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United States

Honorable Christian Herter, Under Secretary of State
Honorable Robert Murphy, Deputy Under. Secretary of State
General Nathan Twining, Chairman,. Joint Chiefs of Staff
Honorable ILivingston Merchant, Assistant Secretary of State
for European Affairs
Honorable John N. Irwin, II, Assistant Secretary of Defense
for International Security Affairs
Herbert N. Loper (Major General, retired), Assisgtant to the
Secretary of Defense for Atomic Energy ’
Brigadier General James W. Whisenand, Special Assistant to
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
.Mr. Woodbury Willoughby, Director, Office of British Commonwealth
. and Northern European Affairs, Department of State
. Mr. LaRue Lutkins, Deputy Director, Office of Chinese Affairs,
N - Department of State
»Mr. Raymond Courtney, Office of the Special Assistant to the
Secretary of State for Disarmament and Atomic Energy
»_Colonel David R. Crocker, Canadian Branch, Vestern Hemisphere
Region, Department of Defense
Mr. James Parker, Canadian Affairs, Department of State
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Honorable Norman Robertson, Under Secretary of State for External Affairs
General Charles Foulkes, Chairman, Chiefs of Staff Committee

Air Vice Marshal Max M. Hendrick, Chairman, Canadian Joint Staff
Honorable A. E. Ritchie, Charge d'Affalres, Canadian Embassy

Honorable SaulRae, Cansdian Minister

Mr. Philip E. Uren, First Secretary, Canadian Embassy
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Place of Meeting: Mornlng session, Room 5104, New State Building
Afternoon session, Room 5106 New State Building

Meeting Opened: .10:30 a. m.
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Iuncheon given by Deputy Under Secretary of State, Robert Mnrphy, at Pre51dent‘3f i
Guest House: 1:00 p. m. ' g
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2:30 p; m. .
| Series B Revised.

Meeting Resumed ;

Meeting Closed: 3:30 p. m. L\
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Air—ta—air nuclear missiles for Canadian air defense forces in

JI

U. 8. - CAHADA FOLI’EICWMLI’EABY NEE

November 19, 1958

. Under Beeretary Herter opened "tﬁet’meﬁm By Weleoming-the Cenadisn-group-
{';o.-,anather 1nfoml~politica;l—*—mﬂi§ary"meeft:ing: -Ee- sald that the main purpose
of this @eeting was to have a yreliminmv exchangeof views on'a number of
Joint defense problens which “would be examined further by Ca'bine’c Ministers-
et the. f‘i;g.fsfb meeting of the Canada-United States Ministerial 'Comx_;d:ttee omn "’
Joint Defense: sel'_ae&ulgd" to~'be~ held in Paris, Decembeér 15. He expresséd -
Tregret th,a’t due“tb other commitments he could remain only s few minutes but
be was haypy to be a.'ble to t‘urn the chair over to Mr. m;rphy ‘who - had ‘been -

elcsely aasoeiated with many nesotiati'ons with Cansds on - joint- defenae ‘matters.
.sition and Control of Defenaive

Problems Conngcted with the Ac
Iﬂ'mlsar espons in Canada.

General Foulkes- referreﬂ to- a. recent acpproaeh which he had put to -

General Twining for consideration with regard to Canadien requirements for

nuclear weapona.
Cenadian requirements were as follows:

L. I.a éresse wespons with nucleer warkeeds for Cenedian NATO forces

in Europe. o o ’
2. Nuelear warhesds for BOMARC sq;uad:mns in Canadsa.
3.

JForth Americe. _ _
k. Nuclear depth charges for Cehedisn emti-submsrine forces in the

Atlantic.
\ General Foulkes  Bald that. the Cansdien Govermsesnt would 1ike to see

‘arrengements for equipping Canadian forces with thess nusiear wvegpons te be in {,f
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Lponsonance with the general prlnciples %hdbarrangements for equipplng'ﬁATO
forces in Europe with nuclear weapons. . The Canadian Government felt that it
would be better 1f no exceptions were made for Canadian air defense forces in
North America. It would be easier for the Governmcnt to explain that arrange-
ments with the U. S. for equipping Canadien forces with nuclear weapons were ﬁii

being carried out under the NATO framework. General Foulkes said ‘that he had

. therefore asked the U. S. JCS to consider whether:

1. Direct negotiations could be carried out with SACEUR in his capacity ZéF_
as CINCEUR for equipping Canadian NATO foreces in Europe with nuclear warheads E;
under the NATO stockplle concept W1th SACEUR retaining custody.

/ 2. CINCNORAD in his capacity as CINCONAD could retain custody of nuclear
weapons for Canadian air defense forces in North America in the same way as
SACEUR.

3. SACILANT in his capacity as CINCLANT could be custodian of nuclear anti-

submarine devices required by Canadian Atlantic forces.

General Foulkes said that at a later date there might be a Canadian require-

ment for nuclear weapons on the West Coast but this was not urgent at the

present time. |
o,

General Twining said that this approach was being studied by tﬂe JCS and

that he didn't see any reason why satisfactory srrangements couldn't be worked

out.

General Loper sald that this spproach did not appear to present any problcm
B~

but that problems could arlse W1th regard to the conditions under Whlch nuclea7( 9 ﬁ;/
N‘ /

‘Warheads would be released. The problems in this connection mlght not be the .

same in Europe and North America and rules of release might be different. fﬁkb




' of cmnem who - wnld be 1n the best position to say how they were to be

mmW

 Gemsral Foulkes: said that 1f the U. 5. Joint Chiefs of Staff were

.agreep.‘;alé to tl_:iu' a:ppreach ‘th&-gext step-would be for both Governments to
yo_zfl;ﬂ O}t_t_ an g:tcﬁqng&;"of Notes- on'-~the~general principles to govern the equip-
Ping of Canadian r_oraes with defensive nuclear weepons. Such an agreement |
"wqula. provide: -

1. ﬁ 8. eus’oody of ‘the nuclear warheads and their release as \ 43
authorize& by the- President. )

2. Btorsge fecilities to be provided by Canade;

3 Cenada to provide the ngcessary security end precauvtionary measures

Geneml Foulkes said the:b detaile on storage; salvage : e*cc. gould be
mkcd out 1n nepamte asraemnts with BACEUR SACLANT end CINCRORAD, These
‘n‘ggurgte.:mmnfbl e par'biculazf;y the one Wwith CINCKORAD, would teke time to
work og’c‘n Emv‘er, the question of equippiné Cenadian forces with nuclesr
wespons . night be raised when Parlisment reconvened in January aud the cmad:ta.n
berment would like to be able to amnounce thet negotiations with the United.
_ Btates were in progress. /\,\

Mr., Murph y sa&id ke saw no ob:jeetion to working out an exchange of mﬁaa
on 'bhe basis outlined by General Foulkes.

. Nr Irwin said he weated to point out one Posalble problen 1P arrange-

ments between Cenade emd the .. 8. were to be iGentified as pm«& of ‘the cver<all: .-
'Mmﬁ.me_eanm‘. - A8, J.at;@r date it m:&gﬁr*h e dnalivable So haukle arrangenents with

t the pattern, 1%




-

~m:!.gh*l:. be politically difficult to set up a different one la.ter on.

General I*’oulkes said thect Canada recognized that individual arrange-

ment;s. would hecve‘ to be worked out for-each theatre but that 'his Government

wou;l.d' like: to reach egreement on general principles at this time:

Mr Robertson suggested it would be d.es,iré.ble that any public announce-

_.me'zit:‘be & broad-statement to ﬁhé effect that mangemeni:é ere being ﬁeéotiated'-

with the U. 8. for equipping Canad.ian forces with defensive nuclesar weapons

This would avgid differentiating between problems faced with respect to the

' ‘different weapons .

Mr. Herter sa.id tha’c ‘he- also felt that any statement should not be pre-
cise but should be limited to a general one. | :

General Foulkes agreed wi'bh this viewpolnt and said that no announcement

would ’oe made until a:!'ter the Ministerial Comittee meeting in December:

Mr. Robertaon sald he would like to emphasize twe points (1) political |

problems with regard to air-to-e.:l.r missiles for North Americen air defense

' a.m aifferent from’ those in Eurqpean countries, end, (2) as stated by General

Foulkea, :Lt would be politically easier for Caunede to make special a.rransemen’cs
with the United. States w:l.thin the general NA’I‘O ccmtext even though the an"ange-
mnts might not be exectly the ¢ same as 1n NATO. The firat could be met by
eoncurrently workins orut detailed arrengement .peculiar ~to North America direc'bly
Vi‘bh CINCNORAID and other comman&ara, the seeond by & genera‘ statement referring
to arrengements substantially the same as those mtwean the United States

and che:t"; NATO countries.

'_Géneré.l Foulkes saild ‘thati. one othew problemw he hed diswussed’ recently

‘ with General Loper was ws.tb. rege,rd to the salvegs of dswsged nuclear weapons.
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'He polnted out that there had been over 700 SAC 'flighta“"ovex" Canada in the
lest year. a_n&%%ha‘b “the Canadian Government was concerned with the insdequacy
of m&néeménts for d.ealing' ﬁi‘th* the saivage of" nuclea: weapons in crashes.
The orig'iﬁal arrangeme;rbs simply provided for USAF to send a team to conduct
salvage oper,a.ti-oﬁs at the scene of the crash but this would obviously be in;
adequate for a cresh several hundred milés north-of the Uni.ted states. He
sald 1t wau;’.';d. not be falr to put Canada in the position of not being able 'l':o
teke edequate measures to safeguard its citizens in the event of a crash of
& U. 8. plane carrying nuclesr wesapons. He said “that -sa'bisfa.ctoi'y arraggeqxe*grbsm

_ were now being worked out with USAF whereby USAF would train RCAF teams in

' salvege Qperé:tions and release enéugh infozﬁation 40 enable them to desal witﬁ

craeh'tes'.

I3

Genera.l Loper pointed out that while USAF was proceeding as far as

it could with the- tra.ining of RCAF teams, there were certain types of informa
tion rela;bir_xg to saﬂety procedures which could not be 'released under the present
‘bilatera,l e,greement with Canada dealing with atomic energy cooperation for-
mutual ciefense purposes. He said that in order to give Canada sufficient infor-
‘metlion to deal with any conceivable type of accident it would be necessery to
conclude a new bilateral agreement. He said that a new draft agreement was’
being prepared along parallel lines to the UK agreement exce;t that 3;1: would

not cover details of weepons designa.

‘General Twining reised the question of whether the U. 8. could proceed

with warking&aou’c arrangements for storage of Mb~l wuckets at Goose Bay for

| JUBAF interceptors.

941112°/7]




Gepersl Foulkes said that storsge of ‘muclear weapons in Canada for 131

ﬁ". 8. fqrees would have to awalt the settlement of the ‘question of storage A
Toz em%adi'ani’.'fer‘e‘#. The Canadian ~Gaveiment"did ‘not want to announce / | 3

o

',atorage for U.,S. forces 1n Censde until arrangements had been worked out
,G— e e e v

or storage of ‘maclear weapons-for-Canadian forces. [ f -
Kr. Karehant asked. General Foulkea vhether the* Government-to-ﬁovement

a@eement and the subsequent technical agreements ‘would have to be negotisted
" and aigned. eoncurren‘bly and . General Fonlkes sald that the gemeral sgreement

lshcmld. be conmeluded first and the technica.l agregments could be negotiated

-:la.ter. :
¥r. Merchant then referred to the cutstending U. 8. proyosal to store

»/ .

/%, / lnuclear weapons- for SAc at . Goose- Ba'y ‘and - asked whether sgreement by Canada on
tl}i_s p;o?qul vqgld. depend on-the techinical "Wemt-'vith CINCNORAD on storage

“ ' for Cindimn forces.| Gemeral Foulkas setd that the Censdian Government would
cons:lder this- proposal after the agm@mn’s on general principles had been

eoneluded. - — —

Mr, Irvrin inquired as. to whether the general ag:reement would cover other

than the MB-1 rocket and General Foulkes gadd 1t would epply to a.ll nuclesr

weapone since the canadie.n Govermment considered eueh wesapons to be defensive

in nature " ¥r. Robertson pointed out that ca.nada. would ‘have the mest Aiffi-

N culty in the matter of componente for strategic offensive weapone end thought
tpgt ﬁhi_s aspect of the probiem might be deferred pending satisfactory srrenge-

ments’ in the other categories. |
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o
gregedm"es ‘hed pm’ed;tﬁq cumbersome and that it would be easier. for 1
thee;é requests to -be :subm.itte& for governmental apprwal on & program basis
7 covering three to six months with individusl £light- clea.rances to be accom-
F%“”:Z% plished at the Service-to-Service level, He said that Buch & change in pro--
cedures was acceptable-to the Canadian Govermment. In answer to Mr. Murphy's

\(L . question, General Foulkes said that the approach to ch.ange the XYZ procedurea)

.should cmfrom +he U.. 8. ‘

v

_;_MI referred to the MB-l Overflight Agreement which expires _

»J’uly 1, 1959, and asked whether we ‘could proceed with Beeking certain modifi-

e S

ca.tions to this Agreement. L(}’eneral Foulkes said that this Agreement could

¥

'be G.ea.lt with as a separate item and praposed modifications to the Agreement i

1 could be Bubmitted to the Ca.nadian Govermuent before the Agreement exg.ieL

\next J"uly. Mr. Irwin = indicated tha:l; we would probably be eeeking modiﬁ-
_/—”’\ ] .

ecations to the Agreement in the near future.

‘2. Problems Connected with the Decle.ratmn by CIIWI‘SORGD of Increased
Statea of Military Readiness.

o gGeneral Foullces sa.id. that as a result of the racent Suez and

. /
[ kiddle East cris &3, the Gs.nadie.n Gevemment had become concerned with

CINGKQRAD.ﬁs;authori‘by under paragraph 101 of hie Temus of Reference to

 de¢lare increased states of readiness of forces under his operstional comtrol.

Uu&er thia em:hority he may increase the states of operational readiness of
his :t’ercee under the follcming cond:i:t;icmcs°
ST

1. For ’t:rpining purposes.

2 In the event of an unacceptab.gy large nupber m upknovns within/’

his w&ming sys/teij




- :u;pporiJ General Twining Ba.ié. that the JCS were studying this proposal end that

b U,\,Lf/j —=

_'The Cana&iw Govermnen'b agreed. tha‘t'. he thg;&»rétaig this a.uthority
under» conditiuus 'l and 2 sbove: - There was, however, ‘a ‘third "grey area"
in ,whj,ch ke could conceiva‘bly increase the state of readiness of his forces -

on his own because-of increased tensions in other areas of the world.: With- -

regerd to this "grey ares”, General Foulkes said that Canadian suthorities were:
igphé‘eﬁi‘nggif.sigcg they did not b_eiiev_e that CINCNORAD was in as good & position to
»_a.nsstegt‘a' te;nsioné’-as the Joint VChieffs who were in a position to get political
advice He was not suggesting that CINCNORAD's Terms of Reference be changed
ut rather that both Joint Chiefs egree to inform CINCNORAD thst under their
Agpt,_a;:g;fg:'j!;atiop 'o£~'ﬂ/par§graph 101 of his Terms of Reference he may increase the -

| O’_’pgi‘;jtinng} s‘ba.tés. of readiness of his forces. on his own only under conditions

1 and 2-sbove. | |

Ge_nei*al'l_‘oulkes said that during times of tension political problems
¥ere great and it would be eﬁxbarre;ésing if CINCNORAD increased the state of

"read;neas of his forces in a situ.ation vhich the Canadisn Government didntt’

T

4

,‘;-‘he ‘vas sure a satisfactory a.rrangement could be worked out.

: Mr. Irwin seld thet the question of placing a Commander in the field
:I_.i: too :Lnfiexible a.position would slso have to be considered in donnection
with this problem. A study of the whole matter, he said, was being mede in the -
JCS and ‘a veport would be forwarded to General Twining in the near future.

General Foulkes said that enother aspect which gave the Canadien

‘ Gpveﬁc@pent concern was the poseibility of 54C going into ap increased reediness

sta.?:ué which would ineclude the deployment of tewkers to refweling at bases
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' in Canada. Canedien suthorities consider it eskentisl that there should

‘né c_onm;lta_‘l_;iqg"_p:ior to such aqti-dn ‘during periods of tension since it

‘could 'bé_.:_lnte:r;préte@ by the Russians as an indication that a strike was
planned.

E G{ahgral Twining sald that the JCS would look into this matter also

and 'he was confident satisfactory arrangements could be worked out.

: m"; Rb'bertson obaerved that during periods of tension the Depart-

(_. -

o ment of Ex’cema.l Mfairs end the Department of Sta:be ‘should be in close touch.

‘ M z agreed.

3. Othes ‘Matters to be CQnsidered | by the Canada-United States
Ministerial Committee on Joint Defense.

a. Relationship of the Permanent Joint Board on Defense to the
- Ministerial Committee on Joint Defense.

. Mr. Robertson pointed out that the Permanent Joint Board on Defense

had. played en important role in the history of Cenadian U. S. relations and
.he fglt “that it was important thet it continue to have a significant function.

He said that in the fubure some of the problems such as were included for

' diTééiils‘sioﬁ‘-a.t this meeting could well be referred to the PJBD. This meeting

‘could then return to its original role of looking st problem areas throughout
“the world. |

Mr. Murphy agreed that the PJBD had performed a valusble function
‘:_Ln t_fge paé}: and said we would also like to see more of these Joint defense
pmﬁiems' referred to the Board.

General Foulkes sald that when the PJED was formed there were no

Joint Chiefs of Staff. Consequently, the militery members on the Board only
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Trepresented their respective isez*"vié’éé‘;:i;fi*rngy,*.;;hqwever,' most problems {rerel

dealt with betwsen the JCS's of both countrdes. If the PJBD were to consider

‘bhg‘nei_p;_'qb,lems s the Board-’xfoula. have to be reorganized to provide for JC8
-:’tepresenta‘bion. He said that he would not want to do anything to disturb

‘\the close cooperation now existing. between the mspeej:ive JCS's at the top

level. -

General 'Mﬂiﬁg_ ,po'inted' out that the military members on the U. 8.

Bection 6f the '-PJBb?’were a.is'o fépresezita.tives of the JCs.

Genera,l Foulkes sald that this then appeared to be a purely 1n'berna.l

'Gana.dian ;problem and that Bome Canadian reorganization might 'be needed.

‘Mr. Merchant suggested the desira‘bility of inviting the Canadian

a.nd.U 8.. cﬁsirmn<' of the PJBD to attend the December 15 and future meetings

. 'b'r.'tl;_ne Ministerial Committee in an edvisory capacity. He said that this

.

would serve as recognition of the Board's value.
M. Roberteon seid that this sounded like a good suggestion end

he would pass it on to authorities in Ottews and inform us shortly of their
reaction. .

- General Foulkea commented tha.t the presence of the U. S. and

_clna.d.ian chaiman er ‘the PJ:BD at Paris would offer a good way to asaure our
‘KAEO allies ths.t ‘the Ministerisl Committee meeting was purely a North

' Amrmm defense meeting.

b/ :Resctivation of the Compined Policy Committee.

Mr. Robertsoﬁ sald he regretted the long delay in answering the

U. 8. proposal of la.st,August,'&c— regctivate the Copmbined Poliey Committee. The

H
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: RATO a:l.:!.i.ats..~ He emphasized that this was ‘& personal observation and did

an Gxiltiné Committée a.nd not creating ény new machinery.

mm@mtﬁ"'vhicﬁ*'haﬁ"'m~w started last Jeuuary were ‘useful and"valuabié B
to the Befence Research Board and the reactivation of ‘the CFC would provide
a cover-all arrangement Hb anticipated that the Canadian Government‘would“
sgree 1 to the-U. 8. proposal either before or at the Ministerial Committee
meetimg. - |

Mr. Robertnon then- ‘sald he ‘personslly wundered "vhether-in view

or ment efrorba to raac.h & common program in NATO for development and.
production, it might be politically better to accept the security risks
involyggnggq exgggg thg‘countzy memhership of the CPC to include'other .
not rerlect the thinking of his Gavarnment.
- Mr. TIrwin ss.id. that this was an interesting obsewa.tion a.nd
W
althauzh it miaht have Bome validity from the political point of view,

lorioua problems would be encountered with respect tc provisions in ‘the

Atomic Energy Act dealing with the exchange of information in Research and
ngeiopment~ , _

Mr. gggxhx said that the U. 8. realized there might be political
objections in some qpnrters to the CPC being limited to Cenadien-U.S. -U K.
mnmbernhip, but we had to consider the practical aspects of trying to ex-
paad tha couﬁtry membership

Mr. Ree - said a point to keep ih‘mind was that we were reactivating

Mr. Rabertson concluded: his rem&rks on thig item by stating that

Censds welcomed the invitat&on t0 reactivate the CPC and he enticipated &

favoreble responae would be forthceming Luasi-




c. and :
d. -Integration of U. S.-Canadisn Defense Prod.uction - Cost
'Bhe.r‘l.ng_Arrmgements

. Mr < tI?cﬂ:ez%l:s'cnf": »sﬂs;;_!;qfﬂaj;;axi_iian ‘representatives were interested in

leerning th&ia:teét*ﬁmlopmbs" on these 1tems.'
M Irwin ‘Tecalled - that ‘e’ Canadian-U. 8. Committee s consisting-

on the U. 8. slde; of- the Service Assistant Secretaries concerned with materiel,-

had been set up to consider the problem of production sha:ring in Joint d.efense

 #nd cost gharing arrangements: Telated thereto. This committee met for the ;firs‘*” B

fime in Ottavs onOctober 9 and-as & result, e steering committee and three
yr_gyl_:ﬁiﬁngjvglzch:‘t?is_:wgre-:ggta;}:rl:j:-shed‘to--s;budy"the- ?zjoblems involved and to ma.ke
recomendations to the main commi‘ctee. A second" meeting was held yesterday :
(Nevenfbsr 18)-1in- “Washington and:- 'bhings seemed to be moving along the lines
,supported by both Gmmeuts.

L Mr R:Ltchie sa.id that the atmosphere &t yesterd&y's meeting was
very good, and. that 'bhe Cana&ian representatives felt that real efforts were
JDeizg, ma:ia towards integ_ration of Canadian-U. 8. defense ‘production. Many )

probleme had been 1den‘bified an& things appeared to be noving ahead satisfac-

"borily, al‘ﬁhough cuncrete results remained to be seen. Mr. Ritchie emphe.sized

'bhat it was the Canadisn hope that some concrete results could be reported ‘py

‘bhe ‘time of the Minister;!.al Meeting 1n December. He mentioned Canadian c:oncern

j:hat the "Buy An;egeiga.“ Act might cauge difficulties with regard to Cana.dian
fp;ijoapeeta for bharin’g '1n -defense pro&uc*tiﬁi. ﬁmtwd that this matter
wes 'being reviewed ‘by U. 8. authorities at & high level spd Eoped that serious |,

problems would not d,evelop becwsa of this 474,
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&Mgrefme&"to fhe*t}ana:&ian -'-deci si—on to limi‘c : proc’tuctj_on g
of‘ tho ezé-ms snd- askedﬁeml Fmﬂkes for'hts comments “with mspect to

this deciaion. ) General Foulkes said tha'b ‘new ‘weapons systems were getting 8O -

‘comlicu‘be& apﬁ the ‘costs 80" great that Canaé‘.a; was’ being priced out 01’ this
ﬁ.eld.. The dmlopmezrb of ‘bhe CF-105 simply 'highlighted 1:h:h.’,‘problem.~ He
point_ed_mzt that the costs of developing a.nd producing one a.ircra.ft in Cenada
'wm TUCh higher t‘xmn in ‘bhe II. s., since Canadian requiremen‘bs were much
maller. It Casts were to #pend-twlce as much as the U. 8. for one aircraft,
its ebility'"to-phare'the"mu'aen“of"doint" Defense ‘wouid in effeot be reduced
1bg~one:hﬂf The oxrly Boiution appeared to be some ‘bype of pooling arre.nsement
with_ream to the- _production of weapona. Ca,neda must s therefore » get into the
production -of comyonents for Joint Gefense weapons. M__z.ﬂ_) Y said. tha.t the:

‘coﬁts of: no&ern Weapons ayeteme ,posed. a serious problem for NA’I‘O as a whole.

: Mr. Ro‘bertson ‘agreed but a.dd.od that the problem et the moment was more acute

'batween ca,oa.da. ‘and the United States. Mr. Irwin said it would probably be

pasier to work qut Bomethins with respect to the Caz'xadia.n-U. 8. problems.
Mr. Robertson said Cenada had & highly skilled sta.t"f in the

e e .-

w:l.a.tion indug’cry which it did. not want to lose. It was urgent, therefore, thet.
mciprocal amngements be worked out with respect to defenso production to
pormit speeialtizo.t;on“and_"_che most effective utiliz_ati_on of resourcesi.

Hr. m»z mad.e the o'bservation that there ms & great deal more
wvartagé in. the Weatern countriea than 4n the Soviet bloc in the utilization of
humen enf other resdurces.

Gengrsl Foulkes then twrned to 4he question of cosl gharing in

Joint defense -end sald thet this wes e comgisi pritlien. ‘the =2asiest solutionm,




be said, would-be for-Canads to provide the bricks snd mortar and the-U. S.
?Q p?§y;$§”?y§“gqntpm:nt“but this would run counter to the principle of
Pmdmc&:ﬁ.m“shgx‘-ipg: )

. ¥r: Robertson said-that-a-solution to the production - sharing

- Problen¥ould pave the way for-srriving st mutually satisfactory cost sharing

arrengemonts:: e sa1d it vuwld he'a grest help if the vorking gromps on
production sharing could meke st least preliminery decisions or recommendations
by the time of the Ministerisl Committes meeting in Paris. Othervise Canedisn
indqstry .;voulé _ faggf-a~-very”'d1ffi‘cu1f-' situation -quring the coming winter.
W skid that: e fully underatood the Ce.naﬁ.ia.n problam

..’ . . -

a.nd waulﬂ:. imeu on our people worki.tng on this problem the urgency of the

uituatiop .

Genera.l Foulkee and. General 'J.‘wining sa.id they would see whether

.thair reapeative JCB'B could ‘be: of any assieta.nce in thie problem.

3 e.. Alministrative Arrangenents for the Decémber Meeting of
Manada-ﬂ. 8. ¥inisterial Committee on Joint Defemse.

Mrt Merchant said that & morning or afternoon meeting at the

ca,na.aian Embassy as proposed. by ‘the Cenadiesns was agreeable. We hae. at this

. }‘ai@l& er iteme 'to suggelt in addition to those suggested by the Canadians. - One

poin:.. hmwiahed to raige was with respect to potentisl difficulties in NATO if

"shera we:m to be publicity in Parls about a bilateral Canada-U.S. Ministerisl

gg@iﬁ@‘ mg;@g. ~ We wished to avoid eny feelings that inner circle groups
were f'pge._:@x’zg forined in RATO. We would prefer, thercfurs, Lo heve no press release
in Peris eithai' before or after the NATO meeting end wondered whether Canadion

Ministers woula be agreeable to holding up any sumouncsment uatil after their

| TOP SECRET ..




return to Ottm

- Mr. Robertson wondered how practicalw that. would be in view of the

gré&‘a zﬁmber of correspon&ents vho would; 'b¢ dn Paris at thet time butb sa.id he
would tuke up this question on- his Teturn to Ottawa..

h Fa.r Eastern Sitnation‘, e

‘l'his 11;em was’ cpened with a. briefing by Colonel Russel Brock on

the' mili‘bary sitnat:lon in the Far East, which included & review of the diB-
position and strengbh of forces in tha.t ‘area.

Follawing the briefing there was & general diqcussion of the .CHICOM

attempt ‘o knack out Quumoy by Artillery bom'bardment.

_‘ Geueral ‘I’Grini_g said that he had ha.d a recent conversation with

‘@ng?glfeng;()h_ipf .of the Chinese Army, who informed him that morale on the
‘island was .l_zigh' &nd thet demsge hed been slight. The CHICOMS evidently had
thought they could knock ot Quemoy by shelling and thst the shelling combined
'with propaganda-leaflets would bring about the capitulation of the CHINAT

- forces. - He saild ‘thet the situation hed been touch and go in the early days

ans;“thg CHINA'I‘S Were not equipped or trained to handle the resupply operation.
The U. S. showed them how to load and unload end the CHINATS were now convinced
that there was no ‘question but that the island could be supplied under con-

ditions of artillery bombardment. General Twining pointed out that the CHICOMS

were careful not to use their air force in strikes against the island which
probebly meant they did not want to extend their @éerations -8t this time beyond
artillery bombardment.

Mr. Robertson inquired whether the CHICOMS hal shown any change of

‘at‘citpde at Warsaw. He wondered whether ;m.m gquesbion of reduction of CHINAT

1




i'orces~ on Quemy*vanm hm “any" effect """ ‘on their-sttitule. Mr. Murphy - sald:
that thm hud: beenmq reflection of ‘any change in-the CHICOM ettitude- at -
the Warm talks. _They maintained that the size of CHINAT forces was an
internal Chmu; mbterin"'whi:ch""forei'gners"were'-not“involved
B | Mri Intiins' said-thet-the U. S, put forward the question of
red.uction Qf the‘eEIM‘l‘ :t‘orces “to-the-CHICOMS in Wa::m bnt that our over- \
tures were xt'buffed. The CHICOMS said thet the only matter for discussion was
U. 8. 1nterfrence :I.n Chinese internal affairs and the question of the with-
drawal 01" B. 8. torcerﬁmthe ‘Taiwen Straits grea.
| ' Krm hy- said 1t vas clear that their e.ll—out effort to reduce.
the 1,slam1 ‘oy arttllery bombardment ‘had failed end 1t was now a question of

} uving ra.ce. The- U. 8. ‘had tried to help them save face in Warsaw but they

d.idn t reipond. ‘He pointed out. the.t The CHICOM failure hed & salutary effect

' on the J‘apa.neae. R:3 the u. 8. had given way. in the face of this threat , -bhe

: Ja;po.nese would. have been very uﬁha.ppy

_ Mr Ro’ber'bson thanked the U. S. representatives foxr thcir helpf‘ul

coments on this. a.nd. the ‘other items on the agenda. and for the courtesies ex-
tended to the Canadia.n delegation

Mgﬂhz closed the meeting and expressed his thanks to the

J,ﬂg\nadilm delega.tion for their helpful eontribution to the discussions. '




