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I. CONTINUING NEED FOR INFRASTRUCTURE: CONFIRMATIONS OQUTSTANDING

Docunent:  Addendu= to AC/4-R/513, Arnex B

References: AC/(-R/515, Item VIII (2)
AC/t-R/513, confirnetions (i)
AC/4=R/512, confirnations (iii)
AC/4-R/511, Iten I (1)
C-2(65)83

1, The CANADIAN REPRESEHTATIVE recalled that in
AC/4-R/514, Iten IV, decision (4), the Cormittee hed noted that its
report on the continuing need for Infrastructure (C-M(65)83) would
not be placed before the Council pending consideration of a
Canadian nmenorandun setting out further proposals. He hcped that
this nenmorandum would be ready for distribution t¢ the Comnittee
in the near future and that the natters raised therein would be
discussed at some future date; in the meantime, he could confirm
agreenent to C-l(65)83 and agree thot the report be put before the
Council.

24 The TURKISH REPRESENTATIVE said that he was awaiting
fingl instructions fronm his Authorities. It would help then to
reach a2 decision if they could lmow whether paragraph 9(a) of
0-11(65)83 would be interpreted to mean that the funds ellocated to
e project progremned, for exanple, in Slice XViII and which was
later deleted from that programue, would be available for use in a
subsegquent Slice of the Group. '

3.  The BELGIAN REPRESENTATIVE thought that paragraph 9(ez)
of C-M(65)83 should be interpreted to necn that when twe or ncre
Slices of the Group had been aporoved there wouid be flexibility
cf funds between the approved Slices and not that the seperate
ceilings for each Slice could under no cirouustances bc exceeded.

he The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE pointed cut that the present
wording of paragraph 9(a) of 0-M(65)83 represented a prelininary
statenent of the intention. The precise languege of this rule
would need to be agreed in due tine so that it night be included
in the Council's cost-sharing zgreenent. His understanding of the
rule was thet the funds released by deletion »f projects in
Slices XVII to XIX would enable the estincted cost of Slice XX to
be thet nuch greated provided the deletions had been nade before
Slice XX had been epproved. After Slice XX had been approved,
funds released by deletion of projects from the Slices of the
Group would not be available for the progrerning of additional
projects in these Slices.

5e The BELGIAN REPRESENTATIVE addad, however, that funds so
released night be used to cover cost overruns on projects in all
four Slices. The sane reasoning obviously applied to savings
arising where the actual cost of projects proved to be lower than

the programmed amounts.
A — o, ! ! ¥
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6. The NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE had the same under-
stending as the French Representative and he favoured the Belgian
Representative's elaboration in that it would reduce reluctance
to agree to the deletion of projects vwhich had lost their nilitary
inportance, and provide the neans of meeting cost overruns which
were likely to occur on projects in Slices XVII to XX in view of
the fact that agreed stendards for nany of these projects did not
yet exist. He went on to suggest that the concern of delegations
with regard to the meaning of paragraph 9(a) night be met if the
report were amended to invite the Oouncil to note rather than to
approve the proposal therein. The proposal could then be further
exenined by the Connittee, in the light of the cost-sharing
negotiations, and another report on it subnitted. This change
would involve deletion of the phrase "the first of which it now
submits for Council approval" in paragraph 9 irmediately
preceding sub-paragraph (a), deletion of "the Comnittee proposes”
at the beginning of sub-paragraph (a) and deletion of the first
recommendation in paragraph 10.

Te The COMMITTEE:

(1) noted that Canada confirmed agreement to the
Comnmittee's report to the Gouncil (C-M(65)83)
and that Gerpany had already notified its
confirmation prior to the neeting;

(2) noted the statement by Canada and that the
Canadien proposals with regard to eligibility
of Infrastructure projects would be distributed
to the Comnmittee for discussion at a later
neeting;

(3) in the light of the discussion, agreed not
to seek Council approval st this stage for
the proposal nentioned in paragraph 9(a) of
Cc-M(65)83; and a2greed to amend the report
accordingly;

(4) noted that Turkey hoped to be able to take
position on the report within a week;

(5) invited the Chairman to advise the Secretary
General that C-M(65)83, as amended, could
conveniently be subnitted to the Couneil on or
after 17th November, 1965,
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N\\II- EEELACRMENT OF THE AFCENT MILLIARY RADIO-RELAY SYSIEM: SHATE
X \

PH () H: RESERV ON AND CONKFIRMA ON Ol {lew
STANDING ON REPOR 0 COUNQOL]
e —

Document: Addendun to AG/4-R/513, Anmex A

References: AC/4-R/511, confirmetions (iv)
AC/4-R/510, Iten IX (5)
AC/A-R/509, Iten III
C-M(65)78
SGM-307-65

8. Phe CHATRMAN asked whether the position of Greece on
Project 254H was still as stated in AC/4=-R/513, Item IX, and if
so, how was this statement to be interpreted. It would seen that
the conditions imposed by the Greek Authorities _would have the
effect of preventing the inplenentation of the Project until the
programming of Slices XVII to XX had been conpleted, a delay which
would clearly be unacceptable from the pilitary point of view.

g, Group Captain EDGE (SGREP) re-emphasised the military
urgency of this Project.

10. In reply to & suggestion by the German Representative
that a statement by the NATO Military Authorities explaining the
consequences of the conditions which Greece attached to the
programing of Projeet 254H in Slice XVI night lead the Greek
Authorities to reconsider their position, Colonel WOLF ( SHAPE)
said that he had just returned from Greece where he had repeated
to the Greek ¥ilitary Authorities the statements he had already
nade to the Infrastructure Committee, the Standing Group and the
Militery Committee stressing the urgency of the requirenent for
a replacenment of the present AFCENT radio-relay system and the
oonsequences of delaying the implementation of Project 254H.

11. The GREEK REPRESENTATIVE said that his Authorities were
exanining the question in the light of the statenente nade. by

Oolonel Wolf during his visit and he was hoping for further
instructions. Meanwhile, in answer to questions he said that the
%sorresponding projects" mentioned in his statement in
AC/4-R/513, Iten IX could not be identified until the plans for
the whole ACE area grid systemn were available.

12, 'The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE thought that since the effect
of the conditions imposed by the Greek Authorities would be to
prevent the programning of Project 254H in Slice XVI, document
0-4(65)78, together with an explanation of the Greek position,
should be put before the Couneil so that the latter could decide
on the appropriate action to be taken.
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15. The GREEK REPRESENTATIVE requested that subnission of
the report to the Council be deferred fer one nore week to allow
tine for further instructions to be received frow his Authorities
in the light of their discussions with Colonel Wolf.

14, The NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE asked when the
construction phase of Project 254H would begin, assuming that the
prograrnming of the Project in Slice AVI was agreed in the very
nezr future.

15. Colonel WOLF said that the Militery Authorities were
ready tc submit & request for funcs (approximately £500,000) for
a systems engineering study. Twelve months thereafter, a type 'B'
estimate for systems engineering would be established which would
in turn permit equipnent requirements to be determined. A
type 'B' estimete for equipment reauirements would then be
subnitted and construction works coculd begin.

16. The NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE said that if neither
equipnent procurement nor construction work on the Project 254H
could begin until twelve nonths after the a2uthorisation of funds
for a systens engineering study, the plans for the ACE area grid
systen night be sufficiently edvanced in twelve nonths' time for
the Greek Authorities to have the information they reguired on
what was planned in the southern region. In view of this
possibility, which also neant that time was available to solve the
difficulties raised by other delegntions before the project went
beyond the stage of the systens engineering study, he propcsed
thet the full amount of the cost estinete of £6,900,000 for
Project 254H should be included in Slice XVI, on the condition
that only funds for that part cf the Project relating tc the
systems engineering study could be relcased, subject tc the usuvel
budgetary control by the Paynents ond Progress Comuittee, and that
inplenmentation of the rest of the Project be blocked until a
further decision on the matter had been taken by the Infrastructure
Committee.

17. The UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE said that his statenent
in AC/4-R/51%, Iten IX, setting forth the conditions attached by
the United States to the programning of Project 254H should be
regarded as superseded by the terns of a letter dated the
+th November, 1965 addressed by the United States Anmbassador to
the Secretary General. The Hetherlands proposal wus consistent,
in his view, with the terms of thet letter.

18. The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE could not accept the
Netherlands -Representative's proposal, firstly because the normel
Infrastructure practice was %o prograpome a project in its
entire+y, and secondly because fundc authorised for and expended
on a systens engineering study would be wasted if Project 254H
had later to be abandoned for lack of agreenent.
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19, The GERMAN REPRESENTATIVE pointed out that a cost-
sharing solution for Slice XVI had not yet been agreed. If a
request for funds for the systeus engineering study was put
before the Payrnents and Progress Coiruittee, it could be covered
by the 2% plenning funds available under the arrangenents for the
provisional financing of Slice XVI (C-}(65)82), provided 2% cf the
part of the Project programsed in Slice XVI was sufficient to
cover the request.

20, The CHATRMAN said that the totzl of approxinately,
£500,000 required for the systens engineering gtudy might not be
called forward at one time and therefore the 2% of the £6,900,000
proposed for prograaning in Slice XVI uight be sufficient to
pernit the Military Authorities tu begin systeuns planning, pending
the conclusion of a cost-sharing agreenent covering Slice XVI.

21, The FRENCH REPRESEINTATIVE sztressed that planning studies
in respect of Project 254+H had already been carried out; he would
regard a detailed systenms engineering study as the first step in
the actual inplementation of the Project, and therefore as not
being covered by the agreement on the provisional financing of
Slice XVI,

22, The ITALIAN REPRESENTATIVE said that the Netherlands
Representative's proposal would rnieet cne of the conditions
stipulated by his Authorities in SGM-307-65, Baclosure 2 - i.e.
that the realisation of Project 254H be held in abeyance until
30th June, 1967; if the assurance requested regarding projects in
the southern region were given by the Militery Authorities, he
was confident his Authorities would agree to the inclusion of
Project 254H in Slice XVI,

23, The NORWEGIAN REPRESENTATIVE made the following state-
ment:

"If the Council would wish at the present time to nake
a decision on the document C-M(&5)78, Norway will be prepared to
accept the precgraming of Project 254H under the 16th Slice of
the Infrastructure Programrie, The prograuming will be accepted
on the condition that, prior to authorisation of funds and
inplementation ¢f the project, ita technieal, operational,
econonical and procedural espects be exanined by the Infrastructure
Cormittees and the High Level Working Group to review Military
Conmunications Requirements,”

2}, The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE expressed the view that, at
the earliest opportunity, docunent C—Mi65)78 should be put

before the Ccuncil together with 4w, Annexes, the first containing
a statenment by the Military Authorities on the urgency of the
requirenent for Project 254H and thelr assurance that it was
required irrespective >f vhether or not the proposed ACE area grid
system were implenented, and the second containing the conditions
attached by various delegations to the inclusicn of the Project in
Slice XVI.

7~ t: ... .f) ‘NATO SECRET .. .;
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25, The CHAIRMAN thought that before such action was taken,
delegations should have the opportunity to consider the
Netherlands Representative's proposal since it night meet the
concern of the Greek, Italiean, Norwegzizan and United States
Authorities.

26, The COMMITTEE:

(1) noted that the Uniteu States stotement reproduced
at Amnex A to the Addendw: to AC/4-R/513 should
be regarded as supersecded by the terus of a letter
dated 4th Novenber, 1965 addressed by the
United States Aubassador to the Secretary General;

(2) noted the stateisents nade in discussion, and
agreed to consider further at its next neeting
the Netherlands proposal that the full ancunt of
the cost estimate »f £6,900,000 for Project 254H
should be included in Slice XVI on the condition
that cnly pert of the Project relating to the
systens engineering study (estimated cost
£500,000) could be implemented, subject to the
usual budgetary contrcl by the Payments and
Progress Committee, and that implementation of
the rest of the Project was blocked until =
further decision on the umatter had been taken by
the Infrastructure Comnittee.
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III. IHE TROL CRYPTOGRAPHIC PROOUREMENT PROGRAMME

Docunents: SHAPE 6550.2/23=37 of 4th Ncvember, 1965
(INFRASEC/65/229)
AC/4-D/1795
4C/4-D/1764

References: AC/4-R/51:, Iteu I
AC/4-R/513, Iten II
AC/4-R/502, Iten III
AC/3-R/499, Iten I
AC/4=WB/332
INFRASEC/65/92
AC/4-R/497, Iten II (7)
AC/4-R/493, Iten VII
AC/4=WTP/329

27. The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE referred to the Comnnittee's
request to the Military Authorities for a definition in writing of
tactical equipnent and an explanation of which such equipnent
SHAYE would regard as eligible for common financing
(ac/4-R/514, Iten I, decision (2)), and said thet it was not

' A ST AT
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clear from INFRASEC/65/229 that the technical differences between
point-to-pcint and tactical TROL equipuent were such that the less
expensive equiprnent could not be used in both rdéles. He also
pointed out tnat INFRASEC/65/229 did rot appear to have taken
account of the criteria for eligibility for the common funding of
TROL equipnent agreed by the Committee in AC/4-R/514, Itern I,
decision %1).

28, Colonel BOVEY (SH4APE) stated that when the TROL Bequire-
ments Group had been set up, the Major NATO Conmanders had wished,
from the logistics, maintenance and training poirnts of view, to
meet a2ll requirements for TROL equiprent with one equipnent. As
explained in SGM-280-63 the Requirements Group had recognised that
no single equipnent offered was capable of meeting all requirenents
for both point-to-point and tactical operation. Two different
equipnents were therefore required. Appendix C to SGM-280=63
described the nilitary operationazl characteristics of point-to-
point equipment and Appendix D those of tactical equipnent. He
sumnarised the differences between the two equipnments as follows:-—
point-~to-point equipment was the nore complex, and being intended
for installation in a fixed location the requirement for ease of
naintenance wes lees stringent than for tactical equipnent.
Pactical equipmnent, which was intended for use in an operational
environment (e.g. nounted in aireraft, vehicles and ships) had to
be cepable of operating on a variable power supply and had to be

dust-proof and damp-proof.

29, The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE pointed out the differences
rentioned abcve between the two equipments seemed to be mainly
external. If this were sc, it should be possible to devise two
different models but both incorporating the same cryptographic
systern, one for point-to-point, the other for tactical use. This
solution avoided the difficulty with intercomnunication, which
resulted from having two equipments employing different crypto-
graphic systems.

30, Colonel BOVEY replied that while the differences between
point-to-point and tactical equipnent were basically external,
the external differences had repercussions of a technical nature
on the cryptographic systen itself,

31, Group Captain EDGE (SGREP) recalled that it had only
been with reluctance that the Requirenments Group had concluded
that no single equipnent then knovn net all requirenents. All
nations offering equipnent had been represented on the Group.

32, The FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE asked how many tactical

equipnents the NATO Military Authorities estimated would be
eligible for comuon funding using the criteris in INFRASEC/65/229.

_g- o Hado SECRET,
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33, Colonel BOVEY said thet the estimated requireuent for
tactical equipment (812 tactical equipnents, including require-
ments for SACLANT and CINCHANW) were being reviewed by the Working
Group of National Communications Experts in the light of the
screening of the requirement for point-to-point equipment and of
the criteria for eligibility for comnon funding agreed by the
Conmittee in AC/4-R/514, Item I, decision (1) and the definite
figure should be available by 30th January, 1966.

34. The CHAIRMAN urged that SHAPE endeavour to advance this
date, so that screening by the Working Group of National
Communications Experts and the Infrastructure Committee should not
be held up.

35, Colonel BOVEY (SHAPE) said that he would try to do so.

36. The UNITED KINGDOM REPRESENTATIVE said that he had now
been instructed that a recocgnised NATO Headquarters could be
defined a2s one which was internationally financed out of a military
btudget. He could therefore confirm agreenent to AC/t-R/514, Item I,
decision (1) because this definition would also cover Headquarters
which would be given international status in time of war.

37. The GREEK REPRESENTATIVE asked that the position of his
Authorities be recorded in the following terrs:

"Between two points one circuit should be provided
vwith TROL. The edition of the Standing Group 'NATO
Military Comnand ané Organization charts' dated
22nd April, 1965 shculd be applied to deternine
'recognised NATO Headquarters'. The proposition
nade by the experts that Leros, Salamis and Souda
harbours be provided with TROL, should be adopted.
This should also apply tc the other harbours and
Naval adninistrations included in the proposal nade
by the above SHAPE docunent, as these will be
commonly used by several nations. National relay
stations which would be used for transmitting NATO
nessages to SAS depots, should be provided with
commonly funded TROL instellations."

38. The NORWEGIAN REPRESENTATIVE asked for a list of the
Headquerters for which the point-to-point and tactical equipments
would be conmonly funded.

39. The SHAPE REPRESENTATIVE undertook to communicate to the
Norwegian Representative the list of AFNORTH Headquarters in this
category.

40, The NORWEGIAN REPRESENTATIVE stated that until his
Authorities had had an opportunity to study this list, his agree-
nent to AC/4-R/514, Item I, decisiocn (1) would be subject to

confirmation.
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41, Group Captain EDGE (SGREP) rccalled that it had been
decided that unless all the problems raised in ~onnection with
Project 254L were resolved by the end cf 1965, the Project would
be deleted from the Slice XVI programme.

42, The CHAIRMAN replied that the question of extending this
time limit would need to be discussed by the Connmittee in Decenber.

43. In reply to a point raised by the Norwegien
Representative on the interpretation to be given to
AC/4=R/514, Item I, decision (1)(s) with respect to existing
facilities, the NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE said that where a
facility had been taken over by NATO as an existing facility,
TROL equipment to be installed et that facility would be commonly
funded because the facility was then regarded as a NATO
installation. This interpretation was shared by the rest of the

Oomaittee.
44, The COMMITTEE:

(1) noted that the decision recorded in
AC/4-DS/514, Item I (1) wes subject to
confirmation also by Norway pending receipt
of instructions;

(2) noted the points nmade in discussion and
agreea to pursue the study of the questions
raised in AC/4-D/1764 and AC/4-D/1795 at a
later neeting.

NATO RESTRICTED

IV. TRANSPORTABLE TACAN BEACONS

Documents: INFRASEC/65/227
SHAPE 6580.01.22/23-340/65 of 8th October, 1965

(INFRASEC/65/207)

References: AC/4-R/514, Iten II
AC/4§PP}R/594
AC/4(PP)R/513
AC/L-R/418, Iten IV
AC/4-D/1647
AC/4-R/395, Iten V
INFRASEC/61/136
AC/4-R/383, Iten V
AC/4-D/1568
AC/4-R/365, Iten II
AC/4-D/1435
AC/4-R/328, Item IV
AC/4-D/1240

A5. The CHAIRMAN referred to AC/4-R/514, Iten II, decision (1)
and asked whether the Danish, Norwegian and Turkish Representatives
were now in & position to inforn the Coumittee what stage had
been reached in the procurement of transportable TACAN beacons

for which they were host country.

N AT.0. CQhbIBEEHAL




W DECLASSIFIED - PUBLICLY DISCLOSED - C-M(2008)0116 (INV) — DECLASSIFIE — MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

2o NATO CONREEERS
AC/L -1
NATO RESTRICTED

46, The DANISH REPRESENTATIVE said that the stage of
procurenent reached was still being investigated by his Authorities.

47. The NORWEGIAN REFRESENTATIVE stated that the contract
signed by Norway for the procureuent of one beacon could be
cancelled without financial consequences.

48, The TURKISH REPRESENTATIVE said that since a contract
for the procurement of two transportable TACAN beacons had been
signed on the 5th March, 1965, and a2 deposit of 15% of the
procurement price had already been paid to the manufacturer, Turkey
could not withdraw from the contract without loss. He did not
think that the Turkish Authorities could use these beacons for
national purposes in the event that the NATO Military Authorities
declared then surplus to requireuents.

49, Wing Comnander JENKINS (SHAPE) replying to the Danish
Representative's question said that the ninimum nilitary require-
nent was now for 8 transportable TAQOAN beacons - 2 in the northern
region, 3 in the centre and 3 in the southern region. However,
the NATO Military Authorities were prepared to review this
requirement if necessary, in the light of the contractual position
of host countries.

50. The NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE recalled that his
Authorities had suspended sction to place orders for transportable
PTACAN beacons until the NATO Military Authorities took & dee¢ision
regarding the nilitery acceptability of the AN/TRN-~17 beacon.
However, the Netherlands Air Staff still considered that there was
& requirenent in the Netherlands for such beacons, and he could
therefore not agree that the Netherlands should not procure such
equipnent unless the Comnittee took a formal decision with regard
to the distribution proposed by the NATO Military Authorities,
particularly since the responsibility for the use and location of
the beacon, which the Military Authorities proposed should be
invested in the Major Regional Comnanders, would normally ve =z
host nation responsibility.

51, The ITALIAN REFRESENTATIVE scid that his Authorities
had suspended procurement action on 3 beacons; but they still
considered that Italy hed a requirenent for such equipment.

52. In discussion it was proposed that SHAPE seek agreenent
on interested Ministrdes of Defence to their plan for controlling
the use and location of the 8 transportable beacons. The Comnittee
would then be able to take a decision on procurenent aotion by
liost countries.

55. The CHATRMAN said that in the light of the statenents
made above it would appear that, provided Denmark could suspend
procurement action, the tctal nunber of beacons procured would be
8 -« 1.e. the number required by the NATO Military Authorities as a
winimum military requirement. He then referred to INFRASEC/65/227,
paragraph 2 and asked when certification of the AN/TRN-17 by the
FAA would take place.

R T A
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54, Wing Comnander JENKINS (SHAPE) said that he had been
informed by the United States Authorities that the AN/TRN-17
beacon, equipped with a new antenna developed in the
United States, now worked satisfactorily. As soon as the beacon
had been formally tested by FiA and certified, SHAPE would inforn
the Conmittee.

55. The COMMITTEE.

(1) noted that DPenmark would inform the Cornmittee as
soon &8 possible what stage had been reached in
the procurenent of the transportable TACAN beacon
for which it was host ocountry; noted the state-
ments by Norway and Turkey on their procurement
positions;

(2) noted INFRASEC/65/227 and invited SHAPE to inform
the Comnittee as soon as the AN/TRN-17 beacon had
been certified for en route and approach;

(3) invited SHAPE to inforu the Connittee how it
intended, in the light of its discussions with
interested nationsl authorities, to distribute
the transporteble TACAN beacons representing the
NATO mininun nilitary reauirement, so that final
decisions could be taken by the Committee on
procurenent action by nost countries;

(4) invited Itely, the Netherlands and Norway in the
neantine to suspend ¢r continue to suspend
procurement action in respect of the beacons for
which they were hozst country.

NATO RESTRICTED

V. PROCEDURES FOR FINANQIAL CONTROL OF NADGE

Docunents: AC/4-D/1807
INFRASEC/65/217

References: AC/4-R/515, Item VII
N4DGEMO/BC/65/615
AC/4-D/1582(Revised)
AC/4-D/1513
AC/4-D/690

56. The CHAIRMAN spid that the toble at Annex to AC/4-D/1807
had been prepared by the International Staff on the basis of
tables, provided by NADGEMO, showing how paynents were likely to
be required in practice for the implenentation of the NADGE
project. It revealed that there was no need for any nation to
fear that it would be called upon to provide its currency in 1966

in excess of its capacity to do so.
£ ONAND SECRER i\ [
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57. The UNITED KINGDOM REPRESEHTATIVE said that if the avard
of the contract were delayed until late in 1966 and 2 wajor denand
for currency (such as was envisaged in paragraph 3 of
INFRASEC/65/217) were nade in, say, February 1967, after the
United Kingdom had paid its normel contribution to NATO
Infrastructure, thare might be soue ~ifficulty for the
United Kingdon in meeting the demand, seeing thet the financial
year was reckoned from April to llarch. He was awaiting instructions

from his Authorities on this question,

58, The DANISH REPRESENTATIVE said that his tiuthorities
shared the concern of the United Kingdom. He asked whether a
netion might be called upon to aake a progress paynent to the
contractor in the last quarter of 1966 or the first quarter of

1967.

59. General ACCART (Director, HADGE Managerent Office)
replied that the dates on which national currencies were called
forward in 1966 would depend on whether or not the timetable for
the inplementation of NADGE was adhered to, but, sc far, there wes
no reason to think that any delays would occur. He hoped that no
payuents would be required during the first rionths of 1967.

60. In further discussion, delegations indicated that, while
the principle underlying the prepcsed payents procedure was
acceptable to thenm, they would require to study the docuuent
requested by AC/4-DS/515, Iten VII (2) and to obtain further
instructions before deciding on the precise iechanisz of the
poyments procedure. There wac gencral agreeuernt that there was
no need for the working group suggested in INFRASEC/65/217 at this

stoge.
61, The COMMITTEE:
(1) took note of AC/4-D/1807;

(2) agreed that therc was no need at present for

. the working group envisaged by pzragraph 8
of INFRASEC/65/217; but that the proposal
could be reconsidered later, if the need arcse;

(3) took note of the points raised in the discussion
of the paynents procedure for the NADGE Project,
and agreed to resume discussion when the
International Staff document requested by
AC/4-DS/515, Iten VII (2) had been circulated;
and invited the Intermational Staff to include
in this docuuent proposals for the correlation
of NADGE and normal Infrastructure payments in

1967.

\-: ' ¥ Y R g .
——————— } . -

1a



o : ~15=- NATO Cr ?adfg%m@-; _.L

=1 i1

NATO CONFIDENTIAT

VI. PRELIMIN.RY PLANNING FUNDS: HCN-APPLICATION OF 3% RULE TO
SLICE XV1I UNTLL, FPUNDS AVAILASLE

References: C-M(58)116, as aucuded by C-M(523)71
AC/5i=R/&7C, Iten III

62. The CHAIRMAN recalled that the Comniittee had decided

hat the prelinminary plamning rule could nnt apply to Slice XvI
since there was no agreeuent covering Slice XVI. The Suprene
Oonnanders recommended programiaes for Slice XVII had been
distributed some weeks afo and it was necessary to decide whether
rule should be suspended for Siice XVII also pending conclusion of
a cost-sharing cgreement. Alternctively, the Conmittee might be
willing to recounend to the Council that the arrangement maue 10

jve financial cover for 2% plonning funds for Slice XVI
%c;m(ss)az) should be extended to the %% prelininary planning funds
Slice XVII.

63. The UNITED KINGDOM REPRESENTATIVE thought that agreenent
on the final cost-sharing solution for Slice XVII :ight be reached
riore rapidly if the Conmittee avoided interin solutions of the

kind mentioned above.

— DECLASSIFIE - MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

6i. 'The NETHERLANDS REPRESENTATIVE was reluctant to agree
+thrt the Comnittee propose to the Ovuncil finanecial cover for #5%
prelininary planning funds for Slice XVII, because the Comnittee
hidg ot present little detzilea inferuation on the projects
reccrmnended for inclusion in this Slice.

65. The NORWEGIAN REPRESENTATIVE understood the view
expressed ty the United Kingdni. ond lictherlands Representatives,
but thought that = complete helt in planning should be avoided if

voosible.

66, The STANDING GROUP REPRESENTATIVE (Group Coptein Edge)
scid that the NATO Militory Authorities hoped that a way could be
found of allowing planning to proceec.

67, The COMMITTEE;

(1) agreed that, since nv cost-sharing agreenent had
yet been concluded covering Slice XVII, the rule
in C-11(58)116 (ac anended by C-M(59)71) with -
regard to expenditure of 3% for preliminary
planning funds could not for the present apply
to the Slice XVII prograumes proposed by the
NATQO Military Authorities;

(2) agreed to study at a loter neeting the questicn
of extending to the % preliminary planning
funds for Slice XVII the arrangenments set out in
c-M(65)82 in respect of Slice XVI.

5= NAT.O. CENETEEEERA
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YII and VIII (deferred)
NATO UNCLASSIFIED

IX. MEETING ARRANGEMEHTS
68, The COMWITTEE:
after discussion, agreed not to change the
Counittee's meeting day from Tuesday to
Thursday, but to retain Tuesday as the
meeting day,

Hext meeting: 16th November, 1965

i+ttt

®

Jonfirnations received:

The Secretary has been inforned:
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(i) +that Horway confirus agrecnent tc the decision
teken on AC/i-D/1799 (time =2llowed for submitting
tenders under international competitive bidding),
as recorded in AC/4-R/515, Item II;

(ii) +that Germzny cunfirus agrceaent tc the decision
taken on AC/4(PP)D/GO4l (expenses incurred in
establishing HATO's share of the jointly-funded
costs cn airfielde in Freonce), as recorded in
AC/4-R/510, Iter: VI; this decision is now final.

OTAN/NATO,
Paris, XVlie.
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