosP 

G·;;~·i·., s that arP. involved in thP. f'Xploitation of colonial TerritoriP.s. 

In this rF>gard, sp,:~ak,"'rs in the dcbo.tE> in t.he CommittP.P havr-> virtually named 

·thr-. f}i:ates involved and those> that arP mainly to blame for the colonial plundPr 

of i;h~~ colonial and df: p<>nd:.; nt TPrritorii?s, EvPn so, in thP documPnt before us 

~;ho:; ;, countriPs are not. nruned, Which countric=·s arP, they'? Eve-ryonP knows which thry 

or,: and which arP the main allies and partne:-rs of South Africa. These are thP 

1,. nd.ing lTPstern countries - the United StatEs , the UnitPd Kinedom, the FE>d"'ral 

Hrpublic of GP.rmany and a number of othPr H,.,.st~rn StatP.s. Howr--vPr, these States 

ai•, , no-t named in thF: document. We rPgard this as a serious shortcoming, takinG 

in-::o nccount the fact. that other int1=-rnational forums have stated morP pre:-cisPly 

th:, ir attitude to tht plundE-r of thP resources belonging to thP indieenous 

inhabitants of the colonial and other dr-.pendent Territ.oriPs. 

I citP. as ~xampl~s t:he rP.cPnt IntPrnational ConfPrPnce in Support of thP 

St:i.-uc;Gll" of the Namibian Pr->oplP for Inde:p~nd~nc~, hP.ld in Paris, and of another 

Paris confPrPnce on sanctions against South Africa. ThP situation is also refli=-ct.~1 

rnor~ pr~cisPly in resolutions of the GPneral Ass~mbly, an organ superior to the 

Conmitt.~P, which s~ts the CommittP.P' s g,::-nero.l oriPntation. By virtue of its 

posit.ion on dP.colonization issups, by virtuP. of t:hP. mandate given it by the General 

Ass ~mbly, the Spe>cial Committ.Pe on the Situa·Hon uit.h RP.gard t.o the ImplEmf-ntation 

of th'.➔ Declaration on the Granting of Indf.!'nendence to Colonial Countries and 

P -o,:ilFs must, simply to kt!1:-p up with other orr,ans of t.hP. GPneral Assembly - though 

of course it should go ahead of them rather than lag behind them - be mor~ precisP. 
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(Mr. Berezovsky . USSR) 

Bearing in mind the many useful and valuable provisions that the 

document contains, provisions aimed at putt1ng an end to the plunder and 

exploitation by the colonial Powers and foreign interests in · 

the colonial Territories~ and takinc; into account that the document is intended 

to aerve the general cause of ending colonialism in the world at the 

earliest possible date, the Soviet delegaticn will support the draft. But it 

will do so with the reservations that I have just expressed. 

Mr . . PULZ (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Ru~sian): Allow me, 

nr. Chairman, to comment, on behalf of the Czechoslovak delegation, on document 

A/ AC.109/L. 1481, on which we are required to take a decision. We feel that this 

is a useful and very helpful document. It is useful that it was dra,m up on 

the basis of General Assembly resolution 37 /31, adopted last November. We 

feel that the draft resolution is a valuable contribution to the struggle of the 

,1hole international community to put an end to the activities of forei gn economic 

interests which are impeding the independence of colonial Territories. 

Colonial plunder, together with the thorough economic e:>.rploitation of the 

colonial Territories, is condemned primarily with regard to the people of 

lfami bia. However, the States which are in the forefront of this plunder and of 

sup:riort for the racist Pretoria regime - their main ally, uhich receives 

considerable protection from them - are not mentioned. We all know which States 

they are, as Secretariat documents prepared long before this meeting have identified 

them. Documents of the Council for Namibia and other United Nations organs have 

clearly identified them. 
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(Mr. Pulz, Czechoslovakia) 

Hy clelegation feels that those States should have been nruned, as they have 

been in the documents of the Hon--Alignccl Movement and of the International 

Conference in Support of the Struggle of the Namibian people :for Independence, 

a conference in support of that people in its struggle acainst colonial oppression 

and the racist regime of Pretoria. Those States were also named in documents 

of the meeting of the Orr,anization of African Unity held in Addis Ababa and they 

have been named in the international press. They were explicitly named in ' many 

statements that we heard here yesterday and last week. Those States, whic~ are 

the :major allies of South Africa and the major exploiters of the colonial 

Territories, are clearly identifiable and their names are no secret. They are 

the United States, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the United Kingdom, 

Italy, Israel and other capitalist and mainly Western States. 

It is a great mistake by the Committee not to naBe tease States explicitly 

in this important document. By not naminc: them we are departing from 

the practice of other United Nations organs and international institutions. 

We are certainly not echoing the sentiments of world public opinion. 

HoN.e the less, the Czechoslovak delec;ation feels that this is a useful and 

valuable document, and despite the fact that we feel that an error has been 

colI:Illitted we shall support the draft resolution and vote for it. 

Mr. ROWE (Australia): The Australian delegation will join the 

consensus on the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.1481, 

but we have serious misgivings about certain aspects of the text. We do not 

accept that, as the resolution implies, foreign investment is inherently 

inimical to the economic interests of the peoples of all Hon-Self-Governinr; 

Territories, nor that it must be an impediment to the exercise by those peoples 

of their right to self-determination. Foreign investment has contributed to 

the economies of many Hon-Self-Goverli2ing Territories. In our view, there is 

::;omething inherently contradictory bl!tween the calls the Committee makes for 

economic development in Non-Self-Governing Territories and the positions taken 

in this resolution with respect to :foreign investment. 
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(~.1r. Rowe 2 Australia) ' 

Hy dele~ation has particular difficulties with operative para~raphs 10 

and 17, and had those paragraphs been put to a vote we should have beeri unable 

to support them. 

Mr._ P:CREZ (Chile) ( interpretation from Spanish): As this is t he first 

time rriy dele .zation has spoken in the Committee under your chairmanship, Sir, 

I should like to begin by congratulating you on your election. Your great 

e;~perience , prestige and knowleds e are a guarantee to us all that our work will 

be carried out without our moving away from our objective, which is the full 

i mplementation of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). 

I should also like to recall the distinguished contribution made by your 

prec1ecessor, Mr. Chairman, the representative of Trinidad and Tobago, 

Frank Abclulah. 

l!e shall join in the consensus on the draft resolution , since basically we 

share the ideas that it contains , but we do not a gree with the language used 

in some of the paragraphs. We do not believe that all of the activities of 

foreign economic and other interests are an obstacle to the implementation of 

General Assembly resolution 151li (;.'V). Horeover, the document is in obvious 

contradiction with other documents which we produce in the same Committee , in 

which we urge the Administering Powers to spare no effort to ensure the economic 

viability of the Territories under their administration. 

Mr. IiFENO (United Republic of Tanzania): In my delegation's view , 

Mr. Chairman, the document you presented .is useful .and adequately .reflects . 

our conc e rn about the subject under discussion. Ue have no probler1 with it , 

Grnl uc shall support it as it is, without amendment . 
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Hr. KOLBY (Norway) : My delegation will take part in the consensus 

or~ your draft, Mr. Chairman. However, we have reservations about several aspects 

of the text, and if there had been a vote my delegation would have had to 

abstain. Furthermore, our participation in the consensus will not prejudice 

our position during the forthcoming General Assembly session. 

The Norwegian delegation supports the main thrust of tl1e text before us, 

We share the view that Ncn-Self-Governin~ Territories and their :populations are 

vulnerable to the strength of the foreign economic and other interests operatir.g 

in those Territories. We feel that the Committee has a special responsibility 

to make every effort to contribute to the protection of the interests and 

rights of those peoples. We view the draft resolution as one way of acknowledging 

that responsibility. 

At the same time, the draft resolution contains certain generalizations and 

reflections of opinions and concepts that ,re have problems with. For instance, 

it gives the impression that all economic activities are detrimental to the 

interests of the people in Non-Self-Governing Territories. In my delegation's 

view, there are several inntances - particularly in the small Non-Self-Governing 

Territories - where there obviously is a need for foreign investments, and such 

investments would be an important element in the efforts to promote industrial 

development and provide much-needed employment for the inhabitants. 

Moreover, in our view the draft resolution contains several requests which 

we believe fall exclusively within the competence of the Security Council. 

M!'• RAM (Fiji): My delegation will join the consensus on the draft 

resolution because ~e agree with its main thrust. However, my delegation does 

not ngree that all activities of foreign economic and other interests necessarily 

impede the implementation of the Declaration, and for that reason if some of 

the paragraphs of the draft had been voted on separately we should not hA.Ve been 

able to support it. 

The CHAIRMAN: As no other delegation wishes to speak, I take it that the 

Co~ttec adopts the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.109/L.1481 

without objection, it being understood that the reservations expressed by 

representatives will be fully reflected in the record of the meeting. 

It was so decided. 
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Mr. MASRI ( Syrian Arab Republi~) ( interpretation from Ara.bic) : . My 

delegation joined in the unanimous adoption of the draft re~~lution be,for·e 

us concerning the activities of foreign economic and other interests which are 
- . - -

impedinp; the implementation of the Declaration on decolonization, despite having 

reservations over the adequacy of the wording of certain paragraphs. In our 

view, the countries that support those economic activities in colonial countries, 

as well as those States that have close ties of co-operation with the racist 

regime of South Africa, such as Israel, the United States, the Federal Republic 

or Germany and others are, by their co-operation with the racis.t regime in 
1 • '. , · . . ~ . l ., · '. . ·, ,: :.: ::• ~••·. ,· > ' :" : -i : ,,.. • ("_: _ _ : : ..-:, ··:·•r 1._ / ·/ ·• . . ~ . ... :it .:,;:.:( •::r:: 

South Africa, responsible for maintaining its policy of r~cial discrimination, 

while reinforcing that regime's colonial hegemony over the Territory of Namibia. 

Noreover, the support given by those countries to the transnational corporat,ions 

and other foreign interests in the Non-Self-Governing Territories impedes and .. 

delays the implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 

Colonial Countries and Peoples to those Territories. We hope that our 

reservations will be reflected in the records of this Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: The comments of the representative of .the Syrian Arab 
~ ' ' . 

Republic will certainly be reflected in the records of the meeting. 

The Committee has thus concluded its consideration of this item. 
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MILITARY ACTIVITIES AND ARRANGEMEHTS BY COLONIAL POWERS IN TERRITORIES UllDER 

THEIR ADMINISTRATION WHICH MIGHT BE IMPEDING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 

DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND .PEOPLES 

(A/Ac.io9/1.1479) (continued) 

The Chairman: I vish to inform '.llembers that~ as circulated in 

aide-memoire 34, a representative of the Central Committee of the Puerto Rican 

Socialist Party, has expressed the wish to be heard by the CoI!ll:littee on this 

item. If I hear no views to the contrary I shall take it that the Committee 

acrees to accede to the request. 

It was so decided. 

At the invitation of the Chairman, Hr. Rafael Anp;lada Lopez took a place at 

the Committee table. 

'I'he CHAIF.M/ul: I call on Hr. Anglada Lopez. 

Mr. ANGLADA LOPEZ ( interpretation from Spanish) : Mr. Chairman, I 

appear before this international forum on behalf of the Central Committee of the 

Puerto Rican Socialist Party in order to contribute to the consideration of the 

military activities and arranr;ements by colonial Powers which might be impeding the 

implementation of the Declaration of the Granting of Independence to Colonial 

Countries and Peoples. 

Hy name is Rafael Anglada Lopez and I am a member of the Central Committee 

of the Puerto Rican Socialist Party. With me is Mr. J. A. Gonzalez Gonzalez, 

who, ever since the adoption of resolution 1514 (XV) has followed, step by step, 

the work done by this Special Committee on decolonization. 

He arc convinced, Sir, that your contribution as Chairman of the 

Special Committee will be as crent as that of the noble sons of Africa and of 

America. - Ambassadors Coulibali, rrava Carillo, Salim .Ahmed Salim and 

Frank Owen Abdulah - who made this Committee and resolution 1514 (XV) two of the 

finest achievement~ of thi~ world Organization. 
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(Mr. Anglada Lopez) 

Resolution 1514 {XV) emphasizes the need to achieve the cessation of any 

armed action or repressive measure ar;n.im:t peoples under colonial domination 

and declares that any attempt to violate completely or partially the 

national unity and territorial integrity of a country is incompatible with 

the United Nations Charter. 

Thanks to the work of the Special Committee, the General Assembly adopted 

resolutions 2105 (XX) and 2023 (XX) of 1965, urging the colonial Powers to 

dismantle military bases set up in colonial Territories and to abstain from 

settinG up new ones. 

In recent years, various Puerto Rican writers and university professors 

have devoted themselves to the task of examining in depth the effects of the 

American military presence in the colonial Territory of Puerto Rico and how it 

impedes the speedy implementation of the Declaration and of the inalienable 

riGht of our people to self-determination and independence. Among 

such professors Jorge Rodriguez Beruff, Carmen Gautier lfayoral 7 

Jose .Echeverria, J\.rturo Melendez, Aline Frambes Buxeda de Alzerreca and the 

American, John Enders stand out. The work accomplished by the Caribbean 

peace and justice project, with its headquarters in Puerto Rico, is also 

impo1·tant. Also noteworthy are the statements of various · Puerto Rican petitioners 

before this Special Committee, particularly those of the leaders 

of the Vieques island--municipality ~ Carlos Zenon and Victor Emeric and of 

the prO•••independence leaders, Juan Eari Er,::s and Eneida Vazquez. 

Our aim today is to provide this Special Committee with public and official 

information from the Federal Government of the United States, including its 

executive, congressional and judicial branches and its spoken and printed 

mass media, which clearly indicate the irrefutable fact that this administering 

Power, the United States of llmerica, is acting in open violation of resolution 

151li (A'V) with respect to its military activities in its colonial Territories. 

It should be recalled that the right to self--determination and independence, 

in conformity with resolution 1514 (XV), is already part and parcel of 

cuctomary international law. This was ennhrined in the advisory opinions on 

Namibia of 1971 and on Western Sahara of 1975 by the International Court of 

Justice at The Hague. 
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(Mr. 1\nrdadn. Lopez) 

The military activities of the United Stn.tcs in the Territory of Puerto 

Rico have cor.1e before the United States Suprem12 Court itself. In the case of 

~-f~j.;:i_be_r.r;cr v. Carlos_ _Ror,iero Bnrccl6, 102 Supre:me Court 1798-1800 ( 1982) , 

1\.ssocinte Justice Byron Hhite eloquently describes the role of Vieques nrnl 

Puerto Rico for the requirements of the United Stn.tes Nn.vy. 

(spoke in En:,lish) 

::For rnmy ycnrs, the Nnvy hn.s used Viequcs Islnncl, a sP.Jall islo.ncl off 

the Puerto Rico con.st, for weapons tr::i.inin~. Currently nll htlantic Fleet 

vessels assigned to the Mediterran~an and the Indian Ocean are requir~d to 

cor:iplct.: their trrdning o.t Vieques been.use it permits n. full rnn[\e uf 

exercises unc1er conditions sir1iln.r to combat. During n.ir-to--r;round 

trainin[.;: however~ pilots sonctines niss l'.1.nd-b:i.scd tn.rccts, Q.ncl ordnn.nce 

fo.11 into the seo... That is O ncci,lental bonbinr.;s of the na.vi.:-;e.blc wn.tcrs 

::.nd, occo..sion::1.lly, intentional bo,:1bin.:;s of water t:1.r:3cts occur.· · 

(~S?!ltinu_t:_'.1 in Sp:::i.nish) 

The aforementioned United States Suprene Court cn.se supp,.)rterl the C'.:1.rlier 

:!ccision of the so--cn.llcd United Stn.tes Fer1-ern.l District Court for the District 

Puerto Rico, in the C:'.SC of Cnrlos Roner() B:1rccl6 v. Hnrol<'l Brmm, ins Federal 

Supple::1.::nt 646 (1979). In that opinion of the Ju:iericnn court in Snn Jurm) 

Fccler~l District Juc1r;<.: Juo.n Torruello. ·· the snne judr,c who in 1979 gaoled the 

pro--•inc1cpc::ndencc lec.t1cr Juan M:1.ri Bro.::: nnc.1 nlnost 20 Puerto Ric::m po.triots -

describes with r. we::i.l th of c1.etnil the :1:ilitnry fn.cilitics which the Unit eel Sto.tes 

thvy hr'..s s~t up ·,n the c:n.stern coast of the Puerto Rico..n o.rchipelnr;o . 
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(Mr. Anglada Lopez) 

On page 654 it describes the activities of that Navy in and around Vieques; 

on page 655 it refers to the 11 inner range 1
: , and on page 656 to the "combat 

targets 1
;; on page 657 it refers to the 11air~to- ground activities 11

; and on page 658 

it refers to the :1ship-to-shore activities ':, 1:field artillery11
, 

71 land manoeuvres 11
, 

"amphibious landings 11
, and the 1·facilities for naval munition~ depots 1: . 

This entire dissertation of the military might of the United States in 

Puerto Rico culminates with 11the fact that the Court takes judicial note of the 

present state of the world situation11 and particularly with the following key 

words , ::the training conducted in Vieques is vital for the defence of the interests 

of the United States". This is on page 707 of the document I have mentioned. 

As the Special Committee already knows, the United States Supreme Court 

decided on 27 .May 1980, in Harris v. Rosario, 100 Supreme Court 1929/1930, that 

the United States Congress is the authority governing the destiny of Puerto Rico, 

in accordance with the so-called Territorial Clause of the United States 

Constitution, in its Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. Thus, the highest United 

States court goes back to its old jurisprudence of the so-called insular cases, 

stclL!lling from military acquisitions of the 1898 Spanish-Cuban-American war. 

The news of the press in the last two months is self-explanatory. On 

211 June 1982 the United States publication in San Juan, The San Juan Star, reported 

that the new American naval chief in Puerto Rico, Commodore Diego Hernandez, 

believes Vieques to be 11the University of the Seas .1 for the United States Navy. 

On 5 August 1982 El Nuevo Dia reports that Hernandez is of the opinion that 

,:in time of peace, military activities in the seas close to the eastern coast of 

Puerto Rico constitute the best training ground for the United States naval 

forces". Further on it states that 11close to the island of Santa Cruz, in the 

United States Virgin Islandsi submarine testing is being conducted, while in 

Vieques and other enclaves of the region activities of incalculable strategic 

value are under way". 
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(Mr. Anglada Lopez) 

On 7 November 1982 The San Juan Star announced on the cover that the 

administration of President Ronald Reagan was studying the "reactivation11 of the 

Ramey Air Base in Aguadilla on the north-western coast of Puerto Rico. On 

18 April 1983 the same publication confirmed that after having abandoned the 

Ramey Base for 11 years, the United States Air Force will use it once again for 

training manoeuvres. On 25 ~pril it was announced that the reactivation is the 

response to the need to forge "a response to the Soviets and the Cubans 11
• On 

27 April it was announced that the United States Air Force views Puerto Rico as 

the cornerstone in the efforts "to defend the Caribbean basin 11
• On 29 April it 

was reported that the colonial Governor of Puerto Rico, annexionist 

Carlos Romero Barcelo, supported the announced take-over of the Ramey Base by 

the United States Air Force. On 8 May 1983 the presidential hopeful for the 

United States Democratic Party, Senator Gary Hart, supported the use of the 

territory of Puerto Rico for plans of the United States Air Force. 

The colonial Governor, Carlos Romero Barcelo, stated in an interview with the 

daily El Mundo on 20 June 1983 that "from a strategic and military standpoint 

there are persons who understand that Puerto Rico is now even more indispensable 

than it was before the United States returned the Panama Canal. With what is 

hnppenine in the Caribbean with communist Cuba situated where it is, Nicaragua 

in Central America and Granada at the other end forming a triangle where, if they 

so wish, they have air control of the Caribbean, Puerto Rico becomes even more 

important and strategic 11
• 

o II R • Indeed, in its issue of 3 August 19u3 El Mundo announced that Puerto ico 

this month has o.n alternative to the international airport : the facilities of 

the Dorinquen Airport in Aguadillan, A few days earlier, on 21 July, The San 

Juan Sta.r had announced that a detachment of 35 soldiers of the United States 

Army Reserve wns building a road 3 kilometres long on the Puerto Rican island of 

La Mona, along the La Mona canal, between Puerto Rico and the Dominican Republic. 
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While all these events .were happening in Aguadilla and La Mona, the United 

States Navy announced, on 6 May 1983, in The San . Juan Star, ilthe reconditioning 

of a 1,200-foot communications tower in the township of Aguada, in order to 

improve communications with ships, aircraft and submarines in the Caribbean". 

The tavm of Aguada is near Aguadilla and in front of La Mona Canal, on the 

north-west coast of the country. The scientist, Neftali Garcia, announced in 

Claridad , on 18 August 1983,: that the Pe::tago is . contributing to the expans~cm 

of the system of civil roads on that same coast of the country and improving 

;;the expansion of the naval system11 in Isabela township. 

The Special Committee has already received evidence of the. participation of 

more than 200 Puerto Ricans , members of the National Guard of the United States 

in Puerto Rico, in the military operations conducted in Honduras in February 

of 1983. These soldiers conducted ;1support operations '; in Honduran territory 

on the Nicaraguan border , according to La Prensa of 3 February 1983. 

In the meantime, on 28 March 1983 United States Secretary of the Navy , 

John F. Lehman~ Jr. ~ paid a personal visit . to the well-known Roosevelt Roads 

naval base in Ceiba township. There, Lehman, a member of Mr. Reagan ' s cabinet, , 

announced: 

::The Roosevelt Roads base will acquire a growing importance in the 

coming decade because there will be greater activity in the region and it 

will, therefore , be necessary as a stabilizing influence. " 

At that time, according to The San Juan Star of 29 March 1983, the Navy was 

conducting in Vieques the ~eadex 1-83 Western Atlantic operations, with 77 craft 

anQ more than 300 aircraft. A few days earlier, Lieutenant-Colonel 

Kenneth W. Ritchard and Daniel P. Hummel, F-14 fighter pilots from the United 

States aircraft carrier D.D. Eisenhower, had been killed on the high seas. 

On 7 June . El Nuevo Dia announced the participation of ei~ht Falcon F-16, 

hi 0h-technology combat aircraft in the Universal Trek military operations. That 

neus publication reports that the F-16 is manufactured by a North Atlantic 

Treaty Organization (NATO) consortium, made up of the United States , Belgium, 

I'!Oruay and Denmark. 
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Th~ '-Uriiversal Trek operations had some press coverage in Puerto Rico. 

The journalist from El Mundo, Isabel Cintron, reported on 9 June 1983~ from the 

Roosevelt Roads base in Ceiba, that 5,000 men of the United States Army~ Navy, 

Coast Guard and Marines were taking part in those manoeuvres which were to 

last until 15 June. 
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On the same day Associated Press reported fromVieques :that ,the theory of , . 
• • •• ., • • • , •• _. ," ,\ , • I :.,::.:. 

the military scenario is as follows: "Country Brown - read Cuba - a regional 

communist power in the sea of colours, is transporting arms and advisers to 

Green - read Grenada - a small island in the western sea of colours which is 

ideologically aligned with Brown." While United States military "J:'P.rsonnel continued 

their military games in the vicinity of Vieques, another 1,250 troops of the United 

States National Guard in Puerto Rico were conducting similar operations in the 

southern coast of Puerto Rico in the town of Salinas. On 7 June El Nuevo Dia 

published an official photograph of the National Guard in Salinas, indicating the 

presence of 4,200 troopo of the 92nd Infantry Brigade in that United States 

military detachment. 

The Review, Intercambio, of the Caribbean Project of Justice and Peace, 

reports in its issue number 4, dated April of 1983, that the United States 

National Guard in Puerto Rico increased its numbers from 7,000 to a total of 

11,000 in the decade between 1970 and 1980. 

On 12 May 1983 the cover of El Mundo reported that "the Navy confirmed the 

transfer to the United States Army of 941 acres of land at Fort Allen, in Salinas, 

in March 1983 for the training of local military forces 11
• Fort Allen, which has 

sad connotations for the history of the Puerto Rican people~ and for more than 

1)000 Haitian refugees who suffered in concentration camps on Puerto Rican 

territory because of the United States lack of sensitivity is once again being 

used as a centre for military training. 'Ihe San Juan Star reports on its cover 

of 17 August that the new facilities in Fort Allen, which Governor Barcelo 

wanted to turn into a "super Jail", would be shared by the National Guard, the 

Army Reserve and the Navy for their own purposes. 
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As recently as 23 August while the Special Committee was considering 

the question of Puerto Rico, a cable from the United Press International, 

published in The San Juan Star, re~orted that personnel and m~litary ships 

stationed at the Roosevelt Roads naval base would give nlogistic support" 

to naval manoeuvres to be held between 23 August and 17 September 1983 in 

the Caribbean and the western Atlantic, with the participation of 35,000 

troops from the _United States, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland and the Netherlands. These operations, which are known 

as Readex 2-83, will include the Independence and John F. Kennedy aircraft 

carriers, 16 cruisers, destroyers, frigates, seven support craft, two anti-mine 

craft, two attack submarines and a command ship, as well as two British craft 

and one from the Netherlands. 

What is truly incredible happened a few days ago on 25 August, the same 

day that the Special Committee was in the process of adopting its most recent 

resolution on Puerto Rico. A Court in San Juan found 11probable cause to 

accuse" for possession and concealment of property stolen from the Government. 

This concerned a citizen i,ho had been involved in the exchange of 15 doses of 

heroin for 14 hand grenades fron two Anerican Marines from the Roosevelt Roads 

naval base, namely Christopher Guice and Moody. Here we have a transaction 

involving United States Navy explosives being traded for heroin. It was 

reported on the cover-page of El Mundo of 16 August last under the headline: 

''Hand e;renade deal linked to drug traffic in Vieques". 

While all this was tnkin~ place, the United States still tries to recruit 

young Puerto Rican workers for United States military activities. Indeed~ the 

Uniterl States Selective Service reports the listing of 140,000 young Puerto 

Ricans for military service. However, Puerto Rico is the Jurisdiction which 

has the lowest compliance with this imperialist demand. 
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Of c~urse, a person who does not register cannot study; that becomes 

almost impossible without the loans, which go hand-in-hand with registration; 

and such persons do not receive the necessary benefits which were known as 

the CETA plan for job training. Moreover, failure to register is a very 

serious offence: $10,000 in fines, jail term, or both. This is to be found 

in Unit ea. States Statutes 50 United States Code. Appendix 462 ( f); 20 United 

States Code 1070, et seq.; and 29 Cod~ of Federal Regulations 1501, et seq. 

The younP, patriots already have a long list of services for the cause of 

Peace. Dozens of thousands of Puerto Ricans refused to join the United 

States forces during the criminal aggression against the sister people of 

Viet Nam. Representatives can check United States judicial opinions which 

nre contrary to Puerto Rico, such as United States v. Manuel Amedee, 

Amy Valentine, et al. - 288 Federal Supplement 957, of the District of 

I'uerto Rico, of 1968 - and United States v. Miguel Gonzalez Vargas, 

370 Federal Supplement 908 of the District of Puerto Rico, for the year 1974. 

The investigative file of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) about 

my own person reports that I began to be investigated precisely when the 

aLocal Military :Recruitment Board No. 62 of Santurce Puerto Rico 11 reported 

that on 24 May 1971 I had refused to join the United States Army. The 

same happened with tens of thousands of young Puerto Ricans, and the same 

will occur again in our history. To this end, the United Front Against 

nandatory Military Service has already been established. 



BG/15 A/AC.109/PV.1239 
51 

(Mr. Anr:lac1a Lo-oez) 

Revelations anu scandals relating to United States military presence in 

Puerto Rico continue. In its issue of 13 June 1983, f;L lfuevo Dia had an 

iri1pact on :gublic opinion when it reportec.l. that bctueen 1963 and 1967 the 

United. States Army conducted clandestine experiments in seven municipalities 

of r,w country with na13ent orange:: in a situation where 

20 years later it is still not possible to lmow the nefarious effects of those 

experiments. It is already kno,m that at least 128 ,ounc1s of a substance' 

called dioxin ·· 10 ~000 times mor0 lethal than cyanide .. has been usea .. 

.Anc.1. thnt was done behind the bacl, of the colonial Government of Puerto Rico. 

On 25 July 1983, _'.I'he San Juan Star report eel that 4. 3 per cent of the 

127,000 Puerto Tiican veterans of the United States Army resicling in 

Puerto Rico arc pensioners owinc; to psychiatric reasons. The percentac;e 

in the: United Stc.tcs is only 1.1. A total of 56 per cent of all Puerto 

Rican veterans resiclinc in Puerto Rico receive some ldnd of benefit owing to 

mental or occt!IJational disability. 

Finally, we shoultl like to state in this Special Committee, as was 

done in 1982 by the independentist leader Juan ifar:i. Br6.s, the fact that the 

United States is viola.tine; the spirit and the lc::tter of the Treaty of 

Tln.tclolco ,ma. its Additionnl Protocol I, whose instrument of ratification 

was sic;nec.1 by United States President Tiormld Reac;an on 13 ITover.1ber 19131 o.nc.1 

instru.ments of ratificn.tion cl.er,osit0d in 1-lcxico City by the then Secretary 

of Stu.te Alexnncler HaiG on 19 1Tover.1ber of the same year. 

Article 1 (b) of the Treaty of Tlatelolco forbids the contracting 

p,1rtics to receive, store, install, deploy or in any way possess any 

nuclear wc,1r,on, directly or indirectly. Article 1 of J\cl.ditionul Protocol I 

ctn.tes that the contractinr, parties commit thcP1selves to implement the 

Treaty 1;in territories for which, d.e _.iure or d~ fac:129_, they a.rr 

resronsiblc::. 

/\.s recently ::is in on article in r.1 flundo dated 22 January 1982, it uas 

sto.tecl that n. stud~r concluctccl by the Centre for Defence Information revealed 

tliat: 
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P-3 Orion anti-sulmarine naval aircraft with capacity to 

transport nuclear missiles are periodically assigned to the 

Roosevelt Roads Base. 0 

We do not need much more by way of' proof to know the intentions of the 

United States in putting forward the theory that Puerto Rico was 

excluded from the mandate of the Treaty. I invite members' attention to 

Nobel Peace Laureate Alfonso Garcia Robles' Treaty of Tlatelolco, 

El Colegio de Mexico, 1967, p. 161. 

In this statement we have confined ourselves strictly to data and 

evidence that in most cases had not been submitted to this Committee 

for consideration. We have deliberately omitted any analysis or 

interpretation, preferring to contribute to the Special Con:mittee's 

dossier official and public information to which we have had access. 

We urge the Rapporteur and the specialized Secretariat staff to 

continue to work to ensure that truth prevails and to be innovative 

with regard to their sources and ways of obtaining information, so that 

th~ historic task of the Special Committee may confront the clandestine 

and illegal acts of the administering Powers on such delicate matters 

as the military activities of administering Powers in the Territories 

which impede and prevent the speedy implementation of the Declaration on 

the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. 

1~1at we have considered is not only relevant to Puerto Rico: 

it will determine whether the Sr,ccial Committee can continue 

carrying out its mandate with regard to the remaining Ter~itories of the 

Caribbean to which the Declaration is applicable. We have in mind Territories 

such as Bermuda, the Cayman Islands, the Turks and Caicos, the United States 

Vircin Islands, the British Virgin Islands, St. Kitts, Nevis and .Anguilla. 

He include also other colonial Territories which were incorrectly taken 

off the list of Territories more than 30 years ago. We refer also to 

young Caribbean republics, such as Grenada, Dominica, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent 

and the Grenadines, Belize, and .Antigua and Barbuda, whose independence is 



BG/15 A/AC.109/PV.1239 
53 

(Mr. Anr;l_nda Lopez) 

threateneQ by the arrogant, haue;hty, iI'lperialist presence of the United 

States of .Ali1erica in our Caribbean, which is no longer what it once uas, 

namely, the mare nostrur.1 of the Honroe Doctrine. 

Er. An,";lacla Lopez withdr<::w. 

'l'he meetinr: rose at 1 p.m.~_ 




