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Copy to: DS17 (Mr Brennan)

FALKLAND ISTLANDS: NUCLEAR WEAPONS

1. I discussed with DS 17 today whether it would be useful to
produce a paper which spelt out in rather more detail than we have
done so far what might be the consequences of a successful attack,
€.g. by Exocet, on one of the two carriers. I had in mind
questions like:=—

a. Was there any risk, however remote, of a major fire and
explosion causing nuclear explosion?

b. Was there any risk, and how serious would it be, of
emission of radio active material?

c. Quite apart from questions of moral responsibility,
were we bound by any intermational obligations or treaties
to declare a nuclear accident?

d. Who would be likely to know that we had nuclear weapons
on board these two ships? The Americans? correspondents
with the Task Force? the Russians? etc.

e. What were the problems involved in recovering the weapons
if the ship sank in several hundred fathoms of water?

2. I think this work should be set in hand as a contingency, but
at the same time it struck both DS 17 and myself that the attached
signal from CTF 317 may conceivably provide us with a way out.

The roulement of ships which CINCFLEET proposes, might present us
witIm—=er-oppSTtunity to bring back the nuclear weapons from the Task
Group. The RFAs FORT AUSTIN and RESOURCE are on the plot and both
can carry nuclear weapo

3. DS17 have at my request discussed this idea briefly with the
Naval Staff. It seems that if it is decided that the weapons
should be transferred from the carriers to these RFAs and then
withdrawn to the UK, it could practically be done. The transfer
might take 24 hours, although this would depend on the positions
of the ships themselves and could involve penalties which would be
regarded as operationally difficult, if not unacceptable, like the
suspension of CAPs during unloading. All this would require
further study.

4. From what DS17 tell me, there is little prospect of the Naval
Staff being willing to recommend any move of this kind themselves.
It is not hard to guess at the reasons. But it does seem to me
that if we can bring this about it would remove at least one night-
mare from this operation and we should take any chance we have to
do so.

S5e I wonder whether you might wish to float the idea with CDS and
the Secretary of State yourself. Given our exgerience over Easter,
we shall need a clear push from a high level if we are going to

get anywhere with this.

J M STEWART
25 May 1982 T/ LR DET AUS(DEFENCE STAFF)
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Copy to:

AUS(D Staff)
DS17 (Mr Brennan)

This is to record that the Secretary of State
discussed the contents of M1 above with CDS, PUS and-
CINCFLEET this evening. It was agreed that CDS would
invite the CINC to draw up a plan along the lines of
Paragraph 2 of M1. Buwould also explore other possibilities
for removing the items in question. Admiral Fieldhouse
did stress however that it would not be possible to
implement such a plan straight away.

el The Secretary of State would be happy for the work
detailed in Paragraph 1 of M1 to be carried out provided
that knowledge of the exercise really is restricted to

a very few people indeed.

26th May 1982 (DB OM;{\I:D
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