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IRFO IMMEDIATE UKMIS NEW YORK, BIS NEW YORK,
FALKLAND ISLANDS: US TELEVISION INTERVIEW WITH COSTA-MENDEZ

2, COSTA-“ENDEZ WAS |NTERVIEWID FROM BUENOS AIRES BY CES

TELEVISION THIS MORKING, COSTE MENDSZ S&1D THAT ERITISH ATTACKS

OH THE FALKLARDS, NOW UNDER WAY, WERE CHARATERISTIC OF BRIT!SH
BEHAVIOUR WHICH HAD EEEN TO LAUNCH AN ATTACK WHENEVER ’’SOUND
TALXS'’ DESIGNED TO LEAD TO A NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT WERE IN PROGRESS,

2. ASKED ABOUT -ARGENTINE CONDITIONS FOR A SETTLEMENT, COSTA MENDEZ
SAID ARGENTINA WAS READY TO WITHDRAW ITS TROOPS {F BRITAIN WAS
WILLING TO WITHDRAW ITS FLEET, THE AUTHORITY OF THE UN COULD BE
ESTAELISHED AND, AS PART OF SUCK AN ARRANGEMENT, DISCUSSIONS ON

ppeSOVEREIGNTY COULD BE UNDERTAKEN. BUT ALL THIS MUST LEAD TO |
RECOGN ITION OF ARGENTINE SOVERZIGNTY, EVEN [F THE BR!T!SH DID NOT
ACCEPT THAT SOVEREIGNTY AT THE VERY BEGlNNIHG.

"3. WHEN ONE OF THE INTERVIEWERS COMMENTED THAT eosn HEHDEZ SEEHED'
-TD_BE SAYING THAT HE WAS WILLING TO KEGOTIATE SO LONG AS THE OUTCOME
+:WAS KNOWN IN ADVANCE, COSTA MENDEZ SAID THIS WAS NOT CORRECT,

" ARGENTINA WAS WOT SAYING THAT BRITAIN MUST ACCEFT ARGENTINE .

' SOVEREIGNTY AT THE BEGINNING. SOVEREIGNTY WAS KOT BEING PUT as '
PRECORDITION FOR TALKS THOUGH newnmons snom.n ARRWE AT
&RGENT!NE sovansmm. i

% ASKED AGAIN WHETHER HE WAS SAYING THAT ARGENTINA NO LONGER
HAD TO BE GUARANTEED SOVEREIGNTY AT THE BEGINNING OF THE _
_HEGOTIATIONS,. .COSTA MENDEZ APPEARED-TO AGREE, THERE WAS. som
- DOLET OF THE GOALz RECOGNITION OF ARGENTINE SOVERE1 BNTY,: JUT
- ARGENTINA DID NOT DEMAKD THAT BRITAIN SIT AT THE TABLE Ann

'SAY THAT THEY RECOGN|SED ARGENTINE - sdvsns;mn' AT THE: e
stwmucu THERE ‘WAS NO'OTHER 0AL :mm mvaassam- Evsnmzuaj-:i;-
ELSE c:ouu: BE DISCUSSED WITH: 'snmtu. P e
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A) THE ISLANDERS WOULD BE GRANTED EVERY-RTGHT — RELIGION,

LANGUAGE, EDUCATION, RSHIP OF PROPERTY. EVEN
NATIONAL RITY STATUS FOR THE |SLANDERS WAS UNDER




UTHER POINTS MADE DURING THEZ INTERVIEW IRCLUDED ¢ .
THE | SLANDERS wOULD FPF GCRAKTED EVERY 1CGHT - RELICION, .
LANGUAGE, EDUCATION, OWNERSHIP OF PROPERTY. EVEN
NATIONAL MINORITY STATUS fOR THE (SLANDERS WAS UNDER
STUhY, - " . : |
THERE WOULD BE FAIR COMPENSATION FOR THOSE |SLANDERS WHO
WISHED TO LEAVE, THDSE wuo WERE NOT LANDOWHERS WOULD BE
GlVEN ACCESS TO LAND EITEZ% Ok THE [ SLAKDS OR IN ARGENTIRA AND

SOFT LOAN TEFMS WOULD BT “ADE AVAILARS
k:

2e KATE | BLz . ARCENTIRA ROBLD

EVER HELP THOSE WHO MIGHT WAKT TO LEAVE EG FORK AUSTRALIA OR
NEW ZEALAND,

THE FALKLANDS WAS A CLASSIC CASE OF COLONIALISM WITH 46 OF
THE LAND AND 99% OF THE BUSINESS IN THE HANDS OF ONE COMPANY,
MARY |SLANDERS HAD NO ACCESS TO PROPERTY,

ARGENTINA HAD NOT ASKED THE SOVIET UNION FOR MJLITARY
ASSISTANCE, THE TWO COUNTRIES HAD EXCELLENT TRADING .
RELATIORS, ARGENTINA'’S FAVOURARLE TRADE BALANCE WITH THE
SOVIET UNION ENRABLED HER TO PAY FOR THE IMBALANCE IN HER
TRADE WITH THE US,

THE US HAD GONE TOO FAR BY ABANDONING NEUTRALITY IN THE
DISPUTE AND WAS PUTTING AT RISK ITS INTERESTS IN LATIN
AMERICA, : <
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