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Tos Segretary General

e.0. Deputy Secretary General
ASG for Political Affairs
¥r. Chapman
Mr., Vinecent
Mr, de Camared
Mer, Menne

From: Secretary of Sub-Group No. L

Subject: Third Meeting of Sub-Group No, L on Deyelopments in

Repions outside the 11AT0 Arvea [(AC/261)

Sub-Group Wo. 4 held its third meeting on 29th June alb
3,30 pem. The Sub=Group had for this meeting four out of five
sections of their report, prenared by Professor Patijn (Rapporteur)
whieh in itc final Porm will consist of the following sectionss

I, General Introfuction.

1. Additional Reflections on the Role of MATO in World
AfTairs. :

TII. Categories of Problems which could affect the interests
of the Allianege. ‘ : : :

. IV, Sone Reflections on Develonment and Economic Aid.
Vo Proposals for Inproving Politieal Consultation.

The FTirst drafts of Sections I and TIT having been
thoroushly disgussed at the last neeting, discussion today gentred
on Sections IT and V. The Sub-Group noted the reaction of wvarious
representotives to the contents and presentation of these two
papers as o wiuole and later went over the text parazrcodhh by
parvagraihe . :

It was generally agreed that the report,. at this stage,
was still very much Professor Potijn's own report and that he
should be pllowed to throw up o few stimulating ideas, although
these nisht eventually be found to be unacceptable to delegations.
The Canadicn, French, German and United Kingdom Representatives
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nevertheless coutionced Professor Patijn amainst setting his views
too high and sugoested that the suncess of the report would depend
largely on the degree of acceptability of the recommendations 1o
member governments:; they, therefore, recommended that the report
be worded more realistically. bearing in mind what could be
practicgally achievable given the present circumstonces., The French
and United IZingdom Representatives have particularly sounded a note
of warning about any machinery which might make NATO look liks
having o common policy. The United Iingdom Representative suggested
that reference to "common policy" be replaced by “co-ordinated
national policy”. '

The United States Reyresem;ative9 expounding the idea of
the "indivisibility of détente", objected to rererences in the text
to a politiecal crisis im NATO, explaining that the word gave the
impression thot NATO was no longer doing what it had been doing
before. Ile said that ATO's past success had been where its
concentration had been, namely im the problems relating to the cold
war, but os we were getting closer to déiente a new situation had
arigsen and UATO was trying to adapt itsell to this. ’

During the Sub-Group’s discussion of Section V on the
machinery for political consuliation., both the French and
United ZIinzdom Representatives thought that the existing NATO
machinery chould be fully utilised rather  than duplicated, as
suggected in porographs 6-7 by the ereation of new bodiss. The
United Xingdom Representative thought thabt APAG could be
re-orpgoanized tc take on the functions of the proposed "HWATO Policy
Planning Council" and that the existing Politisal Expert Groups
could cut down their routine neetinss and meet ad hoe when they
wers needed. The French Renrepentative, making o veiled renark
about his Government's evenitucl veasgtions to the machinery proposed
by Professor Patijn, said that his suthorities were seepitical aboul
any pronosal %o promote policy planning within NATO. There was

‘strong .ophosition to the proposal o form groups; limited to

menber coumbries possessing special knovledge of the rezions
concerned and more particularly from the Turkish Renresentative
who Baid thot his Government would opnose any proposal wiich would
go eounter to the prineiple that all NATO bodies should be open-

~ended. e wap supported by the Canadian, German, Danish and Greek

Representatives,

I+ was finally agzreed to positpone further discussion of
paragranhs 6-10 on the proposed aew machinery to allow
Professor Patijn to consult his fellow wapporteurs for a better
co-ordination of their final recormendations to the Special Group
4tself next Auvtumn, Professor Patijn promised to submit for the
consideration of the Sub-Group at their next meeting a nev drafld
report including a2 Section on economic development and economic aid.

- 1% was egreed that the Sub-Group would meet ggain on

Thursday, 1hth September at 10,30 a.m. and 3.30 p.me.
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