MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON SW1

Telephone 01-Bo¥%eod 218 2111/3

26th February 1985

h"ﬂl M';’

BELGRANO: RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS

We spoke on the telephone yesterday about the documents
placed in the Library of the House of Commons, following our
discussions on Sunday 17th February and your letter of
18th February. My Secretary of State decided to place in the
House those documents which he quoted in his speech, rather
than all those disclosed to the Court. As a complicating factor,
he also placed in the Library one document - a minute from
Sir Clive Whitmore dated 30th March - which was not disclosed to
the Court but the disclosure of which showed that the claims now
being made by Mr Ponting about events on 30th March are not true.

I attach for ease of reference a copy of the documents we have
thus far provided.

Mr Heseltine intends, if and when pressed, to provide further
documents provided they have already been read out in open Court.

You asked for a line in case this issue arose at Prime
Minister's questions. Could I suggest the following:

"My Rt Hon Friend made it clear in last Monday's
Debate that the trial of Mr Ponting had created wholly
exceptional circumstances in which policy advice given
to Ministers by officials related to the sinking of the
Belgrano had been disclosed in open Court. In the light
of this, he himself quoted from such documents and placed
those from which he quoted in the House of Commons Library.
He would, I am sure, consider placing in the Library other
relevant documents which were disclosed in open Court."

If asked about the disclosure of Sir Clive Whitmore's minute:

F E R Butler Esq




"This was necessary in order to show the
in consistencies in Mr Ponting's account published
in the Observer of 17th February.

[Hon Members opposite who are interested in the
disclosure of documents might ask why Mr Ponting
did not reveal to the Court that he was the author
of the anonymous letter to the Hon Member for
Linlithgow dated 24th April.]"
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Hom Mergeret Thetcher MP
e. of Commons

Dear Prime Minister

on behalf of the Shadow (=binet to =<k for vour comments
US discrepaSncies whici: exist be-—,..fea the Gove-mne_u. S
the circumstences surrouncirg the sinking of the Generzl

=4S Congueror on st.etements made regerding
TWO recent I

3 cstecced
Yet in the book "Our Falklenés Wer: the
story", by CGecoffrey Underwoog,
eportec to heve-said the: he visually signted the Belgra

: i Mey «no elilowed it for over 30 nours.

the Connander of t}“-e

In another booX published on 5 March, "The Sirking of the Belgremo', bv
Desmonc :Rice and Arthur Gavshon, the a'-_.:stnors also maintein that the
Ce—:je:“‘ 2elgrano hac been lccated 48 rours before it

L Was sunk =ng. wes
tnen tralleq for more than 30 hours. They further assert that when the
Belgrano wes suX it.wes on course for the Zrgentine coastline.

the widespresc COncern rega-¢ing the ressons behind the
the Belgreno. I should be greteful Zor your
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(Not to be photocopied)

Copy to:

PS/Minister (AF)
Sec/VCNS
MZ/DCDS (I)
| AUS (NS)
MO 5/21 DNOT

22né Mearch 1984

SINKING OF THEE BELGRANO

You submitted on 16th March (not to all or needed)
advice on the response which might be made to Denzil Davies's letter
of 6th March about the circumstances surrounding the sinking of the
'BELGRANO and in particular when HMS CONQUEROR first detected the ship.:
The Secretary oi State has now received the attached letter from Tam
Dalyell posing another 2 guestions. Further allegations arising from
the book published by Messrs Rice and Gavshon seem likely to arise.

2. - Before reaching a view on the.line to be taken in the Denzil

Davies letter, the Secretary of State wishes to consider the implications
of & more forthcoming line for how we would handle new allegations
arising from the Gavshon book and how we would respond to Dalyell.

The Secreteary of State has therefore decided theat it would be preferable
to delay & reply to Denzil Davies for the time being while we look at - -
the wider context and I have agreed this approach with No 10. |

L The Secretary of State wishes to know the substance of what happened
at the beginning of May 1982 in relation to the BELGRANO and the -

Argentine aircraft carrier in order to judge how much of this can properly
be made public without security implications. For the purpose of considerin

- SECRET
(Not to be photocopied)




N—
(Not to be photocopied)

the substance,; he would be grateful for a detailed chronology of the
events leadinc up to the sinking of the BELGRANO. This should cover
the znswers to the questions raised by Mr Dalyvell in his latest
letter together with those to the Iollowing guestions:
2. What rules oi engagement in relation to attacks on
Argentine ships were in force prior to 2nd May?

b. What was the nature of the intelligence which showed
that the BELGRANO group was a threat to the Task Force,
when was it first available and when was it drawn directly
to the azttention of Ministers?

cC. What was the precise seguence of events and their

timings_. .which led to the change in the rules of engagement
enzbling CONQUEROR to sink the BELGRANO? When was the

request initiated, what chain did it pass through, when was

it put to Ministers? What was the nature of the decision communic-

zted to EMS CONQUEROR? '

a. What was the secuence oi events in relation to the

Peruvian peace initiative and when and in what form was

this availeble to Ministers in London?

= Was any intelligence received which might have suggested
that the Argentine Navy had been ordered on or about 1st May

to return to port? If so, when was it received and what happened
BO ite '

Do we know why the then Secretary of State referred in his
tement to the House on 4th May 1982 to the BELGRANO being
ectec¢ 2t 8pm London time on 2nd May? |

®
—

-
e

a
t -

4, This list of guestions is simply those which occur to me and

is not meant to be exhaustive. What the Secretary of State

is seeking is & comprehensive account of events which covers all the
information and not Jjust that which underpins the main defensive
line we have used hitherto. I would be heppy to heve this in log
form with the relevant documents enclosed - given the possible
sensitivity of some of the informeation involved there would be no need
of course to copy it widely within the Department. |

=P additionally, I should be grateful for a draft reply to

Mr Delyell's latest letter together with advice on whether the line
proposed to be taken with Dalyell affects theline proposed to be taken
with Denzil Davies. b

6. Would it be possible to have this further advice by midday on
.Wednesday 28th Marchj on the assumption that the factuval information
must already largely have been collected at one stage either here or
at Northwood? I should be happy of course to discuss any problems
in meeting the Secretary of State's reguirements.

-

RAMKﬁh%uw
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Monday

- In view of Cecil Parkinson's interview on TV-AM last Sunday
" week, and the Prime Minister's reply to my guestion omn the
metter (Wednesday 14 March), I would be most grateful if you

would respond to the following guestions.
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PUS/V84 /300

30th March, 1984.

PS/SECRETARY OF STATE

Copies to: PS/Minister(AF)

CNS
DCDS(1I) ST/EI

Head of DS5

SINKING OF THE BELGRANO

After the Secretary of State's meeting this morning
had broken up, he, you and I had a further word on the
question of where, in the Prime Minister's reply to
Mr. Denzil Davies MP, we could legitimately draw the line
and stiand absolutely firmly on the argument that to disclose
any more 1information would be contrary to national security.
We thought that it might well be possible to reveal that
the CONQUEROR first detected the BELGRANO groupn on
30th April 1982 and first sighted the BELGRANO itself
on 1st May but that we should not allow ourselves to be
driven beyond that point, whatever the pressures.

I have accordingly revised the letter for the Prime Minister
to send to Mr. Davies, and I have put in square brackets

in the attached draft the sentence which gives this new
information. If the Prime Minister decides that she does
not want to go this far, then the simple deletion of the
passage 1n brackets leaves us with a reply which stands pat
on the existing line. Either version will make it clear
that the CONQUEROR had been keeping in contact with the
BELGEANO before the Task Force Commander asked for a change
in the Rules of Engagement.




D’T LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO DENZIL DAVIES MP

/. Thank you for your letter of 6 March about the sinking of
fhe Argentinian cruiser General Belgrano on 2 May 1982.

A+ Paragraph 110 of Command 8758 described the events of 2 May
which led to the sinking of the cruiser. :és Janet Young explained
in the House of Lords on 13 July 1983, that acéount was not

intended to say when the cruiser was first located(/[ln fact

the Congueror first detected the Belgrano group -on 30 April, and

she sighted the Belgrano on 1l May Ffor the firet time.}/gut the

essential point is that it was bﬁ 2 May that the Task Force
Commander, in the light of the latest assessment of the threat
posec by the Belgrano group part of the wider disposition of
Argentinian naval forces, sought and obtained from Ministers a
‘change in the Rules of Engagement to permit the Belgrano to be
attacked outside the Total Exclusion Zone. P 1o
¥ Wnhen she was attacked the Belgrané was on a course of 280°.
She had made a number of changes of course during the day and

:P coula have done so again at any time. Her precise course at any
|

given moment was irrelevant to the threat that she presented.

=
It was the Government's overriding and proper concern to take all

the measures available to protect the Task Force.
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he events oi 2 May which lec to the siﬁking of the cruiser.
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loczted. The essentizl point is that it was on 2 May that we bad
iﬁ dicaztions zbout the movements of the 4rgentiine Ileet which led
the Task FTorce Commander, Admirzl ¥Woodward, 1O reguest a chznge
in the Rules of Engagement 10 permit the Belgrzno to be attacked

ouiside the Totzl Exclusion Zone.
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10 DOWNING STREET

!

HE PRIME MINISTER | | . 12 April 1584

e e — ——— - —— o g— - —

-

Thank you for your letter of 5 April about the Belgrano.

I take it that your objective in asking these further
cuestions of detail is to try, as you ve tried for some two
, 10 e€stablish your contention that the Belgrano weas

ked 1o order to destroy the

‘bzsed on the Peruviazn proposzls.

Geoiirey Howe will be replying to the various questions
vou raised in the Foreign Affzirs Debzte on 22 Maréh. But
sioce I have made the Government's position absolutely clear
yet 2gain 1n my letter of 4 April 11l Davies, I do not

- -

think 1t useful to olong these éxchanges.
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" Tam Dalyell, Esqg., M.P.




[TRANSCRIBED FROM THE NEWS AT TEN, 11TH FEBRUARY 1985 INTERVIEW

‘- MR PONTING ]

 Dezr Mr Dalyell,

For what I hOpe-will be obvious reasons I cannot give you
oy name but I can tell you that I have full access to exactly
what happened to the Belgrano. You have probably seen by now
theat Michael Heseltine has not covered any of the guestions that
vou posed in your letter in March. This was against the advice
-of officials but in line with what John Stanley recommended.
ione of the information is classified and to get answers you should
guestions down as o ——t =< . The answers
guite interesting. 1In addition you might like to consider
eanother linked question. Did the change in the rules o:Z ehgagement
or: 2nd May refer only to the Belgrano or did they go wider? When

were the rules of engagement changed to allow an attack on the

75 de Mavo? Was this on zZnd May or was it eerlier?. If so, when?

You are on the right track. Keep going.”






