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IT.  ATLANTIC POLICY ADVISORY GROUP

Doauments ‘c-fra( 67)38"

18, The CHATRVAN said that the Chairman's repoert in
C-21(67)38 of the laat mebting of the Atlantic Policy Avisory
Group, held in Greece from 18th to 21st April, concentrated on
a summary of the discussion of the specific subject of that
meeting, namel;y "The Problem of Balance within the Atlantio
Alliance in the 1970s%, The Council was invited to take note
of the Chairman's report and to con8ider arrangements for the
Group's next meeting, He therefore asked representatives
whether they had any comments to make ocn the repart and vhether
they could accept the Canadian Governmentt's invitation to hold
the next meeting of the Group froem 23rd to 27th O¢tober, 1967
He understood that these dates had had to be fixed in advance
in view of the Montreal Exposition and the subsequent
difficulty in cbdaining acccmedation. Finally, he asked
representations whether they could agree to the subject
proposed .for dlscussion at the next mecting of the Group,
namely "How and to what extent will changes in the Communist
world affect the foreign policies of Communist countries and
how should, the West react?'.

19, The CANADIAN REPRESENTATIVE conf':.rmed his Authorities?
invitation tothe Group to hold its next meeting in @nada from
23rd to 27th October, 1967, Commenting on the report in
Cc-1(67)38, he congratulated the Chairman of the Group on its
excellént quality and on the very useful work accomplished by
the Group, and suggested that the report be ccumunicated to the
Rapporteur of Sub-CGroup 2 of the Speecial Group on the Future
Tasks of the Alliaxme.

20, The CHAIRMAN stated that this had already been -done.

216 The TURKISH REPRESENTATIVE, supporting the remarks
of the Canadian Representative regarding the quality of the
report, asked whether it would be more approp;viate for its
contents to be discussed in the Council or in Sub-&'oups 2and 3
of the Speéial Group,

22, The @HAIR%&AN recalled that the guestion of the relationship
between the normal activities of the Council and the étudy oft
the future tasks of the Alliance had been raised on previous
occasions, In his view, the work being undertaken in the
Specidl Group and in its Sub-Groups should not prevent
the Counoil from carrying out normal business such as the
examiniation of the report by the Chairman of the Atlantic
Policy Advisory Groups
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23, The E‘UKKISH REFRESENTATIVE said that paragraph 5 of
the report seemed to give an erronecus impression, On the
question of narrowing the existing gep between North America
and Eurcpe, he wondered whethey the Buropean partners of the™
Alliance should, in fact, feel "less dependent, or daninated
by the overwhelming power of the United States®; and he doubted
whether they had any real feeling of frustration, a8 .the report
seemefld to indicate, The Group appeared to.be making a.
generalisation for all Eurcpean countries which was scmevhat
exaggerated, In future, he suggested that it might refrain
from making gensralised statements and might e:camim specif‘ie

: topics on an indiv:i.dual bagise

2!» The UNITED STATES HEE’&SENTATIVE said he was ready
'!:o take note of the report and to approve the amrangements
proposed for the next meeting of the Group. The United States
participants considered the last meeting of the Group to have
been very useful and the report in C-M(67)38 to provide a
wellebalanced sumnary of the lengthy discussionss He noted
that each paragraph was of the greatest relevance to the ourrent
study on the future tasks of the Alliance and felt that. the
procedure whereby the Chairman prepared a repert on his own
initiative should be maintained in future, He tended to support
the view of the Turkish Representative that generalisatioms
regarding the state of relations between North Amerieca
and Furope were difficult to sustain and usually without valué.
‘He approved, howgver; the practical line of approach supgested
in the report for the development in Furope of analytical and
-other types of work on a co-operative basis that were required
to ensure the greatest pessible participation in joint
@ecision-making within the Alliance. He had been particularly
struck by the conslusion of the Atlantic Policy Advisory Group,
whose members were not in the main stream of NATC affairs, that
NATO Continued to be of the very highest relevance in the modeérn
world} ..this conclusion would be of considerable importance for
the current study on the furture tasks of the Alliance. However,
emphasis on the relationship between the work of the Special
,Group and that of the Atlantic Policy Advisory CGroup should not

rxymstrmsxs lead  to any modification of the latter's current

»practioe ‘of holding disgussions on a personal and long~term basis.
Finally, he suggested that the Chairman might commnicate the
repart as a useful basis document to all members of the gm
Sub=CGroups of t.he Special Group..

25, The GREEK REPRESENTATIVE saia he could approve the
reper t in C-M(67)38 which had been very well drawn up and had
very adequately taken account of the future tasks of the Alliance.
Drawing attention to paragraph 26, he said that his Authorities
attached very great importange to NATO's future ¥dle in the
field of East~West Relationss He supported the suggestion of
the United States Representative, that the report be commnicatcd
to all members of the fowr Sub~Groups of the Special Group,
or clse dﬂ.reotly to the Special Group itself,
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, Agreeing to the sub.jeet proposed for diamzssion oat the
next meeting of the Atlantic Poliow A&visory Grm@, ha spggestea that.
the Group might examine the quistion eﬁ “the future tasks of the "
Alliance in the langowerm, rathey thairi _ponfine itsels to a stuay
of how the West should. reaot to’ changea in thé Gonmmist worl& in
the immediate future L

26, The CAUNCIL:

('z) tock note. of the , report ‘ny the' Chhirman
of the Atlantic Policy Advisary Group in
' _— C-M(67)38 and of the commsnts and o
’ , | suggestions to which the report had,
) . . . glven rises . o

(2) ‘reqmsteéi the Chairman to cmummeate '

. . this repart to the members of all four -

Sub~Groups of the Specail Group on the
Future Tashs of the Alliénse; .

(3) oapproved. the arrangements proposed for

the next meeting of the Atlantic Policy
Aavism‘y Group. .
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