P The conflict between ‘Argentina and the United Kin§4 " .

ddm over the Falkland Islands has focused world ~~

"attention on international territorial disputes, i:sp‘c'-"r o

N ’ cially those in Latin América. Many coontries in )

’ - Central and South Aferica are at odds with-éach
other over their mternajronal boundaries; most of

which are legacies of colomal trme@omc of the

dispuites are dormant; but others-—particularly those

; between Ecuador and Perut and between Argenuna

i- and Chile—are the source of continuing sharp pros

tests and even sporadic open conflict!

i The legal prmcrple of uti pos.rrdeu.r (retammg posses-'- ‘

i sron), by which the Spanish coloriial boundaifes exist-
B ing at the time of independernice are recognized as the '
Y - boundaries of the nation-states that'emerged in Latin

America in the mid-1820s, has in maiiy ¢ases not
proven useful@ﬁcu]tie&‘ arise where other ¢olonial
powers did not recognize Spanish claims or where the
language relating to.boundaries in old documents is |
unclear and 6pen to differing interpretations. Pfob- ~
lems also result from attempts by coastal states to
extend théir matitime boundaries and from ¢onflict-"
* ing claims to offshore islands, intérest in which has

increased because they dre the kéy to‘clarms on ocean |
resources. The irredentit dnve to regain terrrtory lost

in past wars is another actor keeping many. 'disputes :

conlinnc to plague the.regi_bn.

Approved for

‘El Salvador—Honduras. Agr :
-19th"¢century established most of the boundary be- .

‘tween El Salvador and Hondiiras; no treaty dclrmrted. :
 the entire boundar
‘along the frontier, especra!ly in‘the east: Any loss of

71976 a peace protoq_o] to settle the dispute was signed. -

. ag
peacc treaty that called for
. of the boundary ahd set:up & co
' toward resdlving the undemarcate

. been carned out regularly between H !
. Sa]vadoran mrhtary umts along the

A]t oug

{sputes have been common

land would affect densely populated El Salvador more

’ adversely than. sparscly populatcd Honduras-

Incrdcnts between the two countrrcs bécame intense in

the laté. 1960s, culminating in‘a full—scale Wwarin .
1969, wrth Salvadoran troops penetratrng 25 kilo- - )
* méters into Honduras. Both sides agreed:in. 1970 toa -
- deiilitatized zone o both sides of the border, and in;

14
agreement is designed to achiéve a solutron in‘afeas
bemg exploned by leftrst xnsurgents for trammg and

presxdents of
nd called for a

bilateral settlenﬁent and dcmarcat ) ‘f tfre bormdary




1820s, Ecuador and Peru ‘have been embroiled in a

continuing boundary dispute over Ecuadorean' access
-to the Amazon, The dispute, centered on territory in
“the Upper Amazon basin, has caused numerous sig-
nificant armed clashes in the past. Theré are actually

Beli‘ze-thmtémald. Guaiemala alléges that nonfulfill-

ment by the British of certain portions of a 19th- two undematcatéd segments in dispute: one is-at
ceptury boundary treaty gives Guatemala, as inheri- Peru’s extreme northern boundary and the second
tor of Spanish rights in the area, sovereignty ovér . - near the southern border of Ecuador. These are part
Belize. On the other hahd, Belize (known as British . of a much larger area which was disputed prior to
Honduras before 1973 and independent from Britain 1942—the so-calied Oﬁe:l.lw_.-

since September 1981) holds that its present bound-

aries were fixed by theltreaty of 1859 and that its >

territorial integrity and \sovereignty have never been
irig any réquirements stipulated by

Cf\lelther a diplomatic resolution of the dispute nor a
decisive military action is likely to take place in the
- near term. Although Guatemala's military forces
- have at times made threatening moves in the border
region, they are now mostly occupied with suppressing,
eftist insurgents at home and are unlikely to take
military action against Belize until internal problems

. The origins of the controversy may be traced to vague
or incorrect descrlptlons of boundaries in Spanish
colonial documents. This disagreement was a factor

“'leading to war between Gran Colombia (a ‘federation
of Colombia, Venezuela, and ‘Ecuador) and ‘Peru in

%N

The territory compnsmg present -day Belize wa\sz " - 1829, in which Gran Colombil gained the; upper
largely ignored by early Spanish colonists. Only hand. Peru was prepared-at the end of hostilities to*
sparsely inhabited by Indians, it was settled by British surrender the territory north of the Rlo Maranon, but
subjects who were granted rights by Spain to cut " bkfore the details could ‘be worked out Ecuador split
logwood. Belize came to be regarded 4t a British- ‘off from Gran Colombia, and the balance of power
settlement in territory urider Spanish sovereignty. In tilted in favor of Peru - :

the early 1800s, as Spain gave up control of Central

America, the British expanded theéir activitiés and =~ " The issue finally came toa. head in-July 1941 when a-
influence into most parts of what is now Belizean . ‘small-scale war broke out along the bordet ‘after Peru -
territory and exercised de facto soverengrrfy - occupied and admmlstered térritory long (,‘la.lmed by
: Ecuador. Peace was restored on 29 January 1942 with
In 1859 Britain and independent Guéﬁnala signeda - - the signing of the Protocol of Peace, Friendship; and
treaty that delimited the present boundary between . - Boundaries in Rio de Jarieiro. This ireaty was guaran- '
Guatemala and Belize. This treaty contained an . teed by the United States, Argentina, Brale and -

article calling for a route to be established by Britain
and Guatemala from Guatemala City to the Caribbe-
an “near the settlément of Belize.” Guatemala, de-
claring that Britain had reneged on the route- bulldmg
article, abrogated the entire treaty in 1939 and -
claimed sovereignty over the area ds part of the *
former Spanish coloma] Captamcy General of Guate-

Chile and became known as the Rio Protocol of- 1942

cuadorean governments have pointed out’ ‘that the'

" Protocol was based on inaccurate geographic mforn‘{a-'

mala. ’ _ ‘ tion, which makes! |t impossible to delimit the bound-; -

- ' ' o < T aryias called for i m thé Protocol. They ‘havé called for'
The dispute remained mostly dormant until the 1970s . -~ its revision to glve Ecuador a comdor to the Ri6 :
when the British became increasingly anxious to grant. Maranon, a main tnbutary of the Amazon In 196

.Ecu'adorean President Ibarra declared that the RlOr i
Protocol was not binding on the grounds that it was

mgﬂed under dures! o

Efn the last few years, border violations have ralsed
- tensions: In January 1981 a conflict broke out after
- the dlscovery that Ecuadorean troops weréioccupying
voutposts in the dlsputed territory. Peru regained the
]and and an uneasy trucc has been mamtamed

independence to Belize but only j{ an agreement could
be worked out with Guatema]a

Continuing negotiations finally resulted in the Heads
of Agreementiof March 1981—signed by Guatemala,
Great Britain; and Belize (as a self-governing colony).
his agreemcht only outlinied issues to be brought up
in future discussions. but rioting broke out iri

] In September 1981 Belize gained
its independerice ' With no agreement having been -
reached with Guatemala

Altlhough the dispute is now quiet, it (:oull(i be revived
over a border incident or because either cduntry’s



leaders wanted to divert attention away from domes--
tic problems. A step toward improved relations would
be the conclusion of the treaty of commerce and
navigation called for in the Rio Prolocol.‘

Colombia-Venézuela. The dispute between Colombia
and Venezuela over jurisdiction in the Gulf of Veng-:
zuela has existed for almost 150 years; in October 7
1980 agreemenit was reached on a draft treaty, but it
has not yet been ratified by either country. :
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Both states share a land boundary on the peninsula
- west of the Gulf of Venezuela, Small Venezuelan
~ “islands, Los Monjes, are located approximately 30 .
: kilometers northeast of the peninsula where the Gulf
meets the Canbbcanécnezucla has maintained that .
: the Gulf of Veénezuela, with its valuable deposits of
¢ oil, is Venezuelan internal waters and that the treaty”
shou[d reflect that fact. Colombia has argued for the
. appllcatxon of an equidistant hnc 1gn0nng Los Monjes
‘ in its calculations)
C: the draft treaty released by and commented on by
e foreign ministers of both countries, both Colombia
and Venezuela compromised on their claims, The
" draft treaty is acceptable td tk‘e Colombian-public but
could not be sold to the Venezuelan nationalists and
military. The Venezuelan President, will likely seek to
shelve the dispute for the remainder of his term in
office, which expires in December 1983
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Bolivia-Chile-Peru. This dispute centers on the desire
of landlocked Bolivia to gain'the sover;ign outlet to "
the sea that it once enjoyed. When:Bolivia gained .
independence from Spain in 1825, it laid claim to an L

area from the Andes westward to the Pacific. After Reid
valuable deposits of nitrateg were discovered in the » . ) ’ .
region, discussions were held I stween Bolivia and .. i Argentina-Chile
Chile in 1866 that led to.a boundary séttlement apd a i C : .
sharing of the mining revenues. In 1879 Chile protest— ;
ed Bolivia's taxation of a Chilean nitrate- ‘company.  ° .
When Bolivia confiscated the coripany, Chile de- P . i ’ .
clared war on Bolivia and also on Peru, whlch had = 7~ . an agrecmcm was signed dividing the dlsputed ternto-
snded with Bolivia ‘ { ry of Tacna and Arica, the foriner Peruvian prm}mces,-
between Chile and Peru: A protocol of - the treaty ‘
enjoined either party from ceding territory to a third -
A country without the corisent of the other Thus Bolma} :
Peru became the real loser ' B
g 2 .
// In the mxd-/l970_s Chile co 1dcred grantmg Bo 2
s : dT,‘\CNA ) : o ‘ corridor on the Chilean side of the present dhxle- ]
i0'bs fﬁi’?’,ﬁ,\_ . Ty ..o - 7. border, in territory lost b erii’in the War of the -
Botvis by Chile “ARICA - olros S Pacific, in éxcharige for elsewhere, Perii coiin- —
e 15 ] 4 - tered with a proposal for tripartite control'o the'most” :j
Forimer Bolivia _seaward pomon of the corndor, whlch l:hxle rejected Leop -
B0UTH Peruvian - .

- territory ) ERN
) pudlates the nction that the l904 Treaty is -
i perpetuity,” aréumg lhat it was imposed by -
' ;:r';: proposed - | - force aftet an unjust war. All recent. Boliviari'

: den’ts hav ] strongly reaff' rmcd this stanc

former
boundary

Chila, by Bolivis,

resolved olzce and for all
and ChilefSome support; .
Bolivia access to the sea der condmons faverable to*
Chile: Chileans are, hawever, dn mtensely nauorlalxs- :
tic people, and we believe an issue as lmportant aé the
cession of § territory without the overwhelming consent
of the population would be'lmposslble-
[ 125 250

_ - ‘—”Tm‘mm—' S Bolman pubhc opinion, as reflected in the La Paz
' ? _ . o dia, is strongly opposed to the idea of a territorial

By the Treaty of 1904, ending the War.of the Pacific, .
Bolivia lost its coasta! terrt. ..y to Chile and Peru lost
some' territory permanently and was forced to cede
two southern provinces to Chile for 10 years, after
whicha plebiscite was to be held to determine final
possession. The plebiscite was never held, but in 1929
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. . : N Umted Statcs and Colombxa exchanged notes, cach' R
b : : o . side recognizing the exlstencc of the other’s claims,
: . o Also in 1928 Colombia and Nicaragua sigried a
) I - }E'Eparate treaty by which Nicaragua, ylelded sover- i
' . o : eignty of the cays to Colombia. Finaily, in the 19603

o o o -undersea petroleum exploration resulied in rénewed
. SRR interest in the region and claims- by bothi Colombia - -
e : and Nrcaragua, the latter basing its nghts orni the™-

. Antigea and Burbuds asscrtxon 1hal the cays are part of 1ts continertal shel- :
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A an 1972 the United States ncgotlated a treat w:th )
PR .~ Colombia offering to drop the US clalms Colombia - :
~ mainitained that its:maritime domain in the San' i o
B Andres Archipelago; which if has admml&tered since : :
- 1928, included the dlsputed cays.. The 1972 th:aty
" with Coloibia wis’ not ranf“ ed by the US Se ‘ate :

.: untlll9§“. | ‘, RN i

CLH 1980 the new Nicar guan Government, accardmg e
to Nxcaraguan press accounts, rejected the 1928 :
boundary treaty betweei Colombia and Nicaragua
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The Falklands . : S <Any n'eg lanons betw en Colombxa and Nlcarnga
.Fall,(land Islands : ) To solve the dispute s sccm unlxkely because Coldibia
i '.f,'{;'.',’,’, et N does not lackriowledge; the existence of a; problei'n
& /{ : 53 o T ‘While both sides may express a willingniess to td]k :
Srantey . '—_‘T:‘:H “Ueoo 0L neither would be willing or able to grant pubhcly any
AR _ T N . concessxcns, especially concerning Colombia’s sdvcr- :

;ign;y_ ovcr San Andrcs’and Prov1denc1a
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The Falklands. Long governed and populated by the £
British, the Falklands are claimed by Argentina, .
which sees itself as the inheritor of early Spamsh;(’z
claims to what it calls Las Islas Malvinas. Argentifia
maintains that 15th century papal bulls gave Spain
sovereignty of the islands, that Argentina had occu-
pied and governed them, and that geologically they
are part of Argentina’s continental shelf. The British,
who visited the islands as early as 1592, recognize
neither the former Spanish nor the cimént Argentine’
claims to the Falklands. They evicted the Argentines

in 1833 and have continuously governed themasa - :- -

colony ever since

Interest in the Falklands increased with speculatlon
about offshore oil and because of their strateglc ]
posmon near South Atlantic shipping lanes. Sover-
eignty;over the islands will also have a bearing on-
territarial claims in the Antarctic!

. Colombia-Nicaragua. At issue between Colombia -
and Nicaragua is sovereignty over a numbér of cays
and small islands in the Canbbean They are located

betwéen 225 and 240 kilong
malnland and 600 and 750

in thc iate 19th century, the disputed caj s—la.,-st of
' wthh are Quita Sueno, Roncador, and Serfana—
were declared appurtenant to the United States under
provisions of the Guano Islands Act of 1856. In 1890,
Colombia claimed them, asserting that it alone had
inherited sovereign title from Spain. In 1928 the
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iters from the Nicaraguan
cilometers from Colombia.
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Argentma Chile. The longstandmg dlspute between
Argentina‘and Chxlc over, territorial rights in! and
around Tiefra del Fuego’s Beagle Channel’ has 1ts
roots in national pride but also involves strateglcl‘

control over tranSportatlon lanes, conflicting c]amls in’

the Antarctic, maritime ﬁshmg and seabed nghts,"
possible ol”fshorc petroleum resources. -

Kilometers

SOUTH
ATLANTIC
- Isla Grande de\ OcEAN
Tlelra del Fuego \ *

Algentma

The archl;lelago of Txerra del Fucgo compnses nu-

© merous lslilnds south.of the Strait of Magellari at the _
a. Hlstoncally, _Argenu-

southera tip of South’ A
ria Has claimed all Atlantic-waters in, around and
south of the ‘Beagie Channel while recognizing that
Chile is soverelgn in the South Pacifi c.-

A 1881 treaty stipulated | that the boundary in the:
region sholxld run north-south through Tierra del :

Fuego, dxvlldmg Isla Grande into two parts, with :;
Argentinalgetting the eastern part and: Chile the‘ i

were go} to Chxle Pt
) : . J |
- Differing interpretations bf the 1881 treaty ‘soon.

emerged. Cl'nle. mamtammg that the eastern poruon v

| '

western part. All islands south of the Bcagle Chall'mel

@ |




of ‘the Béggi'e Chanitel exte:<s to the east of the small
islands of Picton, Lennox, and Nueva, claimed‘them .
as part of ifs territory. Argentina, on the other ‘hand,
holding that the eastern portion of the Channel .
actually lies to the west of the Jslands, claimed them
as its own. A General Treaty of ;?ubitration was
signed by Chile and Argentina in 1902, but further -
efforts to resolve the Beagle Channel issue failed”
repeatedly.- . : e

In 1971 Chile and Argentina agreed on a comipromise -
calling for an arbitration panel composed of five -
members of the International Court of Justice to

‘decide. the matter of sovereignty over the disputed )
islands. The panel awarded the islands to Chile in

1977; Argentina's rejection of the decision brought
Argentina and Chile to the brink of war in late-1978. -~ .

In January 1979 the states submitted the dispute to_ ¥~
the Vatican for mediation. Pope John Paul II's pro-
posals, leaked to the Argentine press early last
specified that the islands belonged to Chile

- There are no signs that either side is prepared to
modify its claims signifiéantly. Chile's strong legal
case and national pride, buttressed by the papal :.
proposals, makesitynlikely to relinquish ownésship of
the islands




Trinidad and Tobago-Veneziela. Maritime boundary .- | : : : : : S
claims affecting fishing rights and oil and gas exploi- ..~
tation are involved in a dlspute between Trinidad and E
Tobago on one side and Ven uela on, the other.
Bcpresentahves of the two countries have been négoti-

ating regularly in recent years, and in 1980 agreement
ii was reached on a draft trcaly— .
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Trinidad and Tobago and Venez,.xela. concludéd a -
continental s_h boundary agl‘cement in the Gulf of ”

Jin May of this year articles appeared
in the Venezuelan press alleging that Trinidad and
Tobago oil'and gas exploration has taken place along
Venezuela’s continental shelf}

Guyana-Surmame The southern portxon of the
boundary between Guyana and Suriname is dispiited.
Although the issue is currently. do mant, Surmamc’

has!in the past contended that a bdge-shaped piece
of land in southeastern Guyana belorigs to Suriname.

In 1799 the local governors agreed that the Cou‘
rantyne River formed th§'dividing line between their
respective territories, but problems arose from the fact -
that the Courantyne does not flow the entire length of
the border. Guyana, following British precedents, -
claims the Kutari River-is the main headwater of the

: Courantyne River and the present boundary is cor-

t. rect. Suriname, on the other hand, maintains that the ] .

New River, to the west of the present boundary, is the © - l

prmc1pal afﬂuent of the Courantyne River and should ) :

i be the boundary. Negotiations on the boundary have o

i stalled becausc of more pressing domestic matters and . SM
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