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To: 

:&'rOIA: 

Direc.teur du Cabinet 

w. Btlhlins 

iU:1G for 11011 tienl t~f.fa1rs 

12 I1a.y, 1961 

>o.ctlng A&G for Econom1es & Finance 

As requested, l have had prepared the attached 

droit note which t!1,e k.ieeretary General, eubJeQt ta an::! 

amendmenta he mieht ~d.sb. to be made, ma.y wish ta o1reulate. 

prior te the next meet:Lur; of the Su.b-Group. 

~ 
( Dr. '~". Btihling) 
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NATO SECl\Eœ 

12 tlay, 1967 

Future Tasks or the Alliance - Sub-Group No. , 

Comments by the Secreta;y General 

Referenoes: Note by the United States Delegation l? April 1967; V 
Note by the German Delegation 5 May 1967. v/ 

/ 
At the1r next meeting ta he hald on 18 MaYt the Sub-

Group will be conaldering rurther how toproceed wlth the study 
on the future taeks ot the Alliance in the field of detance to he 
aubmitted to Min1sters in June. Ii" l ma,.. l should llke te Pitt 
fo~ard some personal commenta for the consideration 01 .thé Group. 

2. The study should be bath forward-looklng and concise. 
Forthat reason l suggeat that the introduetory passages be 
kept as brie! as possible and that it might be preferable to 
d1spènse entirely with a review of past NATO detence polie,._ 
The stud7t l .teel .. would gain in impact if' 1t were ta start 
with a general d1scuEsion or deterrence in the mid-1960s, inclu­
ding a short aeoount of how r~.à~O 10 presentl,. ful!'1111ng i tG 

deterrent funct10n as wall as of the possible effect on future 
developmenta of the eurrent trends in the Warsaw Pact and NATO 
oountries in the po11tical. econom1c and teebnologioal fields. 
l atrongly support the view that the group shou1d not attempt 
ta duplicata the work on force r.qu.irements and strategy alx.-eady 
being undertaken in other NATO bodies, although it may be 
necessary to draw upon the findincs of these bodies. l am 
sure that the guidance reoèntly ~1ven by t11n1sters to the NATO 
fiilitar,y Authorities will not he overlooked. 

~. My own feelinc ia that the cnief purpoee of the 
report enould be to demonstrate the rôle whioh liA'20· s m1litary 
force posture and structure ean play both in ensuring the 
seourity o~ membar countries and in ~urther1ng the politloal 
objectives of the Alliance. A chief postulate of' the stlldy 

might be the oontlnuing need for ba1anoe between East and West 
\fl1ich enn oni,. be achieved if the military power of the North 
Ameriean eountries ts united, and 1$ sean te oe united, ~ith 
that o~ the European member states. ~he taot thnt the vast 
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- 2 - NATO ,sECRET 

~orit7 of the nuclear torGes ava11able to the deleno. of 
the Alliance are prov1ded. by the United States 19, olearly, 
one of the most important reasons why our Amerlean a11y 1a 
an essentialàement 1n the ml1itary balance between East and 
west. Developments in weapons teohnology. both nUQlear and 
non-nuolear, malte it probable that the im1'D.ense econom1c and 
technologieal resources of the Un1ted States will be more. not 
less, necessary in the future to the maintenanoe of a creditable 
deterrent. They will oerta1nly re1nforoe the need to oonsider all 
aspects of defenoe policy from the point of view of the Allianoe 
rather than from that ot individual member oountries. for several 
of whom the rap1dly inoreasing cost of modern weapon systems 16 
beg1nnJ.ng to present considerable f1nanc1a.l problems. 

4. Oertalnl7 the position and influence ot the European 
member countries both wlth±n the Alliance and in the wider inter­
national context are important questions whioh will have te be 
considered. But the construction of Europe 1e not 1tself a 
question whioh ean properly be deal t vi th in El liATU report; 
R4.iO·s m1l1tary struoture l1as been, and should continue to be t 

su!flciently flexible ta adapt 1taelf ta changing po11t1oal 
conditions. Indeed, wa have reeently approved procedures 
des1gned precisely to ensure that our military posture doee 
take account ot ohanges in ~e milltary, eeonomio and politioal 
situation. The emer~ence of a strong and united Europe \fould 
represent an important contribution to our military seourity; 
in the meanwh11o, 1t ia our duty to ensure that, BO long as a 
threat exists, va ma1ntain an effective instrument of defenoe 
and an adequate counter-w.~ght to the forces st present 
confront1ng us. 

5.. ~hile l have laid stresa on the importanoe of' ma1n­
taining military atrength and cohesion in the years to come, 
l also agree that the atudy should lay strong emphaa1s on the 
contribution our mi11tary posture can make ta achieving the 
polit1cal aime of the Alliance - in partieular to brinS1ng 
about a peaceful settlement in Europe and a lasting relaxation 
of tension in East and ~{est relations. Ste.ble peacef'ul 
relations oannet be based on fear; an objective of our 
ml1itary power must be to create the conditions of oonfidence 
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in wh1ch an understand1ng with the Doviat Union and lts 
al11~s becomes possible. This ia particularly true as 
regards a settlement in Europe whioh would have ta be 
guaranteed b7 the comb1ned miliva~ power of the NATO allles. 


