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1. Introduction

Argentina and the United Kingdom’s (UK) longstanding dispute over the Falkland Islands flared up as
the commemoration of the 30™ anniversary of the Falkland War approached. Leading up to and
during the anniversary, the tensions became critical, and the rhetoric became increasingly harsh and
imputing as the two heads of state continually labelled each other as colonialist. The Argentinian

President Christina de Kirchner accused the UK of holding on to her colonial power.

“It is an injustice that in the 21% Century there are still colonial enclaves... 16 colonial
enclaves throughout the world - 10 of those belonging to the United Kingdom. [...] Every

day that goes by it looks more ridiculous, more absurd to the eyes of the world.”*

The British Prime Minister (PM) David Cameron refutes Argentina’s accusations by reversing her

argument:

“What the Argentinians have been saying recently, | would argue, is actually far more like
colonialism because these people want to remain British and the Argentinians want them

to do something else.”?

The current crisis began in the autumn of 2011 when several South American countries closed all
harbours for ships sailing under the Falkland flag and thereby, showing their support for the
Argentinian claim. This was a reaction to the Falkland Islands Government’s (FIG) decision to drill
after oil and gas in their subsoil, which provoked Argentina as from the Argentinian perspective, the
drillings are conducted in Argentinian subsoil. However, from the UK’s perspective, the drillings are
legitimate as she believes the FIG is drilling in its own territorial waters. Because of this, Argentina
believes that the UK’s support has an ulterior motive as the UK wants to plunder the resources of
other people, in this case, the Argentinians. However, the UK argues that it is a longstanding policy to
let the FIG develop an oil industry in its own waters. It is not within the authority of the British
Government to exploit the oil and gas reserves in the Falkland waters as it is within the FIG's

authority, stresses the UK.

! BBC News, UK (2 April 2012) Falklands War: UK and Argentina mark invasion 30 yearRetrieved 20 June 2012
% BBC News, UK Politics (18 January 2012)PM accuses Argenti na of .Retdeeed?20re2012i s m’
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Argentina is further provoked by the modern British destroyer sent to the Islands replacing the
current frigate as well as Prince William’s presence on the Islands as part of his search-and-rescue
training. Argentina believes that by doing this, the UK is militarising the South Atlantic and thus,
threatening international security and peace. According to the British Ministry of Defence (MoD),
these deployments are routine deployments of the British permanent military presence in the region

and thereby, have nothing to do with the dispute.

The dispute originates in sovereignty claim as both Argentina and the UK claim sovereignty over the
Islands. The dispute has been continuous since the British permanent rule over the Islands began in
1833 as Argentina claims the Islands as part of Argentinian territory. Argentina firmly believes that
the UK seized the Islands illegally backed by the UK’s military superiority. It was in their eyes an old

country humiliating a young country and a matter of national pride, which it continues to be today.

For Argentina, the dispute is a matter of regaining what was taken from them, and for the UK, it is a
matter of human rights as she again and again stresses that the Islands has the right to determine
their own future and stay British. What are the UK’s reasons for fighting for approximately 3,000

people on wind-blown islands thousands of miles from the mainland?

The Islands has tenaciously articulated that the Islands is as British as the Britons and has a British
national identity thereby, appealing to the British national feeling. This is a paradox as the Islands
appeals to a Britishness that is under pressure within the UK. Scholars argue that Britishness has lost
its value and some even state that it is dead as the Britons are perplexed about the meaning of being
British. “[...] Being British, | don’t know what that means now. [...] | don’t get it. | just don’t get it. |
don’t get it.”* Internally in the UK, the debate has occurred for decades as devolution is believed to
be the catalyst for the disintegration of Britishness. The changes in major British institutions and their
discontinuance have affected the British national identity. This entails that the Britons have begun to
identify with their national identity instead of their British identity as they no longer have British
elements to connect to their Britishness. This pressure on Britishness is obvious in the political debate

in the UK as the power of the national parliaments is omnipresent. The Islanders are just as sure on

* Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) Citizenship and belonging: What is Britishn@ssrieved the 12 June 2012, p.
19



their Britishness and its meaning to their society as the Britons are confused and perplex about what
it means to them. Thus, it is interesting to examine if the Islanders’ national identity underlines their
claim that they are British, and to investigate whether national identity is a factor in the UK’s support

of the Islands.

Another aspect in the dispute is the Islands’ geopolitical value and the potential revenue the UK
might gain by maintaining sovereignty over the Islands. The potential revenue from the natural
resources will provide the country that holds sovereignty over the Islands with a vast economic profit.
Furthermore, the UK needs the Falklands in order to maintain the geographical position that supports

her claim to parts of the anarchical territory.

“The Antarctic issue is directly linked to the conflict over the South Atlantic islands, for
their geographical proximity provides a possible legal basis for claims to the last

uninhabited and unexplored continent on earth.”*

These are the aspects that might influence the UK’s decision to fight for the Islands. On this basis, the
thesis will examine which reasons the UK’s support to the Islands are based on. Is it a shared British
national identity that binds the Britons and the Islanders together, or the Islanders’ desire to remain
British? Is it due to the geopolitical value of the Islands, and the possibility of huge oil and gas

reserves in the waters surrounding the Islands?

1.1. Problem Statement

In order to answer these questions this thesis investigates whether a shared identity between the UK
and the Falkland Islands exists, and whether identity plays a central role in the conflict over the
Falkland Islands. Furthermore, we will examine the importance of the geopolitical agenda in the UK's

support and whether identity is a pretext for this. This has led us to the following problem statement:

9 Does national identity play a role in the conflict over the Falkland Islands or is it a pretext for a

geopolitical agenda?

* Dabat, Alejandro & Lorenzano, Luis (1983) Argentina. The Malvinas and the end of military rdleetford: The Thetford Press
Limited, p. 47



1.1.1. Objective of the Thesis

There has not before been conducted research about the national identity of the Falkland Islanders
as well as the complex and paradoxical relationship between the UK and the Islands. Thus, it will be
very fascinating to research as the thesis will contribute with new knowledge to the field concerning
the Falkland Islands. Moreover, the thesis will convey new knowledge about the relationship
between the UK and the Falkland Islands, and what the FIG has done to lobby her cause in the UK.

The thesis will examine the basis for the UK’s support, and which reasons have influence on it.

Consequently, the overall objective of the thesis is to answer 1) why the UK keeps fighting for the
Falkland Islands and which reasons they have? 2) Whether the Falkland Islanders are British or have

an individual identity, and if it is possible to appeal to a concept pronounced dead.

1.2. Methodical Reflections

The thesis uses an analysis empirical material approach, which entails that it consists of a problem
statement, theoretical framework and an analysis of the empirical material in the context of the
theoretical framework. This approach requires that we collect existing empirical material and analyse
the collected data according to our problem statement. The analysis empirical material approach
allows us to research an unexamined subject through an analytical theoretical perspective essential
to answering our problem statement. We will investigate the existing material in a new context thus,

obtaining a new perspective to the existing data as well as creating new knowledge.

This method has been chosen because the subject has not been investigated before and thus, no
previous research exists to use as point of departure. Therefore, we have collected material on the
life, society, culture and national identity in the Islands to create an understanding of the Islands and
the Islanders. In order to analyse our collected material, we have to create a theoretical framework,
which will be conducted through a discussion of the leading theorists’ ideas about national identity.
This thesis takes a constructivist perspective as we believe that everything is manmade and
constructed and thus, not natural. Consequently, we have chosen theorists who have a constructivist

perspective on national identity.



1.2.1. Empirical Data

In order to ensure that our research is as nuanced and thus, as accurate as possible, we will use
empirical material from British, Argentinian and Falkland sources. Our collected empirical material
consists of non-fiction books concerning the Falkland Islands, Argentina and the UK containing both
historical and political data. Moreover, our material also contains theoretical books which will be
illustrated below. Additionally, the material consists of newspaper articles, surveys and reports from
various sources and authors. In order to get information about the Islanders’ perspective and obtain
knowledge about their community, we will use official Falklands’ websites such as the websites of the

FIG and the Islands’ tourist board.

Since the dispute is ongoing, contemporary and develops continuously, a significant part of the
empirical material will consist of articles as no academic research has been conducted about the
current dispute. Thus, British sources such as the Guardianand NewSatesmanas well as Argentinian
sources such as Buenos Aires Heralate used. In addition to this, we have been in contact with a
politician in the FIG and the Islands’ representative in London who have provided us with empirical

material and knowledge about the Islands.

We are aware of the fact that our empirical spectrum is broad since we use books, articles, booklets,
surveys, reports, tourist websites, online sources and personal communication. We have done this to
gain knowledge about the Islands culture, society and national identity as research has not been
conducted before. Therefore, we found it necessary to gather information in order to establish a
scientific foundation in which to conduct our research. We could not have achieved our research goal

without this scientific foundation.

Moreover, the authors who are not part of our theoretical framework are included as they are key
researchers within their areas of expertise as other authors use them as reference points in their
research. Their knowledge provides us with an in-depth understanding of the different aspects in our
thesis and assists us in our research process. Thus, excluding their research would be a methodical

error and a loss of knowledge in our research.



1.2.2. Theoretical Presentation

This thesis views the creation of identity as relational as identity is in flux - a project that is in
constant change and where identity is created in relation to others.” Identity is not what exists within
people, but between them as identity is a socially constructed concept - | am because you are.
Identity only gives meaning when it is seen in relation to others and thus, if a person is removed from
the social setting, identity becomes meaningless. Individual characteristics are interlinked with other
individuals in a social context. A person can only be friendly, funny or shy if these attitudes are
compared to other individuals’ attitudes otherwise the attitudes do not have any meaning since
everything is relational.® Our understanding of creating identity is supported by the constructivist

perspective and that is why, we have chosen theorists who have the same understand of identity.

We use several national identity theorists in order to get the most comprehensive and nuanced
theoretical perspective. These theorists approach national identity from different perspectives thus,
enabling us to understand the different aspects important for the understanding of the theory.
Through our discussion in the theory section, we will define this thesis’ view on national identity,

which will form our theoretical framework used throughout this thesis.

The theorists we discuss are as follows:

Benedict Anderson a British professor who wrote a well-known and much debated book Imagined
Communitiesn 1983. Anderson defines the nation as a political community that is imagined both in
its limitation and its sovereignty.” He concentrates his work on political and historical science. The
nation is, according to Anderson, linked to a particular territory the homeland with specific borders
and where the representation on a map is essential for the understanding of national identity.
Anderson believes that nationalism will never disappear as the nation is cultural artefacts that are

created in peoples collective imaginations.®

Thomas Hylland Erikses a Norwegian professor within the field of politics in identity, ethnicity,
nationalism and globalisation.’ He states that identity is relational, and he works with two models of

national identification, we-hood and us-hood. We-hood is the creation of national identity without

> Longhurst, Brian et al. (2008) Introducing Cultural Studiedarlow: Pearson Education Limited, p. 142
® Holliday, Adrian et al. (2007) Intercultural communicatioran Advanced Resource Boakingdon: Routledge, pp. 132-134
7 Longhurst, B. et al. (2009) pp. 117-118
8
IBID
° Universitet i Oslo (2008) Thomas Hylland Eriksen
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any exogenous elements; hence, us-hood is a circular process. Additionally, he clarifies that national

identity cannot be created out of thin air as substance is needed.’

Ernest Gellneis a British-Czech philosopher and social anthropologist whose work has been credited
as the most important within the field of nationalism.™* Ernest Gellner concentrated his studies
around the relationship between the nation and cultural identity.'® In the book Nations and
Nationalismfrom 1983, Gellner illustrates the nation as in a transition phase, and that nationalism is
a primarily political principal where the political and national unit should be congruent. He
propounds the concept of amnesia as a collective forgetfulness, which is just as valuable as a

collective memory.13

Stuart Hallis a Jamaican cultural theorist and sociologist who concentrates his work around the
interconnection of identity, culture and politics.* Hall describes how British culture and the process
of imperialism are made hybrid. Hybridisation is the production of something that is both made up of
elements that meet, yet different from them too. It is a binary structure. Hall uses the example that a
cup of tea is the heart of British culture, but the tea leaves are from India or Sri Lanka, the sugar
comes from the Caribbean plantations where African slaves worked and therefore, it is problematic

to speak of an essentialist Britishness or Englishness.™

Jackie Hogats an American professor within the fields of sociology and anthropology. She works
with the idea that nations are made of flesh and blood and that gender and race matters in the
creation of national identity. She views national identity as something that is created top-down as

well as bottom-up, and that everyday events matter just as much as high culture.®

Terrence Rangemd Eric Hobsbawiare respectively an African historian and a professor of modern

history as well as a professor of economic and social history.” Their book The inventn of tradition

1% Eriksen, Thomas Hylland (1995) We and US; Two modes of group identification. In Journal of Peace Research, vol. 32. Npp4,

427-436

" The nationalism project.org (2007) Ernest GellneD e f i ni n gRetliemed 10 May 20%12.

2 Den store danske.dk (2012) Ernest GellneRetrieved 10 May 2012 from

 Gellner, Ernest (1983) Nations and Nationalismthaca: Cornel University Press

" Longhurst, Brian et al. (2009) p. 55

“IBID. p. 127

'® Bradley University (2012) Jacqueline Hogametrieved 21 May 2012

" Hobsbawm, Eric & Ranger, Terence (1983). The invention of traditionCambridge: Cambridge University Press, p. vii
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introduced significant innovation, which has shaped the way scholars’ view national identity today.
They argue that practises that today are conceived as ancient traditions often are relatively resent
productions e.g. folk costumes and dances, tribal costumes and national heroes are not as ancient as
we perceive them to be. Moreover, they demonstrate that these national conceptions can be

engineered to serve particular political or economic ends.™®

Hans Kohrwas a Czech-American philosopher and historian and a scholar of modern nationalism.*
He was a pioneer of modern nationalism theory, and several contemporary theorists built their
theory on his idea. He studied the origin of nationalism and national identity and gave much
attention to man’s love for his birthplace, the volkgeist and its manifestations in literature, folklore

and history. He argues that these elements are the centre of attention in nationalism.*

Anthony D. Smitls a British professor in ethnicity and nationalism. He stipulates that nationalism has
to have autonomy, unity and identity as without these essential goals a nation cannot survive.
Furthermore, a nation must have a homeland, a public culture and a desire to self-determination.
Smith also works with the concept of ethnie communities, which are differentiated from the concept
of a nation. Ethnie communities only need to have links to their historical homeland they do not have

21
to possess.

The chosen theorists have different methods to their concepts and ideas e.g. Anderson and Gellner
have more rationalistic assumptions of nationalism as they believe in the artificial construction of the
nation opposed to the naturalist conceptions of nation. These two theorists do also have different
approaches as Gellner focuses on the role of historical processes and the necessities of
industrialisation whilst Anderson focuses on the role of vernacular and the new technologies and
markets for books, newspaper and novels. The other theorists’ ideas are closely related to Gellner
and Anderson as all of them believe that the nation is constructed through different elements
throughout history that uses different cultural and historical factors. As the theorists’ ideas correlate

with each other they fill in each other’s vacuums and thereby, constructing a complete picture of

*® Hogan, Jackie (2009) Gender, Race and National Identity. Nations of Flesh and Blbogdon: Routledge. pp. 4-5

¥ The Yivo encyclopaedia of Jews in Eastern Europe (2010) Kohn, HansRetrieved 21 May 2012

%% Kohn, Hans (1944) The idea of nationalism. A study in its origins and backgroves York: The Macmillan Company, pp. 4-5
*! Smith, Anthony D. (2001) Nationalism Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 9-13
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nationalism and national identity. This picture will comprise a theoretical framework, which will be

used in the national identity chapter and the analysis.

1.2.3. Literary Reliability

Since the dispute involves strong emotions in Argentina, the UK and the Falkland Islands, the
empirical material will reflect this emotional bias and complexity. We are aware of this bias and that
the contested nature of the issue necessitates a critical perspective on the empirical data as well as
an awareness of the potential bias of our collected data. Therefore, we have used the guidelines from
Rienecker and Jgrgensen’s book Den Gde Opgaveto evaluate and certify the credibility of our
sources. This is done to securing the validity and ensuring credibility of our results. The guidelines

consist of:

the credibility of the author,

the academic authority of the author,

the academic standard of the source,

the method and documentation of the source,
the consistency of the analysis,

the objectivity of the source,

topicality of the source and

= =/ =2 =2 A A A -

the source’s content in proportion to other sources®?

Furthermore, we are aware of the fact that newspaper articles do not meet the required standards
listed in the guidelines above as they often have a political agenda, and are never entirely objective.

However, we have used them with care and the guidelines in mind.

We understand that our thesis touches highly sensitive elements and articles, documents and reports
as well as non-fiction data might have an underlying agenda. E.g. British newspaper articles tries to
be objective in their reporting, but given they are British it is impossible for them to disclaim their
British heritage. Thus, we assume newspaper articles have an implicit message in correlation with
their nationality. The sources from the FIG such as the report Getting it right: the real hisry of the

Falklands/Malvinas the anniversary booklet and the personal communication with the FIG’s

*? Rienecker, Lotte & Jgrgensen, Peter Stray (2008) Den Gode Opgavérederiksberg: Forlaget Samfundslitteratur, p. 248
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representative in London as well as information on their websites are subjective publications that

present the cause from the Islands’ perspective and is a part of their political agenda.

1.2.4. Limitation
As the dispute is current and keeps developing, it will have implications on our results and our
empirical material as we cannot keep updating our thesis, especially in the last phase of the project.

Thus, we have chosen that events occurring after 1 of August 2012 will not be included.

The dispute over the Falkland Islands is not only a political issue between the UK and Argentina, but
also an international dispute. The United Nations (UN) has provided a platform where Argentina and
the UK can put forward their arguments, discuss their differences and try to negotiate a peaceful
solution. Thus, the UN has played and continues to play a prominent role in handling the dispute.
However, this thesis does not focus on the political game as it is only used as part of our overall
argumentation. Thereby, the UN will only be included in order to strengthen the political

argumentation.

The dispute in the international arena covers more than just the UN as a long list of countries have
given their official support to either Argentina’s or Britain’s claim of sovereignty. However, we have
chosen that the international political field of the thesis will only include the UN as we want to
concentrate on the tensions between Argentina, the UK and the Falklands. Additionally, domestic
policies and developments have influenced the dispute as evidence suggests that internal unrest in
Argentina led the Military Junta to launch the invasion of the Islands. Similarly, public unrest within
the UK was a factor for why the British Government defended the Islands. However, in order to
research our objective in-depth and to the point, we have chosen to omit domestic issues as they are
not relevant in answering the problem statement. In the same way, the trade and investment
relationship between the UK and Argentina have been omitted, even though, it can affect the
dispute. However, this relationship is not relevant in our research of the Islanders’ national identity

and relationship with the UK.

British national identity is immensely complex and consists of various elements as Britishness consists
of three nations’ national identity and an overall British national identity. Furthermore, Britishness
encompasses the UK’s imperial history and its demise, which affects the relation between the UK and
the Islands. However, we will not examine the British national identity in-depth as this thesis is not a

14



research of Britishness and thereby, we refrain from analysing post-imperial identity in the UK.
Moreover, we are aware that the British Empire and colonialism are part of the dispute, but as we
find it important to study the Islands’ national identity and its influence of the UK’s support we have

chosen to omit it.

1.3. Term Definition
In order to create clarity, we have included a definition of the terms that have the potential to create

confusion.

Britishnessis a fluid concept that is grounded in particular historical, political, economic, social,
ideological and cultural realities. Britishness includes England, Scotland and Wales and excludes
Northern Ireland.

Campis the rural areas of the Falkland Islands.

Cultureis defined as a complex whole, consisting of knowledge, belief, art, moral, law, customs, and

any other capabilities and habits acquired by man as a member of s.ociety.23

Nationsare seen as more than geopolitical bodies and collections of people and institutions within a
defined sovereign territory. We believe that identification with a nation can span beyond territorial
borders.”*

Britonsare the people living in the UK defined as England, Scotland and Wales.

Islandersor Falklanderslefine people from the Falkland Islands.

The Islandsr Falklandsefers to the Falkland Islands, which is seen as an entity and thus, referred to

as a singular pronoun.

> Holliday, A. et. al (2007) p. 59
** Hogan, J. (2009) p. 10
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1.4. Disposition

We will answer the problem statement through an exposition of the origins of the dispute and
research of the games of politics between the UK and Argentina as well as an examination of
Britishness and the Islanders’ national identity. This research will form the point of departure for the
analysis of the problem statement, which will lead to the conclusion. This will be accomplished

through three main parts which are divided into five chapters and a conclusion.

Part 1

Chapter 1 outlines the historical background of the Falkland Islands and illustrates the historical
context for both countries’ claim over the Islands as well as the key historical turning points until the
1960s.

Chapter 2 will delineate the political aspects of the dispute from the Argentinian, the British and the
Falklands’ perspectives. Furthermore, we will define the political game between Argentina and the
UK, and also the British political argumentation for retaining the sovereignty claim over the Falkland
Islands. In order to answer this, we will focus on the political game between the UK and Argentina
from the 1960s till today. Additionally, it will examine what the Islands has done to gain British
support, and also in which way decolonisation has influenced the UK’s support. Furthermore, the

geopolitical value of the Islands and their importance is outlined.

Part 2

Chapter 3 will present the thesis’ theoretical framework by discussing several national identity
theories. This discussion will be used to define our view on national identity.

Chapter 4 addresses British national identity and Britishness to investigate whether it exists.
Furthermore, we will look at the Islanders’ national identity and what it entails to be a Falkland

Islander.

Part 3

Chapter 5 contains a comparative analysis of the Islands and the UK’s national identity as well as the
geopolitical value of the Islands. The role of national identity and geopolitical value is weighted
against each other in order to elucidate why the UK keeps fighting for the Islands.

Finally, we will conclude on our research and reflect on the findings of the thesis and our method.

16



Part 1

2. Chapter 1: Historical Background

This chapter contains the historical background of the Falkland Islands and presents the historical
context for Argentina and UK’s claim over the Islands as well as the key historical turning points until
the 1960s. This will be done in order to understand the current actions in the dispute and how it
originated. The political tensions intensified in the 1960s and therefore, these events are outlined in

chapter 2.

2.1. The Falkland Islands in Short

The Falkland Islands consists of approximately 200 islands in the South Atlantic with a total area of
12,173 square km. There are two main islands West and East Falklands, on the latter the main town
Port Stanley are located.”” The 2006 census assessed the population to 2,478 people excluding the

British military personal.26

In the early days of the settlement, the UK established an administration with an appointed British
Governor as head of territory. In 1985, the Islands got a constitution, which entailed locally elected
Legislative Council with the power to rule the Islands.”’ The Legislative Council has eight elected
members with the power to make laws for the Islands, and they are concerned with administrating
the Islands, general development, social services and education with the exception of defence and
security.28 Additionally, the Islanders were granted full British citizenship through the British

Nationality Act 1983 also known as the Falkland Islands Act.”

Since the Islands changed their Constitution in 2009, they now have one of the highest degrees of
self-governance in the world. In the new constitution, the Islanders' right to determine their own

future was reinforced as self-determination now is embedded in the main body of the Constitution.*®

> Reference Service, Central Office of Information (1993) Britain and the Falkland Island=art of Aspects of Britain series
London: HMSO Publications Centre, p. 2
*® Falkland Islands Census Statistic 2006 (2006)
Z Reference Service, Central Office of Information (1993) pp. 15-16
IBID
% British Government (1983) British Nationality (Falkland Islands) Act 1983. ChaptRe6ieved 2 August 2012
* Falkland Islands Government website (2012a) Constitution Retrieved 21 April 2012
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Today, the Islands’ is self-sufficient, and the commercial sectors are fisheries, agriculture, mineral

resources and tourism where the main revenue is the sale of fishing licences.*’

2.2. The History of the Falkland Islands between 1600 — 1833

The dispute has its roots in the Islands’ history as Argentina and the UK cannot agree on the historical
events. It is essential to acknowledge historical events as both countries have used such
argumentation in support for their claim for sovereignty. However, it is hard to disclose the certain
and truthful cause of events as history is analysed with contemporary minds and moreover, as each
party has their own reading of history.32 “History is not synonymous with propaganda but it has to be
admitted that it often seems to be, since each country writes its own according to national prejudices

733 This quote further underlines that each country has their own spin on certain

and objectives.
historical events in order to tailor them so they fit their own objective and agenda and that the

countries use history to invent national traditions and myths.

This is also the case with the history of the Falkland Islands. From the 17" to the 19" centuries, both
Argentina and the UK used history to support their claim, which the following paragraphs illustrate.
Many of the arguments derive from rules and laws that existed between countries when the events
occurred and therefore, it is necessary to analyse matters in the light of the norms that was applied

when events happened, which is a challenging task as the events took place centuries ago.34

It is important to bear in mind that there were different customs and rules in the 16" century when a
country claimed sovereignty over a territory. Countries had to make a symbolic gesture in order to
establish their claim to a certain piece of land such as placing a cross or a stake with the ruler’s coat
of arms. This gesture had to be done by a person who was authorised officially by the regent of the
country. If this was not respected the claim was unlawful, and other countries could claim
sovereignty. Furthermore, the symbolic gesture was not enough to obtain sovereignty as
international law additionally demanded that the state should occupy the territory effectively within
an appropriate period of time without exemplifying what this exactly is. If both elements were done

satisfactorily, sovereignty could be fully claimed.*

*" Falkland Islands Government website (2012f) EconomyRetrieved 26 April 2012

32 Beck, Peter (1988) The Falkland Islands as an international problesndon: Routledge, pp. 29-34
*1BID. p. 30

* Engelhardt, Andrej (2006) Falklandsgerne (Malvinagyederiksvaerk: Forlaget Agenda, pp. 15-16
* Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 16-18
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2.2.1. Discovery

There is little unanimity when it comes to whom first discovered the Islands. Different sources
present the historical events differently depending on their nationality, and Britain and Argentina
have two different versions. The UK credits the Englishmen Captain John Davis in 1592 and Sir
Richard Hawkins in 1594 for first discoveries.® However, Argentina believes the Islands was
discovered by Spanish navigators in 1501, almost 100 years before the British discoveries. As
Argentina was under Spanish influence until 1816, the year of Argentinian independence, Argentina
argues that she has inherited the Islands from Spain and thereby, the Islands is rightfully

Argentinian.37

Argentina’s claim takes its present in the Uti possidetis principle. Simplified this means that all the
territories, which was held by a colonial power, is maintained by the new state that has declared its
independence of the motherland. This entails that the Islands was transferred from Spanish rule to
Argentinian rule with the Argentinian independence in 1816. This argument is only valid if the UK and
the international law agree that the Spanish was the sole occupant and that no other country claimed
sovereignty over the Islands. There are different opinions whether the Uti possidetis principle applies
to the Islands. However, it is commonly agreed that the Islands was without any legal administration

after 1811.38

The dispute over the historical facts takes its commencement in 1834 when Lord Palmerston, the UK
foreign minister, justified the British occupation using historical evidence, which dated from the UK's
claim in 1765 when they established the first British permanent settlement. He argued that since the
British originally discovered the Islands and had a subsequent occupation the UK rightfully had
sovereignty. Argentina repudiated this historical argument as they find the two British discoveries
redundant by earlier Spanish discoveries.>® In 1541, 50 years before the first British discoveries, the
Spanish Crown published a new map showing the Islands, and this map is valid as it was an official
Spanish one.*” Argentina further argues that the British sightings lack precision and correct locations.

Argentina believes the British sightings were not of the Falklands but of Patagonia, which is an area in

*® Reference Services, Central Office of Information (1993) p. 4
% Beck, P. (1988) pp. 62-63

*% |BID. pp. 57-58

**|BID. pp. 34-35

“ Beck, P. (1988) pp. 34-35
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Argentina and Chile.*! This contention is further supported by Hawkins’ own description of his
discovery as he describes the Islands as inhabited. He writes that he had seen several bonfires, but it
is a fact that the Islands was not inhabited until 1764, several years later. Hawkins also described a
large river mouth colouring the ocean, and such a large river mouth does not exist on the Islands.

Therefore, Argentina finds it highly doubtful that Hawkins has ever seen the Islands.*?

The Argentinian claim for sovereignty warrants in the Papal Bull and the Treaty of Tordesillas from
the late 15" century. Pope Alexander VI gave both North and South America to Spain with his Bull
(Inter Caetera) in 1493, which was a reaction to the lands newly discovered by Columbus and other
explorers. Portugal immediately disputed this division and in 1494, Spain and Portugal signed the
Treaty of Tordesillas, which divided the newly discovered world between them. Spain was given
South America, and the Falkland Islands was located within Spanish territory even though, the Islands
was not discovered. This argument has been repudiated by the UK since the Papal Bulls and the
Treaty of Tordesillas were not endorsed by regents of the time in France and the UK and on that basis
the treaty loses its validity and legitimacy. Additionally, the validity of the Treaty of Tordesillas is
guestioned as Argentina also claims sovereignty over the island groups South Georgia and South
Sandwich based on their heritage from Spain. However, the treaty gave these Islands to Portugal,

which questions the Argentinian argumentation and makes is contradictory.*?

The FIGs official stance to their history is very much in line with the British one. On the official FIG
website, there is no mention of the Spanish discoveries, and it credits the UK for discovering the
Islands. The website does not mention the period where the Spanish administrated the Islands and
the lack hereof, supports the Islanders’ desire to remain British. It also symbolises the Islanders’

unwillingness to be Argentinian.44

2.2.2. Settlements
The first settlement on the Islands was made by the French in the early 18" century on the eastern
Islands. These were short-term settlements but in 1764, the French was successful in creating a long-

term settlement. Though, the year after, a British expedition declared the whole of the Islands for

* Beck, P. (1988) pp. 34-35

* Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 18-19

* pascoe, Graham & Pepper, Peter (2008) Getting it right: the real history of the Falklands/Malvinas. Condense version of The
Falkland Saga: a Critical study of the Falkland Islands in history and internatiori200&\y appendix no. 4 pp. 2-4

* Falkland Islands Government website (2012g) Historical daés.Retrieved 11 April 2012
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British, unaware of the French settlements on the eastern Islands. The UK thought the Islands to be
very valuable as they had a strategically location in the South Atlantic from where the UK could
control shipping around Cape Horn and establish a British naval base. A year passed and in 1766, the
British discovered the French settlement, and they ordered the French to apply for a British
permission to settle on the Islands. It is unclear if the French did this as the French settlement was
transferred to Spain in 1767 due to heavy Spanish protests and Spanish settlements followed on the
eastern Islands.* Spain was aware of the British settlement but did not know where it was located
and thus, they used 3 years searching for it. When Spain uncovered the British colony, the UK was
forced to leave the Islands under heavy Spanish threat. It has to be mentioned that the Britons had
known the location of the Spanish colony from its beginning but did nothing to force them away.
However, Spain saw differently on the matter. This affair almost triggered a war between the UK on
the one side and Spain and France on the other as the British Monarchy was profoundly insulted that
another European power would fight against a British garrison in peacetime.*® However, war was
never declared as France withdrew in the eleventh hour and in 1771, the two countries reached an
agreement and status quo was recommenced. The British settlement was once again established on
West Falkland.*” The agreement states that both Spanish and British rights are retained as prior to
the episode the year before. However, the Islands remained under Spanish rule.”® It is argued that
Spain had successfully ensured respect and sovereignty over the Islands since they had succeeded in

driving out the French in 1767 and the British in 1770.%

The British return to the Islands was short-lived as the problems with the 13 colonies in today’s
United States of America needed much attention. The UK abandoned the colony in 1774, albeit not
their claim over the Islands as they left behind a plaque stating their sovereignty claim. However,
Spanish ships made sure that the British did not have anything to return to as they entirely destroyed
the settlement and the British Plaque was transported to Buenos Aires in 1777. Now Spain was the

sole occupant of the Islands, a position they kept until they left in 1811.%°

* Beck, P. (1988) pp. 32-41

*® Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 34-38
* Beck, P. (1988) p. 64

*® Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 42-43
* Beck, P. (1988) p. 64

*% Beck, P. (1988) pp. 41-42

21



2.2.3. British Reoccupation

The Spanish retreat left the Islands without effective government and therefore, the newly
independent Argentina made several attempts to settle the Islands from 1820 to 1829, none of which
succeeded.”® The UK did not complain over these Argentinian attempts, which Argentina viewed as
documentation for a silent British acceptance of Argentinian sovereignty over the Islands. However,
in this period not many foreign countries, including the UK, recognised Argentina as a sovereign state
and no Anglo-Argentinian diplomatic relations existed, which the UK uses as an explanation for their
silence. The UK officially recognised Argentina as a sovereign state in 1823. When Argentina in 1829
based on their heritage from Spain, issued a decree reaffirming Argentinian political and military
command over the Falkland Islands, the UK official protested even though, British interests at the
Islands had been suspended since 1774. The British protests uttered their dissatisfaction with
Argentina’s decree since it did not refer to British claim, which was founded on discovery and

subsequent occupation.>?

Within the British Government, disagreements rose about the authenticity of the UK’s claim as the

PM of that time wrote:

“[..] it is not at all clear to me that we have ever possessed the sovereignty over all these
Islands [...] | confess that | am anxious to avoid exciting the attention and jealousy of
other powers by extending our possessions and setting the example of the gratification of

a desire to seize new territories.””>

The PM describes his doubts about the British claim, and he further airs his concern about how a
British territorial expansion will affect the UK’s relation with other countries. He further outlines the
dangers of having the Islands seized by France or the United States (US) and therefore, he advised
that Argentina is made aware of the British claim to the Islands in a quiet but distinctive way.
Consequently, the British Government receives different information on the matter. First, King
George IV’s legal adviser who had been asked to make an expert opinion on the matter, concluding
that the UK does possessed sovereignty over the Islands. Secondly, the British diplomatic

representation to Argentina writes to the British Government in 1832 stating that the new

>! Reference Service, Central Office of Information (1993) p. 5
> Beck, P. (1988) pp. 41-51 & 67-69
>* Engelhardt, A. (2006) p. 86
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Argentinian Government most likely has forgotten the Islands and that there are no relations
between the Islands and the Argentinian mainland.> Later, it transpires that this information is

incorrect as another Argentinian Governor to the Islands was announced.

Even though, the information was inaccurate, it triggered the second official British protest on the
grounds that British rights were infringed.”® When Argentina did not react, Captain John Onslow
erected a signal post on the Islands in December 1833 and announced British ownership in the name
of the British Monarch. He ordered the Argentinian officials and their belongings off the Islands. Not
a shot was fired since the demand was backed by the British military supremacy and the Argentinian
Government withdrew. However, Argentina saw the seizure as a strong nation humiliating a
powerless, inexperienced and newly established nation. Argentina firmly believes that from her
independence in 1816 until 1833 she had exercised effective sovereignty over the Islands and carried

out acts of possession and administration according to the laws of the time.”®

The British argued against this view stating that the UK only executed her ancient right based in the
1774-plaque, and they had never relinquished its claim for sovereignty and moreover, Argentina’s

control over the Islands was sporadic and ineffective.”’

Why did the UK seize the Islands in 1833 and not earlier? The UK had stationed a diplomatic
representative in Buenos Aires when it was a Spanish colony, and he followed the developments
closely. During 1811-1820, when Spanish influence in Latin America discontinued, the UK did not
have any interest in intervening and changing the course of events as it was in the UK’s interest that
the Spanish powers ended due to a poor Anglo-Spanish relationship. The UK detected a significant
potential for establishing trade relations with the new powers, and in 1825 an Anglo-Argentinian
trade, maritime and friendship agreement was signed. However, as illustrated above, the UK was
afraid that France or the US would seize the Islands, which would mean a shift in the power balance
causing competition to British trading. This was another contributory cause for the UK landing on the

Islands in 1833.°%

>* Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 86-95
> Beck, P. (1988) pp. 42-44
*®|BID. pp. 42-44 & 69

*7 Beck, P. (1988) pp. 42-44 & 69
*% Engelhardt, A. (2006) pp. 79-99
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The dispute’s argumentation derives from international resolutions and rules and whether a legal
occupation occurred. International rules state that discovery does not confer any legal title to certain
land unless the discovery is followed by an effective occupation within a reasonable period of time.
That is why, the two British sightings do not function as argumentation for the UK’s sovereignty claim
as these two sightings were not followed by British occupation since more than a century passed
between British discovery and settlements. In January 1690, the first British landing is recorded and
more British landings followed in the next decades. However, none of these landings have any legal
basis as they lacked formal taking of possession. Another reason is that the Dutch Sailor Jacob
Roggeween is officially credited internationally with discovering the Islands in 1721 and the Spanish
and the British discoveries are not internationally acknowledged. This is a contributing reason to why
the UK has abandoned the historical argumentation during the 20t century, but more on this matter

later.>®

2.3. The History of the Falkland Islands between 1833 — 1940

With British reoccupation of the Islands, the settlement was rebuilt and a civil administration was
slowly established. An executive and a legislative council were set up and a Governor was
appointed.60 Port Stanley became an important port for vessels involved in whaling around Cape
Horn®! and periods of prosperity followed which lead to the Islands becoming self-supporting in 1885

and thus, the settlement expanded.62

Though, the diplomatic tensions continued as Argentina issued official protests against the British
occupation and the UK continued to stress her right. Then in 1834, the UK stopped answering the
Argentinian protests with the expression Let the matter drop which Argentina felt insulted her
dignity. Yet, Argentina was forced to respond through diplomacy and negotiations due to the British
military superiority and the lack of Argentinian military capacity. Thus, the UK found it unlikely that

Argentina’s military would try to seize the Islands.®®

The issue was much more present in Argentinian politics than in British, and diplomatic protests and

other pressures were announced throughout the 19" and the 20™ century. Argentina established the

> Beck, P. (1988) pp. 36-38

% Reference Services, Central Office of Information (1993) pp. 6-7
® Falkland Islands Government website (2012g)

%2 Reference Services, Central Office of Information (1993) p. 7

% Beck, P. (1988) pp. 89-91
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National Committee for the Restitution of the Malvinas in 1922, and individual politicians used the
dispute to promote themselves in the Argentinian press e.g. in 1934, Senator Alfredo Palacios made a
four hour speech to the Senate on the dispute. The press frequently published articles on the subject
and stressed that Argentinian territory was under foreign control. Argentina published stamps and
maps showing the Islands as part of Argentinian territory and the Government refused to recognise
some Falkland stamps as valid. Furthermore, Argentina occasionally refused to grant visa to the
Islanders if they did not possess an Argentinian passport. In 1939, the New York Times identified the

Falkland dispute as the most serious political issue affecting Anglo-Argentinian relations.®

In the early 1900s, the British Government issued an in-depth study about the dispute. When the
study was completed, it revealed a critical approach to the official British version of the Islands’
history. The study indicated that the UK did not discover the Islands, and that Argentina in 1833 was
effectively occupying the Islands, which entails that the UK did seize the Islands illegally. The study
was never published and it was only shown to a relatively small group of people in the UK.
Nevertheless, it became accepted to use this study as a point of reference. Several British officials
who prior to the study had showed confidence in the British sovereignty claim began to use more
diplomatic rhetoric in their statements. The head of the American department stated in June 1910
that the British claim to the Islands could not be seriously contested. However, in December 1910, he

stated more carefully:

“[...] from a perusal of this memo [the study] it is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the
Argentine government’s attitude is not altogether unjustified, and that our action has

been somewhat high-handed.”®®

Furthermore, the change in British rhetoric was demonstrated when the British assistant secretary in
the American department voiced that, “The only question is who did have the best claim at the time

%8 Thus, the uncritical acceptance of history was abandoned and

when we finally annexed the islands.
a more pragmatic approach was adopted by the UK as it became evident that she had doubts about
the historical argumentation to her claim. Publicly, the British Government was anxious to reaffirm

their new approach because the study concluded that argumentation pointing to the length and

* Beck, P. (1988) pp. 91-93
®BID. p. 51
1BID
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peaceful nature of the British occupation should be used instead of the historical argumentation. This
was emphasised during the celebration of the 100 years of British rule in 1933. The British Foreign

Office took a more diplomatic rhetoric. ®’

“[...] with a subject as complicated as the history of the Falklands and the conclusions that
may be drawn from that history for sovereignty, it is inevitable that there will be differing

and, in some cases, conflicting views.”®®

A change in British argumentation had occurred.®

2.4. The History of the Falkland Islands between 1940 - 1960

The 1940s saw the construction of a new type of state in Argentina as the working class became fully
integrated into political life, and a tendency towards nationalism sharpened at all levels of society.
This development led to the election of Juan Domingo Perén a young colonel who through positions
in the Government had gained powerful alliances with the working class.”® President Perén made the
repossession of the Falkland Islands and the UK’s other possessions in the South Atlantic into
Government objectives and thereby, putting the matter of sovereignty on the political agenda in
Argentina.”* Furthermore, Argentina refused to recognise the British efforts at the United Nation

(UN) to name the Islands as a non-self-governing territory in 1946.”

The outbreak of World War Il (WWII) changed the dispute over the Islands for both Argentina and the
UK. As Hitler began to take over countries in Europe at the end of the 1930s, many colonies found
themselves without contact to their colonial power such as those owned by Denmark, France and the
UK. Argentina used the fact that the UK was otherwise engaged in Europe to bring the matter of
sovereignty over the Islands back on the international stage during the Havana Conference of
American Republics in 1940. When the WWII in Europe and the colonies of the European belligerents
were discussed, Argentina used the opportunity to reclaim the Islands in front of the American heads

of state.” Argentina used the Conference as “[..] an opportunity to reaffirm, by means of

% Beck, P. (1988) pp. 50-55

® |BID. p. 55

% |BID. pp. 50-55

® Dabat, A. & Lorenza L. (1983) pp. 16-18
! pascoe, A. & Pepper, P. (2008) p. 34

72 Beck, P. (1988) p. 95

7 pascoe, G. & Pepper, P. (2008) p. 33
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reservations in the case, our rights over the Malvinas Islands, whose statues as a colony or European

possession we naturally cannot recognise.””*

It was not only on a political scale that the sovereignty dispute was on the agenda. The outbreak of
WWII also changed the dispute for the Argentinian people as there was considerable support for the
fascist regimes within the armed forces, and amongst German and ltalian immigrants. In the 1930s,
the Committee to Recover the Malvinas was formed and along with other supporters, they hoped

that Germany would win the War and thus, allowing Argentina to retake the Falklands.”

Throughout WWII, the Islands held a crucial strategic position to the British war efforts as the Islands
proved a perfect base for the Royal Navy to hunt down and destroy German battleships in the area.
One of the first successful British operations of the War was the Battle of the River Plate where a
Royal Navy Force based in the Islands gained control of the South Atlantic, which was of vital
importance to the allied forces. Even though, the Islands never saw any action during WWII, Port
Stanley was an important staging post for the Royal Navy. There was continued diligence on the
Islands as the Allied Forces feared an air strike from the Japanese after Pearl Harbour and thus, the
Falkland Islands Defence Force joined the British Royal Navy in protecting the Islands throughout the

War.”®

In 1947, Argentina officially claimed South Georgia and the Falkland Islands as well as sending a
battleship to the Antarctic. As a reaction to the Argentinian decree claiming the Islands, the UK
suggested that the matter of sovereignty was handled in the International Court of Justice (ICJ). The
UK committed in advance to accept the court’s decision. However, the Argentinian Government
refused to take the matter to the ICJ arguing that the Islands was part of Argentina and thus, nothing
needed to be decided. Despite Argentina’s refusal, the UK made further offers to take the matter to
arbitration either at the ICJ or to a special tribunal in order to put an end to the dispute nevertheless,
Argentina continually refused to take the matter further. Therefore, the UK submitted a unilateral

appeal to the ICJ asking the court for a judgement in 1955. However, when given the appeal

" pascoe, G. & Pepper, P. (2008) p. 33

> |BID. pp. 32-33

’® phillips, Russell (2012) The Falkland Islands Defence FoRegrieved 19 April 2012 from the Society of 20th century
wargamers
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Argentina refused to acknowledge the court’s jurisdiction’’ and in 1957, Argentina published a

decree establishing that the Falkland Islands and its dependencies as part of Argentinian territory.”®

3. Chapter 2: The Game of Politics and Diplomacy

This chapter will identify the political aspects of the dispute from the Argentinian, the British and the
Falkland’s perspectives. Firstly, the chapter will examine the political game between the UK and
Argentina from the 1960s leading up to the Falkland War and the current political game in order to
bring the dispute into a contemporary context. Secondly, it will outline what made the Islands differ
from other territories during decolonisation of the Empire. Thirdly, the political power of the FIG and
the Falklands lobby in the UK will be illustrated to investigate their influence. Finally, an examination

of the geopolitical value of the Islands is presented and their importance in the UK’s support.

3.1. Negotiations and Diplomacy in the 1960s

Until the 1960s, there had been no official negotiations between Argentina and the UK, and the
dispute had not been internationally discussed. However, this changed in 1961, when an Argentinian
Minister made it clear to the UK that Argentina was not going to give up her claim to the Islands. This
statement made clear to the UK that a solution had to be found, which marked the beginning of

decades of diplomacy and political games between the two nations.”®

In the early 1960s, the Falklands issue was on the backburner in British foreign policy giving way to
other foreign policy issues such as the Guatemalan claim to Honduras. However, Argentina worked
hard to bring the Islands into the limelight by initiating a Malvinas Day, a National Museum devoted
to the Islands as well as propaganda films and demonstrations. Additionally, the Argentinian people
took action as an Argentinian activist landed a plane at Port Stanley and planted the Argentinian flag
with the proclamation of Argentinian sovereignty in 1964. In 1966, activists hijacked a plane and
forced it to land on the racetrack in Port Stanley. Even though, the Government kept its distance to
these events, the activists became national heroes. These events show that the dispute was

omnipresent in Argentina.80

7 pasco, A. & Pepper, P. (2008) pp. 35-36

7% Beck, P. (1988) p. 95

7 Charlton, Michael (1986) The Little Platoor Diplomacyand The Falklands Disput@ndon: Basil Blackwell, pp. 10-11
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The UN discussed the dispute throughout the 1960s. Elected representatives from the Islands
informed the UN that the population wished to retain its association with the UK and thus, not
become independent as other territories or associated with any other country. Supporting the
Falklands’ representatives, the British delegation argued that the Argentinian claim was contrary to
the principle of self-determination. The principle of self-determination is enshrined in international
law through the UN Charter, the UN International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the UN
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Self-determination is a principle of
human rights, which the UK still base her claim on, and it entails, “All peoples have the right of self-
determination. By virtue of that right they freely determine their political status and freely pursue

their economic, social and cultural development."81

Due to the increased tensions, the UN approved Resolution 2065 that invited the UK and Argentina to
hold discussions with the intention to find a peaceful solution to the problem, bearing in mind the
interest of the Islanders. The Argentinian Government’s enhanced focus, the activists and the UN
Resolution led the British Foreign Office to begin serious negotiations with Argentina concerning the
sovereignty over the Islands.?? Thus, the British and Argentinian foreign ministers meet in Buenos
Aires in 1966 where they gave a joint communiqué stating that both countries had agreed that

discussions should be pursued through diplomatic channels as recommended by the UN.%

For centuries, the UK and Argentina have a long shared history as the UK has been a powerful
investor in Argentina and there are many Britons and people with British ancestry living in Argentina.
British banks invested in the meat industry and railways, and the British Government has sold
weapons to the Argentinians. This longstanding relationship exists not only because of their dispute
over the Falklands but also has an economic and political incentive, thus it was important for both to
find a solution.®® The shared history created goodwill between the two nations in their first attempts
to find a solution to the sovereignty issue. However, the goodwill from the British side soon changed,
especially after 1965, when the Argentinians won the success of getting Resolution 2065 passed in

the UN. The resolution called upon Britain to settle the issue in the name of decolonisation. That was

¥ UN (1997a) International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Retrieved 12 July 2012
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not well received by the British Government as they did not see the dispute as a decolonisation

issue.®

“From the British point of view, ‘decolonization’” was preparing peoples for independence,
a task which Britain performed some forty times. But in the case of the Falklands
independence was considered rhetorical nonsense. The Islands did not want

independence, and were too small to maintain it if they had.”%®

The British Government began to feel the heat over the Islands for the first time as Argentina used
every possible opportunity to get negotiations started.®?” The British Government began secret
negotiations over sovereignty with the Argentinians, and during these negotiations, the British
officials formally stated that the British Government would be prepared to give up sovereignty over
the Islands, although under certain conditions. However, in 1968, this secret diplomacy surfaced, and
it was hugely unpopular among the British politicians. The Parliament saw the negotiations as an area
where the Government’s officials had gone beyond their remit, and therefore, the suggested solution

received an extremely hostile reaction in Parliament.®®

The issue of the Islands was for Argentina a wrong that should be righted, and concerning the
Islanders, they were nothing but colonists occupying Argentinian territory. It did not matter that the
people had been there for generations as for them Britons in the Falklands was a relic of
colonialism.?® The issue of the Islands was an injury to the Argentinian national dignity, and the later

invasion was thus, seen as the nation’s encounter with destiny.90

“It was a fact that the British never fully understood that the problem of the Islands was
really very important in Argentina. Mainly because, after one hundred and fifty years of it,
the Foreign Office in Britain believed that it was just a chronic diplomatic question that

maybe, one day, could be dealt with.”%!
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The contrast between how Argentina and the UK viewed the dispute can in part explain the problems
between the two nations. Argentina viewed and still views it as an essence of the state, which is the
key explanation of the strong emotional attitudes concerning the Islands. For Argentina, the Islands is
a matter of national dignity. Contrary, the UK saw it as a marginal difficulty that was not as prominent

as many of the other foreign policy issues that it had to deal with.*?

3.1.1. The 1970s and the Led Up to the Falkland War

In 1970, Anglo-Argentinian talks opened in London with the participation of representatives of the
Falklands as recommended by the UN in 1965.% The talks were quite successful and in 1971,
agreements were signed allowing direct air and postal links between the Islands and Argentina.
Furthermore, a wide range of commercial, social and cultural relations began to develop, including
study tours, health care and tourism. Despite this, Argentina continued to press its claim to the
Islands internationally by e.g. presenting a special petition to reopen the case before the UN. This led
to the passing of a resolution, which repeated the terms of Resolution 2065 urging the two

Governments to find a solution.>*

In 1975, the British Government commissioned an economic survey that should map the future
development and diversification of the Islands’ economy.’® This erupted fury in Argentina as it was
seen as an infringement of both Argentinian interests and UN resolutions.’® As a reaction to this
survey in the Islands, Argentina sent a navy ship to protect its territorial waters, which led to an
attack on a British vessel.”’ Moreover, Argentina redrew her Ambassador from London, and as a
counter-reaction, the UK recalled her diplomats in Buenos Aires.’® These were turbulent times as

emphasised by this quote from the Chargé d’affaires in Buenos Aires at the time. %9

“The Foreign Office told me that it was sending out a team of ‘ex’ SAS to be my personal

bodyguard. When | protested that | had no need of such extreme measures and that it
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would only make me more conspicuous, | received a stinging rebuke. ‘The team will not
be coming out to protect John Shakespeare,” the telegram said tartly, ‘but to protect

HMG from embarrassment in the event of his being kidnapped or killed’.”*%

Despite the increased tension, further discussions were held between the two Governments in New
York in 1977. Here, it was agreed to establish two parallel working groups on political relations
between London and Buenos Aires. The working groups should study sovereignty and economic

cooperation in-depth and they met for discussions in 1978 and 1979.1%1

In 1980, the negotiations
continued and as a result of the working groups the UK consulted the Islanders on the opportunity to
negotiate a settlement. In January 1981, the FIG agreed that the UK should have further talks with
Argentina in order to seek an agreement and as a result talks were held both in 1981 and 1982.'%
Until 1981, Argentina had an all or nothing approach to the Falklands issue. However, they modified
their approach during 1981 as a sign of trust in the new British Government. However, during the
early 1980s, the issue moved to the bottom of the case pile in the British Foreign Office, which was
seen in the way the Foreign Secretary handled the issue. This is emphasised by this memory from the

Argentinian Foreign Minister at the time.!®®

“I got the impression, when | presented the problem of the Falklands, he was in some
ways thinking ‘Why is this fellow questioning, and with such a marginal problem, such a

busy man as |2~104

This did not suit the Argentinians as the negotiations did not lead anywhere due to internal British
contention. Thus, Argentina felt more and more that they were being played for a fool.'® Therefore,
after a leaseback suggestion was presented in the British Parliament and then booed out, the issue
changed from critical to crucial in Argentina. Argentina began to believe that the UK was losing
interest in the South Atlantic and the Falklands as the UK wanted to remove the Royal Navy in the
area in order to save money. Furthermore, the Military Junta assessed that the UK would not defend

the Islands, and that the US would not help them, hence there would be no fighting in case of an
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Argentinian invasion. Thus, in January 1982, the Argentinian Navy began to draw up military plans as

it became more likely that the negotiations would lead nowhere.'®

The UK knew that they were boxed in and running out of time as a solution had not been reached,
especially after the leaseback solution was booed out of Parliament and because Argentina began to
lose patience. Therefore, they agreed to a negotiation commission in the hope that a solution could
be found that would fit both parties and thus, the UK had no sense that Argentina would use military

force if the negotiations failed.'®’

3.1.2. The Falkland War
The Argentinian Government felt that it was being dragged along by the UK and the newspapers
increasingly campaigned for a swift military solution to the dispute. With a new General in charge,

Argentina decided to retake control over the Islands.%®

On 19 March 1982, a large group of workmen landed in the British territory of South Georgia and
according to the UK, they had not sought the proper authorisation from the British authorities. The
men were sent to South Georgia on a commercial contract with a British company to dismantle a
disused whaling station. However, the men also hoisted the Argentinian flag and a party of
approximately a dozen men stayed on the Island.'® The British Government advised the men that
they had entered British territory illegally but, that the position could be regularised if they were to
seek proper authorisation. The Argentinian Government stated that the men had gained the proper
papers from the British Embassy in Buenos Aires, and as they were on Argentinian territory would be
given full protection. Furthermore, Argentina used the incident to restate her claim to the Islands and

10 The UK was already worried about the turn the events had taken and thereby,

the dependencies.
the illegal landing became the spark that lead to the Falkland War without being the cause of it. On
the contrary, Argentina believed that if the UK did not follow through with their ultimatum
concerning the scrap workers it was because they did not feel strongly enough about the case. Thus,

confirming their conclusion that the UK was losing interest in the South Atlantic.**
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Argentina launched the invasion in the early hours of the morning, and it only took approximately 20
minutes for the Argentinian troops to reach the Government House. The Governor met with the
Argentinian Admiral asking him and his men to leave the Islands but, the Argentinians refused and
called upon the Governor to surrender. The terms of surrender were agreed upon, and at noon, the
Argentinian flag was hoisted at the Government House. The invasion had been brief and with little

bloodshed as only one person was killed and a few wounded all of them Argentinian soldiers.**?

The bold actions taken at the last minutes by the Argentinian Military Junta had accomplished within
a few hours what they had not come near achieving over the past decades. Argentina had now
retained the Falkland Islands, South Georgia, and South Sandwich Islands without taking the lives of

British soldiers or Islanders.**?

3.1.3. British Response

Despite the increased tensions between the two nations, the Argentinian invasion sent a shock wave
through the British political world." “This was terrible, and totally unacceptable. | could not believe
it: these were our people, our islands. | said instantly: ‘if they are invaded, we have got to get them

back 14115

The British Government made it clear that it was ready to use force to retain the Islands if
diplomatic efforts failed. Thus, responding to the invasion of British territory, the UK PM Margaret

Thatcher sent a Royal Navy Task Force to the South Atlantic.**®

Just after the Argentinian invasion several negotiation solutions were pursued, and both the
American Foreign Minister and the Peruvian President tried to mediate between the parties.
However, Argentina was not interested in negotiating after decades of being lead round by the nose,
and it gradually became clear to the UK that fighting was inevitable.!” Therefore, the UK shifted their
focus from bilateral negotiations to the UN and here the UK had firm support as it was Argentina that
had committed the aggression. This support was expressed in the passing of Resolution 502

commanding an immediate withdrawal of Argentinian military forces. Argentina did not withdraw
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and thereby, forcing the UK to respond to their aggression. The UN recognised that the UK had to

respond when Argentina did not comply with the resolution.**®

When the British Task Force arrived in the area, it established a total maritime exclusion zone around
the Islands. As a result of this, a British submarine torpedoed an Argentinian cruiser on 23 April as the

British Forces saw it as a threat. Furthermore, the British Forces carried out periodic bombardments

119

of Argentinian military installations on the Islands.”” When the negotiations finally broke down,

British Forces landed on the Falkland Islands on 21 May 1982. The Argentinian reaction consisted of a
series of air attacks on British vessels. The air attacks continued in the following days as the British
Forces advanced further on the Islands assisted by the Islanders. The Islanders welcomed them after
the Argentinian aggression had changed the quiet life on the Islands. The Argentinians forced the

children to learn Spanish, changed the street names, closed internal communication and insisted that

120
d.

everybody should drive on the right side of the roa They further deported and evicted

troublemakers to respectively the UK and Camp as well as placing landmines all over the Islands.***

The Islanders are still reminded of the terror of the War as 30 years later there are approximately

20,000 landmines left in the Islands.**?

During the Argentinian occupation, the Islanders were afraid
and uncertain about the future because of the nighttime curfews, raids and interrogations, and the
fact that they did not know whether the Britons would come to their rescue due to the lack of
communication with the UK. Thus, they were relieved and happy when the British Forces arrived and

ready to help the British soldiers defeat the invaders.'?®

A team of Islanders from Camp assisted the
British Forces by moving troops, rations and ammunition with tractors and trailers to the front line.***
The British Forces made rapid advances and broke through the Argentinian defences on 14 June,
resulting in the surrendering of the Argentinian Forces. The War ended officially on 12 July 1982 with

the 600 Argentinian prisoners of war being released.'®

118 peference Service, Central Office of Information (1993) p. 208

IBID. pp. 46-48

Banks, Tony (6 March 2012) A very dirty war: Houst-house searches and children forced to learn Spanish.-Raraxreveals
the chilling truth about lifén the Falkland Islands after the invasi@etrieved 1 august 2012 from dailymail.co.uk

2! Falkland Islands Government’s official 30™ Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) Our Islands, Our hom@ppendix no. 2, pp.

119
120

3-6
122 BBC News (14 March 2010) The long roado clearing Falklands landmineRetrieved on 21 July 2012
Banks, Tony (6 March 2012)

Falkland Islands Government’s official 30" Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) pp. 3-8

125 Reference Service, Central Office of Information (1993) pp. 46-48

123
124

35



More than 900 people died during the 74 days long War and thousands were wounded or taken
prisoner.'?® Although the Falkland War represented a decisive British victory, it failed to resolve the

127

basic issues between Argentina and the UK.”*" The outcome of their struggles was a reestablishment

of the status quo that existed prior to the Argentinian invasion.'?®

Argentina was in shock by the rapid collapse and surrendering of its numerically superior military
forces. The Military Junta had made a foolish move starting a war that could not be won, and the

people began to protest against the Government.'?

The British had won the War and thereby the
issue was closed in the British point of view but, the issue was not closed in Argentina’s perspective
despite the downfall of the Military Junta.’®®

131

Argentina became a democracy once again due to the internal protests.”™  The UK welcomed the

restoration of democracy and talks took place in 1984. However, the talks ended in a deadlock as
Argentina insisted on linking the discussions with the issue of sovereignty, which the UK refused.™**
However, during the 1990s, Argentina once more developed a closer relationship with the UK and the
issue of the Islands was not prioritised as the focus was on trade and improving relations. After the
election in the early 1990s, Argentina announced that she wanted to improve her relations with the
UK and thus, proposed bilateral talks at the UN. Here, both parties agreed to leave the issue of
sovereignty for the moment, and a series of talks followed. It was agreed to re-establish consular
relations, to resume air and sea links and to hold discussions on fisheries and military confidence-
building measures. Diplomatic relations between London and Buenos Aires were resumed on 26
February 1990, and the bilateral relationship between Argentina and the UK has since developed
further. There have been a number of ministerial and official visits and agreements signed on the

abolition of visas, cultural cooperation, investment promotion, air services and measures against

drug trafficking.™*® Despite these developments, the issue of sovereignty continued to be on
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Argentina’s agenda. Therefore, the Argentinian Constitution was changed in 1994 to enshrine the

Islands as part of Argentinian territory in order to underline their claim.™*

“The Argentine Nation ratifies its legitimate and imprescriptible sovereignty over the
Malvinas, South Georgia and South Sandwich islands and the corresponding maritime and
insular areas, as being an integral part of the national territory. The recovery of those
territories and the full exercise of sovereignty, respecting the way of life of their
inhabitants, and in conformity with the principles of International Law, constitute a

permanent and unrenounceable objective of the Argentine people.”**

The ratification of the Argentinian Constitution means that the only acceptable outcome of the
dispute is the return of the Islands as well as South Georgia and South Sandwich Islands to

Argentina.136

Thus, in 2009, Argentina requested talks concerning sovereignty but the UK rephrased
their statement that the sovereignty issue had closed with British victory in 1982. As a reaction to the
UK’s refusal, Argentina passed a law reclaiming the Falkland Islands, which the UK immediately

protested.™’

3.2. Tensions Rises Again

Argentina sees the Islanders as colonialists and thus, continues trying to isolate them and make life
on the Islands difficult. On that ground, Argentina passed a decree requiring all ships that sail in the
sea surrounding the Islands should obtain permission from Argentina as she views the waters as
judicially hers. Argentina further added to the conflict by incepting ships sailing under the Falkland
flag on the grounds that they are fishing illegally in Argentinian waters and thereby, affecting the
Islands’ revenue. This decree came into force since the Argentinian Government does not recognise

the Islands as a self-governing territory.**®

In the autumn of 2011, Argentina gained support for its sovereignty claim from neighbouring

countries. They joined Argentina’s blockade and restricted port access to ships sailing under the
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Falkland flag and thus, making it more difficult for the Islanders to export and import goods, which

are vital for the Islands’ economy.™®

As the South American countries unite, the dispute takes on
another perspective — the old rulers of the world versus the new rulers. They have joined together to
illustrate that the new rulers are moving up in the world both economically and politically, which is
further underlined by the fact that Brazil has pushed the UK aside as the world’s sixth largest

economy.**°

However, actions made by the UK also provoked Argentina. In the beginning of 2012, the British
Government deployed a new high tech destroyer to replace the current frigate protecting the Islands.
The deployment of the high tech destroyer created chaos as Argentina believes that the UK is trying
to militarise the South Atlantic and thereby, threatening international security and peace whereas,
the British MoD claims that it is a routine deployment of the British permanent presence in the area.
However, Stuart Ward analysis this as a scare tactic since the UK no longer has the military capacity
that it had in the 1980s and because the UK knows that Argentina’s capacity is much stronger than

theirs.'*

Argentina was further provoked when it was announced that Prince William would join the
destroyer in the South Atlantic as part of his search-and-rescue training. The UK underlines that this
also is a routine deployment, but Argentina believes it to be an act of a conquer since his training

could take place anywhere in the UK and its overseas territories.**?

Furthermore, in the spring of 2012, the dispute took a new twist as the UK decided to seek
repayment of a £45 million loan that the Government granted the Argentinian Military Junta in 1979.
A loan that was in part invested in weapons and military equipment, which was used during the
invasion of the Islands and due to this, the British Government does not have any plans of giving

Argentina debt forgiveness.143
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3.2.1. The 30" Anniversary of the Falkland War

As the 30™ anniversary of the beginning of the Falkland War came closer, the tensions between the
two Governments grew. In January 2012, both the Falklands representative and the British
representative opted for the support of the European Union (EU) and the other overseas countries
and territories (OCTs) of EU member states at the OCT-EU Forum in Brussels. The representatives
asked for support for all countries and territories right to self-determination and the right to trade

freely. The request was a reaction to Argentina’s trade blockade towards the Islands.***

The dispute further intensified in the weeks leading up to and during the anniversary as the rhetoric
between the two heads of state became harsher and more threatening. Christina de Kirchner called
the British claim absurd and imperialistic. Furthermore, she reclaimed the Falklands as well as brining
the issue back to the UN stating that the Islands are part of Argentinian territory. This action made
the UN pass a resolution urging Argentina and the UK to restart negotiation in order to find a just
long-term solution to the sovereignty issue.'® To mark the end of the War, President de Kirchner
urged the UK to give peace a chance in a newspaper advertisement published in British newspapers.
The advertisement asked the UK to put an end to colonialism and give a peaceful solution a

chance.'*®

“On January 3rd, 1833, a British naval force expelled the Argentine legitimate authorities
and population from the Malvinas Islands. Ever since then, Argentina has relentlessly
demanded their restitution before national and international forums. We, Argentines, ask
all of you — citizens and governments of the world — to put an end to colonialism and to
demand compliance with UN resolutions. We ask the United Kingdom to give peace a

chance.”*¥’

Despite this, the UK continues to hold on to the statement that it will not negotiate sovereignty and

the FIG dismissed Argentina’s position as colonialism. %8 Thus, the UK is reaffirming her
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determination to defend the Islanders’ right to self-determination, and further stating that
Argentina’s claim on the Islands was more an act of colonialism than UK’s holding on to them. This

149

was dismissed by de Kirchner, as mediocrity and stupidity by the British Government.™™ Furthermore,

the British PM David Cameron flew the Falkland Flag over Downing Street no. 10 and several other

official buildings on the anniversary for the end of the War irritating Argentina.™°

Additionally,
Cameron accused Argentina of trying to shot down the Islanders’ voice and punishing them for
exercising their own free choice. Cameron further expressed his support for the FIG’s announcement
that a referendum will take place in the beginning of 2013. The referendum will give the Islanders’

voice more strength and send a clear signal to the world that the Islanders want to remain British.*!

“Our future is neither for Argentina nor the UK to decide. We alone, the people of the
Falkland Islands, can make that choice. The principle of self-determination is enshrined in

the UN charter and is a human right applicable to all peoples, including us.”*>?

The anniversary has rekindled the passionate feelings of the Argentinian people who have conducted
many protests against the UK during the spring of 2012. These protests led amongst other things to
the burning of Union Jack in front of the British Embassy in Buenos Aires. These protests and the
burning of the British flag underlines that the dispute invokes passionate and strong patriotic feelings
in the Argentinian population who believes that the Islands has been illegally obtained and should be

returned to Argentina.'>?

The two heads of state had a face-to-face quarrel during the G20 summit in June 2012. It began when
President de Kirchner tried to force an envelope marked UN Malvinasnto the PM’s hands. Cameron
refused to receive the package on the grounds that it was a media stunt reinforced by the TV
cameras surrounding the President. The refusal resulted in a harsh verbal exchange between de

Kirchner and Cameron. This quarrel led Argentinian officials to publicly call the British PM sour. The
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G20 summit continued to create chaos with harsh verbal exchanges between British and Argentinian
officials. The Argentinian Foreign Minister stated that it is not Argentina but, the UK that is the most
famous colonialist in the world, and he further emphasised that the UK needs to respect the UN’s
resolutions. Cameron then underlined that the G20 countries believe in self-determination and act as

democrats.®*

Another element in the dispute was the Olympic Games in London 2012 where Argentina wanted to
get international attention. This was emphasised by a video released by the Argentinian Government
featuring an Argentinian hockey player on a training run around the Islands. The video, which was
filmed secretly, shows the player running past Falkland landmarks and doing step-ups on a war
memorial with the tagline “to compete on British soil, we must train on Argentinian soil”.">® The
video created passionate uproar on the Islands and in the UK where it was viewed as a “tawdry and

cowardly” move by Argentina.®®

The increased tension between Argentina and the UK over the Islands in the run up to and during the
30" anniversary, the blockade invoked by Argentina, the warning letters sent to banks that support
the nascent oil industry in the Islands and the continued harsh verbal exchanges have increased the
Islanders’ fear for the future as expressed by an Islander, "Thirty years and now we find it again, we
are worried we are going to go through it all again, another invasion. We do not, we do not want to

see this again." 157

3.3. The Dispute and Decolonisation

In order to understand the UK’s stand on the Falkland Islands, it is important to address
decolonisation. This is important in order to understand why the UK has held on so firmly to the
Falkland, when it during the 20™" century has been decolonising the rest of the Empire.® The British
Empire never fully recovered after WWII and the scraps of Empire that hung on after decolonisation

were fragile and dependent on the UK. Contrary, the stronger colonies demanded independence and
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removed themselves from the UK. The remaining colonies relied far more than before WWII upon the
efforts of the UK itself because, the post-war system imposed new burdens on the least developed
parts of the Empire such as small imperial territories that depended upon the goodwill and assistance

of a stronger nation.™®

Today, what is left of the Empire are colonies that is neither claimed by itself, nor by the inhabitants

160

nor by bordering countries, excluding Gibraltar and the Falklands.™ These territories are part of the

British Overseas Territories and include e.g. Anguilla, St. Helena, Bermuda and Pitcairn, the smallest

British Overseas Territory with only 50 inhabitants.*®*

Most of these territories are not independent
because they do not have sufficiently viable economies to constitute independent states as they rely

on British support and subsidies.*®

Even though, British decolonisation went relatively smoothly, there were parts of the Empire where
decolonisation caused the UK humiliation and great diplomatic difficulties such as Suez.’®® The Suez
crisis was an example of a huge military disaster and enormously humiliating for the UK. It testament
the demise of the British Empire and the UK as a world power, and the loss of the Suez Channel kept
overshadowing the British foreign policy in the following decades. Thus, it had great influence on the

164 After the Suez crisis,

way the UK conducted itself in other conflicts leading up to the Falkland War.
the UK’s view of itself changed as former colonies one-by-one became independent. The UK was

slowly losing its confidence and place as a first-rate power.165

“A lot of us in Britain felt that we were always being pushed around. We were sinking all
the time. We were becoming first a second-rate power, and then a third-rate power, and

rapidly on our way to becoming a fourth-rate power."166

This change in the UK’s self-image caused a considerable streak of defeatism that entered into the

minds of the officials in the Government thereby, affecting the way the Falklands dispute was
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handled during the following decades. However, this defeatism did not enter into the gut feeling of
the British poIiticians.167 This is also a reason why the Falklands conflict was a problem for British
Governments because every time compromises had been agreed with Argentina, the members of
Parliament (MPs) have booed them out of Parliament because the Falklands issue imposes strong
feelings among politicians. E.g. in 1968, an agreement had been reached between the UK and
Argentina stating that the UK would recognise Argentina’s sovereignty over the Islands from a date to
be agreed. The agreement had been reached on an official level and thus, the statement was

presented in both Houses of Parliament.'®®

“The result was dramatic. Waves of hostility overwhelmed both Chalfont who spoke for
the Labour Government in the Lords, and Michael Stewart, the foreign secretary, at the

dispatch box in the Commons.”*®°

The Government had not been prepared for the degree of passionate reactions from both Houses,
reactions that even demanded a stop in negotiations with Argentina. The British politicians were not
prepared to give up the Falklands as most of them held the view that the Islands was legally a part of

the world-wide British community and should be defended.!”®

Following, the issue changed from a
foreign policy issue to a domestic issue with foreign policy aspects. This has since changed the face of
the Falklands dispute because the UK could not make any moves towards sovereignty transfer
without the consent of the PMs and the Islanders. The result of the violent reaction in Parliament was
that the Islanders had to be consulted at every step taken in negotiations with Argentina. In practise,

this gave the Islanders the right to veto proposals, which has remained the central issue in the

Falkland problem ever since 1968 as the Islanders do not want to be annexed by Argentina.'’”*

3.4. The Falkland Islands Government and the Falklands Lobby
Even though, several British Governments have tried to solve the Falkland issue with proposals such

as leaseback and transfer of sovereignty not people, no British Government has succeeded against
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the strong Falklands lobby.”" The lobby has made the House of Commons a strong supporter for the
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Islanders’ cause and thereby, becoming a nightmare for Foreign Secretaries trying to solve a delicate

issue.t’”?

The Falklands lobby has been called the most uncompromising and successful lobby in British politics.
The Islanders and the Falklands lobby have been tremendously successful in promoting their cause to

174 The Islands with its all-British

the frustration of hundreds of Foreign Office officials since the 1960s.
population makes it unique as it is not a territory with a foreign indigenous population. Therefore,
many British politicians are not willingly going to surrender an all-British population to another nation
as they believe that it is “Inconceivable any land inhabited by British peoples could willingly be

surrendered to the domination of a foreign power.”*”

This sentiment is the main reason for the creation of the British lobby group - the Falkland Islands
Committee (FIC). The FIC was formed in order to bring attention to the issue of the Islands in the
British Parliament. The formation of the FIC was based on the secret negotiations between the UK
and Argentina concerning sovereignty, which made the Islanders feel helpless. Thus, the FIG sent an
open letter addressing the MPs in 1968 appealing the politicians to help them in their efforts to

remain a British territory. 176

“’Are you aware’, the letter ran, ‘that negotiations are now proceeding between the
British and Argentine governments which may result at any moment in the handing over
of the Falkland Islands to the Argentine? Take note, that the inhabitants of the Islands
have never been consulted regarding their future. They do not want to become
Argentines. They are as British as you are and mostly of English and Scottish ancestry,
even to the sixth generation. Five out of six were born in the Islands. Many elderly people
have never been elsewhere. There is no racial problems, no unemployment, no poverty,
and we are not in debt. Are you aware that the people of these Islands do not wish to
submit to a foreign language, law, custom and culture? Because for one hundred and
thirty five years they have happily pursued their own peaceful way of life, a very British

way of life. Lord Caradon said to the general assembly of the United Nations in 1965, “the
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people of this territory are not to be betrayed or bartered. Their wishes and their interest
are paramount, and we should do our duty in protecting them.” British ministers have
said the same until 1967, since when there have been silence. Question. Is our tiny
community to be used as a pawn in power politics? Do you feel ashamed that this wicked
thing may suddenly be foisted on us? What can you do to prevent it? What are you

doing? We need your help.””*”’

The FIG knew how to invoke the national feeling of the MPs. The House of Commons viewed the
Islands as something worth defending, and when the secret British diplomacy over the Islands was
revealed, it gave the perfect conditions for a pressure group to flourish.'”® The result was the creation
of a lobbying group, initiated by a former Foreign Office diplomat in Buenos Aires. The FIC consisted
of Labour, Conservative and Liberal MPs and formed the spearhead of the Falklands Iobby.179 This all-

180

party committee’s primary purpose was to resist the handover of the Islands.™™ Something

“Successive British governments failed in their duty. It was only Parliament, at the end of the day that

saved the Falkland Islands, prior to the Argentine invasion.” 8!

The FIC has developed into several groups whereas the Falkland Islands Association (FIA) is the main

82 The FIA works closely together with the Islands’ representative in London, and its key

lobby group.
objective is ensuring there is a sufficient body of influential and respected personalities within the UK
who understands the Islands and thus, will argue on their behalf.'®3 Today, the British Parliament
remains the strongest supporter of the Islanders’ cause together with the FIA, and they emphasise
that no British Government should negotiate sovereignty over the Falklands without the support of

184

the Islanders.”™" This lobby are the true reason that the Islands has not been surrendered to

Argentina a long time ago.185
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The FIG also fights for the Islanders’ right to determine their own future and recognition for their
cause internationally as the tensions have risen in the lead up to the 30™ anniversary of the War.
Therefore, the Government announced that a referendum on the sovereignty issue will be held in the
first half of 2013 to show Argentina and the rest of the world that the Islanders are not controlled by
the UK but decides their own fate. The FIG further announced that the referendum will be conducted
after international rules and that international independent observers will be invited to observe the
process and verify the outcome.®® “We are holding this referendum not because we have any doubts
about who we are and what future we want, but to show the world just how very certain we are

»187

about that. This should help emphasis and validate the result of the referendum both in Argentina

and the rest of the world and thereby, show Argentina once and for all that they are British.

When the annual meeting in the UN special committee on decolonisation was held on 14 June 2012,
and President de Kirchner attended as the first Argentinian head of state, the FIG took advantage of
the opportunity. They attended with not only Government officials but, also with six young Islanders
who could trace their roots on the Islands back seven generations. They addressed both President de
Kirchner and the international community thereby, calling attention to themselves and the fact that
real people are involved in the dispute and trying to get Argentina to acknowledge that people
matter. All of this brought more international attention to the wishes of the Islanders but Argentina

did not react on the address.'®®

No matter what the Argentinians throw at them, the Islanders are ready for it and stronger because
of it — they have become stronger through the adversity they have been faced with for years. % The

Islanders will keep on fighting for their right to self-determination as the Falkland Islands’ motto

190

Desire the Right underlines.”™ An Islander further emphasises this determination by stating “No

blockade or aggressive campaign full of distorted facts are going to change our mind, on the contrary

it makes us more resilient and more distant from Argentina."191
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The Islanders and the Falklands lobby are not the only factors affecting the UK and Argentina to fight
over the Falkland Islands. The Islands themselves holds considerable value and the promise of

prosperity to the nation holding sovereignty.

3.5. The Geopolitical Value, Oil and the Antarctic

The Islands has more than just an all-British population for the UK to fight for as it also has
geopolitical value, which plays an important role in the conflict between the UK and Argentina.
Historically, the Islands is placed close to one of the most influential sea-lanes in the world, the Drake

Passage, linking the Pacific with the Atlantic Ocean.™?

Thus, the Islands has been strategically
important in two World Wars as two decisive naval battles have been fought in the Falklands” waters.
The Islands had the perfect placement for the hunting of German battleships and the maritime
protection of the South Atlantic. In the 1980s and early 1990s, it played an important role in the
dispute that the Islands could gain further strategic importance if the Panama Channel lost its

significance because of capacity, political or public unrest or even war and this holds true today.193

3.5.1. Oil

One of the most prominent geopolitical reasons for the conflict is the oil and gas in the area
surrounding the Islands. The existence of oil and gas has long been an objective of debate as it is
believed that the region is potentially rich in oil and gas. Analysts believe that the untapped oil

. - 194
reserves discovered could be worth tens of billions of dollars.®

If the oil can be exploited, the UK
believes that the Islands has the right to develop the natural resources for their own economic
benefit. It is in their right through their self-determination. However, Argentina considers the
Falklands and its surrounding sea as part of Argentinian territory and thus, believes that the

companies that are exploring the area for oil and gas are trespassing and drilling iIIegaIIy.195

In accordance with the UN’s convention of the law of the sea, it is the FIG and not the UK that
regulates the hydrocarbon activities on the Falkland Continental Shelf. Thus, it is the Islands who will

benefit from the potentially vast economical gain that these activities can bring. However, the UK will
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also benefit from the potential oil and gas adventure in the South Atlantic as the FIG has already

announced that they will use the potential economic profit to pay the UK for protection.**®

In reaction to the oil drillings, the Argentinian Government sent letters of warning to international
banks and companies involved in the hydrocarbon activities in the Falklands maritime area. The
warning letters threatened the involved actors with legal action.”’ As a counter-reaction, the UK has
sent letters of support to the banks and companies involved expressing their scepticism concerning
the legal basis for Argentina’s warning and the UK’s support for the hydrocarbon activities in the

area. %8

The prospect of oil and gas exploitation has long been debated between the two nations. In 1976, a
report recommended exploring and developing the natural resources in the Falklands, which created
massive protests from Argentina. The reaction was similar when the FIG gave companies permission
to search for oil in 2010, which resulted in a further escalation of tensions between the UK and

Argentina.199

The Argentinians do not believe that exploitation should begin before the sovereignty
issue is resolved.’® However, the UK has repeatedly refused Argentina’s request for negotiations

about sovereignty stating that it is the Islanders’ decision.”®

3.5.2. The Antarctic

The Antarctic is another geopolitical reason for the UK to hold on to the Islands as it provides a legal
basis to claim a part of the continent. The Antarctic holds substantial value as it is the last unexplored
continent promising a potential for vast economical gain. Researchers believe that it is exceedingly
rich in fish, minerals and oil’®? but so far, the Antarctic Treaty System (ATS) has been hugely
successful in keeping countries from fighting over the right for this enormous frozen continent in
more than 50 years. This is emphasised by the fact that new countries continue to join and today, 49
countries have acceded to it. The ATS was created to lock down positions on territorial sovereignty in

the Antarctic and allow free access in order to construct a safe basis for international collaboration as
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well as individual state action.’®

The countries in ATS have raised claim to the continent based upon
discovery, geographical proximity and presence of scientific bases because of the prospects of vast

economical revue.204

The Islands and their dependencies still play an important strategically role as they provide a legal
basis for the UK’s claim to the Antarctic due to their geographical proximity to eastern Antarctic. The
sovereignty over these Islands provides the UK with the needed geographical link to the Antarctic
which e.g. France has through their French Antarctic Territories.’® Thus, the geographical position of
and British sovereignty over the Islands are essential to UK’s claim to the Antarctic and the natural
resources in the area if the ATS is discontinued or altered.?®® Furthermore, if it becomes possible to
extract the resources in the Antarctic, the country that holds sovereignty over the Islands could offer
other countries facilities by sea or air from the Islands that are needed to extract resources in the
cold and harsh climate. Thereby, the country that holds sovereignty will prosper on more than just

the extraction of the Antarctic resources.’’

Additionally, the Antarctic holds a strong emotional leverage among Britons because the UK has a
long and proud history in the Antarctic. The Antarctic endeavours by British explorers like Scott and
Shackleton underline the feeling that Britons are bred to extraordinary things. The Antarctic
explorations are considered heroic actions and impose strong patriotic feelings among Britons as

underlined by this quote from Lord Shackleton.?®®

“l was in Cabinet when George Brown first raised the future of the Falklands, and |
remember, | made a brief intervention in which | said, ‘Are we talking about the
Falklands? What about South Georgia?’ And there was a sort of hush, because nobody
had heard of South Georgia. | remember Harold Wilson saying, ‘Does anybody live there?’

And | said, ‘Not regularly, although my father is buried there’, and that was that.”?%
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Lord Shackleton’s statement about the grave of his father, the famous Antarctic explorer, was
enough to end the discussion concerning transfer of sovereignty. This underlines that the heroic past
of British Antarctic exploration have a strong emotional leverage in the political decision to hold on to
the Islands and their dependencies. The Antarctic does not only promise vast economical potential
but it also tells a story of immense British bravery and endurance, which should never be

underestimated.*!°

To conclude, the Islands holds an important and strategic value through their Antarctic proximity, oil
and gas deposits as well as its geographical location, and these elements make them worth fighting

for both for the UK, Argentina and the Falklands themselves.

Part 2

4. Chapter 3: Theoretical Framework

Globalisation has changed migration and created social changes, which have given people a stronger
desire to belong to a nation and to differentiate the national distinctiveness between nations.?*! This
movement has led nationalism to rise and thus, we find it necessary to comprehend nationalism in
order to fully understand the ties between the Islands and the UK. This chapter gives a short
presentation of nationalism as it is important to understand nationalism because it is closely related
to national identity. National identity is a multidimensional concept that is still much debated
amongst theorists today. Thus, in order to present a nuanced theoretical framework to analyse our
empirical data, we will discuss different varieties of national identity theories and concepts put forth

by the theorists presented in the introduction.

4.1. Nationalism

Paradoxically, nationalism sometimes rise as the social changes following globalisation often prompt

212

a defensive strengthening of national belonging and national distinctiveness.””* Countries all around

the world want to become independent and in the UK, both the Scottish and the Welsh have

213

obtained home rule within the last decades.”” A third of adults in the UK would describe themselves
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simply as British with the majority identifying themselves in national units such as Scottish, Welsh or

h.”* These statistics show that within the UK Britishness is disintegrating and broken into

Englis
segments of national unites. Nationalism and the sense of belonging to a nation have been discussed
for three centuries. However, nationalism and national belonging are relatively new concepts as it
was first shaped into the concept that we associate with today during the last part of the 20"

century.”””

It can be argued that nations are more than just geopolitical bodies, they are more than collections of
people and institutions within a defined sovereign territory as put forth by Jackie Hogan. Hogan
argues that nations are constructed, created and sustained through stories, images, landscapes,
scenarios, historical events, national symbols and rituals which give meaning to the nations.?*
Nations are imagined political communities in Benedict Anderson’s theory since each individual
member of the nation will never know or meet all the other members no matter how small the
nation is. Anderson describes the nation as fundamentally limited and sovereign. The nation is limited
in its geography and numbers since no nation wants to embrace all of mankind. It is sovereign
because it came into existence as an opposition to and freedom from religious traditional society
structure with a religious elite and a strong, absolute monarch. Anderson argues that the nation is a
community that contains a deep and horizontal comradeship as a deep fellowship makes it possible

217

for millions of people to fight and die for the sake of the nation.””" Thus, the imaginary alliance

between the members of the nation is very strong and thereby, they are also nations of flesh and

blood.*®

Anderson’s idea of the nation and the members’ sense of national fellowship are closely related to
Hans Kohn’s theory of nationalism. Kohn outlines that in the beginning, it was not so much the nation
state that people had in common as the volkgeist and its manifestations in literature and folklore, in
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the mother tongue and in history, which became the centre of attention of nationalism.””” Anderson

also believes that what he defines as print-capitalism facilitated the imagined community as the rise
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in print media made people aware of each other. The publications of printed media gave access to
knowledge about other fragments of society where the same or dialects of the same language were
spoken. Anderson argues that print-capitalism entailed language fixity as people began to speak
similarly and use the same words, which in return created stability and enhanced the creation of

national consciousness.??°

Kohn emphasises that in its growth nationalism used some of the oldest and most primitive feelings
of man when creating social groups. For instance, a man’s love for his birthplace is used throughout
history as important factors in the formation of social groups. People are curious and attracted to
unknown territories, customs and cultures but, people also find reassurance in returning to their

221

birthplace and find calm and a sense of belonging in the familiar.”" In Anthony D. Smith’s view

nationalism uses national symbols such as language, cultural activities and history to express,
represent and reinforce the nation and unite the people in collective imagined identity.**
Additionally, Eric Hobsbawn and Terence Ranger propound that symbols and other icons have been
invented or reinvented as part of national movements and states to create a common identity within
the nation. Most of the symbols and ritual practices are largely invented as they were created in

order to unite a new nation into a collective community.223

“The National Flag, the National Anthem and the National Emblem are the three symbols
through which an independent country proclaims its identity and sovereignty, and as such
they command instantaneous respect and loyalty. In themselves they reflect the entire

background, thought and culture of a nation.”?**

Indeed nations often make use of collective identities to motivate their citizens as references to
national identity can be used to state building and encouraging service to the state.??> Anderson
agrees in this idea as he underlines that people are willing to die for the nation by proclaiming

national belonging.226
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Looking at Smith’s theory on the nation and nationalism, there are many similarities with the before
mentioned concepts. Nationalism has to have autonomy, unity and identity as its essential goals, and
without these a nation cannot survive. A nation must have a homeland, public culture and a desire
for self-determination. However, a nation does not need to be a sovereign state but, it must have the

desire to autonomy over its territorial homeland.??’

“Nationalism has its own rules, rhythms and memories, which shape the interests of its
bearers even more than they shape its contours [..] It is these rules, rhythms and
memories of nationalism [...] [that] provide a bridge from the outer world of power
politics and social interests to the inner world of the nation and its characteristic

concepts, symbols and emotions.”**®

Furthermore, Smith differentiates between an ethnie and a nation. However, he underlines that the
distinction between the two concepts is not clear-cut. Ethnies are “named human communities
connected to a homeland, possessing common myths of ancestry, shared memories, one or more
elements of shared culture, and a measure of solidarity, at least among the elite”.*° The ethnic
community usually has no political authority or even a territorial dimension since an ethnic
community only needs to have links to its historical homeland and not posse it. Nonetheless, in some

cases, they do posse their historical homeland.

On the contrary, Smith defines the nation as “a named human community occupying a homeland,
and having common myths and a shared history, a common public culture, a single economy and
common rights and duties for all members”.?% In order for a nation to be constituted it must occupy
a homeland and desire self-determination. Even though, the two concepts contain similar elements,
they also differentiate for instance the key attribute of nations is a common public culture whereas,

ethnies do share some common cultural elements but, it is not a fundamental attribute.??
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Ernest Gellner addresses nationalism from another angle than the other theorists. Gellner like most
theorists believes that nationalism consists of a common memory and a shared past that all help in
creating the nation. However, the nation is not an essential entity or a universal necessity as nations
have not always existed. Gellner uses the term amnesia, which he defines as a collective

232

forgetfulness.”” He draws upon the work of the French philosopher and writer Ernest Renan who

defined that the nation is constructed of two things.?**

“One lies in the past, the other in the present. One is the possession of the common of a
rich legacy of memories, the other is present day consent, the desire to live together, the
will to perpetuate the value of the heritage that one has received in an undivided

form n234

Renan writes that the essential element of a nation is that all its individuals must have many things in
common. Gellner further develops Renan’s ideas and concludes that in order to have a collective
memory, they also need to have a shared amnesia, which is at least as essential for developing
national consciousness. This indicates e.g. that if one group massacres another group, it needs to be
forgotten by both parties in order for them to live together in peace and as one nation. National
identity, according to Gellner, is a collection of men and women who identifies with the collectivity.
Furthermore, he clarifies that modern nations are made of men and women with the desire to belong
to a certain group or collectivity and not solely on peoples’ will and solidarity to one another. Along
the lines of Anderson and Kohn’s concepts, people do not need to know the other members of the
nation in order to believe in and identify with its existence. Gellner argues that people can identify
with the nation as long as they identify with sub-groups within it. Nevertheless, he states that sub-
groups do not play an essential role in the nation as sub-groups are fluid and evanescent. Hereby,
Gellner concludes that national identity is the opposite of fluid and evanescent and that national

identity is fixed and Iong—lasting.235
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4.2. National Identity

The term national identity has only recently become popular as it has substituted earlier terms such
as national character and later national consciousness. Smith believes the change has occurred as the
world has become increasingly more fragmented. Thus, people have a desire for conceptualising their
national identity as a result of the anxiety and alienation of people brought on by globalisation.236
Mary Caputi imputes immense importance to the strong emotions that national identity carries.
National identity is the individual member’s struggle to embed itself in a larger project. Caputi
propounds that peoples’ complex emotions regarding national identity are illustrated by the
individual member’s ambivalent attitude towards its own nation. People can feel both pride in their
nation, and at other times feel ashamed. She clarifies that the absence of cultural identification can

affect the individual in a negative way.237

Stuart Hall's perspective on national identity emphasises that it is superficial or artificial imposed
elements, which a people with a shared history and ancestry hold in common. These common
elements can stabilise, fix or guarantee an unchanging cultural belonging and thus, underlie all the
superficial differences that a people might have. Moreover, Hall states that identities are about using
the resources of history, language and culture in the process of becoming rather than being. He
argues that it is a process concerning not who we are or where we came from, so much as what we
might become, how we have been represented and how that influences the way we represent
ourselves. Thus, he underlines that identities are construed within, not outside representation and is
directly contrary to the form in which they are constantly invoked. Identities are constructed through
the differences between people because through the difference people have, they find what they

have in common and thereby, create cultural belonging.238

Identity is relational as it is defined in relation to other identities and communities. Every community
is defined in relation to what it is not as well as in relation to other communities. According to
Thomas Hylland Eriksen there are two models of national identification 1) the we-hood and 2) us-
hood. The we-hood is invoked in the experience of interdependence and internal cohesion by shared
task. Moreover, we-hood is seen from within without a direct reference to the outside world. On the

contrary, us-hood is national identity seen and created in relation to the outside world where an
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external agent is imagined as the other and thus, a threat and dangerous. Eriksen continues by
emphasising that “enemy images strengthen group identity”.?*° In Eriksen’s perspective of we-hood,
it is required to have internationally linked social and economic changes as communication, tourism
and industrialisation can contribute to establish a shared identity. The us-hood increases with a
growing interaction with other nations and nationalities as national identification only becomes
meaningful when an external pressure is perceived e.g. through sports, trade, migration and tourism.
Furthermore, he clarifies that identity cannot be created out of thin air and that substance is
needed.?*® Eriksen also clarifies that national identity is often strongest in diaspora communities as
they have a tendency to cluster together. Therefore, their national identity gets more eminent as a
diaspora community’s national identity is always visual and always compared with others who have
different identities. According to Eriksen, we-hood is often directly causing us-hood in a circular
process meaning that external influences activate a stronger us-hood, which again activates a strong

we-hood.*"

According to Smith, it is necessary to understand the interdependence of two relationships in order
to balance the analysis of national identity. The first relationship is between collective and individual
levels of analysis. Each of us has multiplied identities as we identify ourselves with family, gender,
regions and ethnies identities, which are collective affiliations. Smith argues that we draw on these
multiple identities at one and the same time in order to ignite our membership in these collectivities
for certain purposes such as husband or wife and professionals or manual workers. However, it is also
possible to perceive such identities as cultural collectivities and in these cases, communities are
defined by shared memories and myths and common values and symbols. The collective identity is
more stable and strong when it is based on cultural elements such as nations because the basic
cultural elements from which identities are constructed are more persistent and binding. Smith
emphasises that these two levels of identity, the collective and the individual need to be distinct as
they are often confused, and it is essential to remember that these identities are in flux and

changeable.242

> Eriksen, T. H. (1995) p. 428
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Continuity and change of identity is the second relationship because the changes of cultural identity
can be gradual or sudden. National identity is changing though at a slower pace than other kinds of
collective identities. The changing of cultural identity is a process that occurs in every generation as
external events or shift in power triggers new understandings of the nation’s heritage. This change
involves the reinterpretation and recombination of existing values, memories and symbols as well as
new cultural elements added by each generation. Thus, different generations add value to different

parts of the nation’s history.**

Eriksen agrees on this multiple identity concepts as he underlines that
nations are per definition made by the same people living in the same place. However, the individual
members of the nation do not need to be the same person in every situation nor do they need to live

in the same place hence identity is both relational and situational.***

Some of the theorists discuss the importance of common traditions, customs and values in creating
national identity. Hobsbawn and Ranger argue that the national phenomenon cannot be adequately
investigated without careful attention to the invention of tradition. They emphasise that new
traditions result from the inability to use or adapt old ones. Traditions are adapted by placing old
usages in new conditions and by using old models for new purposes. The invention of traditions is
essentially a process of formalisation and ritualization and is characterised by reference to the

%> Hobsbawn and Ranger’s take on invented traditions is that they are a set of practices, which

past.
is normally governed by accepted rules and rituals. These seek in giving validity to the traditions by
repeating certain values and norms and thereby, implying continuity with the past. By implying this
connection to the past, the traditions seem older than they actually are and thus, it makes them
seem more valid. In fact, where possible, traditions attempt to establish a connection with a suitable
historic past.?*® In a period of change, conflict, crisis or traditions might be deliberately unaltered to
give an impression of continuity, community and comfort, despite contextual evidence to the

contrary.””’ Hobsbawn and Ranger illustrate that it is essential to distinguish tradition clearly from

custom. The object and characteristics of traditions, including invented ones, are invariance. The

>3 1BID. pp. 19-20
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past, real or invented, that refers to the traditions imposes fixed practices such as repetition.?*® On

the contrary, customs are changeable as they follow the changing needs of society.**’

Peter Boerner and Raymond Grew also agree that national identity and the values, memories and
traditions that people identify with are constructed. In fact, Grew emphasises that national identity is

250 After the French Revolution, the new

not simply a natural growth it is constructed out of history.
revolutionary French state sought to create a new kind of community and the famous rituals of
festivals, anthems, speeches and parades like elections and conscription redefined national

identity.”!

“National identity did not just rise from the terrain, it was constructed out of political and
social history — by the state and by the vision of what the state might be, by the need to
mobilise the masses and to express something of their needs, by public systems of belief
that reinforced some kind of behaviour and rejected others, by economic development

and the desire for more of it, and by the formal culture of the age.”**

Grew emphasises that folkish culture expressed in customs and language of a geographical area, the
culture of theatres, museums, universities, novels and salons was the institutions in which for the
most part, national styles in literature, music, art and national languages came to be defined and
recognised.253 Boerner further states that celebrations of historical events or anniversaries of
important rulers, writers and artists offer an opportunity to take advantage of the creation of

identity-generating memories.”>*

This constructed view on national identity correlates with Gellner’s
theory that nations are invented where they do not exist, and contrary to Eriksen, Gellner states that
the nations feeling of self-consciousness is not an awakening but creations out of thin air.”>
According to Grew the celebrations, memories, traditions, etc. help shape national identity and
create differences of style on which ideas and national character feed. In order for national identity

to be effective and vital, it must have some basis in both popular culture and high or formal

28 Hobsbawn, E. & Ranger, T. (1983) p. 2
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26 Thus, matters such as dialect, costume or cuisine play a prominent part in the definition of

culture.
national identity. However, changes appear in the expression of national identity as common
achievements such as football matches won have an increased role in uniting people and creating

national identity.*>’

Peter Leese’s idea of national identity underlines this as it builds on the argument that a sense of
belonging come from local accents or language use, traditions of work specialisation, patterns of
leisure including participation in and support for local sports from youth cultures or even pub signs
but, more importantly from the fabric of daily life that sustains and connects all of these within the

258

local community.”" Thus, he outlines that as identities and commonalities of interest and action

become more public, they also become more self-consciously formed and imagined.>*

This idea correlates with the previously mentioned theory by Anderson where language is an
essential element in identity creation. Anderson also outlines that national myths and symbols, tales
of the nations’ loses and victories all contribute in creating the national feel and collectiveness, and

also the use of cultural artefacts creates a profound emotional legitimacy in nation creation.”®

4.3. Theoretical Framework

Nationalism and national identity are two concepts that are not clear-cut and cannot be entirely
separated. Nation, national identity and nationalism have all proved notoriously difficult to define, let
alone to analyse.261 Hence, we have presented and discussed several theorists and their concepts on
nationalism and national identity in order to obtain knowledge about the subject and thereby,
forming a theoretical understanding of how to read and analyse national identity in the case of the
Islanders as well as the Britons. From this discussion, we can deduct that many of the theorists have
the same or similar concepts of nationalism and national identity e.g. Smith, Anderson and Gellner all

agree that nationalism rose as a result of industrialisation.

% Boerner, P. (1986) pp. 40-41
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All of the theorists discussed agree that national identity is not a natural grown concept and most
agree that it is not created out of thin air. It is created and constructed or in Anderson’s terminology
imagined with the use of landscape, symbols, memories, common culture and history. However,
Smith argues that a nation can have traces of natural elements, which is seen through his theory
concerning ethnies as they do not need a homeland and they are bound together by ancestry.
Nevertheless, Smith has a constructivist approach to the nation as do the other theorists. Several
theorists including Kohn and Anderson give great importance to language as a unifying factor that
binds geographically remote areas together in a shared identity. This shared identity is so immensely
strong that members are willing to fight and die for the nation. Gellner distinguishes himself from the
rest of the theorists by articulating that it is just as crucial for a nation to forget elements of its history

as to remember other elements.

It is commonly agreed amongst the theorists that national identity is relational and created through
the relationship with other communities and nations both through the other as enemy images and
the interdependence of the individual members. Smith gives weight to the fact that people have
multiple identities, which can be drawn upon and ignited for certain purposes to create cultural

identities.

Equally, the theorists agree upon the value of traditions, icons and symbols as instruments for
constructing or inventing common public cultural elements as shared identification factors for all
members. National identity is a mixture of both high and low culture and thus, is found in theatres,
museums and universities as well as sports, pubs and shared achievements. Cultural artefacts are
located in all these institutions and they create profound emotional consciousness of belonging to a
community or nation. All of these commonalities between the theorists will construct the foundation
of our analysis as we will scout for these national identity elements: common language, history and
ancestry, memories, traditions and rituals as well as myths, symbols and icons, stories, heroes,

cuisine and customs.

All of these theoretical elements will be used in the next chapter to investigate whether or not there

is a British national identity and also investigate what it entails to be a Falkland Islander. Moreover,

we will use the theoretical framework to analyse whether the Islanders’ identity is rooted in British
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culture but have developed into a diaspora community or whether the Islanders and the Britons have

a shared identity. This will be done through a comparative analysis of the two communities.

5. Chapter 4: National identity in the UK and the Falkland Islands

As Britishness is under pressure and even pronounced dead, it is paradoxical that the Islanders plead
a national identity that perhaps does not exists anymore. On this ground, this chapter examines
national identity in the two nations in order to conduct the comparative analysis. Firstly, this chapter
investigates whether a British national identity exists today through a historical review from the birth
of Britishness to the transformation. Additionally, the different perspectives and symbols are outlined
in order to present what Britishness is in contemporary British society. Secondly, an examination of
the Islands’ national identity is conducted in order to investigate the different components of the
Islands’ national identity and how it has been constructed as research on this subject has not been

composed previously.

This investigation is conducted within the theoretical framework delineated in the previous chapter
and draw on the theorists’ ideas to establish whether a British and a Falkland Islands’ national

identity exist.

5.1. Britishness

Discussions of Britishness undulate in the UK as decolonisation, multiculturalism and devolution have
put pressure on the UK and Britishness. Britons talk much about the disintegrating of Britishness and
that a shared sense of belongingness no longer is as powerful or even as useful as before. Some even
say that British national identity does not exist anymore. In 2005, a study investigated Britishness and
found that most participants were perplexed about what Britishness and British national identity
entail as emphasised by a participant, “I don’t think our children will know what being British is all

7262

about. Another participant feels even more confused, “I feel this country is not even our country.

Being British, | don’t know what that means now. That’s how | feel. | don’t get it. | just don’t get it. |

don’t get it.”263

%%2 Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) p. 18

2 1BID. p. 19
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The study describes how bewildering the participants find it to fully understand what it means to be

British and that Britishness appears to have lost any genuine meaning for them.*®*

On this ground,
this section will examine if a shared British national identity exists in contemporary UK and if so,

which components it consists of.

5.1.1. Beginning of Britishness — a Shared National Identity

It is impossible to determine exactly when Britishness was created as it was a process over many
years. It began when England seized Wales between 1534 and 1542, and with the integration of
Scotland in 1707, the United Kingdom of Great Britain was created. When Ireland joined in 1801, the
conglomerate was named the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland but, with the
establishment of the Irish Free State in 1921, the Union was following renamed the United Kingdom

of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, which is the name it holds today.?®®

In 1707, England, Scotland and Wales were a variety of different customs, norms and cultures, which
differed from region to region. However, with the establishment of the UK much was done in creating
a sense of British belongingness and linking the different regions of the UK together. Linda Colley
argues that during 1707-1837, the very different parts and areas in the UK began to feel and describe
themselves as British, and they started to feel a sense of belonging to the common British collective.
Colley argues that road and postal communication, trade between the different regions and the
upsurge of print media helped in the creation of British national identity as it became easier for

266

Britons to imagined the UK as a whole.”™ Here, Colley’s idea converges with the theory of Anderson

and Kohn who also believe that print media was a key element in the creation of national identity.

Gamble and Wright emphasise that there were only infrequent attempts to promote and encourage
a British national identity that incorporated the identity of the nations and therefore, it did not
succeed. However, it was not necessary to construct a new national identity that incorporated the
three national identities as the Britons accepted the overall British national identity in addition to

their national identity.?®’

*®% Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) p. 18

Hogan, J. (2009) p. 214
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“Apart from the Irish, the other nations of the United Kingdom were full and willing
participants, and accepted the British identity alongside their other national identity,

seeing them as complementary rather than conflicting.”*®®

Thus, Britishness is a hybrid identity as Britons for several years have identified themselves

269

respectively as Scottish-Britons, Welsh-Britons or English-Britons.”™ Colley writes, “People’s identities

7210 This plural identity was created as the

in these islands have frequently been plural and shifting.
UK was able to convince its inhabitants that participating in and identifying with the UK was a way of
getting ahead compared to other nations in terms of economy, security, religious and personal
freedoms. Furthermore, Colley writes that in this period, 1701-1837, a language of Britishness was
developed, and Britishness became an umbrella of various groupings and identities all fostering

Britishness and national identity between the different regions.271

Colley stresses that the most essential reason for the increase in Britishness was the use of us versus
them rhetoric that was symbolised through the wars with France?’? and the battle between
Protestantism and Catholicism.?”® The strong community and identity of being a Protestant enabled
the creation of a strong national identity between the English, Welsh and Scots. The wars with the
French were also seen as a battle between faiths — Protestantism versus Catholicism — which
inflamed the belief that it was British destiny to spread Protestantism as they perceived the UK as the

Protestant Jerusalem.?’*

Furthermore, the fear of a French invasion gave the different parts of the UK the common purpose of
joining together towards a foreign enemy which ultimately lead to a sense of Britishness and shared

2> The Wars in America were another catalyst for augmenting Britishness because

national identity.
the Scots entered the battle as a way of underlining their loyalty to the new conglomerate. However,

it was with some Scottish ambiguity since not all Scots agreed with the cause of the Wars.?’®
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Nevertheless, the Wars enhanced national identity and gave rise to values such as the Monarchy,

n277

Empire and military achievements as “It helped to forge a very different Great Britain. The Empire
and the victories over the other European powers, especially France, provided the UK with a sense of
superiority not only in a military sense but also that the other cultures were inferior to the British

values, norms and laws.?’®

The UK has used the us versus them mentality to define themselves as the opposite to the French,

and not only in terms of religion and war but also in more abstract terms.?’

“The British considered their own culture to be “masculine”, physically robust, logical and
honourable, with simple tastes and habits. The French, by contrast, were considered
“effeminate”, overly cultured, vain, intellectually and physically indulgent, and

preoccupied with the superficialities of food, fashion, and sexual gratification.”°

These exogenous factors are essential when creating national identity as Colley and Erikson argue.
Additionally, Hogan views British national identity as constructed around masculine ideas such as

281 Another element in the creation of

wartime heroes and strong heroic figures as illustrated above.
Britishness was that the Britons joined together as a collective force when they detected that the
differences within the UK was smaller than what differentiated them from the continental Europe

and not only France.”®

“Instead, men and women came to define themselves as Britons — in addition to defining
themselves in many other ways — because circumstances impressed them with the belief
that they were different from those beyond their shores, and in particular different from
their prime enemy, the French. Not so much consensus or homogeneity or centralisation
at home, as a strong sense of dissimilarity from those without proved to be the essential

cement.”%83

*”7 Davies, C. (2 April 2012)
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Throughout British history, certain values such as liberty and oceanic people continually rose when
describing the Britons and especially these listed values have been the myth, which created
Britishness and made the UK into one people. Furthermore, the myth of Britishness also
encompasses superiority over other peoples along with a providential part. These elements still exist
in Britishness today as Britons have a tendency to educate other nations in how to live which is
illustrated in the sentiment that the UK has a moral authority. This was seen during the Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament in the 1950s and 1960s where the UK had the assumption that if she

relinquished nuclear weapons other nations would do the same.?®*

Britishness was also achieved through changes within the British society. The Industrial Revolution
had a considerable importance in creating a community spirit. The UK became known as the
workshop of the world, and the Great Exhibition in 1851 was a showcase of British industrial
strength.”® Colley writes that the men and women who were part of internal and foreign trade were
among the most patriotic in the UK as they had a sense of security and an increase in their living
standard.?® All of these components such as the wars with France, the economic upturn through the
Industrial Revolution and the common faith had become a matter of pride for the Britons and tied

the British society together.”®’

5.1.1.1. British Myths andy8nbols

The first British imagined national characters, myths, symbols and tales can be traced further back
than the creation of the UK. Within the shared British culture, tales of Robin Hood, King Arthur,
Britannia, the war with France and the Empire are some of the most prominent features in
constructing coherence between the different regions in the UK. All these artefacts date back long
before the existence of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and throughout history, they have
signified different meanings. Hobsbawn and Ranger determine that invented traditions are
reinvented or altered in order to follow the changes in society and thereby, constructing shared
national identity. These cultural elements have been altered along with the changes in society norms.
For instance, Britannia is often portrayed as a woman in graceful robes with a shield and a trident and

today, she is the personification of Britishness. However, during the Roman period, Britannia was
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portrayed as a woman wearing a Roman dress and helmet, and she was standing in a submissive
posture and lacking the vigorous mentality she symbolises today. She disappeared after the Roman
fall, but in the 18" and 19™ centuries, the symbol was reintroduced as a symbol of the unified

England, Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland.”®®

Like Britannia, the tales of Robin Hood dates back to the 14™ century and have been changed over
time. However, Robin Hood has had a more bipartite role. On the one side, he signifies the role of a
rebellious anarchist who fights against the established law and on the other side, he is the symbol of
morality and loyalty as he fights against a corrupt ruler who seized power from the rightful King,
Richard I. With the rise of the British Empire, Robin Hood’s bipartite role was used both to defend
and criticise imperialism — all masculine traits — but overall, Robin Hood symbolised the hope to
cultivate the colonial subjects.289 However, it is important to acknowledge that in some parts of the
UK the common regional symbols and stories are much more powerful and rooted in their national
identity than those shared in the collective British society. For instance, William Wallace is a Scottish
national hero who is of great important in Scotland but not in the rest of the UK. The British symbols
and myths are created by tales and stories told between people and used by politicians and other

powers brokers to foster national identity.290

The national identities within the UK remained strong identities, but the populations felt part of a

bigger nation and they started to regard themselves as having a hybrid identity.291

5.1.1.2. Britishnesg the Transformation

Before World War | (WWI), the common Briton supported the Empire with staunch patriotism and

292

pride.”” In the 1940s, Britishness was much endorsed due to the victory of WWII, the strong Empire

293

and the newly achieved social justice.”” However, the years following WW!II created massive changes

in the British self-image as the end of the Empire and decolonisation caused re-evaluation of the UK

294
f.

in the world and what Britishness consisted o Prior to the 1960s, the Britons had not fully

understood the decline of the Empire, but in the early 1960s, it became evident that the UK was not
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economically, politically or militarily superior which sparked nationalism in Scotland and Wales.?*
According to Stuart Ward, discussions rose as the Britons for generations had symbolised their
national identity with the Empire and world superiority and its demise left a mark on British national

identity, which they still have not recovered from today.**®

That British world superiority had vanished was further underlined when the UK entered the EU in
1973. This was a signal to the Britons that the politicians did not have faith in the Commonwealth and
that the UK had to look for other forums in the pursuit of exercising British interests.””’ However, the
signs of the Empire, its history and heroes can be seen all round the streets in the UK through
monuments and statues as the Empire was the essence of the conglomerate for approximately 200

years.”®® All of this entails that the UK has a complex national identity containing multiple elements.

5.1.2. The Current Debate about Britishness

For many years, the population have identified themselves in a collectivity as Britons and then as
Welsh, Scots or Englishmen. However, within the last decades, a debate has risen concerning
Britishness and whether or not Britishness is relevant. It is said that the political union is dead due to
the rise of national parliaments’ power especially, the Scottish Parliament and that British cultural

cohesion is torn.?*®

The British academic lan Bradley outlines that the concept of Britishness and British identification are
dying since the number of British citizens describing themselves as Britons are decreasing. Bradley
points to three key factors for this development. First, he illustrates that in the 1980s and 1990s the
word British disappeared in major British institutions e.g. British Telecom became BT, British Rail was
divided into different companies and subsequently, losing British in the name and British Steel
merged with a Dutch company becoming Corus. Second, the UK has lost prominent British icons for
instance the Royal ship Britannia was docked in 1997, and Britannia, the women with a helmet and
trident, only appears on the fifty pence coin, which illustrates its loss of significance. Third, Bradley

states that the British political parties have started to present themselves not as UK-wide parties but
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as national rooted parties and thereby, underlining the segregation of the UK.>*®® Gamble and Wright
agree with Bradley’s views on the downplaying of the shared British institutions. However, they
clarify that today there are still several common British institutions connecting Britons such as the
British Parliament, the Monarchy and the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC), which provide a
core of Britishness. In addition to the loss of British institutions, Gamble and Wright links the debate
to the fall of two great British enterprises: the Empire and the welfare state. They were seen as the
embodiment of Britishness and with their fall Britons do not have other equally prominent British

symbols to replace them with.**

Another perspective is that the debate about Britishness is profoundly rooted in history and is not a
reaction to the expansion of minority groups within the UK or the political strength in Scotland as
stressed by Colley. What have linked the Britons together throughout history such as a common
enemy and Protestantism has lost its significant. The UK no longer has a clear foreign enemy the
Britons can unify against neither is Protestantism as cemented in society as previously. Colley further
believes that the problems with Britishness lie within the lack of education about the different UK
entities such as people and areas as well as the polity evolution. She stresses that the British
politicians do not try to cement the common cultural cohesion as they lack a vision of how to act,

political will and political leadership.>*

British politicians have tried inventing or creating new symbols to unify the UK. Thus, Gordon Brown
attempted to reinvent Britishness in 2004 using British traditions and the shared values such as
liberty, tolerance, duty and fair game, which he argued are deeply rooted in the UK’s history. Brown
extolled Britishness, its traditions and values as he argued that the UK’s history again and again

illustrates the protection of the individual, religious and political freedom and soIidarity.303

However,
these features are rather abstract and vague for Britons to associate with and Gamble and Wright call
Brown’s attempt distinctly meagre. Gamble and Wright argue that the values are too general and
abstract for the Britons to acknowledge them as British heritage and something uniquely British. It is

almost impossible for Britons to use them in becoming one coherent nation.>** However, Sholto
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Byrnes, contributing editor at the NewStatesmanagrees with Gordon Brown that these newer values
are essential and uniquely British when looking at nations around the world. Byrnes outlines that the
UK has this unique set of values, which is shared within the UK, and that sets the UK apart from the

39 Also, lan Bradley

rest of the world, and he hopes for them to be strengthened further in the future.
believes that the UK has something positive to contribute with in the future as he has a strong belief

that the conglomerate will endure as illustrated by the title of his book Believing in Britaii®

Brown’s opinion has been under much scrutiny in the British society and academics and debaters
have different analysis of it. According to David Marquand, Brown’s attempt to put Britishness into a
contemporary context indicates that Brown believes that devolution will entail a political death as
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well as the end of the British Union.”"" However, Gamble and Wright outlines that devolution does

not necessarily mean the end of Britishness as they believe it is necessary to separate Britishness into

cultural identity and political identity.>®

“An independent Scotland will have made a decision about political association, but it will
still carry the historical and cultural baggage of Britishness. A Scotland that rejects

political independence will not have diminished its Scottishness.”>%

Being British is a combination of identity, culture and political relations and following this view,
devolution would not be the end of Britishness it would just result in alterations.*’® The British
Conservative MP David Willetts has a different opinion as he states that the UK is built on a political
identity that roots in political institutions and that British cultural identity is much weaker than the

three national identities.!*

Willetts states that Parliament, Buckingham Palace and Downing Street
are all tourist attractions as well as political institutions which are a matter of pride and
belongingness for the Britons. In other countries, tourists visit cultural sights and not the political
institutions which they do in the UK. Thereby, Willetts illustrates his point that the UK is built around

these political institutions, which is the foundation of Britishness and if devolution continues the UK

%% Byrnes, Sholto (14 December 2009) The new BritishnesRetrieved 14 June 2012 from NewStatesman

% Bradley, I. (2007) p. 10

%7 Gamble, A. & Wright, T. [ed.] (2009) p. 14
% |BID. pp. 6-7

IBID. p. 7

*1%1BID

*1BID. p. 57

309

69



and Britishness will end.*** However, Marquand demonstrates confidence in the British national
identity as he states that conversations about Britishness are not a new phenomenon, but has taken

313

place for several decades, even centuries.””” Gamble and Wright further underlines this by stating

that the end of the UK has been predicted many times before but, it is still standing.>"*

5.1.3. British Symbols Today

In 2005, a study was conducted at the initiative of the Commission of Racial Equality in order to
investigate Britishness and to clarify what Britishness is. The findings showed that the most potent
British symbols are the Union Jack and the Royal Family as these symbols were mentioned most

frequently in relation to Britishness.>’

Both the Union Jack and the Royal Family — here the Royal
Family includes all the members of the Royal Family and the Royal buildings — are viewed with
positive connotations because Britons view it as a force of unity and symbols that make it easier to

31 Britons link the national anthem God Save the Queen closely to

imagine the UK as a whole.
another British symbol the Union Jack. The national anthem induced strong emotional reactions in
the participants since the song is used both at state funerals and sport events. For instance, it induces
pride when a British athlete wins a medal and Union Jack is hoisted accompanied by the tunes of the

national anthem.3Y’

When asked about the values and attitudes, the participants mentioned more abstract terms such as
“uphold human rights, freedom, respect for the rule of law, fairness, tolerance and respect for

. 1 e . .
others, reserve and pride”.>!® Britishness has grown complex as the understanding of national values

and attitudes are perceived differently due to the ethnic and cultural inheritance and background.319

Other attitudes and values described are drunkenness, community spirit, stoicism and compassion.320
When it comes to British cultural habits and behaviours, Britons describe their culture as queuing,

watching football and cricket as well as drinking beer and eating fish and chips, English breakfast,

312
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321

Yorkshire pudding, cucumber sandwiches, roast beer and Sunday lunching. " Especially, sports are

seen as something very British whether it is football, rugby or cricket the participants referred to.>??
However, there is no British national sports team, but there is an individual English, Scottish and
Welsh team, and sport is a social event in the British society as they gather together e.g. in their local

323

Pub to cheer on their favourite team.™*” Sports are a significant part of British national identity across

regions, ethnicity and national identity even though they support different national teams.

When discussing British achievements, the Britons emphasised the establishment of parliamentary
democracy, Empire, the Industrial Revolution, the invention of many sports as well as the invention
of pop.324 Especially, the younger generations viewed Britishness in relation to Cool Britannia with a
dynamic, respectful and vibrant musical culture represented by for instance the Oasis and Robbie

325

Williams.”” Other examples of Britishness are the National Health Service, a sense of humour

together with Earl Grey, beer on tap and Gin and Tonic.**

5.1.3.1 The Queens Diamond Jubilee

That the Britons believe the Monarchy is a large unifying factor and a strong symbol of Britishness
was shown at Queen Elisabeth II’s 60" anniversary in the beginning of June 2012. During the four
days celebration, approximately six million Britons stood in the street parting and celebrating the
Queen. She is the institution that does not let people down as the Armed Forces, the MPs and the
economy have done. The Queen is seen as the constant and steady element in an uncertain world

327
a

where people is in need of a constant institution and factor to identify with and hold on to sa

critical report on the celebrations wrote, “From time to time, there is no harm in sensing communion
with one’s country”.>*® This underlines that the celebration also was a celebration of being British and
common identity. The streets of London were decorated with Union Jack and people were waving the
flag, and some had even painted it onto their faces, all a tribute to Britishness and the national unity.

The Britons were celebration themselves and the Queen.?*

32! Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) p. 7
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Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) p. 7
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The Monarchy encouraged the Britons to participate in the celebration for instance in the big Sunday

330

luncheon together with their neighbours, friends and family.”™" The encouragement even extended to

treat the Britons with an extra holiday so they could participate.331

That the Britons were encouraged
to participate and even given an extra holiday underlines that the Monarchy and the British
politicians wanted to facilitate the Britons with the best possible conditions to celebrate Britishness
and the UK. The celebration was used by power brokers to enforce national unity by displaying the

best of the UK, which was illustrated by the grand concert parading the best British musicians.

The festivities in London also showcased the UK’s colonial past as the Thames boat pageant was a
display of boats from every Commonwealth country, and the spectators were a mixture of different
ethnicities all joining together in the celebrations of Britishness. To conclude, the celebrations had an
enormous symbolic meaning on the spirit of Britishness, not just in the UK, but also in the former

British colonies and dominions.>*?

The celebration was also used as a strategy to reinvigorate the
relationship with the territories illustrated by the beacons lit across the Commonwealth and the UK
Overseas Territories.>* Consequently, most reports on the anniversary celebrations conclude that
the Monarch is the stabilising force in a united nation since the Queen has been a constant element

through her six decades of reining over a UK, which has experienced enormous change.334

5.1.4. Does Britishness exist in Current Society

Several ideas, traditions, symbols and icons have been constructed to obtain a common national
identity between the nations in the conglomerate since the creation of the UK in 1707. The Britons
united due to the increase in national communication, a common foreign enemy and economic
prosperity and the Britons began to understand and feel solidarity with the British collectivity. These
components are essential parts of a national identity as Gellner, Smith, Hobsbawn and Ranger
amongst others state and according to Anderson national identity emerges when the persons in the
nation can imagine the collectivity. Academics unanimously agree that a common national identity

existed within the UK between the 18" century and the middle of the 20™ century.

% The official website of the British Monarchy (2011) Announcement of phs for the central Diamond Jubilee weekend in 2012

Retrieved 8 July 2012
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Retrieved 8 July 2012 from The Daily Mail online
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Martin, lain (5 June 2012) The Jubilee shows the strength of the United Kingdamd the weakness of Scottish nationalists
Retrieved 6 June 2012 from The Telegraph
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Following the economic decline, decolonisation and the UK’'s membership of the European Union
Britishness came under pressure and debates rose, which still exists today. Academics disagree when

it comes to whether or not Britishness will continue to exist in the future.

On the one side, there are several factors that refer to UK’s dissolution such as devolution, that
national parties do not present themselves as wide UK-parties and that the common Briton no longer
knows what Britishness is or whether it is relevant for the individual. On the other side, there are also
factors that indicate that Britishness will endure such as the length of the shared British identity and
that devolution would not entail a disintegration of Britishness such as Gamble and Wright
emphasises concerning Scottish political independence. Gamble and Wright believe it is necessary to
separate British national identity in a political and a cultural identity and by doing this, devolution will
not be the catalyst for British decline as the cultural and historical legacy will persist. However, the
impact of devolution on the UK is a question of how debaters perceive Britishness and whether they
agree that there are both a political and a cultural identity. If Britishness is only perceived as a
political identity as MP Willetts does, devolution is the end of the UK as political decentralisation
produce closure of the British Parliament and thereby, all British institutions will fall and Britishness
will die. However, in Gamble and Wrights’ conviction devolution will only entail political death not
cultural death as the UK has a strong and long shared history that cannot be denied. Furthermore,
the end of Britishness has been anticipated before as both Marquand and Gamble and Wright state.
According to Professor Paul Ward, the changes in Britishness need not be the end of it as Britishness
has never been constant or fixed but have been fluent and in constant change as seen when looking

at its history.**

When looking at what the common Briton thinks, using the study of Britishness and what it entails, it
is clear that they do not exactly know what Britishness means to them personally as they are
confused about the concept as described above. However, when they are asked to name symbols
and traits of Britishness they are capable of naming several common long-term symbols such as the
Monarchy, Union Jack and the Parliament. As the study concludes, some of the participants are not

emotionally attached to Britishness, yet they acknowledge that British national identity is living with

%% Ward, Paul (2009) The end of Britishness? A historical perspective. In British Politics Review. Journal ofitiBh Politics Society,

Norway, vol. 4, no. 2, p. 3
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336 Gamble and Wright as well as Colley delineate British national identity as a

multiple identities.
hybrid identity, an umbrella with Britishness on top and several identities underneath. Thereby, it can

be hard to fully grasp the concept of Britishness as it is an abstract and fluent national identity.

Ernest Gellner states that men and women need to identify with the collective and feel solidarity

towards one another as it is essential for modern nations and national identity.**’

Using Gellner’s
theory, the UK has lost its unifying factor as the Britons feel more solidary with their respective
nations and not the UK as only a third of the population claim they are British first and Welsh, English
or Scottish second. Thereby, British national identity is not as prevailing compared to previously in

338 Following this idea using Anderson’s theory that national identity only exists when

history.
members of the community can imagine the other members, which is not the same as an illusion, the

UK is in difficulties.

Colley writes that the UK lacks cultural cohesion due to the lack of knowledge about the different
regions in the UK, and if there is no understanding for the different regions, the members cannot
imagine their collectivity and therefore, no national identity exists. However, it is not cemented that
the division of the different regions is as separated as it might seem here. According to Smith, people
have a desire to conceptualise their national identity as the world has become more fragmented, and
this can also be a contributor to why Britishness is under pressure. National identity is an abstract
concept that is hard to grasp and label and therefore, it is hard to dissociate between the different
identities a person has such as husband, father and son as well as a religious, national and local
identity. As people try to conceptualise their national identity, it becomes more exact and accurate
when a person identifies itself as Scottish-British instead of only British. This can be one reason why
the number of people describing themselves as belonging to their national identities continues to

increase.

Smith further emphasises that national identity is more stable and binding when it is based on shared
memories, myths, values and symbols,339 because Britons do have all of these elements in their

history thus, it can be analysed that Britishness will not be broken as the UK is culturally strong.

** Ethnos Research and Consultancy (2005) p. 45

Gellner, E. (1987) p. 6
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Britishness has change since the WWII and so has the UK. It is hard to establish if Britishness exists
today, as different people within the UK does not agree upon the matter. Britishness is under
pressure as Britons and politicians question its relevance. The verdict depends on how Britishness is
perceived as both a political and cultural identity or only as a political identity. However as
mentioned previously, the debate about Britishness has taken place for centuries, and Britishness has
continued to change as it is fluent. Thus, it can be argued that as Britishness has survived for
centuries by adjusting to new circumstances and developments in society, it can continue to do so in
the future. Furthermore, as long as the Britons can differentiate from other nationalities as a
collectivity, Britishness can survive. In the future, it might become more important to focus on and
strengthen the values that differentiate the UK from other nations and what makes the UK unique
compared to other societies in order to bind the Britons together and make them identify with the
collectivity as suggested by Brown and Byrnes. The debate continues in the UK and through this
process Britishness might emerge with renewed strength with the ability to unify the UK or it might

also result in its death. However, one thing is for sure Britishness is changing.

5.2. National Identity in the Falkland Islands

Historically, there are no indigenous people or culture in the Falkland Islands, but today, the Islanders
are an ethnically and culturally homogeneous population where some families descend from
shipwrecked seamen from Scandinavia, France, Uruguay and other countries back in the 18" and 19"
centuries. However, the majority is of British origin as>* “[...] over 90% claims either British birth or
descent. Many Islanders can trace their origins back over 150 years to the early days of

settlement.”**

Today, 2,955 people live on the Islands with a large majority living in Port Stanley and the rest
dissipated around the Islands. These numbers include the 477 persons at the British military garrison
Mount Pleasant. 1,339 persons have been born on the Islands, 838 have been born in the UK and the
remaining minority has immigrated to the Islands from all over the world.?*? Argentina claims that
the Islanders are an introduced population. However, the Islanders argue against this view as most of

the population is born on the Islands and can trace their ancestry on the Islands back more than 100

* pascoe, G. & Pepper, P. (2008) p. 2

Falkland Islands Government website (2012c) People Retrieved 11 April 2012
Falkland Islands Census Statistic 2006 (2006) pp. 1-8
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years.>* Half of the Islanders state that they have Falkland Islands ancestry®** and the ninth

345

generation Falkland Islanders is currently being born in the Islands.™ A third states that they have

British ancestry and the remaining has different ancestry. Furthermore, the large majority holds

British citizenship.>*

5.2.1. The Falkland Islands Society

English is the official language in the Islands where approximately 99% speak English as their mother

347

tongue.”™ However, their language is a version of English as it has been formed into a Falkland-

348

English with new locale words and phrases suited for life on the Islands.”™ Such words are for

instance egging which means gathering eggs from wild birds and Caravan cake which is a cake that is

349

baked so it is easy to transport in a caravan.™ The Falkland-English also contains words that originate

from Spanish such as Camp from Campo, which means field and defines all the rural areas.>*° Also,

351 However, there are

farmers inherited Spanish words used by Gauchos when dealing with horses.
not many words of Spanish origin in the Islanders’ vocabulary. A dictionary has just been published in
order to conserve this distinctive part of the Islanders’ national identity and their unique Falkland

phrases, expressions, their meaning and origin.>>?

Regarding religious creeds, 67 % state that they are Christians and 31 % categorise themselves as

353 The Islands are

nonreligious and 2 % has other religious beliefs such as Islam and Buddhism.
namely Protestants and they have a Protestant cathedral, two Protestant churches and a Catholic

church.®*

Life at the Falklands is simple and fairly prosperous as there is little unemployment.®> Only 3 %

describes themselves as unemployed. However, there is much seasonal work on the Islands and 10 %

3 pascoe, G. & Pepper, P. (2008) p. 39
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3*® The Islanders live of fishing, tourism and agriculture where fishing

has a secondary occupation.
counts for 60 % of the Government’s revenue. However, tourism has become a more salient income
as the number of tourists has increased due to a larger number of cruise ships docking in the Islands.
Agriculture is traditionally an important part of the society, but it is losing ground to fishing.
Nevertheless, modernisation of the agricultural sector has occurred in order to meet EU standards as
well as organic farming. For several years, the Islands have been self-sufficient in all areas although

357

foreign affairs and defence matters are handled by the UK.*" Social services are free for all Islanders

including care for the elderly, children and disabled persons.358 The cost of living is very similar to that

359

in England, and there are almost no violent crimes, no dirt and no insecurity.”™” Education is also free,

and traveling teachers give private lessons to those children living on isolated farms.3¢°

The Falklands’ schools follow the English curriculum, but there are national modifications with local

361

history and geography.”™" After the age of 16, the schools in the Falklands ends and thereafter,

students have the opportunity to study abroad and most chose to travel to the UK to study. However,

d.>*? Through the anniversary

they have the opportunity to choose from schools all around the worl
booklet, it is perceptible that most teenagers on the Islands choose their education in the UK, and
some have also received further training in Australia. However, none of the persons in the 13 life
stories have been educated outside Commonwealth countries.>® As the Islanders are taught the
same as English schoolchildren and thereby, taught the same knowledge and the same perspective
on history and the world, the Islanders are similar to the Britons in their views. This correlates with
Grew’s views that cultural identification comes from the culture in theatres, universities and novels,
and as the Islanders are schooled in the same narratives as the English they share the same basic
values, perspectives and worldview. As the Islanders and the Britons are taught the same curriculum,

they begin life with the same basic knowledge and values and thereby, they have the same starting

point for development and growth.

% Falkland Islands Census Statistic 2006 (2006) pp. 13-17
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The Islands has their own currency, the Falkland Islands pound (£FK) and it is equivalent to the British

364
d.

poun The Islands’ banknotes carry a picture of Queen Elizabeth Il on the front along with a

penguin, a sea lion and the Falkland’s coat of arms. The bag of the banknote has a picture of the

365

Government House and Christ Church Cathedral in Stanley.”™ Thus, the banknotes carry British as

well as Falkland Islands symbols.

The holidays in the Falklands are very similar to holidays in the UK such as New Year, Christmas and
Easter. However, the Islands has their own holidays where they celebrate historical events effecting
the Falklands.*®® These are Battle Day on 8 December where the Islands commemorate the battle
where the British fleet destroyed the German Squadron in the South Atlantic during WWI. Liberation

Day on 14 June is a celebration of the Islands’ liberation from Argentinian occupation through a

367

military parade.”™’ The Falkland Islands also commemorate other events such as Falkland Day the 14

368
d

August where the first sighting of the Islands is marke and Margaret Thatcher Day the 10 January

as she in high esteem due to her role in the regaining of freedom in 1982, yet these days are not

369

public holidays.”™" Furthermore, the national anthem is God Save the Queen. However, the Islanders

use a local national song the Song of the Falklands at sporting events.>’” Through these public
holidays, traditions and local anthem the Islanders are bonded together in a collectivity that is

uniquely Falklands.

The Falkland cuisine is very similar to the cuisine in the UK as the Islanders’ diet consists of lamb

chops, meat puddings as well as fish and chips. However, local ingredients, vegetables and seafood

371

are all important parts of the local diet.”"" Nevertheless, the Spanish cuisine has also influenced the

I 372

Falkland cuisine with items such as milanesa and casua Furthermore, the Islanders have their own

variation of morning tea which they call smoko. It is very traditional in the Falkland Islands, and it is

comprised of very hot tea or coffee and homemade cake.?”
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The Islands’ architecture is highly characteristic as the houses are made out of timber and iron with
white walls and coloured roofs which is a tradition inherited from the pioneering settlers. The settlers
found the Islands’ natural material unfit as building material as the stones were too hard and there
were no trees on the Islands. Therefore, building material was sent to the Islands from the UK.
However, the UK was far away and shipping took a long time and thus, other materials were used e.g.
masts, canvas sails and deck houses from shipwrecks and today, these materials can still be spotted
in houses around the Islands.>”* There are also some buildings built in traditional British architecture
such as the Jubilee Villas in Port Stanley. They were built in 1887 to celebrate Queen Victoria’'s
Diamond Jubilee and the Villas are typical examples of British terraced town houses of the era. Also,
the Police Station is built in British style following characteristics of classical Victorian design.

375 As the Islands are

However, they stand in utter contrast to the rest of the houses in Port Stanley.
located far away from the motherland, and due to the shortage of building material, the Islands
architecture has developed into a unique mixture of British influence style and their own Falkland

style.

5.2.1.1 Qvil Society and Leisurehe

The Islanders enjoy participating in sports and there are several clubs where the Islanders can
practice their hobbies. Amongst their favoured sports are football, indoor tennis, dart, cricket and
polo but also theatre and music are practiced. At Christmas, there is a tremendously popular horse-
race where people met and celebrate the holiday. Also after shearing season the Islanders gather for

376
k.

a Sports Wee These events have become traditions as they have been conducted continuously

for many years which correlate with Hobsbawn and Ranger’s theory on traditions.

The Islands has its own football league and the best players are selected to play for the Stanley Team,
which participates in an international tournament Island Games that is conducted every other year.
In 2011, the Stanley team won the Small Island Cup, and the team has already begun to prepare for

377

the Island Games in Bermuda in 2013.”"" The relationship between the UK and the Islands is

underlined by the fact that it is possible for an Islander to join an English national team. In 1908, the

37 cameron, Jane (2012) TheFalkland IslandRetrieved 13 July 2012 from Historic UK. The History and Heritage

Accommodation Guide
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Falkland Islander Louis Baillon joined the English hockey team at the Summer Olympics and won a

gold medal. He is the only Islander to join an English national team.?’®

The traditional British game of cricket is a newer game in the Falklands, but the Islands are now a
member of the International Cricket Council (ICC) and have participated in tournaments in Mexico
and Costa Rica as well as competing in the ICC’s American divisions. An Islander emphasises that their
participation in the North and South American tournaments is a matter of promoting their nation and

391t can be read as a sporting as well as a political declaration because of the

flying the Falkland flag.
dispute with Argentina. The Islanders have lived with the consequences of the dispute for as long as
they have lived in the Islands. It is a pervasive part of their daily life and their self-image. Therefore,
the Islanders use every opportunity to promote themselves so other nations remember their cause
and what the Islanders want to attain — staying under British control. This statement is also an
illustration of the Islanders’ self-consciousness and self-awareness of being Falkland Islanders in a

geographic area where their neighbours are different and unfriendly towards them. This relates to

Eriksen’s theory about us-hood and the external agents participation in identity creation.*®

Additionally, the Islanders enjoy dancing and there are two popular balls during the year the May Ball
and the Winter Ball where the Islanders gather and dance, which also have become traditions.
Furthermore, there is also a club where they can practice Scottish dancing and thus, staying in

contact with their Scottish roots.®!

Traditional British pub culture is also practiced in the Islands and in Port Stanley there are two pubs;
Globe Tavern and Victory Bar. These pubs are in traditional British style and serve the traditional

British pint and standard pub food, and it is possible to play a game of the British classics; dart and

I 382

poo The inside of the Globe Tavern resembles a British country pub with brown wooden panels,

383

dart and a variety of British flags decorating the ceiling.™" Victory Bar also resembles an English

384

country pub and serves traditional British food as well as local dishes.™" Around Port Stanley, there
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are also restaurants and cafes that serve food that is not only inspired by British cuisine but from

cuisines all around the world. Especially seafood is a favoured ingredient.?®

Regarding media, the Islands has two weekly newspapers, the Penguin Newsnd the Teaberry
Expressnd the latter is published with the help of other newspapers in the region. In addition, the
particular pro-British Falkland Islands Newslettér published every fourth month in London by the
FIA.*® This publication differs from the other two as it is used to lobby for the Islanders’ wish to
remain under British control, and it is sent to people who are able to influence government officials,

387

MPs and others.”™’ Furthermore, the Islands have two television and several radio operators. The

television is run by the British Forces Broadcasting Service**® who provides television and radio to the

389
d.

British Forces within the UK and around the worl The Islands has recently obtained their own

local television station with local news and locally produced programs.390

5.2.2. Myths, Heroes, Monarchy and Commemorations

The Islands has several stories and tales they pass on for generation which are fundamental elements
in their culture and influential in constructing a collectivity. One of these tales is about the
Englishman John Davis whom the Islanders credit for the first sighting of the Islands on board his ship
Desire. The importance the Islanders attach to this tale is visible in the Islands’ flag and Coat of Arms

391 The story of John Davis is also a

that bear an illustration of the ship and the motto Desire the Right.
myth as it is an ancient story, and because the story of his discovery of the Islands is not necessarily
true as the history of the Islands are disputed. Another example is the proudness the Islanders do feel
to their Islands’ contribution to Charles Darwin’s well-known book On the origin of Species they
write “Darwin not only collected flora, fauna and fossils [in the Islands] important to the conception

n [."] .II392

of “On the Origin of Species The proudness of the Islands’ contribution is further seen in the

fact that an area at the East Falklands and a house have been named after Darwin.>*
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Around the Islands, there are several monuments to commemorate key events in their history. The
monuments are related to the war and the liberation in 1982 and its casualties, WWI and WW!II and
one for remembering the courage and sprite of the first settlers. Furthermore, a monument was
unveiled in 2008 dedicated to the relationship between the Islands and the Royal Marines

symbolising the ties between the Armed Forces and the Islands.***

Additionally, a new memorial
acknowledging the Islands’ historic link as the gateway for British Antarctic exploration is going to be
erected on the waterfront in Stanley. The memorial consists of two parts with one in the Islands and

the other at the Scott Polar Research Institute in Cambridge, UK.>*

When it comes to heroes, the Islands does not have any distinct heroes. However, they have several
persons whom they regard with high-esteem such as Margret Thatcher and the members of the

3% The admiration and

British Task Force who liberated them from the Argentinian occupation.
respect for the soldiers are further manifested in a booklet published by the FIG in connection with

the 30™ anniversary of the War in April 2012.>*7 The booklet is initiated as follows:

“This publication, revealing the lives of Islanders a generation after the war, is dedicated
to the men and women of Her Majesty’s Armed Forces and support personnel who
liberated the Falkland Islands from Argentine occupation in 1982. The success of today’s
Falkland Islands is the legacy of your sacrifice. It is your legacy and we remain eternally

grateful. From the people of the Falklantf§®

The Islanders feel a deep dedication and gratitude towards the members of the Armed Forces for
liberating them from Argentina, which is further emphasised through the gesture that one of the
smaller Islands have been renamed after a British soldier who died during the Falkland War.>%
Overall, the official booklet is a thanks and their way of showing their gratitude to the UK and its
Armed Forces. The overall themes are the proudness they feel towards the Islands, and how much
the Islands has changed within the last 30 years due to the financial support of the British

Government, which has brought economic prosperity and population growth. Through these

% Falkland Islands Tourist Board website (2012k) Monuments and memorie8etrieved 19 July 2012

Falkland Islands Association (2012) p. 28

Cameron, S. (2012)

Falkland Islands Government’s official 30" Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) p. 1-13
IBID p. 2

Falkland Islands Association (2012) p. 22
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statements and commemorations, the Islanders bestow the war veterans with heroic status and
make them into icons for their own Britishness and the tie between the Islands and the UK.

400

Furthermore, the Islanders are devotees of the British Monarchy™ " and Queen Elizabeth II’s birthday

401 To

is a public holiday in order to celebrate the Queen along with their British roots and affiliation.
celebrate the Queen’s Diamond Jubilee, the FIG donated £3000 to the celebrations, issued unique
stamps, conducted a celebration ball and held a service of Thanksgiving in the Islands. In addition, the
Islanders send a congratulatory message to the Queen, and they made her official birthday a public

%2 The Falklands also participated in the lighting of beacons with the

holiday to honour her.
construction of a 300 wooden pallets beacon,*® and the Islanders were represented at the Thames
River Pageant by one of the elected members of the Falkland Legislative Assembly. The member

attended on the same terms as the other overseas territories and Commonwealth countries.***

Additionally, the Islanders reminiscence their history through naming of streets, areas and houses
after central and well-known persons e.g. Ross Road and Fitzroy Road are named after British naval
commanders and Thatcher Drive named after Margret Thatcher. Furthermore, Port Stanley is named

405

after the British Colonial Secretary who lived in the Islands in 1840.”> Moreover, the history of the

Islands is kept alive in the Falkland Islands Museum that gives visitors an inside to the Islands

development, heritage and how life was in different periods in the Islands.*%®

5.2.3. Falkland Islands-Argentina Relations and the Other in Identity Creation

National identity is relational both in relation to other communities and what the community is not
as Eriksen states and therefore, the dispute between the Islands and Argentina has been a
contributing factor in the construction of the Islands’ national identity. The Islanders have lived under
the Argentinian threat of invasion and the harsh rhetoric for decades, and it has left the Islanders

forging their nationhood around this threat. Through several official publications such as the booklet

400 Cameron, S. (2012)

IBID

Watson, Patricia (29 May2012)How t he Queen’ s J uibthelCenemonwedltH countaeRetrievédadulya t €
2012 from Helium

% MercoPress (2 June 2012) Worldwi de cel ebrations as Overseas T.®atrieved9tulyi e
2012

“%* Brock, Finn (5 May 2012) Queen Diamond Jubilee Celeboas for the Falkland®etrieved 19 July 2012 from Falkland Islands

News Network

405 Cameron, J. (2012)
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for the 30™ anniversary, the report made by Pascoe and Pepper as well as their official websites, they
again and again characterise the Islands as a British community, the Islanders as Britons and their
liberation — which is a powerful and eloquent word — as a British victory over the other, the enemy,
Argentina. The Islanders identify with the UK. This influence can also be seen in connection with the
construction of Australia’s national identity as their identity was constructed or heavily influenced by
the threat from Asia. Australia identified its nation as a country for the white man, a British society in

7 The Falklands has a similar

the South Seas and as an English-speaking Christian community.
presentation about their nation as a British society, English-speaking and Protestant community
which exist in contrast to the Spanish-speaking, Catholic society in Argentina. The Islands’ national
identity further exists in what they state they are not. From a geographical position, the Islands is
located closer to the cultures in Argentina and South America than the British culture. In this
perspective, the absence of any influence from Spanish or Argentinian customs and traditions is
missing from the Islanders presentation of themselves. Thereby, the Islanders symbolise that they do

not have cultural ties with their South American neighbours approximately 644 kilometres away and

everything in common with the British culture approximately 12.800 kilometres away.

The Falkland-Argentinian nexus is influenced by Argentina’s continuing statements that the Islanders
are held on the Islands against their will as part of a British colonial plan and that they have no strong
desire for self-determination.*®® As mentioned in chapter two, the Islanders have continuously
through different forums tried to communicate directly with the Argentinians to present their wishes
for staying under British control though without success. This is also the reason for the planned
referendum on the political will of the Islanders. The Islanders feel that the Argentinians do not care
for their wishes and therefore, they want Argentina and the world to acknowledge and accept the

Falkland Islanders’ wish.

Similarly, the Islanders have used harsh rhetoric towards the Argentinians and painted a picture of
Argentina as the enemy. The Islanders state that the Argentinian Government ignores and denies the
Islanders human rights and moreover, that they deny the Islanders right to self-determination.*®

However, the Islanders are used to Argentina creating obstacles for them as summed up by a

*7 Hogan, J. (2009) p. 25

Falkland Islands Government website (12 June 2012) The Falkland Islands Government announces its intention to hold a
referendum on political statugetrieved 23 July 2012

“ Falkland Islands Government website (15 June 2012) President Kirchner refuses invitation to talk to people effalkland
Islands Retrieved 25 July 2012
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member of the FIG, “[...] in what have been, as always, stormy times as Argentina continues to try

impose its rule on us.”**°

Argentina is imaged as the foreign aggressive power that does not respect the Islanders and do not
care for their way of life or their opinions. Argentina is a power the Islanders do not want to be
integrated into. Argentina has become the other along the lines of France being the other in the

creation of Britishness.

The dispute with Argentina has become the unifying factor in the Falkland society and the way the
Islanders represent themselves. Through their tourist website and their Government’s official
website, the Islanders present themselves using the British version of the Islands’ history. The
Islanders’ national identity is defined in relation to the significant other, in this case Argentina. In the
anniversary booklet, the Islanders represent themselves as a population of British origin who have
lived in the Islands more than 170 years. Furthermore, the booklet continuously states that the
Islanders are British and that their way of life could not have been obtained without help from the
UK.*' The War was a catalyst for a closer relationship between the UK and the Islands. Prior to the
War the Islands’ economy had stagnated and the population dwindled, but after the War, the UK
invested in the Islands which resulted in economic growth and a growing population. Moreover, the
investments meant that the Islanders have the opportunity to receive a higher education abroad,

which the older generation did not have the opportunity to do.**?

It is prominent that the War
changed the relationship between the UK and the Islands as this improvement in quality of life due to
UK investment triggered more gratitude towards the UK and proudness of being part of the British
community. The Islands have become more British due to the threat from Argentina as the moment

of pressure became the moment where national identification became meaningful.

This determination of remaining under British rule is also visible in the logo designed for the 30"
anniversary of the Falkland War, which shows the Islands wrapped by Union Jack. This symbolises

that the UK is the protector of the Islands as well as the Islands being part of the UK’s territory. In the

19 Falkland Islands Association (2012) p. 20

Falkland Islands Government’s official 30" Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) p. 1-13
IBID
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middle of the logo stands the Falkland War monument as a central element in not only the

commemorations but also in the Islanders’ national identity.*"

5.2.4. The Falkland National Identity

There is a strong sense of national identity as the Islands is a homogeneous community with the
same origin, religion and language although there are few differences. However, Leese writes that all
members do not need to feel or think alike to have a shared national identity as long as they have a
shared framework of experience, which in the Islanders’ case are their shared history and the War in
1982."* The Islands also has a strong civil society through their many clubs, traditions and customs
such as annual balls, the sport week and most importantly the commemorations of the liberation and
the War which all are vital in national identity creation. According to Leese, the local traditions,
patterns of leisure and even pub signs amongst other things described previously are important when

constructing nationhood as they connect the local community.415

The Islanders enjoy participating in
clubs such as dancing, shouting or dart as well as outdoor activities and nature are contributing
factors for the unity of the Islanders. Several times the booklet emphasises that it is the uniqueness
in the Islands nature that make the Islanders feel at home and appreciative of where they live.**® This
converges with Kohn’s theory of man’s love for his birthplace as part of the formation of social

groups and belongingness.

Following the thoughts of Leese, the Islanders have a tight national identity as their culture is
influenced by British culture but has developed into a unique Falkland culture with its own
architecture, holidays, traditions, language and lifestyle that binds the Islanders together. This also
converges with Grew’s theory that folkish culture is recognised in nation building, which is

indispensable in constructing national identity.417

This gives the Islanders a sense of uniqueness,
which is a source of national pride, and throughout the booklet, the word proud appears on almost

41
every page.*'®

Furthermore, the Falkland Islanders have lived in the Islands for 179 years and have grown attached

to the Islands’ nature and location. They have been under British rule and called themselves Falkland

* Falkland Islands Association (2012) p. 11

Leese, P. (2006) p. 1

IBID. p. 4

Falkland Islands Government’s official 30" Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) p. 1-13
*7 Boerner, P. (1986) p. 38

8 Falkland Islands Government’s official 30" Anniversary Booklet (April 2012) p. 1-13
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Islanders and British for all these years, and this duration have fostered the current strong national
identity on the Islands. If the Islands becomes part of Argentinian territory, the Islanders have to
change their sense of national identity and their self-awareness as they no longer can call themselves
British.**® However, in the same way as Gamble and Wright state that Scotland will not lose their
Scottishness if they reject a strong national parliament, the Islands will not lose their Britishness if
they come under Argentinian control, but they have to make alterations and adjust their national

identity to a new context.*?°

The Falkland Islands has a national flag, anthem and emblem as well as stories, icons and symbols
that unify the Islanders in a collective identity and community. Furthermore, the Islanders have a
homeland, public culture and the desire for self-determination, which are essential when creating a

h. 44 According to Gellner, a shared memory and past are vital in

nation according to Smit
constructing a national identity, which the Islands also have through their history and tales.**
Consequently, the Islanders have a national identity. However, can one speak about a shared identity

with the Britons? This will be analysed through a comparative analysis in the following chapter.

Part 3

6. Chapter 5: Analysis

This chapter analyses on the knowledge presented in the previous chapters in order to find the
balance between national identity and the geopolitical value for the UK and thereby, enabling us to
answer the problem statement. The analysis is divided into three main parts. Firstly, a comparative
analysis of the Britons and the Islanders’ identities are conducted to investigate where the two
identities correlate and differentiate. This is done to determine whether a cohesion national identity
exists or if it is possible to establish whether the Islands is a British diaspora community. Secondly, an
analysis of the Islands’ geopolitical value is composed in order to deduce the importance of it to the
British Government. We will do this by researching the UK’s change from historical argumentation to
self-determination and what has initiated this change. Furthermore, we will determine whether the

UK has fought for the principle of self-determination of other territories during decolonisation of the

" Leese, P. (2006) p. 1

Gamble, A. & Wright, T. [ed.] (2009) p. 14
Smith, A. D. (2001) pp. 9-13
Gellner, E. (1987) p. 6
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Empire or just for the Falkland Islands. Thirdly, we will compare national identity and geopolitical
value and locate which of those two are most salient in the UK’s fight to keep the Falkland Islands as

a British Overseas Territory.

6.1. Comparative Analysis of the Britons and the Falkland Islanders’ national Identity

The Islands is a former British colony with no indigenous people and the first settlers were primarily
from the UK. Therefore, there are bound to be similarities between the UK and the Islands as the two
communities have roots in the same society conventions and norms. However, the Islands is located
far away from the UK, and there was limited communication between the motherland and the colony
during the first many years. On these grounds, this section will examine whether the Islands’ culture
and society have developed into their own characteristic culture and thereby, moved away from the
British culture or if one can still speak of a cohesion national identity between the Islands and the UK.
This comparative analysis will present the similarities and the differences between the UK and

Falkland Islands using the theoretical framework for the examination.

6.1.1. Correlations between the Falkland Islands and the UK

Looking at the overall cultural relationship between the Islands and the UK, there are many
similarities; English is the official language, the Falklands’ flag contains Union Jack and Queen
Elizabeth Il is monarch as well as a large majority of Islanders descend from the UK. This means that
the most prominent British symbols are highly valued both in the UK and the Islands. The Islanders
are deeply royalists and celebrate the Queen, which corresponds with Britishness as the Britons
stress this as one of the most potent and adherence symbols of Britishness. Other potent elements
are the national anthem and Union Jack, which are unique symbols of Britishness. The Islands also
has this as their national anthem, but they have their own anthem, which they use at sporting events.
This does not necessarily mean that there is a gap in the relationship between the UK and the Islands
as the different nations within the UK have their individual national anthems. They use these at
sporting events, though the Scottish national anthem Flower of Scotland is not officially recognised, it
is most commonly used.*?® These British elements are prominent in both societies as both believe
that Union Jack, the Royal Family and the national anthem are potent and fundamental elements in

their lives and identities, which ties the UK and the Islands together.

*23 Black, Andrew (24 May 2011) Will Scotland ever have a national antheR&2rieved 28 July 2012 from BBC News

Scotland
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The two nations have majorly similar holidays, but the Islands does have its own special holidays as
they celebrate events in their history, which the UK does not such as Liberation Day and Battle Day.
Within the UK, the celebration of the nations’ own history is customary as the public holidays are not
consistent and vary from nation to nation, yet there are similarities such as Easter and Christmas
both within the UK and between the UK and Islands.** Additionally, the UK and the Islands both

commemorate the Falkland War.**

Religion is another similarity as the majorities in both nations are Christian primarily Protestant with
a minority of other religions. Furthermore, the pound is the currency in both nations, and as usual
with British banknotes, they have been tailored to fit the territory they utilise with local icons and
symbols. However, the British Monarch is imaged on all of them.*’® Also, the Islands’ population
resembles that of the UK as the majority of the Islanders originate from the UK with a minority of

immigrants from different parts of the world.**’

As Anderson’s theory states common language is a
vital element in constructing national belonging and therefore, the Islands and the UK’s common
language are a contributing factor in their relationship as the two populations easily can speak with
each other and thereby, understand each other. Language is the first step in recognising a sense of

shared collectivity and therefore, the Falklands stands strongly in their appeal for the UK’s support.

The Islands’ architecture resembles that of the British through the Jubilee Villas, the police station
and other buildings. However, the Falklands has their own unique architecture with bright colours
and unorthodox building materials. In the post-colonial world, the British colonial architecture is a
symbol of British rule and superiority over the world, and British architectural spill-over across the
globe was a symbol of the British sovereignty over building forms. Colonial architecture became a

428

consolidated vision of British rule over the world and their obligation to rule.” As a young woman

from Cameroon stressed, “For me, Britishness is the idea that the world is shaped with you at the

centre,” [...] It’s the feeling that you are better than anyone else.”*?

2% Milesfaster (2012) UK Bank holiday8etrieved 28 July 2012

Davies, C. (2 April 2012)

World paper money catalog of history (2010b) Great Britain Retrieved 30 July 2012

Falkland Islands Census Statistic 2006 (2006)

Arnold, Dana (2009) The Architecture aesthetic of Britishness. In British Politics Reviewournal of British Politics Society,
Norway, vol. 4, no. 2, p. 11

2% Ware, Vron (2009) Chasing Britishness: a post-colonial project. In British Politics Review. Journal of British Politics
Society, Norwagyol. 4, no. 2, p. 8. Retrieved 18 July 2012
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British rule is seen in the houses build in the Islands as well as those that have been transported from
the UK to the Falklands throughout history ready to be set up. Even today pre-fabricated building kits

30 The Islands’ architecture is a symbol of British

are sent from the UK to the Islands ready to be built.
rule and imperialism which is noticeable to visitors visiting the Islands and a reminder to Argentina
about the nature of the British Empire that seized the Islands with military superiority. Through the
British Empire and its colonies, British social customs, laws and values were planted in remote areas
of the world that evolved into a supranational system that became the pride of the UK. This

proudness or hubris of being British exists in the Falklands, and it is the notion that the Falklands is

founded on. The Falkland Islands is a product of British superiority and Empire.***

In today’s world, Britishness and its colonial legacy are still strong and debated around the world, and
its heritage is a matter of conflict. That the UK travels with a heavy global baggage in the form of their
imperial history is a perspective the Islanders as well as the UK forget when they argue for the
Islands’ right to self-determination. This collective forgetfulness in the term of Gellner misses to
recognise any wrongs that might have been made against Argentina by the UK. The British rhetoric is
without compromise, lacks acknowledgements of their colonial past and the fact that Argentina has
unpleasant memories of the UK’s imperial history. From an Argentinian perspective, the Islands is a
British colony located frightfully close to their borders and de facto serves as a constant reminder of
imperialism as “For Argentina, the idea that the Malvinas could somehow remain “the last colony’

7432

was something particularly hard to swallow. The dispute is a matter of moral principles and

national honour.

The Islands and the UK have both created their national identity as an island nation in contrast to
their neighbouring continents and the significant other — the UK in contrast to Europe, especially
France and the Islands in contrast to South America, especially Argentina. The two nations’ process of
creating a national identity is similar. This induces that the UK have identified themselves vis-a-vis
France and opposed to French values and norms. The Islanders have identified themselves vis-a-vis
Argentina by refraining from adapting Argentinian customs and traditions. Furthermore, the Falkland
War gave the UK and the Islands a common enemy to unity against. An enemy they saw as aggressive

and a fascistic dictatorship. A common enemy is pivotal in creating collective belongingness according

*** Timber & Sustainable building (1 May 2012) Stewart Milne ships house kits to FalklarRistrieved 29 July 2012

Ware, V. (2009)
32 Charlton, M. (1989) p. 102
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to the theorists, and this factor has been the cornerstone in the relationship between the two

communities stressed by the British investments in the Islands after the War.

Another similarity is that both populations are island people with everything this entails such as a
culture isolated with limited communication and connection to other communities. Both nations
view themselves as island nations that stand alone and that identified themselves in contrast to
surrounding continents. They are two British Island nations who find it easier to identify with each

other’s way of life than with their respective mainland neighbours.**?

This was emphasised by
Margaret Thatcher in a speech to the House of Commons in 1982, where she stated “The people of
the Falkland Islands, like the people of the United Kingdom, are an island race [...] Their way of life is

British: their allegiance is to the Crown.”***

The two nations’ mirroring of each other is seen in the UK’s romantic and idyllic idea of the Islands
rural area as the real England through images such as green suburbs with long shadows on country
grounds, a mythical sanctuary that binds the two nations together. This image or similar images was
used in the British media in obtaining the Britons’ support for the Falkland War. The media projected
an image of the Falklands as “[...] a far-flung and beleaguered English village, a distant outpost of the
lost Empire, but was also, by extension, defending the nation's own rural heartland and the essential

identity it em bodied”**®

The British population began believing “we are all Falklanders” as a BBC
journalist announced.®*® The Islands was the embodiment of this hallowed British idyll with its
untouched and raw nature and the small communities with country cottages which no longer existed
in the UK.**’ This image of the Islands as British countryside invaded by a foreign power was a crucial
element in getting the Britons to support the War as well as it was a way for the UK to regain its lost
military power and honour though the victory. This plays on another British myth of naval supremacy
and natural order of the UKs great power, which is illustrated by the line "Britannia rules the waves’

438

in the song Rule, Britannia.”™ This unique relation has been a binding factor in the relationship

* Djursaa, Malene & Werther, Charlotte (2007) Rose and crown. Ideas and identity in British politich $ocietyp. 145

Thatcher, M. (1993), p. 183
Foster, Kevin (2002) ”A Country Dying On Its Feet”: Naipaul, Argentina, and Britain. In MFS Modern Fiction Studié8.1,
pp. 169-193. Retrieved 1 August 2012
3¢ Aulich, James [ed.] (1992) Framing the Falkinds war. Nationhood, culture and identiBuckingham: Open University
Press, p. 6
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between the Britons and the Islanders. A relation Thatcher also plays on and stresses in a speech

after the Falkland victory.

“[...] Yet we also fought alone—for we fought for our own people and for our own
sovereign territory. [...] The people who thought that Britain could no longer seize the
initiative for herself. The people who thought we could no longer do the great things
which we once did. Those who believed that our decline was irreversible—that we could
never again be what we were. [... ] We know we can do it—we haven't lost the ability.
That is the Falkland Factor. We have proved ourselves to ourselves. [...] We have ceased
to be a nation in retreat. [...] No—we rejoice that Britain has re-kindled that spirit which
has fired her for generations past and which today has begun to burn as brightly as

before.”**

This special relationship was further emphasised by the British Foreign Minister, Sir Geoffrey Howe,

in the late 1980s, when he stated that the Islands are unique and have to be treated specially.440

6.1.2. Monuments, Stories, Symbols and Icons

The monuments in the UK and the Islands are different from each other. Nevertheless, both nations
have monuments for the Falkland War and the casualties. The monument in the British city of
Staffordshire has been built of rocks from the Islands and modelled after San Carlos Bay in the
Falklands where the British troops landed, hence a little bit of the Falklands has been transported to
the UK.**! Furthermore, the UK has a Memorial Chapel where the British casualties are remembered
and honoured.** Besides the fact that the monuments commemorate the soldiers lost, they signify
the confidence the UK regained through the victory. In the Falklands, the monuments reflect their
relationship with the UK and that they view the UK as their saviour, and that they hold immense
appreciation of the UK'’s sacrifices on their behalf. Thus, the monuments manifest the strong tie that
the two nations constructed through fighting together against an external enemy as well as their

shared history and memory of the effects the War created.

% Margaret Thatcher Foundation (2012) 1982 Jul 3, Speech to Conservative Rally in Cheltereatieved 1 August 2012
9 Beck, P. (1988) p. 142

*1 Beale, Jonathan (20 May 2012) Falklands War Memorial unveiled at National Arboret®etrieved 28 July 2012 from
BBC News

*2 The Trustees of the Falkland Island Memorial Chapel Trust (2009) The Falkland Islands Memorial Chapetrieved 28
July 2012

92



Despite the fact, the Islands and the UK do not share similar stories or tales, the stories and myths
told in the Islands are about British heroes such as seamen, officials or Darwin. Through these stories,
the Islanders glorify British skills and accomplishments within seafaring and science and these stories,
which are told from generation to generation, contribute to link the Falklands to the UK since the
icons and heroes in the Falklands are British. The Islanders and the UK do share heroic figures such as
the soldiers in the Falkland War who are worshiped in both nations especially in the Islands where
they are viewed as saviours as argued in the previous chapter. In addition, Thatcher is held in high-
esteem and has even become an icon in both nations**? even though, she holds an arbitrary role in
the UK since she is much-criticised, and discussions exist about her legacy, and whether she was a
hero or not. Nevertheless, she has had an enormous influence in the relationship between the UK

and the Islands as illustrated previously.***

Anderson argues that myths and symbols as well as victories and failures are instruments in
constructing national collectiveness and thus, the victory over the aggressive foreign Argentinian
power is a binding factor for the relationship between the Islanders and the Britons.**> Over 200
British soldiers died in the War and this has carried a relationship between the Islanders and the
Britons. Furthermore, the British Government has spent millions of pounds in developing and
defending the Islanders after 1982 and after injecting all these resources into the Islands, it is hard to
imagine that the UK could transfer the Islands to Argentina who would, thereby, reap the fruit of the

British investments.

6.1.3. Society and Leisure Time
Pub culture is as popular in the Falklands as it is in the UK, and the Falkland pubs resemble the British

in their foods, drinks and interior decorations. Both populations gather in pubs to watch their

446

favourite sports teams, and British football are following fervently.”™ Last year, the first brewery

opened in the Islands where dark ale is produced, and according to the founder Jeff Halliday, it was

not easy to get the Islanders to drink dark beer as they are not used to it. However, today, the

447

Islanders drink the dark beer™’ that is so popular in the UK that it sits on 43.2 % of the market

3 BBC History (2012) Margaret ThatcherRetrieved 29 July 2012

Information-Britain (Unknown) Th at cher ' s BRefridvea RO9dulyOn2 t he 80 s
Andersen, B. (1991) p. 3

Dear, Paula & Coomes, Phil (2006) In pictures: Life in Stdey. Retrieved 28 July 2012 from BBC News
Falklands News (June 2012) June 2012Retrieved 11 July 2012
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share.*”® Thereby, the culture in the UK diverges from the culture in the Falklands when it comes to
beer consumption as dark beer is new to the Islanders. However, this also proves that British culture
continues to influence and change the Islands’ culture. The cuisine is very similar as British cuisine has
profoundly influenced the Falkland cuisine, but the Falkland cuisine has also developed its own twist

as the Islanders use local foods and ingredients.

When it comes to sports, the Falklands resembles the UK through the sports they practices such as
football, cricket and shooting. However, cricket is a newer sport in the Falklands which is a paradox as
cricket has become the symbol of Empire as it was deeply integrated in the imperial system as a way
of spreading British values such as good sportsmanship and fair game.449 As Mike Cronin and Richard
Holt writes, “The playing fields have done more to cement the bonds of Imperialism than many a

diplomatic conference.” **°

Cricket integrated the gentleman and an ideological baggage and
therefore, it was more than a game. Since cricket had a strong significant meaning in civilising the
colonies and expanding British values and norms, it is peculiar that cricket has not been introduced in
the Falkland before. This indicates that since there were no indigenous people on the Islands, the UK
had no people to civilise as the Falklands’ population was primarily settlers from the UK that already
occupied British values. However, it can also be argued that starting to practice this very British sport
is a sign of the Islanders’ Britishness and their willingness to remain British and illustrate this to the
outer world. This further show the influence the British culture has on the Islands way of life. There
are also other ways the Islanders practice their British roots, which is through Scottish traditional

dancing as there is a club for practicing and enjoying this traditional dance and keeping their cultural

backgrounds alive in this folkish way.

Boerner stresses that celebrations of historical events or anniversaries are creating national identity,
and in both Boerner and Gellners’ minds, it is created out of thin air. Thus, the shared celebrations of
the Falkland War and the memorials for the falling soldiers are ways of inventing national
belongingness between the Falklands and the Britons. However, the theorists further emphasis that
national identity needs to be rooted in both popular and high culture for it to become reality. Within

the Islands, Britishness permeates every part of society from education to pub culture and cuisine.

% Key Note (2012) Breweries & the Beer Update Market Report 2(Rizrieved 17 July 2012

Ward, S. [ed.] (2001) p. 112
Ward, S. [ed.] (2001) p. 112

449
450

94



The Islands even have a red London double-decker bus to give guided tours around Port Stanley**!

and in front of Globe Tavern stands a London classic red telephone box.**

The Islanders use many
British symbols in their everyday life and have a British way of life. It is clear that the Islanders believe
themselves to be British and represent themselves as part of the British society. This is shown
through their tenacious statements that they are British illustrated in almost every publication from
the Islands such as the report by Pascoe and Pepper, the anniversary booklet and articles written by
Falkland Islanders. However, do the Britons feel the same collectivity towards the Islanders and do

the Britons support the Islanders struggle?

According to Anderson, print-capitalism brought people within a nation together as they became
aware of and started to understand each other and with all the attention the media gave the
Falklands problems in 1982, the Britons became aware of the Islands. The War brought the Islanders
into the focus of the Britons, and they began to understand the Islanders’ British way of life and that
they wished to remain British. Britons became aware of the small community in the South Atlantic
that spoke British and had a British lifestyle and according to Anderson’s theory, the fragments of the
two societies have been united through media and communication and thus, common understanding
have occurred between the two archipelagos. “The Islanders have always been fiercely British and

7433 This was

want to stay that way. | would like to believe that we would, if we could, do it again.
stated by a British widow to one of the casualties in the Falkland War and defines the Britons’
emotions toward the Islands. Even though, she has lost her husband, she still believes in the cause

her husband died for and thus, believes that the Islands should be protected.

A former UK Government adviser further emphasises the uniqueness of the Falklands by stressing
that no British Government can survive losing the Falklands due to the actions already taken by the
British Governments and the resources used in the Islands. He advocates that the British Government
continues to support the Islanders’ right to self-determination and even if an invasion occurs, the
British Government needs to take action and give the resources needed to ensuring that the Islands

remain British.”* This is further underlined by the fact that in 2012 61 % of Britons believe that the

*1 Falkland Islands Tourist Board website (2012n) Stanley Vintage London DoulideckerRetrieved 28 July 2012

Aulich, J. [ed.] (1992) p. 58

Davies, C. (2 April 2012)

Coffey, Luke (2 March 2012) No British government could survive losing the FatldaRetrieved 27 July 2012 from the
Guardian
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Islands should be defended at all costs.*>

However, there are also other views on the dispute
internally in the UK as a former Government official states that the UK should hand the Islands over
to Argentina as it is time for a compromise, and to end the conflict. He believes that it is possible to
guarantee the Islanders’ British way of life after transference sovereignty to Argentina.**® The fact
that British ministers throughout history have granted the Islands a special statue further emphasises
that there is political will to ensuring British rule over the Islands. A will to securing the Islands as
British territory that have existed for many years as illustrated through the Falkland War.**” The
unique relationship is a matter of what the War signified to the self-awareness of the Britons as “[...]
the Falkland War was a kind of Suez in reverse — a great symbolic moment where the tide began to

438 British pride and confidence were restored due to the victory - a pride and

flow more swiftly [...].
confidence that had been lost after the end of the Empire and the failure at Suez. The War became a
British national myth as it was a war with high intensity and not a conflict like that in Northern Ireland
without direct fighting. This myth creation was also helped along by the rhetoric used by Thatcher
through her rose-tinted view of the UK’s history and also by the British military superiority over
Argentina which all leads back to the Empire and the glory days of the UK and her naval
supremacy.”® In Thatcher’s view, the victory in the War put great back in Great Britain.**® It is
through wars in the British history that the UK has created its national identity and constructed its
heroes and memories. The British society is founded on masculine values as Colley states, and these
values are present in the relationship between the UK and the Islands as the UK has used the victory
to gain confidence and reaffirming her masculine military powers. This is also seen in the way the UK

views its veterans as heroes. This is a reason for the UK’s embodies to the Islands as the Islands

supports the UK’s new-found masculine powers.

6.1.4. Falkland Islands as a Diaspora Community
Nations are not just limited geographical sovereign bodies with geographical proximity as people and
ideas can disperse from their homeland into other territories. Following this chain of thought, the

Islands is one of these areas where people and institutions of a nation have spread to influence a

%> Clark, Tom (20 March 2012) Britain should protect Falkland Islands ‘at all costs', say 61% of vRégreved 23 April

2012 from The Guardian

*® Slowe, Peter (7 February 2012) Comment; UK must hand the Falids back to Argentin®etrieved 1 August 2012
from politics.co.uk
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geographical area outside the homeland. However, is the Islands a diaspora community or is it an

area heavily influenced by British culture and values?

“Although nations are by definition made up of ‘the same people living in the same
place’(Joyce), the members of nations need neither be ‘the same people” in every respect

and every situation, nor do they necessarily live in the same place.”*®*

Erikson states that a diaspora community tends to cluster together and that their identity is always
visual and compared to the identities around them. Thereby, identity is made stronger within the
diaspora. These thoughts can be implied onto the Falklands as they are British settlers in a foreign
environment with Spanish influenced communities close by and always aware of their different roots
and their foreign way of living vis-a-vis South America. There is not much Spanish influence in the
Islands’ culture as the Islands’ cuisine, population and sports among other things draw on British
traditions and holidays. Due to immigration from South America and other nations, there will be
other cultural influences large and small in the Islands’ culture. However, the immigration of Britons
is in larger numbers than other countries, and the secondments of the British Forces in the Islands
contribute to a continuous influx of British culture. The influx of updated British culture also comes
from the British radio and TV entering the Islands as well as the Islanders traveling to the UK for
education and bringing home British culture and norms. All of these constant inflows of updated
British culture and ideas entail that the Islands has developed alongside the UK, and has not

stagnated in a British culture that no longer exists in the UK.*®?

According to Hall, a diaspora community retains strong links with their place of origin and their
traditions. They want to become part of the new culture without losing their old national identity
entirely. Hall states that diasporas will never unify as they are a product of two or more identities,
histories and cultures. However, scholars believe that this uncertain, double national identity may

have its costs.*

This view on diaspora communities does not apply to the Islands as they are
homogeneous through their ancestry, language and culture. The Islands is also an island nation and

therefore, does not live in close relation with another culture as other diaspora communities do. The

1 Eriksen, T. H. (1995) p. 435

World Travel Guide (2012) Falkland Islands historignguage and cultureRetrieved 28 July 2012
Hall, Stuart (1995) Chapter 6: The Question of Cultural Identity. In: Hall, Stuart: Modernity, an introduction to modern
societiespp. 273-314. Polity Press, pp. 310-311
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Falklands has the opportunity to develop their society without much influence from another culture

living within the same territorial boarder.

The Islands has some of the aspects that Erikson calls a diaspora community, but following Hall’s
terminology, the Islands is more a hybrid of British culture as the Islanders are descendant from
British people and British culture continues to influence and be a big part of the Falklands’ culture.
However, as the Islands is located far away from other societies and without much influence from
other cultures throughout their history, the Islanders have developed their own culture, but with

clear and obvious roots in British culture.

British national identity is a hybrid identity where several identities coexist within an overall British
one. The Falklands is part of this British hybrid identity and not a diaspora community due to a
constant British cultural influx, which has been adapted into a Falklands’ way of life. The Islands’
national identity is a fragment of Britishness and coexists with the overall British national identity in
the same way as Scots, Welsh and English identities underlined by the Falklands’ representative in
London stating “[...] “Falkland Islander” is not a nationality but all those born in the Islands would

h.”*** In the minds of the Islanders, they are British no matter

consider themselves Islanders and Britis
what Argentina or other nations say, they feel a strong connection to the UK. They feel both British

and Falkland Islanders and believe themselves to be a region in the UK.

“We are British and always will be — no matter what rubbish we hear from the
Argentinians. They have never owned the Falklands. [...] When people here talk about
saving money to go ‘home’, explained Hulda Stewart, they mean Britain, even though
they were born in the Falklands. ‘We have always been, and always will be, British. In

some ways, we're more British than the British.”*®°

This close attachment to the British national identity is directly opposite of what the Britons feel as
they have a more dissociated relation to the concept of Britishness. The Islanders are more British
than the British. This underlines that fact that the Islands is not a diaspora community but a part of
the hybrid British national identity with a society that is influenced by and changing along with the
British.

a6t Cameron, S. (2012)

%% Banks, T. (6 March 2012)
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6.2. The Political Value of the Falkland Islands

Argentina continues to pressure the UK to begin negotiations over the Falklands, and they do not
recognise the Islanders’ right to self-determination claiming that it is a front for the real British
intentions. Argentina believes that the UK holds on to the Islands because of the natural resources
that they possess and thus, the UK is plundering other countries’ resources for their own colonial
benefit. Contrary, the UK argues that the values are for the Islanders to enjoy and that the UK will
fight for their right to do so and thereby, they reject Argentina’s claim. However, the UK’s claim has
not always focused on the right of the Islanders and thus, it is necessary to investigate the change in
the British argument and what has caused it in order to understand why the UK supports the Islands
today. Thus, this paragraph will examine the development of the British claim and the influence the

geopolitical value has on the UK’s support.

6.2.1. The development of the UK’s Argumentation

The UK began to abandon its historical argumentation for its claim to the Islands as an in-depth study
in the early 1900s indicated that the British claim was not as strong as prior believed. Even though,
the study was never published it affected the British claim as the British officials lost confidence in
the historically-based claim and therefore, began to use more diplomatic argumentation.466 This new
argumentation was based on the UK’s long and peaceful occupation of the Islands and the fact that
the Islanders had lived there for generations.467 This new argumentation still forms the basis for the
British claim as it substantiates the current British main argument of self-determination and the

Islanders’ wishes.*%®

Since the 1960s, the wishes of the Islanders have been paramount in the British claim and thereby,
the Islanders have in practice been able to veto the UK’s negotiated settlements with Argentina.469
The Islands has continually restated their desire to remain under British sovereignty since the end of
the War. Therefore, the UK continues to reaffirm their commitment to defending the Islanders. The
matter of the British claim has moved its focus from the length and nature of the occupation to the
desire of a people who can trace their roots back several generations in the Islands. However, the
length and peaceful nature of the occupation are still relevant and important in the British

argumentation as it consolidates the argument of self-determination. Through the long and peaceful

%% Beck, P. (1988) p. 51
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British occupation, the Islanders have become a naturalised people as they have lived in the Islands
for more than 170 years. This is the basis in the UK’s claim. The claim has become a matter of the
essential right of a people to decide their own fate, which is further emphasised by the
announcement of a referendum to ascertain the wishes of the Islanders towards Argentina and the

470
d.

rest of the worl The referendum is a strong argument and a symbolic action as it will cement that

the Islands is British and that it is their own choice to stay part of the UK.

The FIG and the FIA have played a significant role in the change of argumentation, and they are still
working hard to ensuring that the Islanders’ opinion is heard and that the Islands is not surrendered

471

without their consent.”’” The fact that the population are uniquely British and wish to remain a

British territory has invoked strong feelings in the British MPs and continues to do so and thus, the
Falklands lobby has been hugely successful in moving the dispute up on the British agenda.472
Furthermore, the lobby has strengthened the Islanders’ voice by involving influential British MPs and
officials as well as the media to affect the UK’s opinion. The FIA continues to expand its membership
and disseminate information about the Islands and the Islanders. In addition, the FIG continually
brings the matter to international attention e.g. the G20 summit and the OCT-EU Forum. Thereby,
the Falklands lobby has played an enormous role in the change of argumentation as the UK could not
ignore the voice of the lobby. However, it is not only the Falklands lobby and the heartfelt reactions
from the British Parliament that changed the focus of the British claim from historical argumentation

to the argument of self-determination as other factors also play a part in the changing of the

argumentation.

When the Falklands dispute moved to the UN, the principle of self-determination became a
prominent part of the British claim to the Islands. Argentina brought the dispute to the UN in 1965,
and this move turned out to be more valuable to the UK than expected.?’* The move of the dispute to
the international arena made it possible for the UK to use the principle of self-determination as the

people of the Islands, and their wishes moved up on the political agenda in the UK due to the

% Goni, U. & Wintour, P. (12 June 2012)
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formation of the pressure group the FIC.”"" Today, the FIA ensures that the Islanders’ rights and

wishes are taken into consideration and that the Islands remain on the political agenda.

It is not only the Islanders’ right to self-determination that the UK supports as it is the right of all the
British Overseas Territories to decide for themselves. The UK Government supports the territories
choice whether they want to remain British or not. This is emphasised in the White Paper 2012,
which is a vision for security, success and sustainability in the British Overseas Territories. The White
Paper 2012 stresses that it is a choice to remain a British territory and the UK will respect whatever

choice the territories make.*’®

PM Cameron further emphasised this by stating “Most of the people
of the Territories are British and where they choose to remain British we will respect and welcome
that choice.”*’® With this paper, the UK underlines its position that it is not a matter of decolonisation
or Empire, but a matter of letting people decide their own future, which refutes Argentina’s

allegations.

The change in the British argumentation has been a process that has followed the political
development both in the Falklands dispute but also in the other British territories. Today, the British
Overseas Territories have developed into self-governing enclaves that not only benefit from their
British association, but also provide value to the UK. Thus, today, the UK concentrates on developing

the territories for the future generations and not for the UK itself.*”’

The UK also supported self-
determination in former colonies that wished to become independent e.g. Honduras and British
Guiana even though, there also was a strong emotional content in these claims. As with the
Argentinian claim to the Falklands, the UK supported and fought for British Honduras and British

Guiana’s right to become independent states.*’®

Despite this focus on self-determination, the UK has
not always considered the wishes of the people when promoting their own interests as expressed in
the case of Diego Garcia. In this case, the UK’s own interests overruled the wishes of the people and

provided Argentina’s allegations with weight and evidence.

The UK firmly insists that they do not hold any territory against their will and that it is the territories

7% Charlton, M. (1986) pp. 24-29

Foreign & Commonwealth Office (2012f) The Overseas Territories, Security, Success and SustainReétititved 10 July 2012,
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own wish to remain British, and they can gain independence whenever they choose. Whereas,
Argentina continually label the UK as colonialist and an imperialistic conquer for holding on to not
only the Islands but also the other British territories.*”’ Thereby, the UK persists in glorifying
colonialism by constructing its well-being on foundations of military and cultural subjugation of
colonial enclaves and the plundering of natural resources belonging to other peoples as they believe
the UK does in the Falklands. Therefore, Argentina encourages the UK to comply with UN resolutions
and put an end to colonialism®® as Argentina believes “It’s an injustice that in the 21st century
colonial enclaves still exist in the world.”*® Also, the fact that the UK expelled 1,300 inhabitants from
Diego Garcia against their will in 1966, in order to lease the territory to the US underlines the
Argentinians’ belief that the UK holds on to the Islands for more than just the people. As it seems to

them that the UK does whatever fits their own agenda.*®

Furthermore, Argentina sees the invasion
of the Islands in 1833 as a colonial invasion of Argentinian territory with a forced colonialist plan
implanting a British population in order to gain the valuable Islands and thus, the people are not the
priority.”®® Argentina does not believe that people are the UK’s reason to hold on to the Islands
instead they believe that it is the exploitation of the natural resources. Thus, Argentina does not

recognise the Islanders’ right to self-determination because they see them as colonialist planted on

the Islands by the UK.

The UK has gone through a process in its relations with its territories, from imperialist power to
supporter and advocate for human rights and good governance. Today, the UK supports former
colonies through cooperation in Commonwealth where they support the development of democracy,

economic prosperity, human rights and rule of law. 8

Furthermore, the British Government supports
the remaining territories’ development and encourages them to gain stronger self-governance and
self-reliance. Thus, the Argentinian accusations of imperialism have only made the UK stand more
staunchly on the principle of self-determination and the fact that the Islanders as all peoples have the

right to determine their political statues as well as economic and social development seen from the

7 Gilbert, Jonathan (2 April 2012) Cristina Kirchner attacks Brités ‘absurd' stance on Falklandtrieved 13 July 2012 from
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British perspective.*®

The UK and the Falklands refute the Argentinian accusations of imperialism and
thereby, they collectively forget the British imperial history and how it affects Argentina. Argentina, a
former colony that has fought against the Spanish colonial power, sees the Falklands as a colonial
relic. Argentina has fought against colonialism and thus, the matter is particularly emotional for them,

a matter that the UK and the Islands forget.

Conclusively, it can be argued that the UK as mentioned has changed the foundation of their claim to
the Islands and that the change has been a process. The UK regained its confidence after the victory
in 1982 and has since then involved itself in international work and conflicts all over the world as well
as supporting and encouraging territories to become more self-reliant. Thus, the UK began to see

itself as an advocate for human rights and democracy.*’

Furthermore, the focus has moved away
from the historical associations and strategic importance of the territories to the rights and desires of
the people inhabiting the territories. This change has occurred due to the fact that it is the people
that the Britons identify with and not the imperial elements or their location. It is people with British
ties and the Islanders, with their British roots, have always invoked strong feelings in the Britons and
especially, the MPs. They still do as underlined by a study performed by the British newspaper in
March 2012 where 61 % of Britons stated that the UK should protect the Islands at all costs.*®® The

Falklands lobby has been an influential contributor in the change of argumentation as it has put the

Islanders’ wishes and the dispute on the British agenda and thereby, initiating the change of focus.

6.2.2. The Falkland Factor
The Falkland Factor was highly influential immediately after the War, and it became a vital part of the
political life in the UK as it strengthening the Government and brought back the British confidence.

The UK had ceased to be a nation in retreat as emphasised by Thatcher:*®

“We have instead a newfound confidence — born in economic battles at home and tested
and found true 8000 miles away... And so today we can rejoice at our success in the
Falklands and take pride in the men and women of our task force. [...] we rejoice that

Britain has rekindled that spirit which fired her for generations past and today has begun

*® Davies, C. (2 April 2012)
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to burn as brightly as before. Britain has found herself again in the South Atlantic and will

not look back from the victory she has won.”*%°

The Falkland War became known as the moral making of the UK in a time of decline. The whole
Falklands campaign had been one gigantic surprise from the fact that the War took place at all and so
far away from the UK against an unexpected enemy. Additionally, it was surprising that, under such
unpropitious circumstances, the UK had won the War, which made the victory even more glorious

and vital for the UK’s self-image.**

The victory in the Falklands had truly put the great back in Great Britain as Thatcher so famously
stated and thereby, recognising the significance of the Falkland War for Britain’s self-confidence and
the UK’s stand in the world.**? Through this, the Islanders had earned a permanent place in British

93 Thus, after all the heartache and

hearts, and it was said that now everyone was a Falklander.
sacrifices that Britons have suffered over the Islands, it is unrealistic for the British Government to
even contemplate negotiating with Argentina over sovereignty. The common suffering during the
War formed an unbreakable link between the Islanders and the Britons.*** The Falkland War showed
the world and the Britons that the UK would not be pushed around. Instead of continuing its decline
on the world stage, the UK now became a world player after years of declining power on the
international stage. The victory in 1982 did not only help the Thatcher Government and re-involve

the UK in the world it also changed the Britons’ view of themselves. The confidence the UK regained

in 1982 is still part of them today, and the Falklands constantly reminds the UK about its greatness.**

6.2.3. Geopolitical Value

Despite the changed of focus in the British claim, the Islanders are not the only reason for holding on
to these wind-blown islands in the South Atlantic. The Islands has long had strategic importance with
its placement next to the Inter-Oceanic Passage and as a naval fort controlling the South Atlantic in
two world wars. Furthermore, they provide the UK with a legal basis for the Antarctic, and when it
was confirmed that oil and gas were found in the surrounding waters, it increased the Islands’ value.

However, the UK keeps refuting that it holds on to the Islands because of their geopolitical value. The

*% Ereedman, Lawrence (2005b) The Official History of the Falklands Campaign vAbiligdon: Routledge, p. 665

Thatcher, M. (1993) p. 235
IBID. p. 173

Aulich, J. [ed.] (1992) p. 58
Freedman, L. (2005) p. 688
Charlton, M. (1986) pp. 91-92

491
492
493
494
495

104



British Government further emphasises this by stating that it is the Islanders’ right through self-
determination to develop the natural resources for their own benefit. Though as mentioned
previously, the UK holds out prospects of economic gain as the FIG has announced that the potential
revenue that the Islands might gain from the oil adventure will be used to pay the UK for

4% The prospect of vast riches in the seas surrounding the Islands has long been a point of

protection.
conflict between the UK and Argentina. Since the economic survey recommended developing the
resource in 1976, Argentina has protested and accused the UK of holding on to the Islands in order to
exploit the natural resources in the area and thereby, plundering other peoples natural resources.*”’
The fact that the FIG has given companies permission to develop oil has made Argentina more
aggressive in her rhetoric and actions. The Islands and the surrounding sea are seen as Argentinian
territory and the drillings illegal. The fact that drillings have begun before a solution has been found
confirms their belief that the UK holds on to the Islands because of the oil and not the people.498
These accusations are not new as Argentina and other international actors have long accused the UK

of holding on to the Islands because of their potential natural riches.***

“We were being accused of hanging on to these Islands, not because we really liked the
eighteen hundred Islanders, but because there was oil there. Because there were krill.
Because there were fishing. Because there were all these resources. The Islanders were
our ‘front’. This was the standard charge against us at the United Nations and in the

whole of the Americas. Even our best friends believe this.”*%

The UK has continually tried to convince Argentina and the world that the Islanders is the main
priority and that they are more than a front for the exploitation of natural resources. Amongst other
things, they have tried to suggest a mixed-approach to the dispute in 1977 which entailed a shared
sovereignty. Through this mixed-approach Argentina would gain sovereignty over the Islands and its
resources provided that a percentage of the revenue went to the Islanders, and then the UK would
keep sovereignty over the Islanders. That way Argentina would retain its territory and exploit the

resources and the Islanders could keep on living the way they always had.”® The British Government

*® Kollewe, J. (16 February 2012)
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tried to demonstrate that oil was not its main priority. However, they could never agree on the terms
and therefore, the proposal never reached the negotiation table. Today, the UK will not negotiate
with Argentina about resources or sovereignty. They seem more determined to let the Islanders
choose their own future and develop their own resources, which makes Argentina even more

determined to open up negotiations again.so2

Even though, the UK claims that people come before the resources, the Islands and their
dependencies have long been regarded as economically and politically important in the UK because
of the enormous potential of the area. The oilfields around the Islands are estimated to be worth
tens of billions of dollars and as a former British diplomat in Buenos Aires concluded “[...] it is going to
be a very brave government that gives away what may be the largest remaining unexploited oilfield

in the world.””®

Thus, the oilfields and the potential vast revenue influence the way the UK interacts
with the Islands and Argentina. However, since the British argumentation focuses on the wishes of
the Islanders, the Government cannot announce their geopolitical interest in the area. Additionally,
the Falklands lobby has made sure that the Islands stays on the British political agenda drawing
attention to their British way of life. Furthermore, the Falkland War made the whole of the UK and
the rest of the world aware of the small wind-blown islands in the South Atlantic. They have
remained in the public consciousness ever since and thereby, adding to the political importance. All

of these elements make it more difficult for the UK to announce any other interest in the Islands

beside the people.

The increased tensions leading up to the 30t anniversary has only added to this consciousness, and
with the harsh and bruising rhetoric between the heads of state as well as the diplomatic games of
counteractions between the two nations, the Islands has the attention of the whole world again. The
UK has long used the argument of self-determination especially because of the pressure from the

04 The Islanders

Falklands lobby, which have made it their goal in life to ensure the Islanders rights.
have the attention of British MPs as well as the British public and therefore, it can hardly be
announce publicly if the British Government has other interests in the Islands beyond the people. If

the British Government does this it would undermine the sacrifice of the British soldiers in the
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Falkland War as they fought and died for the Islands and thereby, the War would loss its image as the

moral making of the UK.>®

Another reason for holding on to the Islands is the Antarctic as the Islands provides the UK with the
legal basis for its claim in the Antarctic due to their geographical proximity to eastern Antarctic. The
UK holds a claim to the Antarctic together with countries such as France, Chile, Norway, Australia,
New Zealand and Argentina. The Falkland dependencies; South Georgia and South Sandwich Islands
hold great importance in this matter as they are the only dry land situated in the most important krill
reserves and therefore, the possession of these Islands allow any country to control this biological

wealth.”%®

The Antarctic is noteworthy as it holds the promise of vast economical potential as it is expected to
be exceedingly rich in minerals, fish resources and oil. Thus, many countries from all over the world
have claimed parts of this frozen continent including the UK. Most of these base their claim upon
geographical proximity such as France, which holds proximity through the French Antarctic Territories
or presence of scientific bases such as the US. Thus, the fact that the UK holds sovereignty over the
Falkland Islands, South Georgia and South Sandwich provides the British claim with vaIidity.507 The
presence of a British research station in the area gives further validity to the British claim.>®® What
the UK calls the British Antarctic Territory is also claimed by Chile and Argentina. Those two countries
have geographical proximity to the territory and share archipelago with some of the Islands and
therefore, it is necessary for the validity of the British claim that the UK holds sovereignty over the

509

Islands and the dependencies.”” In the 1960s, the Islands’ importance had become diminished and

the UK began negotiations with Argentina. However, the matter of resources in the Antarctic had a

510

considerable influence in the UK keeping the Falklands.”™ Today, the Antarctic and its potential

resources continue to influence the British policy concerning the Islands together with the ATS.

Currently, the ATS has kept countries from fighting over the Antarctic and thereby, the right to the
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potentially enormous economic value that the frozen continent holds.”"~ However, several countries
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are preparing for a possible future of exploiting the Antarctic, including the UK and thus, the Islands

continue to be important.>*?

“We felt that, if we had, as it were given away over the Falklands, that would be followed,
inevitably, by attempts to squeeze us out of our rights in Antarctica as well. [...] It was

very important we should not be jockeyed out of our potential rights there.”>"

Furthermore, the Antarctic holds a strong emotional leverage in the UK as the heroic endeavours by
the Antarctic explorers such as Scott and Shackleton impose strong patriotic feelings and the sense
that Britons are breed to extraordinary things. The Antarctic explorations are considered important
and proud elements of the British history. The Antarctic is important to the UK through its heroic past
in the continent, and the importance of bravery and endurance should never be underestimated.”*
Moreover, the UK has in recent years begun to claim rights to exploit potential oil and gas fields all
over the world and thereby, preparing for the future either alone or in cooperation with other
countries e.g. the UK has submitted a joint claim to the Bay of Biscay together with Spain, France and

d.>® The Antarctic plays an important part in this preparation due to the great riches and

Irelan
thereby, the Islands also plays an important part. In order for the UK to ensure the validity and legal
basis of its claim, the Islands must remain a British territory. Furthermore, the Islanders themselves
are aware of their strategic position and thus, they are preparing to expand the harbour in Port

Stanley in order to support the Islands’ promotion as the gateway to the Antarctic.”*®

Conclusively, the base of the British argument has changed during the 20" century from historical
arguments to self-determination. Additionally, the Islands holds economical and geopolitical value to
the UK due to oil potential, the Antarctic proximity and strategic location as emphasised in the
paragraphs above. Furthermore, the British victory in the Falkland War changed not only the
emotional ties to the Islands, but it became the moral making of the UK after decades of decline on

the world stage. The Britons regained their confidence and pride of being British because of the

>12 Bowcott, Owen (17 October 2007) Britain to claim more than 1m sq km of Antarctigatrieved 16 July 2012 from the

Guardian

> Charlton, M. (1986) p. 15

>4 Charlton, M. (1986) p. 84

> Bowcott, 0. (2007)

>'® Falkland Islands Association (2012) p. 26
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victory in the Falkland War and the Islanders’ gratitude. The Falkland Factor changed the face of the

UK and British foreign policy in a way that still influences the UK and the Foreign Office today.

The UK’s relationship with the Islands is complex and emotional as it is influenced by people, lobby
organisations, public opinion, sacrifices and strong emotions, which has influenced the Anglo-

Argentine relationship for more than a century and continues to do so.

6.3. The Role of Geopolitics and National Identity in the UK’s Claim

The Argentinian invasion and the War made the British population aware of the small Island
community for the first time. Before the War, the Islands was a society in decline with a stagnating
economy and a dwindling population. However, the War induced British attention and investments
which carried economic and social growth in the Islands. In consequence of these investments, the
Islands has become self-sufficient with a high degree of self-governance. This has generated
proudness of being a Falklander and of being part of the British community. It is not only the Islands
who was affected by the War as the British self-awareness also changed. The War made the Britons

regain confidence in their nation and proudness of being British.

6.3.1. The Falkland Factor and the Construction of Collectivity

The Falkland War constituted a change in the British society and national identity as the War
influenced the way the Britons viewed the Islands. The Falkland Factor made the Britons become
Falklanders as they became aware of this small British enclave in the South Atlantic. This was helped
along by the British media that portrayed the Islands as a British population and society as well as a
part of the British territory. The Britons’ identification with the Islanders applies to the first principle
of public affection which is the devotion to the small minority — the little platoon in this case the
Falkland Islands. This small minority of the British community on faraway Islands appealed to the

Britons’ national feeling.517

The Islands is the embodiment of British rural image, romanticised with
country cottages, sheep on grass-covered hills and community spirit, an image that no longer exist in
the UK, and thus, binds the Britons to the Islands and the Islanders. In addition, the resilience of the
Islanders and their continued determination to stay British affected the Britons and continues to do
so as emphasised by the opinion poll stating that 61 % of British voters think that the UK should

protect the Falklands at all costs. This little platoon is seen as a part of the worldwide British

community, and it holds specific significance as the majority of the Islanders has British roots, a

> Charlton, M. (1986) p. 57
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British way of life and the society are built on the British model. In the eyes of the Britons, the Islands
is the best of the UK and the essential of Britishness. The Islands represents a nostalgic image of what
the UK once was with cottages and rolling green hills. This little platoon of Britishness is seen as a
part of the British global community and thus, functions as an element in why the UK keeps fighting
for the Islands to stay British. The Islands is viewed as equally a part of the UK as England, Scotland

and Wales are.

In the Falklands, the War marked a significant change that made the bond between the Islands and
the UK stronger given that they think they owe the UK their prosperity and freedom. The UK
facilitated the many possibilities the Islands enjoy and without the investments the Islands would
have been in a different position. Consequently, the Islanders view the UK as their saviour and
motherland - the one they owe so much. The foundation for their collectivity and identification with
each other is that both the Islands and the UK manifest the Islands as a little piece of the UK. The two
populations further identify with each other as they have stood together against a common foreign
enemy. This unification has supervened through the shared suffering during the War, and the fact
that they joined together in throwing the enemy out of British territory. The importance of this factor
is clarified by Hobsbawn and Ranger who underlines “There is no more effective way of bonding

together the disparate sections of restless peoples [...] than to unite them against outsiders.”>®

The Argentinian invasion of British territory caused attention from the media, which portrayed the
Islands as a piece of the UK that needed their help, which entails that the Britons began to identify

>19 The British identification with the Islands

with the Islands as part of themselves and their territory.
is deeply rooted in the understanding of the current dispute, and this identification affects the way

the UK conducts itself in the dispute.

It is clear that the Falkland Factor played a large role in creating the community spirit that emerged
during the War and in the years following. The Falkland Factor is still eminent and present today,
which is seen in the way the British media and the MPs portray the dispute. The British media closely
follows the developments, and every little development is reported in detail. Every time Argentina or

a famous person state that the Islands should be handed over to Argentina, it creates an outcry in the

>'% Colley, L. (2005) p. 369

Aulich, J. [ed.] (1992) p. 58
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British media. British papers such as the Guardian, the Daily Telegraph, the Daily Mail and the Sun
have heavily reported on the events with emotional attitude. E.g. in connection with the 30™
anniversary, the Sun published a special editorial tribute to the veterans of the War where the front
page showed a picture of a British soldier with the title Heroes’*® This shows that the Falkland Factor
still exists in the UK today, because it, on the one hand, signifies the importance of the British military
victory, the regaining of confidence as well as proving that they still have a role to play in the
international arena. On the other hand, it signifies the glorification of the soldiers that helped put
great back in Great Britain all of which appeals to the masculine ideals the British society is

constructed on as Colley writes.

The emotional outcry is also present when the Daily Mail lashed out at Sean Penn for his public
support of the Argentinian claim. This was done in an article with the patronising title Save us from
these egotistical stars who think they are world statesniémoughout the article Penn and other

stars that interfere in international politics are belittled and demeaned.>*

“[...] all too often, they glimpse something important on the horizon and dash after it —
only, with wearisome predictability, to grab completely the wrong end of the stick. They

are like simple-minded spaniels, only not half so cute to watch.”>*

The articles show that there are strong emotions involved concerning the Islands, and the dispute has
a paramount presence in the media image and thereby, in the minds of the Britons as every major
newspaper and magazine reports on every detail in the dispute. These strong emotions are particular
visible in the Sun’s reaction to the British hockey team’s victory over the Argentinians in the Olympic
Games in London 2012. The Sun stressed that this was revenge for the video of the Argentinian
hockey player training in the Falklands. “BRITAIN’S hockey players last night avenged an Argentinian

7323 The Sun specifies that

insult to our war heroes — by thrashing them 4-1 in an Olympic qualifier.
the insult was worse since it was an insult to the war heroes, the heroes whom the Britons glorify and
thereby, it was even more important to avenge the insult. This also indicates that the Falkland Factor

still exists and is ascribed with great importance. The importance is even more present as the War

>0 schofield, Kevin (15 June 2012) Never forget. 30 years since Falkland freRadrieved 22 August 12 from the Sun

Hart, Christopher (16 February 2012) Save us from these egotistical stars who think they \aoeld statesmen
Retrieved 22 August 2012 from the Daily Mail

> Hart, C. (16 February 2012)

The Sun (31 July 2012)
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was only fought 30 years ago and thus, the majority of Britons remembers it, have experienced it and
seen the effects it had on the UK. The positive self-awareness the War entailed is the most significant

reason why the UK and the Britons continue to protect the Islands and reaffirm their Britishness.

This community spirit has been maintained during the last 30 years through monuments and
ceremonies as well as shared commemorations both on British and Falklands’ soil. Moreover, the
close cultural ties and a shared memory have also contributed to maintaining the community spirit.
The rising tensions between the Islands and Argentina emphasised by Argentina’s continued
sanctions of Falklands’ trade have made the bond between the UK and the Islands stronger. The
isolation of the Islands by its neighbours has made the Islands turn towards the UK, yet again in order
to seek support. Due to this, the rhetoric about the Islanders’ Britishness and the UK’s support of the
Islanders’ wish to remain British has increased and become more outspoken. The British support to
the Islands is not only affected by British identification, but also by the fact that the Islanders’ cause
appeals to the core values in the UK such as tolerance, liberty, fair game and human rights. The
British support reinforces her self-image as an advocate of these core values, which is another reason

why the UK supports the Islands’ struggle for freedom to determine its own political statues.

Additionally, the British support is further stressed by the deployment of Prince William to the Islands
as it symbolises British sovereignty over the Islands. The close relationship is further substantiated by
the fact that Prince William is second in line to the British throne and thus, a prominent figure in the
British Monarchy. By the same token, the imagined relationship was further invoked as the Falklands’
flag flew over British government buildings on Liberation Day to Argentina’s irritation. The
relationship is imagined given that nations and relations are created and not naturally constructed
but imagined through cultural artefacts and actions such as the Islands and the UK’s tenacious

statements that the Falklands are British and most remain so.

The Falkland Factor, the British identification and the shared suffering have constructed a strong
bond between the two populations, which limit the UKs negotiation possibilities because all of this

would be undermined if the UK declared geopolitical values the main reason for their support.

6.3.2. The Political Aspects of the British Support
The Islands is more than sheep and rolling green fields as they possess enormous potential through
the unexploited oilfields and its geographical proximity to the Antarctic, which are other reasons why
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the UK supports the Islands. The unexploited oil is worth billions of dollars not just benefitting the
Islands but also the country that holds sovereignty. However, the UK downplays the importance of
the potential oil revenue even though the UK is in a process of exploring other potential oil rich areas
around the world. Therefore, the oil in the Islands will possibly contribute to the oil strategy the
British Government pursuits. Thus, it is unlikely that the Government is going to give away the oilfield
it already possesses and have begun to exploit. On this basis, the oilfield in the Islands is essential to
the future of the British oil supply because without the Islands, the UK have to search for oil in other

areas of the world where the potential is more uncertain.

A further reason for the UK to support the Islands is the fact that the Islands validates the British
claim to the Antarctic through its geographical proximity. The importance of the Antarctic will
continue to influence the British policy over the Falklands due to the potential revenue and the
historical emotional nexus. The Antarctic’s potential vast revenue of fish and oil are extremely
significant factors for all the countries in the ATS. As the UK is preparing for the future through its oil
strategy, the claim to the Antarctic has become even more noteworthy because if the UK losses the
Falklands, it also losses the validity of its claim and thus, the potential vast revenue of both oil and
fish in the area. Furthermore, there is the strong emotional nexus to consider as the Antarctic also
invokes strong emotions and patriotic feelings in the Britons due to the UK’s glorious past in the area.
As the Islands provides the British claim with validity, the UK will fight hard to keep the Islands on
British hands. Thus, the geopolitical value of the Islands influences the British policy, despite the fact
that the UK Government tries to downplay its importance. Because of the strong emotional ties that
bind the UK and the Islands together and the sacrifices made in the War, the British Government
cannot announce that oil, the Antarctic and other strategic interests influence its decision to fight for

the Islands.

Additionally, the UK has built its sovereignty claim on the Islanders’ right to self-determination since
WWII and therefore, its claim would lose validity if the geopolitical value overruled the people’s right.
Furthermore, such a statement would not only undermine the UK’s sovereignty claim, it would also
prove all its critics right especially Argentina. The geopolitical value plays a part in the sovereignty
claim over the Falklands for both the UK and Argentina and clearly influences the two countries
interaction with each other. Argentina claims that the UK has implanted a forced population in order

to plunder other peoples natural resources. The natural resources and their potentially vast revenue
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are very important to Argentina. Ever since the British economic report in 1976, Argentina has
insisted that the UK fights for the Islands because they want to reap natural resources belonging to
Argentina. Thus, if the UK announced that geopolitical elements influence its support for the Islands,
it would just confirm Argentina’s perception of the UK as a colonial conquer that bases its well-being
on others. Argentina would then be able to bring the matter back to the UN’s decolonisation
committee where she holds much support from other countries. This could become acutely
problematic for the UK who tries to gain acknowledgement for the Islanders’ right to self-

determination in the UN.

The reasons for the UK to fight for those small faraway islands with approximately 3,000 people are
not black and white. The relationship between the Islands and the UK is complex and emotional and
the fact that the victory in the Falkland War became the moral making of the UK also plays an
essential part. The Falkland War became the event that defined the UK and how it saw itself after the
Empire, and despite the fact that its power had been substantially reduced, she would not abandon
its own people. The importance of the Islands for the UK could not have been predicted when the UK
seized the Islands in 1833. The Islands was seize in order to keep France and the US from possessing
them and thus, depriving the UK of trading opportunities in South America. Due to the fact that the
imperial system was transient and lacked an overall strategy for the Islands, they declined
economically and population wise during the next 150 years. Thus, the Islands was put aside in the
pile of possessions no one no longer knew the purpose of after the Empire fell.>** However, the War

changed all of this and the Islands was given a new meaning to the UK.

The Falklands lobby also played a substantial role in achieving the UK’s support to the Islands, given
the reason that the lobby brought the Islands into the minds of the MPs and onto the UK’s agenda.
This affected the relationship between the two nations and the British policy regarding the Falklands
especially because the Islanders appeal to the British MPs’ national feeling as they continuously state
that the Islands are British and wants to stay British. Furthermore, the Islanders appealed to the
British core value of human rights as they underlined that they had not been consulted, and they
wished to be able to determine their own future. Another reason for the MPs to support the Islands
is the fact that for decades, territories had denounced their association with the UK and sought

independence and thereby, distanced themselves from the UK. However, here was a territory that

>2% Darwin, J. (2009) p. 2
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announced its association with the UK and wanted to fight for its right to remain a part of the UK.

Thereby, appealing to the MPs national feeling and pride.

The Falklands keeps on fighting for their right to stay a part of the UK and keeps on trying to get their
voices heard both within the UK, but also in international forums. They want acknowledgement for
their right to self-determination and not have a decision imposed upon them. Paradoxically, the
Islanders appeal and subscribe to a Britishness that is under pressure within the UK. A term, the
Britons have difficulties conceptualising and identifying with. Thus, one should think that it would be
an uphill battle gathering the British population’s support for their struggle. However, the Islands’
lobbying has succeeded as the British PM, and the rest of the UK Government continuously stresses
their support for the Islanders’ wish to remain British. Besides the support from the British MPs, the
British majority supports the Islands due to the emotional link between the two populations. This
support from the Britons to the Islanders is seen in the light of the shared history and common
victory over the other, which have been a powerful factor in the close relationship between the two
nations’ population. The support also lies in the values the two populations place upon each other as

the UK view the Islands with a romantic sentiment and the Islands the UK as their saviour.

Another nexus for the close relationship is the fact that the Falklands is part of the British national
identity, qua the British hybrid identity. The Islanders identify themselves as Falkland Islander-British
on par with that of Scottish-British and Welsh-British hybrid identities. Therefore, the Islanders are
part of the British hybrid identity on equal terms with the populations in Scotland, Wales and
England. The Falklands identify with the British national identity in such a powerful way that it is hard
for them to imagine that they should or could become part of another nation and its national
identity. Thus, the UK can hardly refuse to support a population who ceaselessly stresses their

Britishness, British society and desire to remain British.
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7. Conclusion

The tensions between Argentina on the one side and the Islands and the UK on the other rose and
the rhetoric became harsh leading up to the 30" anniversary. Despite Argentina’s call for
negotiations, the UK tenaciously supports the Islands’ wish to remain British. On this basis, the thesis
investigates the reasons for why the UK keeps on supporting the Falkland Islands. Is it that the two
populations identify with each other or is it due to the Islands’ geopolitical value? In order to answer
this, this thesis is divided into three parts. The first part examines the roots of the dispute and the
political game between Argentina, the Islands and the UK. The second part conducts an analysis of
the UK’s and Islands’ national identity on the basis of our theoretical framework. The theoretical
framework is built on a discussion of several theorists who represents a constructivist perspective.
The third part analyses the influence the first two parts have on the UK’s support for the Islands’
wishes to stay British. Thereafter, the different reasons for the UK’s support are juxtaposed in order

to weight their influence on why the UK’s keeps fighting for the Falkland Islands.

The Islands has a vexed history as different sources disagree on the historical events and the basis of
the Argentinian and British claim. Argentina and the UK present different versions of the Islands
history in order to tailor it to fit their own objectives. The Islands supports the UK’s version since they
want to stay part of British territory. The Argentinian claim has been consistent since her
independence in 1816. However, the British claim has change during the 20" century where they
began to attach importance to the long and peaceful occupation and the Islands’ right to self-

determination.

During the 1960s, the dispute changed from a bilateral to an international forum as Argentina
involved the UN. The UN urged the two nations to negotiate sovereignty, and throughout the
following two decades, a solution was pursued. The British Government was ready to transfer
sovereignty to Argentina, but the Islands and the British MPs joined forces in opposing a transfer.
This entailed that the negotiations ended in a deadlock which lead to serious frustration in Argentina.
Argentina was tired of being lead around by the nose by the UK who they believed had lost interest in
the Islands. Thus, they launched a military invasion in 1982. Nobody had expected an invasion, least
of all the UK, and this made the victory even more significant. The victory made the insecure and

declined UK burst with self-confident and sure of they still had a role to play in the world. Despite the
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fact that the UK had been assured about their role in the world, internally within the UK, Britons were

guestioning its future as a conglomerate.

Since the creation of the UK, the three different nations in the union have developed a shared overall
national identity. This has been achieved through different instruments, especially through us versus
them mentality and through the fact that they realised they internally had more in common than
with the continental Europe. Today, Britishness is under pressure as a debate rages about whether
Britishness exists and is relevant. Devolution is the primary factor for the diminishing Britishness as
several scholars believe that the UK and Britishness are rooted in the political union. However, others
believe that the British national identity is integrated into the three nation identities and thereby, if
they obtain their own national parliaments Britishness would still be a part of their nationalities. In
the same notion, they would still maintain their individual national identity if a stronger national
parliament is rejected by the people. This is further underlined by the fact that Britishness is a hybrid
identity where the people proclaim they are Welsh-British, English-British or Scottish-British. The
Falkland Islands are part of this hybrid British national identity where their society and culture is built
around the British way of life. Our examination of the Islands’ national identity shows that the Islands
is not a diaspora community given that they have constant British cultural influx through British radio
and TV and that several Islanders travel to the UK to study and bringing back British culture.
Consequently, the Islands feels a strong cultural bond towards the British society. The Islands has
developed into a unique society with visible traces to the British, but with a distinctive Falkland
Islands culture. Thus, the Islanders identify themselves as Falkland Islands-British and the British part

of their culture is essential in the Islands’ self-image.

After examining the Britons and the Falkland Islanders’ national identity in relation to each other and
examining the Islands’ geopolitical value, we have identified that there are five reasons for why the
UK keeps on fighting for the Islands. The reasons are 1) the Falkland Factor that made all Britons
become Falklanders. The change the victory created within the UK is still a great part of the Britons
understanding of the Islands as they link the confidence and self-awareness together with the Islands.
Therefore, the Britons find it important to retain the Islands as they have this significant symbolic
meaning. 2) The common identity and cultural ties the two populations share made the bond
between them stronger. A bond was created as they came together in throwing a common enemy

out of British territory. The bond was fortified when the Britons became aware of the Islands’ British
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way of life and their support for the UK, and the Britons began to view the Islands as part of them.
This view is still part of the Britons today emphasised by the media way of portraying the events in
the dispute and the Islands. The cultural ties are maintained through the monuments and the
ceremonies conducted in the UK and the Islands as the two nations join together in the celebrations
and commemorations of their shared history. 3) The fact that the Islands’ appeal to the British core
values is another reason for the UK’s support. The core values such as liberty, fair game, tolerance
and human rights are a vital part of the British self-image and through the Islanders’ appeal that a
foreign nation will force them into its territory the British can show the world and themselves that
the British national identity possesses these values. This is made further necessary as it is British
citizens whose rights are being infringed. 4) The oilfields around the Islands are another reason as it
provides the UK with security in oil supply. This is important in a political context and one of the
reasons why the British MPs support the Islands. However, oil supply security is an issue the common
Briton had difficulties relating to and understanding and therefore, it does not play a vital role in why
the common Briton supports the Islands. Additionally, the potential revenue the oilfields will provide
the UK with also contributes in their support even though the Government cannot public state this as
their reason. 5) The final reason is the Antarctic that consists of two parts. Firstly, the continent holds
potential revenue both in natural resources and fish. However, today, the area cannot be exploited
due to the ATS, but as the UK are preparing for the future the Antarctic continues to hold great
political importance. Secondly, the Antarctic invoke strong emotions in the Britons as it is a symbol of
their heroic endeavours. If the UK loses the Islands, their claim to the Antarctic becomes weakened
and loses its legal basis. That is why it is important for the UK for hold on to the Islands as they

provide the UK with geographic proximity to this important continent.

Based on these five reasons, we can conclude that the UK’s support roots in complex factors within
the areas of geopolitics and national identity. It is difficult to determine which reasons weight the
heaviest in the British argument for their support as they all play a part in the complex case of the
Falklands. After examining the British support in-depth, we have found that the emotional ties, the
shared national identity, the cultural ties and the shared history together with the significance of the
Falkland Factor are interconnected, and a crucial influence in the UK’s reasons for supporting the
Islands. Together these reasons are a central role in the relationship between the UK and the Islands
and therefore, also in the dispute. However, the shared national identity and culture as well as the

common history and victory are overshadowing reasons for their support as the Britons’ emotions
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saturate all the elements related to the Islands. This is stressed in the detailed presentation of the
current dispute in the British media, and in the Britons’ support for the Islands. Despite these
reasons, the geopolitical reasons also weight heavy in the British support as billions of dollars and
access to the Antarctic are important in the UK’s future. Due to the emotional ties the two
populations share, no British Government can announce that the geopolitical reasons are attached
more importance than the people especially as this would undermine their own basis for the claim to

the Islands. This is a reason that appeals more to the British MPs than to the Briton.

National identity does most clearly play a role in the conflict over the Falkland Islands. It has a central
role as it is deeply rooted in the British society and invokes strong emotions among the Britons. Thus,
we conclude that focusing on national identity is not a pretext for a geopolitical agenda as both
national identity and geopolitical values form the UK’s support for the Islands’ right to self-

determination.

7.1. Scientific Contribution and Further Research Suggestions

The Falkland Islands’ national identity has not been researched in-depth prior to our investigation.
Therefore, our thesis is the first review of the sources with this perspective in mind. Our research of
the Islanders’ national identity is not founded on existing research and therefore, we had to gather
different sources in order to assemble the Islands’ national identity and what their society consists of.
On that basis, our research is the first of its kind, and its contribution to the subject provides an
image of the Islands’ society and national identity that did not exist before this investigation.
Moreover, our research provides new knowledge about the cultural links between the Islands and
the UK and thus, a new understanding of the dispute from an academic perspective. Additionally, the
Falklanders can use our results in promoting and underlining their claim that they are British and part
of the British hybrid identity. Subsequently, we suggest further research of the Islands’ national
identity through anthropological studies on the Islands as well as surveys and interviews with
Islanders. This would provide the field with depth and nuanced clarification of what the Islands’

national identity is constructed of, which was something we did not have the opportunity to do.

Through our process, we had identified areas where further research could be conducted such as
why the British media during the War began to portray the Islands as the embodiment of the British
rural area that no longer existed in the UK. What sparked the media to present the Islands in this
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way? Another fascinating research area is related to Britishness. Numerous scholars argue that
Britishness is in decline as the Britons have nothing to unite them. However, if all Britons feel the
strong emotional connection to the Islands, does the current Falklands dispute has the ability to unite

the Britons?

Methodically our thesis would have more depth if we had conducted interviews and surveys with the
Falkland Islanders instead of approaching it from an empirical material approach. Furthermore, the
different elements in the research such as national identity in the UK and the political game between
the three actors are broad and complicate issues, which have been challenging to limit so it fits our
thesis. This has entailed that some aspects could have been research further such as the global British

national identity.
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