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APH/67/168 

Unclassified 
(covering Secret enclosure) 

8th June 1967 

Future Tasks of the Alliance - Sub-Group 3 

l should be grateful if you wauld be good enough to 
forward to Foy Kahler the enclosed letter on a point which has 
come to my notice in the proposed outline of the report of 
Sub-Group 3 on future deience policy. l also enclose a copy 
of the letter for your files. 

As you will see, the letter results in part from a 
conversation \-Ji th the Cana.dian Delegation, and l have also sent 
a copy of it ta Hardy. 

Dr. T.W. Stanley, 
Director, NATO Force 

Planning Group, 
United States Delegation. 

A.P. Bockaday 
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Bühlin~: Thiebault) 

lùH/67/169 

8th June 1967 

l vas vary S0r%7 to be aW3.7 .trom Paris on 18th 11a7 '~d 
thua unable to attend the meeting ot Sub-Group 3 and to renev the 
acqualntanee whiah we made in Washington 1n April. 

l have read w1th~eat inter.st your lateat out11ne tor 
the Btudy ot Future Defense 1'01107, and there 18 one pOint UpOD whieh 
l should like to remark. 

Part II ,section F(l) now re.da, nHow aight NATO •• ourity 
polie! •• oontrlbute to 8tabillty in the world consistent w1th 
Article 5l of the U.N. Oharter?" (1 think, ino1dentally. that the 
re!erenee should be to ILrticle 52.) l think that the me.bers cf the 
Sub-Group are themselvee clear as te what le meant by this, but it 
has bean suggested ta me that others a.1ght rea.dit as implying s. 
suggestion tnat Nlt1'O 18 itselt a reg10nal org,~uûsat1on or the t7pe 
envisaged under Article 52. ~ver Binee 1949 the gener~l opinion aeame 
to have been that it 1s net - l oould, if you wiah. let you à_ve s cO~7 
of a note on this subject whioh our Legal Adv1.er wrote 1a 1965. 
Even if 1t vas a regional organisation in the senoe of Article 52, 1t 
oould presuma.bly onl,. operate as Gucn witr..in itB,o'Wn area, ,,11er.a.s 
Vart II 3ection li' 1a, as l understcnd it. tl:llklng about the 
contribution that !-h,lrC might make outs1de the tf.H.Tü area .. 

l hQve had a talk with the Ca~ad1an Representative on the 
Bab-Group sinee l understand that the rev1s1oD ot the wording of t~e 
previous ~ection H(l) of lart II étemmed largel,. t'rom his remarks in 
the discussion on. 18th fla;,-. He bas re-emphasized that his concarn 
\lias with how UA!O SGcurity polie1es m1!tht contribute to stabl11ty in 
the world consistently with the activitiea of regional organisations 
estab11Shed in the sense of ~\rtlele 52. 

;;;10 lonrS ae you, we, and the Canadiens are agreed that tb.i.s 
ls the sense in whieh the ffchaptctr headlng" or Section F(l) wl11 be 
lnterpreted and developed in the report, l doubt if thora in un7 
need to raise the question w1th our oolleat~es. 

T:le Hon. }Say Rob.ler. 
Deputy Under ~ecretary of Jtate, 
3tate Department, 
\liflshington D.C. 

J .• 1'. i10ckaday 


