
NATO SECREt 4th Septenber, 1961 

:r0'}::2 FOR THE FILE 

t:eet1.ng of the Spcretary GeneraI wi th the 
01 ''l'''"a!lf"''1t ~\)(Y"r'::'C'"en·I-\~· ~l'l"H'("'~ .... f' r·"~llc.:e tllC> ..... .... ...._. _, ~ ,_ .".:..l .L '. '. .;"."... \.'... _ ,,(.'" , ~ 

uni tcd Stt1 tes an(~ :}cr" -an' anCl the Actin 
PCrI!lanent I~npr,csentc.~ tive 0 Lü United 

~~ing(: or~ gnêt §eptember! 12bl 

SnF:j e ct: Berlin Cont1ngcncy P1anninr; (II'.'BOAY.) 

The Secret?!";,! G~;nera.l sala that lIe had stud1ed the document 
t~~:,r ho.d given him t>e dc.y be1'ore ("Instr':wtions to Genû!'fJ.l }Iû:cstad") 
and, after examintne so~e of the ,'i etails, he had dccic' ed te' focu~: on 
the 'basic point and vlC'~J/ study dctails 1& :er. Ile read the a ttached 
paper gi ving hts views en i t [~11~1 expr~s sed ttc hope tr..a t they w:u.ld 
pass it on to their r:cv,:,rn~e~ts. Tho Cerr.un Permanent H8presontatlve 
~e id that r.e recognj.sed t!':at the document is dynar.'lite in 1 ts present 
f-:,r~ :l.nr3. ""C".~lr\ t.ry ":r' .~(\t "1 c: r,"vr- l~nmpYlt t(1 Cl elêt.t:" the more dlfflcul t 
phrases concernlng SACEtffi. He ~uggested th3.t i t mlght bc better to 
treDt the SecretalJ' ("!-cncra1' s rcsponse as merely an "aide memoire". 
The French Representative expressed cor,cern at e:1.ving the Counc!l too 
many detai1s because of security consideratlons. 

2. The Secretary General underscored his position that ln 
splte of thelr vorrles, he had to have his posltion made abso!utely 
clear to thelr four governments. He could not 8110\., the sl tuatlon 
to get under vay where there would be any doubt as to what vas the 
polltlcal authorlty of the Alliance, i.e. the Couneil. lt could not 
be 1eft vith a junta. Thereafter he vas reasonably optim1stlc that 
some satisfactory machinery could be evo1ved. He would go no further 
at th1s ttme ln givlng bis personal idea on the machinery tban to 
descrlbe it as "the Council delegatlng authorlty to a restr1cted 
grouptt. However, the present 4-power proposal vTas not. the r1ght 
way to go about the problem. The Council would certainly not accept 
an outside authority g1vlng instructions to SACEUR. 

3. The Unlted states Representative sa id that he frankly 
agreed with the Secretary Generalls reservation on the question ot 
the polltlcal authorlty. He noted that the Secretary General dld 
not object on a practical basls te General Norstadls planning. 
He said that he would f'rankly report to his Government along the 
following lines 1 

(1 ) SACEURls present planning authority 1s suff'lclent to 
do the necessary job; 
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(ii) ~Jt non-planning factors in the proposed document 
woul:; ralse questions, which arc bettêr 1eft unralsed, 
50 why raise them; 

(iii; the ~',:cr.:-,tary GC~lcI'L11 and the four TTl .. 'l'O Ambassadors 
recoGnisGd that t~cre 1s a n~ed for :,~me workable 
decision-J:'1,aking a~·rangements. 

4. The :::ecrotary General' reiter.:lted that he cC'uld not accept 
the lf.'-pm·Tcr dSCU'(;l8nt as an aut::or:L:cd pap3r in its p:::esent forro, 
2.1t::01'gh it cculd bc USGd pi'élctical1y for planning purposes by 
General Norstad .re un:1 erstoo:, the' Gen.:::ral found this Interpretation 
satisfactory. . 

G. VEST 
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