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InTh FOR THE FILE

Yeeting of the Secretary General with the
Pormancnht Lepresent:stivoes of Mrance, the
Tnited ototes and ser-any and the Acting
Pormanent sepresentetive of tie United
Tingcori, on 2nd September, 1961

Subject: Berlin Contingency Planning (IIVDOAY)

The Seerctsry General said that e had studled the document
they had given him %le day before ("Instrictions %o General Worstad")
and, after examining some of the “etails, he had deeided to focus on
the basic point znd wenl” study details leter. e read the attached
paper giving his views cn it and cxpressed trc hope that they wculd
pase it on to their govermments. The Gerrsn Permanent Representative
seid thet he recognicsed that the document is dynamite in its present
farm and wenld try to cet hiec Government to delete the more difficult
phrases concerning SACEUR. He suggested that 1t might be better to
treat the Secretary Ceneral's response as merely an "alde memoire",
The French Representative expressed corcern at giving the Council too
many details because of security considerations,

24 The Secretary General underscored his position that, in
spite of their worries, he had to have his position made absoiutaly
clear to their four governments. He could not allow the situation

to get under way where there would be any doubt as to what was the
political authority of the Alliance, i.e. the Council: 1t could not
be left with a junta. Thereafter he was reasonably optimistic that
some satisfactory machinery could be evolved, He would go no further
at this time in giving his personal idea on the nmachinery than to
deseribe it as "the Council delegating authority to a restricted
group", However, the present 4-power proposal was not the right

way to go about the problem., The Council would certainly not accept
an outside authority giving instructions to SACEUR.

3. The United States Representative sald that he frankly
agreed with the Secretary General's reservation on the question of
the political authority. He noted that the Secretary General did
not object on a practical basis tc General Norstad'!s planning,

He said that he would frankly report to his GCovernment along the

" following lines:

(1) SACEUR's present planning authority is sufficient to
do the necessary jobj



M SE EN LECTURE PUBLI QUE

PUBLI C DI SCLOSURE / DECLASSI FI E -

DECLASSI FI ED -

-2- NATO SECRET

(11) but non-planning factors in the proposed document
would raise questions, which are bettsr left unraised,
so why raise themj

(111} the “cer-tary General and the four MNATO Ambassadors
recognisced that there is a neced for scome workable
decision-making arrangements.

L, 12 Secrctary General reiterated that he cculd not accept
the h-power deocumant as an authorlszed paper in its present form,
2lthovgh it cculd be used practically for planning purposes by
General Norstad. e unlerstoo’ thse Gencsral found this interpretation
satisfactory. '

G. VEST



