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Joint Communiqué on the Ministerial Talks held in Geneva on 16 and 17 February 1966, 
between Dr. Ignacio Iribarren Borges, Minister of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela the  

Hon. Michael Stewart, UK Minister for Foreign Affairs and the Hon. Forbes Burnham,  
Prime Minister of British Guiana, 17 February 1966 

(Translation) 

República de Venezuela, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Reclamación de la Guayana 
Esequiba, Documentos 1962-1981, Caracas (1892). 
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JOINT COMMUNIQUÉ ON THE MINISTERIAL TALKS HELD IN GENEVA ON 16 
AND 17 FEBRUARY 1966, BETWEEN MR. IGNACIO IRIBARREN BORGES, 

MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF VENEZUELA, THE HON. MICHAEL 
STEWART, MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE UNITED KINGDOM, AND 

THE HON. L. FORBES S. BURNHAM, PRIME MINISTER OF BRITISH GUIANA 

As agreed in the Joint Communiqué of 10 December 1965, talks have been held at the Palais 
des Nations, Geneva, on 16 and 17 February between the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela, 
on the one hand, and the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of the United Kingdom and the 
Prime Minister of British Guiana, on the other, to continue at ministerial level the governmental 
discussions on the relations between Venezuela and British Guiana. 

An exchange of ideas and proposals for the practical settlement of the pending issues took 
place. These discussions were conducted in the spirit of cordiality and understanding that 
characterizes the relations between the governments participating in them. 

As a result of the discussions, an agreement was signed, the stipulations of which will provide 
a definitive solution to these issues. 

The Governments have agreed to bring the text of this agreement to the attention of the 
Secretary General of the United Nations. 

The agreement has been welcomed by the Ministers of the three governments as it provides a 
means of resolving a dispute that threatened to damage relations between two neighbours and 
contains the basis of goodwill for future cooperation between Venezuela and Guyana. 

Geneva, 17 February 1966. 
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First Interim Report Minutes of the 4th Meeting, 1st Session of the Mixed Commission,  
4 July 1966 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Minutas de la cuarta reunión de la 

Comisión Mixta, Primer Reporte Preliminar. Archivo de Fronteras, Box: E-20. 
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Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Primera 
Conferencia de los Jefes y Capitanes Amerindios de Guyana, llevada a cabo en la misión 
Cabacaburi, en el río Pomeron auspiciada por la Asociación Amerindio de Guyana, 1967,  
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Subject: Project for the joint development of the territory located to the west of the Essequibo River, 
year 1968. 

In March of the current year, the representatives of Venezuela in the Mixed Commission 
created by virtue of the Geneva Agreement of February 17, 1966, presented to the distinguished 

Representatives of Guiana, at the Fourth Meeting held in Georgetown,  a proposal whose text is as 
follows: 

MIXED COMMISSION 

Whereas, 

PROPOSES: 

That until a satisfactory solution to the controversy is found, and without affecting in any way 
the rights of the parties, the Governments of Guyana and Venezuela shall enter into a special 
agreement enabling both States to:   

1) Increase the cultural exchange of the two countries; and

2) Jointly develop the territory east of the Essequibo River under special administrative
arrangements to be agreed upon by the parties.

At the Fifth Meeting held in Caracas in July of this year, the Honourable Representatives
of Guyana asked the Venezuelan Representation to elaborate on the proposal that was transcribed 
above. 

Therefore, in the best spirit of understanding and cooperation, the Representatives of 
Venezuela submit for the consideration of the Honourable Representatives of Guyana, as an 
extension of the foregoing proposal, the following project. 
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PROJECT FOR THE JOINT DEVELOPMENT OF THE TERRITORY LOCATED WEST OF THE 
ESSEQUIBO RIVER 

In order to accelerate the integral development of the territory west of the Essequibo River, it 
is proposed that a Sub-Commission of Experts be established to study the possibility of implementing 
a series of projects for the economic and social development of this region. 

In addition, the present document outlines the different areas of technical assistance and 
training of individuals that can be offered as a preliminary step to the elaboration of a diagnosis and 
development program that, in accordance with Guyana's five-year plan, will contribute to the 
achievement of the aforementioned objectives. 

A) DEVELOPMENT

I. Basic infrastructure works for development. In order to achieve the development of this area, it is 
necessary to build a series of infrastructure works that will allow the establishment of the basic means 
of production and the necessary services for the population.

The Venezuelan Government, through the Ministry of Public Works, can provide technical 
advice and construction of hydraulic works, flood control and defence, roads, geodesy, aerial 
photogrammetry and mapping. 

Considering that one of the main needs of the area is the scarce road system, we offer the 
study, design and construction of a road connecting Georgetown to the Venezuelan road system. 

In the area of hydraulic works, technical assistance can be provided in site studies, irrigation 
systems and land reclamation. In the area of rural development, technical assistance can be provided 
in planning, studies, projects and construction. 

II. Agriculture and community development. Through the National Agrarian Institute, direct technical
assistance will be provided by technical specialists in physical planning and agro-economics and
credit, for a period not to exceed six (6) months. It is preferred that these specialists count at least
with two local technicians. The cost of this assistance shall be borne in its entirety by the National
Agrarian Institute. With the support of the Foundation for Training and Applied Research in Agrarian
Reform (CIARA - Capacitación e Investigación Aplicada en Reforma Agraria), projects for the
integrated development of agricultural settlements may be prepared.

Regarding agricultural-livestock research and extension, Venezuela through the Ministry
  of Agriculture and Livestock, offers the country's experience in research and extension, 

particularly in seed varieties, pest and disease control, and the formulation of audiovisual training 
programs.  

In view of the importance of forestry and the existence of the Inter-American Forest Products 
Laboratory in Venezuela, it is proposed that a joint programme be drawn up to take advantage of this 
highly specialized laboratory for the identification and determination of forests. 

In accordance with the great needs of the developing peoples, and given that the Venezuelan 
community program in this area has served as a standard for the establishment of similar programs 
among the countries of the continent, a team of Venezuelan technicians is offered to jointly design 
and implement programs for the self-construction of houses, schools, clinics, rural aqueducts, and all 
those infrastructural works that can be carried out by the community and which aim to improve the 
physical environment in which they live and work. 

Through the National Training and Applied Research Centre for Community Development, 
advice can be given to institutions working in community development or training personnel in 
community development. 

III. Industrial development. In order to achieve a balanced development of the area, it is necessary to
promote a certain type of industrialization, and therefore it is proposed to form a commission of
technicians from Venezuelan and Guyanese development agencies to study the possibilities
of establishing industries in the area.

IV. Education. In the field of education, Venezuela can provide advice on the organization,
programming, evaluation and development of special courses for professional improvement at the
primary and secondary levels. In the area of adult education, programs and curriculum testing at the
primary and secondary levels could be organized, as well as technical assistance programs

V. Health and nutrition. Through the Ministry of Health and Social Welfare of Venezuela, preventive
and curative medical programs can be organized; in these two areas, environmental health campaigns
can be highlighted, especially the fight against malaria and the vaccination against endemic diseases,
and housing and rural aqueduct programs should be extended to the area, provided that adequate
planning is carried out for the physical environment in which the work is to be carried out.

In the curative medicine programs, Venezuela can advise on the establishment of rural health 
centres and health clinics. It also offers available in the country. 

Since malnutrition is one of the main problems of developing countries, the National Institute 
of Nutrition offers the following technical assistance: study of the nutritional value of the daily diet 
common in the region; study of the problems resulting from nutritional deficiencies and, based on 
this, planning of the fight against nutritional diseases; organization of specific educational campaigns 
aimed at solving the nutritional problem; and technical assistance for the organization of popular, 
industrial, school and other canteens. 

a) Education: in terms of education, the Government of Venezuela can offer trainings in the
following programmes:

levels in the following areas: 
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technicians from Venezuelan and Guyanese development agencies to study the possibilities
of establishing industries in the area.

IV. Education. In the field of education, Venezuela can provide advice on the organization,
programming, evaluation and development of special courses for professional improvement at the
primary and secondary levels. In the area of adult education, programs and curriculum testing at the
primary and secondary levels could be organized, as well as technical assistance programs

V. Health and nutrition. Through the Ministry of Health and Social Welfare of Venezuela, preventive
and curative medical programs can be organized; in these two areas, environmental health campaigns
can be highlighted, especially the fight against malaria and the vaccination against endemic diseases,
and housing and rural aqueduct programs should be extended to the area, provided that adequate
planning is carried out for the physical environment in which the work is to be carried out.

In the curative medicine programs, Venezuela can advise on the establishment of rural health 
centres and health clinics. It also offers available in the country. 

Since malnutrition is one of the main problems of developing countries, the National Institute 
of Nutrition offers the following technical assistance: study of the nutritional value of the daily diet 
common in the region; study of the problems resulting from nutritional deficiencies and, based on 
this, planning of the fight against nutritional diseases; organization of specific educational campaigns 
aimed at solving the nutritional problem; and technical assistance for the organization of popular, 
industrial, school and other canteens. 

a) Education: in terms of education, the Government of Venezuela can offer trainings in the
following programmes:

levels in the following areas: 
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(a) Teaching staff

(b) Administrative staff as such

(c) Supervisory staff.

These programs would be carried out by the Institute for the Instituto de Mejoramiento 
Profesional del Magisterio (Institute of Professional Improvement of Teachers), within the framework 
of its regular program, by offering scholarships to professionals at the intermediate and higher levels 
who meet the minimum academic requirements required by the Institute, for them to carry out the 
regular courses of its program. In exceptional cases, special programs may be organized to meet other 
levels outside the regular academic requirements. 

2. Adult education programs. This area could include a technical assistance program that would
include scholarships for professionals who wish to be trained in the various units of the Adult
Education Division, as well as technical advice at the expert level to help organize similar programs
that could develop literacy campaigns or adult education in general, depending on the needs of the
case. In this type of program, the academic level required of scholarship holders would be that of
general basic culture in the case of simple training programmes for literacy teachers, and basic
academic education in the case of specialized programmes for adult education programs for other
levels of study

2. Health projection plans

Scholarships for simplified medicine students Bs. 21,600.oo 

Travel and facilities Bs.   1,400.oo 

TOTAL: Bs. 23,000.oo 
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a) Schools in Boca del Venamo, Araguay and La Línea 
 
Salaries    Monthly    Annual 
 
3 Teachers    Bs. 2.000,00    Bs. 24.000,00 
1 Expert    Bs. 1.200,00    Bs. 14.400,00 
2 Workers    Bs. 400,00    Bs. 4.800,00 
1 Cook     Bs. 400,00    Bs. 4.800,00 
 
Food     Bs. 2.000,00    Bs. 24.000,00 
Transport (oil, freight, etc)                Bs. 1.500,00    Bs. 16.000,00 
Clothes (uniforms, shoes, etc).          Bs. 500,00    Bs. 6.000,00 
School supplies   Bs. 200,00    Bs. 2.400,00 
Incidentals     Bs. 400,00    Bs. 4.800,00 
 
TOTAL by School   Bs. 8.600,00    Bs. 103.200,00 
 
TOTAL for 3 Schools   Bs. 25.800,00    Bs. 309.600,00 

(a) Teaching staff

(b) Administrative staff as such

(c) Supervisory staff.

These programs would be carried out by the Institute for the Instituto de Mejoramiento 
Profesional del Magisterio (Institute of Professional Improvement of Teachers), within the framework 
of its regular program, by offering scholarships to professionals at the intermediate and higher levels 
who meet the minimum academic requirements required by the Institute, for them to carry out the 
regular courses of its program. In exceptional cases, special programs may be organized to meet other 
levels outside the regular academic requirements. 

2. Adult education programs. This area could include a technical assistance program that would
include scholarships for professionals who wish to be trained in the various units of the Adult
Education Division, as well as technical advice at the expert level to help organize similar programs
that could develop literacy campaigns or adult education in general, depending on the needs of the
case. In this type of program, the academic level required of scholarship holders would be that of
general basic culture in the case of simple training programmes for literacy teachers, and basic
academic education in the case of specialized programmes for adult education programs for other
levels of study

2. Health projection plans

Scholarships for simplified medicine students Bs. 21,600.oo 

Travel and facilities Bs.   1,400.oo 

TOTAL: Bs. 23,000.oo 
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Annex 99 
 

Press release made by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, declaring that Venezuela does not 
recognize alleged concessions in Guyana Esequiba, 15 May 1968 

(Translation) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Radiograma para 
el Director General, MRE, de Blas Pérez Ferrás, texto de comunicación de Cancillería, publicado 
por informaciones especiales procedentes del Departamento de Geología y Minas de gobierno de 

Guyana, 1968, Box: E-25. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS  
Nr. ____________________ 

Caracas, 15 may 1968 
 

Mr.  
General Director  
Present.- 
 

I will leave with you, to give your orders for transmitting the following radiogram: 
 

For your information, I transmit to you the text of Foreign Ministry Communiqué published in the 
press today (two points and open quotation marks) Communiqué (full stop) For official 
information (comma) from the Department of Geology and Mines (open parentheses) Minister of 
Forests (comma) Lands and Mines (close parentheses) of the Government of Guyana (comma) the 
Government of Venezuela has learned that with the help (comma) in equipment and personnel 
(comma) of the United Nations and the United States of America, mining exploration has recently 
been intensified in various regions of Guayana Esequiba (full stop) Since Guayana Esequiba is 
claimed by our country (comma) because it rightfully belongs to it (comma), the Venezuelan 
Foreign Ministry declares once again (comma) publicly and categorically (comma) that it does not 
recognizes any type of alleged concessions granted (coma) or that will be granted by the 
Government of Guyana (comma over the territory located west of the Essequibo River from its 
sources to its mouth (comma) 
 
-2- 
 
Mr.  
General Director  
I will commend you to give orders to transmit the following radiogram: 
continued..…2….. 
And in this regard, it reiterates the communiqué issued by the Office and published by the press 
on 25 May 1965 (comma) as well as the declaration on this matter contained in the address by the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs (comma) Dr. Ignacio Iribarren Borges (comma) on 16 September of 
this year (period) These and other reserves derived from Venezuela's undeclinable right over 
Guayana Esequiba (comma) were enshrined in the Geneva Agreement (open parentheses) Article 
V (close parentheses) of 17 February 1966 (period) Caracas (comma) 14 May, 1968 (close 
quotation mark and full stop) 
 IRIBARREN 
 By the Minister, 
 (illegible signature) 
 Blas Pérez Ferrás 
 Director.- 
 
POC/gbb 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS  
Nr. ____________________ 

Caracas, 15 may 1968 
 

Mr.  
General Director  
Present.- 
 

I will leave with you, to give your orders for transmitting the following radiogram: 
 

For your information, I transmit to you the text of Foreign Ministry Communiqué published in the 
press today (two points and open quotation marks) Communiqué (full stop) For official 
information (comma) from the Department of Geology and Mines (open parentheses) Minister of 
Forests (comma) Lands and Mines (close parentheses) of the Government of Guyana (comma) the 
Government of Venezuela has learned that with the help (comma) in equipment and personnel 
(comma) of the United Nations and the United States of America, mining exploration has recently 
been intensified in various regions of Guayana Esequiba (full stop) Since Guayana Esequiba is 
claimed by our country (comma) because it rightfully belongs to it (comma), the Venezuelan 
Foreign Ministry declares once again (comma) publicly and categorically (comma) that it does not 
recognizes any type of alleged concessions granted (coma) or that will be granted by the 
Government of Guyana (comma over the territory located west of the Essequibo River from its 
sources to its mouth (comma) 
 
-2- 
 
Mr.  
General Director  
I will commend you to give orders to transmit the following radiogram: 
continued..…2….. 
And in this regard, it reiterates the communiqué issued by the Office and published by the press 
on 25 May 1965 (comma) as well as the declaration on this matter contained in the address by the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs (comma) Dr. Ignacio Iribarren Borges (comma) on 16 September of 
this year (period) These and other reserves derived from Venezuela's undeclinable right over 
Guayana Esequiba (comma) were enshrined in the Geneva Agreement (open parentheses) Article 
V (close parentheses) of 17 February 1966 (period) Caracas (comma) 14 May, 1968 (close 
quotation mark and full stop) 
 IRIBARREN 
 By the Minister, 
 (illegible signature) 
 Blas Pérez Ferrás 
 Director.- 
 
POC/gbb 
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Annex 100 
 

Venezuelan presentation before the Mixed Commission, 11 June 1968 
(Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras,  

Los indígenas y el territorio Esequibo, 1995, Box: E-16. 
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Venezuelan presentation before the Mixed Commission, 11 June 1968 
(Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras,  

Los indígenas y el territorio Esequibo, 1995, Box: E-16. 
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Annex 101 
 

Final Report of the Mixed Commission, Separate Memorandum by Guyana, 17 June 1970 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Reporte Final de la Comisión Mista. 

Archivo de Fronteras, Box: E-20. 
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TRANSLATION N° S/N 

JOINT COMMISSION GUYANA/VENEZUELA 
FINAL REPORT 

Separate Memorandum from the Representatives of the Government of Guyana 

The Representatives of the Government of Guyana also submitted a proposal on a special 
development programme for Guyana and Venezuela, particularly emphasising the fields whose 
development was more urgently needed, to be executed through multinational cooperation and in 
a manner consistent with the sovereignty of each country, such programme should be accepted as 
the solution to the substantive problem given Venezuela’s refusal to enforce its fundamental 
allegation of nullity. 

(SIGNED) DONALD JACKSON 
(SIGNED) M. SHAHABUDDEEN 

Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago: 17 June 1970 

TRANSLATION 

Caracas, 11 June 1980 
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TRANSLATION N° S/N 

JOINT COMMISSION GUYANA/VENEZUELA 
FINAL REPORT 

Separate Memorandum from the Representatives of the Government of Guyana 

The Representatives of the Government of Guyana also submitted a proposal on a special 
development programme for Guyana and Venezuela, particularly emphasising the fields whose 
development was more urgently needed, to be executed through multinational cooperation and in 
a manner consistent with the sovereignty of each country, such programme should be accepted as 
the solution to the substantive problem given Venezuela’s refusal to enforce its fundamental 
allegation of nullity. 

(SIGNED) DONALD JACKSON 
(SIGNED) M. SHAHABUDDEEN 

Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago: 17 June 1970 

TRANSLATION 

Caracas, 11 June 1980 
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Annex 102 
 

Annual Report presented by the Ambassador of Venezuela to Guyana, No. G6/D/1515,  
3 December 1975 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 
Casa Amarilla. 
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DIVISION OF INTERNATIONAL POLICY 

BILATERAL ARCHIVE 
 
 

EMBASSY IN GUYANA 
                                                                                         REPORT 1975 

 
 
 
 

DIVISION OF INTERNATIONAL POLICY 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

 
ANNUAL REPORT 

SUBMITTED BY THE 
VENEZUELAN AMBASSADOR 

IN GUYANA 
 
3. In the private conversations between President Pérez and Prime Minister Burnham, that lasted 
no less that nine hours, the border dispute between the two countries was almost exclusively 
addressed, with possible agreement formulas and practical solutions being outlined that would 
serve as a basis for future conversations. Meanwhile, it was agreed to continue discussing the 
problem at the same level through the respective Ambassadors. 
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DIVISION OF INTERNATIONAL POLICY 

BILATERAL ARCHIVE 
 
 

EMBASSY IN GUYANA 
                                                                                         REPORT 1975 

 
 
 
 

DIVISION OF INTERNATIONAL POLICY 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

 
ANNUAL REPORT 

SUBMITTED BY THE 
VENEZUELAN AMBASSADOR 

IN GUYANA 
 
3. In the private conversations between President Pérez and Prime Minister Burnham, that lasted 
no less that nine hours, the border dispute between the two countries was almost exclusively 
addressed, with possible agreement formulas and practical solutions being outlined that would 
serve as a basis for future conversations. Meanwhile, it was agreed to continue discussing the 
problem at the same level through the respective Ambassadors. 
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Annex 103 
 

Press release about the visit of Mr. Frederick Wills to Venezuela, about accord to secure 
efficient cooperation for the conversations about shared natural resources, 1977 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 
Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

 
FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 

BILATERAL ARCHIVE 
 
 
 
Country: GUYANA 
 
File No.: 8 – A – 77 
 
Item: 
 
 
 
 
Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 
 
Module No. 30-B Volt: I 
 

Year: 1977 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

 
FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 

BILATERAL ARCHIVE 
 
 
 
Country: GUYANA 
 
File No.: 8 – A – 77 
 
Item: 
 
 
 
 
Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 
 
Module No. 30-B Volt: I 
 

Year: 1977 
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PRESS RELEASE 
 
They agreed that it is necessary to ensure effective cooperation among States by establishing 
appropriate international rules for the harmonious conservation of natural resources common to 
two or more States, so as not to prejudice any State in obtaining the equitable benefits to which it 
is entitled and to avoid damage to the ecology of the countries sharing them. 

 
 
 
 

  

 
 

  

Annex 104 
 

Visit to Venezuela of Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and Trade of 
Guyana, 16 November 1977 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 

Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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Visit to Venezuela of Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and Trade of 
Guyana, 16 November 1977 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 

Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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Annex 105 
 

Letter from the Ambassador François Moanack V., Special Advisor of the Institute of 
Foreign Trade of Venezuela to Simón Alberto Consalvi, Minister of Foreign Affairs,  

22 November 1977 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 

Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

Country: GUYANA 

File No.: 8 – A – 77 

Item: 

Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 

Module No. 30-B Volt: I 

Year: 1977 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

Country: GUYANA 

File No.: 8 – A – 77 

Item: 

Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 

Module No. 30-B Volt: I 

Year: 1977 
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During the interview, which lasted about an hour and a quarter, Minister Wills 
spoke with great frankness about his country’s economic situation, not hesitating to describe it as 
serious, adding that for Guyana, “help can only come from Venezuela”. 

...

During the interview with the Minister of Energy, he confirmed to me that 
his government is asking Venezuela to grant Guyana oil facilities similar to those granted to 
Jamaica and Central America, since the impact of the increase in the price of this product on his 
country’s economy has been very serious. 

...

              He also reiterated his country’s desire to receive Venezuelan financial assistance for 
the execution of the energy project, which has already been studied by the World Bank.

                   ... 

I offered to help the Minister of Programming with medical assistance in the 
modest program that Venezuela has with certain islands in the English-speaking 
Caribbean. He immediately accepted the offer and we agreed that a Venezuelan mission would 
visit this country in the near future to study the situation and design a program together. Our 
embassy has already offered to send a mission during the first week of December. 

During my stay in Georgetown, the Embassy informed me of an offer made by the 
government of that country to Venezuela regarding rice. It is to sell to our country 
approximately 50,000 kilos of this product, under conditions that could be established 
between the parties. According to what the Embassy told me, this request was made almost as 
a plea, in view of the very serious situation that Guyana is going through, and to which Foreign 
Minister Wills referred in very precise terms. 
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Notes taken during the first session of negotiations with the Government of Guyana, 
Georgetown, 20 December 1977 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 
Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Annex 105



71

 
 

  

Annex 106 
 

Notes taken during the first session of negotiations with the Government of Guyana, 
Georgetown, 20 December 1977 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 
Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

Country: GUYANA 

File No.: 8 – A – 77 

Item: 

Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 

Module No. 30-B Volt: I 

Year: 1977 
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In accordance with the agreement reached with the Foreign Minister of Guyana, 
Frederick Wills, during his official visit to Caracas from November 30 to December 3, 1977, the 
Venezuelan negotiating delegation traveled to Georgetown on the 20th of the same month to 
continue discussions on the possibilities of reaching an agreement on economic cooperation and 
border demarcation that would be beneficial to both countries. 

… 

b) On the other hand, Guyana requested Venezuela's good offices to benefit from the OPEC Special
Fund.

It was agreed that Venezuela would be willing to grant credit facilities charged to 
Venezuelan financial institutions up to a volume of five thousand barrels per day. The remainder 
will have to be covered by the OPEC Fund; furthermore, Venezuela would be willing to cooperate 
in promoting the granting of funds from this Fund to Guyana. The matter will be brought to the 
attention of Minister Hurtado so that it can be raised at the next OPEC meeting. 

… 

3) LOAN OF US TEN MILLION DOLLARS (US$ 10,000,000.00):

The 10 million dollars (US$10,000,000.00) were transferred to the the Bank of 
Guyana, this was offered by Venezuela to help them balance their balance of payments (with a 
term of six months, extendable and 8% annually to be placed in same Bank). 

The Guyanese side said that there are certain expectations from Guyana regarding this 
loan. They are very grateful for the loan, but 8% interest is not cheap. However, 8% in the long 
run is not serious and they want to extend the term for another six months. Guyana hopes that the 
loan will be extended for a longer term. Venezuela said that this matter has already been clarified 
in Caracas and that the intention is to agree on the extension. 
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Memorandum from the Sectoral Director General of International Policy to the Director 
General of International Cooperation, about the possibilities of cooperation with Guyana,  

7 March 1978 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 

Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 8-A-77, Visita 
a Venezuela el señor Frederick Wills, Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores, Justicia y Comercio de 

Guyana, año 1977, caja n. 22, tramo 22, módulo 30-B, Bóveda I. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

Country: GUYANA 

File No.: 8 – A – 77 

Item: 

Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 

Module No. 30-B Volt: I 

Year: 1977 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

FOREIGN POLICY DIRECTORATE 
BILATERAL ARCHIVE 

Country: GUYANA 

File No.: 8 – A – 77 

Item: 

Subject: Visit to Venezuela by Mr. Frederick Wills, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Justice and 
Commerce of Guyana. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Directorate General of Library, Documentation and Archives 
Central Archives 
Box No. 22 Shelf No. 2 

Module No. 30-B Volt: I 

Year: 1977 
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...

It is also reported that at the OPEC Special Fund, the President of the Venezuelan 
Investment Fund, Dr. Héctor Hurtado, expressed Venezuela's interest in the Special 
Fund's favorable consideration of two loan requests from Guyana for a total of TEN 
MILLION DOLLARS (US$10,000,000) to finance two agricultural development projects. 

It should be recalled that last December the Venezuelan Central Bank deposited TEN 
MILLION DOLLARS (US$10,000,000) in the Bank of Guyana to help the country balance 
its balance of payments. 

Caracas. March 7th 1978 
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Confidential Report by Morales Paúl, Delimitation Guyana-Venezuela, 1979 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 

Casa Amarilla, número expediente 15, sección documentos históricos, unidad especial de 
Guyana. Acta que restablece límites en Punta Playa. Informe sobre delimitación Guyana-

Venezuela. Límites con la Guayana Británica. Proposición Británicapara rectificar límites en la 
recta Roraima-Venamo. 
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Confidential Report by Morales Paúl, Delimitation Guyana-Venezuela, 1979 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 

Casa Amarilla, número expediente 15, sección documentos históricos, unidad especial de 
Guyana. Acta que restablece límites en Punta Playa. Informe sobre delimitación Guyana-

Venezuela. Límites con la Guayana Británica. Proposición Británicapara rectificar límites en la 
recta Roraima-Venamo. 
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BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

File number: 15 

Piece 

 

Geographic Descriptor Historical document section special unit of Guyana 

Subject descriptor: Act for the redefinition of the boundaries of Punta Playa. Report on 
the Guyana-Venezuela delimitation. Boundaries with British Guiana. British proposal for 
the revision of the boundaries in the Roraima - Veramo straight line. 

Year: (S) _________________ 
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CONFIDENTIAL  
DELIMITATION 
GUYANA-VENEZUELA 

HYPOTHESIS FOR NEGOTIATION 

HYPOTHESIS N° 1: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 6°55' N. and Longitude 
60°22'30" W., where the Acarabisi River flows into the Cuyuni River, following the course of this 
river un�l its mouth into the Essequibo River, whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 
6°27' N. and Longitude 58°36' W.

HYPOTHESIS N° 2: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 6°55' N. and Longitude 
60°22'30" W., follow the course of the Cuyuni River un�l finding the point whose approximate 
coordinates are of La�tude 60°44' N. and Longitude 59°02'05" W., following the fountain 
easternmost direc�on towards the North along the divide un�l you find the source of the 
Wallaba River, con�nue along this river un�l its mouth falls into the Supenaam River following 
the course un�l its mouth into the Essequibo River.  

HYPOTHESIS N° 3:
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 6°55' N. and Longitude 
60°22'30" W., follow the course of the Cuyuni River un�l finding the point whose 
approximate coordinates are La�tude 6°50' N. and Longitude 59°16' W. and from there in a 
straight line heading 46° Northeast to the headwaters of the Arunamai River and along the 
course of the estuary un�l its mouth in the Pomeroon River and along the course of this river 
un�l reaching the Arapiaco River. We con�nue along the course of the Arapiaco River in an 
easterly direc�on un�l it meets the Tapakuma Dam and in a straight line towards the east un�l 
finding the point with approximate coordinates of La�tude 7°13' N. and Longitude 58°24'30" W. 

HYPOTHESIS N°4: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 
60°15' W., con�nuing in a straight line towards Northeast heading 32° un�l you find the Barama 
River. Following the course of this river to the town of Coquerito (Kokerite), from there following 
the road heading southeast un�l reaching the Arakabusa River, con�nuing along this river un�l 
its mouth in the Imotai River, from there un�l its mouth in the Waini River and this un�l you find 
the Mariguara River (Mariwaru). You con�nue along the bed of this river to its sources 
following a southeasterly direc�on un�l you come across the headwaters of the Kaboraina 
River, from there to its mouth in the Issororo River, con�nuing its course un�l its mouth in 
the Pomeroom River, and from there un�l  you find the town of  Charity,  take the Cozier  
Canal  to its  mouth into the Atlan�c Ocean. 

Annex 108



83

HYPOTHESIS N° 5: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 60°15' 
W., con�nuing in a straight line towards the Northeast heading 32° un�l finding the Barama River. 
Following the course of this river to the town of Coquerito (Kokerite), from there following the 
road heading southeast un�l you find the Arakabusa River, con�nuing along this river un�l its 
mouth in the Imotai River, from there un�l its mouth in the Waini River and through it un�l you 
find the Mariguara River (Mariwaru). You follow the course of this river to its sources and from 
there in a straight line heading east of 79° un�l you meet the headwaters of the Wakapau River. 

Following its course un�l its mouth at the Pomeroom River and from there in a straight line 
heading northeast of 45° un�l mee�ng with the Atlan�c Ocean. 

HYPOTHESIS N ° 6: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 60°15' 
W. con�nuing in a straight line towards the Northeast heading 32° un�l reaching the Barama River.
Following the course of this river to the town of Coquerito (Kokerite), from there following the
road heading southeast un�l you find the river Arakabusa con�nues along this river un�l its
mouth in the river Imotai, from there to its mouth in the Waini River and through it un�l it meets
the Kuraru River. You con�nue along the Kuraru River to its sources and from there along the
divide un�l you find the source of the Manawarin River and follow this river un�l its mouth in the
Moruka River and along it to its mouth into the Atlan�c Ocean.

HYPOTHESIS N° 7: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 60°15' 
W. con�nuing in a straight line towards Northeast heading 32° un�l you find the Barama River.
Next follow the course of this river to the town of Coquerito (Kokerite), from there following the
road heading southeast un�l you find the river Arakabusa con�nues along this river un�l its
mouth in the Imotai River, from there un�l its mouth in the Waini River we follow the course of
this river un�l you find the Baramanni river and from there in a straight line heading northeast of
41° un�l mee�ng the Atlan�c Ocean.

HYPOTHESIS N° 8: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 60°15' 
W. con�nuing in a straight line towards the Northeast with a heading of 32° un�l reaching the
Barama River. Following the course of this river to the town of Coquerito (Kokerite), from there
Following the road heading Southeast un�l you find the Arakabusa River, you con�nue along this
river un�l its mouth into the river. Imotai, from there to its mouth at the Waini River. Follow the
course of this river to the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 8°7' N. and
Longitude 59°16' W. and from there in a straight line to Punta Cocali, on the shores of the Atlan�c
Ocean.
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HYPOTHESIS N° 9: 
Star�ng from the point whose approximate coordinates are La�tude 7°6' N. and Longitude 
60°15' W., con�nuing in a straight line towards the Northeast with a heading of 32° un�l 
reaching the Barama River. Following the course of this river un�l you find the Huri River and 
from there un�l you find the town of Koriabo on the banks of the Barima River, you follow the 
course of this river un�l the point with approximate coordinates of La�tude 8°2'30" N. and 
Longitude 59°29' W. and from there in a straight line to Punta Cocali, on the shores of the 
Atlan�c Ocean. 
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Surface given in the geographical encyclopedia  159,000 km². 

(B) Surface calculated with the
hi

Claimed zone Claimed zone 

Average 

Average surface are under reclama�on in Km2 
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Preliminary report on the claim relating to the former territory of Guyana Esequiba. 
 

(1) The issue of Venezuela's claim to a territorial zone in the former British Guiana, now 
occupied by the Republic of Guyana, has become more complicated as time has passed. In 
effect, (1) the effective possession of the territory by Guyana, (2) the practical elimination 
of Great Britain as a subject of the claim, (3) the circumstance that the territorial claim 
affects a small country of little economic development, (4) the concomitant existence of 
other territorial problems involving Venezuela, among others; These are factors that have 
a negative impact on our country.- This whole set of circumstances tends to accentuate the 
need to search for a solution to the aforementioned problem, in the most rational, legal and 
politically acceptable way. – 
 

(2) The evolution of the claim process.- An evaluation of the claims process that Venezuela 
has been carrying out reveals the following:  
 

(a) The validity between the parties: Government of Venezuela and Government of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, in consultation with the 
Government of British Guiana of the Geneva Agreement of February 17, 1966, by virtue 
of which seek satisfactory solutions for the settlement of the controversy between 
Venezuela and the United Kingdom arising as a consequence of the Venezuelan 
contention that the Arbitration Award of 1899 on the border between Venezuela and 
British Guiana is null and void. 
 
"The Geneva Agreement was approved by the National Congress on April 13, 1966. 

 
(b) In compliance with the provisions of Article 1 of the Geneva Agreement, a mixed 

Boundary Commission was formed made up of two representatives of Venezuela,  
Drs. Luis Loreto Hernández and Gonzalo Bustillos and two by the Government of 
British Guiana: Mr. Donald Jackson and Mr. Mohamed Shahabudeen, which should try 
to achieve a practical settlement of the dispute within a period of four years. term of 
four years. The Joint Commission held seventeen (17) meetings and presented a Final 
Report dated June 18, 1970, according to which "after the expiration of its duration, the 
Commission records that during its deliberations it did not reach any agreement to "the 
solution of the controversy, therefore in compliance and in accordance with the 
provisions of the aforementioned article I V, refers to the Government of Venezuela and 
the Government of Guyana in its entirety, the solution of said controversy."  
 
As an integral part of the aforementioned Final Report, the partial reports of the Joint 
Commission presented in their opportunity to the respective governments, such as the 
separate Reports of the Representatives of Venezuela and Guyana. 

 
In its separate report, the Venezuelan Delegation stated that: "from the beginning of its 
work, the Joint Commission faced an insurmountable obstacle to fulfilling the mandate 
given to it by Article I of the Geneva Agreement of 1966. Indeed, according to the thesis 
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of the representatives of Guyana, the Joint Commission should address as a preliminary 
issue the determination of whether the Arbitration Award of 1899 was null and void. The 
representatives of Venezuela, for their part, they maintained that the prior examination of 
the legal question raised by the representatives of Guyana was beyond the competence of 
the Commission according to the sole and express mandate of the Geneva Agreement, in 
the sense of "searching for satisfactory solutions for the practical settlement of the 
dispute", that is, in other words, to negotiate directly, in a practical and open spirit, a 
solution acceptable to both parties." 
 
The Venezuelan Delegation came to the conclusion that non-compliance with the Geneva 
Agreement does not consist in the fact that a satisfactory solution has not been found for 
the practical settlement of the controversy, but in that, despite Venezuela's efforts, not 
even tried to search for that solution." 

 
(c) The Port of Spain Protocol.-  

 
On the occasion of the expiration of the period stipulated in Article IV of the Geneva 
Agreement, the parties signed in Port of Spain Trinidad, the Port of Spain Protocol, June 
18, 1970, by virtue of which the effects of article (IV) of the Geneva Agreement, according 
to which, after the four-year period had expired without the Joint Commission having 
reached an agreement complete for the settlement of the controversy, the Governments will 
choose without delay one of the means of peaceful settlement provided for in the Article 
33 of the Charter of the United Nations. If within the following three months, the 
Governments had not reached an agreement regarding the choice of one of the 
aforementioned means of solution, will refer the decision on the means of solution to a 
body appropriate international agreement that both Governments agree upon, or, if no 
agreement is reached on this point, to the Secretary General of the United Nations". 
The Protocol contemplates a period of validity of twelve years, renewable according to the 
mechanism contemplated in the instrument itself. Consequently, its period of validity ends 
on June 18, 1982.The Port of Spain Protocol has not been approved by the National 
Congress.- 

 
(d) Negotiations in the 1974-79 Period  

 
During the previous Presidential period, contacts were established with the Guyanese 
Government, in relation to issues of diverse nature, but closely linked. The contacts were 
initiated due to the Government of Guyana's project to establish a hydroelectric installation 
of 750MW-1200MW of installed capacity in Upper Mazaruni located within the claimed 
area. 
 
Informal contacts were made between the Ministry of Natural Resources of Guyana with 
the former Venezuelan Ambassador Marquez, who suggested in 1876 the possible interest 
of Venezuela in the acquisition of energy from the Alto Mazaruni Hydroelectric project. In 
November 1976, countries exchanged notes on the possibility of assistance from Venezuela 
in carrying out the aforementioned Hydroelectric project. 
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On November 3, 1976, Prime Minister Forbes Berham addressed President Carlos Andrés 
Pérez, referring to the possibility of resolving in stages the various problems and 
possibilities of cooperation that exist throughout our country, culminating in the proposal 
to make agreements throughout our country, culminating in the proposal to make 
simultaneous agreements of mutual cooperation with respect to the Hydroelectric Project 
of the Alto Mazaruni and the supply of energy to Venezuela, signing at the same time an 
agreement that would solve the border problem. 
 
On August 23, 1977, the Ambassador of Venezuela Mr. Antonio González received a 
reminder note from Minister Guyanese of Natural Resources, on the subject in question. 
 
On 9-22-1976 the Minister of Foreign Affairs presented an account to the Citizen President 
of the Republic, under No. 55, issued by the Direction of Frontiers, a report on the Alto 
Mazruni Dam and Hydroelectric Power Plant Project, of the which follows: 
(a) Among the various alternatives studied since 1972 by the Yugoslavian firm "Energo 
Projekt" and the Canadian "Montreal Enginering", chose the head dam that will be located 
at Sand Landing, upstream of the great curve of the Manzaruni. 
(b)  200 square miles will be covered by water, affecting, among others, the indigenous 
peoples In-baimadai (2), Kamarang (3), Paruima (4), and Waramadong (5), an area that 
totals 4,500 Indians and 1,200 miners. 
(c) The height of the dam will be 140 feet, and the length, in the upper part, 1,000 feet. 
(d) The Hydroelectric Power Plant will be built under Mount "Maiwak" West of 
Kurupung River (6); the turbine room will be several hundreds of meters deep. 
(e) The first stage of the project will be completed in 1982 with a generation capacity 
of 900 to 1,000 megawatts, sufficient to supply electrical energy for all of Guyana. 
(b) The cost of the works is estimated at G$1,200 million. 

 
At the end of 1976, the Minister of Foreign Affairs submitted for the consideration of the Advisory 
Commission on Foreign Relations on Guyanese Government project to build a Hydroelectric 
Power Plant in Alto Mazaruni. 
 
On January 17 of the same year, The Advisory Commission, after having convened the then 
Presidents of the Venezuelan Corporation of Guyana, General Rafael Alfonso Ravard and later Dr. 
Argenis Gamboa, as well as Dr. Roberto Guanieri, Executive Director of the International 
Monetary Fund, reached the following conclusions. "In our opinion, if the Government of Guyana 
approaches us requesting our cooperation, we consider it advisable to propose to talk about the 
matter, but with two fundamental warnings: 
 
(1) Make it very clear, for reasons of public opinion, that Venezuela, by negotiating the possibility 
of participation in the construction of the Hydroelectric Power Plant, located in the claimed 
territory, does not thereby renounce its claim in said territory. 
 
(2) That the fact that Venezuela participates in the study of the Project and cooperates economically 
in its realization does not involve any commitment to finance the projected work. We found this 
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subject interesting because it could be a good opportunity to speak with the Guyanese Government 
at a high diplomatic level, about the possibility of a practical settlement of the pending issue 
between the two countries regarding our territorial claim. 
 
It is clear that the optimal solution to this problem would be for Guyana to agree to return 
Venezuela the territory that we lost due to the Paris Arbitration Award in 1899, but since this 
solution does not seem easy and the path of a legal claim we cannot use it. For well-known reasons, 
perhaps it would be worth insist on the practical settlement of the issue, contemplated in the 
Geneva Agreement of 1966. 
 
An arrangement for joint exploration and exploitation of the disputed territory between the two 
countries could be considered. This idea was suggested at some point and was not accepted by 
Guyana, but who knows if with the circumstances described in the reports of our Ambassador in 
Georgetown, something could be started, with less resistance from the other party." 
 
It is worth highlighting some indisputable elements of judgment importance in relation to the 
construction project of the aforementioned Hydroelectric project. 
 

(1) The World Bank considered that the size of the Power Plant Project exceeded Guyana's 
capacity, for the following reasons: 
 
(a) The cost of the project amounts to three times the gross domestic product of Guyana. 
(b) Its execution would absorb a very high proportion of the resources of the country's 
workforce, therefore affecting the development of other sectors. 
(c) there is a high dependence on imported cement and a shortage of food sources at the 
project site, so these will have to be brought from the coast at a high cost. 

 
 
Official visit of Chancellor Frederick Wills.- 
 
A Guyanese Delegation, chaired by the then Foreign Minister F. Wills, officially visited Caracas 
from November 30 to December 3, 1977. 
 
In various interviews with the Citizen President of the Republic, Chancellor Wills raised the 
difficult economic situation of his country, requesting, at the same time, more active cooperation 
on the part of our country. Outstanding importance given to the Dam Project Mazaruni River 
Hydroelectric.- 
 
At the same time, it presented a regional map of the border area with Venezuela, proposing a final 
rectification of the border lines, specifically in Punta Playa. The modification consisted of 
modifying the Northwest orientation of the current border line, tracing it in a Northeast direction. 
This rectification would allow modifying the negative effect of that sector of the border, especially 
regarding its projection towards the Exclusive Economic Zone, in the border zone. with Trinidad, 
giving Venezuela a more adequate maritime projection than the current one. –“Alpha” Annex. 
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Now, although the aforementioned proposal was rejected as unsatisfactory, it is convenient to 
highlight that it represents the first factual evidence of Guyanese intention to try to reach a solution 
through bilateral negotiation. In order to examine the issues raised and deepen their treatment, it 
was agreed to appoint a working meeting in the city of Georgetown on December 20, 1977. 
 
Meeting in Georgetown.- 
 
For the Georgetown meeting, a Delegation was appointed chaired by Dr. Isidro Morales Paúl, 
Ambassador in Special Mission and composed of Rear Admiral Rafael Luces Morales, Director of 
Fronteras, D.I. Germán Nava Carrillo, Director of International Policy and Ms. Myriam Feil, 
Advisor in the International Policy Directorate. 
 
The conversations were held, considering both economic-financial issues and the border issue. The 
following topics of economic cooperation were raised: 
 

(1) Possibility of Guyana acquiring oil according to a system similar to that applied to 
Central American countries; 
(2) Guyana requested the good offices of Venezuela to be able to benefit from the OPEC 
Special Fund. 
(3) Possibility of Guyanese fishing vessels being supplied with fuel in Guiria, at the internal 
market price; 
(4) Five lines were identified, with which Guyana could use the line of credit extended by 
Venezuela to Guyana in 1976. 
(5) The possible purchase by Venezuela of Guyanese wood was examined. 
(6) A loan of ten million dollars was agreed upon, for a term of six months, extendable, and 
at 8% annually. 
(7) Guyana raised the possibility of extending the Maiquetía-Port of Spain to Georgetown. 
It was promised to study that possibility. 
(8) Guyana reconsidered its proposition that Venezuela participated and somehow, in the 
Alto Mazaruni development plan, both in terms of financing the construction, and in the 
possible purchase of electricity that said company will produce. 

 
The Venezuelan Delegation took note of the Guyanese approaches and exchanged points of view 
on the possibilities and difficulties of the proposals made. Regarding the Alto Mazaruni 
development plan, it was revealed that the aforementioned project is located in the Reclamation 
zone. 
 
In the work session dedicated to the border issue, the Guyanese Delegation was chaired by the 
Attorney General Dr. Shahabudeen. 
 
Attorney General Shahabudeen adopted an evidently evasive attitude, questioning the fate of the 
Port of Spain Protocol. He pointed that the talks should be based on the Minutes of the Joint 
Commission contemplated in the Geneva Agreement. - He finally pointed out that the Guyanese 
Delegation was not authorized to deal with border issues, much less territorial transfers. 
 

 
 

  

The President of the Venezuelan Delegation responded in cordial but energetic terms, highlighting 
the following points: 
 

(1) That the mission of the Venezuelan Delegation was to examine, jointly in the Delegation 
Guyanese, the possibility of achieving a practical solution, which would put a definitive end 
to the claim territorial that Venezuela maintains over the area in claim; 
(2) That the Port of Spain Protocol had not been approved by the National Congress, and the 
Minutes of the Joint Commission did not reveal any element that could contribute to 
achieving the aforementioned solution; 
(3) That although we are not inflexible in matters of procedure, we do not consider that a 
discussion on substantive legal issues can lead to a positive result; 
(4) That the initiative to propose a practical solution came from Prime Minister Burham 
himself, and was specified in the Map presented by Chancellor Wills to President Pérez on 
his recent trip to Caracas.- 

 
Attorney General Sahabudeen apologized for not being sufficiently prepared for the meeting and 
promised to accelerate the study of the case and its alternatives for a next meeting.- 
 
The Visit of President Pérez and his entourage 
 
During the presidential visit to Guyana, in October 1978, a meeting was held in which they 
participated; for Venezuela: President Carlos Andres Perez. Ministers of Foreign Affairs Simón 
Alberto Consalvi; Rear Admiral Luis R. Luces Morales and Dr. Isidro Morales Paúl, Guyana Prime 
Minister F .Burham, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Attorney General Sahabadeen and Dr. Jackson. 
 
At the meeting, both leaders exchanged opinions regarding the need and convenience of a 
settlement of the border problem between both countries, President Pérez pointed out the need for 
a fair and equitable solution based on political, legal and strategic considerations and what this 
represented for the Venezuelan people. 
 
Prime Minister Burham raised considerations regarding the territorial integrity of the Republic of 
Guyana and that any solution would not affect the possibilities of economic development of 
Guyana. There were considerations both in terms of bilateral relations between two countries, as 
well as the effect of said situation in relation to the other countries in the area. 
 
Prime Minister Burham requested that a map be presented so locate geographically. 
 
The Direction of Frontiers had prepared studies that consisted in nine (9) hypotheses based on the 
following: 
 

(1) Global conception between the land area and the sea area, both as for the Exclusive 
Economic Zone, as at the outer edge of the continental shelf. 
 

(2) Negotiation with Trinidad and Tobago. 
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The President of the Venezuelan Delegation responded in cordial but energetic terms, highlighting 
the following points: 
 

(1) That the mission of the Venezuelan Delegation was to examine, jointly in the Delegation 
Guyanese, the possibility of achieving a practical solution, which would put a definitive end 
to the claim territorial that Venezuela maintains over the area in claim; 
(2) That the Port of Spain Protocol had not been approved by the National Congress, and the 
Minutes of the Joint Commission did not reveal any element that could contribute to 
achieving the aforementioned solution; 
(3) That although we are not inflexible in matters of procedure, we do not consider that a 
discussion on substantive legal issues can lead to a positive result; 
(4) That the initiative to propose a practical solution came from Prime Minister Burham 
himself, and was specified in the Map presented by Chancellor Wills to President Pérez on 
his recent trip to Caracas.- 

 
Attorney General Sahabudeen apologized for not being sufficiently prepared for the meeting and 
promised to accelerate the study of the case and its alternatives for a next meeting.- 
 
The Visit of President Pérez and his entourage 
 
During the presidential visit to Guyana, in October 1978, a meeting was held in which they 
participated; for Venezuela: President Carlos Andres Perez. Ministers of Foreign Affairs Simón 
Alberto Consalvi; Rear Admiral Luis R. Luces Morales and Dr. Isidro Morales Paúl, Guyana Prime 
Minister F .Burham, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Attorney General Sahabadeen and Dr. Jackson. 
 
At the meeting, both leaders exchanged opinions regarding the need and convenience of a 
settlement of the border problem between both countries, President Pérez pointed out the need for 
a fair and equitable solution based on political, legal and strategic considerations and what this 
represented for the Venezuelan people. 
 
Prime Minister Burham raised considerations regarding the territorial integrity of the Republic of 
Guyana and that any solution would not affect the possibilities of economic development of 
Guyana. There were considerations both in terms of bilateral relations between two countries, as 
well as the effect of said situation in relation to the other countries in the area. 
 
Prime Minister Burham requested that a map be presented so locate geographically. 
 
The Direction of Frontiers had prepared studies that consisted in nine (9) hypotheses based on the 
following: 
 

(1) Global conception between the land area and the sea area, both as for the Exclusive 
Economic Zone, as at the outer edge of the continental shelf. 
 

(2) Negotiation with Trinidad and Tobago. 
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(1) Regarding the global conception between the Land area and the Sea area, it was necessary 
to form a criterion that would ensure Venezuela a substantial portion of Land Territory, as 
well as a projection in the sea area. 

(2) The consideration of the negotiations with Trinidad and Tobago, since this was the 
parameter that would allow a conception of what would correspond to a navigation channel 
wide enough for the exit to the Atlantic and particularly on a Continental Shelf. When 
Prime Minister Burham requested the presentation of the map, the Dr. Sahabudeen 
presented a map where what could be considered a modified Aberdeein line was marked. 
(Annex-Bravo) The Venezuelan Delegation highlighted the fact that it was necessary to 
carry out a global evaluation, both of the effects in the terrestrial sector, as well as its 
projection in the maritime areas of the Atlantic. 
 

Dr. Sahabudeen asked for the opinion on that line and at the insistence of Prime Minister 
Burham, it was suggested, preliminarily and with a simple working hypothesis, a modified 
Aberdeen line, identified in the Annex. "Charlie" The territorial area indicated in the first 
annexed layout is approximately fourteen thousand six hundred and fifty-seven square 
kilometers (14,657 km2) and the second is nineteen one thousand eight hundred and fifteen 
square kilometers (19,815 km) Prime Minister Burham asked what it represented in kilometers 
and even though said layout was very similar to that of one of the nine (9) hypotheses studied, 
the response was that it was necessary to upload it to the computer. He was answered only that 
according to what was processed, the territory in claim is approximately one hundred and forty 
thousand six hundred and sixty-one square kilometers (140,661, km2). The indicated area is 
exactly 140,661.9876 km2, according to the computer Direction of Frontiers. 
 
Once the line was drawn, Prime Minister Burham expressed that it would be very difficult for 
him to explain the new map of Guyana. Subsequently, proposals were made about the Sea and 
Venezuela's interest in ensuring a way out of the Atlantic. The Guyanese spokesperson pointed 
out that through a navigation treaty Venezuela could ensure this exit. Logically, there were 
many arguments presented to point out the need for this exit to be one of total Venezuelan 
sovereignty. 
 
Some opinions expressed by both Judges Dr. Sahabudeen requested that the intended line be 
marked on the map in the Sea area and the line indicated in the annex was drawn.—"Delta" It 
should be noted that when the global conception was studied between the land and sea area, it 
was determined that in front of Guyana on the line of two hundred miles (200m), is one hundred 
and eighteen miles (118m), the line drawn would give Venezuela in the aforementioned line a 
sector of thirty-nine point three miles (39.3m). With the possible solution with Trinidad and 
Tobago, this would ensure Venezuela an average channel of approximately eighty-five miles 
(85m) wide by three hundred and fifty-one mile (351m) (Continental Shelf). 
 
Evaluation.- 
 

(1) Although this exchange of impressions cannot be described as a negotiation itself, it is 
unquestionable that it reveals a real possibility of achieving a practical solution to the 
problem Guyana. 
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(2) A positive evolution can be seen in Guyana's position when moving from the small 
rectification of Punta Playa to the area covered by the Aberdeen line, even when rectified. 
(3) The line raised by Guyana (a) regarding its terrestrial effect would imply for Venezuela 
a territorial recovery of approximately 14,657 kilometers, (b) in its maritime effect, would 
allow Venezuela to rectify the current orientation of the land boundary line in its last 
section, to obtain a projection more appropriate in the Northeast direction. 
(4) The preliminary hypothesis raised by the Venezuelan Delegation, it would be even more 
favorable to the interests of our country. In effect, in terms of land area, it would imply a 
territorial recovery of approximately 19,815 square kilometers. In the maritime area the 
solution would allow a wide outlet towards the Atlantic that would respond to the country's 
strategic needs. 

 
Jointly evaluated the different solution hypotheses both in the Trinidad case, as in the Guyana 
case, it is convenient to highlight that the strategic exit to the Atlantic could be achieved 
eventually reach some 85 nautical miles in width, wide corridor that would allow reaching the 
outer limit of the Continental Shelf, which in the area can reach up to 350 nautical miles. 
 
Rafael Luces Morales      Dr. Isidro Morales Paúl 
(signed)         (signed) 

Caracas, 18th of September 1979. 
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Annex 109 

 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Account for the President of the Republic: Current Domestic 

Political Situation of Guyana, 31 July 1979 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras , 4 hojas.  

3 sep -1975. Box: E-24. 
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Republic of Venezuela 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

ACCOUNT FOR THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC 
Directorate _____________ 

POINT No.__________ 
Date: 

1) Subject
2) Relation
3) Documents attached
4) Solutions proposed to the
President
5) Result

SUBJECT: 

- 82 -

2.1. Guyana's domestic political landscape has become more complicated of late. It is a country 
governed along purely racial lines. There is the People’s National Congress, the all-black, 
left-leaning party in power; the People's Progressive Party, a Marxist-leaning opposition 
party with members of Indian origin, led by Dr Cheddi Jagan; The United Force party, 
consisting of a group of capitalists, whose leader is Peter D'Aguiar, while the centre-right 
Working People's Alliance (WPA), a political organisation that is gaining more followers 
every day, was formally established as a political party on the 25th day of this month. 

2.2. Burnham came to power in 1964 with the support of Western powers, who saw him as the 
only alternative to the communism represented by Jagan. 

During his first years in office, relations between Guyana and the socialist countries faded. 
It was not until the 1970s that a rapprochement towards these countries became apparent 
with the re-establishment of diplomatic relations with the USSR, the People's Republic of 
China, Cuba and other socialist countries. At present, Guyana's ties with these countries are 
deteriorating, as both the Soviet Union and Cuba have been pressing for the formation of a 
government of national unity that includes Dr Jagan and his people, and for Guyana's 
rapprochement with Brazil, especially because of the latter's financing of the construction of 
the road from the Brazilian border to the Atlantic, a fact interpreted by the socialists as an 
indirect link between Guyana and the United States. 

2.3. The Embassy in Georgetown has repeatedly reported on internal events in Guyana whose 
importance and significance require special study by this Ministry of Foreign Affairs, as they 
could well be a manoeuvre by Prime Minister Burnham to suppress the opposition, now 
made up not only of Indians but also of elements of African origin disappointed by the bad 
government he has been leading in recent years.
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Republic of Venezuela 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

ACCOUNT FOR THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC 
Directorate _____________ 

POINT No.__________ 
Date: 

1) Subject
2) Relation
3) Documents attached
4) Solutions proposed to the
President
5) Result

SUBJECT: 

- 82 -

2.1. Guyana's domestic political landscape has become more complicated of late. It is a country 
governed along purely racial lines. There is the People’s National Congress, the all-black, 
left-leaning party in power; the People's Progressive Party, a Marxist-leaning opposition 
party with members of Indian origin, led by Dr Cheddi Jagan; The United Force party, 
consisting of a group of capitalists, whose leader is Peter D'Aguiar, while the centre-right 
Working People's Alliance (WPA), a political organisation that is gaining more followers 
every day, was formally established as a political party on the 25th day of this month. 

2.2. Burnham came to power in 1964 with the support of Western powers, who saw him as the 
only alternative to the communism represented by Jagan. 

During his first years in office, relations between Guyana and the socialist countries faded. 
It was not until the 1970s that a rapprochement towards these countries became apparent 
with the re-establishment of diplomatic relations with the USSR, the People's Republic of 
China, Cuba and other socialist countries. At present, Guyana's ties with these countries are 
deteriorating, as both the Soviet Union and Cuba have been pressing for the formation of a 
government of national unity that includes Dr Jagan and his people, and for Guyana's 
rapprochement with Brazil, especially because of the latter's financing of the construction of 
the road from the Brazilian border to the Atlantic, a fact interpreted by the socialists as an 
indirect link between Guyana and the United States. 

2.3. The Embassy in Georgetown has repeatedly reported on internal events in Guyana whose 
importance and significance require special study by this Ministry of Foreign Affairs, as they 
could well be a manoeuvre by Prime Minister Burnham to suppress the opposition, now 
made up not only of Indians but also of elements of African origin disappointed by the bad 
government he has been leading in recent years.
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2.4. It could be part of a process aimed at achieving the political annihilation of Prime Minister 
Burnham, possibly with external inspiration or links, and motivated by popular discontent, 
his protracted exercise of power, coupled with a strict and very inflexible regime in terms of 
political and individual freedoms. In addition to this, there is the chaotic economic situation 
and the government's inability to solve the serious socioeconomic problems facing the 
country, as well as administrative corruption, worker-employer strikes, the drop in world 
demand for bauxite, increasing criminal violence, rising unemployment, shortages and 
scarcity of mass consumer products, and the government's failure to obtain foreign financing 
for large development projects, particularly the Upper Mazaruni hydroelectric dam. 

2.5. The following events have recently occurred in Guyana: 

i. A criminal spree has emerged, involving highly aggressive and criminal groups.
Comments suggest that members of the law enforcement agencies are not strangers to
these activities. Some extremist political groups are involved in these actions and may
become a serious factor for political destabilization.

ii. A batch of weapons seized in the Jonestown Commune and stored in the police armoury
were removed by persons wearing police uniforms who turned out to be impostors. The
weapons have not been recovered and rumour has it that they were sent to Grenada.

iii. On 10 June 1979, a fire in Georgetown destroyed the building housing the Ministry of
National Development and the offices of the General Secretariat of the ruling People's
National Congress party, as well as the main offices of the Guyana Sugar Corporation.
There were initially three different theories circulating as to the real causes of said fire:
1. A purely accidental origin, due to faulty electrical installations and the presence of

domestic gas cylinders on the site.
2. An arson attack that may have been orchestrated by the ruling party in order to

encourage solidarity and sympathy among the population in the face of the strong
opposition campaign by the (communist) People's Progressive Party and other
opposition forces.

3. The action was attributed to Mr Hamilton Green, the most powerful of Guyanese
Ministers, the head of the Ministry of National Development, who had been asked by
Prime Minister Burnham to resign and offered the position of Ambassador to Zambia.
According to rumours, Minister Green, an active terrorist of the past years, refused to
resign and had organised the attack to demonstrate his control over the party's Terrorist
Operational Command.

2.6. It is worth recalling that in December 1977, it was reported that Mr Hamilton Green was to 
replace Mr Burnham as Prime Minister, and that the US Embassy in Georgetown had been 
exerting political pressure on Mr Burnham to step down and be replaced by Mr Green, by 
then Minister of Health, Labour and Housing. 

At the time, reports were that the United States would deny economic aid to the Guyanese 
government to precipitate its downfall and was also supplying money to Green, who has 
always had an extremely anti-Venezuelan stance and is said to have personally burned 
several Amerindians with a flamethrower during the Rupununi events in 1966 and cruelly 
tortured those who survived. 

 
 

  

As for the Brazilian Embassy to Guyana, it also viewed Green's possible ascension to power 
with sympathy, viewing him, like their US counterparts, as more pragmatic and in their best 
interests. 
 

2.7. Subsequently, the Georgetown law enforcement authorities arrested 6 members of the centre-
right Working People's Alliance (WPA) party in connection with the incident and held them 
responsible for the event, but in the absence of evidence to prove their involvement, they 
were released. 

 
According to Guyanese public opinion, the Government made the arrests without any real 
evidence, in an attempt to present the country with someone responsible for the incident, 
which is blamed on the ruling party itself, and also to present this political group as a terrorist 
and anti-national organisation. The arrests sparked peaceful demonstrations against the 
illegal detention of the aforementioned persons. A gang of black outlaws broke out and 
brutally beat the demonstrators, resulting in the death of Jesuit priest Bernard Darke as a 
consequence of the blows and wounds he received. The terrorists are said to be members of 
the religious sect "The House of Israel", led by the so-called Rabbi Washington, a fugitive 
from US justice, who has received death threats from opposition groups and whose residence 
is heavily guarded by the Guyanese police. Although the events took place in the vicinity of 
Police Headquarters in Georgetown, the police did not intervene, suggesting that the current 
ruling party may be responsible for the actions provoked in order to create a climate 
conducive to declaring a state of emergency and destroying compromising documents, 
including some related to the Jonestown Commune. 
 

2.8. In recent days, unrest among trade unions has intensified to such an extent that in solidarity 
with the strike by the bauxite workers, who are demanding payment of the established 
minimum wage (G$ 14 per day, equivalent to Bs. 23.52), the Association of Employees of 
the University of Guyana, the Clerical and Commercial Workers' Union, the Guyana 
Agricultural and General Workers' Union, and the National Association of Agricultural, 
Commercial and Industrial Employees issued a communiqué on 25 July in support of their 
demands and declared a one-day strike. The opposition trade unions, for their part, are 
considering a call for a general strike, which, while demanding adequate wage adjustments, 
is ultimately aimed at political pressure, motivated by a competition of forces to take 
advantage of the current socio-economic situation, to weaken the government and possibly 
force it to resign, ultimately. 

 
Rumours are circulating that a Grenada-style coup d'état might not be ruled out once all 
peaceful means have been exhausted. 
 

2.9. The Prime Minister took part in a rally of his party on 25 July in an attempt to counter the 
opposition's offensive. About three thousand people attended, and he confirmed that he is in 
control of the situation and that his policy is aimed at overcoming the difficult economic 
situation. He stated that rumours that his failure to attend the meeting in Lusaka was due to 
the internal situation were false, and said that his decision was due to the preparation and 
holding of the Party National Congress (PNC) in August. However, the possibility that his 
decision was due to the seriousness of the internal situation cannot be ruled out. It is worth 
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As for the Brazilian Embassy to Guyana, it also viewed Green's possible ascension to power 
with sympathy, viewing him, like their US counterparts, as more pragmatic and in their best 
interests. 
 

2.7. Subsequently, the Georgetown law enforcement authorities arrested 6 members of the centre-
right Working People's Alliance (WPA) party in connection with the incident and held them 
responsible for the event, but in the absence of evidence to prove their involvement, they 
were released. 

 
According to Guyanese public opinion, the Government made the arrests without any real 
evidence, in an attempt to present the country with someone responsible for the incident, 
which is blamed on the ruling party itself, and also to present this political group as a terrorist 
and anti-national organisation. The arrests sparked peaceful demonstrations against the 
illegal detention of the aforementioned persons. A gang of black outlaws broke out and 
brutally beat the demonstrators, resulting in the death of Jesuit priest Bernard Darke as a 
consequence of the blows and wounds he received. The terrorists are said to be members of 
the religious sect "The House of Israel", led by the so-called Rabbi Washington, a fugitive 
from US justice, who has received death threats from opposition groups and whose residence 
is heavily guarded by the Guyanese police. Although the events took place in the vicinity of 
Police Headquarters in Georgetown, the police did not intervene, suggesting that the current 
ruling party may be responsible for the actions provoked in order to create a climate 
conducive to declaring a state of emergency and destroying compromising documents, 
including some related to the Jonestown Commune. 
 

2.8. In recent days, unrest among trade unions has intensified to such an extent that in solidarity 
with the strike by the bauxite workers, who are demanding payment of the established 
minimum wage (G$ 14 per day, equivalent to Bs. 23.52), the Association of Employees of 
the University of Guyana, the Clerical and Commercial Workers' Union, the Guyana 
Agricultural and General Workers' Union, and the National Association of Agricultural, 
Commercial and Industrial Employees issued a communiqué on 25 July in support of their 
demands and declared a one-day strike. The opposition trade unions, for their part, are 
considering a call for a general strike, which, while demanding adequate wage adjustments, 
is ultimately aimed at political pressure, motivated by a competition of forces to take 
advantage of the current socio-economic situation, to weaken the government and possibly 
force it to resign, ultimately. 

 
Rumours are circulating that a Grenada-style coup d'état might not be ruled out once all 
peaceful means have been exhausted. 
 

2.9. The Prime Minister took part in a rally of his party on 25 July in an attempt to counter the 
opposition's offensive. About three thousand people attended, and he confirmed that he is in 
control of the situation and that his policy is aimed at overcoming the difficult economic 
situation. He stated that rumours that his failure to attend the meeting in Lusaka was due to 
the internal situation were false, and said that his decision was due to the preparation and 
holding of the Party National Congress (PNC) in August. However, the possibility that his 
decision was due to the seriousness of the internal situation cannot be ruled out. It is worth 
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noting that in the opinion of the Venezuelan Ambassador in Georgetown, the opposition has 
organised an intelligently calculated strategy, and that there are serious fears that the 
Government will resort to violence if the situation worsens. 

 
2.10. It should also be noted that: a) in relation to the dispute between Venezuela and Guyana, 

Prime Minister Burnham showed great interest in reaching a settlement that included broad 
Venezuelan cooperation with Guyana, and included a "territorial arrangement satisfactory to 
both peoples" (personal letter addressed to President Carlos Andrés Pérez on November 3, 
1977). Following this communication, several meetings were held between negotiators from 
both countries, and when the then Guyanese Foreign Minister, Fred Wills, visited Venezuela, 
he even presented a map with the Guyanese proposal. These talks did not achieve concrete 
results, as other members of the Government expressed the intention, albeit discreetly, that 
Venezuela should abandon its territorial claim. Guyana is particularly interested in the Upper 
Mazaruni Hydroelectric Dam Project, located in the Reclamation Zone, for which it requires 
not only Venezuela's consent but extensive cooperation. 

 
It was learned very confidentially that Prime Minister Burnham asked the Surinamese Prime 
Minister to intercede so that Venezuela would drop the claim. The Surinamese Prime 
Minister totally rejected this suggestion. 
 
b) Prime Minister Burnham may not attend the Non-Aligned Summit Conference. Relations 
between Cuba and Guyana have cooled somewhat over the past 18 months, and Guyana has 
voiced concern over Cuba's strong support for Grenada's new Prime Minister. 
 

2.11. In view of the above, the Venezuelan Embassy to Guyana notes that it does not consider it 
appropriate at the present time for Venezuelan officials to undertake high-level visits to 
Guyana. 

 
The current events in Guyana could bring about radical changes in the existing internal 
political composition, and degenerate into a battleground of interests between the two world 
blocs. 
 
The Office believes that it is not out of the question to think that there may be some 
connection between the internal events in Guyana, the changes taking place in some 
Caribbean countries, and the rise of Cuba in the region, especially if we take into account 
the importance for that country of chairing the VI Summit Conference of Non-Aligned 
Countries in Havana in September. 
 
It is therefore respectfully suggested that the current staff of the Venezuelan Embassy in 
Georgetown be reinforced with an experienced intelligence officer to work closely with 
Ambassador Peinado Barrios. 

 
DECISION: 
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Report on the Work of Emilio Figueredo in his capacity as facilitator within the envisaged 
Good Offices Mechanism aimed at achieving a practical settlement of the dispute between 

Venezuela and Guyana, 1983 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 

Casa Amarilla. 
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REPORT ON THE WORK CARRIED OUT BY EMILIO FIGUEREDO IN HIS CAPACITY AS 
FACILITATOR WITHIN THE ENVISAGED GOOD OFFICES MECHANISM AIMED AT 
ACHIEVING A PRACTICAL SETTLEMENT OF THE DISPUTE BETWEEN VENEZUELA 
AND GUYANA. 

… 

I. BACKGROUND

… 

During this period, 1984-1985, the Foreign Ministers of Guyana and Venezuela agreed to 
establish a methodology for the application of the Good Offices mechanism. In this sense, they 
decided to establish contacts at three different levels of communication: first, at the level of the 
Secretary General of the United Nations (represented by Mr. Diego Cordovez); second, at the level 
of the Foreign Ministers of both governments; and third and finally, through informal talks. 

The informal process, which translated into several conversations with Shridath Ramphal, 
aimed to evaluate the possible scope of a hypothesis that could allow a practical solution and to 
determine the meaning that this term had for Guiana, as well as to verify its real willingness to 
negotiate. 

… 

… Mr. Alister McIntyre as a representative of the Secretary General to exercise the functions of 
good offices between the two countries, whose task will be to define, in the most flexible and 
informal manner possible, the hypotheses for a practical solution which he will then communicate 
to the Parties. 

THE WORK OF THE FACILITATORS UNDER THE GOOD OFFICES MECHANISM 

… 

Meetings of the facilitators: 

New York, August 13, 1990 
New York, October 29, 1990 
London, January 26, 1991 
New York, April 5, 1991. 

First meeting: 

... 

In this first meeting it was pointed out that it would be convenient to break down the problem 
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into three large areas of general interest: a coastal area, a central area or the Mazaruni zone, and 
an area where a binational park or ecological reserve style solution could be visualized. 

The Guyanese facilitator replied that he thought it would be interesting to approach the 
problem from the perspective of areas where it is possible to complement with cooperation 
formulas. 

It was also agreed to maintain the informal and very low-profile status so that this type of 
talks could be conducted in the best way possible, without binding implications for any of the 
parties or public statements that could trigger a negative campaign of manipulation of public 
opinion. 

… 

Second meeting: 

…It was also pointed out that the original proposition to study the possibility of establishing 
an ecological reserve zone could not be considered, since Guyana had recently designated a large 
area for this purpose (see note sent by the facilitator to Minister Figueredo on June 29, 1990 
expressing concern about this fact). 

An important point of his remarks was that he noted that the solution to be reached should 
not be entirely favourable to either party and, in this sense, he developed the idea of the possibility 
of a border adjustment in both countries or, better said, of returning to the situation that existed 
before the Award. In any case, neither the government of Venezuela nor that of Guiana would be 
willing to voluntarily give in to even a very small correction of the borders, and even if it were 
possible, the Constitutions of both countries prohibit it. 

The Guyanese facilitator said he was aware that the greatest contribution Guyana could make 
to resolving the dispute was in the maritime area. He agreed to a corridor to the Atlantic, possibly 
accompanied by a small coastal strip. 

The conclusion of this meeting is that there is a strong resistance on the part of Guyana to 
solutions that would significantly modify the cartographic aspect of the territory. In fact, it seems 
that Guyana is not willing to accept substantive modifications to its land border. The Guyanese are 
interested in Venezuela being clear that regardless of any negotiation on maritime or land territory, 
countries must maintain control over their natural resources. 

… 

Third meeting: 

… 

In this sense, the Guyanese facilitator stated that it was necessary to try to break with 
traditional schemes and look for novel formulas that would allow a solution to the impasse. He 
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then suggested that, as a sign of goodwill and progress in the process, Venezuela and Guyana should 
draw up a modus vivendi on fishing matters. 

… 

Fourth meeting: 

… 

In the meeting held with the Guyanese facilitator, Mr. Barton Scotland and in the presence of 
Alister McIntyre, the inconvenience of the Guyanese government carrying out unilateral acts, 
without the prior consent or knowledge of the Venezuelan government, affecting areas belonging 
to the Zone in Reclamation, was raised. Acts such as the decree of the Exclusive Economic Zone, 
especially when the maritime and submarine areas with Venezuela have not yet been delimited, 
and especially in view of the importance of the coastal zone for the negotiations tending to the 
solution or practical settlement of the controversy, as well as the granting of concessions for the 
exploration and exploitation of gold and oil, among other resources, or the decree granting an area 
of 900,000 acres (also within the official claim area) for an environmental protection project, as a 
result of a proposition by the Commonwealth. All these decrees and actions could be considered 
by the Venezuelan government as unfriendly acts and are decidedly detrimental to the cordial 
climate that has characterized the relations between both countries during this period. 

Current situation 

… 

At this meeting, it was agreed to reactivate the good offices mechanism and to resume contacts 
between the facilitators, as well as to request an interview between the Foreign Ministers and the 
Secretary General to reaffirm the will of the Parties to seek a practical settlement of the dispute, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Geneva Agreement. 

… 

III. LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE BOUNDARY DISPUTE WITH GUYANA

… 

From this study I conclude the following: 

1. The Geneva Agreement, in its Article IV, merely refers the matter to the Secretary General
for the purpose of indicating to the Parties the most appropriate method for the settlement
of their dispute; obviously, there must be the consent of the Parties to accept the mechanism
indicated by the Secretary General.

… 
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Identification and Cedulation as Venezuelans by Birth of Amerindians and Natives of 
Guyana Esequiba, 28 February 1984 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Identificación y 
cedulación como venezolanos a ciudadanos autóctonos de la Guayana Esequiba,  1984,  

Box: E-11. 
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Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documentation Unit 

File Number: _________26____________ 

Item: _________________ 

Geographic Descriptor: _____________Venezuela_______________ 

Subject Descriptor: Border Office. Border Directorate. Issuance of identification documents and 
identification cards as Venezuelans to native citizens of Guayana Esequiba. 

Year(s): 1994 
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Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documentation Unit 

File Number: _________26____________ 

Item: _________________ 

Geographic Descriptor: _____________Venezuela_______________ 

Subject Descriptor: Border Office. Border Directorate. Issuance of identification documents and 
identification cards as Venezuelans to native citizens of Guayana Esequiba. 

Year(s): 1994 
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...

Consequently, and in strict application of the National Constitution, all citizens born 
in Guayana Esequiba are Venezuelans by birth, just like their fellow citizens born in other parts 
of the territory of the Republic. It is precisely for this reason that President Leoni did not have 
this constitutional status recognized. With regard to the Rupununi rebellion, he stated as follows: 

“The Venezuelan government has not interfered in the slightest in these events but 
has considered it its duty to protect with Venezuelan nationality the persecuted who have sought 
refuge here, because they are natives of that vast portion of our territory that was stolen from 
us at the end of the last century by a venal award, tinged with the imperialist voracity that was then 
in vogue. To these Venezuelan refugees we offer not only moral support, but we promise them 
land, housing and tools, because they are hard-working people who do not want to be a burden on 
a country that has opened its fraternal arms to them”. (...) 

In this sense, the Amerindians and natives of Guayana Esequiba are automatically 
Venezuelan by birth, and it is an inescapable duty of the Venezuelan government to recognize 
their original Venezuelan nationality, without the need for any manifestation of will on their part 
to be recognized as such. Moreover, it would be inappropriate to require knowledge of 
Spanish and civic-patriotic skills, as opposed to what is required for naturalization, which are 
not - and cannot be - required of indigenous autochthonous communities, such as those of the 
Upper Orinoco, Amazonas, Perijá-Motilones, etc. Furthermore, it should be remembered that 
in Venezuela, in addition to the official language, 30 national languages are spoken; it should 
be pointed out that, for example, the Yanoama, Makiritares, Pemones, etc., are no less 
Venezuelan than their fellow citizens because they cannot express themselves in the official 
language or because they ignore some aspects of homeland history. 
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Figueredo Ramphal Confidential Talks, November 1984 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Conversaciones 

Figueredo Ramphal nov- 84, N. 53, año 1990. Box: E-10. 
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Figueredo Ramphal Confidential Talks, November 1984 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Conversaciones 

Figueredo Ramphal nov- 84, N. 53, año 1990. Box: E-10. 
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1990 
CONFIDENTIAL 
 

FIGUEREDO RAMPHALL TALKS, NOVEMBER 1984 
 
 
VENEZUELA GUYANA 
 
 
1° Considerations on the possibility that the 
Guyanese government has thought about 
accepting the Shahabuddeen line. 
 

1° There is no Shahabuddeen line. He refuted 
the possibility of Venezuela accepting the 
Cocalí line. 

2º Venezuela will not accept less than the line 
Shahabuddeen. 

2° The areas of Mattews Ridge, kaituma and 
Morawa must remain in Guyanese territory. 

3° Launches a hypothesis that considers 
obtaining sufficient territory to clear the 
mouth of the Orinoco river and widen the 
Atlantic exit. Seals the impossibility of 
accepting a point in western Cocalí (in the 
report it is pointed out that Guyana's proposal 
starts from another point but that the result is 
similar) 

3° Receptivity to the possibility of extending 
a strip starting from a point west of Shell 
Beach, a meridian to the outer edge of the 
territorial sea (12 miles) or, alternatively 24 
miles, and then a straight baseline from Punta 
Playa - Punta Galera in Trinidad-Tobago, or 
alternatively Ragged Point in Barbados. 

 

4° On an exploratory basis, he launches the 
thesis of the Capriles Line (Cuyuní-
Essequibo-Mazaruni) that would facilitate 
cooperation for the hydroelectric resources of 
the Mazaruni River. 

4° The government considers the Cuyuní-
Moruka line unacceptable.  It would be 
simpler for Venezuela to accept a coastal strip. 
The result should not imply land sacrifices for 
Guyana.  It is thinkable that a corridor to the 
Mazaruni might be possible, but has no 
instructions on the matter. 

5° The solution must be equitable and 
guarantee a wide access to the Atlantic sea and 
the outer edge of the continental margin 

5° It would be more feasible to rectify borders 
lengthwise than widthwise. 

6° President Lusinchi's public performance 
demonstrates strictness, consistency and a 
sense of his international obligations. 

6° There is concern about the lack of 
continuity in Venezuela's policies, the 
government of Guyana will include Brazil in 
its cooperation schemes as an additional 
guarantee of Venezuela's compliance. 

 

 
EFP/mo 
 

19 FEB 1990 
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Report prepared by Emilio Figueredo, 10 November 1984 
(Translation) 

 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, expediente 53, 
Venezuela, Punto de información confidencial de la Guayana Esequiba. Propuestas de Miguel A. 

Capriles. Opiniones de distintos sectores nacionales e internacionales sobre la zona en 
reclamación. Informe sobre la visita del Embajador Collins de Guyana, 1894, expediente 27. 

Box: E-11. 
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REPORT 

On 10 November 1984, at 10:00 a.m., I started informal talks with Mr Shridath Ramphal as 
instructed in order to determine “the scope of Guyana’s willingness to reach a practical and 
satisfactory settlement in connection with the territorial dispute between the two countries”.  

The talks took place in a cordial and open atmosphere, and even though no hypotheses on 
delimitation were agreed upon, it was possible to define the fundamental parameters of the 
maritime issue for a possible settlement, in accordance with the instructions received. It was 
emphasised that the "hypothesis to be considered should include a coastal area that would clear 
the mouths of the Orinoco for Venezuela and extend its outlet to the Atlantic".  

After an exchange in general terms about the highlights of the ongoing negotiation process and 
further clarified the conclusions of our last meeting in New York, and then Mr Ramphal 
suggested considering the matter based on cartographic representations. 

We held honest and wide-ranging conversations in connection with the documents produced by 
both parties. In the light of this first substantive exchange, we decided we would later set the 
ground rules for our meetings. 

CONSIDERATIONS BY MR SHRIDATH RAMPHAL: 

1) He stated that, according to consultations carried out by him in Georgetown, the so-
called Shahabuddeen formula did not exist and that it probably resulted from
misappreciation by the Venezuelan delegation of the submission of maps with
historical connotations which, in no way, should have been interpreted as an official
or unofficial Guyanese proposal. He insisted that the Venezuelan delegation, for its
part, had presented a formula that included the site known as Cocali Point as the point
of arrival at the sea. Finally, he recalled President Burnham's negative reaction to the
proposal made by Admiral Luces for a Cuyuní-Moruka line.

2) Mr Ramphal pointed out that the simplest solution would have been to limit the
solution to a mere coastal strip. He underlined that the condition of coupling the
maritime solution with the land solution causes strong resistance in Guyanese public
opinion. He insisted on the fact that a symbolic result should not represent for Guyana
a major sacrifice of its territory and that, in his opinion, it was indispensable to separate
the two main aspects of the settlement, i.e., an equitable solution for the maritime zone
and a practical solution for the land area.

3) With regard to the maritime area, Mr Ramphal presented a concrete proposal: starting
from a point west of Shell Beach, a meridian to the outer edge of the territorial sea (12
miles) or alternatively to 24 miles and then a constant course line which would be the
bisector of an angle formed by a straight base line drawn from Playa Point to the
midline of the Essequibo and, on the other hand, a straight line from Playa Point to
Galera Point (Trinidad) or alternatively Ragged Point (Barbados).
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REPORT 

On 10 November 1984, at 10:00 a.m., I started informal talks with Mr Shridath Ramphal as 
instructed in order to determine “the scope of Guyana’s willingness to reach a practical and 
satisfactory settlement in connection with the territorial dispute between the two countries”.  

The talks took place in a cordial and open atmosphere, and even though no hypotheses on 
delimitation were agreed upon, it was possible to define the fundamental parameters of the 
maritime issue for a possible settlement, in accordance with the instructions received. It was 
emphasised that the "hypothesis to be considered should include a coastal area that would clear 
the mouths of the Orinoco for Venezuela and extend its outlet to the Atlantic".  

After an exchange in general terms about the highlights of the ongoing negotiation process and 
further clarified the conclusions of our last meeting in New York, and then Mr Ramphal 
suggested considering the matter based on cartographic representations. 

We held honest and wide-ranging conversations in connection with the documents produced by 
both parties. In the light of this first substantive exchange, we decided we would later set the 
ground rules for our meetings. 

CONSIDERATIONS BY MR SHRIDATH RAMPHAL: 

1) He stated that, according to consultations carried out by him in Georgetown, the so-
called Shahabuddeen formula did not exist and that it probably resulted from
misappreciation by the Venezuelan delegation of the submission of maps with
historical connotations which, in no way, should have been interpreted as an official
or unofficial Guyanese proposal. He insisted that the Venezuelan delegation, for its
part, had presented a formula that included the site known as Cocali Point as the point
of arrival at the sea. Finally, he recalled President Burnham's negative reaction to the
proposal made by Admiral Luces for a Cuyuní-Moruka line.

2) Mr Ramphal pointed out that the simplest solution would have been to limit the
solution to a mere coastal strip. He underlined that the condition of coupling the
maritime solution with the land solution causes strong resistance in Guyanese public
opinion. He insisted on the fact that a symbolic result should not represent for Guyana
a major sacrifice of its territory and that, in his opinion, it was indispensable to separate
the two main aspects of the settlement, i.e., an equitable solution for the maritime zone
and a practical solution for the land area.

3) With regard to the maritime area, Mr Ramphal presented a concrete proposal: starting
from a point west of Shell Beach, a meridian to the outer edge of the territorial sea (12
miles) or alternatively to 24 miles and then a constant course line which would be the
bisector of an angle formed by a straight base line drawn from Playa Point to the
midline of the Essequibo and, on the other hand, a straight line from Playa Point to
Galera Point (Trinidad) or alternatively Ragged Point (Barbados).
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In this respect, the following remarks are in order: 

- Mr. Ramphal proposed a starting point different from our minimum point (Cocali 
Point). However, the maritime projection of this point is not made according to the 
equidistance method, but by applying a combination of methods that allow us to 
achieve in practice a result similar to the one we are aiming for.  

- This approach showed the Guyanese Government's apparent receptivity to the 
Venezuelan view that any solution must ensure an uninterrupted outlet to the 
Atlantic and to the outer edge of the continental margin.  

- Incidentally, Mr Ramphal noted that a definitive settlement of the delimitations 
between Venezuela and Guyana and between Venezuela and Trinidad and Tobago 
could lead to novel formulas for trilateral cooperation for the exploitation and use 
of resources in the area.  

In conclusion, in my view, this aspect of the talks can be regarded as positive. Although 
we have not yet defined what could be analysed as a definitive solution, we can 
nevertheless consider the formulas discussed as a feasible approach to an equitable 
settlement.  

4) As far as the land border is concerned, the approach Mr. Ramphal has adopted can be 
summarised as follows:  

- no concrete definition of a limit at all.  

- identification of critical points for the feasibility of an agreement on the land border.  

Mr Ramphal stated that a linear projection southwards into the hinterland, from any 
point on the coast taken as a reference, comes up against an obstacle: the Mathews 
Ridge area, which is considered vital to Guyana because of its importance as a 
manganese deposit. It is the provincial capital and where Burnham has a residence. In 
addition, there is a rail and river interconnecting infrastructure that allows the outflow 
of ore, as well as existing timber resources in the area, to the outside world (Mathews 
Ridge-Port Kaituma-Morawhana-Mora Passage). The Government of Guyana 
considers that these areas should remain within Guyanese territory.  

5) Apart from these substantive considerations, Mr Ramphal also raised issues related to 
Guyana's concerns about the possible lack of continuity and consistency in the 
Venezuelan government's policy:  

- in particular, he voiced concern about rumours circulating about a possible change 
in the composition of the Cabinet which could have direct consequences on the 
continuation of these talks.  

- he also shared his concern about the continuity of the agreement that could be 
reached, prior to its [illegible], for example: if one Party rejects the proposed 

 
 

  

solution, the other Party would not be bound by a formula contrary to its general 
understanding of the scope of the Geneva Agreement.  

- Finally, he expressed concern about the durability of the global agreement, once it 
has been entered into, in terms of boundaries and economic commitments. He 
stressed that we in Venezuela need to understand that Guyana views us with 
apprehension, as we are seen as a potential danger to its territorial integrity and its 
social and economic development. Because of the above considerations, he has on 
several occasions expressed the desirability of Brazil's presence in economic 
cooperation programmes, as this would provide additional guarantees that 
Venezuela's commitments would be effectively fulfilled. 

REPLY TO MR RAMPHAL’S CONSIDERATIONS:  

First of all, with regard to Mr Ramphal's remarks on the "Shahabuddeen Line", I told him that I 
regretted having different information from the one he had given me, since it was the general 
conviction of the members of the Venezuelan delegation at that meeting that an illustrative map of 
this line had indeed been presented as a possible basis for discussion. I even explained to him that 
a cartographic analysis carried out on the basis of the maritime incidence of the Shahabuddeen 
point produced, on the basis of the application of the equidistance method, a division in half of the 
maritime area generated by the Essequibo coast, which demonstrates the non-accidental nature of 
the proposed line. 

Secondly, while I listened with attention and interest to the proposals on maritime delimitation, I 
insisted that I could not consider any alternative starting from a point on the coast west of Cocali 
Point (the minimum point identified at the Georgetown meeting). 

Thirdly, I reiterated that any solution should have historical and geopolitical connotations that 
could guarantee its acceptance by public opinion, and that, in my view, a viable solution could in 
no case mean less for Venezuela than the "Shahabuddeen Line". 

Regarding maritime delimitation, I expressed my interest and said I would report in detail on the 
terms of their proposal for analysis, and recalled that the result of the delimitation should be 
equitable and guarantee Venezuela a broad outlet to the Atlantic and to the outer edge of its 
continental margin. 

With regard to the land delimitation, I reserved my position on the Mathews Ridge-Morawhana 
critical points, since it was outside the scope of my instructions. However, I did present the so-
called "Capriles Line" (Cuyuní-Esequibo-Mazaruni) on an exploratory basis, indicating that it 
reflected not the position of the Venezuelan Government, but that of a private individual with 
influence over a broad sector of national public opinion. This presentation was intended to open 
another territorial front to try to lay the groundwork for a viable scenario that would accommodate, 
in part, some of Guyana's interests in the Mathews Ridge area, without affecting Venezuela's 
legitimate interests in achieving a solution with effective content. This formula would also make 
Venezuela a co-riparian of the Mazaruni River, which could facilitate fruitful cooperation in the 
utilisation of the hydroelectric resources of the Mazaruni River. 
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As for Mr Ramphal's concerns about the continuity and consistency of Venezuelan foreign policy, 
I told him that the public position taken by President Lusinchi's Government had demonstrated, in 
all its manifestations, rigour, consistency and a sense of its international obligations. 

MR RAMPHAL’S REACTIONS: 

Mr Ramphal reacted non-negatively to the proposal to include in the analysis of the formulation 
of a viable scenario the Mazaruni area as an additional element to those already presented during 
the government of President Perez. He pointed out the possibility of contemplating a corridor up 
to the Mazaruni River to allow the joint exploitation of these resources (this point, however, being 
left ad referendum, as he did not seem to have specific instructions on this aspect of the zone in 
reclamation). 

It is important to note his point that the border corrections, for the purposes of Guyanese public 
opinion, could not be entirely in Venezuela's favour and that therefore, along the line, corrections 
on our side would have to be considered, albeit symbolically. 

I pointed out to him that, in my view, acceptance of such a compensation scheme would be highly 
unlikely, if not impossible. 

Finally, he said that a rectification along the border might be more feasible than a solution along 
the width of the border. He did not, however, specify what the extensions would be in either case. 

ORGANISATION OF WORK: 

At the conclusion of these discussions, Ramphal told me that he would report personally to 
President Burnham on this matter and that he would do so on the occasion of a CARICOM meeting 
to be held in Barbados on 14-15 December. He added that he would be in New York from 16-18 
December. We agreed to meet in New York on that date to exchange preliminary impressions and 
to set the date and place of the next substantive meeting. 

It is worth noting that Ramphal suggested the involvement of technicians if these talks are to 
develop positively. 

Finally, he informed me that Burnham was continuing his treatment in Cuba and that his 
diabetes was under control. He also noted that Guyana's new Ambassador to Caracas would be 
less involved in the substantive political aspects than Collins. 

In conclusion, I believe that the outcome of this first round of negotiations is not entirely 
negative, even though the openness has been less than what was reported in Georgetown. In 
my opinion, this first meeting was exploratory, and therefore the fact that we have secured 
a favourable approach to the maritime issue is, in itself, positive. We must also take into account 
the possibility of opening up the Mazaruni Front as something that deserves further 
consideration on our part. The most sensitive issue is the Mathews Ridge-Morawhana link. The 
nature of this first meeting 

 
 

  

requires us to approach the matter with the greatest possible interest and to prepare for sustained 
negotiations on both the external and internal fronts. In this regard, I consider the establishment of 
a permanent informal working team to be indispensable if success in both directions is to be 
achieved. 

E. F. P.  
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Annex 114 
 

Conversation with S. Ramphal , 10 November 1984 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, expediente 53, 

Venezuela, Punto de información confidencial de la Guayana Esequiba. Propuestas de Miguel A. 
Capriles. Opiniones de distintos sectores nacionales e internacionales sobre la zona en 

reclamación. Informe sobre la visita del Embajador Collins de Guyana, 1894, expediente 27. 
Box: E-11. 
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Conversation with S. Ramphal , 10 November 1984 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, expediente 53, 

Venezuela, Punto de información confidencial de la Guayana Esequiba. Propuestas de Miguel A. 
Capriles. Opiniones de distintos sectores nacionales e internacionales sobre la zona en 

reclamación. Informe sobre la visita del Embajador Collins de Guyana, 1894, expediente 27. 
Box: E-11. 
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SUBJECT: CONVERSATION WITH  S. RAMPHAL 

On 5 July, Dr Reinaldo Figueredo held a conversation with S. Ramphal at the Hotel du Rhône in 
Geneva, in order to exchange views on Ramphal's meeting with Minister of Foreign Affairs Isidro 
Morales Paul in New York in mid-June.  

In that conversation, Ramphal said that the meeting with the Minister of Foreign Affairs had been 
very cordial. That they had not discussed the [illegible] of the territorial [illegible]. However, he 
felt that there was a degree of agreement on how to deal with the issue. 

In a specific remark, he noted that he considered it easier to agree on the issue of the outlet to the 
Atlantic than on the territorial [illegible] itself. 

He recalled that Guyana's orthodox thesis is that, with Venezuela, they are not discussing a 
territorial claim, but rather Venezuela's stand on an allegedly unjust arbitral award. This point was 
made in an emphatic manner and he insisted that the Venezuelan side should be as discreet as 
possible throughout this consultation process, which otherwise should not extend any further than 
necessary. He also noted that in the event that territorial formulas were explored that would lead 
to agreement between the parties, they should be put forward by a third party, i.e., the UN 
Secretary-General, as an approach of his that might suit both parties. 

He was pleased to alternate discussions with the Minister of Foreign Affairs, with Ambassador 
Emilio Figueredo, whenever there was a need for technical clarification and to hold additional 
consultations between the regular meetings with both of them.  

He also noted that there was concern on Guyana's side on the territorial issue and that he wished 
that [illegible] public knowledge. It was necessary to secure the support of the Venezuelan political 
parties and the Armed Forces for formulas that could [illegible]. 

A sensitive aspect of the problem, as Burham himself perceives it, is that linked to the economic 
cooperation resulting from the settlement that might be reached. This factor, singled out as an 
integral part of the settlement, is uncomfortable for Guyana. If on the one hand this aspect could 
be attractive and could be dealt with in the framework of consultations, it should not be singled 
out as a compensatory factor in a territorial cession arrangement. 

Ramphal called for due consideration to be given to the sensitivities that exist in Guyana on this 
issue.  

He reported that he would meet with Burham in Nassau on 17 July and report to him on his 
consultations with Minister of Foreign Affairs Morales Paul in New York. He will request 
instructions to continue the consultations, which he believes should be resumed in August in New 
York.  

When informed that Ambassador Emilio Figueredo would be in Europe in the second half of July, 
he expressed his desire to meet with him in London, saying that on that occasion he would be able 
to communicate, through him, to Minister of Foreign Affairs Morales Paul some of the views he 
had exchanged with the Guyanese authorities.    E.F.P.  
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Annex 115 
 

Interests and Positions of Venezuela and Guyana, 1989 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Intereses y 

posiciones de Venezuela y Guyana. Informe y cronología de la situación actual con Guyana. 
Información publicada en prensa venezolana entorno a las negociaciones por el Esequibo, 1989, 

Box: E-11. 
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Transla�on 

Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documenta�on Unit 

File Number: _________41____________ 

Item: _________________ 

Geographic Descriptor: ______________Venezuela_______________ 

Subject Descriptor: Interests and Projects of Venezuela and Guyana. Report and chronology of 
the current situa�on with Guyana. Informa�on published in the Venezuelan press regarding the 
nego�a�ons for the Essequibo terrregionitory. 

Year(s): 1989 
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Transla�on 

Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documenta�on Unit 

File Number: _________41____________ 

Item: _________________ 

Geographic Descriptor: ______________Venezuela_______________ 

Subject Descriptor: Interests and Projects of Venezuela and Guyana. Report and chronology of 
the current situa�on with Guyana. Informa�on published in the Venezuelan press regarding the 
nego�a�ons for the Essequibo terrregionitory. 

Year(s): 1989 
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INTERESTS AND POSITION OF VENEZUELA 
 
1. Practical settlement of the dispute. An honorable solution. Although it all began with the 
denunciation of the 1899 award, which was declared null and void, today the emphasis is on the 
political rather than the judicial aspect and on the search for diplomatic rather than judicial 
solutions. 
 
2. Historical Claim 
 
3. Freeing the Orinoco estuaries  
 
4. Protection of the Ethnic Groups (Amerindians) 
 
5. Achieve the unity of the Cuyuní Basin 
 
6. Extend the exit to the Atlantic 
 
… 
 
10. The reasonable cession of territory to Venezuela must complement the extension of the 
maritime border. Impossible to accept the point west of Cocalí. Shahabudeen Line. 
 
INTEREST AND POSITION OF GUYANA 
 
… 
 
2.By signing the Geneva Agreement of 1966, Guyana accepts the existence of a dispute and its 
resolution through a practical agreement. 
… 
 
8. Officially, Guyana will not accept any revision of the borders or any measure that would mean 
sacrificing territory. Unofficially, however, the alternative has been presented that Venezuela could 
have access to the Mazzaruni in exchange for joint development. 
 
… 
 
11. A specific proposal: We offer the zone from the west point of Shell Beach, a meridian to the 
outer edge of the Territorial Sea (12 miles) or alternatively 24 miles and then a bisector of the angle 
formed by a straight baseline from Beach Point to the midline of the Essequibo and on the other 
hand a straight line from Beach Point to Galera Point (in Trinidad & Tobago) or alternatively 
Ragged Point in Barbados. 
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Interest and Position of Guyana 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, expediente 52, 

Venezuela, Documentos contenidos en la carpeta sobre Guyana, entregada al Ministro de 
Relaciones Exteriores. Observaciones sobre los temas durante entrevista entre los Cancilleres de 

Venezuela y Guyana, año 1990. 
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Interest and Position of Guyana 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, expediente 52, 

Venezuela, Documentos contenidos en la carpeta sobre Guyana, entregada al Ministro de 
Relaciones Exteriores. Observaciones sobre los temas durante entrevista entre los Cancilleres de 

Venezuela y Guyana, año 1990. 
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FILE Nº 52 

EXTRACT 

COUNTRY 

MATTER 
DOCUMENTS CONTAINED IN THE FOLDER ON GUYANA HANDED 

TO THE MINISTER OF FOREING AFFAIRS. 

NOTES ON THE MATTERS ADDRESSED AT THE INTERVIEW 

BETWEEN THE MINISTERS OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF VENEZUELA 

AND GUYANA 

YEAR: 1990 
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[…] 

7. Unofficially, they believe that they would agree on the extension of Venezuela's access to the 
Atlantic.

8. Officially, they will not agree on any border rectification or any measure that would result in 
sacrificing territory. However, unofficially the alternative of Venezuela having access to the 
Mazaruni in exchange for conducting joint developments has been presented.
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Letter from Kenneth Fredericks on behalf of the Civil Association United Arawak Group to 
Archbishop of Venezuela, 19 April 1990 

(Partial Translation) 
 

Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, Unidad 
Especial de Guyana, sección: Migraciones, Cedulación de los refugiados de la Rebelión del 

Rupununi, número de expediente 5, año 1968. 
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Annex 117

Page 2 

Republic of Venezuela 
Ministry of education 
Indigenous matters 
Regional Office 
State of Bolívar 

Ciudad Bolívar, 26 April 1993 

I have the pleasure to address you on this opportunity and to introduce the indigenous citizen: 

KENNETH FREDERIKS, holder of the C.I.N° 4.982.216, who is an Arawaca indigenous 

commissioner, kilometer 72 of the road to Santa Elena de Uairén, jurisdiction of this Autonomous 

Municipality of Sifontes, who has raised the problem that some members of said Community, who 

are Venezuelans by birth,  have not been able to obtain their identity cards because they are not 

registered as presented, according to the records issued by the Citizen Registrar of the Bolívar 

State. 

I am very grateful for your valuable cooperation on this matter and I reiterate my consideration 

and respect. 

Having no further issues to refer to, I remain yours faithfully. 

Yours faithfully.

_______________________

SOC RAMON QUIJADA

JEFFE DE LA O.R.A.I.-Bolívar
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Page 3 

Republic of Venezuela 
Municipality of Sifontes 
Tumeremo – State of Bolívar 

Tumeremo, 13 April 1993 

I am writing to inform you that the indigenous citizen KENNETH FREDERKS, holder of personal 

identity card No. 4,982,216, who is the representative of the Arawaca indigenous community, 

kilometer 72 of the road to Santa Elena de Uairén, jurisdiction of this Autonomous Municipality 

of Sifontes, presented himself before this office, raising the problem that some members of that 

community,  who are Venezuelans by birth, have not been able to obtain their identity cards because 

they are not registered as presented, according to the records of the Principal Citizenship Registrar 

of the State of Bolívar.  

Since these persons need to obtain this document, which is essential for their studies and other 

activities in civilian life, I shall be grateful for your good offices in this case with a view to a 

favourable outcome to this situation. I will ensure reciprocity in analogous cases.  

Yours faithfully.

_______________________ 

OMELIO CABEZA CARDOZO

 MAYOR OF SIFONTES' MUNICIPALITY
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Report of Cooperation with Guyana, 14 November 1990 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Cooperación 

Venezuela-Guyana III de la comisión mixta venezolano-guyanesa celebrada en Caracas, 1990, 
Box: E-10. 
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BOLIVARIAN GOVERNMENT   
OF VENEZUELA   PEOPLE’S MINISTRY FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
BORDER OFFICE 
DOCUMENTATION AREA 

FILE NUMBER:  48 

ITEM: 

GEOGRAPHIC DESCRIPTOR: 

THEMATIC DESCRIPTOR: 

VENEZUELA 

VENEZUELA-GUYANA COOPERATION. 
III MEETING OF THE VENEZUELAN-GUYANESE MIXED COMMISSION HELD IN CARACAS 

YEAR(S): 1990 

COOPERATION WITH GUIANA 

1) CONSTRUCTION OF THE MULTIPLE GYMNASIUM AND MEDICAL SCHOOL IN
GEORGETOWN

In April 1990, the President of the Republic awarded the construction of the works to Empresa 
Edificaciones, C:A. by delegated administration. 

Empresa Edificaciones, C:A. began work in Georgetown, encountering difficulties due to 
environmental conditions, the lack of construction materials in the local market and difficulties in 
importing materials and equipment. It is expected to be completed by July 1991. 

2) ELECTRICAL INTERCONNECTION

In May, the potential for exporting electrical energy to Guyana for 1994 (50 MW) was calculated 
and a reconnaissance flight was made over the possible area where the transmission line could pass. 

Guyana has expressed the need to expand its sub-transmission and distribution network, as well as 
to include in the financing project the necessary sub-transmission networks to carry energy from 
the receiving substation to the Georgetown and Linden substation. At the same time, the 
Guyanese government is negotiating with the U.S. company Leucadia for the sale of the 
Guyanese electric company. 

The President of the IDB has indicated the Bank's interest in participating in the financing of this 
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binational cooperation project, although some financial aspects, the significance of Leucadia' 
participation and the ecological impact of the project, among others, remain to be determined The 
IDB will send an analysis mission to both countries, once the study of the feasibility report presented 
is completed. 

7) ENVIRONMENT

Recently, Mr. Walter Chin, Director of the Guyanese Agency for Education in Medical 
Sciences, Environment and Food Policy, visited Venezuela to establish a Cooperation Program in 
environmental matters, which will begin soon.  

Annex 119 

Request for a Gold Concession in Guayana Esequiba (Tassawini Area, Barama River Basin), 
20 September 1991 

(Translation) 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Punto de cuenta al 
Presidente sobre solicitud de concesión aurífera en la Guayana Esequiba ante la comisión de 
minas de Guyana por la compañía “King David Enterprises Guyana Ltd”, 1991, Box: E-10. 
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Annex 119 

Request for a Gold Concession in Guayana Esequiba (Tassawini Area, Barama River Basin), 
20 September 1991 

(Translation) 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Punto de cuenta al 
Presidente sobre solicitud de concesión aurífera en la Guayana Esequiba ante la comisión de 
minas de Guyana por la compañía “King David Enterprises Guyana Ltd”, 1991, Box: E-10. 
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 BOLIVARIAN GOVERNMENT   
OF VENEZUELA    PEOPLE’S MINISTRY FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
BORDER OFFICE 
DOCUMENTATION AREA 

 

FILE NUMBER:     57 

ITEM: 

GEOGRAPHIC DESCRIPTOR:  VENEZUELA 

THEMATIC DESCRIPTOR:   ITEM OF THE PRESIDENTIAL AGENDA ON THE 
APPLICATION TO THE GUYANA LAND COMMISSION BY THE COMPANY "KING DAVID 
ENTERPRISES GUYANA, LTD" FOR A GOLD CONCESSION IN THE GUAYANA ESEQUIBO  

YEAR(S): 1991 
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Republic of Venezuela 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

ITEM OF THE AGENDA FOR THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC 

SUBJECT: 

Application for a gold concession in Guayana Esequiba (Tassawini area, Barama River basin) 

2. At the end of 1990, the Venezuelan Embassy in Guyana provided information
regarding the company King David Enterprises Guyana LTD. having filed an application with the 
Geology and Mines Commission of Guiana to obtain a concession to exploit gold deposits in the 
Barama River basin in the northwestern part of the Essequibo Territory. 

This fact is neither isolated nor new. For several years, similar information has been 
received regarding the granting of concessions to Guyanese or foreign companies for the 
exploration and exploitation of the resources in the Reclamation Area. 

a) From a legal point of view, the position of the Government of Venezuela has been 
to consider that such events do not raise a legal problem that could negatively affect the solution 
of the Claim. 

In effect, in all these cases, Venezuela's rights are protected by the terms of Article 5, 
paragraph 2 of the Geneva Agreement of February 17, 1966, setting forth; 

"2. No act or activity carried out while this Agreement is in force 
will constitute a basis for asserting, supporting or denying a claim of 
territorial sovereignty in the Territories of Venezuela or British Guiana, 
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nor for creating rights of sovereignty in said Territories, except when 
such acts or activities are the result of an agreement reached by the 
Mixed Commission and accepted in writing by the Government 
of Venezuela and the Government of Guyana [..] " 

For this reason, and in the interest of good relations between the two countries, the 
sending of formal protests to the Government of Guyana was avoided. In general, the 
Venezuelan government has limited itself to directly or indirectly invoking the provisions of 
Article 5 of the Geneva Agreement. 

On the other hand, ways have been sought to ensure that the companies that receive 
these concessions are duly informed of the risks they run as a result of the location of these 
concessions in the Reclamation Zone, and of the fact that the Venezuelan government is not 
obliged to recognize the rights that derive from such concessions. 

b) From a political point of view, however, it is striking that the Government of 
Guyana continues to act as if it wants to completely ignore the existence of the controversy 
and not take into account the reaction of displeasure that those initiatives carried out in the 
Essequibo territory could provoke in Venezuela. 

What is even more worrying is the fact that these events are taking place at a time 
when relations between the two countries have improved significantly and the good offices 
process, with the intervention of the Secretary General of the United Nations and his Personal 
Representative, Mr. Alister McIntyre, is in full swing. 

Many questions can be asked, including the following: 

1. Are these initiatives of the Government of Guyana compatible with the attitude it 
has adopted towards Venezuela, both bilaterally and within the framework of the Good Offices 
Mechanism? 

2. To what extent do these initiatives reflect the true intentions of the Government of 
Guyana? Do they not show that this government has no intention of negotiating a substantial 
territorial settlement? Or is this a tactic to give more weight to any concessions that the 
Guianese government would make in these negotiations? 

3. If a systematic and profitable exploitation of hitherto unexploited resources begins, 
regardless of the previous intentions of the Guyanese government, will a solution involving 
the renouncement by this government to exercise its sovereignty over these resources not 
become more difficult? 
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4. If this type of activities becomes systematic, does it not undermine the possibilities 
of cooperation between Venezuelan and Guyanese companies for the joint exploitation of the 
resources, of part or all of the Reclamation Zone, as a possible element of a joint "package" 
arrangement?  

Whatever the answers given to these questions, the fact cannot be ignored that these 
exploration or exploitation activities in Guayana Esequiba add new elements of complexity 
and difficulty to an already complicated process.  

It seems very important that the moderate attitude assumed by Venezuela so as not to 
tarnish the process of resolving the controversy and the climate of improvement of relations 
between both countries, is not interpreted as a lack of interest in a practical and satisfactory 
settlement of the Claim. 

3. Copy of the map attached to the application submitted by the company “King David 
Enterprises Guiana, LTD.” to the Geology and Mines Commission of Guyana. 

4. Approval of the execution of the relevant procedures is recommended, at various 
levels, to: 

• reiterate Venezuela's position regarding the validity of Article 5, paragraph 2 of 
the Geneva Agreement.

• invite the Government of Guyana to act in the spirit of good offices that has been 
initiated within the framework of the Geneva Agreement and so as not to hinder the 
proper development of said procedure

• ensure, through the means deemed appropriate, that foreign companies are duly 
informed of the risks they run when undertaking exploration and exploitation activities 
in the Reclamation Area.

• take the necessary steps to have accurate, systematic and detailed information on 
all similar cases of concessions granted or to be granted.
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        REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
 
No.          387  

MEMORANDUM 
 
FROM:  THE MINISTER’S CABINET 
TO:  THE GENERAL SECTORIAL DIVISION OF BORDERS 
SUBJECT: ITEM OF THE PRESIDENT’S AGENDA 
AGENDA: 003/91  (25-03-91) 
DATE:  APRIL 1, 1991  
 
For the purpose of monitoring, and to be communicated to the Secretariat of the Presidency, it is 
deemed pertinent to report on Thursdays of each week on the efforts being made to comply with the 
instructions of the President. 
 
Item of information: “Parima 91” Campaign Plan 
DECISION:  Seen 
REMARKS:  For your information., DOSPI was also informed  
 
PC-018 
Application for a gold concession in Guayana Esequiba (Tassawini area, Barama River basin) and oil 
exploitation 
DECISION: Prepare the note under the agreed conditions and bring it to me for consideration. 

 Ministers: “Prepare a note to be sent with Emilio on a special mission. 
REMARKS: For its handling. DGSPI informed. 
 
(Signed)  R.O.Y 
Enclosures: The above indicated points have been copied. 
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           REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN RELATIONS 

No.      3207  
MEMORANDUM 

 
FROM:  THE MINISTER’S CABINET 
TO:  THE GENERAL SECTORIAL DIVISION OF BORDERS 
SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP OF ITEM OF THE AGENDA WITH THE PRESIDENT  
 
We kindly request that the Directorate inform this Cabinet of the follow-up to the instructions of the 
President of the Republic in relation to Agenda Item No. 018 “Application for a Gold Concession in 
Guayana Esequiba (Tassawini Zone, Guarama River Basin) and Oil Extraction,” presented to the 
President on March 25, 1991, as Item No. 003/91, and whose decision was, “Prepare the Note under 
the agreed conditions and present it to me for consideration,” to which the Minister added: “Prepare a 
Note to be sent with Emilio on a special mission.” 
 
     Caracas, September 20, 1991 
(Signed) D.L.H. 
 JFP. Please prepare a draft of the requested NOTE based on 

the content of the item of the agenda prepared by you. 
   (Signed) 

23 September 91 
BVA/dysh 
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Annex 120 
 

Declaration of Independence (1993), The Unanimous Declaration of the Amerindian 
People, including: the Aarawaks, Waraos, Caribs, Akawaio, Arekuna, Wapishana, 

Macushi, Wai-Wai and Patamona Tribes 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Los indígenas y 
el territorio Esequibo, 1995, Box: E-10. 
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Declaration of Independence (1993), The Unanimous Declaration of the Amerindian 
People, including: the Aarawaks, Waraos, Caribs, Akawaio, Arekuna, Wapishana, 

Macushi, Wai-Wai and Patamona Tribes 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Los indígenas y 
el territorio Esequibo, 1995, Box: E-10. 
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Annex 121 
 

Report of the Government of Guyana about the National Action Plan for the Environment, 
20 June 1994 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Informe del 
Gobierno de Guyana sobre el Plan Nacional de acción para el medio ambiente presentado en la 

XXII reunión del grupo de cooperación para el Caribe, 1994, Box: E-10. 
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Report of the Government of Guyana about the National Action Plan for the Environment, 
20 June 1994 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Informe del 
Gobierno de Guyana sobre el Plan Nacional de acción para el medio ambiente presentado en la 

XXII reunión del grupo de cooperación para el Caribe, 1994, Box: E-10. 
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Transla�on 

Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documenta�on Unit 

File Number: _________76____________ 

Item: _________________ 

Geographic Descriptor: ______________Venezuela_______________ 

Subject Descriptor: Report of the Government of Guyana on the Na�onal Environmental Ac�on 
Plan presented at the XXII Mee�ng of the Caribbean Economic Development Coopera�on Group 

Year(s): 1994 
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...

Considering it to be of interest, and in view of recent allegations of timber harvesting 
in the Essequibo Region published in The Ecologist magazine, we are sending the attached 
Official Report on the NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION PLAN presented by the 
Government of Guyana at the XXII Meeting of the Caribbean Economic Development 
Cooperation Group held in Washington from June 6 to 10 this year. 

...

In its report, the Guyanese government admits that “unfortunately, the Guyana 
Forestry Commission’s (GFC) control over timber harvesting operations is negligible due to 
the lack of qualified personnel and equipment, limited resources and the absence of a good 
database (...) All the concession companies operating on a large scale and located in the interior 
of the country have integrated timber harvesting and cutting operations, concentrating 
timber harvesting in the Essequibo and Demerara areas. 
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Annex 122 
 

National Environmental Action Plan of the Government of Guyana, 18 August 1994 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Informe del 
gobierno de Guyana sobre el plan nacional de acción para el medio ambiente presentado en la 

XXII reunión del grupo de cooperación para el Caribe, 1994, Box: E-10. 
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Annex 123 
 

Indigenous People and the Essequibo’s Territory, 13 September 1995 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Los indígenas y 

el territorio Esequibo, 1995, Box: E-10. 
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Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documentation Unit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
File Number: _________81____________ 
 
Item: _________________ 
 
Geographic Descriptor: ______________Venezuela_______________ 
 
 
 
 
 
Subject Descriptor: The Indigenous People and the Essequibo Territory 
 

 
Year(s): 1995 
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Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for Foreign Affairs 
Border Office 
Documentation Unit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
File Number: _________81____________ 
 
Item: _________________ 
 
Geographic Descriptor: ______________Venezuela_______________ 
 
 
 
 
 
Subject Descriptor: The Indigenous People and the Essequibo Territory 
 

 
Year(s): 1995 
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...

While it is true that some indigenous movements in the developed world are stimulated 
by people connected to transnational corporations that exploit natural resources, the just social, 
economic and cultural demands that our indigenous peoples deserve should not be associated or 
stereotyped with them. It is therefore worrying how the indigenous population of the Essequibo 
region has been reduced for the sake of development. There we can currently identify ten 
remnant tribes: Akawaios, Arawakos, Arekunas, Kariñas, Makushis, Patamonas, Tarepan, 
Wai-Wai, Wapushani and Waraos, which have been very difficult to count due to the 
inaccessibility of the area and the evasive behavior that the members of these tribes have always 
had, but which is now becoming more notorious due to the distrust inspired by the new 
conquerors. We are concerned about the cultural distortion that, in the name of civilization, 
is being made of the stories of Korobona (Warao), Amalivaca (Caribs) and Koe 
(Akawaios); all associated with respect, admiration and the natural instinct to coexist with 
rivers, mountains and animals that characterize their cultures; customs that proclaim the 
fundamental postulates of PRODESSUR (Program for the Sustainable Development of the 
South) that the Venezuelan government is promoting. 

Henry Dalton, in his 1855 History of British Guiana, tells us that in the 
mid-19th century, when British Guiana had just been established and the invasion of the 
Essequibo territory had begun, the main tribes were the Arawakos, who lived on the coast and 
at the mouth of the rivers; the Akawaios, who settled inland at the headwaters of the great 
rivers, especially the Mazaruni; the Waraos, who were scattered between the Pomaron River and 
the Orinoco River; and the Makushi, scattered throughout the savannahs of the Rupununi, 
Barima and the mountains of the Sierra Pacaraima, while the Caribs were neighbors on the 
banks of the main rivers. After the independence of British Guiana, and particularly in the last 
decade, the indigenous peoples of the Essequibo region have been harassed, displaced and their 
territories invaded by the indiscriminate granting of mining and logging concessions, which the 
Guyanese government has promoted as part of a reactive strategy within the Geneva 
Agreement. These events have been reported by the Amerindian communities, rejected by our 
country and protested by various non-governmental organizations and Guyanese 
environmental groups such as Friends of the Earth and GEMCO (Guyana Environmental 
Monitoring and Conservation Organization). 

There is a hypothesis that explains the Rupununi Uprising of 1969 not as an 
independence movement, but as the reaction of an important Amerindian sector to the violation 
of their rights, the autonomy achieved during the colonial period, and the attempts at 
extermination by racial sectors of the ruling population. This was a political fact that forced 
the Guyanese government to pay more attention to the natives, with the Amerindian 
Conference held in Georgetown after the Rupununi Uprising in February 1969, with the 
participation of 170 Amerindian leaders; as well as the enactment of the Amerindian Act of 
1977, which created 63 Amerindian villages and 2 Amerindian districts. For its part, Venezuela 
supported and protected the families that fled after the failure of the movement, allocating them 
land, housing, education and a social program that today, almost thirty years later, it would be 
worthwhile to evaluate to determine its effects and the fate of these Venezuelans. What 
happened to the leaders of this movement? What are these children like today? Are they 
grateful or discontented? Necessary answers that we Venezuelans must seek, since the fate of 
the indigenous peoples of the Essequibo region is linked to the sovereignty rights, the social 
organization and the possible usufruct that is to be planned or carried out as a consequence of a 
practical solution to the territorial controversy that Venezuela and Guyana must reach as 
signatories of the Geneva Agreement of 1996. 

...
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Annex 124 
 

Memorandum sent by the Sectorial Direction General International Policy/Direction of the 
Americas to the Sectorial Direction of Frontiers, 12 July 1996 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Concesiones 
madereras en la zona en reclamación, caso empresas Maderas Botanamo, C.A., 1996, Box: E-10. 
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Bolivarian Government 
of Venezuela 

People’s Power Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs

 

OFFICE OF BORDER AFFAIRS 
DOCUMENTATION DIVISION 

FILE NUMBER:
_______________89_________________________________________ 

ITEM: ________________________________________________________________ 
GEOGRAPHICAL DESCRIPTOR:

VENEZUELA____________________________________ 
______________________________________________________________________
______ 

TOPIC DESCRIPTOR: TIMBER CONCESSIONS IN THE ZONE UNDER 
RECLAMATION. CASE OF COMPANY MADERAS BOTANAMO, C.A.  

YEAR(S): 1996 

OFFICE STAMP 

Vault ______________________ 
Module Nº _______________  Side A B 
Section Nº _______________  Box Nº ___________ 

CODE: 

SECTION SERIES 
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Bolivarian Government 
of Venezuela 

People’s Power Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs

 

OFFICE OF BORDER AFFAIRS 
DOCUMENTATION DIVISION 

FILE NUMBER:
_______________89_________________________________________ 
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GEOGRAPHICAL DESCRIPTOR:

VENEZUELA____________________________________ 
______________________________________________________________________
______ 
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Nº 000996 

MEMORANDUM 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

... in order to await the reply from the Government of Guyana to the proposal of The 
Globality. This framework for relations was put forward by Minister of Foreign Affairs Burelli 
Rivas during his official visit to Guyana in March 1995. The Globality is aimed at bringing new 
momentum to bilateral relations between the two countries, by bridging existing differences and 
transforming tensions and confrontations. In this context, Venezuela’s claim over the territory 
of Guayana Esequiba is a major stumbling block that must be overcome by means of a 
practical and satisfactory settlement, as established in the Geneva Agreement. In order to 
attain this objective, The Globality proposal envisages the design of cooperation 
programmes that include, among other things, the following: 

• Finding formulas and mechanisms that allow for a rational exploitation of the resources
existing in the Essequibo Territory, both for concessions and foreign investment, with sufficient
assurances for the preservation of the environment, and

• devising procedures to address the legal obstacles resulting from the claim to the Essequibo
Territory, in order to enable the implementation of a modus vivendi to deal with issues related
to communities, transport, illegal migration, exploitation of natural resources, navigation on
the rivers, smuggling prevention, etc…

TO: SECTORAL GENERAL DIRECTORATE 
FOR BORDERS 

FROM: SECTORAL GENERAL DIRECTORATE 
FOR INTERNATIONAL POLICY / 
DIRECTORATE FOR THE AMERICAS 

SUBJECT: CASE OF COMPANY MADERAS 
BOTANAMO 

DATE: 1122  JJUULLYY  11999966
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Report of the Special Unit of Guyana M.R.E, 28 April 1998 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 
Casa Amarilla, Unidad Especial de Guyana. 
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Report of the Special Unit of Guyana M.R.E, 28 April 1998 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 
Casa Amarilla, Unidad Especial de Guyana. 
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SSppeecciiaall  UUnniitt  ffoorr  GGuuyyaannaa  ––  MMiinniissttrryy  ooff  FFoorreeiiggnn  AAffffaaiirrss  

...

In his intervention, Vice Admiral Elías Daniels then pointed out that this problem has been 

dealt with for six years, adding that in the specific case of the Guyanese people in our 

territory, Venezuela is developing a strategy that is working in relation to the Claim to the 

Essequibo Territory. This strategy takes into account all the people who come from the 

Area under Reclamation and assumes that they should be Venezuelans. He noted that the 

Guyanese side has been acquiescent towards the Venezuelan presence in both land and maritime 

sectors. He said that —as the Mayoress mentioned— there is a third generation that remains in 

this area and that, in the absence of an official response from the Venezuelan State to the 

problem, they are undergoing transculturation, which is not consistent with national interests. 

...

The Minister went on to say that a draft decree is being prepared to allow children to be entered in 

the civil registry even if their parents are foreigners, thus partly solving this problem. However, 

he stressed that a definition must be made of how many and/or which ones are Venezuelan and 

how many are Guyanese; that is, where they were born and what they do, because if they were 

born in the Area under Reclamation, they should be given Venezuelan identity cards. They just 

need to be characterised. In this regard, he posed the question, how would one determine that they 

were born in the Essequibo Territory? 

...
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Annex 126 

Letter from the President of the Cooperative Republic of Guyana, Janet Jagan to 
Mr. Rashleigh E. Jackson, O. R., 18 August 1998 

AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico. Ambiente. Proyeto: Tratado de Cooperación Ambiental 
Venezuela-Guyana. 1998-1999. 
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AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico. Ambiente. Proyeto: Tratado de Cooperación Ambiental 
Venezuela-Guyana. 1998-1999. 
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Annex 127 
 

Updated Table of Concessions granted by the Guyanese Government in the Essequibo 
Territory (Documents 1965-1999) 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Memorandum 
para la Dirección de Fronteras Marítimas, de la Dirección Sectorial de Fronteras, cuadro 

actualizado de concesiones otorgadas por el Gobierno Guyanés en el territorio Esequibo, 1999, 
Box: E-09. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS  
SECTORAL DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR BORDERS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Caracas, 2 September 1999 
 
 
 
 
  

UPDATED TABLE OF THE CONCESSIONS              
GRANTED BY THE GUYANESE GOVERNMENT             

IN THE ESSEQUIBO TERRITORY 
(DOCUMENTS 1965-1999) 
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MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS  
SECTORAL DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR BORDERS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Caracas, 2 September 1999 
 
 
 
 
  

UPDATED TABLE OF THE CONCESSIONS              
GRANTED BY THE GUYANESE GOVERNMENT             

IN THE ESSEQUIBO TERRITORY 
(DOCUMENTS 1965-1999) 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA  
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
SECTORAL DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR BORDERS 

CONCESSIONS GRANTED BY THE GUYANESE GOVERNMENT 
IN THE ESSEQUIBO TERRITORY 

Regarding the concessions granted by Guyana in the Zone under Reclama�on, this 
Directorate has carried out a general review of its archives, which has made it possible to further 
clarify the posi�on maintained by the Venezuelan State during the various cons�tu�onal periods. 
To this end, the following summary is presented: 

YEAR ACTIVITY
1965 On 21 June 1965, the Venezuelan Foreign Ministry 

sent a note to the British Embassy in Caracas, 
transcribing the text of the Foreign Ministry's 
communiqué, published in the press on 25 May 1965. 
It was drafted in the following terms: The Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs learned, through press 
information from London, that the Government of 
British Guyana has granted certain concessions for 
oil exploration to three companies. 

1) It notes with surprise that, while the border
dispute between Venezuela and Great Britain
is in the process of cordial diplomatic
negotiations, concessions affecting the
disputed territory have been granted.

2) It declares to the interested parties that
Venezuela does not recognize the concessions
granted over the territory and continental
platform that it claims, and therefore
formulates its due reservations for the
appropriate effects.

Additionally, the Venezuelan Government
reserves further comments on the continental
platform and territorial sea issues involved
in those concessions.
(M.R.E. La Reclamación Esequiba, Caracas, 1984)

1968 On 31 May 1968, the Venezuelan Foreign Minister, Dr. 
Ignacio Iribarren Borges, in a statement to the 
press, warned that the Venezuelan Government does

not recognize the concessions that the Government of 
Guyana has granted, or may grant, on the territory 
located to the West of the Essequibo river and 
intends to protect and safeguard the lands of 
indigenous people of Guayana Esequiba against third 
parties who claim to have operation rights stemming 
from concessions allegedly issued by the Government 
of Guyana. 
In remarks about the alleged concessions granted by 
the Government of Guyana over the territory claimed 
by Venezuela, the Minister of Foreign Affairs stated 
in a press communiqué issued on 25 May 1965 that 
Venezuela does not recognize the oil concessions 
granted by the government of Guyana over the 
territory and the continental platform of Guayana 
Esequiba and, therefore, it duly expresses caution 
as regards such action. 

In a statement made by the Foreign Minister on 16 
September of that year, he referred to the position 
of the Venezuelan government as regards the 
concessions, saying that “consequently – said the 
Reclamation Note – and abiding by the provisions set 
forth in Article 5 of said Agreement, the 
recognition made by Venezuela of the new State of 
Guyana, does not imply that our country waives or 
lessens the claimed territorial rights, and in no 
way affects the sovereign rights derived from the 
reclamation stemming from the Venezuelan allegation 
that the so-called Paris Arbitration Award of 1899 
on the border between Venezuela and Guyana is null 
and void. (Diario La República, “Venezuela no reconoce
convenios de Guyana”, 31 May 1968) 

Therefore, Venezuela recognizes as territory of the 
new State that located to the East of the right bank 
of the Essequibo river, and reiterates to the new 
country and before the international community that 
it expressly reserves its territorial sovereignty 
rights on the zone located to the left bank of the 
aforementioned river. At the same time, it warned 
that the investment that may be made in Guayana 
Esequiba would be exposed to the effects derived 
from the aforementioned Venezuelan reservations and 
the firm decision of our country to recover that 
usurped territory. (M.R.E- La Reclamación de la Guayana
Esequiba, year 1984, p. 77). 
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1981 The Ministry of Foreign Affairs issues a Press 
Communiqué dated 17 June 1981, where it notes that 
the Ambassador of Venezuela in the United States of 
America, in compliance with the instructions given 
by this office, forwarded the Chairman of the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development a Note stating as follows: 
On behalf of the Government of the Republic of 
Venezuela, I am pleased to address the organization 
duly presided by you, in order to ratify Venezuela’s 
position as regards the hydroelectric project of 
Alto Mazaruni and the construction of it 
corresponding dam, whose funding has been requested 
by the Government of the Cooperative Republic of 
Guyana to that Bank. 
As it is widely known, there is an ongoing 
territorial dispute between Venezuela and Guyana 
which comprises the region where the aforementioned 
dam is projected to be built. (MRE, La Reclamación
Esequiba, Caracas 1984, pp 76-77). 

In a statement to the press in July 1981, the 
President of Venezuela, Dr. Luis Herrera Campins, 
reiterated Venezuela´s rejection of any arrangement 
that is not compatible with Venezuela’s claim, and 
underscored the nation’s wish to correct the 
serious injustice against it due to the voracity of 
imperial colonialism. For this reason, 
President Herrera reiterates Venezuela’s 
rejection of the Hiydroelectric Project of 
Alto Mazaruni. (Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Guyana. 
Memorandum on the Borders between Guyana and Venezuela. July 
1981.)

In 1981, the Representative of Venezuela to the 
World Bank vetoed the financing for the 
construction of the dam in Alto Mazaruni, alleging 
environmental reasons and the territorial 
dispute on Guayana Esequiba. Following this 
move, the Guyanese Government denounced 
Venezuela to the International Community for 
implementing an “aggressive economic blockade”. 
Nevertheless, the project was stopped. 
(Punto de Información de la DGSF, 1982).

1982 In a press release published in the Diario de Caracas

 
 

  

on 12 February 1982, Venezuelan Foreign Minister 
José Alberto Zambrano V. referred to the eventual 
exploitation of uranium deposits by Brazilian 
entrepreneurs in the zone under reclamation, saying 
that “with respect to any exploration or 
exploitation that may be carried out in the 
Essequibo area, Venezuela has maintained a very 
clear policy since the very beginning of its 
reclamation, publicly and openly stating its 
standpoint that it does not recognize the effects 
that might result, since the issue is strongly 
linked to the very essence of our reclamation”. He 
added: “Venezuela has a very clear general position 
to safeguard the totality of its rights, regardless 
whether it is about cooperation aspects or other 
type of investments”. (El Diario de Caracas, “Venezuela 
no reconoce los efectos de la explotación del Esequibo”, 
Archivo DGSF, 1982). 
 
A press release published in the Diario de Caracas 
on 8 March 1982, informs that the Guyanese 
Government of Forbes Burnham ensured the 
participation of Canadian firm Home Oil to conduct 
oil drilling operations in the territory claimed by 
Venezuela. In this connection, the Venezuelan 
Foreign Minister, José Alberto Zambrano Velasco, 
replied that Venezuela does not recognize the 
effects that there can be, because it is basically 
linked to the very essence of our reclamation, 
adding that “Venezuela has a very clear general 
position about safeguarding the totality of its 
rights regardless whether it is about cooperation 
aspects or investment of any other nature”. (El Diario 
de Caracas, “Canadá y Guyana están perforando el Esequibo”, 
Archivo DGSF, Carpeta Concesiones 1991-1997). 
 

 
1984 In Note Nr. 1093, dated 20 September 1984, the 

Government of Venezuela reiterates its position to 
the Cooperative Republic of Guyana as regards the 
economic exploitation of Guayana Esequiba. “… The 
Government of Venezuela deems it appropriate … not 
to recognize such activities … as a basis to enforce, 
support or deny a territorial sovereignty 
reclamation on the territories of Venezuela of 
British Guyana (presently Guyana) to create 
sovereign rights upon said territories …” (Archivo 
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DGSF: Carpeta Guyana-Petróleo, 1984).

1988 According to a communiqué issued on 22 June 1988, 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela, in 
view of reports about a recent grant of concessions 
for the exploration and exploitation of hydrocarbons 
which, according to the press agency, would be 
located in the maritime areas on the coasts of 
Guayana Esequiba, deems it convenient to publicly 
emphasize the following aspects: 

1) The Ministry of Foreign Affairs immediately
proceeded to establish various contacts in order to
verify the aforementioned information, in terms of
the nature, location and scope of said concessions.

The data obtained from the Government of Guyana by 
the Venezuelan Foreign Ministry indicate that the 
location of the aforementioned concessions does not 
correspond with the news disseminated. 

2) Nevertheless, the Government of Venezuela
reiterates its permanent position in the following 
terms:

a) Pursuant to the provisions of Article 5,
Paragraph 2, of the Geneva Agreement of 1966, no act
or activity carried out in the Zone shall constitute 
“… a basis to enforce, support or deny a territorial
sovereignty reclamation”.

b) The Venezuelan Government ratifies to all
interested parties that Venezuela does not recognize
the concessions that may be granted on the territory 
and continental platform that it claims and, 
therefore, maintains its due reservations to any and
all effects. (Comunicado del Ministerio de Relaciones
Exteriores, 22 July 1988)

1990 ... Note Nr. EVG-EC-4/483, dated 21 May 1990. 
It informed about a pilot project for 
environmental preservation in the Amazonian jungle 
in the Zone under Reclamation in the Essequibo, 
which is being financed by the British Commonwealth.

 
 

  

1991 Note Nr. EVG-F-2/598, dated 15 November 1991, from 
our Embassy in Guyana, informs that the firm Barama 
has recruited two Philippine experts to train local 
workers in the jungle to measure the potential of 
the concession of more than 4 million acres granted 
by the Government of Guyana to that company. It 
should be noted that the area comprises two entire 
Amerindian communities, and on the other hand, the 
concession is adjacent to the Amacuro River, along 
the border with Venezuela. (DGSF: Carpetas Concesiones 
Madereras, 1991-1997). 
 

 
1992 Note Nr. 4/124, dated 24 February 1992, from our 

diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs about certain 
facts related to the concessions granted by the 
Guyanese Government to foreigners in Region Nr. 1, 
which is adjacent to Delta Amacuro State. In 
addition, it indicates that the concessions NIETO 
LTD and AMAZONICA belong to the same person, Mrs. 
Judith de Nieto, the widow of Mr. Nieto, a late 
Colombian citizen. Apparently, Mrs. Nieto wants to 
sell part of such concession, which would be very 
favourable to Venezuelan interests. Said concession 
is exporting timber to Venezuela, and the other 
concessions (Barima Co.), which is the largest one, 
belong to a Korean group, and Guaymar House belongs 
to a Guyanese enterprise. Furthermore, it points out 
that indiscriminate deforestation in that part of 
the country could cause environmental damage with 
unfortunate consequences in the long term. (Archivo 
DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 
 
Note Nr. EVG-EC-4/357, dated 06 October 1992, from 
our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, informs about 
the concerns of international environmental groups 
about the timber concession granted to a Korean 
consortium in the Essequibo territory. In addition, 
it indicates that such timber exploitation involves 
serious environmental damage in the area, with 
Venezuela being one of the main affected countries 
in view of its links with the ecosystems in Guyana. 
(Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 
  

 
1992 Note Nr. EVG-EC-4/412, dated 17 November 1992, from 

the Embassy of Venezuela in Guyana, informs that the 
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Amerindian Association has requested the suspension 
of the concession for the exploitation of timber 
granted by the Government of Guyana to the firm 
Barama, due to the devastation that the area has 
suffered, which jeopardizes the lives of Amerindians 
as well as the environment where they live. (Archivo
DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

1993 Note Nr. EVG-EC-4/134, dated 30 March 1993, from our 
Embassy in Guyana, informed that the Amerindian 
Association held a protest in front of the offices 
of the firm Barama, threatening to request 
international assistance to force the Guyanese 
Government to revise the contract signed with that 
company. Barama is a Malayan-Korean firm devoted to 
timber exploitation at the international level, 
which received a large concession from the Guyanese 
Government in the North Western region of the 
country of approximately 4.1 million acres. In view 
of the magnitude of the concession, environmental 
groups, as well as the Amerindian Association, have 
expressed their disagreement with the way such 
concession was granted. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta 
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

1994 A press release published by El Diario de Caracas 
on 28 April 1994 informed about the generous 
concessions granted by the Government of Guyana to 
South East Asian enterprises for timber exploitation 
in the Essequibo territory. In this regard, the 
Venezuelan authorities stressed that “the countries 
investing in the Essequibo must be aware that such 
concessions are subject to the decision to resolve 
the dispute. For Venezuela, the consequences from 
intensive timber exploitation in the Essequibo are 
ultimately environmental. Such abuse could mainly 
affect the Caroní River basin, which supplies water 
to the Guri Dam”. In this regard, Venezuela will 
file a complaint to the United Nations Organization. 
(El Diario de Caracas, “Venezuela se quejará ante la ONU por 
concesiones madereras”. Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones 
Madereras, 1991-1997). 

On 08 June 1994, our Foreign Minister instructed the 
Ambassador of Venezuela in Guyana to discuss this 

...

issue with the Guyanese authorities. In this
connection, he expressed “Venezuela´s deep concern 
about the environmental damage underscored by 
international mass media as a result of the 
allegedly indiscriminate deforestation in large 
areas of the Zone under Reclamation, which could 
damage the international image of both Venezuela and 
Guyana”. 

Note Nr. EVG-P-2/210, dated 15 June 1994, from our 
diplomatic mission in Georgetown, informs that in an 
interview between Venezuelan Ambassador in Guyana, 
Enrique Peinado Barrios, and Foreign Minister 
Clement Rohee, they both expressed their concerns 
about the environmental damage caused by the 
irrational handling of vast forestry areas in the 
Essequibo territory. They also expressed Venezuela’s 
willingness to lend Guyana the necessary assistance 
to control these activities. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

Note Nr. EVG-P-2/324, dated 27 September 1994, from 
our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, informs that 
the Government of Guyana has decided to grant in 
concession 240,000 square miles of forestry areas to 
investors who can establish mining industries in 
Guyana of the size of Omai. Also, it indicates that 
the National Commissioner of Geology and Mines, Mr. 
Braian Sucre, declared that several foreign firms 
and local investors will be convened to sign the 
corresponding agreements for the exploration of the 
assigned areas. There are 12 concessions, each one 
of 20,000 miles, with the following standing out: 
three (3) concessions to Guyanese citizens in La 
Hoya of the Cuyuní River, Venamo and Aurora 
(Essequibo), and to four (4) foreign companies, 
namely: KWG-RESOURCES (Potaro River headwaters), 
KRETSCHMAR INTERNATIONAL GEOSCIENCE CORPORATION 
(Venamo), HGR (Venamo), and TRINIDADIAN COMPUTER 
CONTROLS (Mouth of the Cuyuní River in Essequibo). 
(Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

1995 Note Nr. EVG-P-2/036, dated 14 February 1995, from 
the Embassy of Venezuela in Guyana, informed that 
the Ambassador of the United States in Guyana, Mr. 
George Jones, in a visit to our diplomatic mission,
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had received an agenda from the US Embassy in 
Caracas, which detailed the issues to be discussed 
by Minister Burelli and his Guyanese counterpart 
Rohee, which included the mining and forestry 
concessions. In this connection, Mr. Jones asked our 
Ambassador whether this meant that Venezuela opposed 
the granting of concessions in the Essequibo. To 
this, Ambassador Enrique Peinado answered that 
Venezuela’s position is very clear in this regard 
and was set a long time ago. Thus, current concerns 
are due to the proliferation of concessions granted 
in the region, whose irrational handling could alter 
the environmental balance, with serious 
repercussions in Venezuela and the whole continent. 
(Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

A press communiqué, dated 24 August 1995, from the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela, states: 
“The Government of Venezuela, on several occasions 
since the Geneva Agreement entered into force in 
1966, has warned the Government of Guyana against 
the risks of an indiscriminate policy of mining and 
timber concessions in the Essequibo territory 
without enough controls or the minimum security 
measures required to prevent the disasters that we 
are witnessing today”. 
It also notes: “In light of the rupture of toxic 
waste in the Omai River, we hold the Government of 
Guyana responsible for the incalculable human, 
ecological and material damage that such a disaster 
can cause in the zone under reclamation and, once 
again, we demand to put an end to this unilateral 
and irrational policy of exploitation in the 
Essequibo territory”. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones
Madereras, 1991-1997). 

Telefax Nr. 714, dated 30 August 1995, from our 
Permanent Mission to the Organization of American 
States (Washington D.C.), informed that the 
Permanent Representative of Guyana took the floor 
during a regular meeting of the Permanent Council 
to submit a report on the pollution in the Omai and 
Essequibo rivers, its effects, and the actions 
undertaken with the support of other countries, 
including Venezuela, and international 
organizations such as the UNDP, as well as which are 
the areas that require technical assistance.

...

After the presentation of the report by the Guyanese 
Representative, the Ambassador of Venezuela took the 
floor to underscore the importance that the OAS, in 
addition to contributing with its own cooperation 
efforts, lends its political support in mobilizing 
resources towards countries and multilateral 
organizations with sufficient financial capability, 
in order to implement projects to help overcome the 
serious effects caused by pollution on the 
population, the wildlife and the environment. He 
also pointed out that the Government of Venezuela, 
together with the General Secretariat, could be in 
the capacity to take action through the Inter-
American Centre for Integral Water and Land 
Development (CIDIAT). 

1996 Note Nr. III.OV.P2.16/166, dated 07 May 1996, from 
our Embassy in Guyana, informs that the Guyanese 
Parliament, after a four-hour debate, has 
unanimously approved the Law on Environmental 
Protection. The approved text is eighty pages long. 
In general, the political parties represented in the 
Assembly approved the law submitted, but consider 
that the government has acted under pressure by the 
main countries and multilateral organizations that 
provide technical and financial assistance to 
Guyana. On the other hand, they consider that the 
law is hard to enforce. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones
Madereras, 1991-1997). 

Note Nr. II.2.G12.E1.P.90/350, dated 24 September 
1998, contains a press release that informs about 
the signing of an International Agreement for the 
Protection and Development Policy of the Timber 
Industry by the Guyanese Government. (Archivo DGSF:
Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

In a press release published by the newspaper EL 
UNIVERSAL, on 27 August 1996, the official in charge 
of good offices of the United Nations for the border 
dispute between both countries, Allister McIntyre, 
said that “It is the duty of the government of Guyana 
to respond to Venezuela's complaints about the 
existence of a policy of settlement and timber and 
mining concessions in the Essequibo territory”, 

...
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adding that the current dispute is legally based on 
the Geneva Agreement of 1966, which opened the doors 
for a discussion on the subject”. (El Universal, “Guyana 
debe responder denuncias sobre concesiones en el Esequibo”, 
Archivo DSGF: Carpeta Allister McIntyre, 1993-1999). 
 

 
1997 In note N. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3.3/56 of April 18, 

1997, from our Mission in Georgetown, information 
was provided on development projects in the 
Essequibo Area. Among them, the signing of two 
Memorandums of Understanding stands out with the 
Companies "KWITARO INVESTMENT" (Guayensa/Malaya), a 
subsidiary of Kurupukar Development, and the BERJAYA 
GROUP, also of Malaysian origin, for the 
exploitation of 750 thousand acres of forests. In 
the case of the first concession, it is located in 
Region 9 in an area whose limits on the north are 
an unidentified tributary river of the Essequibo, on 
the west by the Essequibo River, on the south by the 
Kuyuwini River and by west by the Rewa River. 
Regarding the second concession, it has only been 
indicated that it will be located in the southern 
region of the country. The Former Ambassador of 
Guyana in Venezuela, Sateydeow Saw, in his capacity 
as Minister of Agriculture and Forestry, has had a 
very active participation in the negotiations of 
these contracts. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones 
Madereras, 1991-1997) 
 
In note N. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3 3/103 of May 13, 1977, 
from our Mission in Georgetown, it was reported that 
President Samuel Hinds signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding on 5/12/97 with the Malaysian company 
"SOLID TIMBERS", for the exploitation of 760,000 
hectares of forests. This concession foresees 
investments in the order of US$ 25 million, located 
south of the fourth parallel between the Berbice and 
Corentyne rivers (outside the Essequibo Zone). 
Likewise, it is indicated that President Hinds 
declared after the signing of the Document that 
another similar Agreement is in process, indicating 
that there have been 12 foreign applications for 
exploration in the timber sector, of which 4 were 
selected. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones 
Madereras, 1991-1997) 
 

In note N. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3 3/154 of June 16, 
1977, from our Mission in Georgetown, it was 
reported that the Government of Guyana has indicated 
that efforts have been intensified to ensure that 
Guyana Forestry Commission (in charge of 
coordinating everything related to exploratory 
licenses) and the Environmental Protection Agency, 
become functional organizations that can more 
efficiently regulate national environmental 
matters. On the other hand, it is indicated that the 
Presidential Advisor for Science, Technology and 
Environment, Navin Chandarpal, considers that the 
Exploration Contracts do not constitute Exploitation 
Concessions. 

On 14 July 1997, Official McIntyre visited 
Venezuela. He met with President Caldera, Foreign 
Minister Burelli Rivas and Venezuelan facilitator 
Dr. Carlos Ayala Corao. The visit provided an 
opportunity for our Foreign Minister to express his 
concern about the concessions granted by the 
Guyanese Government for the mining and timber 
exploration and exploitation in the Zone under 
Reclamation. In addition, he underscored their 
impact on the environment and biodiversity in said 
territory. 

Note Nr. II.2-G12.E1-F.60.3 3/161, dated 18 June 
1997, from our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, 
informed that the Government of Guyana signed three 
Memorandums of Understanding with the Malaysian 
companies Kwitaro Investment, Berjaya and Solid 
Timbers, for the exploration of a vast forest sector 
that includes a large area of the Essequibo. It also 
indicates that a fourth contract with the Canadian 
enterprise Buchanan Company for the area of Mazaruni 
is still pending signature. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

Note Nr. 00911, dated 29 July 1997, sent by Foreign 
Minister Dr. Miguel Ángel Burelli Rivas to the Dean 
of the Universidad de los Andes, Dr. Felipe Pachano, 
requests technical assistance from that university. 
Since it is the only institution at the national 
level to have a Faculty of Forestry Engineering, so 
that it takes action, along with CIDIAT (a 
specialized OAS agency), in the area of preservation

...
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In note N. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3 3/154 of June 16, 
1977, from our Mission in Georgetown, it was 
reported that the Government of Guyana has indicated 
that efforts have been intensified to ensure that 
Guyana Forestry Commission (in charge of 
coordinating everything related to exploratory 
licenses) and the Environmental Protection Agency, 
become functional organizations that can more 
efficiently regulate national environmental 
matters. On the other hand, it is indicated that the 
Presidential Advisor for Science, Technology and 
Environment, Navin Chandarpal, considers that the 
Exploration Contracts do not constitute Exploitation 
Concessions. 

On 14 July 1997, Official McIntyre visited 
Venezuela. He met with President Caldera, Foreign 
Minister Burelli Rivas and Venezuelan facilitator 
Dr. Carlos Ayala Corao. The visit provided an 
opportunity for our Foreign Minister to express his 
concern about the concessions granted by the 
Guyanese Government for the mining and timber 
exploration and exploitation in the Zone under 
Reclamation. In addition, he underscored their 
impact on the environment and biodiversity in said 
territory. 

Note Nr. II.2-G12.E1-F.60.3 3/161, dated 18 June 
1997, from our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, 
informed that the Government of Guyana signed three 
Memorandums of Understanding with the Malaysian 
companies Kwitaro Investment, Berjaya and Solid 
Timbers, for the exploration of a vast forest sector 
that includes a large area of the Essequibo. It also 
indicates that a fourth contract with the Canadian 
enterprise Buchanan Company for the area of Mazaruni 
is still pending signature. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997). 

Note Nr. 00911, dated 29 July 1997, sent by Foreign 
Minister Dr. Miguel Ángel Burelli Rivas to the Dean 
of the Universidad de los Andes, Dr. Felipe Pachano, 
requests technical assistance from that university. 
Since it is the only institution at the national 
level to have a Faculty of Forestry Engineering, so 
that it takes action, along with CIDIAT (a 
specialized OAS agency), in the area of preservation

...
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of lands and forests that might be given in 
concessions for mining and forest exploitation, in 
view of the incident occurred in the Omai dam, 
located in the Zone under reclamation. (Archivo DGSF:
Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997).

Note Nr. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3/384, dated 14 August 
1997, from our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, 
forwards a copy in English of the Amendments made 
to Guyana’s Forestry Law, which were approved by the 
National Assembly in July 1997. This judicial 
instrument fills a legal gap as regards exploration 
permits granted by the Guyanese Government through 
the Memorandums of Understanding it has signed with 
foreign companies, mainly from Malaysia and Canada 
(Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997).

Note Nr. II.2.G12.E1.F.60.3 3/298, dated 29 
September 1997, from our diplomatic mission in 
Georgetown, informs that Guyanese President Samuel 
Hinds approved a provision to extend the limits of 
the State Forests in order to include approximately 
11 million acres to the South of Parallel Fourth. 
Said provision would be published in the Official 
Gazette as soon as possible, establishing that all 
forests located within the zone corresponding to the 
State would be handled and administered by Guyana’s 
Forestry Commission. The new limits of the State 
Forest Reserve would be as follows: to the West with 
the Rewa river (Region 9, Alto Takutu-Alto Esequibo 
of the Zone under Reclamation), to the East with the 
Corentyne river, and to the South with the border 
with Brazil. In addition, it points out that the 
enlargement of the forestry border has been a 
strategy followed by the Guyanese Government, along 
with the recent approval of the Law on Forestry 
Exploitation, which grants the Commission the 
corresponding authority to grant exploratory permits 
for three-year periods in the forestry sector, as a 
prior condition for possible signing of “Agreements 
on Timber Sales” with foreign firms. (Archivo DGSF:
Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997).

In Note Nr. 2201/101.6, dated 15 October 1997, from 
the Rectorate of the Universidad de los Andes, Dr. 
Felipe Pachano Rivera, in response to Note Nr. 
000911, dated 29 July 1997, sent by Foreign Minister

Miguel Ángel Burelli Rivas, indicates the persons 
elected to make up the Commission to be in charge 
of providing advisory as regards preservation of 
lands and forests that may be granted in concessions 
for mining and forestry exploitation, in view of the 
incident occurred in the Omai dam, located in the 
Zone under Reclamation. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997).

Note Nr. II.G.12.E1.F.60.3.3/355, dated 05 November 
1997, from our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, 
informs that according to non-official versions the 
Government of Guyana will soon grant the 
corresponding “Exploratory Permits” to five foreign 
companies that will undertake the exploration of a 
vast forest sector that includes a large area of the 
Zone under Reclamation. Such permits will enter into 
force in January next year. The five companies are: 
KWITARO INVESTMENT, BERJAYA, SOLID TIMBERS, CASE 
TIMBERS L.T.D. and BUCHANAN FOREST PRODUCTOS L.T.D., 
with the first four being from Malaysia and the last 
one from Canada. It should be noted that the company 
BUCHANAN FOREST PRODUCTOS L.T.D. will be granted an 
area of 780,000 acres in the region of Mazaruni, 
which was being explored by the enterprise Mazaruni 
Forest Industries Ltd. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones
Madereras, 1991-1997). 

1998 On 28 April 1998, the Foreign Minister of Guyana, 
Clement J. Rohee, in a note addressed to his 
Venezuelan counterpart, proposes, upon a suggestion 
of the official in charge of good offices of the 
United Nations, to start conversations between the 
two governments with the purpose of reaching an 
Agreement on Environment based on their multilateral 
commitments, offering his country as the venue for 
the first meeting. 
He also suggested both governments to designate two 
teams to discuss the modalities for the start of 
negotiations in order to reach the aforementioned 
agreement. 

On 23 July 1988, on the occasion of the visit of the 
President of Guyana to Venezuela, Mrs. Janet Jagan, 
both presidents issued a joint communiqué under the 
aegis of the McIntyre process to start talks aimed

Annex 127



213

Miguel Ángel Burelli Rivas, indicates the persons 
elected to make up the Commission to be in charge 
of providing advisory as regards preservation of 
lands and forests that may be granted in concessions 
for mining and forestry exploitation, in view of the 
incident occurred in the Omai dam, located in the 
Zone under Reclamation. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1991-1997).

Note Nr. II.G.12.E1.F.60.3.3/355, dated 05 November 
1997, from our diplomatic mission in Georgetown, 
informs that according to non-official versions the 
Government of Guyana will soon grant the 
corresponding “Exploratory Permits” to five foreign 
companies that will undertake the exploration of a 
vast forest sector that includes a large area of the 
Zone under Reclamation. Such permits will enter into 
force in January next year. The five companies are: 
KWITARO INVESTMENT, BERJAYA, SOLID TIMBERS, CASE 
TIMBERS L.T.D. and BUCHANAN FOREST PRODUCTOS L.T.D., 
with the first four being from Malaysia and the last 
one from Canada. It should be noted that the company 
BUCHANAN FOREST PRODUCTOS L.T.D. will be granted an 
area of 780,000 acres in the region of Mazaruni, 
which was being explored by the enterprise Mazaruni 
Forest Industries Ltd. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones
Madereras, 1991-1997). 

1998 On 28 April 1998, the Foreign Minister of Guyana, 
Clement J. Rohee, in a note addressed to his 
Venezuelan counterpart, proposes, upon a suggestion 
of the official in charge of good offices of the 
United Nations, to start conversations between the 
two governments with the purpose of reaching an 
Agreement on Environment based on their multilateral 
commitments, offering his country as the venue for 
the first meeting. 
He also suggested both governments to designate two 
teams to discuss the modalities for the start of 
negotiations in order to reach the aforementioned 
agreement. 

On 23 July 1988, on the occasion of the visit of the 
President of Guyana to Venezuela, Mrs. Janet Jagan, 
both presidents issued a joint communiqué under the 
aegis of the McIntyre process to start talks aimed

Annex 127



214

at reaching an Agreement on Environmental 
Protection, thus reaffirming the importance for both 
governments of the need for a sustainable 
environmental handling based on their bilateral and 
multilateral commitments. (Archivos DGSF: Carpeta 
Aspectos Políticos de Guyana, 1998),

Note Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3.3/353, dated 30 
September 1998, from our diplomatic mission in 
Guyana, informs that in November of the previous 
year, the Guyana Geology and Mines Commission (GGMC) 
signed an agreement with the enterprise Century 
Guyana Ltd for the exploration of approximately 
20,000 square kilometers of the coastal region of 
the North Western area of Guyana. The operations are 
being carried out between regions 1 (Barima-Waini) 
and 2 (Pomeroon-Supenaan), both of them located in 
the Zone under Reclamation. As a result of this 
concession, Guyana will have the right to receive 
50% of the profits from this production plus 
additional income from leasing and other concepts, 
which could reach a total of US$ 90,000 per year. 
(Archivos DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Petroleras, 1999). 

1999 Note Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3/065, dated 10 March 
1999, from our diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs 
that the Executive Director of firm Barama Company 
Ltd (a Korean-Malaysian enterprise with a timber 
concession) would have signed an agreement with 
Golden Star Resources Ltd (a Canadian firm operating 
Mine OMAI in the Zone under Reclamation), to start 
exploratory works to search for precious metals in 
the area where the former has a concession in the 
North West District of the country (Zone under 
Reclamation). The agreement, signed on 12 January 
with a validity of two years, foresees a land and 
aerial geophysical and geological survey of an area 
of 1 million acres, at a cost of approximately US$ 
300,000 to 1 million, depending on the dimensions 
of the exploratory operations. (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta
Concesiones Madereras, 1999).

Note Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3./136, dated 5 May 
1999, from our mission in Guyana, informs that the 
Guyana Geology and Mines Commissioner, Mr. Brian 
Sucre, the oil firms Maxus Guyana Ltd (US capital)

and CGX Resources Inc., based in Canada, would have 
operations in this country aimed at conducting a 
two-dimensional seismical survey to determine the 
existence of oil. (Archivos DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones 
Petroleras, 1999).

Note Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3.27194, dated 18 June 
1999, from our diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs 
that the Dutch enterprise Guyana Forest Fund NV, 
based in Curazao, would have concluded a 30-year 
agreement for timber processing as part of a 
concession that would comprise an area of 
approximately 330,00 acres in Region I Barima-Waini. 
(Archivo DGSF: Carpeta Concesiones Madereras, 1999). Note 
Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3.2/216, dated 02 July 1999, 
from our diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs that 
the Guyanese authorities granted exploratory permits 
in the area of forestry for a three-year period, 
after which the enterprise would have to negotiate 
again the conclusion of an Agreement for the 
Exploitation and Processing of Timber (Timber Sales 
Agreement). In addition, it informs that the local 
capital enterprise Guyana International Timbers 
Limited (GITL), associated with Chinese firm China 
Jili Industries Holding signed with the Guyanese 
Government an agreement for timber processing in a 
concession that comprises an area of 28,000 acres 
in Region 1 Barima-Waini, for a period of 15 years. 

Note Nr. II,2,G,12,E,1,F,60,3,2/238, dated 16 July 
1999, from our diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs 
that the Government of Guyana signed on 15 July 1999 
an agreement with South African company “Migrate 
Mining LTD” to grant a concession for mining 
exploration for gold and diamonds in an area of 8 
million acres, located in the mountains of 
Pakaraima, which forms part of the geological 
formation of Roraima, which comprises Brazil, Guyana 
and Venezuela. The exploratory permit comprises a 
vast area in the extreme West and central parts of 
Guyana and stretches along the border with 
Venezuela, passing through vast sectors of Regions 
7 Cuyuní-Mazaruni and 8 Potaro-Siparuni, within the 
Zone under Reclamation. 

Note Nr. II.2.G.12.E.1.F.60.3.2/287, dated 17 August 
1999, from our diplomatic mission in Guyana, informs

...

...

...
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that the firm NARIL announced the start of mining 
operations for the production of gold in a 
concession of 75,000 acres in an area that comprises 
the various mining areas of Mazaruni, Cuyuní, Mahdia 
and Konawaruk (all of them located in the Zone under 
Reclamation), with the expectation to produce 
approximately 100,000 ounces of gold. The parent 
company of NARIL is the US firm South American 
Minerals Inc (SAMI), which also made the 
announcement in that country (Archivo DGSF: Carpeta 
Concesione Auríferas, 1999). 
 
A press release from newspaper EL NACIONAL, dated 
27 August 1999, points out that a Canadian 
enterprise administering the third largest gold mine 
in South America issued a written response to a 
lawsuit claiming US$ 100 million in damages for the 
spill of millions of cubic feet of cyanide waste in 
a river in Guyana. The lawyers of the enterprise 
Cambior Incorporado, of Montreal, Canada, and its 
partner Golden Star Resources of Denver, Colorado, 
US, owners of Omai Gold Mines, argued through the 
legal instrument that the lawsuit does not proceed 
and that the judicial forum should annul the 
lawsuit. (EL NACIONAL, “Empresa de oro se defiende”, Archivo 
DSGF: Carpeta Prensa, 1999). 
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Annex 128 

 
Joint Meeting Venezuela-Guyana for Economic and Oil Cooperation, 3-4 April 1986 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Cartas, 
Reuniones conjuntas Venezuela-Guyana para cooperación económica y petrolera, Box: E-15. 
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… 

He pointed out that the fall in the price of bauxite on the international markets 
has had a serious impact on his economy, as this sector accounts for 60% of his 
foreign exchange earnings… 
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Annex 129 

 

Meeting between the Facilitators of the Republic of Venezuela, Ambassador Emilio 
Figueredo Planchart, and of the Republic of Guyana, Doctor Barton Scotland,  

13 August 1990 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico. Relaciones Bilaterales Venezuela-Guyana. 

Unidad Especial de Guyana. Proceso de Buenos Oficios. 1991-1999. 
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REPORT ON THE WORK CARRIED OUT BY EMILIO FIGUEREDO 
IN HIS CAPACITY AS FACILITATOR UNDER THE ENVISAGED MECHANISM OF

GOOD OFFICES AIMED AT ACHIEVING A PRACTICAL SETTLEMENT OF THE 
DISPUTE BETWEEN VENEZUELA AND GUYANA. 

MEETING OF THE FOREIGN MINISTERS OF GUYANA AND VENEZUELA WITH THE 
SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE UNITED NATIONS ORGANIZATION. 

PREVIOUS MEETINGS: 

I. MEETING BETWEEN THE FACILITATORS OF THE REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA, 
AMBASSADOR EMILIO FIGUEREDO PLANCHART, AND DR. BARTON SCOTLAND, 
FROM THE REPUBLIC OF GUYANA,

During this meeting, both facilitators discussed the Draft Joint Resolution, using a document 
that had previously been negotiated for a joint meeting that did not take place (See Annex). 

At that meeting it was agreed to submit a joint text to the Secretary General. A first text was 
submitted to Ambassador Emilio Figueredo Planchart, who subsequently made some changes 
to it. It was then sent to the Representative of the Secretary General of the United Nations, 
Alister MacIntyre. Finally, Mr. Macintyre submitted it to Secretary General Boutros Boutros 
Ghali who modified the last version of the text slightly, specifically with regard to the role of 
his Representative. 

TEXT PROPOSED BY THE FACILITATOR FROM VENEZUELA: 

(original text) 

… 

TEXT PROPOSED BY THE GUYANESE FACILITATOR

(original text) 

… 

VERSION EMILIO FIGUEREDO - BARTON SCOTLAND 

(original text) 

… 

Once approved by Ambassadors Emilio Figueredo Planchart and Barton Scotland, this text was 
submitted to Sir Alister MacIntyre, who approved it.

…
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Annex 130 
 

Secretary-General reaffirms offer of his Good Offices to help resolve Controversy 
between Guyana and Venezuela, 24 September 1993 

 
United Nations Press Release, Department of Public Information, SG/ SM/ 5108,  

24 September 1993. 
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Annex 131 
 

Memorandum to the Foreign Minister Miguel Angel Burelli Rivas from Ambassador 
Emilio Figueredo Planchart, 4 July 1994 

(Translation- Excerpt) 
 
 

Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 
Casa Amarilla. 
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Translation

MEMORANDUM

TO: FOREIGN AFFAIRS MINISTER MIGUEL ÁNGEL BURELLI RIVAS 
FROM: AMBASSADOR EMILIO FIGUEREDO PLANCHART
SUBJECT: CREATION OF AN INFORMAL SUPPORT GROUP FOR THE NEGOTIATIONS 

OF THE GOOD OFFICIANT ON THE CLAIM OF THE ESSEQUIBO TERRITORY

In view of the preparation of the meeting between the Foreign Ministers of Venezuela and 
Guiana and the meeting between Presidents Caldera and Jagan to be held before the beginning of the 
United Nations General Assembly, I would like to propose the creation of an Informal Support Group 
for the negotiations of the Good Officer on the claim of the Essequibo Territory, with a view to
 advancing a doctrine on the subject.

I submit for your consideration the names of the persons who could form part of the 
aforementioned group:

For the Foreign Affairs Ministry:
Ambassador Roy Chaderton Matos, Director General
Ambassador Jean Francois Pulvenis
Ambassador Rafael Rangel
Counsellor Alexandra Paris (who will act as Executive Secretary)

Advisors:
Mrs. Luis Herrera Marcano
Mr. Juan Carlos Rey

Energy and Mines: To be defined
Hydric Resources: Mr. Hermán Roo
Armed Forces: To be defined (preferably Naval Forces)

EFP/APP
June 16, 94
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REPORT ON THE MEETING OF THE FACILITATOR OF VENEZUELA, AMBASSADOR 
EMILIO FIGUEREDO, WITH MCINTYRE AND REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
GUYANESE GOVERNMENT

…

5. Alister Mc Intyre told me that he had spoken to Insanally and Mrs. Jagan and that they 
would be present at the planned breakfast to dispel any doubts about Barton Scotland's 
withdrawal, and that they wanted Barton to reaffirm their confidence in the mechan ism and 
procedure adopted by the parties to find a practical settlement to the dispute within the spirit 
of the Geneva Agreement.

Once agreed by Ambassadors Emilio Figueredo Planchart and Barton Scotland, this text was presented 
to Mr. Alister Mac Intyre, who approved it.

…
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Annex 132 

Report of the Meeting between Sir Alister McIntyre, Carlos Ayala and Harry 
Ramkarran in New York, 14-15 December 1995 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico. Relaciones Bilaterales Venezuela-Guyana. Unidad Especial 
de Guyana. Proceso de Buenos Oficios. 1991-1999. Informe de la gestión cumplida por 

Carlos M. Ayala Corao, como facilitador venezolano ante el Secretario-General de la ONU 
bajo el Acuerdo de Ginebra, en el proceso de Buenos Oficios para el arreglo práctico de la 

controversia sobre el territorio Esequibo reclamado por Venezuela. 
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...

On December 14 and 15, 1995, the first meeting took place in New York between Sir Alister 
(Good Officer for the UN Secretary General), Carlos Ayala (Venezuelan facilitator), and 
Harry Ramkarran (Guyanese facilitator). Since this was the first meeting with Carlos 
Ayala, the purpose of the meeting was to clarify the procedural and methodological aspects of
the talks, as well as to express the content of the issues discussed in the past. In this sense, 
with no agreement being reached, general parameters have been discussed on maritime 
delimitations favorable to Venezuela; and in relation to the continental territory, the possibility 
of the "return" to Venezuela in full jurisdiction of a territory in the northern part of the zone of 
claim; and the possibility of establishing over another portion of the territory subject to
return, a "lease" in favor of the Cooperative Republic of Guyana, in which Venezuela 
would retain the title of sovereignty and Guyana would occupy it in the term and conditions 
agreed between the parties. However, Ramkarran expressed that the political conditions in
his country had recently changed (following the visit of President Cheddi Jagan to
Venezuela -Margarita-, which was harshly questioned by the Guyanese public opinion), 
which is why he did not consider it feasible in the short term to advance the talks on 
this matter. After a series of informal exchanges of ideas, it was agreed to hold the next 
meeting in the first quarter of 1996. 

...
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Annex 133 

The Foreign Ministers of Venezuela and Guyana met the Secretary General of the 
United Nations to propose Norman Girvan as Secretary General’s Personal 

Representative, 9 October 2009 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2009 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2010 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2010. 
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BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
PEOPLE’S MINISTRY FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS

MEMORY AND ACCOUNTS YEAR 2009

(There appears the shield of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela)

SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BY THE OFFICIAL IN CHARGE OF THE OFFICE
DURING ITS REGULAR SESSIONS FOR THE YEAR 2010

CARACAS, 2010

3.1.1.2 On 9 October 2009, the Governments of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela and 
the Cooperative Republic of Guyana formalized before the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations, Ban Ki-Moon, the proposal to designate the new Official in 
charge of Good Offices to continue with the negotiations on the dispute on the 
sovereignty over the Essequibo territory.

Foreign Ministers Nicolás Maduro and Carolyn Rodrigues held an interview with 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations to propose, on a mutual 
agreement, Professor Norman Girvan, a Jamaican economist and academician, 
as Personal Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who 
will continue with the negotiations efforts previously promoted by Sir Alister 
McIntyre and Ambassador Oliver Jackman, in order to achieve a fair, equitable 
and satisfactory solution for both countries.

The Venezuelan claim of sovereignty over the Essequibo Territory has been 
before the Secretary General of the United Nations since 1983, by agreement 
between the parties, as provided for in the Geneva Agreement of 17 February 
1966.

The Governments of Caracas and Georgetown maintain an excellent relation, as 
a result of the efforts of both presidents. Such message was reaffirmed by the 
Foreign Ministers to the General-Secretary Ban Ki-Moon.
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Annex 134 

Secretary-General appoints Norman Girvan of Jamaica as Personal Representative on 
Border Controversy between Guyana and Venezuela, 20 April 2010 

United Nations, Meetings Coverage and Press Releases, SG/A/1230-BIO/4183. 

Available at: https://press.un.org/en/2010/sga1230.doc.htm 
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Annex 135 

Letter from Norman Girvan, Personal Representative on Border Controversy between 
Guyana and Venezuela, to the Foreign Minister of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, 

Nicolás Maduro Moros, 6 October 2010 

AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico. Política Internacional. Guyana. Solicitud de Guyana ante la 
Comisión de límites de la ONU para extender la Plataforma Continental. 2012, 2013, 2014, 

2015. 
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Annex 136 

UN Envoy hails Workshop related to Guyana-Venezuela Border Dispute, 17 May 2012 

United Nations, UN News Global perspective Human stories. 

Available at: https://news.un.org/en/story/2012/05/411162 
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Annex 137 

 
Second Technical Workshop convened by the Good Officer, Norman Girvan, Personal 
Representative of the Secretary General of the United Nations Organization, for the 

Guyana-Venezuela Territorial Dispute, 28 February 2013 
(Translation) 

 
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivos, Bibliotecas y Divulgación 

Casa Amarilla, Unidad Especial de Guyana, Punto de Información, DOCPRTE-578. 
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TYPE OF DOCUMENT POINT OF INFORMATION 

SUBJECT 
Second Technical Workshop, called by the Good Officiant, Norman 
Girvan, Personal Representative of the Secretary General of the 
United Nations on the Guyana-Venezuela Territorial Dispute. 

ORIGIN GUYANA SPECIAL UNIT 
DOCPRTE-578 

DATE 28 FEB 2013 

  

URGENT 
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Bolivarian Government of Venezuela 
Ministry of the People’s Power for 
Foreign Relations 

 
Office of the Director/Guyana Special Unit 

DOCPRTE-571 
6 AUG 2012 

 
 

Point of Information 
 
 
TO: Mr Nicolás Maduro 

Minister of the People’s Power for Foreign Relations 
 
C/C: Mrs Verónica Guerrero 

Deputy Minister for Latin America and the Caribbean 
 
Dr Ángel Marcial Parra Yarza 
Brigadier General 
General Director of the Office for Borders 

 
FROM: Vice Admiral Elías Daniels Hernández 

Head of the Guyana Special Unit 
 
SUBJECT: Content analysis of the document “Report on the Guyana-Venezuela 

Technical Workshop”, held on 15 May 2012 at the headquarters of the 
United Nations (UN). 

 
 
I. EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 
 
Within the context of the Good Offices, the delegations of the Bolivarian Republic of 

Venezuela and the Republic of Guyana attended the “Guyana-Venezuela Technical 

Workshop”, held on 15 May 2012, in New York City, in the United States of America. The 

objective of the workshop was to “... bring to the attention of the representatives of both 

countries some successful examples of settlement of territorial disputes”. The workshop was 

attended by the following participants: 

 

Moderator: Professor Norman Girvan, Good Officiant, Personal Representative of the 

Secretary General of the United Nations on the Guyana-Venezuela Territorial Dispute. 

 

Venezuelan Delegation: Ambassador Roy Chaderton Matos, Permanent Representative to the 

OAS and Facilitator; Ambassador Jorge Valero, Permanent Representative of Venezuela to 

the UN; Paula Carozzo de Abreu, Minister Advisor to the Mission of Venezuela to the OAS; 
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Alfredo Toro, First Secretary of the Mission of Venezuela to the UN; and Mercedes Carrillo 

Zamora, Lawyer and Advisor. 

 

Guyanese Delegation: Lawyer Hari N. (Ralph) Ramkarram, Facilitator; Ambassador 

George Talbot, Permanent Representative of Guyana to the UN; Deborah Backer, Deputy 

Speaker of Parliament; Bibi Shadick, Member of the Guyanese Parliament; Ambassador 

Elizabeth Harper; Director General of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs; and Keith George, 

Ambassador to Suriname. 

 

Consultant Alex Grzbowski, who has acted as mediator in international disputes over natural 

resources, also attended the workshop, and presented models of cooperation and dispute 

resolution by using the Chatham House Rule, which allows participants to express their 

opinions freely, without compromising the official position of their governments on the matter. 

Likewise, it was proposed that a multidimensional solution should be examined, framed within 

a strategy for the search for issues of mutual interest that would generate a rapprochement 

between the Parties and finally, “...offer a mutually beneficial solution for both countries”. 

 
 
II. ANALYSIS 
 
A content analysis of the document produced by the “Guyana-Venezuela Technical 

Workshop” reveals the following aspects: 

 

• This is the first time that the search for and the identification of issues that could lead to 

possible solutions to the Territorial Dispute have been included in a meeting held with the 

Good Officer at the headquarters of the United Nations (UN). 

 

• It is considered that the model proposed by the consultant seeks to deepen the use of 

cooperation, which should lead to the search for satisfactory solutions for a practical 

settlement of the Territorial Dispute. 

 

• A policy of administrative continuity on the part of the Guyanese government is evident in 

the multidisciplinary composition of the Guyanese Delegation that participated in the 

workshop. This enabled the Delegation to take advantage of the stage to present the priority 
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issues (traditional and current) pending on the bilateral agenda and which are of interest for 

progress in the area of cooperation. 

 

• In turn, the Venezuelan Delegation addressed the issue in a general manner by emphasising 

three aspects: 1) the systematisation of information to facilitate its circulation and 

management; 2) the dissemination of the progress achieved in bilateral cooperation; and 3) 

the raising of awareness in society and the national public opinion on the issue. However, 

it was noted that there was no reference to specific cooperation issues and that the 

composition of the delegation that participated in the workshop did not correspond to that 

of a multidisciplinary team, in addition to the obvious participation of the Office for 

Borders and the Guyana Special Unit, which are units under this Ministry in charge of the 

issue. 

 

• The content of the document “Report of the Guyana-Venezuela Technical Workshop” 

shows the repeated use of the words “borders”, “border areas”, “cross-border cooperation”, 

and this contradicts the vision that this Unit has been working on, in relation to the meaning 

of “areas adjoining the Zone under Reclamation” or “areas adjacent to the Zone under 

Reclamation”, as opposed to border areas, since the Guayana Esequiba is subject to a 

territorial dispute, as evidenced from the “Note of Acknowledgement”1 to the State of 

Guyana, whereby Venezuela reserves its rights over the Essequibo Territory. 

 
 
III. CONCLUSIONS 
 
• There is a pro-active attitude of the Good Officer in seeking rapprochement between the 

Parties through the strengthening of bilateral cooperation. 

 

• There is evidence of the Guyanese Delegation’s recognition and identification of traditional 

and current issues of common interest, which contribute to strengthening bilateral and 

regional cooperation (legal system, illicit activities related to fuel extraction and gold 

1 “NOTE OF ACKNOWLEDGMEMNT FROM VENEZUELA TO THE NEW STATE OF GUYANA, 
WHEREBY VENBEZUELA RESERVES ITS RIGHTS OVER THE TERRITORY OF THE GUYANA 
ESEQUIBA”, 26 MAY 1966. Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Relations, Reclamación de la Guyana 
Esequiba [Reclamation of the Guyana Esequiba], Documents 1962-1981, Editorial Arte, Caracas, 1981, pp. 107-
108. 
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mining, reactivation of cooperation mechanisms, exploration and exploitation of 

hydrocarbons, among others). 

 

• The composition of the Guyanese Delegation shows the participation of officials with long 

experience and permanence in positions related to the issue of the territorial dispute. Thus 

stand out the performances of the Guyanese Facilitator, Hari N. Ralph Ramkarram, who 

has been in that position for 12 years (1994-2012); the Director General of the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs, Ambassador Elizabeth Harper, who has been in that position since 2002 

and has represented her country in various Venezuelan-Guyanese meetings; and the current 

Guyanese Ambassador to Suriname, Keith George, who was since 2002, Director of 

Borders in the Ministry of Foreign Relations of that country, and has also been part of the 

Guyanese Delegations that have negotiated with their Venezuelan counterpart (like, for 

instance, the Binational High Level Commission -COBAN-, the Memorandum of 

Understanding to address the Fishing Incidents, the Commercialisation of Guyanese Rice, 

the Dredging of Rivers, among others). 

 

• In relation to the proposal of the Venezuelan Delegation concerning the systematisation of 

information to facilitate its circulation and management, there is a lack of awareness of the 

work and efforts that, together with the Venezuelan Embassy in Guyana, this Unit has been 

conducting since its creation in 1995, in order to systematise, compile, update, classify, file 

and analyse all the information that has a bearing on the Esequibo Reclamation Process, as 

well as to formulate the strategic concept of claiming Venezuelan sovereignty rights in the 

Esequibo Territory. 

 
 
IV. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
In order to materialise and deepen the mutual trust expressed by both delegations during the 

workshop, as seen in the content analysis of the document “Guyana-Venezuela Technical 

Workshop”, this Unit suggests the following recommendations: 

 

• Resume inter-institutional meetings to set up expert teams in order to coordinate the actions 

to be taken with a view to formulating satisfactory solutions for a practical settlement of 

the territorial dispute and for cooperation in general, in addition to reiterating the 
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desirability of avoiding the high turnover of officials in charge of the issue, as well as the 

lack of administrative continuity in the decision-making processes on this issue. 

 

• Make appropriate use of all classified, confidential, restricted and/or secret information in 

the archives of the Guyana Special Unit in the aim of assisting in the formation of the 

multidisciplinary teams that would be responsible for developing public policies leading to 

the formulation of satisfactory solutions for a practical settlement of the dispute. 

 

• Define a timetable of activities in accordance with the Venezuelan electoral process in such 

a way that it allows for the monitoring of pending issues to ensure timely action within the 

previously agreed deadlines. 

 

• Generate a communications strategy aimed at disseminating progress with regard to the 

bilateral relationship. 

 

• Update, review and revitalise the Binational High Level Commission (COBAN), along 

with the corresponding issues that will advance the bilateral agenda and thus continue to 

foster good neighbourly relations. The incorporation of the Guyanese request to extend the 

limits of the Continental Shelf beyond 200 nautical miles deserves special attention. This 

issue should be analysed at the inter-institutional level and should be included in the 

bilateral agenda, as well as the specific issues raised by the Guyanese Delegation during 

the workshop. 

 
 
 

[Illegible signature] 
Vice Admiral Elías Daniels Hernández 

Head of the Guyana Special Unit 
 
 
[Wet seal: “BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA. (Coat of Arms). OFFICE OF THE GENERAL 
DIRECTOR. GUYANA SPECIAL UNIT. MINISTRY OF THE PEOPLE’S POWER FOR FOREIGN 
RELATIONS
 
 
ED/GP 
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Annex 138 

 
Letter from Norman Girvan, Personal Representative of the Secretary-General on the 

Border Controversy between Guyana and Venezuela, to the Foreign Minister of the 
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Elias Jaua Milano, 29 October 2013 

(Translation) 
 

AHMPPRE. Archivo Histórico.Comisión Bilateral de alto nivel Venezuela-Guyana 
(COBAN). 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014. 
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United Nations  Nations Unies 
 

HEADQUARTERS – SIEGE NEW YORK, NY 10017 
TEL.: 1 (212) 963.1234 – FAX:  1 (212) 963.4879 

 
 

REFERENCE: 
 

29 October 2013 
 

Your Excellency, 
 

It was a pleasure to meet with you in Port of Spain on 17 October last. Please allow me 
to thank you for your willingness to consider my concrete suggestions for moving forward with 
the Good Offices process. 

I am particularly aware of the willingness, repeatedly expressed by both Venezuela and 
Guyana, to move forward on economic integration and cooperation, as well as on the 
consolidation of good and peaceful relations between the two countries. A mutually acceptable 
solution to the border dispute will undoubtedly further improve neighbourly relations and bring 
significant economic benefits to both countries. 

Last summer, the Secretary-General renewed his commitment to the Good Offices 
process for an additional year, at the end of which a review of progress will take place. This 
review could take into consideration alternative means of dispute settlement, as provided for 
in the 1966 Geneva Agreement. However, I am convinced that the current Good Offices process 
allows States to be more empowered than any other alternative and that significant progress 
towards the resolution of the border dispute is possible. 

 
 
Your Excellency 
Elías Jaua Milano 
People’s Power Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela 

The United Nations remains committed to supporting the parties in the search for a 
mutually satisfactory solution to the border dispute. I look forward to continuing to work to 
this end. As agreed in Port of Spain, I attach herewith a proposed work plan for consideration 
by the parties. 

I take this opportunity to renew to the Government of Venezuela the assurances of my 
highest consideration. 
 
        Norman Girvan 

Personal Representative of the Secretary-General 
for the Guyana-Venezuela Border Dispute 

 
cc: HE the Ambassador Roy Chaderton Matos, Permanent Representative of Venezuela to 

the Organisation of American States. 
HE the Ambassador Samuel Moncada, Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the 
United Nations in New York. 
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Annex 139 

The Joint Declaration of Argyle for Dialogue and Peace between Guyana and 
Venezuela, 14 December 2023 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Foreign Trade, Barbados, The Joint Declaration of Argyle for 
Dialogue and Peace between Guyana and Venezuela, 14 December 2023. 

Available at: https://www.foreign.gov.bb/the-joint-declaration-of-argyle-for-dialogue-and-
peace-between-guyana-and-venezuela/ 

Venezuelan source: https://mppre.gob.ve/2023/12/14/declaracion-conjunta-dialogo-guyana-
venezuela/ 
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THE JOINT DECLARATION OF ARGYLE FOR DIALOGUE AND PEACE 
BETWEEN GUYANA AND VENEZUELA 

 
On Thursday, December 14, 2023, in Argyle, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, His 
Excellency Irfaan Ali, President of the Co-operative Republic of Guyana and His Excellency 
Nicolas Maduro, President of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela held discussions on matters 
consequential to the territory in dispute between their two countries. 
 
These discussions were facilitated by the Prime Minister of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 
and Pro-Tempore President of the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States 
(CELAC) Dr. The Honourable Ralph E. Gonsalves, and the Prime Minister of the 
Commonwealth of Dominica and Chairman of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), the 
Honourable Roosevelt Skerrit. Prime Ministers Gonsalves and Skerrit, together with H.E. Mr. 
Celso Amorim, Special Adviser and Personal Envoy of H.E. Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, 
President of the Federative Republic of Brazil, acted as principal Interlocutors. Also present 
were Honourable Prime Ministers of the Caribbean Community, namely: the Honourable 
Philip Davis, Prime Minister of The Bahamas; the Honourable Mia Amor Mottley, Prime 
Minister of Barbados; the Honourable Dickon Mitchell, Prime Minister of Grenada; the 
Honourable Philip J. Pierre, Prime Minister of Saint Lucia; Honourable Terrence Drew of Saint 
Kitts and Nevis and Dr. The Honourable Keith Rowley, Prime Minister of the Republic of 
Trinidad and Tobago. 
 
Attending as Observers on behalf of His Excellency António Guterres, Secretary-General of 
the United Nations were Their Excellencies Earle Courtenay Rattray, Chef de Cabinet of the 
Office of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and Miroslav Jenca, Under-Secretary-
General of the United Nations Department of Political and Peacebuilding Affairs. In addition, 
His Excellency Alvaro Leyva Durán, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Colombia 
and Mr. Gerardo Torres Zelaya, Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Honduras, 
in his capacity as CELAC Troika, also participated. 
 
All parties attending the meeting at Argyle, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines reiterated their 
commitment to Latin America and the Caribbean remaining a Zone of Peace. 
Guyana and Venezuela declared as follows: 
 

1. Agreed that Guyana and Venezuela, directly or indirectly, will not threaten or 
use force against one another in any circumstances, including those 
consequential to any existing controversies between the two States. 

2. Agreed that any controversies between the two States will be resolved in 
accordance with international law, including the Geneva Agreement dated 
February 17, 1966. 

3. Committed to the pursuance of good neighborliness, peaceful coexistence, and 
the unity of Latin America and the Caribbean. 

4. Noted Guyana’s assertion that it is committed to the process and procedures of 
the International Court of Justice for the resolution of the border controversy. 
Noted Venezuela’s assertion of its lack of consent and lack of recognition of the 
International Court of Justice and its jurisdiction in the border controversy. 

5. Agreed to continue dialogue on any other pending matters of mutual importance 
to the two countries. 
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6. Agreed that both States will refrain, whether by words or deeds, from escalating 
any conflict or disagreement arising from any controversy between them. The 
two States will cooperate to avoid incidents on the ground conducive to tension 
between them. In the event of such an incident the two States will immediately 
communicate with one another, the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), the 
Community of Latin America and the Caribbean (CELAC), and the President 
of Brazil to contain, reverse and prevent its recurrence. 

7. Agreed to establish immediately a joint commission of the Foreign Ministers 
and technical persons from the two States to address matters as mutually agreed. 
An update from this joint commission will be submitted to the Presidents of 
Guyana and Venezuela within three months. 

8. Both States agreed that Prime Minister Ralph E. Gonsalves, the Pro-Tempore 
President of CELAC, Prime Minister Roosevelt Skerrit, the incumbent 
CARICOM Chairman, and President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva of Brazil will 
remain seized of the matter as Interlocutors and the UN Secretary-General, 
Antonio Guterres as Observers, with the ongoing concurrence of Presidents 
Irfaan Ali and Nicolas Maduro. For the avoidance of doubt, Prime Minister 
Gonsalves’ role will continue even after Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 
ceases to be the Pro-Tempore President of CELAC, within the framework of 
the CELAC Troika plus one; and Prime Minister Skerrit’s role will continue as 
a member of the CARICOM Bureau. 

9. Both States agreed to meet again in Brazil, within the next three months, or at 
another agreed time, to consider any matter with implications for the territory 
in dispute, including the above-mentioned update of the joint commission. 

10. We express our appreciation to Prime Ministers Gonsalves and Skerrit, to 
President Lula and his Personal Envoy Celso Amorim, to all other CARICOM 
Prime Ministers present, to the officials of the CARICOM Secretariat, to the 
CELAC Troika and to the Head of the CELAC PTP Secretariat in Saint Vincent 
and the Grenadines, His Excellency Dr. Douglas Slater, for their respective roles 
in making this meeting a success. 

11. We express our appreciation to the Government and people of Saint Vincent 
and the Grenadines for their kind facilitation and hospitality at this meeting. 
 

Source: Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Foreign Trade 
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Annex 140 

 
Letter from the Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations, 14 February 1962 
 

United Nations, General Assembly, sixteenth session, fourth committee, Agenda item 39, 
Information from Non-Self-Governing territories transmitted under Article 73 e of the 

Charter of the United Nations. Reports of the Secretary-General and of the Committee on 
information from Non-Self-Governing territories, A/C.4/536, February 15, 1962. 

 
Guyana’s memorial, Annex 17 https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/171/171-

20181119-WRI-01-01-EN.pdf 
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Annex 141 
 

Statement made by the Representative of Venezuela at the 1302nd Meeting of the 
Fourth Committee, 22 February 1962 

 
United Nations, General Assembly, sixteenth session, fourth committee, Agenda item 39, 

Information from Non-Self-Governing territories transmitted under Article 73 e of the 
Charter of the United Nations. A/C.4/540, February 22, 1962. Guyana’s memorial, Annex 18. 

 
Available at: https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/171/171-20181119-WRI-

01-01-EN.pdf 
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Annex 142 

Mr. Sosa Rodríguez’ Intervention in the Agenda Item 39: Information from Non-self-
governing Territories transmitted under Article 73(e) of the Charter of the United 

Nations (A/4997/ADD.1, A/C.4/520, A/C/4/536 AND CORR. 1, A/C.4/L.728, A/C.4/L.729) 
(continued) 
(Excerpt) 

General Assembly, 16th session, 4th Committee: 1302nd meeting, Thursday, 
22 February 1962, New York, A/C.4/SR.1302p. 884. 

Available at: https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/810765#record-files-collapse-header 
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Annex 143 

Question of Boundaries between Venezuela and the Territory of British Guiana: 
Statement of His Excellency, Dr. Marcos Falcón Briceño, Minister for External 

Relations of Venezuela, at the 348th Meeting of the Special Political Committee on 
12 November 1962 

United Nations, General Assembly, Seventeenth Session, Special Political Committee, 
Agenda item 88, A/SPC/71, November 12, 1962. 

Available at: https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/862319?ln=fr#record-files-collapse-header 
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Annex 144 

Question of Boundaries between Venezuela and the Territory of British Guiana: 
Statement of His Excellency, Dr. Marcos Falcón Briceño, Minister for External 

Relations of Venezuela, at the 348th Meeting of the Special Political Committee on 
12 November 1962 

(Excerpt) 

United Nations, General Assembly, Seventeenth Session, Special Political Committee, 
Agenda item 88, QUESTION OF BOUNDARIES BETWEEN VENEZUELA AND THE 

TERRITORY OF BRITISH GUIANA, A/SPC/71, 12 November 1962, p. 15. 

Available at: https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/862319?ln=fr#record-files-collapse-header 
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Annex 145 

 
Agenda Item 88: Question of Boundaries between Venezuela and the Territory of 

British Guiana (continued), 13 November 1962 
(Excerpt) 

 
General Assembly, 17th session, official records, Special Political Committee, 349th meeting, 

Tuesday, 13 November 1962, New York, A/SPC/SR.349, p. 123 
 

Available at: https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/803528 
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Annex 146 
 

United Nations General Assembly, 16th Session, Agenda Item 25: The Situation with 
Regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 

Colonial Countries and Peoples, 8 October 1962 
 

United Nations, Report of the Special Committee established under General Assembly 
resolution 1654 (XVI), Doc. A/5238 (8 Oct. 1962), para. 77, p. 130. 

 
Available at: 

https://documents.un.org/doc/resolution/gen/nr0/167/07/pdf/nr016707.pdf?token=VbflL1rWz
2k34qEfcN&fe=true 
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Annex 147 
 

United Nations General Assembly, 17th Session, Agenda Item 88: Question of the 
Boundaries between Venezuela and the Territory of British Guiana, Statement of His 
Excellency, Dr. Marcos Falcón Briceño, Minister for External Relations of Venezuela,  

12 November 1962 
(Excerpt) 

 
United Nations the 348th meeting of the Special Political Committee on 12 November 1962, 

Doc. A/SPC/71 (12 November 1962). 
 

Available at: https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/862319?ln=es 
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Annex 148 
 

Letter from the Permanent Representative of Guyana to the United Nations addressed 
to the Secretary-General, 9 November 1981 

 
United Nations, General Assembly, Thirty-sixth session, First Committee, Agenda item 58, 

Doc. A/C.1/36/9, 9 November 1981. 
 

Available at: https://front.un-arm.org/documents/library/A-C1-36-9.pdf 
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Annex 149 

 
Excerpts of the Private Diary Entries of Professor Fyodor Fyodorovich Martens,  

4 June 1899-3 October 1899 
 

AVPR, opis 787, delo 9, ed.k hr. 1-7 
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1897
“October 3. Today's newspapers have brought me a very pleasant surprise. I was reading 
telegrams, and among them one about my election by the English and Venezuelan Governments 
as supreme arbitrator and representative of the arbitration tribunal to meet in Paris, next year.

This great and unexpected honour pleased me all the more because, as the telegrams say, on 
the list of both contending parties, “the name of Martens was the only one considered 
acceptable and which appeared on the list of the English and Venezuelan Governments.”

I could wish for no greater honour and from now on I consider that all my labours in the field 
of my beloved science have been richly rewarded. There has never been such an example of an 
international court of arbitration as will be the court of Paris in the case of the demarcations 
between England and Venezuela. In that tribunal I shall not only be the president, but also the 
super-arbitrator, whose word will decide all questions without appeal. This has never happened: 
neither in the Lamzd case in 1873, nor in the Bering Sea case in 1893.

It's just that my role will be so difficult that I'm a little scared of the moral responsibility that 
comes with it. But God will have mercy on me and give me the strength I need to see this 
difficult and daunting task through to a successful conclusion, to the glory of my beloved 
country and the honour of myself and my family. A week or two ago I received from the English 
and Dutch Governments a gift of three silver vases with flowers and fruits for my arbitration 
in the “Costa Rica Packet” case. This signed gift will remain as an item of great value in my 
family. (…)

November 6. Today I received from Count Muraviev a “confidential” (why?) letter in which 
he informs me of the consent of the Sovereign to my appointment as President of the 
international arbitration tribunal in the dispute between England and Venezuela.

Count Lamsdorf showed me yesterday two telegrams from De Vollan, our Chargé d'Affaires in 
Washington, in which he informs the Minister that the British Ambassador and the Venezuelan 
Envoy in Washington have asked him to call the attention of the Sovereign Emperor to the 
request of England and Venezuela “for the appointment of Privy Councillor Martens as 
President of the International Court of Arbitration.”

Both telegrams were communicated to the Emperor, who wrote “Agreed.” My appointment to 
this very difficult post must therefore be considered final. How can I not rejoice at this 
unprecedented honour! (...)

December 15, 97. The day before yesterday (13) appeared in the Governmental News a 
governmental announcement about my appointment as sub-arbitrator and president of the Paris 
Arbitration Tribunal in the Venezuela-England case. This communication is written by me from 
beginning to end, as well as a short note on the tasks of the future tribunal, printed in that issue 
of the Governmental News. Yesterday this report appeared in all the other newspapers. The 
impression made by this announcement is enormous. Everyone does nothing but congratulate 
and hand out the most flattering compliments. (...)

(...) I fully agree with my kind friend N. S. Tagantsev that a higher honour than that of my 
unanimous election by the first lawyers of England and the United States of America to serve 
as super-arbitrator in the Venezuela case cannot be imagined. All other honours and distinctions 
are nothing compared to this honour. I agree wholeheartedly.” (...)
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1898

14.I.98. Today I again presented myself to the Sovereign on my election as super-arbitrator in 
the Anglo-Venezuelan question. The Emperor received me individually in his study and spoke 
to me at length and with kindness. I explained to him the history of the whole affair, which 
seemed to interest him very much.

In parting, when I had modestly expressed to him my opinion of my ability to bring the matter 
to a happy conclusion, he said to me: “But why don't you finish it properly? You are a well-
known expert in these matters. I wish you with all my heart a great success. Goodbye.”

With these words he squeezed my hand especially firmly. It is very kind, but in spite of 
everything it is nothing. I still think I could do better to Russia than I am capable of 
doing now. I think I have some skills and intelligence compared to the present employers.
Meanwhile, the circle of my activity is extremely vast: it extends to Europe and even 
to America. But, on the other hand, in Russia itself I very often encounter ill-will and 
low envy, with which I have no strength to fight. Nevertheless, I am perfectly content and 
satisfied with my independent and honourable position in the world, for such an honour, 
which has fallen to me as an arbitrator between powers, has never before
fallen to anyone. This is the third time that I have been chosen as an international arbitrator, 
and never has any monarch, pope or famous jurist been chosen three times as a judge of 
States. This is the highest honour that a mere mortal can, in my deepest conviction, receive.
 May God grant good health to my beloved wife, to my wonderful children and to me.... then 
all will be well! (...)
18.X.98. Today I received the latest issue of the “Daily News”, in which Stead conveys his
discussions with Count Lanzd., Basili and myself. He speaks of me very little, which pleased
me very much. His review of me is very flattering: “I also had an interesting conversation with
M. de Martens, the famous jurist who is to provide over the Venezuela arbitration, and who,
from his frequent arbitrations, has come to be regarded as a kind of Deputy Lord Chief Justice
of Christendom!” Not bad! Very nice! (...)

27.XI.98. Today I had a rather interesting conversation with Count Muravyov and Count
Lamsdorf. I learned from both of them of their consent to my future trip to Paris to open the
international tribunal on the Anglo-Venezuelan case. (...)

30.XII.98. On the next-to-last day of the outgoing year I learned important news. I visited
Count Muravyov to say goodbye before my departure to Paris for the preliminary session of
the Anglo-American Arbitration Court. (…)

1899
January 30, 1899. Today I returned to St. Petersburg from Paris, where I went exactly one 
month ago to open the preliminary session of the Anglo-American Court of Arbitration. I saw 
many interesting people and I am very flattered by the welcome and honour I received as 
president of the arbitration court. All these honours and all this respect I constantly encounter 
abroad, where people have an incomparably better opinion of me than in my beloved homeland. 
Abroad they consider me intelligent and capable, and well-informed, and almost a great man. 
In the Fatherland, they are either quite indifferent to my exceptional position in the international 
world, or they persecute me with systematic hostility and undisguised envy. My God, what 
foolish and mediocre bureaucratic souls I have to fight against in dear Petersburg! At the Paris 
Tribunal, the best lawyers of England and the United States listened with full attention to my 
every word and gratefully accepted my draft of 22 rules of procedure for arbitration. I am sure 
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that this small set of procedural rules has a bright future and every new international arbitration 
will use it in the conduct of their case. If I suggest anything to the officials, encyclopaedists of 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, they immediately criticize everything and know everything 
better. However, the total ignorance of the present Foreign Ministry completely explains such 
a stupid attitude towards me and my knowledge in the field in which I have been working for 
32 years!

Among other things, I met M. Delcassé, French Foreign Minister, who impressed me as an 
intelligent and cautious person. He asked me questions about the Peace Conference, without 
hiding his clear wishes regarding the finalization of this matter.

(...) From Paris I went to Berlin on my way back to Petersburg. 

(...)

(...) I personally was confused in today's conversation with Count Lamsdorf (...) he did not 
utter a word mentioning my appointment to the Hague Peace Conference or to the post of 
envoy! This surprised me very much and gave rise once again to the thought: will they deceive 
me again...? (...)

(...) Only that in no way can one believe that Count Lamsdorf, whom I am accustomed to 
consider as an honest person, à coeur léger could deceive in such a repugnant manner. Among 
other things, I told him that in the first days of May I must again go to Paris for the opening of 
meetings of the Anglo-American Arbitration Tribunal. He answered nothing to this, but it was 
evident that he was left thinking about something. But about what? Probably, I will find out 
tomorrow from Count Muravyov. (...)

February 22, 1899. (…) Another curious circumstance is that when he abolished all the items 
on the agenda [of the Hague Convention], [Foreign Minister Muravyov] said to me in a serious 
manner: “But the conference will continue for at least 2 or 3 months. How will you organize 
your arbitration in Paris? (Instead of “arbitration,” he said “mediation,” which shows that the 
Foreign Minister of the All-Russian Empire still does not know the difference between one or 
the other term). If these words did not have the hidden purpose of making me voluntarily refuse 
to participate in the Hague Convention, then the question is: What will the Hague Convention 
do for 2 or 3 months without any agenda or topics for discussion? (...)

18.III.99. This is the vision of the Hague Peace Conference of its creator itself, Count M.N.
Muravyov! The prospect of such a handling of the matter compelled me to take out of the side
pocket of my frock coat and hand him my “Projet de Déclaration.” (...) With gnashing of teeth
and great reluctance, I handed the minister my draft declaration, for which he hardly thanked
me. But what to do? I must do everything possible to close the Hague Convention as soon as
possible, in order to leave without further delay for Paris to open the sessions of my Anglo-
American Arbitration Tribunal. Therefore, I am obliged to help and try to get this whole ugly
and high-profile affair out of the swamp. (…)

March 31, 99. The clipping from “New Time” attached hereto appeared 2 days ago in the 
“Governmental News”. This article confirms the postponement of my Anglo-American 
Tribunal, which is incomparably more serious than the Hague Convention. Meanwhile, 
everyone is talking and dreaming about the Hague Convention. Of my court of arbitration there 
is very little talk and fewer dreams. A curious article in the “Times” of April 5 (new style) on 
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the Hague Convention, in which the British confess their weakness in conferences like the 
Hague [sic], because there are no people who would combine the deep knowledge of a legal 
scholar with the skills of a “professional diplomat”. There is no one in England who can match 
“Mr. Martens, the St. Petersburg professor, who will be one of the Russian representatives at 
The Hague.” (...) 
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“MORNING MAIL”
Sunday, March 28, 99.39

The meeting of the well-known Anglo-American Court of International Arbitration on the 
border dispute with Venezuela, chaired by F.F. Martens, was to open on May 13 in Paris. Due 
to changed circumstances, it will not open until early June. There has been a change in the 
composition of this international tribunal. The first English member, Lord Herschell, died 
suddenly in Washington, where he had been sent by the English government to settle disputes 
between Canada and the United States. In his place, as a member of the above-mentioned 
tribunal, the English government appointed its most distinguished and famous lawyer, Lord 
Russel of Killowen, who now holds the office of Chief Justice of England. 

Thus, at present, the Anglo-American Court of International Arbitration is composed of the 
following persons as arbitrators: For Great Britain: the Chief Justice of England, Lord Russell 
and the President of the High Courts of Appeal of London, Lord Collins; for the United States, 
the Chief Justice of the United States, Melville Fuller and the Member of the Supreme Court 
of the United States of America, Brewer. The Chief Justice and Super-arbitrator is F.F. 
Martens.” (...)

16(4).VI. I have just returned from Paris, where I spent 2 days for the opening sessions of my 
Anglo-American tribunal on the Venezuelan question.
Yesterday, 15(3) was the opening day. M. Delcassé said a few words. I replied to him. But it 
was all very shabby and republican. There was no audience except a dozen people. Then 
English Attorney General, Webster, began his speech. He spoke very well, but it was funny and 
tiring to listen to him for four hours, though with a short break. (...)

20.VI. (...) But how much I have to work here now! For example, today, between 10 and 12:30
- a very important meeting of my Commission. Between 2 and 4 o'clock - again under my
presidency, the whole Commission. At 4 o'clock a joint meeting of the whole Conference under
the presidency of Staal. At 7 o'clock I was sitting in a wagon to spend the whole night on my
way to Paris for the conduct of the Anglo-American arbitration case. It is evident that it is not
free and I pay no little for the honours that fell to me.

23.VI. I returned from Paris in the morning and immediately went to Huis ten Bosch, where
Staal delivered the speech written by Rafalovich on disarmament. (...)

5.VII. (23.VI). The general meeting of the Conference and the approval of the work of my
Commission which redrafted the Brussels declaration took place today. (...) The same day in
the evening, I left again for Paris to preside over my Anglo-American Arbitration Tribunal. On
July 14 (2) I returned to The Hague.

18 (30).VII. I have been in Paris since yesterday, no, since Friday, for today is Sunday. At last, 
the Hague Convention ended yesterday, thank God! I was simply not in a position to spend 
nights on the train and engage incessantly in The Hague and Paris. I did not attend the last 
meeting, that is, the closing of the Conference. But I know from the newspapers and from 
members of the old conference who have already arrived in Paris how things went.
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The last problem that I had to deal with in The Hague was the last article of the Convention on 
Arbitration which refers to the right of adherence to this Convention of States that were not 
present at the Conference, but expressed their desire to adhere to it afterwards. (...) 
 
2.VIII. (old style) Reading in the newspapers about the forthcoming results of the Hague 
Convention, sad thoughts suddenly arise. (...) Only during the last two meetings of the 
Conference, when I had to be present in Paris, my place was taken by the agile Jew Rafalovich 
who, according to the general opinion, with little tact, interfered instead of the president in the 
debates. (...) 
 
11 (23). IX.99. I am still in Paris and preside the international arbitration. I am very tired, but 
this gigantic and very complicated affair has to be finished. I hope that within a week I will be 
aware of the exact date of my departure from here to my home! 
 
20.IX(2.X). Thank God the Anglo-American arbitration is finally over. I am very tired and will 
leave here tomorrow for Baden-Baden. Today I succeeded in persuading 4 arbitrators to make 
mutual concessions on the boundary line between Venezuela and English Guiana. The worst 
and most obnoxious of all were the two English arbitrators, and in particular Lord Rossell, who 
began to speak cheekily to me for dedicating the entire Sunday to confidential negotiations 
between arbitrators to reach a compromise. I reached this compromise thanks to the cordial 
attitude of the Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court, Mr. Fuller, who was very fond of me, 
and thanks to the flexibility of another U.S. arbitrator, Mr. Brewer, influenced by Fuller. 
Meanwhile, the British took the lion's share and are still dissatisfied. 
Lord Rossell and Lord Collins haggled like cheapskates! 
For the first time I had to face this British greed. 
But anyway, my triumph is great: the decision of the arbitration tribunal is unanimous. This has 
never happened in collegiate arbitration tribunals, and that is the ideal of this type of tribunal, 
because the moral significance of the decision is incomparably superior to its legal significance. 
Hooray! 
 
21.IX(3.X). At 12 noon of today, there was a solemn meeting and the end of the arbitral 
tribunal. Before the opening of the meeting, all arbitrators signed on parchment 4 copies of the 
arbitral award, without any reservation. I opened the meeting by announcing in English that 
the award had been signed and invited the English and French secretaries to read it. Which was 
done. I then made, in English, a speech thanking the agents and lawyers of governments and 
secretaries. Finally, in French, I expressed my thanks to the French government for the 
hospitality extended to the tribunal and explained the special significance of the decision which 
was adopted unanimously (which had never happened before!) and which applied for the first 
time the rules of procedure adopted by the Hague Convention. These two circumstances give 
a very special significance to the arbitral award that has just been rendered. Finally, I ended the 
meeting in English, after which both Sir R. Webster and General Harrison thanked the court 
and the French government for their hospitality. This is how the meetings of the Anglo-
American Arbitration Tribunal in Paris, of which I had the honour to be president, ended. It 
seemed to me that one of the arbitrators should have stood up and thanked me, the president. 
But both American arbitrators (Fuller and Brewer) probably did not think about it, because in 
ordinary courts no such gratitude is expressed. Both English arbitrators were obviously angry 
with me and therefore did not accept the initiative of such a speech. 
 
Their malice is ridiculous and stupid (other Englishmen, such as the Attorney General, 
Ambassador Ed Monson and Mr. Buchanan were very pleased with the tribunal's decision, 
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because England actually got much and almost all that was required). But Lord Rossell and 
Lord Collins were obviously angry that, 1) under my influence they had to give up what they 
already considered theirs, and 2) because of the unanimity I insistently demanded, they had to 
make a concession to the Americans. These two circumstances completely infuriated them, and 
we parted rather coolly. I explain this in a few words and by means of the following image. 
 
 

 
Amakura  
Barima B.P. 
C.[ap] Palaya  
My line  
Fuller 
Motocomo Cape [?] 
 
When the disputes between the four arbitrators about the common legal grounds for the next 
decision ended on Friday of last week, I had to give my opinion. I explained my view on all 
the main issues, denied the ugly right of discovery and occupation of the Spanish and 
Americans, proved the absence of any definition of boundaries in the Treaty of Westphalia, and 
said that the territory between the Essequibo and the Orinoco can most probably be recognized 
as joint control (condominium) of Spanish and Dutch. In making this basic point of mine, I 
said frankly that I could not recognize the rights of the British over Punta Barima (B.P.) at the 
mouth of the Orinoco River. Lord Russell and Lord Collins took note of this. 
 
On the same day, after an exchange of ideas on general issues, a fierce debate began between 
4 arbitrators on the drawing of the boundary line. The British offered their line. Knowing my 
opinion on the possession of Punta Barima, they rejected it beforehand, and wanting to recruit 
me to their side, they started their line from the coast from Motocomo Cape inland. I said 
nothing and remained silent. But when Lord Rossel began to draw the English line inland and 
further west, I only put this question to him: why does England now demand more than she 
demanded in 1881 in Lord Grenville's note? Lord Russell immediately understood my question 
and, wishing to please me, abandoned his line and ceded a large area to the Venezuelans. 
Further south, at my question, he again rejected his demand, wanting to recruit me. The 
Americans flatly refused to accept this British line. After mutual criticism and disputes, I had 
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to express my opinion. Wanting to enlist the American arbitrators, I demanded another 
concession from the British, i.e., I offered to start the boundary line on the sea coast in the 
middle between Mocotomo Cape and Palaya Cape. The British agreed, but the Americans did 
not. That was the end of Friday's meeting. On Saturday there was another meeting, but without 
success, and mutual relations between the British and American arbitrators became 
increasingly strained. On Sunday morning there was another meeting, and again without 
success. I then decided to take up the matter diplomatically. I went to Chief Justice Fuller and 
persistently urged him to make one more small concession. The old man was very fond of me 
and promised to speak to his colleague Brewer. I then went to Lord Collins and explained to 
him that the British also had to make another concession. But Collins, with whom I had hitherto 
been on better terms, flatly refused and said he preferred a simple majority (considering me on 
his side) to unanimity for further concessions. The next day, early on Monday morning, I went 
again to see Brewer and persuaded him. I learned from him that dearest Fuller had been with 
him the night before for two hours, and after much deliberation they agreed to make a new 
concession. I was very glad and considered that the basis for an agreement had been found. I 
went again to Lord Collins, but found him even less accommodating than the day before. But 
then I explained to him that England was not interested in forcing me over to the American 
side. This made him think. I told Fuller and Brewer that if they did not make a concession, then 
I would be forced à contre coeur to side with the English, because I could not wish and allow 
a scandal, i.e. a situation where the tribunal could not decide the case because the 4 arbitrators 
cannot agree among themselves, and the super-arbitrator refuses to cast his vote! 
 
I did not speak to Lord Russell on Sunday because he was not in Paris. But Lord Collins, at my 
request, told him all about these negotiations. These conversations, and in particular the fear 
that Lord Collins communicated to him that I would go over to the American side, simply 
pissed him off. He openly expressed his anger and rage on Monday, before and after the start 
of the meeting. I opened the meeting with the story about my negotiations and made it clear 
that I found in the concessions made by the Americans a solid basis for a possible and 
comprehensive agreement. My speech outraged the already irascible and irritable Lord Russell. 
He began to speak almost impudently, saying that the previous negotiations between the 
president and the members of the tribunal seemed to him strange and incomprehensible, and 
that he did not intend to make concessions. To this, I replied briefly and clearly that I consider 
and will consider it not only my right, but also my moral duty (duty is underlined) to have such 
negotiations in order to show complete unanimity among the arbitrators and achieve the great 
goal: a unanimous arbitral award. Therefore, I recognize Lord Russell's accusations as 
completely unfounded and I do not regret my steps, which were always promptly 
communicated to both parties. 
Lord Russell immediately relented and began to argue that he did not want to deny my right to 
enter into an exchange of thoughts with both sides. After Lord Russell, who was throwing the 
atlases on the table in anger, Chief Justice Fuller spoke up and offered his line (Fuller pictured). 
The British were infuriated and would never agree to give up their line. After listening to their 
arguments and disputes, I finally proposed a compromise line from Palaya Cape downward. 
Thanks to my personal influence and persuasion, both Americans accepted my offer. Finally, 
seeing that I was on the side of the Americans, both Englishmen also accepted my line. I was 
terribly glad to have such a triumph of mine to obtain a unanimous arbitration award, despite 
the complete opposition of the interests, views and rights of both sides. But the British, like 
cheapskates, began to haggle and demand rewards for the “great” concessions made on the 
banks of the Cuyuni River. But they got nothing. In general, they should be extremely pleased 
with the decision by which they got all the gold mines. 
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However, Lord Rossel and Lord Collins are still angry with me because I literally forced them 
to obey and give up their excessive demands. They thought I would have agreed with their 
original line if they had insisted on an immediate vote as early as Saturday. But the constant 
postponements of the decision, which they themselves proposed, forced me to seek the basis 
for a compromise and come over to the side of the Americans. Although I did not side with 
either side, they still felt that I put them in such a position that they still had to make a 
concession and accept my Palaya Cape line. It was clear as daylight that if the British did not 
accept my compromise, I would be with the Americans instead of with them. This is the reason 
for Messrs. Russell and Collins, and this is the way I was able to get unanimity from all the 
arbitrators. This is a great celebration! 
 
When, after the meeting, Second Rank Captain S.P. Shein and his assistant, as the Russian 
naval agent, Mr. Kedrov, approached me, the former said, “Thank you, F.F. [Fyodor 
Fyodorovich], from the bottom of my heart. How nice it was for both of us to feel Russian - 
we rarely experience this feeling! I cannot wish for better compliments... In the afternoon I will 
leave Paris for Baden-Baden. 
 
25.IX /7.Х/. Today I have finally arrived at my dear Waldensee, my dear wife and my dear 
children. I am extremely happy to be with them again and rest with them for at least a few days. 
For five months I have been abroad in the most difficult work, and again I must return to the 
boring lessons. It's hard. 
 
On my way from Paris to Waldensee, I was fortunate to be received by the Emperor at 
Jagdschloss Wolfsgarten near Darmstadt. This hearing was carried out in the following way. 
 
In early September I wrote a letter to K.P. Pobedonostsev in which I informed him of the results 
of the Hague Convention and of my activities as president of the Paris Arbitration Tribunal. 
 
At the end of my letter, I added that I would be happy to appear before the Sovereign on my 
way to Darmstadt and give him a report on the proceedings of the Hague Convention. But I 
cannot count on this honour, because although the Sovereign granted me the right to personally 
present him with notes on political issues, the authorities systematically distance me from His 
Majesty. 
 
A week later I received from K.P. a letter in which he communicates me that he informed the 
Sovereign of the extracts of my letter and asked him to receive me in Wolfsgarten. Arriving in 
Baden on Wednesday, I found there a telegram from General Hesse, where he informed me that 
“L'Empereur désire Vous recevoir demain, Mercredi, a 6 heures” (The Emperor wishes to 
receive you tomorrow, Wednesday, at 6 o'clock). At 9 1/2 hours I arrived at Egelsbach, which 
is between Darmstadt and Frankfurt on the M., where a court carriage was waiting for me. 
 
General P.P. Hesse met me at Jagdschloss and, in the kindest way, offered me to stay in his 
small apartment. We talked about everything until 5 o'clock. Then he went to drink tea at Lawn 
Tennis ground, where the Sovereign plays tennis and at 5 o'clock they have tea. 
 
I put on a black frock coat (on Hesse's advice), a black tie, and went for a walk in the forest 
surrounding Wolfsgarten, where I saw the Sovereign playing Lawn Tennis from a distance. 
Exactly at 6 o'clock, Hesse invites me to go to the Sovereign. I went. The Sovereign received 
me very kindly and he talked [sic] with me for 1 hour and 5 minutes! He was in his living room, 
a tiny and very simple room, and he was wearing a Lawn Tennis suit, without a tie and with 
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white flannel. He had me sitting down in front of him and began to question me first about my 
arbitration tribunal and then about the Hague Convention. I spoke to him in detail and vividly 
about both. The Sovereign, of course, was interested in everything. I showed him that the 
Hague Convention will remain an eternal, historic and memorable event. 
 
He completely agreed. He then spoke about the Dreyfus case, the French government, ministers 
Hanotaux and Delcassé, etc. There were a lot of questions, and sometimes he didn't know what 
to tell me and what questions to ask me. I stopped to wait for his questions and not bother him 
with my stories. 
 
At the farewell he thanked me very kindly and said: “I am extremely pleased with your 
activities at the Hague Convention and I thank you very much!” This is very encouraging and 
flattering. 
 
But I cannot remember a single appropriate comment from His Majesty or a “complicated” 
question. The simplicity of his speech and his kind words will always remain memorable to 
me. But what will Count M.N. Muravyov think about my audience? He'll probably get angry. 
But I did not ask for this audience and, secondly, I want him to be a little afraid of me and 
remove me from Petersburg to the position of envoy in The Hague. This is my only and sincere 
wish. (…) 
 
16.X.99. Yesterday I received from Count Lamsdorf a copy of the note from the British chargé 
d'Affaires, in which Queen Victoria herself (not Her Majesty the Queen's English government) 
expressed her gratitude for the “astute and assiduous manner in which that distinguished jurist 
“has presided over his (the Tribunal's) deliberations.” The Queen asks that the Sovereign be 
informed of her desire to express her gratitude to me. This was done by Earl Lamsdorf, who, 
after informing the Sovereign of Lord Salisbury's note, asked high permission to give me a 
copy of it. The Sovereign wrote in the report: “Yes, of course!” The Queen's gratitude is 
expressed in words very flattering to me, and I can be satisfied with this document. (…) 
 
4.XI.99. Today I met, after 6 months, with the venerable K.P. Pobedonostsev, who received me 
very kindly. I thanked him with all my heart for coordinating my audience in Wolfsgarten. I 
told him a lot about the Hague Convention and the Paris Arbitration case. He was sincerely 
outraged by my bosses' treatment of me (…) 
 

1900 
22.XI.1900. In recent days I became the object of outrageous and indecent attacks on the pages 
of the newspaper – “sewer”, that is, “New Time”. Last Thursday an article appeared in this 
newspaper under the name “International Law and its Interpreters.” 
 
The author of this indecent mockery used my English article: “The Peace Conference, Europe 
and China” (The Monthly Review, Nov. 1900) to insult me in a more indecent manner. Until 
now, I have not had the opportunity to read such mockery about myself even though I have a 
whole collection of mockery printed in different journalist editions of my beloved homeland. 
Obviously, I decided not to respond to this abomination. But the next day, in this same “New 
Time,” the famous professor of “cocotology” and cheekiness, K.A. Skalkovskiy, wrote a 
second mockery against me where he insults me for my activities at the Paris Arbitration 
Tribunal! It seemed to me that insulting the supreme honour for a Russian jurist citizen was 
unthinkable! But Sk. managed to do it and insulted me. 
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I was forced to respond. Twice to Sk. because his lies and ignorance reached the Pillars of 
Hercules. My answers, purely factual and absolutely decent in their form, probably should have 
placed a stamp of shame on all the “New Time” scoundrels. These senseless attacks were a 
very good lesson for me. I saw that at the university the young people were outraged by these 
evils and they welcomed me with applause and said goodbye to me in the same way. But at the 
same time, I was also aware of the evil on the part of my “friends” and acquaintances who 
could not hide their pleasure that people are insulting me, and not all flatter me. Could it be 
that human envy and malevolence really have no limits? Could it be that Hobbes is right when 
he said: Homo homini lupus?! (…) 

 
1901 

04.08.1901 
I cannot help but mention the following fact in the last pages of this book. In October of this 
year I was invited to the United States, to New Haven, to receive the honorary degree of Doctor 
of Laws, awarded to me by Yale University. In view of this circumstance, the idea occurred to 
me to propose to my dear friend N. P. Shilov, Director of the Secretariat and Minister of 
Finance, the following question: there is currently a Customs war between the United States 
and Russia. The fundamental question that led to this war must be decided by the United States 
Supreme Court in October. The president of this court is my acquaintance Melville Fuller. 
Another member of the Court, Brewer, is also my acquaintance from the Paris Arbitration on 
Venezuela. 
 

******** 
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Annex 150 
 
 

Report on the Boundary Question with British Guiana submitted to the National 
Government by the Venezuelan Experts, 1967 

 
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, República de Venezuela, 1967, Report on the Boundary 

Question with British Guiana submitted to the National Government by the Venezuelan 
Experts, Caracas. 
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Report of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela, 1969, Caracas 1970 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Memoria del Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores de 
Venezuela: año 1999, 2000. 
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…

These refugees have been granted Identity Cards as Venezuelan citizens by birth, 
by virtue of being from a territory that by law belongs to Venezuela. 

...
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Letter from Richard Olney to Thomas Bayard, 20 July 1895 
 
 
 

Manuscript Division, Library of Congress Washington, D.C. Richard Olney Papers 
MSS35139, Box 158/Reel 62 

DNI 224, p.p 357-367 
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Annex 153 

Yellow Book for the Year 1987, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1988 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1987 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1988 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1988. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN RELATIONS 

 
 
 
 
 

[Coat of Arms]
 
 
 
 
 

YELLOW BOOK 
 
 
 

CORRESPONDING TO YEAR 1987 
AS SUBMITTED BEFORE THE NATIONAL CONGRESS IN ITS ORDINARY 

SESSIONS OF 1988 BY THE HOLDER OF OFFICE 
 
 
 

CARACAS, 1988 
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[….] 

 
The two Presidents noted with satisfaction the positive way in which relations between 

their countries have been developing in recent years as a result of the agreements reached 
during the visit of the Minister of Foreign Relations of Venezuela to Guyana in February 1985. 
At present, relations are marked by friendly and fruitful cooperation and exchange between the 
two countries. 

 
In this context, they recalled in particular the arrangements made in April 1986 for the 

supply of petroleum derivatives and bauxite and the implementation of a financial schedule 
designed to facilitate such exchanges. Both Presidents expressed their deep satisfaction with 
the extension of the contract for the supply of oil products until 31 December this year, as well 
as with the corresponding financial arrangement. At the same time, as a result of discussions 
between the technical bodies of the two countries, it was agreed to set up a significant line of 
credit, provided by the Export Financing Fund (FINEXPO), in favour of Guyana. 

. 
 

[….] 
 

The two Heads of State noted that relations between their countries continue to develop 
favourably since their meeting in Caracas in March this year. They expressed their conviction 
that Venezuela and Guyana will find, together, through dialogue and in the spirit of 
constructiveness, practical ways to strengthen their relations in all areas. 

 
In this regard, the Presidents discussed the issue of the dispute between the two countries, 

and reiterated that the climate of friendship and understanding that exists between Venezuela 
and Guyana is propitious for addressing this fundamental aspect of bilateral relations with 
flexibility and goodwill. 

 
 
[….] 
 

For that purpose, they expressed their appreciation for the way in which the Petroleum 
Supply Agreement, concluded between Petróleos de Venezuela S.A. (PDVSA) and the Guyana 
National Energy Authority (GNEA), has been operating. Accordingly, they agreed that the 
Petroleum Supply Agreement and its financial schedule will be extended for one year. They 
further agreed that the relevant bodies in both countries would develop the corresponding 
instruments. 

 
[….] 
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Annex 154 

Yellow Book for the Year 1990, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1991 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1990 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1991 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1991. 
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REPUBLIC DE VENEZUELA

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(Coat-of-Arms of the Republic of Venezuela)

YELLOW BOOK

CORRESPONDING TO THE YEAR 1990
PRESENTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS

IN ITS ORDINARY SESSIONS OF 1991
BY THE HEAD OF THE OFFICE

CARACAS, 1991
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On political matters, the two Foreign Ministers expressed their satisfaction with the 
appointment of Mr. Allister Mc. Intyre, Personal Representative of the Secretary General of the 
United Nations, as a good mediator for the settlement of the territorial dispute between 
Venezuela and Guyana...

In the area of cooperation, both Ministers signed a Protocol of Intention, on the basis 
of which the corresponding feasibility studies for the implementation of the electrical 
interconnection project between the two countries were initiated. ...

Both Ministers of Foreign Affairs emphasized the willingness of their governments to 
maximize bilateral cooperation. The work agenda included a series of aspects among which 
the following stand out: the status of the talks on Venezuela's claim to the Essequibo; 
Venezuela's entry into CARICOM as Observer; the review of the Inter-American system with 
a view to Guyana's incorporation into the OAS; the analysis of electricity interconnection 
projects between the two countries; the review of oil agreements; and the granting of lines of 
credit to Guyana...

The two Presidents expressed their satisfaction with the positive development of the 
cooperation programs and highlighted the good offices of the Representative of the Secretary 
General of the United Nations, Mr. Alister McIntyre. ...

The so-called Tourist Packages, through which groups of Guianese tourists can visit the 
country at lower-than-normal prices, began to be implemented.

…

…
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Annex 155 

Yellow Book for the Year 1991, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1992 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1991 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1992 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1992. 
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REPUBLIC DE VENEZUELA

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(Coat-of-Arms of the Republic of Venezuela)

YELLOW BOOK

CORRESPONDING TO THE YEAR 1991
PRESENTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS

IN ITS ORDINARY SESSIONS OF 1992
BY THE HEAD OF THE OFFICE

CARACAS, 1992
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…Regarding Technical Cooperation in Environmental Matters, two Venezuelan experts in 
water pollution and another official in air pollution were sent...
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Annex 156 

Yellow Book for the Year 1992, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1993 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1992 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1993 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1993. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

 

YELLOW BOOK  

FOR THE YEAR 1992, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 1993 REGULAR 

SESSIONS. 

 

CARACAS, 1993. 
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   REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                              [Page] 281 

 

GUYANA 

[...].  

Between July 13 and July 16, a commission of Venezuelan experts comprising officials of the 

Ministry of the Environment and Renewable Natural Resources visited Guyana. The purpose 

of the visit was to discuss the environmental needs of that country in order to establish a 

framework for the Environmental Cooperation Program to be executed during the 1992-1993 

period. 

On May 27, a cooperation agreement was entered into by and between Corpoturismo and the 

Ministry of Commerce, Tourism and Industries of Guyana, according to which: 

a) Corporturismo shall provide assistance for the production of tourism promotion 

material; 

b) Arrangements shall be made for internships of Guyanese officials in Venezuelan 

tourism installations or companies, with an emphasis on the “Ecotourism” area;   

c) Corpoturismo shall furnish information on graduate courses on tourism development 

imparted by Venezuelan universities. 

[...].  
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Annex 157 

Yellow Book for the Year 1993, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1994 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1993 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1994 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1994. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

 

YELLOW BOOK  

FOR THE YEAR 1993, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 1994 REGULAR 

SESSIONS. 

 

CARACAS, 1994. 
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[Page] 466                            REPORT OF ACTIVITIES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GUYANA 

[...].  

- Works for the construction of the Multi-Purpose Gym and the College of Medicine 

commenced. 

[...].  
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Annex 158 

Yellow Book for the Year 1993, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1994 

(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1993 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1994 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1994. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(There appears the shield of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela)

YELLOW BOOK

CORRESPONDING TO THE YEAR 1993,
SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS
DURING ITS REGULAR SESSIONS OF 1994

BY THE OFFICIAL IN CHARGE OF THE OFFICE

CARACAS, 1994

Annex 158



498

…

 
 
 
During their conversations, the President of Venezuela and the President of Guyana reaffirmed 
their commitment to provide firm support to the good offices conducted by Dr. Alister McIntyre 
in his capacity as Personal Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations. 
 

…
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Annex 159 

Yellow Book for the Year 1995, Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Caracas 1996 
(Translation) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1995 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1996 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1996. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(There appears the shield of the Republic of Venezuela)

YELLOW BOOK

CORRESPONDING TO THE YEAR 1995,
SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS
DURING ITS REGULAR SESSIONS OF 1996

BY THE OFFICIAL IN CHARGE OF THE OFFICE

CARACAS, 1996
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The government of Venezuela, in view of the reports received since Saturday 19 on the 
incident that occurred in the Cooperative Republic of Guyana, expresses its concerns about the 
human, environmental and material consequences from the rupture of the dam that served as 
deposit of toxic cyanide waste, as part of the gold exploitation activities by a foreign mining 
company, in the area located between the Omai river and the population of Bartica in the 
Essequibo territory.

The waters polluted with cyanide had an initial impact on the Omai river and then 
invaded the Essequibo river. The Guyanese authorities estimate that nearly 1.25 million cubic 
feet of toxic waste with a cyanide concentration of 28 PPM invaded both rivers. The damage 
to the fish and inhabitants who consume water, in addition to environmental damage, could be 
incalculable. The tragedy is so huge that the Guyanese Government considers it the worst 
environmental and economic disaster in the history of the country.

The government of Venezuela, on several occasions and since the entry into force of 
the Geneva Agreement of 1966, has warned the Government of Guyana against the risks of an 
indiscriminate policy of mining and timber concessions in the Essequibo territory, without 
sufficient control or the required security measures to prevent disasters such as the one we are 
witnessing today.

In view of the incident with the rupture of the dam of toxic waste in the Omai river, we 
hold the Guyanese Government responsible for the immeasurable human, environmental and 
material damage that this disaster might cause in the Zone under Reclamation, and once again 
we demand to put an end to this unilateral and irrational exploitation in the Essequibo territory.

In the spirit that characterizes its present relations with the Cooperative Republic of 
Guyana, the Government of Venezuela reiterates its firm opposition to this indiscriminate 
policy of mining and timber concessions, as well as any other action undertaken by the 
Guyanese government in the Essequibo territory, which permanently and irreversibly alters 
said region upon which we claim sovereignty.

Finally, the government of Venezuela, while regretting the cyanide spill in the 
Essequibo river, demands from the Government of Guyana clear proof of its political will and 
respect to the international commitments derived from the Geneva Agreement, which imposes 
the Parties the obligation to search for a satisfactory solution and a practical agreement on the 
dispute over the Essequibo territory.

Caracas, 24 August 1995

GUYANA
PRESS RELEASE
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Annex 160 

Yellow Book for the Year 1998, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 1999 

(Translation) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 1998 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 1999 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

1999. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

 

YELLOW BOOK  

FOR THE YEAR 1998, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 1999 REGULAR 

SESSIONS. 

 

CARACAS, 1999. 
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[Page] 368                            REPORT OF ACTIVITIES 

 

GUYANA 

[...].  

On May 15, the Office of the Sectoral Director General of Borders/Department of Guyana, 

took part in the activities of the Commission for the Provision of Humanitarian Assistance to 

Guyana, which involved the delivery of food products, drinking water, seeds, water pumps and 

other items needed by the Guyanese government in order to attend to those affected by the 

devastating impact of the severe draught caused by the “El Niño” climate phenomenon on the 

agriculture and the economy of the Essequibo territory.  

Between July 21 and July 23, at the invitation of President Dr. Rafael Caldera, Mrs. Janet Jagan, 

President of Guyana, paid an official visit to Venezuela in the company of a high-level 

delegation. During the exchange between both presidents, the progress of the process led by 

Good Officiant Mr. Alister McIntyre on the Essequibo territory was discussed and an 

agreement was made to conduct bilateral relations under an integral and comprehensive 

approach. To that end, a high-level bi-national commission presided over by the ministers of 

Foreign Affairs was established to oversee the work of the Politics, Environment, Narcotic 

Drugs, Fishing, Health, Trade, Energy, Integration, Economics, Police, Culture and Transport 

sub-commissions.  

[...].  
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Annex 161 

Yellow Book for the Year 2002, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 2003 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2002 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2003 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2003. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

 

YELLOW BOOK  

FOR THE YEAR 2002, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 2003 REGULAR 

SESSIONS. 

 

CARACAS, 2003. 
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    REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                             [Page] 239 

 

GUYANA 

[...].  

In the case of the Good Offices Process, the ministers of Foreign Affairs reaffirmed their 

commitment to the process and agreed on the need to arrange for a meeting of the Facilitators 

with the Good Officiant, and then with the Secretary General of the United Nations and the 

ministers of Foreign Affairs, at the earliest possible date. 
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REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                               [Page] 240 

 

[...].  

The Trade and Economic Cooperation Sub-Committee undertook to the following: 1) 

Negotiate the signing of a new Partial Agreement and promote meetings between the private 

sectors involved; 2) Finalize negotiations on the fisheries issue with a view to signing an 

agreement; 3) Identify specific areas for cooperation in the agriculture and health sectors; 4) 

Make adjustments as needed to the “Environmental Cooperation Program”; 5) In the field of 

energy, PDVSA reported that the ambassador of Guyana in Caracas has met on several 

occasions with officials of the company to discuss the implementation of the Energy 

Cooperation Agreement of Caracas (ACEC, by its Spanish acronym) as soon as possible. 

[...].  
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  REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                              [Page] 241 

 

[...].  

The ministers reaffirmed their commitment with the Good Offices Process of the United 

Nations and decided to move forward with the schedule of meetings agreed upon during the 

First Meeting of the Sub-Committee on Political Consultations held in Guyana in February of 

2002. 

[...].  
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Annex 162 

Yellow Book for the Year 2005, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 2006 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2005 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2006 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2006. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

 

YELLOW BOOK  

FOR THE YEAR 2005, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 2006 REGULAR 

SESSIONS. 

 

CARACAS, 2006. 
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  REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                              [Page] 291 

 

GUYANA 

[...].  

The Petrocaribe Bilateral Energy Cooperation Agreement. 

On September 6, 2005, both governments subscribed the Petrocaribe Energy Agreement 

whereby the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela undertakes to supply five thousand two hundred 

(5,200) barrels per day of crude oil and its derivatives. The financing in question shall have a 

grace period of up to two (2) years at a 2% annual interest rate (see Documentation).  

[...].  
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REPORT OF ACTIVITIES                           [Page] 435 

 

GUYANA 

On January 27 and January 28, 2005, a committee of officials of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

and of the National Civil Protection Directorate visited Guyana in order to assess the situation 

and determine the areas in need of Venezuelan cooperation following the heavy rains that hit 

the northern region of the country and caused flooding in Georgetown and its surrounding 

areas, including the facilities of our Diplomatic Mission, the Venezuelan Institute for Culture 

and Cooperation (IVCC, by its Spanish acronym), and the official residence. 

At the beginning of the month of February of 2005, an aircraft of the Venezuelan Air Forces 

transported humanitarian assistance from Venezuela comprising food, support material and 

rescue and environmental clean-up equipment, cleaning and personal hygiene products, four 

outboard motors, medicines, and disposable first-aid items. 

[...].  
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Annex 163 

Yellow Book for the Year 2006, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 2007 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2006 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2007 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2007. 
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REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

YELLOW BOOK 

FOR THE YEAR 2006, WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL CONGRESS 

BY THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS DURING THE 2007 REGULAR 

SESSIONS.

CARACAS, 2007.
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 REPORT OF ACTIVITIES   [Page] 441

GUYANA

[...]. 

(…) hydrobiological resources and narcotic drugs. Both Parties recognized that Petrocaribe, 

which aims at complementarity in order to maximize the efficient management and utilization 

of energy resources, underpins regional integration and poverty alleviation.

[...]. 
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 DOCUMENTS   [Pages] 747 and 748

GUYANA

[...]. 

4. The heads of both delegations reaffirmed the importance of the High-Level Bilateral

Commission for the promotion of bilateral cooperation and the deepening of the ties of

friendship and goodwill between the Parties. They expressed their commitment to set

up the work of the various sub-commissions and emphasized the importance of

establishing an adequate mechanism to ensure the effective implementation of the

agreed activities.

They also expressed their satisfaction with the meetings of a number of sub-

commissions and with the definition of a schedule of meetings for the other sub-

commissions, which will facilitate the work of the High-Level Bi-National

Commission. Please find attached hereto the Schedule of Meetings as Annex II.

[...]. 

9. The heads of delegation reaffirmed the commitment of their countries with the Good

Offices Process of the United Nations that seeks a peaceful solution to the dispute. In

like manner, they agreed to instruct the Facilitators to coordinate a meeting with Good

Officiant Ambassador Oliver Jackman at a convenient date before May 15, 2006. Both

ministers of Foreign Affairs will meet in September of the current year with the

Secretary of the United Nations to discuss the progress of the process.

[...]. 
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Annex 164 

Yellow Book for the Year 2006, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 2007 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2006 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2007 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2007. 
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Translation

BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(There appears the shield of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela)
YELLOW BOOK

CORRESPONDING TO THE YEAR 2006
SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY

DURING ITS REGULAR SESSIONS OF THE YEAR 2007
BY THE OFFICIAL IN CHARGE OF THE OFFICE

CARACAS, 2007

…
Proposals by other countries

Subsection Guyana-Venezuela: Upon initiative of Guyana, two paragraphs on the 
bilateral relations with Venezuela were included, with particular reference to the land dispute 
over the Essequibo. They were drafted as follows:

• The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction that the relations between
Guyana and Venezuela during the past few years have been characterized by friendship
and good will. They recognized the importance of high-level political and diplomatic
dialogue to facilitate a climate of understanding between the two countries and to lay
the foundations for a mutually beneficial bilateral cooperation. In this regard, they
welcomed the recent convocation of the IV Meeting of the Guyana-Venezuela High-
Level Commission, in Georgetown, Guyana, which provided greater impetus to the
bilateral cooperation program.
The Heads of State or Government welcomed the firm commitment of both countries
to continue with the discussions aimed at finding a peaceful solution to the
controversy, under the aegis of the Process of Good Offices of the Secretary-General
of the United Nations, and expressed their support to the continued efforts towards
the achievement of such goal, in accordance with the Geneva Agreement of 1966.

…

Annex 164



528



529

Annex 165 

Yellow Book for the Year 2011, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Caracas 2012 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Libro Amarillo: correspondiente al año 2011 presentado 
al Congreso Nacional en sus sesiones ordinarias de 2012 por el titular de despacho, Caracas, 

2012. 
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BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
PEOPLE’S MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

(There appears the shield of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela)
MEMORY

2011
CARACAS, 2011

…

Recognizing the ongoing controversy as regards the Arbitration Ruling of 1899 concerning 
the border between Guyana and Venezuela, the Ministers reiterated their commitment to 
the Geneva Agreement and the Procedure of Good Offices. They recognized that such 
controversy is a legacy from colonialism, which should be resolved. The Ministers informed 
the Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General, Norman Girvan, 
about their conversations.

p. 145
….
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Annex 166 
 

Economic Cooperation scheme between the Governments of Venezuela and Guyana 
(Translation- Excerpt) 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Casa Amarilla, 

Documentación de Archivo Central, Archivo Bilateral, país: Guyana, expediente: 87, 
Esquema de cooperación económica entre los gobiernos de Venezuela y Guyana, año 1978, 

caja n. 2, tramo T-1, módulo 32-1, Bóveda I. 
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The possibility of Venezuela providing technical assistance with regard to pipelines and 
electricity was raised.
In this regard, a promise was made that a team from the Channeling Institute would go examine 
concrete cases and identify collaboration in this field.

…

Cadafe offered 12 scholarships for the training of electrical technicians (the course lasts two 
years), stipulating that it would send a psychologist in January to collaborate in the selection 
process of the scholarship holders. Likewise, Cadafe reported having a 15 MW turbine and two 
7.5 MW turbines (30 MW in total) that it said it could offer to Guyana. It was agreed that we 
would receive sugar as payment. 

…

Finally Guyana mentioned its aspiration to obtain oil facilities. The issue was communicated 
to Dr. Hurtado for study purposes.

B)
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS 
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Annex 167 

 
Letter from Chamberlain to Olney, 9 September 1896 

 
The papers of Richard Olney: 1830-1917 in 127 volumes, (1942) The Library of Congress, 

‘Letter from Chamberlain to Olney’ September 9, 1896 
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Annex 168 

Letter from Chamberlain to Olney, 28 September 1896 

The papers of Richard Olney: 1830-1917 in 127 volumes, (1942) The Library of Congress, 
‘Letter from Chamberlain to Olney’ September 28, 1896 
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Annex 169 

 
Letter from Pauncefote to Salisbury, 29 October 1896 

 
The National Archives UK, Cabinet Office: Photographic Copies of Cabinet Papers, 

Reference: CAB-37-43-41 
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Annex 170 
 

Letter from Consul Churchill to the Marquess of Salisbury, 13 December 1896 
 

Further correspondence respecting the boundary between British Guiana and Venezuela, 
January to June 1897, Part XIV, National Archives UK, reference FO 420. 
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Annex 171 
 

Brewer’s opinion, Venezuela’s Arbitrator tells how the verdict was reached,  
8 October 1899 

 
The New York Times, Available at: https://www.nytimes.com/1899/10/05/archives/judge-

brewers-opinion-venezuelas-arbitrator-tells-how-the-verdict.html 
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Annex 172 
 

Letter from Choate to Hay, 20 September 1899 
 

Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C., John Hay Papers, Box 3-5, 
Reel 6, "Choate, Joseph Hodges, 1898-1905 
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Annex 173 

Letter from Choate to John Hay, 1 November 1899 

 

Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C., John Hay Papers, Box 3-5, 
Reel 6, “Choate, Joseph Hodges, 1898-1905 
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Annex 174 

 
The Venezuelan question, the Standard London, 15 February 1900 

Available at: https://www.newspapers.com/image/409748665 
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Annex 175 
 
 

The Venezuelan Question, London Time, Tuesday, 10 November 1896, pp. 7-8 
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Annex 176 
 

Letter from Storrow to Olney, 17 September 1896 
 

Storrow, James to Olney, Richard, September 17, 1896. Manuscript Division, Library 
of Congress, Washington, D.C. Richard Olney Papers. General Correspondence and Related 

Material, 1830-1925 (BOX, 60-62, REEL 22), (1896: Agost 19 - Sept 29) 
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Annex 177 

 
Memorandum on the Guiana Boundary Maps by Sir. E. Herslet, 22 October 1886 

 
Ministerio de Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores, Archivo de Fronteras, Memorandum 

on the Guiana Boundary Maps by Sir. E. Herslet, Bibliotecario del Foreign Office, 1886, 
Box: E-04 como nuevo 
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