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MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

MEMORANDUM FOR PHIL DUR✓ 
BOB HELM 
RICHARD LEVINE 
AL MYER 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

OLLIE NORTH 

DICK BOVERIE µ 
Defense Issues 

October 22, 1982 

The issues in the attached recent articles are representative 
of the numerous defense issues related to NATO and other 
alliances which the defense group should be squarely on top of. 
I find it unconscionable that the defense group in the 
White House has essentially no role in, or even direct knowledge 
of, such matters. In these areas, we just read the newspapers 
and watch the train go by. When I return from TDY, we should 
get together and figure out a way to get on top of all of this. 
No more dallying -- time is up. 

This should not be confused with political issues, which are 
handled very nicely by the NSC staff regional offices. 

Attachments 

Tab I Washington Post article, Oct 22, 1982, 
p. A21, "How to Get Less from the Allies," 
by Robert W. Komer. 

Tab II Baltimore Sun article, Oct 21, 1982, 
p. 9, "Senators set for battle over size of 
America's European force," by Charles Corddry. 

Tab III Pittsburgh Press article, Oct 15, 1982, 
p. B2, "Soviets Aim for Allied Weapons," 
by Lance Gay 

Tab IV Los Angeles Times Editorial, Oct 18, 1982, 
"Defense Without Nuclear Arms." 

P.S. I have talked to Jon Howe about whether it might be 
useful to reinvigorate the IG on NATO conventional 
forces. Jon responded positively; we'll probably see 
some action soon. 
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enators set for battle over size of America's European force 
By Charles W. Corddn 
Washington Bureau qt The Sun· 

Washington.:...:.A new Senate COD· 
frontation .,over the size of America's 
mi4ta,ry force ii) · Europe seemingly 
was assured yesterday when Senator 
Sam Nunn (D, • Ga.) announced he 
would try to overturn a troop-cut 
measure and get strength frozen at 
present levels. 

The fight, projected for the De
cember post-election congressional 
session, could be the hottest on the 
troop issue in more than a decade
barring some now unexpected com
promise wi_th Senator Ted Stevens, 
the assistant majority leader, who is 
the prime mover for cuts. 

The Reaaz:an administration has 
said tbrcugh Defense Sec:!"etary Cas
par W. Weinberger that ~oop reduc
tion.. would be "disastrous." It thus 
seE;ill!I ~ely to be at l011St partially 
allied wtth the Georgia Democrat 
agail:::t Mr. Stevens, an Alaska Re
publican who received full Republi
can backing in the Senate defense ap
propriations subcommittee. 

With the outcome now far from 
clear, the troop-cut fight turns on 
such issues as high U.S. defense 

• spending at a time of big federal defi
cits, the adequacy of E'uropean con
tributions to Western security and 
pique over E:1ropean suppo::-t for the 
trans-Siberian gas pipeline. 

Mr. Nunn, who is a leading Senate 
authority on Western defense, said in 
a speech yesterday that U.S. troon 
streng..h must net be calculated "on 
the basis of anger and fiscal frustra
~on." 

The se~ator cm:tended that unilat
eral Amer.can cuts now would under
mine chances of negotiating East
West limit.tiom on conventional 
military forces, and reduction of nu
clear arms in Central Europe as well. 

To that extent, he fully backed 'the 
Reagan administration. But he also 
proposed a freeze on current U.S. 
troop strtilgth in Europe w.itiJ tlij? 
allies ·oin in a "lan for viable con 

o com-
ooi]M'D: forces w EnrQ . • . 
The administrJtion plans to JD

crease the number -of U.S. troops in 
Europe by several thousand in fiscltl 
1983 and so is unlikely to throw full 

SENATORSQ •• Pg.4 

WASHIN 

MorocCTl:n IGng Here to Pursue 
Reagan·' s Bid for Mideast Peace 

By Jolm M. Goshko 
and Richard M. Weintraub 

Washington Post Stall Writers 

A high-level Arab delegation 
headed by Morocco's King Hassan II 
arrived here yesterday for discus
sions with President Reagan on Fri
day about his peace initiative for the 
region. 

Today Secretary of State George 
P. Shultz will meet with Israeli For
eign Minister Yitzhak Shamir for 
the third time in a week to review 
the problems impeding an agree
ment on the withdrawal of Israeli 
and other foreign forces from Leb
anon. 

The two sets of meetings involve 
what U.S. officials call "the separate 
but parallel tracks" that the admin
istration is pursuing in hope of re
solving what it regards as the two 
most urgent problems affecting the 
region: settlement of the Lebanon 
crisis and, beyond that, ending the 
Arab-Israeli conflict. 

But despite the flurry of diplo
matic activity-which also included 
a meeting Tuesday between Reagan 
and Lebanon's new president, Amin 
Gemayal-the progn<>sis among U.$. 
officials and other diplomatic ob
servers is that many weeks, and 
probably months, will be required 
before there are any signs of even a 
tentative breakthrough on either 
problem. 

Administration sources now con
cede that Shultz, who had hoped to 
capitalize on the momentum of Rea
gan's Sept. I speech outlining his ini
tiative by going to the Midd_le East 
this fall, now believes there is ho 
point in attempting such a journey 
until next year. 

As State Department spokesman 
John Hughes .said yesterday in re
sponse to questions about the pur
poses of the Arab delegation's visit, 
"It's one. more step in a continuing 
process. It may seem lengthy and 
drawn out. But it's a complex pro
cess and it's going to take time." 

In addition to Hassan, the Arab 
delegation is expected to . include 
representatives of Syria, Saudi Ara-

3 

bia, Jordan, Tunisia and Algeria. 
Its aim is to explain to Reagan the 

stance the Arab League adopted last 
month in Fez; Morocco, calling for 
Israeli withdrawal from occupied 
Arab territoriies and establishment 
of an independent Palestininian 
state in the West Bank and Gaza 
Strip under the leadership of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization. 

On its face, the Fez declaration is 
a rejection of Reagan's . initiative, 
which advocates eventual autonomy 
for the West Bank and . Gaza "in as
sociation with Jordan." 

However, U.S. officials have 
tended to regard the Fez declaration 
as an opening position for protracted 
diplomacy that eventually might 
move the Arab states closer to the 
U.S. position; and the administration 
is encouraged by one provision in the 
Fez statement implying an eventual 
Arab recognition of Israel's right to 
exist. 

Shamir had been visiting Costa 
Rica and stopped in the United 
States for 24 hours en route home. 
Reliable sources said Shultz offered 
last week to have Reagan's special 
Lebanon negotiator, Morris Draper, 
meet Shamir in New York to brief 
the Israeli minister on Gemayal's 
visit, but it later was decided to have 
Shultz and Shamir talk directly. 

The meetings with Shamir and 
Gemayal made clear that there is a 
gulf between Israel's proposals for a 
security zone in southern Lebanon 

• that would leave the region effective
ly under Israeli control and Ge
mayal's preference for giving the 'job 
of policing such a zone to an ex
panded multinational force that 
probably would have to include U.S. 

tr~iper will return"fo tfie"ai-ea over 
the weekend to make a new try at 
cutting through the differences, but 
there is growing pessimism in official 
U.S. circles about the chances of get
ting an agreement that will see for
eign forces withdrawn from Lebanon 
by year's end. 
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WASHINGTON - For the first time in 
more than 20 years, the Soviet Union has 
revised its military tactics in Europe and 
created a division-sized armored force to 
burst through the front line of battle and 
capture Allied nuclear weapons. 

Gen. Bernard Rogers, supreme allied 
commander of NATO forces in Europe, told 
reporters the new Soviet strategy was tested 
for the first time last year during Warsaw 
Pact exercises on the Polish border. 

"Although it is new in this a2e, I think it 
reverts to the mobile forces the Soviets had 
in World War II," Rogers said. "Its purpose 
is to get into our rear and attack our 
command and control centers and logistics. 
But its most important function is to get to 
our nuclear-,capable units." 

The 12,000 men assigned to the new 
Soviet division were drawn from existing 
forces in East Germany. They are equipped 
with 350 tanks, 140 artillery pieces and 
about 100 attack helicopters. 

Rogers expects to see three or four more 
of the highly mobile divisions created as 
soon as the new strategy is implemented. 

The change in tactics fllkes advantage of 
the central strategic weakness of NATO war 
plans, which call for committing all a'lail
able forces in E~rope to a front-line, defense. 

Normal military strategy calls for keep
ing one-third of the forces in reserve, bu~ t.tte 
NATO plan counts on quickly moving for{:es 
from America to Europe to back up front-
line units. ~. 

The new Soviet divisions would attempt 
to break through the front lines and speed 
toward American units that are equippedlo 

STEAITH ••• Continued 
plant in Evendale, Ohio. 

Thus, to its extreme discomfort, the East 
Hartford-based Pratt & Whitney Group of the 
nation's second-largest defense contractor, 
United Technologies Corp., has been relegat
ed to the role of a spectator while its arch
rival, General Electric, suits up for the start
ing lineup in both major bomber projects. 

The plan to produce a Stealth version of the 
B-1 - an apparent move to provide some 
price competition for Northrop - involves a 
third California firm, the Lockheed Corp. of 
Burbank. Lockheed, a loser to Northrop in the 
contest to do the initial Stealth design work, 
has teamed up with Rockwell International, 
builder of the B-1. 

pert said. 
Lockheed's famous "Skunkworks," the re

search unit that has developed many U.S. se- . 
cret weapons, including . the high-flying U-2 '. 
spy plane, has been ~orking on Stealth tech
nology for years. The aerospace grapevine 
has buzzed with reports that Lockheed has 
already developed a prototype of a Stealth 
fighter. It is reportedly about the size of the 
Navy's F-18 fighter and has some of the de
sign configuration of the space shuttle. 

Stealth technology - the ability to hide an 
aircraft's radar signature - is actually a 
combination of many design and engineering 
innovations. The basic idea is to deny flat sur
faces, reflecting materials and beat to prob
ing radar signals. 

Rounded surfaces, smaller · tails, special 
Amid Air Force claims that it has nothing plastic coatings, thermal paints and other 

to do with the project, Rockwell and Lock- techniques are being designed into Stealth 
heed are putting their heads together to de- aircraft to absorb or diffuse the radar beams. 
velop a Stealth version of the B-1. With no surfaces or materials to bounce 

Their new radar-evading B-1, ostensibly, from, the enemy radar picks up no images. 
would be 'a-•long•ra~-ge-··interceptor ~ -not ·a· The operator' s scope remains blissfully clear 

. long-range bo!fiber h~e _the present B-1. of any threats. In theory, opposing intercep-
But the Lockheed-Rockwell plan is draw- tors and ground-to-air missile sites are not 

ing iskeptical reaction. The reason: the B-1 alerted and the Stealth bombers can streak 
isn't your everyday, garden variety intercep- unmolested toward their targets. 
tor. An interceptor is an aircraft that is de- • 
signed to shoot down attacking enemy bomb- The new Rockwell-Lockheed venture will 
ers, missiles and fighters. be privately funded under a memorandum of 

In today's modern air warfare, an intercep- understanding between the two firms, say 
tor is a supersonic, highly maneuverable various published reports. Lockheed will em
fighter. The Navy's F-14 Tomcat and the Air ploy its Stealth knowledge to design new wing 
Force F-15 Eagle, both less than a third the edges for the Rockwell-built aircraft. The 
size of the B-1, are the two top U.S. intercep- team will also desjgn n~w _engi~ejplets, dPQrs handle nuclear weapons. . tors in the skies today. anaradar domes for the }3°1. The initial wotk, 

1-- ---0--2-0--0-C_T_ P--6- ---i however, is expected t9 be simply a paper 
WASH P ST g O Some military critics are openly scoffing at airplane - a concept rather than an actual 
V.S. Overstaled Its &wings, tthe idea that the Air Force would actually buy design. 

an aircraft that weighs 477,000 pounds to be General Electric is not involved in the 

Associated Press 
CAO Audit Report Contentls used as an interceptor. Rockwell-Lockheed effort. But since the big 

"I've never heard of a plane this big being engine firm is already a contractor on the 
used as an interceptor," a House Appropri- official B-1 and Stealth projects, it is expect
ations Committee staff member told Pefense ed to be more than a casual observer of the 
Week a leading defense industry publication. Rockwell-Lockheed Stealth effort. 

The Reagan administration may 
have overstated budgetary savings 
by $5.8 billion because of question
able reporting procedures, congres
sional auditors said yesterday. 

The General Accounting Office 
told a congressional panel that $5.8 
billion in savings reported by a pres
idential council reflected manage
ment commitments that might or 
might not result in savings. 

The GAO recomme~ded that the 
President's Council on Integrity and 
Efficiency make a separate report 
showing what commitments were 
carried out and ended up saving 
money. 

Th~ Pentagon also smells something obvi- Modern jet e_ngines present an especially 
ous. The usually well-informed industry pub- critical problem for Stealth aircraft. Power
licafion reported that Defense Department ful heat blasts from the jet's exhaust, eoupled 
officials are fretting over the Rockwell-Lock-. with the engine's revolving fan blades, re
heed B-1 project because they also envision portedly account for more than 70 percent of 
the proposed aircraft as a potential competi- an aircraft's radar image. 
tor to the Stealth bomber. • With its feet firmly planted in both the B-1 

Despite Defense Secretary Caspar Wein- and Stealth projects, General Electric ap
berger's credo that competition keeps down pears to be in a can't-lose situation. No mat
costs many Air Force types fear. that a B-1 ter who wins a possible Stealth bomber com
Stealth borober would accomplish the oppo- petition, the aircraft will have General 
site. Developing two Stealth bombers could Electric engines, unless Pratt & Whitney 
double development costs, enrage Congress manages to join the Rockwell-Lockheed alli
and en~~mger both projects, an industry ex- ance. 

2-F 
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!EDITORIALS! 
-----LOS / ANGELES TIMES 18 October 1982 (20) 

~c-~~ 

(~:~~~~~:~~: N_:I~ ~~~00- ••-
of Allied forc~s in Europe, is hardly a member of fe~ .. how.eve~~re ~ble until re-
the ban-the-homo · crowd. --But ·-he-is -convincoo-·c ently to see any alternaiiv~ . 
t~at, given the advances being made in conven- In the view of Rogers and a number of other t;X-
tional, non-nuclear weapons, • Western Europe perts, the picture is changing because of improve-
could be ~ccessfully defended without recourse to · ment.s already under way in the NATO forces, 
the atomic arsenal. Furthermore, he and a number more adequate stocks of ammunition and. most im-
of ot~er military leaders and defense experts have portant, improvements in non-nuclear weapons 
begun to say so. . technology. 

The emergence or a public <tialogue on the sub- The_ United States. has developed and tested a 
ject is extremely encouraging. Elimination of the number of . non-nuclear devkea capable of de- · 
present heavy reliance on tactical nuclear weap- straying runways, mauling widely dispersed tank 
ons for European· defense would probably ~o more forces and penetrating tough shelters protecting 
than all the arms control talks held until now to Soviet nerve centers. 
reduce the danger of ultimate nuclear catastrophe. Not all the bugs have been worked oul But 
• As things stand, the Soviet Union and its War- James Digby, a Rand Corp. expert on the subject, 

saw Pact allies have an advantage in numbers of says, "the problems are of a sort that can be solved 
troops, tariks, aircraft and other conventional •· 
weapons. 

They also are better prepared to sustain their 
forces in combat with personnel replacements, 
ready reserve unil8, stockpiled ammunition and 
equipment, and the like. . • 

As Rogers puts it, "we measure our ability to 
sustain combat in Europe in days, whereas we can 
estimate the Warsaw Pact's sustainability in 
weeks or months . ... •. We would have to go to 

. thea~r nuclear weapons fairly rapidly because we 
don't have the conventional strength .to hold 
them." 

Allied military • men were uncomfortable over 
this prospect long before the present anti-nuclear 
movement in Europe ever began-partly because 
of the danger of escalation to a nuclear holocaust, 
and partly because they consider over-reliance on 
nuclear weapons unwise anway. 

Their unease has increased as the result of a new 
Soviet doctrine-already tested In maneuvers
under which any invasion would feature a light
ning thrust to overwhelm Allied strong points and 
win the war before Allied leaders.could make the 
grim political decision to go nuclear. 

Considering the unwillingness of the European 
and American people to spend what was thought 

. , 

1-E 

If an effective non-nuclear defense existed on . 
the NA TO side,' It would not only reduce the dan
ger that a war, once started. would go nuclear. It 
would also reduce the possibility of a Soviet inva
sion occurring in the first place because Kremlin 
planners would be unable to dream up scenarios in 
which Soviet forces overran Europe while West
ern political leaders wrestled with the terrible ~
clsion to use nuclear weapona. 

Rogers argues that the mtch to reliance on a 
non-nuclear defense, while costlng billions or .dol
lars, would be less expensive than many people 
think. If the Allied nations were willing to increase 
military spending by '4% a year instead of the 34){, 
that is currently the goal, he says. a credible con.,. 
ventional defense could be In place by the end of 
the 19808. 

According to his figures, that works out to about 
$23 a year for each man . . woman and child in the 
NATO countries. 

With the ·world economy In a near-depression, 
winning approval ·tor even a relatively modest in
crease wouldn't be easy. But If reducing the dan
gers of nuclear war is as important as most of us • 
~lieve, the option is one that deserves high-prior
ity study in Washington and Allied capitals. 
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7 -CONFIDENTIAL 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

TO: AL MYER / 
BOB HELM 
PHIL DUR 

Attached is a memo prepared by the 
regional policy office for the meeting today 
between the new FRG MOD and Judge Clark. 
(I will attend the meeting.) Given our 
current situation, I had suggested that 
the regional office take the lead in 
preparing the paper for today's meeting. 
However, the memo was not coordinated 
with us, even though defens e and arms 
control are our business. Note references 
to INF, nuclear freeze, General Rogers' 
pronouncements on NATO doctrine, etc. 

As we crank up our efforts to get on top 
of NATO defense issues, I hope that 
our office is able to take the lead for 
visit s by MODs, whose responsibilities 
are defense matter s, not foreign policy. 
(The regional offices would appear to be 
appropriate for visits by Foreign 
Ministers.) The key to taking the lead is to 
be, 0 fact, acknowledged, respected, involved 
leaders in this are a. 

DiMrie 
cc: Sven Kraemer 

Bob Linhard 

,,CGWEWENT T AI,
DECLASS IFY ON: OADR 

~!U1~ J:o_O_;;,_Dfs1}l~113/ 
evJyJ E .,.~.J::·-~j~ll?> 



,,,,.MEMORAJ'c""DUM 7743 

~ -.fr 1 DEN"!' IJtL 

IN FORMATION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

November 8, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM P. CLARK 

FROM: DON FORTIER- -,--:::.----.... . .... 

SUBJECT: Your Meeting with FRG Defense Minister 
Manf r ed Woerne r, November 9 at 3:15 p .m. 

Background: Manfred Woerner is superbly equipped, by background, 
temperament, and philosophical disposition to take the helm of 
the Ge rman Defen se Ministry . He is someone with whom we should 
be able to work well . Woerner is widely known within the US 
defen se corru~unity; believes strongly in the need for improved 
NATO defense; and is sympathetic with the bulk of the Reagan 
Administration's de f ense policy. Your meeting with h im shoul d 
be quite posit i v e in tone. Woerne r met yest erd ay with t he Vice 
Presiden t and various Sena tors and Congressmen. He will also be 
meetin g with Secretar i e s Weinberge r and Shultz. (Bio at Tab A) (C) 

Points Woerne r May Raise: Woerner may seek your views on 
1) the nuclear freez e movement in the US ; 2) prospects fo r 
t he Reagan defense budget ; and 3) way s to ensure the Kohl 
vi sit is a success . He will want t o guage how strenuou sly 
the Presiden t will oppose troop withdrawa l amendments in Congress. 
He may also raise the issue of General Rodger s pronouncements 
on NATO doctrine (though t his has presumably been laid to rest) 
and the question of INF e quipmen t going into the UK ahead of 
t he time it arrive s in the FRG. 

Points an d Questions Worth Cove ring 

Appreciate political effort s you have mad e to incre ase 
defense spending a t a time of domest ic retrenchmen t. Still , 
new FRG level s are less than 1% in real terms and fall wel l 
shor t of curren t 3% goa ls. We hope FRG defense spending will 
be augmente d in days ahead. Only if we are s een t o be moving 
ahea d together can we depr i v e our respective legislature s with 
a n excuse for backsliding. 

We are interested to hea r from you regarding your r ecent 
defense consu]tation s with the French. Should we expect deep 
cuts in French conventiona l forces a s they seek t o f ind fundin g 
fo r nuclear improv ements ? Wi ll you be able t o mo derate this ? 

Wha t Jast minute sur prises might we expect from the Sovi et s -
in eithe r negotiating proposals or rhetor ic - in thei r effor t t o 
dera il INF depl oyment. Are there specifi c ac tions we can take t o 
publicly reinforce the ser iousnes s with which we take INF and START 
talks ? , -

f.L" f>'h1'C'• T ~ T1' T . 
·~.1:..,1~ ~ 

DECLASSJFY ON : OADR 
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We hope to conti nue to increase support for Turkey -
vital to NATO and the Persian Gulf. US Congress, however, is 
becoming ha r der to convince. They ask: Why should we do more 
than our al l ies. Could we pursue - perhaps in connection with 
the Chancellor's visit - a new understanding on way s t o jointly 
increase suppor t for Turkey? This also gives us something new 
and concrete to point to durin g debate s on troop reduction from 
Europe. (C) 

Tab A Bio of Woerner 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

TO: AL MYER 
BOB HELM 
PHIL DUR 

FYI. 

Atch 

SVEN KRAEMER 
BOB LINHARD 

9 Nov 1982 

Dick Boverie 

Buckslip to William P. Clark w/DOD 
Press Release attached. 



NAT 10NAL SECUR ITY COUNC IL 

z ;~ 
November 9, 1982 

TO: WILLIAM P. CLARK 

Attached is the DoD press release on the 
just -completed meeting between Secretary 
Weinberger and FRG MOD Woerner. I recom 
mend that you scan it before your 3:00 
mee ting with Woerner . 

cc : Don Fortier 
Dennis Blair 

p@~ 
Dick Boverie 



F:::-ess 5 "'.:ct erne ;-i t 

Secretary of Defe n se Caspar Weinbe rger and Minister of 

Defense Manfred Woerner had an excellent discussion cover ing 

a wide range of de fense issues and strategic questions in 

great d e pth . 

• Among the top i cs discus sed was the requirement 

to i mprov e the conv en ti on al strength of the 

Alliance, as agreed to at the NA TO Summit in Bonn. 

Secretary Weinberge r and Minister Woerne r agreed 

that their governments we re de termined to move 

a head on this initiative . 

• Se cretary Weinberger expressed his appreciation 

to MOD Woerne r for the German contribution to 

wartime hos t nation suppor t and, in particular, 

for the German determination fully to implement 

this c ommi tment. 

Secretary Weinberger and MOD Woerner also discussed 

the funding for NATO infrastructure. Secretary 

Weinberger was gratified that, in spite of current 

economic difficulties, MOD Woerne r confirmed that 

the Federal Republic was taking a significant step 

forward on infrastructure funding. 

• The Ministers reaffirmed the "dual track" decision 

of the Alliance fof the deployment of Intermediate 

Range Nuclear Forces. They reconfirmed that their 



governments conti nue to at ta c h eq u a l imp or tan c e to e ac h 

rack, and t h a t they are de te rmined t o proceed with 

the ag r eed deployment if the propos e d arms contro l 

solution, to eliminate these missiles ent i rely , 

should not be accepted by the Soviet Union. 

• The two Mi nisters had most fruitful discuss ions 

and were fully in agreement on the broad issues of 

alliance strategy. 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

9, 1982 

MEMORANDUM 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: NATO 

'/.... i '~ . ~ ~ ~ I_t~ink that your co1:1111ents on the preparations for the Woerner 
visit were to the point. My own sense is that we should have as 
a minimum cleared-off on what Don Fortier wrote. To this end, 
could we send a memo to all the regional guys announcing our !readiness to take the lead where regional defense issues are 
concerned? 

From our visit with DoD last week and based upon a conversation 
with the NATO AO's in PM, it is apparent that the priorities on 
the NATO conventional forces agenda, such as it is, are largely 
political. The PM Action Officer is confused about what we would 
like to see on the agenda since State and DoD appear to be in agree-

~ .. ,.,,. 
ment about things like: AJJ,,n_ ~t.Na 7 

What to do with the advanced technology and air-land battle 
studies 

/.n-t--yJc. ;.d--,.., ~ 
What is to be done next about the MRP ~, ;f- tlf"ltt- wAr, ,,v...,. 

/"t. rvlfr ,,~- N"er,.ar//./4,o,~ 
d '{t;,, ,,., Jlhl ~ a , ,.,,, , 

My own sense of it is that there is a pervasive re uctanc..e_inJ)GD 
t/Af/tL / to examine military issues in the a lliance on their own merits. The 

e xception o -n· • fie J-3 in OJCS. I believe that the next round 
of Appropriations hearings is going to force us into some rather hard
nosed examinations of NATO defense issues where the military logic 

d?ft-~ for what we are doing -- and not doing -- is scrutinized by the likes 
of Sam Nunn and his staff. (Jeff Record's piece is another indication 
that the debate on this is heat ing up). 

7
? 

,,. ;:r ;f Pm - -r;-rt' ~ -ck,;.ut • 
We should antici~fu those questions and issues and get some inter
agency accord • n what our answers and positions will be. On issues 
such as µ ceilings, HNS, MRP and conventional force doctrine 
the IG PM- haired) may be a good place to start, but we may end up 
with som or all of these in an agenda for the SI.G.,LDR .~ 

to OSD confirmed my suspicion that NATO conventional defens 
planning and programming is one area where we need to put the "M" 

~ to IIPM''. I would like to help in that effort! 
-------------

cc: Al Myer 
Bob Helm 

-£.EGRE'f' 
Declassify on: 

/ D e..'!:liir'•,!.g IF~ D ?,,J-t ~ ~I 

OADR JL~fl 'o_Drp_f~l[:f 57 1 M ~ I Phi/ . 

0V /LvJ ~-.t~-~r _ ."::-- '. L-[ ~ [d- A.et1r7 ,#v.lA 1~ / 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

December 16, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR GENERAL BOVERIE 

SUBJECT: NATO - Out of Area Impact 
Study 

After a careful review of the draft 
message and discussion with Dennis 
Blair, 
to Ken 

\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 

I telephoned our concurrence 
Montavon's office. 

Very respectfully, 
Phil 
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