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CUR TELNO 58 TO PRETORIA 3 FALKLANDS ¢ ARMS

1, WHEN | CALLED ON HiM THIS AFTERNOON, VAN DALSEN

SAID HE

MAD BEEN INSTRUCTED pY MINISTERS. TO TAKE UP THE FOLLOWING POINTS:

(A) WE HAD NOT RESPONDED TO THE QUESTION 1N THE FINAL
OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN SPEAKING NOTE OF 11 MAY (OUR

SENTENCE
TELNG 2327)

(N WHICH THE SOUTH AFRICANS ENQUIRED ( IN ORDER TC GIVE FURTHER
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o er o clSPEND ARMS DELIVERIES TO
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OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN SPEAKING NOTE OF 11 MAY (OUR TELNO 327)

IN WHICH THE SOUTH AFRICANS ENQUIRED (IN ORDER TO GIVE FURTHER

" CONS IDERATION TO OUR REQUEST TO SUSPEND ARMS DEL|VERIES TO &
ARGENTINA) WHETHER WE WOULD BE PREPARED TO GUARANTEE THE SUPFLY
OF DEFENCE EQUIPMENT AND OTHER STRATEGIC MATERIAL TO SOUTH AFRICA.

(B) WE HAD NOT RESPONDED TO THE REQUEST WHICH HE PUT TO ME ON

25 MAY THAT WE SHOULD COMMENT ON PERSISTENT RUMOURS THAT WE HAD
SECRETLY INSPIRED THE ARGUS GROUP’S REPORT OF 20 MAY 1N AN ATTEMPT
TO FORCE THE SAG INTO MAKING A STATEMENT.

L]

(C) WE HAD SUPPLIED MINES AND OTHER MILITARY EQUIPMENT TO OTHEN
COUNT%iES AND TERRCRIST ORGANISATIONS (SWAPO, ANC éTC) WHICH

HAD BEEN USED TO KILL SOUTH AFRICAN SOLDIERS.

(D) BY VOTING IN FAVOUR OF SCR 432 (OF JULY 1978) WE HADKCHALLENGED
SOUTH AFRICA'S SOVEREIGNTY OVER WALVIS BAY. AND YET WE NOW CONTINUED
TO ASSERT OUR CLAIM TO SOVEREIGNTY OVER THE FALKLANDS, A CLAIM

WHICH WAS BASED;ESSENTIALLY ON THE SAME GROUKDS AS THEIR CLAIM TO
SOVEREIGNTY OVER WALVIS BAY.

(E) WE NEVER CRITICISED SWAPO, WHO WERE CONDUCTING A WAR AGAINST
NAMIBIA AND HAD FREQUENTLY COMMITTED ACTS OF TERRORISM.

2, TO (A) ABOVE | REPLIED THAT | WAS NOT IN A POSITION TO GIVE
ANYTHING MORE THAN A PERSONAL REPLY, WHICH WAS THAT | TOOK THE

SOUTH AFRICAN QUESTION TO BE RHETORICAL. THE SOUTH AFRICANS

MUST SURELY REALISE THAT THERE COULD BE NO QUESTION OF OUR BREACHING
THE MANDATORY ARMS EMBARGO, | ADDED THAT OUR REQUEST HAD BEEN

THAT THE SOUTH AFRICANS SHOULD STOP THE DELIVERY OF ARMS OF ALL
KINDS AND ANY MILITARY EQUIPMENT OR SUPPLIES WHICH THE ARGENTINIARNS
MIGHT USE AGAINST DRITISH FORCES IN THE FALKLANDS. WE WERE NOT
COMPLAIMING ABOUT MILITARY EQUIPMENT WHICH THE SOUTH AFRICANS

MAD SUPPLIED TO ARGENTINA BEFORE THE ARGENTINE INVYAS|CN.
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coMPLA INING ABOUT MILITARY EQUIPHENT WHICH THE SOUTH nFnléﬁws
yAD SUPPLIED TO ARGENTINA BEFORE THE ARGENTINE INVAS|ON,

.mn WERE WE NECESSARILY ASKING THEM TO SUSPEND SUPPLIES AFTER
THE FIGHTING IN THE FALKLANDS HAD FINISHED. OUR REQUEST TO
THE SOUTH AFRICANS WAS THEREFORE OF AN ALTOGETHER DIFFERENT
CHARACTER FROM THEIRS TO US.

3, TO (B) | USED THE TALKING POINT IN YOUR TELNO 196. VAN DALSEN

DID NOT CHALLENGE THIS. | ADDED THAT WE HAD SA(D TWO THINGS ON

THE RECORD = |E, THAT WE HAD NOTED AND REPORTED GENERAL MALAN'S
STATEMENT THAT SOUTH AFRICA HAD NOT SUPPLIED ANY MISSILES OR
AIRCRAFT FARTS. WE LATER SAID THAT WE HAD NOTED THE LIMITED SCOPE OF
GENERAL MALAN’S STATEMENT ETC (CF PARA 4 OF GUIDANCE TELNQ 109).

| SAID THE PRESS HMAD BEEN QUITE UNSCRUPULOUS IN EMBELLISHING

WHAT OUR SPOKESMAN HAD SAID. | WENT ON TO ASK WHETHER VAN DALSEN

WAS SAYING THAT WE HAD DRAWN WRONG INFERENCES FROW GENERAL

MALAN® S STATEMENT. NOTHING WOULD. PLEASE US MORE THAN TO HAVE A
COMPREHENS IVE ASSURANCE. VAN DALSEN FELL BACK ON A RECAPITLATION

OF HIS SPEAKING NOTE OF 11 MAY 1 BUT HE DID NOT REPLY TO MY QUESTION.

4, TO (C), | SAID THAT | HAD NOTICED REPORTS [N THE AFRIKAANS PRESS
THAT WE HAD SUPPLIED LAND MINES TO SWAPO. THE SADF HAD ON AT LEAST
THO PAST OCCASIONS APPROACHED US OVER BRITISH MADE MINES.

VE HAD REPLIED IN DETAIL. THERE WAS NO QUESTION OF OUR SUPPLYING
ANY MEAPONRY TO SWAPO OR THE ANC. | COULD TELL HIM IN CONFIDENCE
THAT SOME MONTHS AGO THE ANGOLAN GOVERNMENT HAD SOUGHT TO

BUY FROM US 24 X 40 MM BOFORS AA GUNS. ALTHOUGHTHEY WERE STRICTLY
FOR DEFENCE, AND FOR USE ONLY IN ANGOLA, WE HAD REFUSED AN

EXPORT LICENCE OUT OF CONGERN THAT THEY MIGHT BE USED TO KILL

SOUTH AFRICANS. THIS MADE QUITE AN IMPRESS|ON. VAN DALSEN

WAS GLEARLY UNAWARE OF THE HISTORY OF EXCHANGES BETWEEN THE
SADF AND OUR DEFENCE STAFF ABOUT THE MINES. | SAID | HAD SEEN
MENTION IN THE PRESS TODAY OF CLAYMORE MINES. IF THE SOUTH
AFRICANS COULD PROVIDE DETAILS WE WOULD LOOK INTO THIS.
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5, TO (D) | SAID THAT | WOULD SEEK LEGAL ADVICE_ BUT MY UNDERSTANDING
WAS THAT WE DID NOT QUESTION SOUTH AFRICA'S CLAIM TO SOVEREIGNTY
OVER WALV1S BAY (AND THE PENGUIN ISLANDS). HAVING BEEN CLOSELY
INVOLVED IN RESOLUTION %432 AT THE TIME | WOULD MAINTAIN THAT ITS
REAL ﬂEAﬁING WAS TO DEFER NEGOTIATION OVER THE FUTURE STATUS OF
WALVIS BAY UNTIL NAMIDIA HAD BECOME INDEPENDENT. | DID NOT anhx

WE CONSIDERED THAT THE RESOLUTION CALLED IN QUESTION THE CURRENT
STATUS OF WALVIS BAY. ITS TERMS WENT, OF COURSE, FURTHER THAN

WE WOULD HAVE WISHED, BUT THAT WAS THE PRICE WE HAD HAD TO PAY

FOR AN AGREED RESOLUTION.

6. TO (E) | SAID THAT WE DEPLORED VIOLENCE OF ANY KIND [N SUPPORT
.OF POLITICAL OBJECTIVES. THE LATEST OCCASION ON WHICH WE HAD
COMMENTED WAS THE RECENT SWAPO INCURSION (TEXT IN FCO TEL TO CAPE
TOWN NO 164). VAN DALSEN DID NOT SEEM TC BE AWARE OF IT.

7. VAN DALSEN ENDED BY STRESSING THE VERY SERIOUS CONCERN WITH
WHIGH HIS GOVERMENT LOOKED ON OUR HANDLING OF THIS ﬁATTER. THERE
WERE OB VIOUS IMPLICATICNS FOR FUTURE RELATIONS BéTWEEN OUR

TWO COUNTRIES.

8. THE INTERVIEW WHICH LASTED 25 MINUTES WAS COURTEOUS ON BOTH
SIDES. | APCLOGISED FOR NOTHING, AND HAD THE IMPRESSION THAT, AT
THE END, VAN DALSEN WAS SOMEWHAT ON THE DEFENSIVE.

9, | FELT IT UNAVOIDABLE TO GIVE SOME REPLY TO (A) ABOVE, BUT
"WWE LEFT IT OPEN TO BE CHANGED IF YOU WISH, GRATEFUL FOR INSTRUCTICS
Ic My DERIY 10 (DY 1S INCORRECT OR JNCOMPLERE,



