"CONSEIL DE LATLANTIQUE NORD

NORTH ATILLANTIC COUNCIL

n T o e Vvt

O35 e EXEMPLAIRE

i COPY o J

Call}
[
©

s

25th January, 1962

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH oo

NATO SECRET
SUMIARY RECORD

G-R(62)E

Summary record of a meeting of the Council,
held at the Permanent Headgquarters, paris, XVIeo,
on Thursday 18th January, 1962 at L p.m.

PRESENT
O Chairman: Mr. D.U. Stikker
BELGIUM GREECE i NORWAY
Mr, A. de Staercke Mr., M. Melas | Mr. J. Boyesen
CANADA ICELAID PORTUGAL
Mr., J. Léger Mr. H. Andersen Mr, Vasco da Cunha
DENMARK ITALY TURKEY
Dr. E. Schram-Nielsen | Mr. A. Alessandrini Mr. Nuri Birgi
FRANCE LUXEMBOURG UNITED KINGDOM
Mr. P. de Leusse Mr. P. Reuter Sir Paul Mason
® GERMANY NETHERLANDS UNITED_ STATES
Dr. G. von Walther | Jhr., J.A. de Ranitz Mr. T.XK. Finletter

INTERNATIONAL STAFE

Deputy Secretary General: Mr. A. Casardi
Assistant Secretary General for

Political Affairs: Mr., R.W,J. Hooper
Assistant Secretary General for

Production, Logistics and

Infrastructure: Mr, Johnson Garrett
-Assistant Secretary General for

Secientific Affairs: Dr. W.A. Nierenberg
Executive Secretary: The Lord Coleridge

ALSO PRESENT

DECLASSIFIED - PUBLIC DISCLOSURE / DECLASSIFIE - MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

Stending Group Representative: Général de Corps d'Armde J.M.Guérin

NATO SECRET




®

Lten

II.
I1I.
Iv.

o

DECLASSIFIED - PUBLIC DISCLOSURE / DECLASSIFIE - MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

-2- NATO SECRET

C-R(62)L

CONTZENTS

Subjject Paragraph Nos.
Possible cconomic countermeasures to be
taken in the face of the Berlin crisis 1 - 29
Propaganda attacks on General Heusinger 30 ~ L0
Visit of United States cruiser '"Longbeach' b1 - L3
Date of the next méeting Ly

—-2- NATO SECRLT




DECLASSIFIED - PUBLIC DISCLOSURE / DECLASSIFIE - MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

=3 NATO SHORET
C-R(62)L

NATO SECRET

I. POSSIBLE ICONOMIC COUNTERMEASURES TO BL TAKEN IN THE
FACE OF THE BiRLIN CRISTS

Reference: C-R(61)62

1. The CHAIRMAN recalled that at a private session of the
Council on Monday, 15th January, he had suggested that the time
had now come to take a decision on some of the different
proposals for economic countermeasurcs. He thought it
unnecessary to summarise the lengthy discussions to date on this
subject, and that the Council should now limit its discussion to
the documents on the agenda. £t the meeting on Thursday,
7th December, some progress had been made towards securing the
full approval by member countries of firstly, the specific
measures in the field of civil aviation, and secondly the basic
principles to~ govern a~total €coriomic embargo in case of a
complete blockade of 01v1l and mllltary accesevfwalr or ground -
to Test Berllne He invited the Council to begin by discussing
the former.

(a)h Implementation of the three specifiic measures
© (Civil Aviation)

Document : RDC/61/§99
2. Referring to the draft decision in document RDC/61/399,
on which a reservation had been expressed by Canada, thé Chairman
asked whether the Canadian position had now changed.

S The CANADIAN REPRESENTATIVE sald that he was now in a
position to withdraw his reservation.

L. The COUNCIL accordingly:

(1) agreed that, in the event of the Soviets
enforcing a partial interdiction of NATO air
traffic (civil or military) to or from West
Berlin, the three measures listed in RDC/61/332%,
constitute an approprlate response, 1t being
understood that, if this situation arose, the
Council would at once meet to decide what
action would be taken;

(2) agreed that the governments will make without
delay thec necessary plans to enable them to
implement these measures in case they would be
decided in application of paragraph (1) above;

-5 NATO SHCRET
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(3) instructed the Working Group on Economic
Countermeasures to continue their study in
the 1light of the decision in paragraph (1)
above, and of the report shortly to be
forthcoming from the Legal Working Group:

(4) noted the reserves made in connection with
' certain international legal obligations,
e.8., the Montreux Convention.

# /For ease of referecnce the three measures arec set
out below:

(1) Closure of NATO airports to Soviet bloc
aircraft;

(2) Prevention of transit overflights and
technical stops by Soviet bloc aircraft
in NATO countries;

v 7 (3) Prohibition against NATO country_aircraft
calling at Soviet bloc airports,

(b) Total Economic Imbargo against the Soviet Bloc

Reference: C-M(64)9%L
Document:  Annex to C-R(61)62

(c) Means of mitigating the effects on member countries
of economic countermeasures against the Soviel bloc

Documents: C~M§61311u
C-M(64)150

5. The CHAIRMAN said that he understood from previous
discussions that the wording of the draft decision annexed to -

C-R(61)62 was acceptable to most delegations. This wording had
been suggested with a view to finding a compromise on the basis
. of which agreement might be obtained. Before inviting views, he

pointed out that some delegations had indicated that their
authorities would not be ready to approve the principles to
govern the total economic embargo until they had been assured
that agreement had been reached in principle on financial or
economic assistance for those countries which would suffer the
most ffom the implementation of economic countermeasures. The
principles which might govern such assistance and the means of
mitigating the effect of the countermeasures were contained in
C-M(61)41L and C-1(61)150. He considered that both these
documents dealt essentially with matters of principle. It was
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true that before they could be given practical effect there would
be many points of detail to be worked out, but this could be done
at a later stage. In view of the fact that so many delegations
had insisted on linking the issues at stake, thk only way he
could see of making progress was to get general agreement on the
principles involved without trying to discuss details. He
therefore emphasised that what was needed as far as C-M(61)114L
was concerned was discussion and approval of pages 3 and L
thereof': "Principles that could govern co-operation and
assistance to those member countries most seriocusly hurt by the
application of economic countermeasures against the Soviet bloc.f
As far as C-M(61)150 was concerned what was needed was discussion
and approval of pages 3 to 5: "Principles which could govern
co-operatlon between NATO member countries in order to mitigate -
the undesirable effects of the application of economic counter- |
measures against the Soviet bloc.” He hoped that in order to
achieve progress, delegations would be willing to address them-
selves to those parts of the documents., He invited views on

the draft decision annexed to C-R(61)62 on the understanding that
several delegations could only accept this decision if full.

agreement were reached on the principles of C~li(61)11L4 and
C-M(61)150.

6. The BELGIAN, GERMAN, ITALIAN, LUXEMBOURG, NETHERLANDS,
NORWEGIAN, PORTUGUXESE, TURKISH, UNITED KINGDOM and UNITED STATES
REPRESENTATIVES signified their approval of the draft decision
annexed to C-R(64)62 against the background of the national
positions stated in earlier discussions.

I The ICELANDIC REPRESENTATIVE said that though he had
done all in his power to obtain them, he was without final

instructions, Speaking generally, he noted that it was obvious

that Iceland was-in. a_very diffieult Dositiod since, as indicated
in C-M(61)11k4, Icelandic trade had for a long time been dependent
to a considerable extent on Fast Europcun murkcets. He had in

the past drawn the attention of the OUEC to this situation on a

number of occasions, but in spite of the fact that resolutions had

been passed both in the OZEC and NATO to the effect that_remedial
action should be taken, little had been done to date., . In these
circumstances, he thought thé aims described in paragraph 2(a)
and (b) of page 3 of C-M(61)41L, i.e. "to find out and apply

meansg .of securing additional outlets ifAtHE freée world® and “to

compensate as far as possible and on an equitable basis, those
countries most seriously hurt" did not inspire much confidence
in their results, since they had now been ineffectively pursued
for some years. As matters now stood, the Council had not yet
a worksble formula for a solution. The proposed system was in
theory sound, and his authorities accepted the principle of
imposing a total economic embargo if war seemed imminent, but

should, for example, an embargo be imposed for a short period of
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8 week or more, Icelandic markets in the ILast would then collapse
and only a very loosely-conceived system exist to remedy the
situation. He thought, therefore, that he could agree to the
draft decision only on the understanding that agreement on the
imposition of economic countermeasures would depend entirely on
the details of the system to mitigate their effects,

8. The GREEK REPRESENTATIVE said that he could approve the
draft resolution, it being understood that the resolution would
not become final until the Council had approved C-M(641)414L.

9. The IPRENCH RuPRESENTATIVE recalled that, as he had
stated at the last meeting, his Government considered the draft
decision represented a considerable withdrawal from the
recommendation made by the four Foreign Ministers on 6th August,
but that his authorities could accept it in a spirit of
compromise.

10. The DANISH REPRESENTATIVE said that, as was well known,
his Government doubted whether an economic embargo would really
exercise a moderating influence on the Soviet attitude. It was
probable that the Western countries would be more affected by an
embargo than the Rastern bloc and, in any case, the effects on the
Bastern bloc would only be of marwlnal and temporary 1mportance.

~0of _the matter, In its opinion, 1t would be difficult to find
austlflcatlon in international law for the imposition of an
embargo, especially in a situation where there was no armed attack
or no imminent threat of such an attack, However, in view of

the great importance attached by his Government to the solidarity
of the Alliance, he was authorised to approve the draft decision.
As with other member couniries, his Government retained the

right to judge any situation on its merits. It therefore
appreciated the new text from which it was clear that the embargo
measures should be applied only following on a decision by the
Council in the light of the z2ctusl situation. It was the opinion
of his authorities that these measures should be applied only in
case of extreme emergency, when the risk of war was imminent and
when an embargo must be considered the only alternative to armed
conflict.

11. The CANADIAN RIPRESENTATIVE said that while the
Canadian position had in form been perhaps somewhat different
from that of many other members of the Alliance, he thought that
in fact some of Canada's reservations on this subject were shared
by a number of other members of the Alliance. Canada's :
misgivings had certainly not reen inspired by any prefercnce for.
military counteraction or by any narrow commercial considerations,
but rather by doubts about the efficacy of economic sanctions and
the real difficulties for Canada in imposing them in a situation

Con- NATO SECRET
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short of war. In the Council the hope had been expressed that
if a total economic embargo could be imposed as a last resort

in order to avoid hostilities, such economic action might be an
effective deterrent. In several NATO countries, including
Canada, legislative authority did not now exist to take all the
measures which would be rcecguired to impcse a total economic
blockade. In a crisis, it would therefore be necessary to seek
Parliamentary authority for certain measures, If this lcgislation
was to be successfully defended in Parliament and before public
opinion, the urgent nced for it would have to be clear beyond
the shadow of a doubt. In other words, Parliamentary and public
opinion in a number of the NATO countries would have to be
satisfied that the situation required drastic measures amounting
to the penultimate step before war,

12, In considering this problem, the Canadian Government
had been impressed by the extreme difficulty of predicting the
exact circumstances in which these demands for Parliasmentary and
public support would have to be made. It was true that, for
internal procedural purposes within the Alliance, the question
of a total blockade had been divorced from the question of a
partial or gradual blockade. This might have Tacilitated
plenning, but was it realistic? If the Alliance agreed to a form
of words outlining what should be done in the circumstances of a
total blockade, would it not be agreeing to do something in a
hypothetical situation which was unlikely ever to arise? If so,
then surely the Alliance should be concentrating its attention
on what it would do if there were a partial or gradual blockade
of West Berlin. After all, it was this type of progressive
harassment which the West was already facing. The exact form
which a partial blockade of West Berlin might take, and the
precise countermeasures which might be an appropriate response,
were perhaps the hardest of all to predict and to provide for,
especially under the Canadian federal system of government.,
Within the limits of the possible, however, the Canadian
Government was prepared to do what it could to meet such a
situation. It had therefore agreed, as he had said above, to
withdraw the Canadian reservation on the Council's previous
decision on the three civil aviation countermeasures. Beyond
that, it remained unable to give general commitments in advance
of situations which could not in their nature be predicted. I
a much more serious situation were to occur, and the Alliance
were to be faced with imminent war, the Canadian Government would
promptly take the necessary decisions in the light of that
situation.

13« In conclusion, he thought it would be particularly
unfortunate if mention of the fact that thce Alliance was
considering economic countermeasures appeared in the press as a
result of this meeting, at a time when the 2lliance was trying to
focus attention on the vital importance of undertaking
negotiations., :

-{- NATO SECRET
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14 The NORWHGIAN RLPRESHNTATIVE associated himself
fully with the last twe speakers, in particular on the need to
keep this planning secret. If it became genereally knovmn that
NATO member countries were planning such measures Tor certain
circumstances, this might encourage other countries to apply,
in other circumstances and for political reasons; measures such
as the closing of ports which might have a very grave effect on
free world trade.

15, The UNITED KINGDOM RLEPRESENTATIVE said that in view of
the full statements made by a number of speakers, he thought he
should triefly recall the position of his Government as follows,
In certain circumstances economic countermeasures would be an
effective way of showing the solidarity of the Alliance; if the
blockage of access to West Berlin were substantially complete,

a total economic embarge would be justified as a last effort to
avoid war. It had been agreed by the Council that an act of
political Jjudgment would be necessary at the time, His
authorities could only envisage a total embargo, and the linked
financial measures, if war was actually imminent. They could
accept the draft decision since they considered that all these
points were covered by it.

16, In answer to a comment by the CHAIRMAN, who thought
that the views expressed by the Canadian Representative were not
incompatible with the draft decision, since in an emergency
Canada would be in a position like other countries to obtain the
necessary authorisation from Parliament to act at short notice,
the CANADIAN REPRESENTATIVE said that if the Council could
accept the interpretation he had given he thought that he could
approve the draft decision for transmission to his Government.

A number of the measures involved reguired action by provincial
authorities, and progress could not now be made thereon without
the publicity involved in actually going to Parliament. It was

pointed out, however, that this was true for a number of countries,

including the Federal Republic of Germany.

17. The UNITED STATES RLPRESKENTATIVE thought that the draflt
decision, which provided for a political decision at the time,
fully protected the position of (Canada. Canada was in fact
saying, in common with other Governments, that a total economic
embargo could only be imposed in accordance with constitutional
Processese. There was no guestion of automaticity, which the
four Foreign Ministers had originally recommended. All that
countries were now asked to do was to indicate their solidarity
on the principle of a total economic embsargoc.

18. The CHAIRMAN nevertheless suggested that the Council

should consider accepting explanation in the Canadian statement
because:

=B NATO SECRET
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(a) there was no contradiction between the total
blockade formula and Canadian emphasis on the
importance of studying partial countermeasures;

(h) there was no contradiction between the formula
and the impossibility for Canads of undertaking
public action in advance of an emergency;

(¢) it appeared that in a crisis Caneda could, in
fact, act as quickly as the rest of the Alliance.

He pressed the Council to accept the view thet all that was
needed from the Canadian authorities was assurance that draft
legislation and other action which would be required in an
emergency was being prepared within appropriate fcderal depars-—
ments. If this assurance could be given, he thought the Canadian
position should be acceptable to the rest of the Alliance. At
the same time, since there was no inconsistency between the
Canadian position as outlined and the total blockade formula,
Canada ought to be able to accept the formula. He suggested that
the Canadian Representative inform his authorities of the present
discussion and urge them in the light of these explanations to
approve the draft decisions.

19. Commenting on C-M(61)141L and ¢-1(.51)4150 the UNITED
STATES RUPRLSENTATIVE said that his authorities approved the
principles set Torth in these documents subject to a satisfactory
agreement on thc¢ system of economic and financial co-~operation to
be worked out later.

20, The UNITED KINGDOM REPRLSENTATIVI; agproving both
documents in principle, said that hs would Torward to the

~Secretariat minor amendments to paragraph 1 on page 5 of

C-M(61)114 and paragraph L of C-i(61)130, The United Kingdom
agreed in principle to contribute to the NATO fund envisaged in
C-M(64)11L, provided that the United Kirgddm balaruo of payments
problem which was now. under consideration by the Council was
satlsfactorlly sett ed . Thig proviso secmed necessary to his
authorities 'in view of "the economic difficuities which, as the
Council was well aware, the United Xingdom was at present facing;
and in view of the Very real difficulties which the United
Kingdom would herself be experiencing at the time the scheme came
into operation, as a result of the measutrcs whose effect the
scheme was designed to mitigate. He d4id not insist that this
stipulation be included in the Courcil's decision, but asked that
it be recorded in the minutes. N

21, The BELGIAN, FRENCH, ITALIAN, NLTHIRLANDS and TURKISH
REPRESENTATIVES said that they could approve the two documents in
principle on the understanding that certvain details would be
discussed in the Working Group. The Italian and Netherlands

-9~ HATQO SIECRIT
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Representatives asked that it be recorded that they took no
position on the subject of the United Kingdom proviso recorded
above. -

22. The PORTUGUESE RIPRESENTATIVYE was without instructions
but said that he would inform the International Staff of the
views of his authorities.

23« The LUXEMBOURG REPRLESENTATIVE said that he agreed in
principle to the two documents on the understanding that their
financial implications would come before the Council for decision.

2li., The GREEK REPRESLNTATIVE said that he could approve the
two reports by the Viorking Group. These reports contained only
some of the principles on which would be based the system of
exceptional assistance which might prove necessary in order to
avoid or mitigate adverse effects on the countries of the Alliance
which suffered most from the application of economic counter-
measures, As he had already said on several occasions, his
Government was prepared to participate in thc application of
economic countermeasures, but it could not do so, and it would be
a diseervice to the Alliance, if care had not been taken in
advance to ensure that the application of these countermeasures
would not involve the disruption and destruction of the Greek
ECONOMY « His authorities therefore strongly supported the
proposal in the covering note by the Chairmen of the Working Group
to the effect that complementary studies should be undertaken to
ensure that at the time of application of the economic counter-
measures the system of assistance could function effectively and
without delaye.

25, The GERMAN RIPRESINTATIVE, while approving the documents
in principle, said that in accordance with German budgetary law
he was obliged to enter the proviso that any funds contributed
under the system sheould remain subject to national budgetary
control.

26, The DANISH RIPRHISENTATIVE said that he could now
withdraw the rescrvation he had made on 19th December on document
C-M(641)11L, linking it to the supplementary report, and that he
could now approve this document. He could also approve
C-i(61)150, although with certain hesitations. His authorities
were of the opinion that the report was rather vaguely Tormulated
and did not give the guarantees one might have cxpected. They
therefore found it desirable that the problem be studied further
with a view to establishing a more detailed and concrete system
of co-operation. Should it not be possible to establish such
a system, it might be difficult for his Government in a given
situation to obtain Parliamentary approval to take part in the
embargo and in the system of co-operation and assistance envisaged
to those countries most seriously hurt. His authorities thought

-10- NATO SECRLT
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it of the utmost importance for the future of the Alliance that
its solidarity in this field should be continued, after the
termination of a possible embargo, with regard to the solution
of a8l1ll the difficulties which would inevitably arise in both the
short and the long run. In their opinion no NATO country should
resume trade with the eastern bloc before all normal trade
relations could be re-cstablished.

27. PFinally, his authorities regretted that the more
concrete suggestions for economic co-operation had been deleted,
for example, in paragraph 7 of C-M(61)150 in which the words
"Such as temporary lowering of customs duties or interruption of
guotas' had been deleted.

28. The CANADIAN REPRESENTATIVE said that since consideration
of these documents was linked with the draft decision discussed
above, on which he had stated fully the position of his
authorities, he would now ask his authorities in the light of the
discussion to give favourable consideration to the draft decision
and the adoption of the principles in the two reports.

29, In conclusion the COUNCIL:

(1) noted that a large majority of the delegations
could accept the draft decision recorded in the
Annex to C-R(61)62 together with the "Principles
that could govern co-operation and assistance to
those member countries most seriously hurt by
the application of economic countermeasures
against the Soviet bloc' set out in pages 3 and L
of C=M(61)11L, and the ""Principles which could
govern co-operation between NATO member countiies
in order to mitigate the undesirable effects of
the application of economic countermeasures
against the Soviet bloc® set out in pages 3, L
and 5 of C-M(61)4150;

(2) invited those delegations who were not yet in a
position to accept these principles to seek
further instructions;

(3) agreed to resume discussion of this matter at a
later date either in the Council or in the
Committee of Iiconomic Adviscrs,.
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1I. EPROPAGANDA ATTACKS ON GENLRAL HBUSING.R

Reference: C-R(62)2

30, The GERMAN LULRUSENTATI$u said that in the Council
discussion of 17th January some of his collcagues seemed to have
based their arguments on the aosumptlon that the Soviet attack on
General Heusinger was an isolated| act which had elready fallen
into oblivion and would not be repeated. Unfortunately this was
not the case. The latest issue of "Krasnaja Swesda' had
contained new and very violent atpacks against General Heusinger,
from which the TASS Agency had, on 16th January, published
extensive excerptse. Judging from expericnce with Soviet
propaganda in the past, 1t was to|be expected that the propaganda
campaign against General Heuolnger would be continued by the
Soviet Union and by the Communlstwpropaganda apparatus until the
Soviet Union considered its usefulness to be exhausted. His
authorities were convinced that in the coming months this campaign
would spread, particularly to thejnon committed countries. The
so—-called "aggressive' nature of N\TO and the alleged domination
of the NATO military machine by German militarists were favoured
topics for Soviet propaganda in the non—-committed world. The
attacks against General Heuolnber{fltted perfectly into this
theme. His Government, therefore, believed that the Council
should issue a declaration now which could be referred to in all
future cases of attacks against General Heusinger.

31. He had that morning 01rLu1ated a letter giving details
on this Soviet campaign within th E United Nations. It was to be
expected that, in accordance w1tﬂ practlce, U. Thant would
circulate the Soviet NNote of 5th January to all 104 member
countries as régucsted by the SOWth Government, The circulation
of this Note would give a new Boost to the Soviet campaign. His
Government did not consider it conceivable for the NATO countries
not to react to the Soviet campailgn against General Heusinger in
the United Nations. It proposed, therefore, that the declaration
by the NATO Council should be fOHWarded to U. Thant with a request
to him to circulate it to member states il he circulated the
Sov1ut Note of 5th January.

32. The DANISH RL} RMSLNTATIVL recaffirmed his Covernment's
full confidence in CGeneral Heu51nger, and its belief that these
attacks might damage NATO. It thought however, that a NATO
reply in the United Nations would not impress the non-committed
countries; which were inclined to think NATO an “aggressive"
organlzatlon, nor would it prevent a Sovict bloc country Ifrom
raising mischievous guestions in |the United Nations. A NATO
declaration might, therefore, doimore harm than good, but he was
prepared to defer to the magorlty view 1if this was in favour of
sugh a declaration.

-12-] NATO SECRET
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33. The UNITED KINGDOM REPRESENTATIVL agreed that everything
possible should be done to scotch these grossly false accusations.
Doubting whether a NATO communigué would be the most effective
method, he suggested that it would be preferable for individual
countries to use the material provided by the Chairman to answer
accusations or gquestions in the press or Parliament as they saw
fit; and that in the United Nations all mcember governments should
reply individually, but on similar 1ines, to the Secretary
General, inviting him to circulate these replies. This latter
procedure would avoid attaching any NATO label to the operation.

3L, The NORWEGIAN REPRESENTATIVL, supporting this view,
thought that the proposed Council declaration seemed apologetic
and did not in fact refute the substance of the Soviet charges.

35, The TURKISH REPRESENTATIVL emphasised that the defence

~of General Heusinger was the concern not only of Germany but of

NATO as a whole. A communigué could only be valuable as a
statement of fact, and to reassure testern public opinion, which
might wonder at NATQO silence on this subject. He thought that
the suggestion by the United Kingdom Representative represented
the most effective way of dealing with this campaign.

36, The BHLGIAN REFRESENTATIVE could agree to a NATO
communigué and also to the suggestion for United Nations action
put forward by the United Kingdom Representative.

37. The CANADIAN RIPRESENTATIVE, supporting the United
Kingdom Representative, thought that while the Council might
agree on a communigué, it would be preferasble to wailt to issue
this communigué at a time when it would have the maximum
psychological effect.

38, The PFRENCH, ITALIAN, LUXEMBOURG, MNITHISRLANDS and UNITED
STATES REPRESINTATIVES could agree to a .70 communiqué if this
was the wish of the German authorities, The Netherlands and
United States Representatives made some suggcstions for a more
forceful communigué.

39. The CHAIRMAN, summing up the discussion, noted that
there was agreement that member governments should defend General
Heusinger, since he was the servant of the Council. The only
point at issue was what was. the best way to achieve this end.

He suggested that the German Representative should report the
opinions expressed to his authorities, and inform him of their
views.

e T NATO SECRET
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4O+ The COUNCIL:

(1) invited the German Representative to obtain
instructions in the light of the discussion,
and to inform the Chairman therecof;

(2) requested the International Staff to circulate
a2 new draft communiqué in the light of the
suggestions made in discussion.

NATO COMPIDENTIATL

ITT. VISIT OF UNITED STATES CRUISER "LONGBIACH"

b1. The UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE said that the nuclear-
powered cruiser "Longbecach? would call at Le Havre from
20th - 26th January, following on a visit to Bremerhaven. This
would represent her first two calls, His authorities thought
that the Council might wish to visit the cruiser while in
Le Havre; such a visit would provide useful publicity, not only
to "Longbeach” but also to the indivisibility of the NATC defence
effort,

L2, The CHAIRMAN suggested that a suitable day would be
Thursday, 25th January.

L3, The COUNCIL:

invited the Chairman to pursue this matter
with the United States Delegation.

NATO UIICLASSIFIED

IV. DATE OF THE NIXT MELTING

4. Wednesday, 2Lth January, 1962, at 10.15 a.m.

OTAN/NATO,
Paris, XVie.
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