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ARGE ,!TiNA DI oI:.,iBLuo OVER TO ’INLEY EXTRADITION
---Weak Case Kuowingly Presented to U.S. Court

---Proposed U.S. oua.p w,~,t~ Argenti~a: ~ownley in exci~ange for exiled
Bolivian Drug Figure--Never Meant to Get Off the Ground

---Arce Gomez Knows Too ~.luch About the Argentine Military’s Participation
in ~uly 1980 Bolivian Coup; Tow,~ley Knows Too Much Abou.t Argentine
Complicity in 1974 Buenos Aires ),,{urder of anti-Pinochet Chilean General

Argentine authorities knowingly presented a weak case before a District

Columbia court now concluding hearings on an extradition request that the

Argentine military junta filed several months ago with the State Department.

They had asked that Michael Townley, the convicted killer of exiled Chilean

diplomat Orlando Letelier and American associate Ronni Moffitt in a September

1976 bomb blast in Washington, be returned to Buenos Aires to stand trial

for the ].974 mur@er of retired Chilean General Carlos Prats. Prats and his

wife were killed in Buenos Aires in a manner similar to the Letelier assassina.-

rich.

In exchange for Townley’s extradition, the Argentine junta informal].y

promised to cooperate in the swift extradition of former Bolivian Interior

Minister Col. Luis Arce Gomez, who sought sanctuary in Argentina immediately

after Bolivia’s return to constitutional ru].e in October 1982. Arce Gomez

~ared that he would stand trial in Bolivia for drug-related activities and

several murder charges.

Arzentine ].egal authorities in charge of Townley’s extradition were well

aware that in order to successfully extradite him, they almost certainly needed

to base the case largely outside the perimeters of information ~encr~.ted

him in the course of the I.,etelier murder trial. This was because in th~Lt case

resolved by a plea bar~<ainJ.n~ arranzement, evidence provJ.ded by Town].ey coul(

not be t~sed a~aJ.nst him Jn the future. Yesterdu.y, U.S. M~Jstl-:~.-(.e W. tIarr.is

’J.msley re,je(’.l:ed tho ;.:’eq~est by g~-;t_ice ]-)epartn]c, nt ]awyor,~ i:o ex~r~dite

Acoo~diltL~ to COIIA 1):irector Larry Birth:;, tl~ri, Ar{~;entJne autt~r’it:i~,s



Gomc~::~ was th{~ 1.~oy lia. i:::,)n who ho]])ed Ar~el-;l :ine offi-.c
3u!y 1980 milJ Lary coup in Bolivia. It ~:~,s" Arce (;omelet: who, in ].979, fac:i, lita{

build:i.n{~ in Buenos Airt~s, a, bloc.k }.~way from the C,o~:o,:-nmenb Pu]ace, to plan
the coup with their senior Argentino c.oll(~.4~a~..:~ in .... acts, Arce Gomez
represented Gen. Luis Ga.~-oia Mesa--now also in exJ.l~ in Argentina---who assumed
the BolivJ.~E presidency immediately after 1;he success[ul military uprising.

Arzentine Role in Coup

The Argentine hand was very clear no!: only in planning the coup, but in
implementing Jt also. Argentine military personnel stationed
and elsewhere--totallJ.ng at least SO military advisers and more than £00
seconded security personnel--trained and led Bolivian regu].ar and paramilitary
sqnads J.n their operatJ.ons. Fol-Jowing the coup, members of the ArL<en~ine
Anti-Communist Alliance (£AA) paramilitary forc, e prov;ided assistance 
the Bolivian armed forces and participated in the mu:cd.er of trade unionists,
professionals, politJ.o~l officials and others. Then--Argentine President
Jorge Rafael Videla justified %be coup by statin~ that it was necessary to
put an end to a "situation in %~,:e heartland of South Amez-ica that would amount
to what Cuba represents in Cent~’al America."

Birns charged that the principle reason that Townley committed the
murder of Prats was th~.t the Cb:i.lean high command considez~ed Prats a mortal
danger to strongman Gem. Augusto Pinochet. Pra~rs, who advocated the milita:
obedience to civilian rule, was widely admired by sectors in the Chilean
army even after he fled Chile in 1973. The particular reason that Prats bad
to die was the fear that P:cats was about to ])ublish a diary which had harsh
words for the Chilean dictatorship--including revelations that Pinochet had
in fact killed a number of Chilean army officers resisting the secret coup
against the democratically-elected Salvador Aliende. If Prats had to die,
then only a pathological killer such as Town]_ey could do it, because no one
in the Chilean military would lift a hand against the revered Prats.

In the smr~ner of 1974, Prats sent emissaries to New York to facilitate
the publication in the I].S. of his memoirs. ChiJ_e~<~) authori-(ies were worried
that the revelations would seriously impair prospects of vital U.S. economic
and military aid for the Pinoohet regime.

Birns said that Jose G.elbard, formerly economic minister under Juan Perch
in Argentina, hired Prats to work in Gelbard’s insurance company. Prats told
Gelbard that Pinochet was sending ~.n. assassinai;ion squad to kill Prats.
Shortly before Gelbard’s death in 1977, Gelbard, then in exile in Washington,
told Birns that Prats had confided he was receiving threatening telephone
calls shortly before his 1974 assassination.

Birns said that the Arge~tineauthorities initiated extradition proceedi:~ ~
against Townley only because of the public information inplicating Townley
in Prats’ murder. It ~as well known to U.$o intelligence that this murder
could not have taken place without ~the cooperation o~ Argentine intelligenc(--
officers. Gelbard told BJrns that just before a car bomb exploded in Prats’
driveway, uniformedAr~entine ~]uards posted there had been removed.

The Argentines wish to appear d.;[]ig’ent in bring:i.nf] a murderer to justice.
But the conclusion h:~,s 1.o be .m~de th~zt the current e~:~:r~dJ~t:ion :request is
intended on].y for publJ, o oonsumpticm, ~nd th}:,.% the o~,se for extradition
purposely made weak in order to :~il. The Argcntine military has too much
to fear over ,~o!:on!::]~] ~eve][H; ~ ..... "’ ........ x~.; -~-,-~. " ...... ~ .....~ .....

The extrad:Ltion of I,~Js Arce Gomez to the U.8. could embarrass them
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even after Ilumphrey-Kennedy was in effect. This way, the arms shipments could
reach Argentina without a State Department sign-off. It has also been suggest-
ed that the U.S. Navy also may have made "thi~’d country" shipments to friendly
Latin American navies which, in turn, transferred them to Argentina. Because
of these possibilities, it may we].] be that the total value of goods and mater-
ial shipped to the A~gentine military dbrJng the 1979-1980 period may far sur-
pass the official figures.

--The Skirting of Congressional Intenl ....

Although ZaratJegui’s charges remain unproven, it is clear, according to
experts queried by COHA,that, at the very least, the U.S. Navy used every device
and exhausted every loop-hole to skirt Congressional intent and pour military
aid into Argentina. One barrier to establishing the full scope of military
transactions between the two countries is the secrecy surrounding the Commerce
Department’s list of weapons shipments to Argentina. The classified informatien
goes under the heading of "special category." The Navy is not prepared to com-
ment on the Zaratiegui charges at this time.

Another aspect of Zaratiegui’s revelations concerning the. U.S. -
Navy’s apprehension over the security of the South Atlantic involves
the Falkland Islands. In introducing the Falkland Factor, %he Argentine
Admiral brings up the name of Edward Hidalgo, who at the time was

cretary of the Navy under Carter. He mentions that Admiral
ando Lambruschini, commander-in-chief of the Argentine Navy

and a member of the three-man ruling junta of the country, was invited
to Washington for an "unofficial" visit. "In another open and surprising
approach," writes Zaratiegui, Hidalgo "hosted a reception in his house
in Lambruschini’s honor. ~r. Hidalgo also carefully attended all
protocol activities (without missing a single one) that were organized
during the visit."

Hidalgo, now a Washington attorne~ acknowledged his meetings with
Lambruschini in an interview with COHA, but declined to comment on
any other aspect o~ the alleged ~llicit navy ~ales to Argentina.
Given the strained state of U.S.-Argentine relations at the time, it
is indeed surprising that Lambruschini was permitted an "unofficial"
visit, which involves a degree of U.S. Navy hospitality, rather than
a "private" visit, of which the U.S. Navy would not have to take
notice. One thing is certain, Navy Secretary Hidalgo needn’t have
been involved in events concerning the Lambruschini visit. That he
chose to involve himself is another indication of the great importance
that the U.S. Navy attributed to an entente with its Argentine
counterpart.

Zaratiegui confirms this mood in Washington, Commenting on the
improvement in the political atmosphere after the Reagan electoral
victory, he writes: "From then on, relations improved but with a
different characteristic: Each contact with U.S. admirals reveal~d

remarkable concern over the lack of control that the Western world
~d over the South Atlantic. They even showed a key operations center

~n which they displayed, by electronic means, the imbalance between the
northern and southern Atlantic regions, as far as the Free World
control capacl~y is concerned."

--~HE STRATEGIC I~ORTANCE OF THE FALKLANDS--

If South Atlantic security was on the U. SI Navy’s mJ~d~ centr~l to that
question was the Palkland Island dispute between Argentina and Great Britain.
Zaratiegui continues to write on develoFments during this period: "Almost
simultaneously and in an apparently casual move-- in a yacht tour honoring the
British defense under secretary who was on an unofficial visit--Mr. IIidalgo got
together top U.S. Navy officers like Admirals }b~ywm~d, Train, Foley, and Barrow, Air
Force General Jones, the chairman of the joint C~ief of Staff, and a top Argentine
official. Among the many talks that were held durJ~g that tour, Mr. IIida]_go made
i ’erence to the ~{alvinms issue and then asked the British under secretary and the
~gentine official if the United States could do s~nething to settle the islands
problem..."

7~ratiegmi then conraents on events in esrly ].98.1, central[ to his theme is
the obse~watJon that ’"l~lere was an ob,~ssion ~d it ~ over the ~uth Atl~mtic."
’~e Argentine Navy ~u].d [~ ~ussi~~ed zmnal res~x~nsibi]ity to protect fo~m vital
oil routes to other parts of the ~)r]d. "[[~is ~.~:mt that a ~in route h~ to be
established f~m the ~rts of delxu~ture for all ship~:; sai]:ing to any of the four
~’¢~as, a route ~lich, onc(~ it entelx~d the &ruth Atlantic,
(~mrse tox~trd the A.rKent:ir~e Tkerra (It,1. l%~cI’,x:) z~)ne. 
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In this strateg%,, control of the shallow ~-aters along .A~entina’s coast north
of Tierra-del~hego were of vital strategic 9n.portance because they ~muld ~
"tmfavorable for a ~ssible Soviet sub~e str~{e..." To test this strate~,
Arg~n~ina a.cc~pted ~i~e ~v.[.taCiou co p~’~:~cipace in ~ne ~)ce~ ~en-~e ~i exercises.
~ratie~i ~ites- "As c~der of the ~geatine task force which ~ms to p~ticipate
l~th ~ the Unitas o~ration ~d the ~ X, entur~ 81 exercises, I had m~ opl~rt~ity to
shoe ~ the pl~g of those o~rations. ~ing the pl~ning stage, I relatedly
tried to learn the opinion of the U.S. t~k :force c~]cler on the value of the Mmlvinas
Islm~ within the strategic picture that I have descried ~d ~hich he kept
e~la~g. ~ly on the l~t day ~ms I able to obta~ the opinion he h~ b~n
sidestepp~g so n}~y tJn~s: "~ey are t~ su~rb,fi~d,aircraft couriers..."

In his concluding par~raphs, Z~-atie~i obse~,es that right before the
Palkl~ds ~vasion, there exi~ed a ~d~sgm~ed anxiety, onthe p~t of the ~Nite
IIo~e ’"to achieve ou~ cle~- integration into the Western geo~litical fr~mrk"
that v~ butressed by the gro~¢i] of subversion in Omtra! .~rica ~d attested to by
"rec.ent high-level exch~ visits ~t~en Buenos Aires ~d W~hington." ~t of
this~ Buenos Aires felt it co~.d w~ U.S. s~pathy for its case for sovereignty over
the ~l~ds, Z~atie~i ~ites" "At first sight, this picture ~ms te~t~g. Now
I fi~y believe -that it ~s prepped on ~se to ~e it l~k that ~ay to ~.
It w~ a question of us s~llow~g the bait ~d decid~g once ~d for all to try the

ve~ ea~ o~ration of ~covery." .

--THREE 17][~C~ OVER ~ FA~N~--

After the successful occupation of the Falklands, "Washington vmuld offer
its good services of intern~diary and a proposal of three flags (U.S., Argentina,
and Great Britain) on the islands a proposal the Argentines could not fail to
accept because it represented a substantial improvement over this previous position..."

Zaratiegui, at this point, almost seems to rue that Argentina didn’t actept the
three flags solution. After this, "Washington and London had no choice but to
seek the other alternative, the alternative of military victory."

2]-~roughout Zaratie~di’s stat~ement, the thesis evolves that the strategy of the
U.S. Navy throughout its period of aggressively ~roing the Argentines was to guarantee
the security of the South Atlantic and ir~ fact, the U.S. may have even encouraged the
Argentines to land on the Falklands in ord¢~r to definitively settle the issue. Once,
the Argentines proved recalcitr~mt to the tl~ree-flags settlement proposal, all
lost. The reason? According to Zaratiegui, it was because "The large Malvinas
Air-Naval base could no longer lie dormmat among the papers of NATO strategists."

--VERNON WALTER’S MIXED MISSION--

Z~ratiegui’s implied thesis that Argentina ~.s lured into the Falklands attack is
strengthened by m~other piece of information that crime into OOHA’s possession
].ate last sunmer. According to a highly reliable intelligence source with direct
links to U.S. security officials posted to the U.S. embassy in Buenos Aires,
Argentine President Galtieri informed roving U.S. Ambassador Vernon Walters
that his country was contemplating some dramatic action on the Falklands question.
Walters’ non-conrnita! respo~se had the effect of embolding the Argentines to press
ahead with the invasion of the islands The U.S. MAG group stationed at the
embassy co~rmunicated back to Washington its dist]~ss over Walters’ general bias in favor
of the Argentine military and ccfaDl~,ined that the ambass~dor h~d been s~vayed
by the ~a~gentines and was effect i },ely representing their national interest rather
thm~ that of the U.S. Signiiic~tly, ~’ffte~ ~ the ~hlkim~ds invasion had occurred,
’,’;alters traveled to Buenos Ai.~es ont~ pe~.ce-seek~: g mission -mud ::~s snubbed by his
erst~hile Argentine friends. It rmay well be that the Argentine military felt
that it had been double-crossed by Walters and that Argentina had been led into
a trap.

The con~)lete text of Admiral IIoracio Zaratiegali’s statement is available upon
request at OOHA’ s Washington office.


