ON FALRLAND

RECORD OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE BRITISH HIGH COMMISSIONER,,
AND THE INDIAN XFOREIGN SECPE_TARY, HEXD IN N'LW_ DETHT: 20 APRTL 19682
| h f—‘- LAy vT é?f?‘it_é&w\n‘.yd.\;-r;
““S$aAD
Present: : Lesm
v on v et ey ViSNg
‘ul‘l}o A

Mr Sathe Sir John Thomson, - _ {50 e
. Ve sy wmnE Mgglaaiden fols .

) o MR S

Mr Karray Mr Wetherell

P

Ny & ,L_",;, ™

1A
AL Ve

N -




among developlng countries. Sir John Thomson observ hat
the UK h= s_supported _n@_lgﬂlanEDOSltlon—O numbev
of IDA issu Iuding India's share of
availabl fﬁiﬁs. B widespread appreciatiﬁ
for the position in Indias

Falklands

4., Mr Sathe recalled:that the Acting British High .
Commissioner had called on him on 5 April to suggest
-that India might

(a) consider the temporary withdrawal of her
Ambassador from Buenos Aires;

(b) cut off her trade relations with Argentine;l_

(c) cut off military Bupplles to Argentlna. g
' He had explalned to Mr Samuel that (c) was 1nappllcable Gk
in Indla s case and that trade between the-two countries °
was so-insignificant as to render its suspension-meaningless.
As far as (a) was concerned, he had undertaken to report to
: Mrs Gandhi, but had expressed the personal view that the
"recall of Ambassadors was not part of India's dlploma*;e'
.style and that the prsence of an Indian Ambassador in- '
" Buenos Aires might even be to the UK's advantage. Tis:view
" had now been confirmed by Mrs Gandhi herself as the * F
Indian position. Mr Sathe said that the High Commissioner
 would have seen the Indian statement put out on 3 April. -’
" He did not think that the Government of India would want’  *
to make a further statement in the near future. He noted™
the negotiations being conducted by Mr Haig and suggested ”
that there was nothing India could say or do while these .
were going on. He hoped that the problem- would be resolved
peacefully. But it would take some time to see how thlsll
could be achieved. : L TN Y
5.. Sir John Thomson . said that recent Argentine moves 4%
'in the Coordinating Bureau of the NAM in New York suggested
that there was indeed something India could do. He spoke
as ingtructed in FCO "telno 145 to Accra and left Mr Sathe -
the attached speaking note.  He was not sure that India could
. afford to keep quiet under the circumstances. It 'was very
important that the NAM should uphold international law. This
_ was the crucial issue in the dispute. There could rarely
have been a more clear cut case under international law -
one in which the wishes of the local population had been '
repeatedly been expressed. If it was a case of coTOnlzatlon,
it. was a case of Argentlne colonlzatlon. ' '

6. Mr Sathe asked whether there was an Argentlne p0pulatlon
on the Island. Sir John Thomson said that .80% of the- :
Islanders were descended from people who had settled there
before 1850. There had been some immigration from the UK
since. There wee a few US citizens and a very small number
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(made up almost exclusively of wives) of people of Argentine
origin. He doubted whetkter the people of .Spanish/Argentine
origin amounted to more than 2% of the population. It was a
very homogeneous population and was 100% English speaking.

7. Mr Sathe undertook to speak urgentl 1y to Mr Rasgotra (his
successor, to whom he was now passing most of his papers). and
Mr S.X Singh about develcpzents in:New York.. He accepted:
that there was not much time left. Sir John Thomson left,.
Mr Sathe a paper (attached) which set out.the UK position .on
. decolonization and self-cevermination and.the text of the
main part of Sir Anthony Parsons' statement to the Special.
Committee on the Non-Use of Force, which, he said, . gave a good
account of the issue itself and of. developments.leading to the
crisis. It showed what a clear case existed under international
law. It was .the Argentires who had ignpred.the appeal of:
the President of the Security Council, and who had said that
they would not accept. the Security Council Resolution. The
issue raised questions about the expectations. and even. laws_
governlng the conduct of international relatlons. .

8. MNr Sathe said that he understood that Anglo/Argentlne
discussions on the Falklands had been taking place: since .
about 1953., The Argentines had been taking the:line. that:they
had wanted to discuss the problem. But they claimed:tkhat..

the UK had not allowed the discussions to get into matters of
substance .and.had even called them off. .Argentine patience

had therefore worn very thin. Sir John Thomson said that:this
was not at all the cass. The most recent round:of Anglo/:-
Argentine talks had taken place in New York at Ministerial.
level in February. There had been representatives of the:
Falkland Islanders themselves, The Joint, Communigue. agreed

at. the end of the talks had referred to .a cordial and pessitive
atmosphere and to the resolve of both sides' to find:a -solution
to the problem. Less than five' weeks later,. the Argentines
had invaded the Falklands. It was true..that the tdks between
the two countries -had lasted over a long time and that no.solution
had been found, but it was untrue to say that .the UK had not
put forward any serious proposals. [For example, the UK had
raised the possibility of leasing back the Islands from .
Argentina. .In reply to llr Sathe's question,. he said that the
UK position was that. tkhe wishes of the Islanders must be ..
respected. These had been expressed through a number of elections.
As far as the idea of a leasing back arrangement. was concerned,
the thought had been that the UK might consider Argentine .
sovereignty so long as the leasing of the Islands to the UK
allowed the. Islanders to continue their. own chosen .way of life.
He could not provide a blow by blow account of discussions
since the mid-50s. But these had taken place on many occasions
at a high level and up to very recently. . \

- Vigits—Pao Moscow And Washington

9. Mr Sathe said : 4 :.'-My Wrs Gandhl
- to the.US and £ i en dlscussed for a.long -tine.
— In view of the pressure on her cal there had been some

/difficulty




fwhlch may take DWace as early as today, 20 Apr17"wiﬁﬁ
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New York, we hope that, together with

non—ellgned countries, the Government of Indwa w1ll 1nstruct.1fs?
q“ffrepresentatlves in New York to work foxr: a oommunlqne conswstent 2
g . with- Securlty Council Resolution 502, whlch has the fov0°; 3

-and enjoys the support of the, maJO“lty of the 1nternat;onaT

502 request both parties to comply with 1t ?u1ly and reflect",
non-allgned doctrines on adherence to the Urlted Natlons Charter,
- the non-acquisition of territories by Porce, ‘the! Deece:h.‘1 AL
.-settlement of d*sputes, and the exercise, of the rlght tou se__',
determination of peoples, a right expl cltly guaranteed by i £

. General Assembly Resolut"on 1574 from which we understand the'

1;5~Br1tlsh High Commission
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THE FALKLAND. ISLANDS

1. The fundamental element of the British Governmen

approach to the dispute with Argentina over the 1*“aaf‘:ﬂarwci

Isﬂandevs themse1ves m“s*f]?: 
be paramount. for their part, the Argentines deny that. +he
Islanders have the righs to determine their own *utuve a“d'
maintain that the issue is one simply of decolonlza 1on
2. The Falkland Islands issue is not one of deco onﬂza on."

As . normally understood, decolonization has consisted ' of. the
withdrawal of an alien administering nowe“ and. the t*ars***on

-—

of new states to independence in accordapce wmth +he_f“eely
expressed wishes of their people, to whom soverelgn+y a_ﬂ\tﬁe
powers of sovereignty are transferred. Stk
countenanced the decolo*lzatlon of a terrltory by agreeﬂﬁggto m
hand over its people to al i .
opposition. For Argentwna to incorporate the Falkland?'"hm

in its territory on the, pretext of decol on1zat10n woqu SL”ni
constitute the imposition of colonial -status,on ‘the ISWandé""-
force in violation of all UN agreed norms of conduct 1n:"
fields of decolonization and relations between statesdhﬂ

offend the principle of self-determinatién. _

3. Britain's record of decolonization and our DOl“Cy towa_ds e
the inhabitants of the non-self- -governing terrltorles, for whEE”:ﬂi
we have been and remain responsible, demonstrates a conswstenQ' e
respect for theprinciple of self- -determination, whwch +he nx*gd%“

Nations has endorsed ané ann’auded

4. Respect for the prirciple of self-determination remaﬂns 8
basis for the development of friendly relations be+weeh s*a*es'

and is one of the fundarental measures to strengthen ernat:.o‘na1

peace and security. This is recognized in a number of *mnov+an+
international instruments, including the United Wat*onsrf*;_'”

Charter itself, the International Covenants on CﬂVlW an d\ﬁbT'tﬂcaLJ
Rights and on Economic, Social and Cultural. rights, the ?““endly

-

Relations Declaration acopted by the UN Genera‘I Assembiy;




An essential element of this- ‘principle is the fre 1f' §
genuine expression of the will of the D&ov*e,'suc i : :.

4

- taken place regularly in theFalkland Islands and Oﬁ wh*ch o
the United Kingdom have regularly reported. *0 ‘the Sec*e*
;4 General of the United Nations, Argentine statements ths

\J--

' they would take the Falkland Islanders' lrteres+s 1n+0_d;“” £
Tare'no'substltute for ‘the right of se”-dete“m*'a+*on,ili;7*’

it

o ‘any case, it is the Islanders themselves who are the bésu.;
};wgudge of their own interests, They have" conSﬂste“tly aqd,

o

‘clearly rejected any measure of Argentine’ contro1 dveﬁﬁthéi

lives, It is the British Government! S{vlew that thel
should be respected.




