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RATC CUMFIDENTIAL

To: sSecretary General

C.C. Deputy decretary (reneral
Assistant Secrebary General/Folitical Affairs

From: eputy Executive Lecretury

Summary Hecord of a frivate Meeting of Fermanent
sepresentat] s2pth Uctober, sl

PRoPARAPICY OF iDL 1ETisG OF THi SFZCIAL GROUP ON PTH NoVENBIG, 1967

The CHaluiiall said that thls meeting had been called %o
have a preliminary discussion at this stage; the stage of direct
goveromental responsidbiility which does not mean that governmental
positiors should be frozen now. He expected these positions to be
better defined at the meeting of 7th Hovember and thuat is why he
had called this dlscussion a preliminary one.

2. He then asked how this preliginary discussion should
proceed. In his opinion he thougut it useful to use what had been
donc as a storting polnt as it would hardly be possible to resume
discussion from scratch. Ab the same time he thought methods
should be avoided which may present the disadvantage of eunphasising
divergencies, even if from a logical point of view, they appeared
plausible. Thus, he thought, it would be practical to identify
the main questions which arose through past work.

e which this starting point should be,he preferred should
be considered by the Group. There was 2 summary wbich had the
great advantage of having no status, of quoting no source and of
comuitting no-one. He did not wish to prejudice the issue and he
preferred that Representatives open the discussion and indicate
from which point and how they would prefer to start it without
any commitment at this stage on any point.

4, The UWITED EINGDOM ATLPRESEHTLTIVE stated that boeth the
Ministerisl mundste to the Upecial Group and the builld-up of public
expectation calld for a substantial result at the December Ministerial
leeting. Cn the other hand, it would not be necessary to provide
snswers to 21l gquestiocns by then. In fact, some areas would
¢clearly have t¢ be studied further (e.g. Buropean Jecurity and Lrms
Control). The report to Hiuoisters should containm sugszestions for
the relevant part of the Comnuniqué.
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Se. He felt the Hpecial Group should base its work, for
practical reasons, on the “resumé" (P0/67/770) which set out the
questions in a useful manner, be it too categorical in some
instances. Therefore, some changes would be appropriate and he
wagd prepared to circulate some suggestions to illiustrate his
remarks,

6. The TUHKIGH REIRUSuNTATIVE said he wopdered whether to
amend the "resumé" would not meau to change its present nature of
& non-committal psaper.

7 The UN1DED KINGDUIl REPREG.TATIVE considered that it
would be reasonable to take this nec¢essary step now.

8. The DAUISE mkEPREASERILTIVE relterated his remarks of the
provious meeting concerning the importance of substantial results
at the Ministerial Meeting. He supported his Canadian colleaguc's
view equally stated at the Group's previous meeting, that the
repert to Ministers would not termlnate the exercise but only mark
a first phase of a continuing process. He shared his United Kingdom
colleague's remarks on the rigidity of some of the statements
contained in PO/67/770.

9. The FRIWCH REPRUSENTATIVE expressed doubts as to the
nature of $0/67/770 while admitting that it would mean a problem
if there would be no useful starting point.

10. The TURKRIV: REPSLRT.IIVE felt that there were now two
options for a starting point: (&) an amended resumé or (b) the
four Lapporteurs' reports. He suggested that it might facilitate
the search for an acceptable procedure if difficulties could be
stated frankly. ‘

il. The UNITED OTATES AoPailofiTaTiVi wondered whether there
was not & third ocption scomewhere betwesn the two put forward by
his Turkish colleague; e.g. tu use the gist of PU/E67/770, namely
its systematic sequence of points treated in the four reports, to
peifmit for an orderly discussion on 7th Hovember. There was no
need to accept (/67/770 as the starting basis for a drafting
exercise. ’

i2. He felt the report for Ministers should be tackled after
the meeting of 7th November.

13. The FRENCE REPaulanDiTIVE thought that he could accept a
paper with a systematic sequence of gpointe as an instrument to prepare
discussions af 7th Hovember meeting. '

14, The DANIcH REPuosSRTATIVE supported the proposal of his
United 3tates colleague.

i5. The NETUHA LANDL HECZRISENTATIVE stressed that in the light
of the need for a substantisl result at the lMinisterial Neeting,
daifferences of views had to be overcome. Like his Turkish colleague,
he favoured, to this end, frank statements on what appeared unacceptable
but alsc on what appeared acceptabla,.
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16. The BELGIAN REPROESEITLTIVE suggested a list of points
to be drafted by the International Gtaff., Concerning governmental
comsents on such points, he thought they would best be obtained
after the 7th Wovember. In this way it could be avoided that the
Special Group would discuss substance rather than procedure.

17. The CHAIxMAN invited further views on the guestions of
the 1list of points for discussion and alsc on the guesbion of
whether areas of agredement and dissgresment should be identified
at this stage. :

18, The TURKISH RLlLoihTHTIVE thought that to identify
agreed versus unagreed points would lead to discussion on substance.
He sympathised with the proposal made by his Belglan colleague for
a list to bs drafted by the Zecretariat but wondered whether it
would be possible to draft a list substantially different from
the one represented in PL/67/770. y :

stresse

19. The GEAJAN REPRLOUNTATIVE womdered—whetter the need %o
agree on a report for the December Ministerisl lMeetinl would reduce,
not increase, difficulties. A4 1list of polints might usefully be
more concentrated than +0/67/7703; on the other hand, he would not
object to an early start in identifying cauticusly areas of agreement
or disagreement.

20. The CaNADIaN RePrioiiT.TIVE alse suggested a list of
points to be rafted by the Secretariat which had been represented
at all meetings.

21. The ITALIslN REFRESENTLSTIVE, referring to the Chairman's
remark that it would be difficult toignore the work done so far by
the Hepporteurs, saw uno need to be embarrassed by the documsente
they had produced. He could sgree to preparesthe meeting of
7th November,( only concerning procedurel,/He did not think it likely
that FG/67/770 could be amended tO© 8 point where it would suit all.

22. The CANMADIAL REPROBLETLTIVE replylng to a question by the
Chairman, stated that the seeretarial list should not aim at
identifying areas of sgreement and disagreement.

25. The BELGIAN RUPRLSINTGTIVE supported thisg line of thought.
In the light of the fact that Representutives in the Sub-Groups had
usually spoken 1ln & perconal capacity, it would not be pessidble to
couclude from Sub-Groups,what the positions of governments themselves
sctuslly were. /j%}i}igza

24, The FRENCH KEPRESZNTTIVE explained by means of an exsmple
why he was unable to accept either the four reports or ¥./67/770 as
a gtarting point for any discussion. A secretarial list, indicating
areas of agreement and disagreement might represent a way out of
this difficulty.

25, The RLTHUKLANDS REPROENT..TIVE warned againsygiving an
impessible tack t¢ the International Staff at a time wben the ground
had not been sufficiently cleared. ¥He hoped that the statement of
his TFrench colleague was not meant t0 question the mandate givea to
the Council by Ministers(l) to "examine ways of improving consultation
within the Alliance...”. This basic aim should not be removed from
the objectives of the Harmel Study.

(1) | C-1i(66)45
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5. The TURKIGH wakhSdaiTaPIVE rointed out that following
the non-committal phase where the porticipants in this study had
been free to express persvnsl thougnt, it was the phase of
governmental position, that was n w beginning. He did not
gericusly consider a working method that would leave completely
aside the study work done so far.

27 The DANICH REPRESUNTL.TIVE shared the views of his
¥etherlands colleague that to suggest a list to be drafted by the
International Staff would mean to agk for en impossible thing on
unacceptable grounds. Referring to the statements of the French
and Netherlands Representatives, he thought that the Ministerial
mandate was not inverpreted by his authorities as leading towards
2 hammering out in Council of a common policy for sll members of
the Alliance., He supported the German proposal to summarize
¥C/67/770.

28 The HOLWEGIAN RoPHLUe TATIVE stated that in his view,
preparation for the meeting of 7th Kovember would imply discussicn
on substance, Not wishing to minimize the difficulties lying in
such a course, he was convinced thut it would be easler to start
early and in the present forum rather than at & higher level and
later.

29. The UNITED STATES REIRDUUNTLATIVL pleaded to confine the
preparation of the meeting of 7th Hovember to creating the
procedural conditions for an exchange of views on substance.
fleferring to his french colleagus's misgiving, he said that he
too was of the opinion that it was not the task of the Council to
discuss national policies. On the other hand, this was not
expressed in ¥C/67/770. The meetving - f the Special Group should,
in iis view, bring about such clarifications. He saw difficulties
for the International 3taff to produce a useful paper bLefore
goveramental views had been wade known, which would happen on
7th Ncvember.

30. The UNITLD KINGDOM REPUESLNTATIVE also believed that
the purpose of the fortuncoming discussion could best be described
ag a gearcn for acceptable languugee.

3. -The CHAIRMANR considered that progress in this delicate
question would require two things:

(a) the meeting of ?th Novembsr should allow for a
discussion of substance. It was not possible
te ignore the work done so far, including the
documents. This was not irreconcilable with
the fact that some wanted tc refer to existing
documents while others did not wish to do so.
In kise view, everyone was free to rufer or not
to refer as he pleased. The same would be true
for any additional paper that might be drafted
between now and then;
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(b) while there 4id not seem to be agreement on the
best date to begin a discussion of substance, L de
there was obviously & comsensus that a list of ferflew.
Homs would facllitate such a discussion but
obstaples to & discussion of substance might prove
to be too high at this stags.

1'5”3 [P

22. The GEHMAN REFRESINTATIVE associsted himself with the
United Kingdom view that it would be possible tc find acceptable
language. ,

33, The UNIIED KIRGDUM REPRESERTATIVE felt that this should
particularly be true for an acceptable definition of "consultation®.

S, The NETARALAKDS AEPHESINTATIVE shared the views of those
that would not undertake to have the list elso identify areas of
agresment and disagreement., That task should be left to the meeting
of 7th Hovenber.

35. The TUxzKISH REPRESENTATIVE showed himself impressed by
hig German and Unlted Kingdom colleagues' confidence that an
acceptable langusge could be found. In any event suech langusge
would eventually have to find itvs way inbto a paper in order to
register the results of the exercise.

36 . The DAanISH ABEPRLESINTATIVE considersd thst the time was not
yet ripe to tackle the language and that it would, therefore, be wise
%o confine this phase to enumerate the items for the discussion in
a liste.

B The CHalwiiall recalled the generally agreed aim to preseant
some accepted results in December. There seemed to be a majority in
favour of starting the substantial discussion ounly ovn 7th Hovember.
At that discussion everyone should feel free to refer or not to refer
to existing documents. Concerning the list the Internmational Staff
was asked to seb up, he wondered whether it sbould be submitted %o
Permanent Representatives for their approval, which time wmight make
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5? Concluding a short discussion on this point, he said he

d’ circulate the list by Tuesday, >1lst Cctober, if possible., 1If
this list would, in the view of any of the Permanent Representatives
call fcr a diszcussion, he proposed the date of Friday, 3rd November
at 10,00 a.m. for such a discussion.

(3 PERMANINDY REPUESSHTATIVES:

accepted these proposals by the Chailrman,
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