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B HLIR COSTINGINCY PLANNING

In the light of the #eports of US-Soviet eonversations
nade by the United States Repr:sentative (=), the BILGIAN RIFRESENT=
ATIVE asked whether it might not be advisable to postpono discussien
of ths political aspects of Berlis Contingengy Plsaning to a sub-
sequent ueeting.

Ce The GHAIR:iAN, in reply, thought that a session spesially
dovotad to tho political aspects o} the question should be held as
soon s possible. He pointed out, however, that the $ime at which
this could be arranged would ptrtiy depend on the wishes of the

Four Powers concerning such ~ discussion. Heanwhile, the Coumeil
should continue its atudy of thc other more strictly tachnieal

and rili%ary aspects of Berlin Centingeney llanninge.

3. The CANADIAN REBFR.OCINTLTIVE sald that discussion of the
tochnical and uilitary aspects should not exolude discussion of the
politicel aspocts. Continuin:: study of she political situation was
necegsary, especially in wview of tho developments communicated to
the Couneil the previous evening.

44 The TURKIGH RIPRIINTATIVE ggreed on the necsssity for
continuous study of this kind. He went on to recall that, at the
meeting the previous evening, «r. idcheson had, in a referance to
Berlin, implied the possibility of a bargein being struck in relation
to the Cuban problem. He thought that dlseussion of such points as
they arose would de useful.

5e The KETHERLANDS REFRESENTLTIVE, also referrins to the
neeting of the provious evaning. asked whether the United States
was in a position to provide clarificatien on the repercussions
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which were foreseen. He had been struck by the fast that .ir.Achesea
had stuted that the conversation between President Kean and .
~r+ Gromyko had also toucsd on the questien of Cuba. Ko indication
of this, hewever, appeared on the report of the cemversation Jjust
glven to the Couneil by the United States Reprasentative.

Se The UNITZD JPATES RECHLSINTATIVE assured the Netherlands
Representative that he had resd the full text of the telegram he
had received concerning the conversation. He could not inagine that
such a telegram would onlt matters _of this nature.

7e The CHAIR:AN suggested that further discussion of matters
arising from the nesting of the previous oveni:g night nmore fruite
fully be deferred until the afternoon of Wednesday, 24th Oetobver,
provided that developments did not remnder earlier consideration
ixperative. On this undoratanding& he proposed that study of the

Berlin Contingency Flans be resuned imnediately, and aocon:ungy
invited Général Guérin (Standing Group:Representative) to reply te
the queation raised by the Canadian Representative in a p ous
seasion.

Be Gensral GUERIN made the following statement (=)}

®As indicated in the 8tanding Group appraisol G-mit79=-62,
select.ve use of nuclear waapons for demonstration purposos ’
would be primsrily political and psychological in nature Lintended
to persusde the Soviets of NATO determination in order to odtain
a politicsl decision. They are not currently deaigned to have
significantly military wvalue. lowever, selective use of nuclear
weapons in comnection with s particular plan for both denonstrate
ion purposes and direet military velue, could be an ¢ptional
gourse of astions Furthor the Standing Group has pointed out
that in the case of "No Target"™ demomstratien, NATO intentions
should be oclearly made manifest to the Soviet suthorities inclue-
ding the fact that this is a delibearate use and not en error.

Ascordingly, the general concept for the selective use
grﬁmclcar weapons a8 oxpressed in the BSRCCN B series is &8s
ollowss

= BEZRCOR BI provides s "No Target®™ and to the extant
rossible a "Ho Damage®™ nuclear dernonstration detonated over
selected areas preferably near nmilitary complexe. The objective
will be to minimise damage to persons and/or property and yet
agsure that the explosion 1s seen from the ground.,

- BRCON BII consists of an air burst on a militagltarget'
detonated away from population centres. The strictl itary
targets include attacking aireraft, airfields, SAi sites,

troop concentration, etc. : ~

From an operational view point selective use of taotieal
nuclear weapons in BZRCON plans 1g cowefed by speoific proce=
dures and constraints which provide for employment of nuclear
wespons either singly er in limited numbars, for spesific
purposes, and in specific areas.

o minimise dangexr of escalation to general wor, SACTUR's
policy is to exsrcise centralised control of nuclear woajons by
retiining for himself the sole authority in ACE for directing
thelr employrent in eonforiity with a speeific political decision
at the time to employ nuclear weapons selectivoly.® y

e/ o0

(2) eirculated under referwme PO/62/680.
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9. The CANADIAN REPR:SENTATIVE thanked the nilitary authe
rities for their sarsful censideration of the question raised by
his delegation, and requested a wyitten copy of the Standing Group's
reply for trensmission to his auntherities. He went on to say that
he wished to make it clear that the question raised dy his dele-
g:tinn. and his own subsequent intervention, had been ealculated
dotermine whetber this particular measure was appropriate for
inclusion in s catalogue of probing ressures whose alm was prime—
rily to achieve a political and paycholegicel effect. Was there any
assunmption that there would be no retalietion in kind? The Council
would do well to reflect on this matter before approving the plans.
A further question to bo settled, as indicated in PO/62/641, was
the final form of the action whigh the Oowneil would take with
respect to the Contingeney Plans. There had dDeen several suggest—
ions in past sessions to the effsct that $he Council should qu:gVO
e

thex in principle, or as a satalogue of possidble measures, or

note of them ete. He would de greatly assisted if some indication
could be given of the formuls which would de finally adopted. As
to esenomic gounter-mezsures, to be disoussed on Wednesday, 24th
October, he had not yet received any new instructions fron his
autherities, dbut had been requested to seek elarification on the
links between economic and military counter-neasures.

10, 7ith regard to the need for parallel political planning,
he recellsd that, at the last session, most menbers of the geuncil
had been faced 'Ith the sane diffisulty of trying to foresee events
in their proper perspective« This problenm was now complicated by
the grave developments in the Cuban affair. There was discussion

in press reports of possidble diplomatic and political moves. Buch
roves werce relevant to the oontingency plans, snd should be held
under constant review by the Council. He therefore sugposted that
the Council, whem taking its decisien on the military plans, should
do so against the pelitical back-ground. ,

1M The FRENCH REPR:ESENTATIVE welcomed the fast that the
Council was pursuing its work as scheduleds it should continus to
do 80 and not be diverted fron its goal by Soviet moves. As to

the action which 1% should take with regard to the militury plans
undor consideration, he pointed out that, if an attempt were to de
nade to spprove the B.RCONs and MARCONs point point, ho would de
instructod dy his governrment to mske consideradble reservations. It
was understood that at all tines the governments had the final say
concerning the executiom or noneexecution eof the plans. It had been
atated that the plans should be regarded as a catalogue of possidle
neasures from ch a choice eould be made in the light of circumse-
tancese France supported this viewe To etract from this cestalogu
any particular measure would be a tactical error, the oomssquences
of which could be very exbarrass for the Alliance. S3ecrots could
always leak out, and if the Coumeil removed frem the catalogue
which 4t should not spprove, the element goncerning the seloctlve
use of nucleax weapons, the question would be asked if something
had occurred to Justify such a step. IHe personally could not sece
any modification of ir. Khrushchev's position which could Justify
such a change of attitude by RATO.: !Blnce had alwsys £

;. re Khrushchev consistent in his ains, aand not at all of the dispo-
sition required for negotimting peaceful settlements. He therefore
urged once again that the Council pursue 183 course and aveid glving
the Soviet Union the impression that 4t had taken & step backwards
fron i%8 previous position.

0/0.-
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12, The NETIERLANDS RZPR-SENRTATIVE thought that eextain of
Canada's hesitations with regard to the selective use of nuslesr
weapons could be understood by reference to the history of Berlin
Contingency Plans. He recalled that the previocus year, the Council
had discussed the nature of the instructions which it should give
to the NATO military authorities for the establishment of the pluns.
These instructions had ingluded the selective use of nuclesr weapons
for purposes of demonstration. The nilitary authorities had conse-
wuently incorporsted this element in their plans. It could be felt
that exclusion of the selective use of nuclear weapons from the
catalogue might be desirsble; however, such a declsion was ronderod
difficult by the emphasis which tis military authorities had them=
selves placed on the political walue of this measure. If the
Couhoil approved the catalogue of plans with the exception of this
measure, it would aschieve the epposite of what it hed ori?nall:
intended, i.s. to impross en the Soviet Uniem the will and deter-
nination of the Allianse. He was sure that selective uge of '
nuclear weapons figured in Sgviet Berlin contingem plml by
excluding this element from its own plans, NATO would put itself

at an artifieisl dissdvantage. Haintaining this measure in the
catsalogue did not ¢lose the possidility of re-~considering in the
futurs the question of its implozentationj exsluding it fromn ¥he
catalogue would mean that its possible implementation in a Berlin
erisis would not be studied and that tis effectivenegs would be
consequently reduced. :

15 The UNIT:D SPTATES REFRESENTATIVE supported the views
expressed by the %wo last speakerse He wished to know whether
delegations sould still hawve a&dmbts with regard to General
Guérin's closing statement to the effact that implementation of
BZRCUNS BI and BIXI would be dependent on a specific political
decision at the time. He personally sould mot see how this could
be otherwise in view of the procedures ocutlined in paragraphs ?7
snd § of C-M(61)104, BIROONS BI and BIY were, like all other
plsns, subjeet, so far as their lenentation was consexrned, to
a specific political decisiem st tine. He agreed with the
French Representative on excluding the possibility of studying
the merits of each particular plan. This would de irrelevant
since none of the plans was such that its implementation coul&
not be emnvisa under any eircumstances whgtever. With reference
to Genersl rin‘sg statement, he gaid tha$ the validity of

BERCON BI might possibly be doubted if it was considered as an

act to bde carried out by HATO in the first instance. However, it
was impossible te say in advance that KAZO would not resoxrt te ,
this act first in uny oirocumstsnces. As for BERCON BIX, he wished
to know whether this would be implemented only in res onse to o
first use by the Soviet Union. .

14, General GUIRIN replied that the selective use of nualear
weapons under BERCON BII would not be in respense to a sinmilaxr g%
by the Soviet Union. Its aim was to manifost to the Soviet Union
NHATO's will and ability to use nuclear wespems if the Soviet Union
naintained its cenwventional attascks. This was in ascordance with
the provision of paragraph 6 (d) (111) of C=-¥(61)104,.

15, The UNIZ:ED STATRS REPREZSENTATIVE remarked that the
provisions of C=¥(61)104 were general cmigerations. It was not
his understanding that paragraph 6 édg 111) only of the dsvunent
applied to RSRCUN BII; p zph 6 (d) (1) was salso applieable.,
The texts of the BERCON B plans containsl no spesific montiem of
paragraph 6 (d)(iii). Hes understood that the contingeney plans

o‘/.-" -
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were $0 be eonsidered as a catalogue of measurss whieh gould be used
to neet 2ll circumstances. It was therefore incorrect %0 exclude

the posaidility of first use by the of nuclear weapens for
denongtration purposes. The plans should not be tied to any given
state of affairs, but must de meaningful in a whole range of possi=
ble conditions, thus sllowing & flexibility of response. PFrom

this point of view, he supported the 7rench Representativs on the
necd to maintain the cataleogue of measures intact, and would
hesitate to elininate any plan ag not usable by NATO in any eircunsta
cos or %o place a restriotive interpretation on its use.

164 The TURKISH REPIGSENPATIVE said that he had no spesifis
instructions on the natter, but that he egreed with she Prench
Representative that the Council should not enter into the details
of each separate plan. However, he felt that the Cewnscil should
in sone cases know more prociseii what was involved, for le,
with regard to the question of the transfer of control fyon

Three Powers to HATS.

17 The UNITID KINGDO~ REPR:IZENTATIVE said that he fully
shared the views sxpressed the French and Netherlands \
atives on the danger of considering the plana in isolation _
each other and thus reducing the general effect they were designed
to produce. The plans were intended to provide the Suprene Comnans
ders with a wide range of possible actions in accordanee with the
ingtructions contained in 8-&(61)104. If the Council eould not
approve the plans, this would ncan that it considered the plans to
be wrong, or that it wished to go back on its previous 4 ion.

Ho did not feel that either case wns true. The main point vo decide
wags whether the plans subnitted were respensive to the Counsil's
instructions. If they were found to be responsive, he did neh see
how they could not be approved. Re agreed that it weuld be &tnge-
rous to give the impression, especi in the present eirouns-
tonces, that NATO was rencuncing possidbllity of acticn in the
nuclear field. With reference to the statenent of the Canadian
Representative on the incemsistency of nuslear action of the type
envisaged with the character of probing actiens in gemeral, he
thought that some clarification of terminology was necessary.
Probes were much nerrower in scope, and would have been exhsusted
before the larger, expanded plans now under consideration esame
into play. Paragraph 5 of C-i{(61)10%4 was a broad and satisfactory
staternent of this idea.

18. In discussing sny further whether prodbes or nore serious
actions wers involved, the Council would be deceiving itself. The
concept of giving, by means of such aotions, “"sipgnels® to the Soviet
Union about NATO's further intentions was a more ascurate indication
of the function of the measures than “probes”. If the plans of

the NATO pilitary suthoritiss were respemsive to the Council's
instructions, but some of them were found to raise aifficulties, it
did not follow that the Council should regard the latter as falling
into a different categery. The plans formed 2 catnoldgue of measures
to meet a general situation. He hoped that the Council did not

tuke the w that nuclear action in the gase of Berlin wes edmissie
ble; if this were in fact so, the Couneil must accept the selecsive
use of nuclear weapons. Thes catalogue should staend or fall ms a
whole. To reject or prefor some plans in eomparisen with othiers
would reise diffioulties. Ths Council should endorse the catalogue,
on the understanding that it was not thereby endorsing eséh indie
vidual measure and alse that tha purpese of the plans wag es stated
in paragraph 5 of C=E(61)104.

./...
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19, The Gir:.AN REFRuSSNTATIVE gald that "probe™ shadid be yoﬁ
to deseribe only those exercises mentiemed in paragrupn 12 &%=~ ,
}0/62/5934 1.0. exorcises not intended as fighting or war exerciges.
This interpretation might clarify the issue for the Canadisn dele~
gation. To plasce the BERCON plans in the coantext of prodes would
kave no reaninge.

20 The ITALIAN REPRAGENTATIVE said that Italy's interpretation
of the plans corresponded with that of the United Staves, and that
his governient could approve the plans. Oa the other ¢ he gould
understand why Canada sought slarification, snd wished to know
whether the reply of the Standing Group lisd given satisfastion. In
conclusion, he said that the Council should sontinually seek ¢o
perfect the plans, sspecislly their political aspect.

2 The RORWEGIAN REIRIGENTATIVE said that, liks France, his
governnent could not appreve point peint the plans subxni
by the NATO military authoxrities. ourreat military and poli-

tical situation was dangerous to the survival of the free world

and required calmmess on the part of HiTO. The selective use o
nuclear weapons was & serious question. When the Council had drawn
up its instructions to the ailitary suthorities, some delegations
had already voiced grave doubts on the nmatter, and these doubts

had been confirmed by SACSUR. The deslarations of tho 5%
did nothing to weaken these doubts. He agreed with the Unit
States Representative that the plans were & catalogue of measures,
and that the BERCON B series should be applicable o all cireuns-
tances to allow flexibilitye. Howsver, he wished to ree¢sll that the
Council had approved its instructions to the militesry authorities

on the basis of assertions by the United States that nuclear weaspens
could only be emplcoyed when all other means were exhausted. There
would not necessarily be time in en energency for & choice of
measures to be made from the catalogue. The last sentence ef parase
graph 15 ¢. of SGi=479-62 showed that the military authorities were
conscious that the use of anuclear weapons under certain circumstonces
would go beyond those envisoged in paragraph 6 (d) of Ceii(613708.
Could the Council spprove plans which went beyend the instructions

it had issued? He that the Council must reach a decision

and endorse the catalogue of measures, but urged that a formula of
approval be found which would not commit NATO to the exereise of
responsibilities which might subsequently be regretted.

22, The GER..AN REFPRESENTATIVE was of the opinion that the
Horwegian Representvative hed linked parsgruph 15 ¢, of SGiml79=62

to paracraph 6 (d4) gni) of C=ii(61)104, whereas it wes relevint to
paragreph 6 (d4) (i1). If this were borne in mind, it would be seen
that the military authorities had not gone beyond their instruetiens.

2. The NORWEGIAN REFRLSENTATIVE replied that paragraph 15 g. of
S5Gi=479=62raforred only to paragraph 6 (d) of C-i(61)104, which, as
a :?glg, do:gribed all the ciroumstances in which nuclear weapons

co e used. '

24, The GERMAN RIZPRESENTATIVE said that paragr h 15.6« ©
S5G:=479=62 could not be spplied to paragraph 6 ( )a%:l) of C=¥(61)104,
This left paragraphs 6 (8 (41) and 6 (g) Eiﬂ.), batween which a
distinction must be drawn.

Group

23..47 nge:;::l GUERmthreag nﬁ?e zjo{mplote :w oftpi.ragmqgh 22:1 Ce hgi
5@ Yt exrsypon e 1% ommen th t_ indieas
the Horwagian Ropgpeaentative had raised a quoatfm whichl'wae not the

sare n® that of the selective use of nuclear weapons.

./...
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264 General GUZRIN wont on to explain thet paragraph 15 o«

of SGd=A479=-62 described two cases in which SACUR would recomend
rocourss to nuclear weapons. Of thoae two cuses, that sonce

the wilitary need to extricate BirCON forces faced with annihilation
correspondied to paragraph 6(d)(1i) of C~N(61)104, The Standing
Uroup was of the cpinion that the use of nuclear weapons would

g6 beyond the ciroumstances envisaged in paregraph 6 (d) in the
second csme mentiomed, i.e. "aghievement of the aims of & specific
operation which elearly could not be ashieved without the uss of
nuclear weapons®,

27 The UNITLD STATI3 REIRIGENTATIVE peinted out that the
bagie docunentsunder discussion were C-M(61)104 and the reponsse

by the nilitary suthorities. In this light, paragraph 15 c. of
5Gidet79=62 was not to the point. It was merely sn indication by

340 2UR that he nmight ask to go beyond the frame of refersnce
supplied by the Councile OACIUR could always make such a request,
but whether it wgs granted or not would always be sudjest to peli- .
ticHY decision. :

284 General GU:ZRIN said that another point on which the
otanding Group had indigatod that the selective use of nuclear
weapons would go beyond the framework of the Council's instruetsons
concarned silf-defence at sea* In this comnestion, hs had raceiyed
the fellowing message from the 3tanding Groups(circulated as 10/62/68(

*It is understood that, in the eonsideration of reference
docunents (x) at the governmental level, some qucstion hes
been raised over whether North Atlamtic Council current
action on Berlin Contingenscy Plans would imply ecresment
in advance with the Judgenment expressed by FAGLUR in
paragraph 8 of enclosure 1 of reference (a) that 'when the
decision is taken to exeoute those naval plens which involve
a high risk of reprisal action, authority should simpltaneousl;
be delegated to the major Commanders concerned to use tactiecal
nuclear weapons at sea in defence against direet sand fimediste
hostile acts of serious proporstions’.

The Standimg Group considers that North Atlantic Council
current action on refarences (a) and (¢) will not constitute
agreenent in advence that such authority will necessarily be
given to the major NATO commanders s taneously with a
politicel decision to order exsecution of a navsl action which
involves a high risk of reprisal.

The NATO military authorities recognise that tho deter-
nination of the use of tactical nuclear weapons at sea in
close defenee is to be & matter of specifie politicsal jJulige-
nent at the tire and havs set forth their position thereom in
perarriph 7 (b) of Enclosure 1 to reference (b) as follows:
*specific political suthority to use tactical nucleaxr wespons
at sea, for immediate self-dafence, should be considered
concurrently with political decisions in those paritime
messures containing a high risk of reprisal, sincc the najor
N.7C commanders have expressed a nged fer this authority.

(It should be noted by the political suthorities that sone
circunstances of the use of tictical nuolear weapons at gea
for immediate self-defencs would go beyond those envisaged in
paragragh 6 (d) of C-#(61)104 for planned récourse to nuclear
weapons'®, /e

a . revised by Corrigendum of 10/9/62.
b) 364 479w62, 8B August, 1562 T
¢) SACLANT 83&/50¢ﬂ3%3985. 15 August, 1962. :
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29, . e CHAIR.AN said that the Council nust %ry teo recagh ss
soon as pessidle the clearest possible agreerent on the mflit
contingency plans. His understanding of the questions whigh had
been raised wus that they were desicned to nake crsdible the final
decision of the Uouncil, dDoth within and outside the Alliange. To
exerine the plans point by polnt would raquire ronths of study.
However, the situation wns even mors urgent than whem the Gewmeil
had issued its inatructians to ths military authorities. I$ was
tharefore necossary to consider the compromise procedurs which had
been sucgested, nama}{. that the eatalogue of measurss should de
considered as responsive %o tho instructions issued. Thic would .
brove that the Alliance was not narking time, and allow tho nilitary
authorities to meke their preparations. On the other hand, oncc a
genaral agreerent had bean reached on the catalozue, the Council
should continue to hold under constant review all ei.ncnte. and
es;ecially the pelitical elerents, of the situation I4 would be
rrewature to try to dotermine at the present meeting whofi #he . )
vouneil would have finished its examination ef the plans. Redivew,
iembers should taks note of the arpuments adwansed eonae the
neod %0 avold giving the impressfon that the Council was rov:
backwards from its previous position. He thought that tha Council
nust reach a decision in a natter of days, but, to make this
decision a credidble and responsible ome, more time mugt be allowed
for examination and general sppreciation of the othor agpects of
the problem - that was to ssy, the economic, political ~ma al
aspecia and the question of alerts. Anocther ortant point %8
be sattled was the esteblish-aent ef a procedur: by which the mafer
Nal0 Commanders conserned could maintain regular contagt with the
Councile (See end of paragraph 27 of P0/62/641). He understood
that Gzneral Guérin had studied this question with IHAPE,

30, General GUERIN sald that arrengements were being made for
suitsble lisisen with SHAPE,. : L

37 The BELGIAN REPR CENT.TIVE esked whethor mere progress
could not be nede towards the elaboration of the formula to be "
adopted by the Cotmeil for its final decision on the plans. Once
such a foruula had been foumd, the aecenomic snd political questions
would be easier te resolve. ‘ :

32. The CHAIRMARN suggested that such s discussion shewld have
@8 its starting point the text recomrended in paxragraph 8(b){(1) ef
I0/62/641, and supported a proposel by the Gernan Lepsesontative -
that this discussien be turmed over to a small draft £To0uUD,

35, The BELGIAN Rir1 S5:NT.TIVE proposed that those dalegations
vhich could not subscribe to.the text rdécommended 1nh£aragrnphs 8 (v).
(1), (41) and (111) of FO/62/641 be requested to submit aendments.
He himself could approve the rroposed text, sinee 1t tock into
account his govermment's desiro to ascept the militory plans only

in a pelitiocrl perspectives B

S, The NETHERLANDS REPRZ3ENTATIVE sald that, with certain modi-
fications, he could also acoapt the proposed text. :
35 The TURKISH RiFPRESENT.TIVE asked whether the adoption of

the proposed text er any other would not depenid on clarification
being siven on the question of the transfer of control to NATO.

350 The CHAIRAN point>d out that on this question the United
states, on bahalf of the Three Powers, had rade an intarvention on
the 12th Getober, the text of which had been distributed to all

delegations. /oae
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37 The CANADIAN REPRESENTATIVE agrecd that the prodblen was to
find the exact formula of the Council’s final a, proval, @f the plm.
and that this task should be entrusted to & small groups

tha prebleu of providing the nilitery authorities with z buh for
118k tiieir praparations, he wished tc streas that dononsbeslive -
use nuclesr weapons by NATO in the first instance rozained E ]
obJact of a major policy dscision.

38. 7he ONITZD STATSS RTRI3TNTATIVE concluded from this
ro-ark that Canada recornised that there must always be prolimixmry
govarnuental epproval for the implementatien of any planse

on to say thut he could not sec in any of the plans presaniked an
elenent of advanca conaltment by RATO te use nuclear wea-ons I,
’irst dnstunce. This question was left open bo be decided one way
or the other in the light of circumstences.

e The DANTSH REFRESENTATIVE sgked when the Council uld
discuss the paper submitted by the Legal Adviser (P0/62/637), since
this aattor had a bdearing om Denmark's spproval of the plamse

40, Tile CHAIRZAN pointed out thut the cover note to the dssument
roquestod sovernments to sond in their views. So far he had roceived
only one comnent, and he therefore urged the other delegstions to
send in their cormants at the carliest possible oprortunity.

Ll The BELGIN RIP:VITENTARIV.E said that, while =ccepting thn
text reco:ionded in paragrsck 8 (b) of P0/62/641 he could agwee
with Cancda that the Council had given tmfortunate instructions

to the military suthorities concerning the selective use of nuclear
veapons. However, all delegations had now expressed their points of
viow cnd 1t was time to finalise the text of the decision.

4. The GREZEK REPRESTENTATIVE said that he could accept the
text recommended in parsgrsph & (bH) of PO/62/641,
47, The PRENCH REPRESENT/.TIVE commentod that HATO was a

defensive alliance. He was convinced that all member governuents
would not resort to the use of nuclesr weapéms except in ‘ho uost
extreme cmersencye. To rake plung regarding their use shculd there=
for3 be recgarded as a preveatlve move on the part of the Allinnce,
(.ﬂs*t;aed to cohvince the 8oviet Union that the West wes rzady

for an eventusal nuclear conflict if forced to engage in omno.

o The GHAIR Al sald that the suggestion to have a small
drafting groupr to prepare the text of the final decision to be Soken
by the Councll was very useful. The Internationsl Stzif would
contuct delegations on this natter.

45, The PORTUGUESE RIRISENTLTIVE sadid that he had no ingtructe
ions on the matter and that, in view of its irportense, ho nuﬁt
axpress a reservation.

45, The ITALIAN REPRIBENTAPIVE said that he could
principle vith the text preposed in paragraph & (b) of PO 562/6&‘1
and that he would like to have an opportunity exanine &y amnd-

vents which night be presentcd.

26th Oetober, 1962



