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1. DURING LAST NIGHT?S SESSION | TOOK UP WITH BRUNNER, AS
INSTRUCTED BY TELEPHUNE, YOUR REQUEST THAT THE SWISS GOVERNMENT
SHOULD CONFIRM IN A PUBLIC STATEHEhT THE NATURE OF THE GENTLEMAKN'S

AGREEMENT REACHED BEFORE THE TALKS , CONCERNING THE HANDLING OF THE

SOVERE IGNTY GUESTION AND SHOULD STATE THAT THIS AGREEMENT HAD NOT
BEEN OBSERVED ON THE ARGENTINE SIDE. | FIRST OF ALL SPOKE TO HIM

ACROSS THE TABLE IN THE PRESENCE OF THE MEMBERS OF THE OTHER
DELEGATION AND SUBSEGUENTLY HAD A PRIVATE TALK WITH HIM IN THE
CORRIDOR IN WHICH | PRESSED HIM HARD TO HONOUR THE COMMITTMENT

WHICH HE HAD GIVEN DURING OUR PREPARATORY EXCHANGES.

2, BRUNNER DID NOT DENY THE ASSURANCES WHICH HE HAD GIVEN ME. NOR
DID HE DENY THAT THE LINKAGE INSISTED ON BY THE ARGENT INES
BETWEEN DISCUSSIONS OK NORMALISATION OF RELATIONS AND THE SETTIRG
UP OF A MECHAN|ISM TO DISCUSS SOVEREIGNTY WAS CONTRARY TO OUR
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BETWEEN DlSCUSSIOhb ON hOk*ALIbATILh OF RELATIONS AND THE SETTIKG
UP OF A MECHAN|SM TG DISCUSS SOVERE IGNTY WAS CONTRARY TO OUR .
PR ICR AGREEMENT,

3. HE WAS, HOWEVER, UNWILLING TO AGREE TO YOUR REQUEST ON THE
GROUNDS THAT ONLY THE FEDERAL COUNCIL COULD AUTHOR I SE SUCH A
STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF THE Sw|SS GOVERNMEKT., |T WOULD HE SAID NOT

BE IN THE INTEREST OF ARNY OF THE GUVERNMENTS REPRESENTED AT THE
TALKS THAT SUCH A STATEMENT SHOULD BE MADE. IT wOULD MAVE BEEK
DIFFERENT IF OUR DELEGATICN HAD RAISED THE POINT DURING THE TALKS

ON THE PREVIOUS EVENING OR EVERN THAT MORNING, KE MIGHT THEN

HAVE GIVEN A RULING BUT COULD NUT NOw PUBLICLY ACCUSE THE ARGENTINES

AFTER THE EVENT.

4o AFTER DISCUSSION IN wHICH THOMAS JOINED, BRUNNEK OFFERED TO
CONVEY TO THE ARGENTINES OUR VIEw THAT THEY HAD BROKEN THE
AGREEMENT. AFTER FURTHER DISCUSSION HE ALSC AGREED TO MAKE IT
CLEAR TO THE ARGENTINES THAT HE SHARED OUR VIEW.

5. AT THE SAME TIME, BRUMKER MADE IT CLEAR THAT IN THE SwISS VIEW
WHICH WAS SHARED BY THE BRAZILIANS THE STYLE AND SUBSTANCE OF

OUR DELEGATIONS OPENING STATEMENT OM 18 JULY AND QUR REPLY TO THE
ARGENT INE STATEMENT ON SOVEREIGNTY HAD COME AS UNPLEASANT SURPRISES
TO THE ARGEMTINES AND MAD STIFFENED THE IR ATTITUDE TOWARDS DISCUSSION
E NORMALISATION MEASURES, HE WAS KOT PERSUADED THAT ALL THE BLAME
FOR THE FAILURE OF THE TALKS COULD BE ATTRIBUTED TO ARGENTINE
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