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A, Introduction

1. At its Sixth Session in December 1950, the North Atlantic
Council (C6-R/4 paragraph 10) approved the recommendations of the
Council Deputies and of thé Military Committee on the German

~Feontrivution to the defence of Yestern Burope which provided

VL B=D/1, paragraph 10), with respect to the proposal that there
be included within the NATO framework a European Army, that any
such institution; if and when creasted, nmust:

{a) strengthen the integrated defence of the North Atlantic
area;

{b) ©be integrated into the NATO framework;
(0) promote ihe closer association of the countries of -

Western Europe and the more. intimate relationship of
Western Germany with the Western oowers,
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2. At its 8th Session, the North Atlantic Council adopted a
resolution (C8~D/1L) requesting the apvropriate North Atlantic
Treaty hAgencies Y“{o give early attention to the problem of correlating
B2 ™2 obligations and relationships of the EBuropean Defence Community
“£th those of the North Atlantic Treaty, so that discussiocns with
the Paris Confercnce on this question may be held and concluded as
soon as poSsible',

O

3, During their discussions, in which tne Prench Depuly, who
is also the Chairman of the Steering Committee of the Paris Conference
participated, the Council Deputies agreed that since the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization and the European Defence Community have
one identical objective, to sirengthen the defence of the Worth
Atlantic Treaty area, their rutual obligations and relationships
should be based not on the concept of two separate bodies working
independently towards ths sams objective, but rather on the concept-
of two closely related organizations, one working, so far as this
objective is concerned, within the framework ofy and reinforcing,
the other., .

. B. Correlation of Obligations
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L. Articie 8: 1In this Article of the North Atlantic Treaty,
Signatory Governments undertook “not to enter into any international
engagement in confliet with this Treaty¥. In so far as this Article
is concerned, the Council Deputies considered that the problem

was/
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was primarily one of ensuring that the obligations contained in
the Treaty establishing the Buropean Defence Community vwere
consistent with and did not conflict with those of the Horth:
Atlantic Treaty. The applicable obligations under the latter are
those contained in Articles 3, L, 5 and 6.

5, Article 3: Thnis Article sets forth the basic objective
#hich the European Defence Comuunity and. the North Atlantic Treaty
.‘aave in common, and the achievement of which the Buropean Defence
Community ig designed to assist. It was felt therefore tnat
Article 3 gives rise to no problem and that the obligation of
the Parties of the Forth Atlantic Treaty sceparately and jolntly by
the means of continuous self-help and mutusl aid, to maintain
and develop their individual and collective capacity to resist
armed attack would in no way be affected by the establishment of
the European Defence Community. The fact thst this otligation may
be discharged in part through the European Defence Forces would not
it is considered be incompatible with the terms of Article 3 of the
North Atlantic Tresty. ' : '
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- 5. Article L: Tt was considered in the light of the information
‘_,'vailable about the contents of the Treaty establishing the European
Defence Community that the obligetion under this Article con the
Parties namely to ‘consult together whenever, in the opinion of any
of them, the territorisl integrity, political independence or
security of any of the Parties iz threatened', would not be affecied
by the establishment of the Buropean Defence Community. No problem
was envisaged in the fulfilment of these obligaticons in this
connection, since the European Defence Force will receive iis
strategic dirsction and political guidence exclusively from the
Heorth Atlantic Tresty Organization. (Ses paragraph 8 telow)

7. Articles 5 and 6: These Articles were considered together
since Article 6 merely defines the area and forces upon which an
srmed attack would bring Article 5 into operation, The problem of
correlation of obligations under the European Defence Community
with the obligations arising from these Articles is caused by the
-qi,act that the Europcan Defence Community and the Horth Atlantic .
T Wneaty do not nave the same membersaip. The Council Degputies '
recognized that it was essential that all members of tihe European
Defence Commmity and of the North Atlantic Treaty should be
reciprocally bound by the obligations set out in the present Article
5 of .the North Atlantic Treaty. The Council Deputies came to the
conclusion that the North atlantic Treziy ought to be agapted to
the new situation arising from the establishiment cf the Buropean
Defence Community by a Protocol which could be signed when a Treaty
establishing the Buropean Defence Community nad itself been signed.
This latter Treaty would reguire to contain suitable articles to
corrslate the obligations. {See paragraph 10 below).

- C. Relationshins between the two Organizations

~8.. The Council Deputies agreed that there must be no possibility
of a conflict of authority between the two Orzanizations. BSuch
.conf‘lict-would be disastrous in the case of a major emergency or
“war. In this connection it was noted that tne Paris Conference hod
already agreed that the Trealy establishning the uropean Defence Community
will provide that the command and z=nployment of the forces of the :
Buropcan Defence Community should b»e entrusted, from their creation,
to the Supreme Allied Commander Europe and with regard to naval forces
that the use cf European Coastal Defence forces will be controlled by
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the authorities designated in NATQ agreements. Under tiheir terms of
reference, the appropriate NATO Commanders receive thsir strategic
direction from the Standing Group of the Military Committee, which in
turn receives its political guidance from ths Council. It was
considered essential that all forces under appropriate NaTO Commanders,
whether European Defence or other forces, should be subject solely

to their command and that they should reccive strategic direction and
volitical guidance in the smployment of these forces solely from the
approPPiate North Atlantic Treaty Agencizs,

Q. The Council Deputies recormend that the following or1n01yles
should, until otherwise agreed, govern these rélationships:

(2) General: The creation of the European Defence Community
. will have no effect upon the representation in the North
Atlantic Council or ifts Agencies of trhose member States
of the European Defence Cormunity who .are also parties to
the North Atlantic Treaty. The relaticnshins hetween the
two Organizations should maintain maximum flexibility and
" should seek to avoid dunlicstion of rgsoon51b111tles
;and functions wherever pObSlble.

(b) Councils; On questions afrectlng the common objectives
of the two Crganizations there would be reciprocal con-
sultation between the Korth Atlantic Coygncil and the
Counclil of the European Defence Community and, whenever
¢ither Council decides'that it is desirable, combined
meetings of the two Co uneils, Whenever any of the parties
to the ¥orth Atlantic Treaty or.-any of the parties to the
Treaty establishing the European Defence Commurity considers
that the territorial integrity, political indepcndence or
security of any of them or the continued existence or
integrity of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization or the
Buropean Defence Community is threatened, a combined meeting .
will be summoned at the reguest of that party in order to
consider the measures necessary to meet the situation,

(¢) Civilian agencies: In order to avoid overlapping rescon-
sibilities and the duplication cf personnel and work, there
should be continuous contact with a view to cloge coordinaticn
on the technical level between members of the staffs of the
Eurcpean Defence Community and of NATO. These re¢lztionships
should be of a liaison nature and in no sense revresentational.

(d) Military agencics: It is understood that as so®n os the
Burcopean Defence Forces have been placed under the cormand
of a HATO Commander, he will have officers of the Eurcpean
Defence Forces as members of his own headquarters znd of the

, appronriate subordinate hesdquarters, NATO Commanders will
ensure such liaison as may be necessary between Europeal
Defence Forces under their Command and tho other ﬁlllt”“y
agencles off NATO.

. D. Recommendations

10. The Council Deputles understaend that, at its 9th Sesulo“, the
Council will have before it not only this report, but also a report oA
the Paris Conference concerning estoblishment of the Eurcpean Defence
Community, and a report from the Military Committee cn the military
effectiveness of the proposed arrangements, Ify, as a result of their
examination of these documents, the Council are. satisfied that tne
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establishment of the Europezan Defence Co.munity will meet the conditicns

set forth in varag aph 1 mroﬁu., which were laid down by the Council

at its 6th Session in Brussels, then the Council Doputies recommznd

that the Council m@o@d the draft resolution jointly prepared o% the
.oozbou.u wmwcdwmm and the Military Committee,
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