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: Hlnlster von Hasse! Welcomed Secretary McNamara General Taylor and
Ambassador McGhee, and their coileagues, and said-that he was glad that’ ‘the
: ChancelTor Wouild "be Weeting. with tfié Secretary.- He. warned that the '

-Chancellor would ask some "trlckw questlons L{'-., wi

. . v
- Ta, [ ta LT Jited L B
N T—

Mr. McNamara replled that the Amertcan group was pleased to_be here,
This was a partlcularly timely meetlng ‘coming as it did after the |n|t1a!|ng
of the test ban agreement. In that. connectson, ‘he said he believed the

"‘agreement may be misinterpreted.’ ‘It 1s not a.disarmament -agreement and it

Is -not a cause for a reduction of the military strength of the west., It
- was fortunate to have a ehance now to exchange v:ews on future deve]opments

- Mr. HcNamara and Mnnlster von Hassel agreed that 1t was “nonSense” to-
think that oné could reduce military. strength’because of the test ban. It
should have no effect on NATO. .Mr. McNamara summed up:this part of the
discussion by saylng that ‘the moral “of the test ban agreement is that one

-can only make progress with the Sovnets when deallng from military power\jiijj>
- - : /zééa/
- . . f

-Minister von Hasse1 agreed

, ' :.:,, V. . :-.,
ol i, s

- At Mlnister von hassei’s request, briefangs on these ‘'subjects were
‘given by General Ferber (J=2 -of the Bundeswehr) and General Bertram (J-3
of the Bundeswehr). Coples of ‘their briefings are attached. f(lInclosures

end 2 S Gefemd- 0/4&
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In his briefing, General Ferher made .thé following principal
points. Nuclear weapons will play a decisive role in any future war,
Three:factors seem to-stand.out-at present. (I) The Soviets.are
striving for a good second strike capablllty (2) The Soviets have:a -
great MRBM capability . in Europe. (3) The Sovnets are=cont|nulng to -melntain
large conventional forces. -~ . ;-“nu'_" LT .

o In connection with the latter pornt the Sovnets Mitl probably have-to-
reduce their commitments in other areas: |t appears.that the Soviet. tactical

Air Forces In Europe are somewhat inferior to. ‘the' NATO. tactical Air Forces.

In response to a.question from Mr, McNamard, Genaral Ferber sald that
the Soviets have.an estimated 1,000 planes readf'F¢r conventlonal use. o
. The Germans assume that the Sovrets do.not want . to trigger & general nuclear
war, but the Germans realize that accndents .can happen. In the -German view,
it was "extreme!y unlTkely': that the Sovrets would ‘go to general war if
tactlcal nuclear weapons were used by the NATO powers. There might well be
-a nuclear response by the Soviets in the sahe.measure, with' the inherent
danger of escalation. 1t was also the German™view that the use of tactical
nuclear weapons by the NATO forces would force  the Soviets to the-realiza~”
tion that they have mts;udged the sntuatlon aﬁﬁ would cause them to st0p
thelr agaression. S
) .In his brnefing, General Bertram said that fhﬂ'new emergency defense
plan (EDP) will ‘permit 90 to 95% of the Federal Republic to be defended,
in-contrast to the 50% of the previous plan. ‘Defénge against a major
conventional aggressuon will quickly require.the use of nuclear weapons.
A prolonged war is not tenable for Central Europe. There'must be a quick
~political decision on the use of nuclear weapons after the opening of
any aggression.  {in-the:casewf a limited- -aggression, there-must be
-selective. use:of ‘battlefield nucléar weapons.: Inithe.case of-a-major -i':
" aggression-one: mnght -have to- proceed from’ batt]efleld ‘nuglear. ‘weapons to
. tactical nucIear ‘weapons to:stiategic nuclear weapons. i The" "defense’-of
Western Europe requires forces:-in being, mobility, fire: :power, the abillity
to-react promptly, survivability and a stock level of 30 SHAPE days.‘ The
Tand forces should have battlefield nuclear weapons with.a maximum range “:-
of 40 kilometers. There must be no prolonged war, and-every attempt must
be ‘made to .get a quick decision.. The force in belng and ‘the potential force
may ‘be dec;snve at the outset. X o
., "
"At the 1nvitatton of Secretary McNamara, General Taylor commented
that he found 1ittle in the overall context of the two: presentations which
-did not accord.with the views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff., He'personally’
,did.not agree wnth those who-said that it was impossible for NATO to be
equal” to the Spvuets in conventional forces] he-recalled. clearly tha s
-capabiiity of the Western European countries'to raise forces tn the past.
He realized, however, that it was.not realistlic at’ present to expect L
much larger convepticnai force: contr:butlons.

. ‘ ’
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_General! Taylor continued: 'We will defend Western.Europe as far
forward -as necessary, as long as necessary, and with the weapons required."
But what does thig mean® It requires strepgth-up forward:.to:check-minor
aggressions, and/probably 40 to 50 ready divisions altogether.- General
Taylor agreed'fhat:smajﬂ’batt]ef?etdfnﬁclear ﬁeapons:haVe-grgat;value but:
warned that one should not embark lightly on the use of these-weapons. .He’

‘said that he knew of no-present-counter to- theSoviet MRBM!s. . The West~

- must be able to: react. equally with the enemy in battiefield nuclear-weapons.,

_Then one- comes to the interdiction: type: (tactical nuclear) .weapons for use- |

behind the battlefield. Beyond that there is.the use®of the larger weapons.
Even' if both:sides rule out strategic nuclear war, which General Taylor X
believes- to- be the case, there i's sti¥l an attenuating effect on the scale-of
operations: with: other weapon: systems:, 1t is an-interlocking.effect. I .
the West is weakest at the lowest leveli (conventional forces), -then 1t is '
al¥ the more important that it iatch or surpass.the Soviets at. the next

"f_higher Tevel (battlefield nuclear weapons).

_

GeneréJﬁTayﬁ:r safid that-the U.S. understood the vital character of
the forward strategy concept. to Germany. He -believes it should,be the

‘strategy of NATO, but It-does require ready” forces. What the Germans had
.said today seemed to imply a maximum. dependence-on reserve forces. This

coald be a critical weakness.of the forward -strategy:- “ _ -

' Hinister von Hassel thanked General Taylor for his agreement to the
forward strategy end the general German strategic.concept. He'said it,was:,
not the.German- view that .one can replace-conventional forces by nuclear
weapons. The Germans want balanced forces.equipped for both'types‘éf war-
fare. .He:explained that the Germans favor 30<divisions in-the front lines-
in Europe, backed-up by 10 reserve units. . It was, however, not possible for

the Federal Republic to-raise-more fonces than the figure now set, for personnel, ’

financial,.real estate:and.other reasons. Minister von Hassel said any
weakening of the present economic-situation would. be-rapidly exploited by

the-estimated 16,000 Soviet agents: in the Federal Republic. The Germans

wanted to fulfill their NATO. commitments which they have-always taken
seriously. He noted that when-the other NATO partners do not fulfill their
commitments,, the burden seems to fall. on the:Federal Republic, and added
that German influence is not sufficient to-get.these-countries to raise
their. force:commitments. . They were very glad-to have brought the-French - to:
the:acceptance.of the forward strategy concept, although-he added that .

the number of divisions the French were planning to-place in the forward area

-was not sufficient. .

.Mr..McNemara asked whether the Germans suggestéd-a-reductton‘of the,
logistical standard from 90 to 30 days 90 fs the SHAPE-requigement).

_Genieral Foertsch replied that 30 SHAPE.days were the-equivaldht |
to 63 to 65 national German days. He noted there were also diffefignces with
national U.S..days. As an.example, he said, the Gérman-requirement for
155 mm artillery ammunition is 2 1/2 times the U.S. daily requirement.
Again, the SHAPE requirement for hand grenades is 10 times the German dajly,
rate-of usage in the latter part of World War I1. '




Hmister von. Hassel expressed agreement mth ‘an: obsmation by -
-';Genera! Taylor that:this was a: pragmatlc diff'erence “and. had. no
';-::,relatlon to.how ‘long. one expected to f:ght or ta the" lcngthx of the
logtstlc chain. et B "
General Foartsch sald that he believed . that the- .Germans: could
) flght for quite:a long time with-30 SHAPE days of supply..
. —prereqmsite for a_comparison with- the U.s. . tevels. would. he. German
knowledge of the supply Ievels “of the 7th Amy -,":

f"' .

Hr. Hcﬂamara Sald that If ‘that were- the c«se, the u. S. would -
be ready to. join in a study with the. Germans . and- suggested that a
- "> 7th Army offlcer be- ess:gned for thls purpose.”: R e T

P

T

{ General Foertsch sa!d that It was- more: lmportant to obtaln a
clarlftcation of the. SHAPE - requtrement.= iPerhaps the. Germans ‘and
e ﬁmer!cans could j’o{ntly rev:ew and try to: change the SW’:nggays.

S L Genera! Taylor rephed ‘that . he woutd be- g!ad to on.p,wIth Gsneral
e .Foertsch inthis.exercise,.and hr McNamara said that thls cou'id be
- taken: s’ one - actiorx reSultIng from the meeting. ST s

-achieve-30. Sﬁﬁ?ﬁdays of .supply..

FIFI

| L Hr. HcNamara.then mquired when the Germans expected to
@ . Hmister,.von.}{assel said that the ‘Germans have made a detpiled
" bréakdown:- oﬁ-‘thel.rus‘upply situattlop: Vc{h!ch has re\rgaled g:hqt in

.certain ln;tan;e.s;uthey have 30 SHAPE,days,. €.9:,. in. infantry

| egmunidion, but inothers they havevonly 3.t6.6:days,. There .
hag! 3 sobeen- a-prob!an imthe? eatatxltshment of depots, partacyl,a}-l
a&th&-resulct* of.. the great :bul ldug.which: eccurred ‘after August . =
13,.1961, -Efforts- are being made toisolve_ this. problem in -

; various ways, tnter ali la, by jomt depots with the u.s.

‘ ¥ir. McNamara then asked whether: the: German ::Oncept of tactical . -
_tucléar warfare . envisions alrcraft strikes against scheduled
SACEUR - targets. ‘ S .

o -Hlnlster von Hassel said trpét the -MOD has been- studang
. ~the-draft of MC 100/1 and-would be:giving German views on it
At -the next meetjng of the.military committee. Var;ousa points
seem to stand.out. (1), Whether an-aggression is. majornor R
limited .will.depend on the enemy's: political aimss -, -(2); Since
any.pgqression by the. Sov:et Union_is. predicated on. pol :tscal
objectives, they will have to- calculate the rlisk of. esca]atlon.
- : (3) : NATQ use of conventional weapons only in accordance with |
. MC 100/1 would not alter- Soviet objectives, The aggressor can
. only be stopped or forced to a decision.on. esca!atlon by- the
| . use of nuclear weapons. - The- Germans believe. that battlefleld
, nuclear weapons should be used as soon-as the enemy ‘Comes acrass
S the Iron Curtain - if only ta. show that the’ West is seriously
prepared to defend ttself. -




,1"said that heé .was not sPeaklng of. a. penetratzqn by a small grcﬁp
of Communlst forces, such ds a: patrol , ] SR

D -
'

: -men.

'-1Answerlng a- queﬁt:on by General Tay]or, Mnnxstar von Hassel

General Foertscﬁ sa!& there wereeannumbar af reasqns why'
Ié was pot: pogsible tg set oy HO to 50 M-Day divisions. Evéry

ﬁ cambat’untt that was estahlshied reqiifred .more back=lp Sippért . T

- {n.the.form of base: -organTzation, dbbots, ete. The- manpower :
brqﬁfam was parttcufarly crltfcal - tﬁe Bundwswehr IS short

9 000.officefs -and 35,000 'NCO's " Hot - to mentfon SPQCIaIIStS and
technicqanﬁ.. Consequghtly, they sée Ao point fn setting. Up new

~-unlfs-without the traifed personfisl ‘ta ead thew, -To. Jelp out :
they plan to-séf u§ “tfme -of tensioﬁ"‘unlts.‘ Ca]llng these unlts -

L upe ‘cautd: add t0 the datarrent OF,-on Hd othar ﬁand, |nqrease the '

anger of war. R ;- ¢_{‘_.:v

General Foertsch noted that Vot Hassel has decided to set up

o) Territorlal Resarve -army. of 50,000 '(3s 4:f1rst. stap).  Thesaman -~
Wil receive: about 30 .days of -activé duty training. each- year Thara )
-+ dre now-anly. 27 divisions for.tha cehtral front (tws Dutch,’ threq— "
,.“.Hrltash, two. Balglan, six. Amerlcah, “twa’ #rench and twelVa Garfiph) .-
" Whera will the balance :came from? - Perkdps "tha Mt iine jof "téhsion*-
~unlts’ frovida-one:answer, but this probilem,” General Foartscﬁ”conn

cluded, ‘must. ba dlscussed In a dlfferent form. )

. General Taylor Sald he wtshed to.correct hlmself He beflaved
%hat be. had s81d 10 to 50 divisidns wheh ha. had., .meant tg say.30 to. .
dlv;s;ons. each af - whlch represented a group of about 30 to Lo, Oﬂﬂ ;

Raturnfng to the subject of tact!cal nuclear war, Nr. 'McNamara
sald that he-dfderstoad that' the Gerian: concept, énvisioned tuo

. "'stages. .The first would . be- the yse of low.yiald-waaponis following o
BTN host11é move across the border. The: second wollld be ise of large( ‘
. weapons agaunst targets: deeper. than the ho kilometer battlef:ald -l
‘nuzane.. ST “u-.-t-::-h-’--~ ”-”‘ : .: : /..:_

" Readtng from a text (See lnclosuce 3) Mlnrstbr von Hassel
said that” any: ‘ise of tactical weapons implied.the risk of- esaalation
There werehfour typa54&attlef|e]d weapons, tactical wedhots, MRBM's,

.;.;and Strategjc waapons. When. tdctical defedt .or ‘an idportant™loss -
T of ferrltoryhappéars imminent, battlefield niclear - weapois myust be .
--used. . The use. of théese .weapons could stop the flrst attack ‘echelon

-of. a. nmericilly, superior aggressor;, forcing him to change h:s ‘Blan.

COF: to~maintain his' palitical~fiilitary.obhjectives. The use of u

.. battlefteld ruclear: weapons fiarks the transiticn to s mixed con-

. Ventional-nuclear defense. . There would, in this phase, bé #o" strikes: .
'agatngt he vItal® tnsta]latlons of the aggressor, SUCh as hls m:ssl}é
‘sites.or communlcatlons junctions. .

'0




Yo,

the: stage that the ground war. is go:ng on.ﬂn‘

Wy

oL Hr..McNamara |nquured whether thes concept assumed thet the aggressor
does not use h:s own batt!ef|eld nuclear weapons. ; . -

anister von:Hassel replted that the Germans presumed the enemy
'would make :a-problng attack to‘Fiad’ out whether the West was prepared

- to.defend Itself.. That is why the-Germans lnsist’that battlefield - <
:;E-nuclear weapons, be employed from. the outset The Germans do’ not believe
| ~the aggressor wnuld use ‘nuclear’ weapons at “the’ beginn:ng bf his prabe.

.Minister van Hassel said he agreed. with: Géneraf Taylor that a

.tactical nuclear war. would be superimposed.on_ a conveﬁtlonal war in

certain isolated spots. . This would not happan all alohg the front,
but only in the area spec:flca!ly attacked. --Q, L ) e

General Foertsch nndncated his agreemenb -

Mr. HcNamara asked how the alr war would be taklng place during

Hlnlster von . Hassel repl;ed that the! Germans would céncentrate

-thelr attacks only in the battlefield: -area-but- ‘would! conduct reconnals- ”

sance over the remainder.of the:enemy's area, : They did agree that

-conventional bombs.could be used agalnst the enemy's airports If the

l

:enemy is using airplanes. . - U o

Generai Panftzkl noted that. conventlonal bomb strikes would be

-}imited because the. Germans. could not afford to*endanger:their- -~ = =
_ nuclear capability by .exposing their alrcraft to. destruction durlng

convent {anal operatlons.ﬂ;
L r

Mr.. McNamara then asked. nf this was not a. great weakness..

-Nuclear loaded.planes on. a;rf:elds ‘would. be- sitting ducks . against- a

Soviet attack.by conventional planes.: Surely- they would attack”

Nestern alrflelds if the West used battlef:eld ruc!ear weapons.

General Foertsch replied that the Germans believed that in this

: phase they will have dispersed their ‘strike.unifs, It.was for this . -
.. first phase-of the battle that the Germans had. estabilshed their G~91 -

wnngs.

Hr. McNamara reported that under these circumstances the NATO
air forces would be at-a serious dlsadvantage. :

In’reply, Minister von Haseel said that it might be better to
‘set forth the remainder of the German views on nuclear warfare,
he had been speaking only of an attack by land. “When this Increases,
‘the Germans move to Phase B (the use of tactical ‘nuclear weapons).

"They have.estimated that there would pot be a.great loss of civilian
© population in the immediate battlefield zone when low yield nuclear

-Tab C
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weapOns are” useda F:rst there -are not many: people ltv:ng in the area
. immediately adJaEEnt to the border”F Second, many would flee, and.

~ third)“others awould berevacuated.  The. limited.zone (for:use-of -
battlefneld ‘nuclear weapons):will" have to- corre5pond to the depth’of
a- le1510nal area.. [f there'was a“ deep penetration. by an:aggressor,
.therfe-would be heavy civilian -losses! . The:use toc late -of battle~
fiefd nuclear .weapons will.not. aid the ctv:]tan popalation... He . =
concluded that tact:cal nuclear weapons must be’ used qU|ckly.

ol

..r

Lo ?hu McNamara asked how many warheads- wouid be" necessary o ".i;¢' e
for -this type of -conflict. (Genera] Taylor suggested that*SHAPE " ;" )
should do this type of analysus ). . . -q T ; )

» Hlnlster von . Hasee! and General Foertsch replied that they could

not-answer this. question. prectsely, becauserthey do not have -exact’

.datd’ on the -means of delivery. in thé hands ‘of thelr a!lles. Mlnlster

.von Hassel;added that he agreed that SHAPE.should- study this T o

sproblem. He did. know that CINCNORTH,: General Pyman,_wanted more |

~ADM's. . SHAPE-should-study what is needed " how- many,-and ‘in what
-area. .The ADM, quest:on should also be studted by the Germans ‘and

” Amerlcans. : ' RO

-Mr.- McNamara said that: he found the German conccpt of nuclear
strategy very lnterestlng. ls it the same as. SACEUR s. concept?

:Minister von.Hassel replled that the Germans believed that _
it was the same,- but they did not know whether it wes the same: as:
the Pentagon concept.

~Mr./ McNamara- said that he belseved there.: shou!d be more- work
.on this problem by SHAPE. because of ° its lmportance to the NATO
war plans. e

. General Foertsch and General Taylor noted that much depended
on‘the responses to Mc 100/1. g

-Mr.. HcNamara and- General Taylor indicated that the lmportant
:German poiit is. the- rapldltY 'with which battlefleld nuclear weapons
-are #sed after an- attack is identified. :

‘ Summlng up, General Taylor said he believed there was very
little difference between  the-German and American: concepts, but
,thereigight be a question.of how.much conventional flghtlng is
necesbayg_hefore an. attack is ldentlfncd as serious,

“ tﬂcnister vorr Hassel offered. c0p|es of the- German paper on
huclear §trategy to Mr..McNamara.) ‘(Inclosure L) -
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o closely held T Sy

Secretary HcNamara M:nister von' Hasse] Ambassador McGhee

._”‘and State Secretary Carstens. departed at th:s pount for a call on "
- Chancellor Adenauer. ,ﬁ;“:; I : - :

In response to a request from General Foertsch General Taylor

7;promised that -the nnformatlon the Germans had prov:ded wnuid be

oY L-'-fc,:‘*_j e
"

Genera1 Foertsch said the Germans were in the process of burld-

- ing up six-G6-91 wings as.a contribution to make Timited war possible... =~
-in:Europe, They would like to have.the Americans.joinin urging . %au*‘ .
Huthe -other European: NATO countriessto” ma:ntaln a’similar”airplane - ’
-in their Inventory. The Germans. belneve 1t cou!d be- dec1s:ve in-

the -early days of .an attack._ _I;_ tuE R

ol

General Taylor promiSed to dnscuss thlS matter with General

' Lemnltzer. - P

(1. French Force Contributlon to NATU and French Strategic Concepts.re:

General Ferber made:a. presentation of the German information

.on this subject (copy of. presentation- attached —-lnclosure 5).

He:said.the French. -accept the forward. strategy but will. ‘only mgke 2

:small- contribyution -in front 1ine; forces.. They ‘have the ‘equivalent
‘of two divislons In Germany. and are: plac1ng “thelogistic support .

. for apother divislon-east of the'Rhine.” They ‘have 312 a:rcraftq
.cqmmttted to NATQ and by Januaryﬂly 196h ‘will. have only five
-stibmarines committed. Twelve: per’ ‘cent -of “French- mliltary )
vpersonnel-strength. is assigned.to’NATO;, under ‘predent’ pians this"'

N "\1D

could rise to-a maximum of 24 1/2 per cent in Wartime. :

General Taylor then asked how the Germans regarded the

‘ “ettltude of ‘the French toward.NATO.  He: sald that he "Sa 'no. means

for the French-to carry on.a forward defense, despite- their tip
service to this concept. . He.also: thlnks the.modernization.of the.
French Army is a-very long term process, with defénse- 5pend|n9 being

.diverted to- the force de :frappe, “Although he was. convinced thet in
-a-crisis the French would support:NATO, he.fears they would be’ )
too late. and certainly their pIans wou]d not bhe: coordlnated with

the others, Is there any way in which the Germans, who ‘are friends
and nelghbors of the French, pould influence a-change in their attitude?

. Genaral Foertsch- explalned that there are plans to bring the
French first army units closer to the lron: Curtain. One plan calls

tfor 2 replacement of the U.S..2hth DIVISIOH by a French D;vmsion, but




: °"-.of “the-Rhine. ‘The-Germans hoPe\that stvep-by-step they e‘an?encourage

. this aWatts oons’tructmn bf':barrackS,‘-ef;:.. ‘He ref‘erFEd to '-the F‘rem:h
" . intent to} Fput togistic support for a “thitd diviston on theTedstside |

‘the‘ French:.to-strengthen their - partuca»p?at:on in the forward d’eﬁérrse. S -
N He-sakdthat “he-had had ‘frankdf.scus's’tu’rfs on’ this sub’j“éc.t wn:h .:' TR e R
- General-Ailleret--and-had made, clfsar That’ ‘the Germans ‘Were MOt . -F. 0 .0

- 3.y PP ST S
8 .- 5‘ T P

~satisified wH:h the percentageof French part cipat16h- Irtte ""f‘
forward- aref Y “They would-also tke to-see the introduction:of tloge
~support-airdfaft by the French. ‘General Foertsch saix: ‘thHat this: ‘wds,
of,.c.ourse, .a highly political. problem. He wanted to assure the - ¥
Americans ‘that -the Lermans will try everyt’hmg on - the- military- e
ishde faridMinister von-Hassel ‘will  try-everything®on thespelitical =~
-§ti!e%ztth*k€mrsrer-&§£ssmer) to get the*French to qﬁrtlcr@?‘t% —’more
{m-ﬁhe‘ﬁmr-uand fs:trat»egy. , .o

Im ke modanAdzat-fon rtl'ﬁe‘French»Army, &ah?eral Fﬁoer—‘tsch
sdid-ggainwhis was @ pol Itical tlecision. it Was fxt remely: Q’:f"f‘f rcuH: ”
o getenranswerionthis subject ¥ fiam Ay Frendh ssoidfier. -l o 0
mmp]@ﬁeﬂﬁ%gnﬂed*mrth General T-aylc:r irhat “SHARE “eatfot. Fpla’h "
. -affactm#gmﬁtheutﬁknawmg the forces Ttwill *have at MtsodiSpeval o
.. BngEiERsency. “General e tzer is: fawarte\-o‘f’ ‘the. Gerfian mews‘bn )
'."tihls WmaLter . e

: i-' " -;
S .’ .

‘Gaanexfa‘l Taylor sa Ift"l 'tm*was ot unawarfe*o‘F “the LTV c&lty oF
ﬁszt:trr;g the Friench foumove Forward wand of Theprodlens: dhis: pr‘e‘sen‘t:ed
To Us. Bernoted tiwit the Frenth -contribution -to “forward wstrategy :
ol conaawam-y e Eulf 1 Med by - the “conti Thetivh oF - s€veraT divisie s
= @5 * reservesthishind: the front, if" t!hese’rdw‘iswns wRere, T ‘F%act, ]

"*mmmttfed K0} ‘NA'FO 5, .. - ) ‘

LN
L

s ‘Eenérl*‘ﬁ’mrtsdhsa i lh‘E'.’entll‘e]‘,l’ Hgreed. Ty had Gisaseed
2this sibject-with-General Ailleret, who -said that ¥ rench divisions
+4goold . come toGermsny’ In-an* emer'gency,“‘fbut General Foertseh
- ¥askdd, Withat+adi117be Baulle say?'! “He rassuredifeneral sTajior
‘that in'the Franco-Berman™Friendship’ Treaty the¢Germans+will
- Brge-the*French toward :NATO -arid toward:a’ Forward  deFensex stmt&%\y
L‘I'hls, scomménted, -was one &6f “thes purpcmes of ' the: treat'i'.
i
(Stateifecretary Hopfientered the meet 1‘?49-’%1: “thi -s="po int.)
- G@némlﬁa?lor :asked 1 the French could not make:a: gréai:ef'
“‘cohtmbutmnr‘nnhthe Jogistics'Field. ‘Perhaps “ha- suggested -they
oodld be jorntiy,appmached on: thls

. . eeriePdln-porrtsch-satd he! ful Ly agredd: st he-Germans have: the
- Bamerinterestsaasthe“Americans. “France. is:Germany’sihinteriand,

% Tu o - S -
. . - LT -
< ks .
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: unhappy about the NATO: command structure. arrangements, pars .+

I

*

military organlzation. The Germans believe, as do.the:smaller

'feroupf

State Secretary Hopf safd that he ‘had:, yesterdayﬁhad a- vls:t
from representatives of the NATO: plpellne organization,’ “He.had .- B
gathered the’ impressron from.this’ .conversation that”@t might be-a ""

-

good idea-if the U.S.: kept a. close’eye ‘on . that. organtzatlon. Ther
~pipélines- begln at the- Frenéh ports’ ‘and - hence Erance tholdsva™ - <. .
.special. position In-the= organlzation.~ Ther s reason- to belieVe .
- that the Frénch would:like to: change the™ present 5|tuat:on. ~For
smoo'th- functnonrng, it is necessary that 5uch an. organlzatlon be -

- contFotled by a-supranational ‘group . Helpromised to'Iet the u. S.ﬁlﬁ “Ti}ffr':

TR s awd .

know lf “he heard anythang more on, thts subject.

er Nztze noted that De Gaulle says "he - qs for NAIO but .
aga:nst Its organtzatlon. jbo. the Germans have any idea what “this
nwans? “ = i s o e

: General Foartsch repiled that the Germanstdid not know in‘i e
-defdii what De-Gaulle meant. .They -did -know: that the French were

ticularly SACLAKT . They had. especually wanted ‘the- 1B ERLANT-

- Command, “*'1 £ was® his opinion; that the .55 and. Germany shouid
persuade NATG t8 'give in somewhat - to''the French on “thisl " 1th
might -help to bririg them-cloSer to -NATO. | “1¥ was ‘triie ‘that-the -
prOportson of  commarids held" by the French was far beloW‘the _-f‘
pr0portlon held by the Brsttsh : R

General Tayﬂor sa;d he thought the U.S.. couid support this If.
|t would‘do any good”andfwould not appear to be an appeasnng step

. Gendral Foertsch sald ittwould at Ieast show good wi11 The L
SACLANTacommand striicture has $een’ discussed for years without '
-any progﬁéss besﬁg made. =.,H.; . :

o

.

e 5

GeneraP’Ta?lor asked - whether- the Germans thought the time was
, rlpe to ‘comé forward with:a really fundamental. Mook at the: problems
. of the NKTG'organization. .In:other: wordS"should one go at |t basncally

'rather than"in:small pteces. o R -ﬁﬂ. T e

,»;_ BFa ., . SR

General Foertsch replled “that he could only speaksof the purely

members, that thé'Standing Group needs revamp ing.: ,Along with

:others, they" believe lt is tlmely to take a Iook atathe NATO
-arganization,

-Mr. Nlt:e lnqu:re&”whether the Germans"thought there. should he -
a Political Standlng Group or an- enlargementhoﬁ ‘the present Standing

i




General Foertsch sald that the Germans bei:eve the Standlng
Graup does -not’ have the same: reasort for ‘existence it had*flve to.
-elght years.ago andy; in response to a further question from_@enera]

“Taylor, he: said that he would. personaliy favor eitmnnatang the
Standlng Group altogether. ) 4 ‘ ;‘«““;j

-t

lll..U .S. Army Support to the II and II! German Corps. o R

Explaln:ng the,problem, Hr..ﬂitze sazd that CENTAG ‘was. working )
out a new EDP .1ine which would. lnvoive the shift .of “one: German Corps.‘“
" This would substantially change. the support problem as it exlsted at o
the time-of Nr..McNamara's.March: ]etter, ‘reducifg” ‘the. number of U.S. -5
.forces involved from 5,600-to 1,800, -Most-of - these would:be’ in an fe'ff
artaliery support -groups .. The 7th Army, however, stiii wants thls )

.."artlllery support group returned
L.y

R X
v,

After Genera! Foertsch and Hopf had explained why the Germans
‘did not -belfeve' in the principle:of: demandtng Striét finanCIai“:- o
- payment’ for support rendered: 'OtheFs; «i ) was -agreéd’ that “in viewof .

Ve the: chahged sztuation there would’be n‘ German- reply to Mr. HcNamara =3
e Tetter ) 07 SR __Qe e : - , o
. Both Mr.: N:tze and Genera] Taylor emphasized however, that
”_,\_, ‘ the U.S. would like- our artillery men back as.- soon as. poss:bie.
N “ j.. ' :
\gr‘ State Secretary Hopf nodded agreement ;' '." e

]
=

- 2 . nr

General Foertsch added that as- soon ‘as . the: Germans have the ,
2w glis® they aréiﬂhying from the U: S ‘.and the- Sergeant battai:ons
et “= more ﬁuii be- returned. yit is’ JUSt a questIOn ‘of " tlme." o

L .o a
S8 - .
- .

LTS

. US/FRG comparatwe Army stwdy LT p T g T

- Generai Foertsch sa:d that -when the flrst phase of the so-ceiled
.Stromberg-Guderian study. on- comparative .standards. had been: completed,
it/me#y’be discovered that-a:second-phase is not"neededi=. If, however, -

- theé? U5, believes a second.phase. is necessary:" ‘the 'Germans’ wouid
€:  -ask¥'that it not commence until NOVember 1 because .of various.

< K -.personnel problems. -

4.0 n

Mr. Nitze Inquired. whether one-or-two officers might not in the
‘meant fme work out terms of reference for poss:b?e use-in:any. second phase.
General Foertsch said this might be possnble. He - personaily
*Has read. extracts from the large volume- a]ready prepared and-betieves
that it covers everything which: mlght be Hone in a second. phase.
ave mwa ¢+ - ¢
Generat- Tayior promised to discuss w:th General Stromberg
‘whether?4-second phase-was necessary in’order that both he and

-Genera?rfoertsch coqu present this proBiem to the M:ntsters.”
. H i]

.
u
L)

- Generall Foertsch agreed with thIS procedure. ; -
wox ‘DA, . N )
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