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STATEMENT MADE 'ID l'lAC ON OCTü3ER 12, 1932, 3"1 THE U. S. 

ACTIHG PE~MA~IT nEPaESE~r.rATlVE nI CCMMENTIHG CH ~UESTIons 

REGPu1.DIHG TEE TRAHSFÉR· OF COl'TTItOL TC llATO OF BERLIN 

MILrrili'1Y 01?ERATICrlS (PE.~SOl!AL STATEMENT BilS::m ON INsmUCTIONS) 

The tripartite paper 'did not'intend that control would pass 

to HATO automatically when the Roviets resist a probe or use force 

~er. se. The intention as 1 understand it, was rather to establish 

the principle that, in arder to avoid premature political escalation 

cont'rol should he passed to NATO when it is cle~rly established 

that the Soviets are determin~d to use force in bloc~ing access 

and a decision ls made to reinforce ~ith intent to expand the 

action on the ground. This transfer would probably have to take 

place in Phase III, although it is obviously impossible to forecast 

precisely the circumstances 1n which it should oceur. Fer possible 

~ction in ~ore remote are~s, e.g. n~val me~sures, we believe that 

the, concept behind the passage of control to NATO should rest on 

the criterion of the action reaching that level of 1ntensity of 

conflict which requires involvement of the entire Alliance 

military power. 
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