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1 Civilians in Stanley

An editorial in today's Daily Mirror is highly critical of the Ministry of
Defence on the grounds that "only now the battle for Stanley has begun has
the Ministry of Defence discovered how many Falklanders are there". This

report is both inaccurate and unfair.

A primary consideration in all our planning has been the need to minimise the

risk to the Islanders. Since the very beginning of the conflict the International

Red Cross have been trying, with onr strong support, to establish a presence
on the Islands in order to make proper arrangements for the Falklanders'
safety. It has inevitably been impossible for us to obtain reliable
information on the whereabouts of civilians and it was only when the
Argentines finally permitted the Red Cross to land a representative

at the end of last week that we discovered that there maybe in fact as many

as 600 Islanders still in Stanley. We have agreed unreservedly

to the establishment of a neutralised zone in Stanley under the supervision
of the Red Cross. We understand that the Argentines have now agreed to
this as well and we shall be respecting that zone forthwith.

g, The Return of the Governor

The position remains as stated by the Prime Minister in the House on 27 May -
viz no decision has yet been taken. See also Mr Pym's remarks on the subject

in the attached transcript.

3 Argentine Prisoners of War

There has been some press criticism that we have been putting our forces
at a disadvantage by returning Argentine prisoners of war earlier than

required by the Geneva Convention.

The Government has always made it clear that we will carry our all our
obligations under the Geneva Convention. Under the Convention, prisoners

of war (apart from the seriously wounded) may be detained until hostilities end
but must then be repatriated without delay. Nevertheless, the retention

in present circumstances of large numbers of prisoners or war would pose a




number of logistical and practical problems. They would have to be guarde ,.

kept supplied with adequate food and clothing, provided with quarters not
inferior to those of our own troops and given appropriate medical care - in
addition, if they were held for a prolonged period we would have to fulfil

a number of other requirements under the Convention. The problems involved
could well hamper our forces; and since transferring large numbers of prisoners
to Britain would pose equally severe problems, we have been returning
Argentine prisoners as soon asreasonably possible - but not until we are

sure that they are unlikely to be of further help to the Argentine war

effort.

No decision has yet been taken on the timing of repatriation of the large
number of prisoners likely to be taken following the capture of Stanley.
That decision will be taken in the lighf of the circumstances at the time
which may be rather different to those at present. Clearly we wish to
ensure that the repossession of the Islands is followed by an end of all
hostilities between Britain and Argentina. Our obligation under the Geneva

Convention is to repatriate all prisoners of war at the cessation of hostilities,

if not before. That obligation will be honoured.

4, Delays in Announcing Casualties in Sir Tristram and Sir Galahad
As Mr Nott made clear at the weekend, the delay in making public details of

casualties at Bluff Cove contributed greatly to achieving the surprise which

was a major factor in the success of the attack last Friday night. It was
clear that the Argentines had greatly overestimated the casualties and the
damage caused by their attacks and as Mr Nott explained, "we wished them to
remain uncertain about our strength on the ground and our capability to mount

an early attack",

In general, the handling of public announcements on casualty figures presents
us with very real difficulties. We have to balance the public's demand to

be told the truth as soon as possible with operational/security considerations
and, of course, with the need to inform the next of kin of the dead and
injured before any names are released. Although a public announcement of

the details of casualties at Bluff Cove was held back this did not delay the

notification of next of kin.




INTERVIEW GIVEN BY MR PYM TO TREVOR McDONALD ‘*NEWS AT TEN''
ON FRIDAY 11 JUNE 1982

FALKLANDS

Diplomatic Activity

: =i

Question: Foreign Secretary, you've always made the point, and

the Prime Minister’s made the point, that the military and dip-
lomatic pressures in Argentina were quite separate and that

they were aimed at getting Argentine troops off the Islands. Does
it now concern you that the emphasis now appears to be entirely

on the military side with apparently no diplomatic avenues open?

Answer: I'm still in touch with the Secretarv-General and he

would always be_availab}e to help if there was any sign of the
Argentines changing their mind. After all, we have been negotiating
in various ways for over two months and unfortunately we've always

come up with the same non-response from the Argentine side, sec—S+lo-
P

cuita tryue to ces—it Piplomatic activity at the moment,
unfortunately, is minimal but the Secretary-General is there and
if a new opportunity came then, of course, advantage could be
taken of it = if only the Qrgentines would say now that they
would withdraw then any further casualties could be stopped and I
think everybody would be much relieved about-that. But there's no
sign of that happening, sad to say. \
Question: In the interests of a long term solution, does that
lack of diplomatic activity worry you?

Answer: Well, not immediately. We couldn't have tried harder,
could we? What other effort could we have -made? :-We've-had a

number of proposals - three were positively put and turned down.

The last one was publicly revealed by us, the last British position,

and I think we've done all that we can, e=d {s they’re not prepared
to withdraw then we’re going to have to repossess the Islands, asd
“Then immediately that happens, of course, &k TR

dinlomatic getivite. —fhere will be activitv to rehabilitate and
restore the Islanders and to help them get on re-establishing their
1ifg; but also we will want to re-establish relations with the
countries in that hemisphere. It will be >»s=— difficult immediately.

I don't think we can do anything with the Argentine itself

/ immediately




immediately but our objective will be to try and bring stabili,

back there because in the long run that's crucially important for
the Falkland Islanders,go there ‘will be 'much diplomatic activity
a4t that time:

Question: You told the Americans that we're not quite ready to
consider Argentine participation in any long-term future of the
Islands at tﬁis point. D;gﬂthe Americans give you any indication

about how long they are prepared to wait.on our decision upon this?

Answer: Oh, the Americans understand entirely that after what has
happeneq,and after the refusal of all the proposals that we have
made and that have been discusseq,that it would not be possible
for us to contemplate any Argentine involvement on the Islands,

at any rate for the time being. Whether, in due course, that will
be appropriate remains to be seen, but immediately it isn't
practical and the Americans understand that perfectly well.
Question: Would the Americans join Britain in trying to secure
the defence of the Islands?

Answer: That is possible. I'm sure it will be a British respon-
sibility in the immediate aftermath of re-possession and perhaps
for quite some time, but it's always been my view that it would

be in the interests of the Islanders, for their prosperity and
their future, if we could establish a broader-based international
arrangement involving other countries. I think that might give
them greater security and that I shall be trying to achieve. Again,
I can't say at this stage with what success or how long it might
take. But I see advantage in it from their pcint of view if other
countries agree.

Latin American Co-operation

Question: So we'’re looking at the Americans-and welre -iooking at

other countries in Latin America as well?

Answer: Oh yes indeed. The Americans have an interest, but there
are plenty of friendly countries in Latin America who hope that
this whole argument can be brought to an end quickly and, once it
is, once the Islands are re-possessed, of course, we want to
re-establish the best relations that we can. I don't think we
ought to under-estimate the difficulties, and I shall be setting
about it just as soon as that event has taken place, whether by a
sudden miraculous Argentine withdrawal or whether by military

means.




the restoration of British
ecision about the
that is a possibility,
I don't think necessarily
what existed before. There are other
which we are: considering and vou can't take a2 final
about it until we know the exact circumstances in which
are re-possessed. It may be, miraculously, by 2
It . may be after a2 very short battle with a surrender
It may be after a2 much longer battle than people

ping for and we can't tell. And we've got to wait for th

hat

before deciding exactly what decisions we ought to take in
relation to the administration which we shall put back there once
re-possession has been achieved.

No humiliation

Question: Foreign Secretary, you've made it very clear that

by their backing, their coming down strongly on Britain's side,

and by the assurances you’‘ve got after this trip from President

Reagan and from the Secretary of State, Mr Haig, that the Americans

are still supporting Britain in this. May I put to you what I
rican concern which is~that-we don't appear

the Argentines Argentina? .
!

've never had wish to humilijiate them. I think they
withdrawn lier. All we are interested in is
ing British rritory which is inhabited by British
our mind. And we haven't
the Argentinian people except
having a government with
c::r diSput® and military dispute,jgut

never Deen any part of our vocabulary, any more

i g W . 1
thaa vaconditional surrencer has bzen anv part of our vocabuiary.

soil. Argentine forces ought not io Ut

g0 voluntarily then they will hzve zo-
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this morning, with ¥ ime Minister, Mr Willizm VWhitelaw

when I visited him at his official home Jjust outside
Iondon. But first Iir Whitelaw paid his tribute to the skill and
the bravery of the men of the task force. l
WHITZLAW: It was obviously a remarkable operation and very, very
skilful. Clearly, of course, we have got extremely skilful forcess
and I think this has become clear throughout the whole operation.
CLOUGH: And, as a Guardsman yourself, I should think you're pretty
sed with the way the Guards.have come out of it?
WHITELAW: Well I'm hoping to hear even more, maybe, before lorg,
as to how well they've done.
CLOUGH: But with Stanley, now, within onlya few miles - presumabdly
one must be thinking more about the future than about the immedizs®
past - it seems very unlikely, doesn't it, that the Fal: tlands can
ever, now, return to the status quo ante - to the position that theg

-

were in before the Argentine invasion?

WHITELAW: Well, of course, it has been such an upset, clearly,

'll be a lot of stock-taking; a lot of time to sort thipgs

"

: they must be rehabiliteted;
the future; thej

oxm future.




but, ol course

of the day.

CLOUGH:

involved. Do you think there's a : ) mu

force or anything of that kind?

WVHITELAY } . - - : - #e have, obviously,

hoped that, in various ways, ti i : cold -

help us and no-doubt tkey will t= very i what

sort way they could help us and I think we've got'to try and see

that there is security for the Islands and that dozms involve moré

than us. We can provide it in defence terms but I think we'd

want to see the Islands fitting in to the whole South Atlantic

picture and if that could be done, sensibly, th Islanders do need
me basic security which we, &5ne, would find it difficult to giv

them,

CIOUGH: Well Lord Shackleton's report, on the economic devel pze:nt

of the Islands, has been taken off the shelf and dusted oif.

Could it be that Lord Shackleton, bimself, might p;ay some ac

role in the future of the Falklands; may be as some sort of

Governer?

WHITELAW: Well clearly his report is very import

agreed to update it. What thenhappens, of course,

between the Prime Minister and Lord Shackleton

for me to comment.




nof, now, nor can there ever be - : y, very long

time indeed = any role for Argentina

WHITELAW: Well, clearly, they have made i as éifficult as they
possibly can. First of all they invaded (an act of neked aggresqrio::
when they had been negotiating with us about the future. Then{

when they were told by the United Nations to withdraw teir. forces,
they refused to do so, have still not done so and we have had to
repossess the Islands by force. That must, inevitably, change

the wholesituation. Argentina have reslly forfieﬁ:ed a great

deal of the opportunities they had if they hadn't embarked on

mad scheme of invasion.

CLOUGH: It is said, despite that, that there is American pressuree

for talks - not tomorrow, not next week, but sometime not too far
away - between Britain and the Junta about the future of the
Falklands and the role of Argentina in it. Do you think we can
ignore Argentina as a possible partner, of some kind, in the futurre?
WHITELAY : I don't think there has been that American pressure.

Of course, before all this; and there was cefainly American press_ure
to stop the Argentines ever invading the Islands in the first

place on our behalf and on behalf of the world and that was very
helpful. Then Mr Haig went through some .very consideable efforts:
always frustrated by the Argentines. I think they are anxiousy

of course, to see the whole of South America return to a sensible
situation, naturally, but I don't think there's been any sort of
pressure that-you mention. ‘

CLOUGH: IMr Wﬁitelaw, the proponents of the conventional navy havee
seen the Falklands operation as a great vindication.of+hsir view

that Britgin needs a large, conventional surface fleet., The Prine
Minister, when she was talking in Bonn, appeared to sug,és

that there might be a case for Britain teking on a rath




The Prime Minist
S0 many words but that could be

o

WVZITELAY We have, I understand, throughout the situation,

our nilitary commitment to NATO and we are continu
I think our NATO allies are very
important to say it. I've been talking about
the Falklands. Obviously dust has got to seftle on cdefence

policy here as well and I think it would be very unwise for the
Home Secretary-to start, at this moment of time, straying so far
out of his area as to speculate on the exact parts of defence.
CIOUGH: There is an awful lot of dust to settle, actually, when
it comes down to it, isn't there. When it comes down to i, there's
a bit of dust to settle around the conduct of foreign policy over
the last 20 years or so. There's a bit & dust to settle over the
way that information has been disgeminated or not as the case may
be. Do you think we're going to get a whole series of rather
dragging on inquiries?
WHITELAW: Well I very much hope not. One of the expressions
I've always found valuable in politics is when yoﬁ'v? had a great
action with great stress and indeed taken, as I believe in the

Prime Minister's case, with tie most faptistic courace of any Primee
L

Minister for a very long time. After it's all successful, as one
;|

prays it wili'be, then everyvbody gets their courage back.

That's when they all start to quibble.a: one thing and another.

It always happens; it's always the same; arl they will. But if I
was just to say 2 things. PFirst, I think the criticisms of the

4
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must be paramount; th
amount and that must take precedence
evey other piece of news management, in ny

Trere has been difficulty over the announcement the casualties
apd much criticism. But tht was felt, by those the spot, not
to give those figures of Bluff Cove would help them in the actionss
they were taking. I believe it is right for all of us - Ministry
of Defence, Government and news media = to realise that that is
the first objective.
CIOUGH: In just a moment, Mr Whitelaw, I'm going to be telking

=

a member of the Falkland Islands Council, Bill Luxton. Now he

will have heard the reports from ﬁrgentina, as you will, that 2
civilians have beeh killed. It's an Argeniine report, we don't

know whether it's true. But there must be great anxiety, in the
thoughts of Fﬁlklamd Islanders who are outside the Falklands now,
sbout the safety of their people who are, at the moﬁept, in whatever
nuzbers, in Port Stanley. Is there anything at all that the Red
Cross can do or is being asked to do to make sure that those people

are safe?

WHEITELAW: Well I think that everything that could e done,

the British Govemment's point of view, is being donme. Tle

Islanders, of course, have endured great hardships and we would
deeply regret if any of them were killed in Port Stanley.
hardships, let's face it, have been impesed on those

r

Islanders, from the very word go, by the Argcentine.

——




