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1. Naval Design Blunders (Allegations in the Daily Mail)

The Daily Mail alleges that design blunders - notably the use of aluminium
superstructures which are described as an "unacceptable fire hazard" -

were a major reason for the loss of the Sheffield, Ardent and Antelope.

It is too early to say‘if the use of aluminium was a significant factor in

the loss of any of these ships. Although all three were destroyed by fires,

only the Type 21 frigates (Ardent and Antelope) incorporated significant

amounts of aluminium in the superstructure and both ships sank only after

multiple hits which would have caused serious difficulties for any warship.

Many factors are involved in warship design apart from ability to absorb
damage, such as speed and armament, and aluminium construction has both
advantages and disadvantages (as is pointed out in a more balanced article
in the Times). While aluminium has a lower melting temperature than steel
it is much lighter which permits the incorporation of more weapons systems
and equipment without reducing speed or stability. For these reasons,

many other navies - including the US Navy - use aluminium in warship
construction. The decision to use aluminium in the Type 21 superstructure
was taken after close consultation with the shipbuilder and designer, and
careful consideration within MOD. It was not, as implied by the Daily Mail,
against the wishes of the Royal Navy or simply the result of commercial

pressures to produce an "export design".

The Daily Mail also claimed that a design decision in 1966 to reduce the
length of the Sheffield class for financial reasons made it impossible
to fit SeaWolfmissiles. The Type 42 class was designed around the

Sea Dart missile to provide area air defence and was not intended to
carry Sea Wolf which did not begin to enter service until four years
later. We have subsequently twice considered fitting Sea Wolf to

Type 42 destroyers but it was found to be impracticable to fit both

Sea Wolf and Sea Dart.

2. UN Security Council Debate

Various draft resolutions have now been floated. Some are plainly
unacceptable, although this does not mean that we are necessarily hostile
to all of them. As Ministers have made unequivocally clear, calls for

a cease-fire are not acceptable to us unless directly linked to a commitment




and a timetable for withdrawal of all Argentine forces from the Islands,

in accordance with Security Council Resolution 502. But we shall continue,
in consultation with others, to work towards a satisfactory conclusion

to the Security Council debate in which the Council will be faithful to
SCR 502.

The Security Council's debate has inevitably produced statements from some
Latin American countries strongly supporting Argentina. Some of these,
notably the statement by the Foreign Minister of Panama, have been

violent, irrational and in thoroughly offensive language. On the other hand

there has been some strong support for Britain and not only from Western

delegations. For example yesterday the Kenyan representative made

a robust statement in support of Britain which gave the lie to any
suggestion that the Falklands crisis is promoting a more general
North/South)confrontation. He said that the breach of peace had

started with Argentina's aggression on 2 April and that this was a

seperate question from the rights or wrongs of Argentina's claim to
sovereignty. Some of those who "felt obliged" to support Argentina's

case on sovereignty had tried to treat the two problems as one.

He pointed out that despite Argentina's claim the Falklands was not

a colonial issue: Argentina was engaged in a purely territorial claim

in total disregard of the inhabitants of the Islands. The Argentine claim
could not be settled at their expense; their interests were paramount.

If the principle of decolonisation was distorted in order to redistribute
peoples, the UN would be in real trouble and there would be endless war

and destruction. Argentina had flouted the principle of peaceful settlement.
There had been a deliberate campaign of distortion in some of the statements
of the Security Council debate. It was perverted reasoning to say that
aggression had begun when the UK forces moved towards the Falklands.
Argentina had no right to impose its own form of colonialism on the

Falklands.

D Lt Cdr Astiz

The Swedish and French Governments believe that Lt Cdr Astiz was responsible
for the deaths of some of their subjects in suspicious circumstances,

quite apart from other allegations (see for example today's Guardian) of

his participation in torture and killings in Argentina, and have asked to




interview him. This presents problems for us because Astiz is a POW and
under the Geneva Conventions cannot be questioned unless he is willing -
or much less extradited. We have much sympathy with the Swedes and the
French but have to bear in mind that the way in which we treat him could
create a precedent if the Argentines were to capture any more of our
own men. We have explained this to the Swedes and the French and are

concerned not to seem insensitive to their opinion - or our own public

opinion. Astiz has been visited by the ICRC on Ascension Island who

were satisfied with the conditions under which we were holding him
temporarily, but he cannot remain there. He is now being brought

back to the UK by ship which will give us more time to think about the
problem.

/4. Panorama Interview




[t Panorama Interview with Mr Nott — 24 May 1982 _

RiCHARD L imdLiEYy, An opinion poll carrisdé ous for
Panorama by MORI ycsgsorday shows that the overwhelming mcejorisy of
people supports the govarnmeni's Aecision to vake militery zction.
Asked if it was righi to go ahead with the landing, eighty purcest
said 'yes'. But alfhougt neerly two-thirds of the populziion sixiy
three percent thought we should go on fighting until ths Argeniirss
1oft the islande; nezxrly a third thought there should be cn immedizta
ceasefire.

Mr Nott, you told the Housc of
Commons this afternoon that the days of the Argentine garrison on
the Falklands are numbxred. Does that mezn that you've ordsred Briiish
comnanders subject only to thair own advice and their own cpinions =s
to when to move Yo go €11 ou®’ ‘o complete the reconquesi of the Felllends?
RT.HON.JOEN NOTT,MP (Sucy.for Defence): Yes, the task forcs commxd:r
has been told to r:inossess thy Falkland - Islands at the cerlioss
possible opportuni’y.

&

LINDLEY: H ' “Argentina 1s suppor:ing The czll
for a ceasefire. Would you be prepared under any circumsiznces to
order & halt in cur militery advance and accept a ceascfiro while
further %alks are hsld?

NOTT: - Well, we've had six w::ks of tzlks.
I think that's right =z=d we've made & succession of pruposzle all

of which have be:n rsj-ct2d by Argentina. We've gone backwerds =o fer
ag thelr agreemen is concerned to & withdrawal from ths iclands und:xr
the mandatory Unit:d ations rssolution end I see no rezson vhy they
should have chang«d thair position. They have continucusly s=id th-3
they wanted a cezsxfirz and they wanted to negotiate, bus every timc
that's been put Yo tho test they have shown total intrensiceacez.

LINDLEY: So we're not going %o sfop in the
middle now?

NOTT: Absolutely not.

LINDLEY: Even though a third of thw: Brisish
public seems to think that a cesesefire now now that we'!ve m-d. our
point, now that we'vs landed, a third of the public scams S0 -chink
that n ceasefire vsuld be a good idea?

NOTT: Well, two—thirds den's think it will
bs a good idea end I agres with the two—thirds.

LINDLEY: What you'’re after reclly ig
surrendcer?

NOTT: We're going forward %o reposess

the Falkland Islands., Ve mus:t see how the Argentine gurrison r.ecvys.
It's too soon to suy; we've only just established a bridschwed; wa'lrs
nov making that szcur:z and ths task force commander will prusa forwexrd
as scon as he's r:xdy to do so.

LINDLEY: If the Security Council gcemud
about to accept & resolution for a ceasefire would we vsto id?

NOTT: Well, the Security Couucil has

already passed a r:colution — resolution 502 — requiring. Th:i Argentines
to withdraw. Ty hove toizlly ignored it. Indeed, following resolution
502 they continued <c build up their forces on the islaads., So thzi is
the resolution thoi ws are concerned about — withdrawzl of “ho Arg.m1iines
immediately — and only with withamwa.l is a ceasefirs szasible or &

or a possible opvion.
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PANORAMA: 24.5.82
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LINDLEY: So you don't think tharu's eny
possibility at 211 thet he Security Council could call for & czassfirs
now? -

NOTT: Vell, we already are opoxrciing wids=r
resolution 502 which hzs besen .igrored by the Argentinier:s '

LINDLEY: If it came to it, would you veio It?

NOTT: Veto what?
LINDLEY: R _ If %he Sacrrity Cowncil dil decids
in a further resolu™ion %o call for a ceasefire wcuid you vsto it?

HOTT: Well, there can only be = cszseiire
as we've made absoluu,ly clear from the outset of this mutier .z.f Thera's
total withdrawal of the Argentinians from the ielands exd so far they
have shown no willingness to do that.

LINDLEY: You talked today in thz Housc abouz
the way in which d:3spiie the dafensive screens we're now pusiinang out
sone Argentine plz:cs are siill getting through to damsgs cvx c¢hips.
What do you feel sbout that?

NOTT: Well, we've shot dowvn aboul fifly
of theiz fixed wing aircraft which is an enormous loss of skill.d
pilots for the Argontine. Welve successfully now blockeaé:d the
islands for many wosks. Undoubtedly the garrison thers ie gstiing
short of food and now last weskend we stuccessfvrlly eccomplisizd the
most difficult mililaxy operstion which has been establishiing a
bridgshead. That wzs elwzys gning to te the most dangerous part of
re—-establishing cur position on the islends and it weat on ths whole
vary well. Ve suffercd losses — tragic losses — but the military
aim has been achieved and achieved with remarkably little loss of lifs,
in fact none from ths troops who are now ashore.

LINDLEY: Is it possible to sey tha’ the woresd
pariod of tzking casuslties on thz British siue is now ovar?

NOTT: ’ Well, I would hope so but nothing
is certain in a betdy of this sort. It may still be & vzrcy tough
fight. I think th> moyels of the Argeatinians on the ge~rison is low
but they may well figh3 very hard and so I cannot te surs thzt ws will
not teke further ccsuzl3ies. I sincerely hope not, but I caamot be

BuTe.
v

LINDLEY: Do you believe that we
ghall reduce them o £ minimm by moving as fast as we cza?

NOTT: I think it's importent we move )
fast, but as I s=id in the House today that kind of jtacticel decision
ig for the force commziders on the spot. They must msks tha cecision
FB




ROTT: .... as to how they'rs going to move forward from h:rc.

LINDLEY: Mr Nott, thank you very mch. Welll
be coming back to you 7o talk ¢o you again in a moment. ;

LINDLEY: Mr Nott, is it right %o cupposa thas
when you've achioved your immodiate militery aim of ouoving tho
Argentines from "tz Falklands we shall have to garrison snd dzf=ad the
islands for the forswuczbla . :futuce?

NOTT: Well, of couzree,ws would likz o
racreate a situzdicn vhare the islanders can live in pacce with thasi
naighbours.

yes, it will be nscezsary To garrison the islands. Thzatls quiie
correct.

LINDLEY: You'd sgree, I take i, thal with Zhe
links with Argeniina now broken first by Argentins and ncow by The
fighting that's followed, that there's no going back to ths rslctionship
that sustained the poople that before?
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NOTT:" Well, I can't be surs. I Doz
clearly there's <~ “c'al rupiure in relations between the Frlklznd
Islanders and Argzveine ei ths poment, but that need nos neeesgkily
be long-lasting. AfGer this is over I think ws mst try =ad recrsose
good relations beiwews Arg=ntins and Great Britain and viith ths
Fzlkland Islands. I . -shink %that's possible.

LINDLEY: _ . Livtening to what Dr Cosie ll=ndsz
gaid there it dozz s-cm that Argentina is unlikely to gbadin is
claim to sovereigniy over ths Falklands. Can you imagins Thus theylre
going to forget eboui it and not try again?

NOTT: Well, you sec the Argmmtins
government wants %o impose colonialism on the Falkland Iglands. They
talk about colonizlism there. What tkey want is to deny the
jglanders their dwmcraiic rights. In the intarim arrangenels which
we put to the United Nztions toially in sccordance with The Taiusd
¥ations charter for “he elscied council to eontimue they ésni-d tha
rigkt - of the islendsera Yo kesp their demoeracy. Colovislisgn is whav
the Arg.ntines w=xi fur the people of the Faiklend Islends who ars
Zritish and we zrs Gxiying that to “Argentina and will comtimue o do
BOo

LINDLEY: Well, that may well bs 30, but th=
point is that th-y zwe very dotermined to keep or pressing th:ixr cleim
however it is intexrproied. Thsy don't appear and I thirk the P:ikish
government was 2% pzins o point out,when the negotiationw: waxrs
finally rejected,the.s Argentine, whetever it might havs ss5éd on the
one hand contimue S0 zseert sovareignty it seems very hexd Ho imsgiae
that just because they've got a bloody nose this time, Just beceuss
you've beaten tham this time that they're gning to go awcy =ad forg 5%
about it Coesmn': 137 -

NOTT: Well, we haven't bestz: them yui.
It depends what you mean by them. I'm merely seeking withcrzwal of
izhe occupying Argwatins forces in tae 1gland~. You say thay'rz
detarmined but so 2rs we. Sen=tor Moynihan who's been = gT38T
supporter of wurs threughout in the United States talked about
principles and cf courss thera is a principle here, thaz of defamding
your own people howsver few in mumber. And after all thae2 islands
have been British for a mmdred and fifty years and tho Argmtircs
mey have a claim ovexr them but they've been British and The poople

of the Falkland Iclw~nds have said they wish to remain Britich and this
ig the eentral issus vhich the Argentines cannot accept.

§INDLEY: Do you ever see them accepiicg iT7?

NOTZ: The people of the Falkland Islends?
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LINDLEY: ' Do you ever see the Argswiines
accepting that ths islends will be anything but Argentinicr,

1OTTs : in e P B If one is to believe the Foruign
Ministsr, no.

LINDLEY: That maans, doesn't it Sham, that
wa are going to haive %o look efter the islands for the forzssable
future. Have to gerrison them, prvtect them?

NOTTs - In the forseeable fuiurs rzve
rspossessed ther i serms probable that we will have %0 lezva a
garrison %there, yes, and protect 1it.

LINDLEY: Any idea hcw much the® would cozt?

NOTT: I've no idea at all, bui: il nesda'd
nscessarily be jataRn 1cule.1:1y expensive. Wa would probebly huv: 6 kesd
some submarines j_‘: %hz arec and a garrison which was largsr than the
sarlier one we would riaod toc provide some air defence for Thec islanad.
It need not be exizanciy co3tly. If the Argentines suffzr = defeas

I think #here's viry much....& lot of exzggerated talk sbcu’ The cos:
of defending the islznds in the fuhure.

LTNDLEY: I've certainly seen onc :3s8-imuic
that suggests tho% it might be as much as one thousand seven Immdrad
million pounds to do “hz job proverly over a three—yeexr poriod. Thests
more thin a million pounds per islander. Ie *hat the sort of cost
that we could considzz...is it proportionate with Britaia's other
interests?

NOTT: Well, I haven't seen thz=t fiturs.
It's sbout what i cog%s us ©O....the Britisn army on the Raine...

LINDLEY: Are the Falklands thatv imporsiani?

NOTT: ...helping to defend G&-w_naa\,

against the Sovie: Un'on and the Warsaw Pact. I think i3's z ugsly
exaggerated figurs, But I must msKe the point that once wstve
ropossessed the islands we ,will obviously try and creaic = pssceful
environment win which “he ‘islanders can live in peace wilh +vhseix
neighbours as was szid on the television. That includss Chils cad
Uruguay and Brazil. I don't necersarily believe that beczusce ws have
repossessed the islznds ths relations with the South Amsrican cont tinzny
need remain bad., I don't eccspt it.

LINDLEY: Do you think we have Ths will %o
dafend them as longz as necessary?

NOTT: Oh absolutely.
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LINDLEY: I was looking back in%o hisdory =
little... I think it wes in 1770 when the Spanish oceupizd the
Falklands and th- British fleet saw them off. Within four yszxs we'd
sailed away again bzctwse we couldn't afford %o stay. You dem's f:91,
the situation is rzihzr similar today?

NOTT: No, I don't at 211. I'm sure thal
it will be essen3izl for us o rema’n the—~e and protect The Falkland
Islends whilst ths ncighbour has,an aggressive intention for <he
islanZs, but as I'm nuking clsar we as soon as this I1s over we will
want to get into discussions with Argentina and with Arge:tinu's
naighbours about th: future. T prefer the word 'diseussiong'! rather
then 'negotiations', Once wa're tack in control of BEriiish sovsraizm
Zerritory it is no™ ncgotiations we're talking about but discussions
about the future of ths islends which we'll be quile happy to “zlk
zbout but subjec: of course %o the wishes of the islanders “haasslves
and they must remain paramount. .

LINLLEY: How do you think we could ask or

expect other nations in the area to helg us ‘o bear sors of the,
dofence burden of dz:funding thae Falklands against any revings atsack

should Argentins dacids to m=ke one?

NOTT: Well, I don't think ws could =s¥pact
+ha other South Ansrican coumtries to help vs defend ths F=lklends
egainct Argentinz bui ws would like to feel that we cen coms 30 2
final long-term sclution whero the integrity of the Fzlklend .slomds
is guaranteed in =z inTirnational way.

LINDLEY: By wiom? America?

NOTT: Well, I tuink we haven!t yei
considersd that maiier. !May ba by the United States, wmey bs by Shz
Tnited States in cau:junciion with othexr South American cownirice.
But in the end i% will be tho wishes of the islanders that are
peramount as we've sa2id all along and that's in accordexnce with
Article 72 of the United Netions charter. Su why anybody should
_think there's somsihing wrong or colonialist or undemocruliic about
the upholding of ‘he principles of the charter I fail <o sse. Ths
colonielism that!s %42lked sbout is on the side of Argensins who waniz
to deny the democrailc right to the Falkland Islanders.

LINDLEY: I think it's a 1ittle hzrd, though,
for people to imaginz how wa ean get others to defend a pzx: of
Britain as you sugges: tho Falklinds really is at the oth «ad of
the world for us.

NOTT: Well, I'm looking...cassing into the
future. It may bs ws could bring the Falkland Islands iuto soms
general kind of aongument. I mean the Antarctica is in some kind
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s e99 0500 "sceveS

NOT?: .... of gmaral arrangemant whieh guarantees its integrivy.
These are all metic—s that'll have to be the ught abouts In “he

ghort—-term we ars comc=rned with the military aim which is %o
repossess the islixds’znd ensure the withdrawal of the Azgcmuiniang.,

LINDLEY: Do you agree with your war Ca isT
colleague, Mr Pevkiapon, that we've ruled out for the forpzeoabl:s

" future glving sovcraignity of the Felklands to Argentine. Is that cust
of the question? .

NOTT: Oh, out of the questiom. Oui of tha
question. We woulda'i have scnt a task force with twenty six
thousand people inwwlved sigh% thousand miles wkich jg half weye..
equivalent to helf wey across the Pagific  from these islands. Wa
wouldn't have done “his with ths full sapport of the British paeple
only to arrive thare, having suffered tragic 1ssses of ocur me: only
once we're there 9 ooy:"Well, thank you very much we'rs novw going

$to sit down with you zad discuss sovereignty". That's noS whas it
g1l about. We've hod six wesks of negotiztions with thu Lrgamtinicrc,.
They've steadfas’ly opposed evary kind of concession th=t we have
rade. In fact they've gons backwards. Now we are being ecked...

now we'=e there end 1.ow we're winring and taking Zhem back zad
Tz—establishing dumocracy for our own people on these iclands velrs
now being told thzi we must caase firing thut there must bz 2 Truca.
The notion is absurd. I'm in favour of negot....discucsions zbou?
the long—term fabure of the islands as soon as we're back Shers, Bul
let's achleve the rzsioratiun cf British administration and ti=n we
cen sce what the 1glaaders want.

LINDLEY: But during thic period of
negotiations...thiz six woeks...you'va never once Taled out the
possibility of handing sovsreignty to Argentina. You'vs gonw ou¥ of
your way not to do that, Are you now saying that we nevsx will?

NOTT: What I'm seying is the? our
immediate objective is now 4o rapossess the islands. We tried for
six weeks to get = rszsonsbls peaceful settlement in accordancs it
the United Natione r=ndsiory resolution, the Argentinians rzjectad
it, we went through sevan sots ol proposals, now what I'm ssying is
there's & new situztion and we're not going to talk about
scvereignty at the woment that we're trying to retake the islands
and free the Felkland Islandsrs from their occupation.

LINDLEY: I can see the logic of that, but
there's another logic, %00, ism't theret If it was righv wtil

two months ago for Britain %o talk about handing over goveraigny o
Argentina what in the long-te¢rm has changed about that oncs thi
smergency...once this crisis is over. If it made sence ‘two months £go
vhy doeen't it mslie sance now? : .
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NOTT: Well, in the short-texm vhes hos
changed is that vhilsi we wure discuseing these issueg with Argrmtinz
in good faith shs invedod the islands. That is what h=s chenged and
%hat has changed thz whole altizosplere and mood of the situsiion. Ii's
a fundamental changsz. Oacs wa nave peace re—established, vacz Ihs
union flag is flying zgain in Port Stanley, once we heve wried o

" arrive at a peaczful solution with Argentina and her wnaighbours which
gecures the futurz of %he islands and the wiches of ths iglenders chan
" of course we're prepzrsd to have talke with Argentina.

LINDLEY: : How long will all this tcke?

NOTT: I've no idea, We're prescing on GE
- fast as we can.

LINDLEY: But can I just return So thz3 point,
If it made sanse from Briiish point of view to think ebou’s giving

¢he Falklands to Argsmuina won't it make sense to go on thinking thz’
in & month or iwo?

NOTT: It doesu't make semse fcm Ths

British point of view. Those are British people. They've b
occupied by an eggressor and ws are now freeing them and rasgooring
C.emoCTacy.

LINDLEY: It no longer mekes scnsc?

NOTT: Not in the short term, of coursz LOJ,
2 - Can.'t-

LINDLEY: You used the word 'mever! yoursslf
in an interview.

NOTT: I used the vord 'nevexr! in answsr %o
& geustion which I thought was referring to the interim ax NG IMEN S
which we were than discussing anda which bhave now been wiihiérzvn from
the table since we failod to achieve a peaceful solution with Tha
Argentinians now ws &xs trying to achieve our military adms.

LINDLEY: _ So it's still a possibility in
%ha future -‘thanding sovarsinty to Argentina?

NOTT: Well, I've said it's impossible a%t
this stage to talk zbout sovereignty.

LINDLEY: The government has bean vixy clear,
firm, decisive in th~ action i$'g taken. I think public suppors fox
your action shows thael, but you have been unclear about The ]ong-txm.
¥B
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LINDLEY: .... Don!'3 you “hink now rather than just szy "wcll, 1si's
hoar what the islzndzrs-have %o say” it is about time you Gtold ue whzxd,
status, what shape you think tha islends should take in $hs futurs?

NOTT: I'm not going to tell the islandzrs
vhat they should hzva.

-

LINDLEY: i 'Shoaldn't you have = viuw?

NOTT: Thers are ~ightsen Immdrsd nsoplae
ard at the momen® thsy'rs undsr occupation znd we will ge? Tthors, w3
will re—establish Brisish administration und then wa will alk %o

it ase people who cre fras, thay have thelr own democrazic, Sheir own
slected council ané what Arg=atina wants and T repeat it ggzin is To
astablish coloni:lism over British people on those islamds. Thzsy
charge us with colonialism but we want to restore the dercresiic
frsedoms which Briiish people cn the irlaras have.

LIWDLEY: 1've heard...very briafly....l'vz
hesrd another membzr of $hz War Cabinet hored that mors Briiish
gettiers will go %o *ho Falklends. ~ Is it really the govimument's
hope that the islsnds could become 2 viable independends Srrvrilory,
a little -Britain zt the @ad of the ceceecces

NOTT: Well, 1 noted that Loxrd Chalfon{ said
that that was impossibla. I Aon't think I rule it out es firmly as that.
Tt maey be possible. Of course there are very few peorlc thers for

the Falkland Islands S0 bs totally independent. But wilh som2 brozd...
some kind of broad internationel guarsntee I think it's & choice thot
possibly (I - dan'® know) possibly the islanders might tcke.

LINDLEY: Mr Nott, thank you vary much, indeed.
NOTT: Thank jou.

LINDLEY: ’ That's all trom Panomzma toright. Wa'll
be watching evenis on the Falklands just as closely as anybedy. Ta%il we
see you next on :Psmorame, good night. .
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FALKLAND ISLANDS: EC ECONOM|C MEASURES

5 FOLLOW}NG ]S EXTRACT FROM THE SECRETARY OF
STATE’S INTERVIEW WITH IRN AFTER THE COUNCIL MEETING
JODAY ON ECONOMIC MEASURES AGAINST ARGENTINA.

BEGINS

Q: MR PYM, FAN YOU TELL ME EXACTLY WHAT YOUR

FOREIGN MINISTER COLLEAGUES OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

HAVE AGREED WITH REGARD TO THE CONTINUATION OF SANCTIONS
AGAINST ARGENTINA?

A: THEY HAVE AGREED UNANIMOUSLY THAT THESE ECONOMIC
MEASURES AGAINST ARGENTINA SHOULD CONTINUE. WE

AGREED LAST MONDAY TO DO IT ON A CERTAIN BASIS UNTIL
TODAY. TODAY WE HAVE AGREED UNANIMOUSLY TO CONTINUE

O THE SAME BASIS WITHOUT ANY TIME LIMIT. THEY NATURALLY
HOPE — EVERYBODY HOPES — THAT THE DISPUTE WILL COME TO

AN END BEFORE TOO LONG BUT THERE IS NO TIME LIMIT TO IT.
THERE WAS DISCUSSION ABOUT WHETHER IT MIGHT CONTINUE

FOR ONE MONTH BUT ON THE WHOLE THEY PREFERRED FOR IT TO
ONTINUE INDEFINITELY AND_NATURALLY | AM ENTIRELY SATISFIED
WITH THE OUTCOME. INDEED | AM GRATEFUL.

Q: THERE ARE STILL TWO COUNTRIES WHO ARE NOT TAKING PART

IN ECONOMIC SANCTIONS AGAINST ARGENTINA. DOES THAT
DISAPPOINT YOU: THAT IS ITALY AND IRELAND.

A: THEY HAVE SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT.
THEY MADE IT CLEAR LAST TIME THAT THERE WOULD BE KO

COMFORT TO ARGENTINA ON THE BASIS ON WHICH THEY WISH TO
ONTINUE SANCTIONS. THEY HAVE POLITICAL DIFFICULTIES

AT HOME WHICH OF COURSE | RESPECT AND UNDERSTAND. THERE

WAS SOLIDARIIY AND UNANIMIIY ALL AROUND THE ROOH FOR
MONTINUING THESE MEASURES WITHOUT ANY TIME LIMIT.

0 BUT WHAT DOES THAT DO FOR THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT’S
POLICY AT THE MOMENT?

A: IT GIVES US FURTHER AND STRONG AND | WOULD SAY ALMOST
INCREASED BACKING ON THE ECONOMIC PRESSURES WHICH ARE STILL
PPLIED. LET US REMEMBER, WE ARE APPLYING ALL THREE PRESSURES,
THE ECOMOMIC ONES WE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSING THlS MORNING, THE
NILITARY ONES WHICH ARE MAKING SO MUCH NEWS AT HOME AND

A SO THE DIPLOMATIC PRESSURES. THERE IS NOT MUCH SIGN OF
ADVANCE ON THE ECONOMIC FRONT AT THE MOMENT FOR THE SIMPLE

REASON THAT THE ARGENTINES DO NOT FEEL INCLINED TO CHANGE
THEIR POSITION BUT MONETHELESS {F THEY WERE TO DO THAT -

IF THEY WERE TO COME FORWARD WITH SOMETHING QUITE DIFFERENT —
“NATURALLY WE SHOULD LISTEN TO THEM. WHAT HAS HAPPENED HERE
TODAY IS TO MAINTAIN AND INCREASE THE ECONOMIC PRESSURE

ON ARGENTINA,




