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Reoo~ of Meeting between the 
Seerete:ry Gceral end the German Foreign 1t1n1eter 
ft the Fore1s Of'flce. Borin. on 9th Octobet: 1967 

Part:lo1psnts: 
German.y 
Kr. W. Brandt -,For.t,p M1n1ster 
Ambassador G~ewe 
Mr. U. Sehm 
Mr., E. W:lekert. 

'International. Secretariat 
See~.tary General 
Itr. J. J' sent oke 

The Secretary General Opened the substantive 
, , 

dl soussion by' saylng that in the forthcoming meeting 01: 
the Rapporteurs et Di tcllèy Park he believed the main 

1 tam will be how to continue w1 th the Hermel S tudy and 1: 

in partioular, the French stt! tude~ M. Oouve de' Murville 
had wamed h1m that e.:n:y antagoh1at10.att1tude whieh wight 
become apparent in reporte undertaken underthe.Harmel 
Study, and which wotUCl tend t.a, isolate France, woul.d t'oree 
the French to reaet. 1here are aame allies who say that 
M. ,Couve de Murville t s warning shoul.<1 not be taken too 
seriouslYJ ethers, a~e of 8 d1~~erent opinion.' 

The S,e.cretary General continued by ssuing that 
two quèst10ns must be' k~pt' in 'm1nd. Flrst, what should 
the Rapport~ur8 40 Yii th respêQ-t. t6 the1r work: shpuld.there 
be four separate reports plus cne covering report? 
second1;y,what ought to' be done between the mèetlng ot 
the Rapporteurs ·at Di tchley Park, and the ,December Min1ster'ial. 
Meeting? 

There ia, of couree,. in the Alliance El tendeney 

ta promo te better Eas~westrelâttons, and th1s tendency 
was shared by the French. The impo:rtant question,-; waa: 

. Should this tendency towarddétente be connected \Yi th the 
AllIance? In other words, will the French refuse to establ1sh 

El éonnectlon./ 
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a connection between the proaes$ ot d4tente and the Alllsnc~. 
Thlsqueetlon mlght cauee real ditficulty. 

The Seoretary General himselt thought it mlght De 
a gOQd llne totr,r to arr1ye at a minimum agreement on 
d~ten1ie 1f1 th the French .;. ta get the Prench to accep.' 
th!s, leaving, hQweYe~t the machiner~ to alater date. 
Another si tuatlon arises lf the Freneh Quld not accept 
th,is minimum agreement on d$tent., ' in that case', perhap$ , 
the otherAl11esshouldagree~. $Uêh a minimUm report.~tAh~o 
~ cl."ff~,A'''''~ '1 opl"'Ion d<l.~, ~O( l''-~I~ ~ ~y ~ ~~I';" Vvv,fiJ,r 
ct, ~~S.$LO~ .' . . .. ' 0, " 
, MJIl. B:.MIndt tben oll'l1ned the Gel'llBn vie1t' that . . 

1 t WQuld not. be wise to have Il clash wi th the French in 
60nneetlQn with the Harmel Study. VVe shoUld av!)id a 
confrontation. He lntenc1ed dur1ng ~s torthcom1ng 
consul tat10n w1 th )(. Couve de Murville on Monday and TuesdaY 
o~ next week to consUl t al so on the problems cœmeeted 
w1 th the Hamel. study • 

The Germens be11eve that 1. t would De worthwhif'. 
to have, the four Rapporteurs put.together the!r concluslons. 
He thought the Secretary General oou1d and wouldhave to 
f1nd out what .aS acceptable in th!. conhection to the 
Alliance 1neluding the French. In th1s way. of course, 
we ehou1d aoon arrive st the 'loweat cOlltlGft 4eaoa1nator. 
At siri'rate. the four reporta sn.ould be handel o ... e1" as sueh 

ta the Governments ta deal ~ *.', ' 
Kr'. Brandt thEm raieed the que etion 'of what eho~d. 

happen atter the December 'M1n!ster1alMeet1ng. 'How coUld 
.e cooperate latar on? He referred in thls connectionto 
hie remarks at Luxembourg. Jfr. Brandt then asked the 
Secretary General what he thèllght about the ides,?i' an open-. 
encied copi ttee or working grqup gn Ecu,t/!e,t relations 
'ta be formed by the three Powers w1 th special responsibll1 tlee 
,. , 

tar Get'msny, ,possiblY with the inclus1ôn. of Italy and Germany •. 

. ' .. 
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The See:retary General d1d nQtspeeltloa11y t.ake El 

position w1th regard,to th1s proposaI. but he thought ft 

mlght be a goodldea to look at 1t. 

, Jlr.Bl"andt then turned te the dilemma some countrlee 
t'aund tbemaelT8e 1n~ in partioular the Sèandinav1$llB, Who 
wented te gi Te something ,to publt.c op1nion ,by wq ofeontent, 
o'E the Hamel study .but wlshed. on the· o;her hand, to avo$,d 
a clash w1th the French. 

.. At· thls poInt theSecretary G~ra1 rfPeated his , 
belief that the French m not;:;;rsbr;;: connë'6ftion between 
the proee$.s of' dtftente $l1d the. Alliance. " .. t anw pate. fille' 
of 813 the JappNl!t8UvssbOllJd t;ry :tep a e;"mmal"Y et;fte±:aslen. 

Ml". Brandt then· evoked the possib111 ty of a joint 
report o~ the rOUI' Rapporteurs. Ambassador Grewe atth1s 

. . . . ". 
point under11ned that 1 t \7olÙd be. preferable ta keep·; the 
four reports separate in orderto allow for more flexib11ity 
(especlally in arder to avoidan enbloe ~e;jèct1on b~ the 

. French). .. , 

_1'. Sabm said the beet f1ret step woUId be ta take 
tht? tour summar1esof· each of the reports by the Rapporteurs 
and .put tbern ·together ~ The lleJCtstèp ~ woûld b~ tQ see how 
muon they may have in e_on. 

The secretar,y General agréèd,to have the four 
. reports and the :toril' sulmnar1es. and whatta do next would "he 
up to theSpèQ1al Group.' '!'he Special Group might present . 
Ua reports~ ,Olle for internaI use to : the Ministere and oné 
for public use. 'l'hese might be ,prepared by the ':SeereteryGeneral 
or possibly bye.' Drafting Comm1 ttee of the Special Group. 

, At eny rate, thé Secretary General would cQntact the 
Delegations on this POint. 

At the end of the discussion. the Secretary General 
outlined the f'Ollowing steps: Flrst, aubm1ss:1on of the 

four 1 . 
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four reports and the rour summarles by the Rapporteurs; 
second, 1mmed1ately thereafter a meeting of the Speeial Group 
and discussion ~ the 'york ,of' the Rapporteu~BJ third, 
on the basie of the SpecialG1'OUp'sd.1sC'tlSs1ona,either 
he or a Dratt1ng Committee ahould dratt a report on these 
discussianswh1ch ahould go to Min1sters. 

The Secretary General then asked Mr. Brandt 
spee1flèally what the la.tter meant by w1sh1ng to avo1d A 

c1ash w1ththe French. Did thls meen,no lntermediary 
report in December ta gain t1me? 

IIp. 'Sahm ~ai.ed, t.h~ question whether 1 t would Rot 
be betterto draft a r.port watered-down 190 ~e..r that Db 

lntermed1ary' report would be necessary. 

',The SeoretaryGeneral sa1d that even u' watered­
down report '~ not t&:"~9~ële because the press will. 
undoubt,edly, report on the Mftere:nces,between the' original 
reports and a. watered-down version. Should wenot be trank 
and diseuse the,différences openly? 

Mr. Brandt hex-e aaked the questlonwhéther i t was 
the intention ta publlsh the :four reports or at least to 
publieh'parta otthem., 

'Ur,. Sahmpo1nted out that the ,reports had not been 
wr1 tten w1 th the a1m of' p~bi1catlon and ,'would, in hià opln1on. 
,have 'ta be ehanged'ifpublieat1on wasenvisaged • 

. . . ' ,-

TheSecretsryGeneral saw the advsntage in 
'publlah1ng the :four reports) ""\:~ ttv', Y\u .. tA~~ <:.cs ... ~~~~~/ ...... ",.~ W:-.~ 

b .... ~'~ ,~ ~~ ... th~~.,j\J~. " " , 

Ur. Brandt thought 'that publication would be helptul 
wi~ Tegar~ to our publio~ 

'Ml". Sabmagain polntedout. that pUblication will 
, , 

'malte l. appear more clearly the dif:ference in the t'OUI' ' 
, reports and the final. result adopted by M1n1sters. ' 

~ . . 
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, ~r. Brandt countered that. publ.lc opinionwas not 
. something whleh one needed t~ plaese but which could exerc1ae 

a certain amoun~ o~ preësure whichmtght.be helpfU1 •. ' 

The Gecretary General observed that some Government. 
were more senst t1 ve ta pUblie opinion than others _ and in, 

thi8conneetl~n'he suggested tha~ Mr •. Brandt might diseuse 
w1 th K. Oouve de .l(uI'v111e· the point on whieh the French were 
sens! tive. He repeated agein what M. Couve dé MurvilJ.e had 
told him (the Secretary Generaî) that if the reporte werm 
used ta corner the French. theFrene~ Gove%'nmerit Tlould reaot. He 
"d told If. Couve de Murrtl1e that therè, was no question of 
auoh an lnt_t1bt1., The very t'aet that·the Belglan Foreign 
Min1ster had launched theproposal, waaa guarantee againet,such 
an attî tUtiEh M.' Couve de Murville d1d not then ins1at and 
oontinued by S8J'1ng that NATO was a mil! tary All.iance; the 
lesa :1 t did. thebetter- 1 t \Vas. The Prench attitude wa8 to 
reduce the, Alli anee to a minimum - not making i t a body for 
the c.oordinatiOn of ',;estern. d~tent6 POlicy. 

litr. Brandt, then asked whether in l)ecember 1966 theî'e 
'had beèn 'a Frenehreservatlon w1 tb. regard ta the H~rmel 
Resolution. 

Ambassado~ Urewe potnted out thàt the Resolution 
was, so badly worded and sa vaguelydrafted that there wae no 
rea.1'Jon'f'or sùcli a FreD.ch.move~ 

COntinutng# Mi? Brandt asked again what. the 
SearetarY General ,thoug..l}t of' the fJork1ngGroup on East/West . 

. l'elations. . Tl;le Secretary General r6X'eated that he thought 
i t would be a go0d: idea but wanted ta, know what, the French 
thought of It. In bis opinion. sueha'Work1ngGroup would' 
imply keeping tim East/West relations under' Ali1'ance supervision. 

MI'. Sabm p01nted,out in ,thfsconnectian the pOssible' 
precedent contained in Mr. Kahler t s proposal te 1ns:ti tutè a 
permanent Disarmament OQ$n1ttee in the Alliance. 

,; .. 

.. ' 
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Ambamsador Grewe p01nted,out that something wa. 
needed to aatiety pUblio opinion e~peeially in the Oeand1nav1an 
oo:untrles and the united Kingdom. This. of couI1'se., was 
oonnècted with détehte and perhaps' \fe might make use of Bôme 

wording front tor:œer !JATO. COtnIl\unlquea , accep 'tap1. ta al1. 'rhe 
d1f'ficul.ty started when we'turnèd to the question of maohinery. 

,He auggeeted that we dirlde substanèe trom prooedure. Let 
us stlcltto the $ubstance of d'tente postponiug any propos81S 
on (détente) mach1nery.One might slso envisagea continuation 
of the H6lrme~ Study beYond Deoem.ber 1967. This might be' 

part1cularly aooeptable to the United Kingdom and the 
Soand1nav1an eountrles if onè eould present i t as sonie sort 
of oontlngeney p1annlng~ 

These(U'·.taI7 General then 8IÛd he saw three stages,: 
F1rst. the poliey of d~t~ntè; second, the conneotion between 
détente and the Al1.1ance;third. the adoption of mach1nery. 
In hi s mlnd. the secQIldatagè' 'wes the difficul t one.. AfteI' ~ 
agreement on the gene:ral, deslra.bili ty of the dt!ten1ie pollcy J . 

, " 

,e'\Teryone may go hj;.s own. weywhenit'come. to the second stage. 

l 

Iir. Sabin made thfePOint that th$ French me;r aecept 
anyth1ng which laft them to/less commi tted than the Fourteen 
wanted' themeel'9'es to be in ,this oonnection.·. In his View. 
'the greaterat dangerwas that of g1vlng President deG~u11e 
the poesibllity of using the'Hal~mel study'as a pretext to 
leave the Alliance. 

mhe Secretary General ~ saldth~t our public 
opinion eXpected ,sorne raIe of NAT<1 in' the ',poli t1cal :tield. 
Here, Afro. Brandt polnted out that Germany a1so had a part1cular' 
problem: ,'Î. t would ,oe, Of the greatcBt. 'lmportance ~ not :t'OP the 
German man, in the' street but for'1nformèdpublic çinion;that 
the East/r/est disoussions sbould go ôn wi thin the .framework 
of the Alliance. This was, 'to them, an important point. 

• • • 
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,In the :t'in al , summing l1p by the s'ecretary General f 
the f'ollowlng steps wereaeoepted by all present: Flrst. 

, t'our'1ndependent reports plu. $UDUn&riesJ ,aecQnd, El Special. 
Group meeting prepared by th. Seoretary General through 
cdntaets'w1 th Delega:tlonsJ. thlrd,. ft Speel81 Group report 
dratted by the Sedretar.y G$neral'or a Drat ting Committee, 
attemptins as mueh conseh8us aB possible, by Decembel'. 
Her~ •. the questlon.arosea$ to whether sucb a report should 
bè ca11ed ail "interim" report. The Gel'lll&ns thought 1 t might 
not be Wise ta use the word "lnter1m.". 'Let 1 t be a report 
to Minletere. 

, . 

. 'l'he seoretaI7 Genex-al, 'as fa eoncludlng observation, 
sald he was wovried about the possible effects of the reports . 
on the unltyo:t \~e8tern Europe,'but thls was li very large 
sub3ect whIoh he wauld prefet' ta leave ta another meetIng 
o~ al1 participants when they would have more t1me to go 
1nto the matter. 

JJ/mh ' 
9.10.67. 


