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The meeting was called to order at 10.55 a.m.

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT: I should like at the very outset of the meeting to

acknowledge the presence at the Council table of His Excellency Mr. Dante Caputo,

Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship of Argentina, to whom, on behalf of the

Council, I extend a warm welcome.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

LETTER DATED 11 MARCH 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ARGENTINA TO THE
UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/19604)

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform the Council that I have :eceived
letters from the representatives of Colombia, Costa Rica, Guyana, Mexico,
Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Spain, Uruguay and Venezuela in which they requesf to be
invited to participaté in the discussion of the item on the'COuncil's agenda. In
conformity with the usual practice, I propose, with the consent of the Council, to
invite those representatives to participate in the discuSsion, without the right to_
vote, in accordance with the’relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the
Council's provisional rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Pefialosa (Colombia), Mr. Gutierrez

(Costa Rica), Mr. Insanally (Guyana), Mr. Moya Palencia (Mexico), Mr, Icaza Gallard

(Nicaragua), Mr. Ritter (Panama), Mr. Alzamora (Peru), Mr, Villar (Spain),

Mr. Fischer {Uruguay) and Mr. Aguilar (Venezuela) took the places reserved for them

at the side of the Council Chamber.
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The PRESIDENT: I should alo like to inform the Council that I have

received a letter dated 15 March 1988 from the Acting Chairman of the Special
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on

the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples which reads as

follows:

"On behalf of the Special Committee, I have the honour, under rule 39 of
its provisional rules of procedure, to be invited to participate in the
Council's consideration of the question concerning the Falkland Islands
(Malvinas)."

On prévious occasions the Security Council has extended invitations to
representatives of other United Nations bodies in connection with~the consideration
of matters on its agenda. 1In accordance with past practice in this matter, I
propose that the Council extend an‘invitation under rule 39 of its provisional
rules of procedure?‘to the Acting Chair:méri of f.he Special C§mittee on the Situation
"with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

There being no objection, it is so decided.
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The Security Council will now begin its consideration of the item 6nf1ts’“
agenda. The Security Council is meeting today in response to the request coptéihed
in the letter dated 11 March 1988 from the Permanent Representative of Argehtiné to
the United Nations addressed to the Precident of the Security'Council; doéument
§/19604. I should like to draw the attention of members of the Council to the
following documents: $/19500, S/19564 and S/19579, letters dated 12.Febru$ry‘ahd
2 and 3 March 1988, respectively, from the Permanent Representative of Argentina to
the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General; S/19541, letter dated
25 February 1988 from the Permanent Reéresenfétiﬁe of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland to'the United Nations addreséed to the
Secretary-General; and /19559, letter dated 29 February 1988 from the Permanent
Representative of Colombia to the United Nations addressed to the sécretafy-Genéfai.'

The first speaker on ﬁy 1ié£ is the Minister for External Relations and
Culture of Argentina, His Excellency Mr. Dante Caputo, 7

Mr. CAPUTO (Argentina) (interpretation from sPaﬁish)é' r'should-like to i?a
begin by addressing my personal congratulations to you, Sir, ﬁs'PteSidentrof the
Security Council for ‘thé month of March. I have no doubt that'Yduf”ieadetéhip will
make an'éffective contribution to the success of the work enffﬁStedﬂﬁdithis'majo?‘
organ of the United Nations. ' Furthermore, you represent YuQéSlavié,'a>c6uh££y with
which Argentina maintains fruitful political relations and relations of ftiendéhip.\"

I also wish to congratulate your prgdecessor, the PétmanenthepreSentativé of
the United States, Ambassador Vernon Walters, who, with his well-known efficiency,
presided over the work of the Council during the month of February. V‘

I should like to express my appreciation for the convening of this heeting of
the Council, which, at the request of my country, will be devoted to the

consideration of the situation arising in the SOutﬁ~A£1antic és a result of the
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decision taken by the United Kingbom‘cove:nment to conduct military manoeuvres in
the Malvinas during the month of March, as publicly announced by the British
Government on 11 Eebruary.

We have requested this meeting in order to express our grave concern, which we
know is shared by the countries of our region and by all those nations which
believe in tespect for the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter,
particularly Article 1, and which thus overwhelmingly supported the various
resolutions of the General Assembly that called for diplomatic dialogue and a
negotiated solution to the dispute over the Malvinas.

Since the restoration of democracy in my country in 1983, Argentina has
displayed every evidenqe of its determination to seek a negotiated solution to its
dispu;e with the Unitgd Kingdom over the Malvinas. Accordingly, all of our -
initiatives and actiops'and our behaviour throughout have been peaceful in nature.
Our public statements in the most varied multilateral fofums, formal proposals
addressed to the United Kingdom as well as others are all activities within the
framework of the United Nations and constitute unchallengeable proof of our .
convigtionvghat»dip;qmacyais the only way to resolve a conflict between nations.
That_ig a simple yet momentous ob;e;ya;ion“since war and peace depend upon respect
for and obseryance of that p;incip&e.‘ The United Nations Charter thus begins by
ca11§ng for the negotiated sqlution_qf ﬁll disputes.. That is why we have come to - -
the cOupcil, because this‘bodyy is endowed with primary responsibility for the.
maintenance of peace and security. We feel that once again the United Kingdom of
‘Great Britain is disregardingithe‘vggyvbgsis,£§r a rational solution to conflicts
between States. |
| Over the years tﬁe Uniged‘xingdom Government has voted against a resolution

which called for negotiations, without prejudice to the parties, on all aspects of
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this_dispute with Argentiha. This has been the case with respect to General
Assembly resolutions 37/9, 38/12, 39/6, 40/21, 41/40 and 42/19. In voting against
those resoldtions, Great Britain at the same time was‘building up a so-called
Fortress Malvinas, and opening a strategic airport on the Islands. Having
consolidated that position, it has now decided on a display of strength in the
South Atlantic. The evidence is thus complete: Not only does it vote against the
resolution, but it also consistently demonstrates its force. The Council will thus
be able to appreciate the contrast‘between that behaviour and the behaviour of my
own country.

As I have said, the United Kingdom has announced that in March it would be
conducting military manoeuvres in the area of the Malvinas Islands. As is clear
from the official announcement made by the Ministry of Defense of the United
Kingdbm in the House of Commons on 1l February, that action will involve
broad-ranging mobilization of soldiers and military ﬁateriél to the disputed
territory. We shall no doubt be hearing, in a few moments when the British
delegation speaks, an explanation that the purpose of the exercise is to confirm
the rapid reinforcement capacity of the éllegedly defensive facilities in the
Islands. We have reason to believe that this objective does not reflect the real
intentions of the United Ringdom. We might consider various hypotheses that would
help us to interpret the intentions of the United Kingdom. But today it would be
more useful to consider the evidence rather than the hypbtheses, and it is clear
that the United Kingdom is taking this attitude at a time when indirect contacts
have been under way in order to create machinery to avoid military incidents in the
South Atlantic. Some friendly countries have witnessed this state of affairs.

How are we to interpret, therefore, the attitude of a country which, above and

beyond these arguments and reasons, decides to follow a policy of military
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deployment at a time when talks are under way on the avoidance of carfying out
military deployment? How is one to interpret the attitude of a country which votes
against resolutions that call for negotiations and which flouts the will of the
majority of the General Assembly, deploying force as a response to the request by
the General Assembly of the United Nations in the‘SOuth Atlantic, indeed in the
very area which the General Assembly had decided to declare a zone of peace and
co-operation, on the initiative taken by Brazil and with the affirmative vote cast
by the United Kingdom?

We raise this matter in the Security Council not merely because of the gravity
of this situation, which gives rise in itself to tension and insecurity, but
because it is evidence of an attitude that poses a threat to international peace.
If we needed anything else to make clear the position taken by the British

Government, we now have it in this dangerous situation.
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The Council must today assess the attitude of a Government which, despite - -
having supported, in the General Assembly, decisions intended to teduce'military
presence and activities in the South Atlantic, is acting in a manner diametrically
opposed to those deicisions. But beyond assessing that attitude, the Argentine
Government thinks it even more impottant to assess its consequences. It is not
only that the British decision is a source of ihsecuiity for Argentihians;_it is
not only that these actions are intended to consolidaté colonial domination of the
Malvinas Islands - although those reasons were sufficient cause to convene the
Council: 1It is rather that this British attitude affects all of us, certainly all"
Latin Americans, but also all Members of the United Nations, because I insist = and
this is my principal argument - that it distegards negotiations as a basis for the
settlement of disputes., |

In a few mihutes we may hear that the United Kingdom has aIWays been open to
negotiations. But that applies only to negotiations that explicitly leave aside
the matter that gave rise to the dispute and which fuels it today; “"that matter of
sovereignty. We shall probably hear that it ‘would be realistic to begin with what
have come to be called reciprocal confidence-building measures.’

I shall address those two arguments. First of all, how can Argentina be
expected to accept the impossible as a condition for‘negotiétions? Secondly, how
are we to construe the establishment of reciprocal confidence by a country which,
at the least explicable moment, has decided to carry out military manoeuvres in the
disputed area?

This is the central concern that brings us to the Security Council: those
manoeuvres, which clearly express the determination not to negotiate, not to settle
~ the dispute with Argentina peacefully. As I said, we have reason to think that
this is not solely an Argentine concern. The Organization ofiamerican States (OAS)

has categorically expressed its grave concern through a resolution, suppdrted by
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nearly all the Latin American and Caribbean countries, caliing fo£ the suspension
of these manoeuvres. The Permanent Mechanism for Consultation and Concerted
Political‘Action, composed of eight Latin American countries, denounced the United
Kingdom position, Y;sterday,bthe Movement of Non-Aligned Countries stated the same
concerns.

We‘a:e‘indeed convinced that the great majority of the members of the Council
and of the United Nations share our perplexity and concern. I stress that what the
Council is considering and what impelled Argentina, Latin America and other
countries from outside the region to protest the British decision is the imprudent
and gratqitous nature of a measure that threatens serious efforts to get the
parties to this grave dispute to settle their dispute peacefully.

The behaviour of permanent members of the Security Council has a-direct impact:
OG,FhQ credibility of the collective security system set out in the United Nagions
Charter. 1If a permament member of the Security Council deciéesfto set itself above
the Charter - for example, by disregarding its obligation to seek a peaceful
settlement of disputes to which it is a party - what can we expect of other
countries? The United Kingdom's disregard of the Charter clearly plays into the -
hands of those who seek to discredit and frustrate the United Nations.

iThere is no excuse for the United Kiﬁgdom to adopt a position like its present:
position in the south Atlantic or to_disregard 1ts‘obligation to enter into
negotiatiqﬁs with Argentina to settle, peacefully and finally, the dispute on.
sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands. That obligationkis an objective fact
detivingvfrom the Charter, and it exists irrespective of whether or not the
positions of principle held by both Governments may be easily reconciled.

I wish to return to a point I made earlier. The lack of mutual credibility is
cleagly a.major cbstqcle to beginning a process to settle the disputes between

Argentina and the United Kingdom. That is a genuine, important and long-standing

N
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problem. Both Governments thus have the inescapable responsibility to refrain from
any measure that could contribute to increasing this distrust. The good faith of
both Governments is a prerequisite to tackling not only our disputes over the
Malvinas Islands but also related problems deriving from the dispute or linked with
other specific aspects of the relationship.

In that context, no excuse can justify the United Kingdom position, not even
the British arqument that my Government has not declared a formal cessation of
hostilities. We have frequently stated that we would have no difficulty in dealing
with this technical matter - which we feel to be unnecessary - in the context of a
true resumption of bilateral dialogue. Moreover, it should be recalled that the
United Ringdom itself never declared a formal cessation of hostilities in the 1956
war against Egypt. ; |

Ultimately, this decision, which the Council is conéidering today, has
dramatically highlightea certain questions to which we in Afgenfina have no answers
and to which I think the members of the Council are 1nfho better position to
respond: How does the United Kingdom think progress cah truly be made in settling
this dispute? 1Is it by beginning negotiations conditional upon Argentina's
renouncing its historical claim? 1Is such a proposal politically viable? It
confuses;the‘actions of a dictatorship with those of democracy.

Really and truly, how long does the United Kingdom think such a policy can
last? It has often recognized the existence of a dispute, so why ‘ig it opposed to
negotiations? Why is it afraid to negotiate? Could this be a question of
Principle? If it is, why was the United Kingdom not afraid of negotiations in the
past, when it decided to begin negotiations with my country on sovereingty over the
Malvinas Islands? It is worth recalling that in 1977~the United Kingdom signed

with the then de facto Government of Argentina a joint communiqué which stated that
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"The Governments of the Argentine Republic and the United Kingdom of

Great Britain and Northern Ireland have agreed to commence negotiations in

June or July 1977, concerning future political relations, including

sovereignty, with respect to the Malvinas, South Georgia and South Sandwich

Islands®.

One question will not go away: How could the United Kingdom have signed such
a communiqué with a dictatorship, while refusing to do so with the democratic
Government of President Radl Alfonsin?

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship of

Argentina for the very kind words he addressed to my country and to me personally.

Sir Crispin TICKELL (United Kingdom): Members of the Council have heard
a certain amount from the Argentiﬁe Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship about
what I am going to say. Let me put them out of their misery: I am now going to
say it.

The kindest thing I can do today is to recall a little hiétory, and get the
problem raised by the Argentine Government into perspective.

At the beginning of 1982, that is to say following the events'of 1977 to which
the Minister referred, the British and Argentine Governments were’engaged in
discussions about the Falkland Islands. The islands themsélves were guarded - if
that is the right wordz- by less than 50 lightly-armed soldiers. On 2 April 1982

the islands were suddenly invaded by over 10,000 Argentine troops.
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The Security Council adopted resolution 502 (1982), a mandatory resolution,

which demanded the immediate withdrawal of all Argentine forces from the islands.
The Argentine Goverhment, in breach of its obligations under the Charter, ignored
it. In consequence my Government exercised its inherent right to self-defence
enshrined in Article 51 of the Charter, and at distressing cost to human life -
ﬁritish and Argentine - expelied the invaders. We are determihed that no such
catastrophe should happen again. 1Indeed we should be in dereliction of our duty
under Article 73 of the Charter were we not to take the necessary steps to
safeguard the security of the people of tﬁe»islands.

Our obligation could be met in two ways. We could install a large permanent
garrison of the size and ability to ward off any further attack; or we could do as-
we have done - that is, maintain the smallest possible garrison while establishing
the means to reinforce it rapidly. Ability to reinforce is not something which can
be left theoretical. wevmade it clear as long ago as 1982 that occasional
reinforcement exercises would be necessary. The present oﬁe involves a small
number of aircraft and fewer'than 1,000 men. It would bé straining :the credulity
of this Council to suggest that such an exercise could threaten anyone. It would~”_
indeed be to enter into the world of obsession aﬁd fantasy.

Many other States, including some of those represented round this Council
table, regularly conduct similar exercises. As any competent soldier will confirm,
they are a necessary, indeed an inevitabie, part of sensible military planning.

The only conceivable dangers which might arise in the present case come from the
surprising measures subséquently announcgd by thé Government of Argentina.

We are encOuraged by stafements of the Argentine Government's commitment to

resolving differences between Argentina and the United Kingdom by peaceful means.
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We acknowledge and we reciprocate those assurances. President Alfonsin has many

times made it clear that he does not intend to resort to force. We respect his
statements, and the spirit‘in which they were made. We wish the democratic
Government of Argentina ~ of which the Argentine Minister for Foreign Affairs and

' ~Worship is a worthy representative - nothing but well. But the Argentine qlaim to’
the Falklands still stands regardless of the wishes of the islanders, and as long
as it remains so we must retain the capability of dealing with the unexpected. My
Government is determined to fulfil its commitments to the people of the Falklands
and to uphold their right to choose by whom they wish to be governed. Indeed it is
obliged to do so by the Charter and the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights.

I emphasize that the British Government is working to establish a more normal
relationship with Argentina. 1Indeed we have taken many steps to that end which
have not so far been reciprocated. So far as we are concerned, but unfortunately
.not so far as Argentina is concerned, hostilities long since ceased between us, and
we look forward to the eventual restoration of the close relations which once
existed between our two countries. That may not be possible all at once. To use
an Atgeﬂtine image, it takes two to tango. But we have been able to conduct
exchanges with the Argentine Government on fisheries through the good offices of a
third party. We want to continue these exchanges and earnestly hope they will make
progress.

.I wish also to dispel any suggestion that for some mysterious reasons - and
they would have to be mysterious - we are opposed to lowering tension in the South
Atlantic. The Argentine Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship expressed

bafflement as to why we should wish to hold these exercises., I think that the
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reasons as I have explained them are clear and simple. From the outset we

suppor ted the proposal put forward by Brazil in the General Assembly in 1986 for a
zone of peace in the South Atlantic. We shall‘bontinue.to support it. Our forces
in the Falklands are there tq defend the islands from attack. Their presence is
entirely consistent with the aim of the Brazilian proposal. Likewise we have
ratified the two additional Protocols to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and have at all
times complied with our obligations not to deploy nuclear weapons in territories
for which we have international responsibilities and which lie within the Treaty's
Zone of Application. We have also carried out our obligation not to deploy nuclear.
weapons in areas in which the Treaty is in force.. We would wish to see it enforced
throughout the region, with all States in Latin America becoming parties to it. It
is important to note that Argéntina has not so far ratified the Treaty. We again
call upon it to do so.

The Argentine Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship ranged far beyond the
subject of this debate. He referred to the discussions in the General Assembly
last year, where I think the positions of both of us were very cleafly set out,

- There was then, it will be recalled, a call for negotiations on all aspects of the
future of the islands - which, I am afraid, is a thinly disguised demand for
negotiations on sovereignty. The Argentine Government has made it plain many times
that such negotiations can have only one outcome: the annexation of the islands by
Argentina. That is an outcome which - and there is no doubt about this -~ would be
quite unacceptable to the people of the islands. What the Argentines want is ndt
negotiations but talks about a hand-~over date.

On the subject we are discussing - that is, the current ekercises in the

Falkland Islands - I set out our position very succinctly in my letter of
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25 February to the Secretary-General of the United Nations; you referred to that

letter, Mr. President, at the beginning of our discussion today. Our case is so
simple, so strong and so direct that I am sorry I have been obliged to take up the
Council's time in putting it once more.

Above all, let us keep matters in perspective. Our garrison on the islands is
entirely defensive: it threatens no one. In the past two years our reinforcement
capability has allowed us to halve the number of troops we keep on the islands.
That -is surel& a contribution to the lowering of tension rather than the 6pposite. ’
which has just been suggested to the Council.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of Colombia. I

invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr.'PEﬂALOSA‘(Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): Our world,

lacking in bastions of faith and universally respected principles, is increasing in
need of leaders with clear principles who have earned its confidence and of an 7
Organization to foster the credibility that has been lost, making it possible tor
demonstrate the benefits of the establishment of friendship and trust betveen
peoples.

This is what has given rise to the founding of the United Nations, when five
of its longest—standing Members sought to establishment a mechanism that would
Spare mankind from the horror it had experienced prior to 1945. The United Kingdom'
is one of those five permanent members of the Security Council whose Governments
possess the requisites for world leadership s0 necessaty in our time.

The Government of Colombia is keenly concerned at the fact that it is the
United Kingdom'Government that is violating the principles of the Charter and the
provisions of'our Organization by doing all it can to impede bilateral dialogue
with the Argentine Republic, which dialogue is the only practical means for finding
a peaceful and lasting solution to the long~standing dispute over the Malvinas.
Islands. | |

I vould répéat'wh5£ I said at the fortv-second session of the General Assembly:

i *The'issue of the Malvinas Islands deeply affects the whole‘of Latin

America. The countries of the region have joined in a common cause with the

‘Argentine Republic and unreservedly support its right to‘sovereignty over the

islands. Undeniably the continuation of the dispute with the United Kingdom

has an effect on the political climate in the continent. An obvious problem
of decolonization, which could have been resolved within the context of the
framework provided by the United Nations Charter, has become a hotbed of

tension and conflict in the South Atlantic with repercussions throughout the

region."™ (A/42/PV.70, p. 18)
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Today, that tension is increasing because of the holding‘of military
manoeuvres in the area of the Malvinas Islands by the British Government. The
Government of the United Kingdom had offered grounds for hope for a settlement to
the dispute, nét only by its support for the General Assembly resolution declaring
the South Atlantic a zone of peaée and co—operaﬁion, but also by expressing its
determination to seek more normal relations with Argentina.

How can the deployment of force aﬁd overbearing behaviour normalize
relations? The Council has now been convened only after Argentiha and Latin
America had exhausted all available means in their efforts to dissuade the British
Government froﬁ engaging in a new demonstration of military might.

The climate prevailing in Argentina is verf clear: a democratic‘Government
committedrtovsubstantive reform for the well-being of its people is offering
peaceful, bilateral dialogue, with an open agenda and without pre-conditions.
Instead of evoking an appropriate response, a response arising out of a change in
preconceived attitudes or fixed agendas, it has met with the deployment of force,
exacerbating tension and rendering dialogue and peaceful negotiations less likely.

That is the disturbing factor, not the size or intensity of the manoeﬁvres.
The vaunting of milifary power is antithetical to a climate of negotiation and
peace. |

Colombia has never supported the use of force in the settlement of disputes.
The peaceful settlement of conflicts is a cardinal element Qf its foreign policy.
Accordingly, we support a comprehensive negotiated solution‘to the dispute over the
Malviﬁas Islands, and, in that conneqtion, my delegation wishes to emphasize the
positive and practical approach taken by the Argentine Government, which, in

bilateral negotiations with the United Kingdom, has clearly manifested its
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intention to protect the interests of the inhabitants of the islands and has
promised to respect and protect, through safeguards, statutes and guarantees to be

agreed upon at those negotiations, the maintenance of the lifestyle, traditions and

cultural identity of the islanders.

The Government of Colombia will fully support the search for coqditions that
can lead to a resumption of the negotiations between the United Kingdom and
Argentina to find a peaceful and lasting solution. My country is convinced that,
with the firm support of the international community and with the invaluable
co-operation of the United Nations Secretary-General, a solution can be found to

deal with all aspects of the problem, marking a decisive contribution to the -

strengthening of peace in the world.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of Uruguay. I

invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr., EISCHER (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish): Although Uruguay
does not often participate in debates in the Security Council, I should
nevertheless like to congratulate you,.Sir, on the calm and effective manner in
which you are exercising the duties of President of the Council. Our
congratulations also go to your predecessor, Ambassador Vernon Walters.

The decision of the United Kingdom to hold military manoeuvres in the area of
the Malvinas Islands has caused deep concern, not only to Argentina, but throughout
Latin America and, in particular, to those countries like Uruguay that are part of
the South Atlantic region. The preservation of peace in the region is, for my
country, a historic concern that precedes the establishment of any international

legal instrument for its safeguard.
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On 12 February of this year the then-Foreign Minister of Uruguay.

Mr. Enrique Iglesias, during a brief sojourn in London, iﬁformed the Foreign Office
of my country's official position on this question, as follows:

"Such acts do not contribute to relaxing tensions in the area. On the

contrary, they may seriously affect the goal'of a zone of peace in the South

Atlantic, which Uruguay vigorously supports.”

For their part, the countries members of the Group of Eight and the members of
the Organization of American States, among which my country is included, have
already unequivocally véiced theiriconcern at the holding of the British manoeuvres
and the increase of tension in the South Atlantic they have caused, as well as at
the fact that, far from contributing to the effective establishment of such a zone

of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic, it disregards its character.
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The holding of military exercises, with unusual troop movements, over an
extended period of 24 days in the region of the Malvinas Islands, is not a matter
beyond the United Kingdom's control; it is not a measure that its Government was
forced to take in order to confront a challenge from outside; nor can it reasonably
be considered that it had to be taken to meet that country's priority interests.

The United Kingdom has argued that the exercises are routine reinforcement
exercises, notification of which was given a long time ago, and that their aim is-
to reduce the United Kingdom garrison in the Malvinas Islands, as the
representative of the United Kingdom said in his bfficial statement of
25 February 1988, distributed as an official Security Council document (S/19541).
But we can in no way disregard the form of the manoeuvres or the context in which
they are being held, nor can we overlook the circumstances of their timing and
location. These military activities must therefore be evaluated in the context of -

the political and legal conditions prevailing in the zone since the end of the

unfortunate war of 1982.

First, since then commitments have been entered into as a result of the
declaration of the zone of peace and co-operation of the South Atlantic, in General
Assembly resolution 41/11 of 1986, adopted with the express support of the United
Kingdom, under.which that country assumed the specific obligations

"to co-operate in the elimination of all sources of tension in the z§ne"

{(General Assembly resolution 41/11, para. 4)

and to bring about

"the reduction and eventual elimination of their military presence there"

(General Assembly resolution 41/11, para. 3)

Secondly, the decision to hold military manoeuvres was taken against a
background of a growing relaxation of tension, which could well be regarded as

promising for the pacification of the area and which was characterized by an
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absence of attitudes of mutual hostility, as the international community noted. To
avoid being subjective, I cannot do better than to quote the Secretary-General's
report to the General Assembly on the matter last November, in which he said:s

~ "both parties have in the past Year shown commendable restraint and a clear

~willingness to reduce areas of tension" (A/42/732, para. 6),

although the Secretary-General also said that it had not been possible to bring
about a,dialogué between the United Kingdom and Argentina to resolve the questions
in dispﬁte.

Moreover, the persistent, acknowledged desire shown throughout this period by
the Argentine Government to find a peaceful solution to the conflict is undeniable,
and its permanent dedication to the path of diplomatic negotiations is
unquestioned. Vwe must bear in mind that on 14 August last the British Government
expressed its "ardent desire" to contribute to strengthening peace and security in
the region with the establishment of the zone of peace and co-operation of the
South Atlantic. Its commitment to the promotion of dialogue to find practical ways
to reduce tension was renewed in that country's reply of that date to the
Secretary-General with respect to the establishment of the zone of peace.

That climate of a progressive strengthening of peace prevailed until a short
time ago. Therefore, it should be understood that the holding of military
manoeuvres can only cause frustration and uncertainty about the spirit in which
they are being carried out and seriously threaten the climate of relaxation-of
tensioné, which was being strengthened.

Thirdly, we realize that the taking of such measures and the circumstances in
which they take place inevitably have a bearing on the establishment or otherwise

of trust between States, the reduction or increase of confrontation and the
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dissipation of possible misunderstandings. That has been progressively recognized -
by the international community, as expressed through a recent General Assembly
resolution.

It will therefore be understood that whenrthe goal is a reduction of tension
between States, the stzengtheniné of mutual confidence and the prevention of
misunderstandings that could give rise to situations of conflict, activities such
as military manoeuvres should preferably be dealt with through co-ordination
between States, in order to foster confidence and international security. It is
worth recalling that with that in mind, in the European context, the United Kingdom
and its North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) allies have negotiated an
agreement with the Warsaw Pact States for prior notice and‘teésonable warning of
military manoceuvres and the regulation of such manoeuvres, with precisely drawn
regulations laying down the conditions and the limits for such military"activities;'
under the September 1986 Stockholm Agreement.

With regard to the Malvinas area in particular we would point out that in a
letter to the Secretary-General on 22 September 1986 the United Kingdom expressed
_its desire to "rebuild confidence" between the two parties involved in the

conflict, regarding that as

"an essential prerequisite to the reduction of tension in the South Atlantic".

(A/41/636, annex, para. l)

In the present case it is not clear how the recent decision to hold military
manoeuvres in the Malvinas could contribute to a resgoration of confidence and the
lessening of tension in the area.

Fourthly, the international community has made clear and repeated appeals for
the negotiation of a peaceful solution to the dispute; it has done so in

~ consecutive General Assembly resolutions adopted by overwhelming majorities year

after year. In those appeals there is implicitly a call to the parties to abstain
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from any action that could increase tension in the region and thus make a
negotiated solution less likely.

The deployment of troops from one hemisphere to another into the Malvinas area
and the holding of military exercises over a period of three weeks does not serve
to foster the necessary dialogue and trust betweeh the parties.

Ur_ugua»y, ‘whic‘:h always wants to help bring about the conditions in which
dialogque between the parties will be feasible and effective, therefore urges the
British Government to avoid holding such manoeuvres. It appeals to it to act in
accordance with the spirit andAphilosophy followed by the United Kingdom and its
allies in other regional settings where its security is most directly at stake. 1In
so doing, as a member of the Group of 8, we also urge the friendly Government of -
the United Kingdom to resume bilateral negotiations with the Argentine -Republic :. -

with a view to working towards a peaceful solution to the problems between - the two -

countries.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Uruguay for his kind words

addressed to me.

Mr. NOGUEIRA-BATISTA (Brazil) (interpretation from Spanish): Before

reading the text of my statement, allow me, Mr. President, to welcome the Minister
for Foreign Affairs and Worship of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo. His presence here
is evidence of the interest and importance which his country attaches to this
debate it has requested.

“The Government‘of Brazil views with deep‘concern theilatest;developments with
respect to'the-Malvinas, events which have given rise to this meeting of the
Security'Council. The decision by the Government of Great sritain and Northern
Island to conduct military exercises in the Malvinas area does not contributerto a
peaceful and 1asting settlement of the problems outstanding between the United
Kingdom and Argentina. There is no need for me to recall the position which Brazil
has traditionally taken on the substantive dispute between these two countries,
with which we have always enjoyed close, historic ties of friendship.

To Brazil the Malvinas have been and continue to be a territory of the sister
Republic of Argentina. I shall refrain from a description of the continuing
efforts made by my Government to find a peaceful solution to this controversy that
has given rise to tensions in the South Atlantic. I would simply recall that we‘
have repeatedly co-sponsored General Assembly resolutions, most recently resolution
42/19, establishing the framework for a negotiating process capable of settling the
entire dispute between the Argentine Republic and the United Kingdom. In our view,
this process must ‘be conducted in accordance with the purposes and principles of-‘

the Charter of the United>Nations and without prejudice to the positions of the

parties.
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ﬁitixin this framew;')rk we béiieve it necessary to ensure that no measures are
taken that might increase tensiéns or impede the creation of the conditions
necessary for political dialoghé. yYet, just as wé were beginning to see *sighs of
progress in the pr‘ocess of mi:tual confidence-ﬁuilding and a hint of willingness by
the parties ‘to return t§ a posiéive dialogue; thé. B.ritishyrdecibded to conduct the
Fire-Focus manoeuvres, giving rise to an undesirable resurgence of tensions.

The times call for prudence and restraint. The Brazvilian Government continues
to be convinced. tl;at ;:here must be peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic.

That indeed was the message conveyed by the international community when it
adoPi:ed General Assembly resolution 41/11, which declared the SOum Atlantié a zone
of peace and co-operation, kto be vscruéulously respected by all States.

Mr. BEIONOGOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Rﬁssién) : The Soviet deiegation sympathizes with Argentina'sl request to have the
Security Councilvconsider the situation that ‘has arisen in the South Atlantic as a
result of the decision of the Government of the Unitéd Kingdom to hold military
manoeuvres in the Falkland Islands (Malvinas).

We have listened carefully to the stateinent o f the Minister for Foreign
Affairs and Worship of Arge;\tina, Mr. Danﬁe Caputo, in which he expressed concern
over the s'ituation. In this connection, we are pleased to note the confirmatipn of
Argentina's intention 'to try to‘ achiéve a. negotiated settlexﬁent. -

The éoviet Unién has repeatedly stated its position on the issde of the
Falkland Isiands ‘. (Malx}inas)‘, which, we are pleased to note, coincides with the
appealls of the overmelﬁing majority of Men';aers of the United Nations in recent
years for the Governments of Aréentina and the Unitedlxingdom to seek ways of

achieving a peaceful settlement of their dispute, including all aspects of the

islands' future.
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At its forty-second session the General Assembly, in resolution 42/19, once
again advocated precisely such an approach. Recent events, however, have given us
new and real cause for alarm at the situation in the South Atlantic. There can be
no doubt that the movement of United Kingdom forces and arms into the Falkland
Islands (Malvinas) for the purpose, as was declared in London, of testing the
feasibility of carrying out a large-scale military operation there cannot serve the
cause of promoting a political settlement - all the more so since, under no
circumstances, can a demonstration of force be viewed as an acceptable
accompaniment to the normalization of bilateral relations.

The position of the international community is unambiguous. Despite
statements of the alleged routine nature of this operation, it is clear that the
military manoeuvres that are being carried out despite the appeals of Argentina,
the Latin American States and many Members of our Organization, are inimical to
the interests of settling the situation in the South Aﬁlantic and run counter to
the peaceful efforts and desires of the countries of the coﬂtinent, the Non-Aligned
Movement and the relevant decisions of the United Nations. sﬁch actions are not
conducive to promoting the purposes of creating a zone of peace and co-operation in

the region as advocated by the majority of Members of the United Nations, including

the United Kingdom.
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The Soviet delegation supports those who feel that the United Kingdom's policy
of increasing its military activity in the area of the islands is not conducive to
ensuring the stability and security of the Soﬁth Atlantic and is a course that we,
like others, feel is fraught with increased tension.

As was stressed in the statement by the representative of the Ministry for
Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union, on 24 February 1988:

"The Soviet Union adheres to a principled position of support for a
speedy settlement of the problem of the Falkland Islands (Malvinas) and
believes that the way to achieve it is through serious negotiations between
Argentina and the United Kingdom, on the basis of the United Nations Charter
and the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly - not through unilateral
actions and military manoeuvres. That would be in the interest of all parties
and would promote the normalization of the situation in the region and the
strengthening of international peace and security.”

That is the Soviet Union's view on the question under consideration today by

the Security Council.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of Peru. I invite

him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. ALZAMORA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): Allow me at the
outset to express oui warmest congratulations to you, Sir, for the outstanding way
in which you are presiding over the Council's business in March. We know that your
exceptional professional and personal qualities, which are a faithful reflection of
your great country's standing and prestige, will make a valuable contribution to
the Council's work.

Our appreciation goes also to the Permanent Representative of the United
States, Ambassador Vernon Walters, for the wise and businesslike way in which he

presided over the Council during the month of February.
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I should like to begin my statement by greeting the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo, whose presence here today‘underscores the
importance of this debate.

As recognized by the international community, the dispute over the Malvinas
Islands has historically been - as it is today ~ a matter which affecis claims of
national sovereignty over the islands within the framework of a;colonial
situation. That is why thg Peruvian Government's.position - one of full respgct
for Argentina'SVSOVe:eign rights over the Malvinas Islands - is founded on the
overriding neeé to promote the elimination of existing colonial situations, all the
more so when, as in other regions, colonialism here is compqunded by
strategic-military considerations aiméd at preventing or delaying~the process of
decolonization.

Within this context, the decision of the United Kingdom Government to conduct
military manoeuvres in the islands give rise to legitimate concern, because, in
addition to introducing a new obstacle into the process of lessening fension in the
Malvinas; it represents a unilateral action which can rightly be carried out only
by the party exercising sovereiénty over the islands.

It seems to us rash to carry out military manoeuvres in a zone which the
international community recognizes as being in dispute between the United Kingdom
and Argentina and with regard to which the General Assembly has. repeatedly utged
bqth Governments

"to initiate:negotiations with a view to finding thé means to resolve

peacefully and definitively the problems pending between both countries,

including all aspects on the future of the Malvinas, in accordance with the

Charter of the United Nations". (resolution 42/19, para.lly
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Indeed, that decision of the British Government should be viewed in the light
of its decision adopted on 29 October 1986 to declare a 200-mile zone around the
Malvinas Islands, within which it set up a so-called interim fiShing and
administrative conservation zone which overlapped the 150-mile "military protection
zone" declared by Great Britain after the 1982 conflict - a measure that interferes
with the unchallenged Argentine rights to jurisdiction.

In contrast, the Government of Argentina has always openly expressed its total
readiness to negotiate within a wide framework on all aspects at the root of the
dispute. It is in that spirit of reconciliation, and out of a desire to maintain
peace and prevent incidents, that we should view the prudent Argentine attitude to
exclude, in patrolling its South Atlantic coasts, the so-called 150-mile military -
exclusion zone imposed by the British Government.

‘It is therefore difficult to understand the British Government's decision to
conduct military exercises in the Malvinas, particularly when that unilateral’
action is in contradiction to the letter and the spirit of the General Assembly
resolution whereby the South Atlantic was solemnly declared a "zone of peace‘and‘
co-operation® - a resolution which was adopted by an overwhelming majority,
includingithe vote of the United Kingdom, and which urged Member States to promote
peace and co-operation in the zone.

- Bbove all, we are concerned that that decision by the British Government, far
from being an isolated case, is part of a military escalation which, in addition to
being incompatible with the proposals for peace, dialogue and negbtiétibn; seéms

intended to introduce new elements of tension and conflict in the South Atlantic,

specifically in the Malvinas Islands.
That is why on 1 March the Organization of American States (OAS) adopted

resolution 494 expressing deep concern at the increase in tension in the South
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Atlantic and urging the United Kingdom Government to reconsider its éeéision to
hold military exercises with a view to creatihg a climate of ﬁufual trust for
future negotiations. " 4 | -

On this océaéion,vthe vaernment of Pétu wisheé to reéffirm before thé Council
its steadfaStTéolidarity with and totél shppdrt for the Atéentine Republic's
inalienable rights overlthe Malvinas Islands and its endorsement dffthe entire
procesé of dialogue and negofiétibn free of tensions and military'pfessures.

In‘the'view of Lﬁtin Americans; the dispaﬁdh of foreign trdops to ouf region
with the aim of holding military exercises, whatever their ofigin or depioyment, is
in all cases clear and unjustified interventioh which our peopies vigorously feject
as inftingement upon“our unity, security and sovereignty.- | |

In this spirit, Peru deplores the Uhited Kingdom Government'S'hoiding of
military manoeuvres in the Malvinas and appeals>fo£ a halt to thém and any othef
activities which,,bécause they increase tension 1n'the area, disturbAand delay
prospecfs for a peaceful and negotiated solution to the qﬁest;én of fhe Méivinas -
a process which:has'been‘called fof.Year after year by thevinternational commﬁni£§

and the Movement of Non—Aligned“Countfies in repeated resolutions.

The PRESIDﬁNT: I"thahk the representétive" of Periu for the very kind
words he addressed to my country and to me personally. | | T
The next“speaker is Mr. Oscar Oramas Oliva, Acting Cﬁairmén'of the épecial
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementétioh of the Declaration on
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peéples, to whom the'Couﬁgil
has extended an invitation under rﬁie 39 df its.rulés of pracedﬁré; I invité ﬁiﬁ

to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr ORAMAS OLIVA (Cuba), Acting Chairman of the Special Committee on the

Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples (Special Committee‘of 24)
(interpretation from Spanish): On behalf of the Special Committee on the situation
with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, I should like to thank the Council
for this opportunity, as Acting Chairman of the Special Committee, to address the
Security Council in connection with its consideration of the question of the
mmmwrﬂma(muumm.

since the Security cOuncil is considering recent events relating to the
Malvinas Islands (Falklands), it might be useful initially to review the course of
legislative events in that Territory.

The Malvinas Islands are a Non—Self-Governing Territory within the meaning of
Chapter XI of the United Nations Charter. They were included in the original list
of an-Self—Governing Territories in 1946. They were also included in the 1963
prelininary list of Territories to‘which the Declaration on the Granting‘of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples applied. »

In 1965 the General Assembly recognized the existence of a dispute between the
Governments of Argentina and the United Kingdom with respect to sovereignty over.
the islands and invited botthovernments to'hold negotiations with a view to
finding a‘peaceful solution to the problem. The Assembly likewise urged the two
parties, in so doing, to bear in mind the provisions of the Charter and the
objectives of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries
and Peoples, as wvell as the interests of the population of the islands.

At subsequent sessions, the General Assembly and the Special Committee
repeatedly urged both Governments to conduct negotiations. They were convinced

that the way to end the special and particular colonial situation was through a
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peaceful negotiated solution of all outstanding issues. On repeated occasions, the
Assembly reaffirmed the need for both parties to take duly into account the
interests of the population of the islands, pursuant to the Assembly's resolutions
on this question.

The Assembly requested the Secretary-General to‘conduct~a-mission of good
offices in order to assist the two Governments to resume the negotiations. 1In his
report to the General Assembly at its forty-second session the Secretary-General
stated that, on the basis of discussions with the representatives of the two
Governments, -cond@itions had not sufficiently evolved to enable him to carry out the
mandate entrusted to him by the Assembly. The Secretary-General regretted the fact
that, while both parties had in the past year shown commendable restraint and a
clear willingness to reduce areas of tension, it had not yet proved possiblé ‘to
engage both Governments in the kind of dialogue consistent with the relevant
resolution of the General Assembly.

Both Governments have repeatedly expressed their interest in normalizing their
relations. '

Given those events, it is quite clear ﬁhat any measure intended to increase a
military presence in the region would only serve to worsen tensions in the area and
would not help to create a suitable atmosphere for resolving the problem peacefully.

Wé‘hOPe that the Government of the United Kingdom will reconsider its decision
and refrain from continuing the holding of the military manoeuvres.

It is now more necessary than ever for the two Governments to attempt to reach
an understanding on the basis of which, thanks to the good offices of the
Secretafy-General, the long-delayed negotiations can finally begin, €o as to £ind a

peaceful and definitive resolution of all outstanding questions between the two
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countries, in accordance with the United Nations Charter and the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of Venezuela. I

invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. AGUILAR (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): At the outset, I
should like to say how pleased I am to see you presiding over the deliberations of
the Council this month. The ﬁery cordial relations that exist between the people‘
and the Government of your country and those of Venezuela'are based completely on
the unshakeable dedication of both nations to the cause of international peace and
co—-operation and on our constant faith in the principles and purposes governing
this Organization. Also, I am convinced that your wisdoﬁ and diplomaticbskills in
carrying out your high functions will guarantee the successful conclusion of the
Council's discussions. V

I should like to take this opportunity as well fo expresé our gratitude to
Arbassador Vernon Walters, Permanent Represehtative of the United States of
America, for the knowledgeable, talénted and competent manner in which he presidéd
over the meetings of the Council during the month of February. |

Before setting out our position on the question before us, I should like, on
behalf of my delegation and on my own behalf, to greet most cordially His
Excellency the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Argentine Republic,

Mr. Dante Caputo.

On 27 October 1986 the General Assembly adopted, by a large ma jority,
resolution 41/11; the General Assembly in operative paragraph 1,

'Solemnly declares the Atlantic Ocean, in the region situated between

Africa and South America, a 'Zone of peace and co-operation of the South

Atlantic'y"
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in operative paragraph 3,

"Calls upon all States of all other regions, in particular the militarily
significant States, scrupulously to respect the region of the South Atlantic
as a zone of peace and co-operation, especially through the reduction and
eventual elimination of their military presence there, the non-introduction of
nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction and the non-extension
‘into the region of rivalries and conflicts that are foreign to it".

and in operative paragraph 4,

| "Calls upon all States of the region and of all other regions ... to
respect the national unity, sovereignty, political independence and
territorial integrity of every State therein, to refrain from the threat or
use of force ... in violationbof the Charter of the United Nations, as well as

| the principle that the acquisition of territories by force is inadmissible;”.

The South Atlantic is an enormous ocean region bordering the coasts of dozens

of Latin American and African nations, nations of the third ﬁorld which require an

adequate framework of security and harmony in order to achieve their basic goals of

political, social and economic development.
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In this context, the goal of preserving that zone of peace and co-operation
accords with the noblest purposes of the Charter and provides a framework for
international coexistence, contrasting with a world marked by conflict and violence.

General Assembly resolution 41/11 was adopted with wide support, including
that of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

Military manceuvres in the area of the Malvinas Islands cause concern and
contradict the spirit and letter of that resolution, because they introduce into
the zone an element of unnecessary and undesirable tension. This decision by the
British Government is particularly discouraging since it comes at a time when
efforts were going forward to create a climate favouring a resumption of dialogue
with the Argentine Republic leading to a peaceful, just and lasting solution of the
dispute concerning sovereignty over these islands.

’The creation of a climate of mutual trust is a prerequisite for any
negotiating process that could be carried out between the parties. 1In thét
connection, the Argentine Government has many times reiterated its readiness for
dialogue and has offered convincing proof of its maturity and flexibility in
dealing with the problem of its relations with the United Kingdom.

In the light of the facts, we are less heartened by the British position of
ignoring the many requests by counyries of the area, including Venezuela, to
suspend the military manoceuvres in the Malvinas, since those manoceuvres shake the
climate of mutual trust and also highlight the conflictual aspect of the question.

In a statement issued on 25 February 1988, the Ministers for Foreign Affairs
of the countries members of the Permanent Mechanism for Consultation and Concerted
Political Action, known as the Group of 8, indicated that they

"express their profound‘concern at the decision of the United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland to conduct military manoeuvres in the Malvinas
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Islands. They denounce the grave consequences of this decision, which will
lead to growing tension in the South Atlantic and which disregards its
character of zone of peace and co-operation, as declared in the United Nations
General Assembly by the vast majority of the international community.

"They urge the Government of the United Kingdom to refrain from holding
the pr§posed military manoeuvres and to resume bilateral negotiations with the
Argentine Republic with a view to a peaceful and definitive settlement of the
dispute concerning sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands and the qther

problems outstanding between the two countries." (S/19559, annex)

I wish to draw attention to a speclal feature of the situation before the
Council today. I refer to the fact that one of the parties concerned is a
permanent member of this lofty body, which confers upon it unique privileges and
advantages. My Government considers that these are no free gift,bbut must be
interpreted in the context of corresponding responsibilities stemming from the very
nature of the purposes of this body: the maintenance of international peace and
security.

The declaration of the zone of peace and co-operation of the South Atlantic
was recalled in General Assembly resolution 42/16 of 10 November 1987, which was
adopted, again, with the support of the United Kingdom. I would recall that in
that resolution the General Assembly

"Calls upon all States to refrain from any action inconsistent with the

Charter and relevant resolutions of the United Nations and which may create or

aggravate situations of tension and potential conflict in the region®.

(General Assembly resolution 42/16, para. 5)

In a statement issued on 19 February this year, the Government of Venezuela

reaffirmed its solidarity with the Argentine Republic and its rights of sovereignty
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over the Malvinas Islands, and stated that it shared the concern of the Argentine
people and Government at the consequences that could result from Ehe‘mi1itary
exercises being carried out in the zone.

The Government of Venezuela also appealed to the Government of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to reconsider its decision and assume
a conciliatory position according with the letter and spirit of the Charter and
relevant resolutions of the United Nations. Our position remains unchanged, and I

wished simply to reiterate it today.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Venezuela for the very kind
words he addressed to my country and to me personally. |
The next speaker is the representative of Mexico. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. MOYA PALENCIA (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The Mexican

delegation is pleased to see you, Sir, the Permanent Representative of Yugoslavia
presiding over the work of the Security Council during the moﬁth of March. We are
certain that your personal qualities and diplomatic skill will be of enormous value
in helping the Council carry out the tasks before it.

We wish also to state our appreciation of the efforts made in February by the-
previous President, the representative of the United States of America.

I should like particularly to welcome the Minister for Foreign Affairs and -
Worship of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo.

~ Mexico has asked to speak because we consider that the military manoeuvres

carried out by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, which are
currently under consideration, are contrary to the spirit of General Assembly and
Security Council resolutions on. the question of the Malvinas; they jeopardize
international peace and security and ada growing and needless tension to the

situation in the South Atlantic.
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We had hoped that this delicate and painful conflict was showing signs that it
could be settled through peaceful dialogue and negotiations in accordance with one
of the most cherished principles of the United Nations Charter; it traﬁspires that .
one of the States concerned, rather than promoting that dialogue, has chosen the:
disputed zone to carry out extensive military and naval exercises, causing deep
universal concern.

We have repeatedly stressed the need for a peaceful negotiated'settlementvof
the conflict in the South Atlantic. Since the start of'the crisis, Latin American
nations have co-ordinated our efforts, giving f£irm unified support to Argentina and
urging the United Kingdom to reach a just, lasting negotiated settlement of its
dispute with Argentina, including all aspects relating to the future of the
Malvinas Islands. Accordingly, Mexico has been among the sponsors of draft.
resolutions on this subject adopéed by the General Assembly since 1983; texts
which, I emphasize, are in. full accord with the principles and purposes of the "
United Nations Charter. -

In that context, we have welcomed the conduct of the Argentine Republic, which
has stated its readiness to enter into dialogue and negotiations. in conformity with
repeated appeals by the General Assembly. We have noted with deep concern the '
persistent refusal of the Government of the United Kingdom to match the position of

the othep side.
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The British Government has avoided substantive negotiations on the question of
the Malvinas‘Islands. Instead, it has insisted that the discussion should revolve
around the right of ‘the inhabitants to self-determination. 'As we have emphasized
on other occasions, teéolution 1514 (XV) makes it very clear that peoples are
entitled to be decolonized through the exercise of self-determination when they
have been subjected to foreign domination; but this is not the case of the
inhabitants of the islands. Furthermore, in regard to territorial enclaves,
resolution 1514 (XV) makes it clear that decolonization consists precisely in the
restoration of sove:eign rights to the State that has such rights.

The Argentine nation has acted in full accordance with the sovereignty it has
enjoyed since 1825, when Argentina achieved independent existence with ‘a national
territory encompassing the archipelago. In 1833 the United Kingdom occupied that
territory by force, even though it had recognized Argentina's independence yeats
before.- Hence, to put forward the argument of self-determination for the British
inhabitants is simply to attempt to obscure the central issue of éovereignty and to
perpetuate, anachronistically, a colonial enclave on the American continent.

-On the other hand, the Argentine Republic has repeatedly stated its
determination to respect the legitimate interests of the inhabitants of the
islands. That weakens the British argument even more.

Contrary to the hopes of the majority of the members of the international
community, the differences between the parties have increased és a result of the
events that have led to this series of Council meetings. The decision by the
United Kingdom Government to conduct extensive military manoeuvres in the Malvinas
Islandslimpedes the search for a peaceful solution to thié historical dispute and
also serves to create a climate of tension in the South Atlantic, which increases

. the Mexican Government's concern over the impact that this decision can have on
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international peace and security. The fact that the United Kingdom is a permanent
member of the Security Council increases its serious responsibility in this matter.

We believe that the British military manoeuvres are incompatiblé with
resolutiqnsradopted by the General Assembly both with respect to the question of
the Malvinas Islands and with respect to the establishment of a Zone of Peace and
Cquperation in the South Atlantic - resolutions that we have unteservedly
supported with a view to strengthening international peace, security and
co-operation:  indispensable factors for furthering the development of the nations
of the area.

We should recall that the General Assembly, in declaring the South Atlantic a
Zone of Peace and Co-operation, particularly called upon the militarily significant
States scrupulously to respect that region as a zone of peace and co-operation,
especially through the reduction and eventual elimination of their military
presence in the South Atlantic. Therefore, we cannot conceal our surprise at the
recent decision by the United Kingdom Government, which is at odds with the vote it

cast at the forty-second session of the Assembly in favour of resolution 42/16 on

this item.

The Mexican Government, which regards the decision by the United Kingdom: .. :
Government as contrary to resolutions adopted by the Security Council and the
Gene;glagssembly,Arquested the British Government to consider the consequences of
these military manoeuvres regionally and internationally. Furthermore, in the
statement issued_on 25 February last at Cartagena de Indias, Colombia, the
Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the countries’members of the Permanent Mechanism
for Consultation and Concerted Political Action - the Group of Eight, of which my
country forms part - denounced the grave decision taken by the United Kingdom,

which they considered would lead to growing tension in the South Atlantic.
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Moreover, the Ministefé,for‘roreign Affairs urged the British Government to refrain
from holding the’é:bposed'military manoeuvres and to resume bilateial negotiations
with Argentina with a view to a peaceful and definitive settlement of the dispute
ooncerning sovéreignty oyet the Malvinas Islands and the other problems outstanding
between the two,countries.

Unfortunately, the manoceuvres began recently, and thus we once again must urge
the Government of the United Kingdom to break off the military exercises as soon as
possible and to give clear evidence of its willingness to engage in dialogue and
negotiations - which, we hope, can put an end to this dispute that has gone on for
farltoo long now, to the detriment of regional and international peace}

To seek to resolve existing conflicts through the use or threat of the use of
military force‘is in violation of the legal principles of civilized coexistence
and, furthermofe, is counterproductive and gives rise to further conflict
situations. This morning we learned with surprise that the Government of the
United States of America - another permanent member of the Security Council - had
decided go dispatch a sizeable military contingent to Honduras; a country located
in one of the key areas of the Central American conflict. The Mexican delegation
expresses its consternation at this deplorable event, which, like the British
manoeuvres in the Malvinas Islands, violates principles cohtainéd in the United
Nations Chérter, adds a source of tension to the regionél‘conflict, can provoke the
extension or spili-over of that conflict, and makes no contribution at all to the
arduous process of peace to which the countries of Central America, with the

support of Latin America and almost the entire international community, are

committed,
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Mexico for the kind words
he addressed to me. |

The next speaker is‘the representative of Spain. I invite him to take a place
at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. VILLAR (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): First, I wish to
congratulate you, Mr. President, on the impartial and efficient way in which you
have been guiding the work of the Security Council this month. My congratulations
go also to your predecessor, Ambassador Vernon Walters of the United States.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs and Worship of Argentina, who is honouring us
with his presence today, has eloguently explained the feasons that prompted his
country to requeét the convening of the Security Council. Spain has repeatedly set
forth - in the General Assembly, but also in the Security Council - its position on
the question of the Malvinas Islands. I shall not dwell now on matters that are
already éll too familiar. I wish only to emphasize that my country's position is
fully in accordance with the doctrine established and reiterated by the United
Nations General Assembly since 1965. That doctrine can be summarized in the
following three points. First, what is at issue is a question of decolonization,
which includes a dispute between the United Kingdom and the Argentine Republic
concerning sovereignty over the islands. Secondly, this disputé must be resolved
peacefully through negotiations between the two parties. Thirdly, in the solution
of the problem due attention must be given to the provisions and objectives of the
Charter and General‘Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). As is well known, paragraph 6
of resolution 1514 (XV) enshrines the primacy of the principle of territorial

integrity over any other principle. Similarly, consideration must be given to the

interests of the inhabitants of the islands.
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Spain's concern over the qugstion of the Malvinas Islands, which explains its
" statement today - a statement it is making in the most constructive spirit - is
manifold: First, it arises out of the paramount importance we attach to the
principles involved, which serve to shape United Nations doctrine with respect to
the decolonization of the Islands. |

Secondly, in years past this dispute has degenerated into a bitter and bloody
armed conflict between two countries with which we have the closest of bonds. W‘ith‘
the United Kingdom, one of our major allies and partners, we share an ever-growing
community of interests and a political plan for European integration. We are
linked to the Argentine Republic by the most solid human, hiétotical and cultural
ties, and, since its return to democracy, we are working with it to build very
special relations,

' Thirdly, we are prompted by concern that the worsening of the conflict over
the Malvinas could affect relations between Latin America and the European
community, the strengthening of which is one of the priority objectives of the
Spanish Government's foreign policy.

In my delegation's view the British miiitary manoeuvres that have been under
way in the Malvinas .ﬁince 7 March are not heiping to create the necessary climate
of confidence that will enable the two parties to achieve a peaceful, negotiated
gettlement of their diépute over sovereignty and other oustanding issues, asouieﬂnipg
which the United Nations has been urging for more than 20 years now.

My delegation therefore shares the concérn expresgsed on 1 March by the
Permanent Council of the Organization of American States at the decision taken by .
the United Kingdom Government. In this forum we would appeal to both parties to
look towards a future of co-operation between our two continents and to st:ivé to i
eliminate once and for all the obstacles that stand in the way of a peaceful

settlement of this anachronistic dispute.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Spain for the kind words he

addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Costa Rica. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): I appreciate

the honour of being allowed to participate in the COuncil's discussion of this
issue. I take this opportunity to congratulate you, ir, on your assumption of the
post of President of the COuncil for the month of March and wish you the greatest
success in your work. I should also like to congratulate your predecessor, »
Anbassador Vernon Walters of the United States, and to extend a fraternal greeting
to the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Argentine Republic, who is honouring us
with his presence at this debate.

X must express the concern with which ny Government has viewed the decision byk
the Government of the United Kingdom to hold military manoeuvres in the Malvinas.
'l‘hat decision was announced over a month ago, and the manoeuvres are now being
held. Hence this meeting and what may be eaid here can only be viewed as an

exercise of public opinion in the face of a fait accompli that, lamentably, could

not be avoided, even though it should never have occurred. ‘ ‘ '

The announcement by the United Ringdom Government maintains that the so-called_
Operation Focus is the "first exercise" It has also expressed its intention to 7
add "routine reinforcement exercises" from time to time. What ve are witnessing,
therefore, is the beginning of a process that is to be repeated. We must therefore’
speak clearly here and ncd, since we are going to find ourselves faced with similar
situations in the future, with consequences we can only deplore, affecting as they
do our ability - and duty as State Heubers of the United Nations - to promte peace

in all situations.
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The Government’of Costa Rica has been a sponsor of General Assembly
resolutions calling upon the Argentine Republic and the Government of the United
Kingdom to seek a negotiated settlement of their dispute over the Malvinas
Islands. We voted in favour of resolution 4l/ll, which declared the South Atlantic
a zone of peace and co-operation. It is highly significant also that both the
Argentine Republic and the Government of the United Kingdom also voted in favour of
that highly meaningful and encouraging resolution. we have sought ways to bring ,
about a situation in which both Governments might succeed in establishing better o
relations than presently exist, relations such as they had enjoyed for many years
in the pest. | | | | | | -

For all those reasons,ﬂmy Government must express displeasure and concern at
the meaning we are forced to attach to the present manoeuvres.: They cannot be
regarded as a simple, innocent, routine exercise. One can only conclude that ther,
United Kingdom has no intention of seeking a peaceful solution to the dispute and .
that it intends to maintain a military preparation for a situation it feels may
very possibly arise. All of this refers to a country that isiavpermanent member of
the Security Council and, as such, has the obligation to exercise primary
responsibility for maintaining international peace and security, as stated in

Article 24 of the Charter.

-

The Malvinas, whatever their situation de facto or degjure, are a part of the_.

Western Hemisphere- they are part of an area that affects the defence interests of ‘
that Hemisphere, in accordance with the definition contained in the Inter—American“.
Treaty of Reciprocal=Assistance.; Moreover, the ongoing manoeuvres in no way 4
improve the chances that the SOuth Atlantic will truly be a zone of peace.

Therefore the Costa Rican Government feels justifiably concerned, since its |
interests are specially affected. Hence our desire, under Article 31 of the

Charter, to participate in this discussion.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Costa Rica for his kind

words he addressed to me.

I should like to inform members of the Council that I have received letters
from the representatives of Bolivia and Ecuador in which they request to be invited
to participaée in the discussion of the item on the Council's agenda, . In
conformity with the usual practice, I prdpose. with the consent of the Council, to
invite those reprgsentatives to participate in the discﬁssion, without the right to
vote,”in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the
Council’'s pr:ovisional rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Navajas Mogro (Bolivia) and

Mr. Tobar Zald_unbide (Ecuador) took the glacgs r_eserved for them at the side of_ the
Council Chan'ber.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of Ecuador. I

invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. TOBAR ZALDUMBIDE (Ecuador) (interpretation from Spanish): I am

grateful tb you, Mr, President, for this opportunity to take ﬁart, on behalf of my
country, in the Security Council debate on the question of the Malvinas Islands.

Allow me, Sir, to congratulate you on presiding over the Council this month.
Your well-known diplomatic skill and the ability with which you preside over the
Council's deliberations guarantee the success of its work. I also wish to
congratulate Ambassador Vernon Walters, who so efficiently and diligently presided
over the Council's work last month, and warmly to welcome the Ministér for Foreign
Affairs and worship of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caphto, who is honouring us with his
presence.

Ecuador has for years supported and sponsored various resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly in connection with the dispute over the Malvinas Islands
between the sister Argentine Republic and thé United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland. My country has done‘so on the basis of its firm conviction that
there is an urgent need to respect and strengthen the Charter principles on thé;
peaceful settlement of international disputes and the non-use of force or the

threat of force in any kind of conflict.
Similarly, Ecuador has advocated non-intervention and respect for the
sovereignty and territorial integrity of States, which in the case of the Latin

American Republics must be in compliance with the principle of uti possidetis juris

of 1810. Accordingly, my country has rejected any form of aggression and any
anachronistic attempt to maintain colonial enclaves in the continent.
For those reasons Ecuador considers that the only way to deal with the problem

before us is by negotiations between the parties, with the Secretary~General's good

offices, in order to achieve a peaceful, lasting solution.
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Ecuador therefore‘aopeals once again to Argentina and the United Kingdom,
friendly countries with which it enjoys cordial relations, to begin as soon as
possible wide-ranging negotiations. in compliance with the tepeated request of the
intetnational community, leading to a peaceful. lasting solution to the problem
separating them, including all matters relating to the future of the Malvinas.

In view of what I have said, the Government of Ecuador noted with deep concern
information confirming the holding of military exercises by the United Kingdom in
the Malvinas area, since we consider that they will further poison the climate in
the South Atlantic, a region that the General Assembly declared in its resolution
41/11 of 27 October 1986 to be a zone of peace ano co-operation. That resolution
was adopted’with the support'of both parties to the dispute. The manoeuvres are
clearly incompatible with the United Nations resolutions to which I have already
referrred, as well as resolutions of the Organization of American States and
declarations of the Non~-Aligned Movement, among others.

Above all, unfortunate actions of that kin& cail into question the good faith
that must prevail in all negotiations between countries embroiled in a dispute,
even, as in this case, in the context of indirect bilateral contacts, which seem to
have been under way.

In accordancevwith the traditional principles of its foreign policy, the
Government of Ecuador wishes to take this opportunity to put on record its
condemnation of such activity, reiterate its solidarity with the Argentine Republic
and once again proclaim its support for the resolutions on the matter adopted by

the ioftiest international bodies.



BG/3 S/PV, 2800
63

The PRBSIDENT: I thank the representative of Ecuador for his kind words

addressed to me.
There are no further speakers on my list for this meeting.

The next meeting of the Security Council to continue consideration o_f the item

on the agenda will take place this afternoon at 3. 30 p.m.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




