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SubJect: MNeeting of Cub-Group No. 3 on 18 Fay, 1967.

AS you requested, I have propared s sum .eyy report
of the discussions of Lub-Group No. 3 yesterday. I have
tried to concentrate on the more iumportant polnts raised,

leaving aside minor drafting sugrgestions.

You noy wisch to attach o copy of the Greek
stotement, when avoailable, before forvarding this to the

Secrotary General.

D. Vincent.
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HATC CONPIDENTIAL
19 May, 1967.

FUSUBE TA8KS OF ©THL ALLIANCE
Sub - Group IIT

Sub~Group III held its second meeting on Thursday,
18 lay 1967, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Foy Kohler, to
discuss the revised ocutline for = study on future defence
rolicy tabled by the U.H. Delegation.

Comments on the Introducticn

2e The Cheirmen explained that the introductory passage
wag intended to sum-arise the main themes of the paper and
suggested that substantive discussion of these paragrarhs could
only be undertaken once the paper as & whole had been examined,
Delegotions agreed to this procedure. However, iir. de 3taercke
asked that a clear expesition should be made at the beginning
of the paper of the reasons why 1t was necessary to maintain a
nultilateral alliance. He recalled the discussion in the
Council on the previous day of reports thet Warsaw Pact
countries were to negotiate a series of bi-latersl defence
agreements between themselves. Thus the Communigst countries
might soon be in & position of belng cble to propose a simul-
taneous abolition of RATO and the Varsaw Pact while, at the
sane tize, maintaining their own military strength and cochesion.
It was important for NATO to forestall any such propaganda
monosuvre and to explain clesrly the problems which required a
nultilateral solution and whieh connot be reselved by bi-lateral
pactse.

3« The French Liepregentative, lir. Renard, disagreed; he
thought this was egssentially a question of pudblic relations.
Furthernore, he peinteé‘out that the views oxXpressed in the
Council on the subject had been "nuancéd".

4, Hr. Nislo, referring to the first sentence of the
introductory passage, said that the objectives of NATO were not
only to keep the poaceo and maintein the independance of its
members, but aleo to expend the prianeiples of the treaty by
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reaceful means. The German Hepresentative commented that the
task of the Sub-Group wes not to define the overall objectives

of NATO, but to concentrate on defence aspects. The Netherlands
thought that the introductory pacsage should form part of the
general report of the Speclial Group. The study of the Sub-Group
should be devoted to developing a genersl defence policy for
WATC in the future.

Comments on Fart I

Se There was general agrecment that the paper should bdbe
nade shorter if possible. “ir Bernard Burrows supported by
Germany and the lletherlands warned sgainst duplicating the work
of other sub-groups, particularly as regards the toples covered
by sections A, B and C. Geveral delegations thought theae
gections could be either telesceoped or summarised more brilefly,
Mr. Birgli, whlle not disagreeing with this Jjudgement, pointed
ocut that sone overlapping was inevitable and even desirable.
The Chalrmsin suggested thot the study should concentrate on
the military aspects of these questiona (e.g. developmonts in
Pastern Lurcpe, chances in the Soviet Union, ote.), wherecas
other groups would tackle other more political aspects, The
question to be eosked in a2ll cases should be ~ how does such
and such a development affect our military posture?

C X
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Comments on Fart II1

Oe The French Representative thought that section B (the
contribution of WAT0 defence policy 5o Luropean unity) was "hors
sujet!. The proxotion of Duropean unity woo not one of the
objectives of the Alliance and should not be dealt with in the
peper. He agreed that B (3) (political advantages and limitations
of an integrated militory command structure) should be developed,
but net in connection with Huropean unity. Similerly, it was
not omne of the objectives of the Alliance te contridbute to
Atlantic co-oporation, (ssec@, section ) although there could
be some discussion of the effects of HWATO defence policy on
Atlantic co-operation. “he Hetherlands kepresentative agreed
that WATO defence policy could only make a cnsll contribution
to Duropeon unity and Atlantic co-operation.
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7o The anadian stepresentative expressed doubts shout
section H, particularly the references to a HATO 1ole in
international peace-keeping. e thought 1t would be dangerous
if the impression got abroad that NATO was censidering rivalling
the United Natiomns in this field. de sugiested that the title
of the section might be changed to "NiATO as g Hegional Defence
Crgonisation under Article 51 of the U.N. Charter", The
reforence to a iATO role in international reace-keeping should
be suppressed as well as the last phrase in parapraph 2. This
dld not mean thot the rapporteurs should not have complete
frcedom to explore these questions in the study, but he would
yrefer the main headings to be leso specific. The Prench
#epresentative agreed. The Germon Representative supported
by the Netherlands suggested thot another aspect to be considered
undeor this heading should be the gffect of developmoents in the
third world cn FATO defence policy. Some delegatlons were
concerned lest this section overlap with the work of Sub-Group IV,
but i1t was finally egroed that the militaxry aspects of this
problem were within the compotence of the Group.

8. The Greek loprescntative announced that he would be
eireulating the text of a otatement. He thoucht that the study
should draw, to a large extent, on the materisl contsined in the
DFC's document on politiesl guidance to the Military Authorities
as well 28 on the "aprreclation” of the Military Committee.
Referring to lr. de Staercke's comments on the move ia the
‘Jarsaw Pact towards bi-lateral defence treaties, he wondered
whether the West too, while firmly meintaining WATO, should not
alsa envisage & series of bi-lateral defence pacts. This might
make it less advantaseous for the Communists to call for the
abélition of IATO. Mr. de Steaercke commented that this would
imply 225 separate defence pacts which was hardly a simplification.
The French Representative pointed out that it was the Conumunists,
not ITA70, who always proposed the eqguation, Warsaw Pact = NATO;
it was the Communists who always rcferred to 1969 ac a date at
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which the £lliance might be terminated. We should not fall
into this trap. ie could not approve the Greek hepresentative's
views in bi-lateral pacts.

9. There wous also discussion on the emphasis given in
the paper to disarmament and the relation between defence
policies and disarmament. The Netherlamds thought the paper
concentrated rather too much on this aspect. The U.K. and
Danish and Norwegian Telegations explained their views on the
relationship between disarmement or arms control and defence.

Comrments on Part IV

10. After scme delegations had made sugmestions concerning
drafting polnts on lart III, it was agreed that the conclusions
could not profitably be discussed at this stage since the
substance of the paper itself was not yet known.  The Group
then discussed the draft status report to the Chalrman of the
Gpecial Group which hzd been circulated by the Cacirman. it
was £inally agrecd that the Chalrmen would decide on the form
of the report to be made after moeting with the Chairman of the
Lpecial Group and after learning the proccdure to be followed by
other rapporteurs. The majority of the Group was in favour of
attaching a reviged outline of the gtudy to the status report.

11, The Chairman suggested that tho Group might meet at
the beginning of October, possibly in Waghington, to discuss the
first draft of a report. If, after seeing the reovised outline,
delegations thought that a free discussion would be useful before
the draft report was produced, he would sce whether this could be
arronged.



