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EIGHTH SITTING

Monday, 3rd Decemher 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. Resumption of the Session and adoption of the Minutes.

2. Examination of Credentials.

8. Address by the President of the Assembly.

4. Adoption of the draft Order of Business for the Second
Part of the Session (Doc. 813).

5. The balance of force (Vote on the amended draft Recom-
mendation postponed from the First Part of the Session,
Doc. 809). A

6. Address by Mrs. Hamm-Briicher, Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany.

7. Political conditions for European armaments co-opera-
tion (Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
General Affairs Committee and Vote on the draft Recom-
mendation, Doc. 819).

8. Changes in the membership of Committees.

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The Sitting was opened at 11 a.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Resumption of the Session and adoption
of the Minutes

The President announced the resumption of
the Twenty-Fifth Ordinary Session of the
Assembly.

The Minutes of Proceedings of the Seventh
Sitting on Thursday, 21st June 1979, were agreed
to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in the Appendix.

3. Examination of Credentials

In accordance with Rule 6(1) of the Rules of
Procedure, the Assembly took note of the letter
from the President of the Parliamentary Assem-
bly of the Council of Europe stating that that
Assembly had ratified the credentials of Repre-
sentatives and Substitutes whose names were
published in Notice No. 8.

In accordance with Rule 6(2) of the Rules
of Procedure, and subject to subsequent ratifica-
tion by the Parliamentary Assembly of the Coun-
cil of Europe, the Assembly unanimously ratified
the credentials of :

— Mr. Lagneau as a Substitute of Belgium in
place of Mr. Perin ;

— Mr. Caro as a Representative of France in
place of Mr. Seitlinger.
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4. Observers

The President welcomed to the Second Part
of the Session as parliamentary observers :

— Mrs. Eide and Mr. Vattekar, members of
the Norwegian Storting ;

— Mrs. Lind, member of the Danish Folketing.

5. Tributes

The President paid tribute to the late Sir James
Hutchison, former President of the Assembly,
and to the late Mr. Chamois, a former officer
of the Assembly.

6. Address by the President of the Assembly

The President addressed the Assembly.

1. Adoption of the draft Order of Business
for the Second Part of the Session

(Doc. 813)

The President proposed the adoption of the
draft Order of Business for the Second Part of
the Session.

Mr. Roper proposed that the Report tabled by
Mr. Banks on behalf of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments on nueclear, biological
and chemical protection be withdrawn from the
draft Order of Business.

The proposal was agreed to.
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Speakers : MM. Roper, Talon, Roper, Valleix,
Roper and the President,.

The Assembly adopted the draft Order of
Business for the Second Part of the Session as
amended.

8. The balance of force
(Vote on the amended draft Recommendation
postponed from the First Part of the Session, Doc. 809)

The Assembly proceeded to consider the
amended draft Recommendation.

Speakers (point of order) : MM. Valleix, Roper,
Valleix, Antoni and the President.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the
amended draft Recommendation.

The amended draft Recommendation was
agreed to. (This Recommendation will be pub-
lished as No. 336) 1.

CoMMITTEE ON DEFENCE

Members

Luzxembourg : Mr. Meintz

(vacant seat)

United Kingdom : Mr. Mulley

(in place of Mr. Hardy)

9. Address by Mrs. Hamm-Briicher, Minister
of State for Foreign Affairs of the Federal
Republic of Germany

Mrs. Hamm-Briicher, Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, addressed the Assembly.

Mrs. Hamm-Briicher replied to questions put
by MM. Talon, Miiller, Valleix and Calamandrei.

10. Changes in the membership of Committees

In accordance with Rule 8(3) of the Rules of
Procedure, the Assembly ratified the provisional
nominations to Committees made by the Presi-
dential Committee and, in accordance with Rule
39(6) of the Rules of Procedure, the Assembly
agreed to the following changes proposed by
national delegations :

QUESTIONS AND ARMAMENTS

Alternates

Mr. Glesener
(vacant seat)

Mr. Hardy
(in place of Mr. Whitehead)

GENERAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

(in place of Mrs. van den

Mr. Mart
(vacant seat)

Mr. Lamberts
(in place of Mr. Voogd)

Mr. Whitehead

(in place of Mr. McNamara)
Mr. Kershaw

(vacant seat)

CoOMMITTEE ON SOIENTIFIC, TECHNOLOGIOAL AND AEROSPACE QUESTIONS

Mr. Thoss
(vacant seat)

Mr. Lamberts
(in place of Mr. Tummers)

COMMITTEE ON BUDGETARY AFFAIRS AND ADMINISTRATION

Luxembourg : Mr. Thoss
(vacant seat)
Netherlands : Mr. Voogd
Heuvel-de Blank)
United Kingdom :
Luxembourg :
Netherlands :
Luxembourg : Mr. Krieps

(vacant seat)

United Kingdom : Mr. Smith

(in place of Mr. Page)

1. See page 16.

Mr. Mulley
(in place of Mr. Lewis)
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Luzxembourg :

United Kingdom :

Luxembourg :

Netherlands :

United Kingdom :

CoMMITTEE ON RULES oF PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES

Members
Mr. Glesener Mr.
(vacant seat)
Mrs. Knight Mr.
(in place of Mr. Jessel)
Mr.
Mr.

Alternates

Margue
(vacant seat)

Cox

(vacant seat)

Jessel

(in place of Mrs. Knight)
Wilkinson

(in place of Mr. Onslow)

CoMMITTEE FOR RELATIONS WITH PARLIAMENTS

Mr. Glesener Mr.

(vacant seat)
Mr. Meintz
(vacant seat)

Mr.

Mr. Hill
(in place of Mr. Kershaw)

11. Date and time of the next Sitting

Thoss
(vacant seat)

Lamberts
(in place of Mr. Voogd)

The next Sitting was fixed for the same day at

3 p.m.
Speaker (point of order) : Mr. Roper.
The Sitting was closed at 12.45 p.m.
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APPENDIX

EIGHTH SITTING

APPENDIX

Names of Representatives or Substitutes who signed the Register of Attendance !:

Belgium

MM. Adriaensens
Lagneau (Bonnel)
Hanin
Pecters
Tanghe
van Waterschoot

France

MM. Druon (Bizet)
Boucheny
Lagourgue (Caro)
Couderc (Ferretti)
Bozzi (Grussenmeyer)
Petit
Talon
Valleix

Federal Republic of Germany

Mr. Ahrens
Mrs. von Bothmer
MM. Enders
Alber (Evers)
Flamig
Gessner
Lenzer (Handlos)

MM. von Hassel

Kittelmann

Schiuble (Lagershausen)
Marquardt

Mende

Wittman (Milz)

Miiller

Scheffler (Hermann Schmidt)

MM. Bernini

Antons (Boldrini)
Cavaliere (Bonalumi)
Calamandrei

Corallo

Borghi (Gonella)
Del Duca (Orsini)
Pecoraro

Roberti

Treu

Luxembsourg
MM. Meintz (Mart)

Krieps (Thoss)

The following Representatives apologised for their absence :

Belgium
Mr. Mangelschots

France

MM. Brugnon
Depietri
Deschamps
Jager
Jeambrun
Péridier
Péronnet
Pignion
Schleiter
Sénés

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.

Federal Republic of Germany
MM. Pawelezyk

Reddemann
Vohrer

MM. Arfé

De Poi
Fosson
Maggioni
Minnocci
Pecchioli
Sarti
Segre
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Netherlands

MM. de Koster
Stoffelen
Tummers
Voogd

United Kingdom

Lord McNair (Beith)
MM. Cook (Faulds)
Grant
Grieve
McGuire (Hardy)
Hawkins
Lord Hughes
MM. Kershaw
Lewis
Mulley
Onslow
Page
Lord Reay
MM. Roper
Urwin
Atkinson (Warren)
Craigen (Whitehead)

Luxembourg
Mr. Margue

Netherlands

MM. Cornelissen
van Hulst
Scholten

United Kingdom

Sir Frederic Bennett
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RECOMMENDATION 336

on the balance of force

The Assembly,

Aware that different political assumptions used in interpreting information can lead to widely
differing assessments of adversary capabilities and of the balance of force ;

Believing that the overall East-West economic and military balance is favourable to the West,
but that the Warsaw Pact’s superiority in several fields on the central front, combined with the Soviet
military doctrine of “daring thrusts” against NATO forces, can be perceived as a substantial
threat by the NATO countries ;

Regretting the slow progress of the MBFR negotiations, and the failure so far to elucidate
differences in the conflicting assessments of present force levels, but noting with satisfaction that
there is some advance towards agreement on the concepts of parity and common collective ceilings ;

Believing that European security can be based only on an approximate balance of forces in
the area, and that security will be enhanced if, once a balance is achieved, the collective ceilings on
each side are lowered, and associated measures arc introduced to increase confidence through improved
warning and verification facilities,

REOOMMENDS THAT THE COUNOIL
Urge member governments :

1. To take account of both Soviet and western perceptions of objectives, military capabilities and
resulting threats, and to reject worst-case analysis as the only basis of assessment ;

2. To concentrate allied defence improvement plans accordingly on maintaining military capabili-
ties required for credible deterrence ;

3. To pursue vigorously the MBFR negotiations, and encourage the mutual exchange of more
detailed information, with a view to securing agreement on :

(¢) the assessment of present force levels in the area ;
(%) initial reductions designed especially to redress imbalances ;

(¢%4) the introduction of associated measures to stabilise mutual security by providing better warning
and verification facilities ;

4. To examine the possibility of promoting the early start of negotiations between all states
concerned with European security with a view to reducing conventional weapons and introducing
confidence-building measures covering the whole European continent.
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NINTH SITTING

Monday, 3rd December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. Political conditions for European armaments co-oper-
ation (Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
General Affairs Committee, Doc. 819).

2. Definition of armaments requirements and procurement
in Western Europe (Presentation of and Debate on the
Report of the Committee on Defence Questions and Arma-
ments, Doc. 821 and Amendments).

3. Industrial bases of European security -— guidelines
drawn from the symposium on 15th, 16th and 17th

October 1979 (Presentation of and Debate on the Report
of the Commitice on Scientific, Technological and Aero-
space Questions, Doc. 823).

4. Political conditions for European armaments co-oper-
ation ; Definition of armaments requirements and
procurement in Western Europe ; Industrial bases of
European security — guidelines drawn from the sym-
posium on 15th, 16th and 17th October 1979 (Votes on
the draft Recommendations and draft Order, Docs. 819,
821 and Amendments and 823).

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
The Sitting was opened at 3 p.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in Appendix 1.

Speakers (point of order) : Mr. Roper, the
President and Mr. Grieve.

3. Political conditions for European
armaments co-operation

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
General Affairs Committee, Doc. 819)

The Report of the General Affairs Committee
was presented by Mr. van Waterschoot, Rappor-
teur.

The Debate was opened.
Speakers : MM. Antoni and Cavaliere.

Mr. van Waterschoot, Rapporteur, and Mrs.
von Bothmer, Chairman of the Committee, replied
to the speakers.

The Debate was closed.

4. Definition of armaments requirements
and procurement in Western Europe

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments,
Doc. 821 and Amendments)

The Report of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments was presented by Mr.
Meintz, Rapporteur.
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The previous question was moved by Mr. Druon
under Rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, Docu-
ment 826.

Speakers : MM. Druon and Roper.
The previous question was negatived.
The Debate was opened.

Speakers : MM. Bernini, Mulley, Boucheny and
Bozzi.

Mr. Tanghe, Vice-President of the Assembly,
took the Chuair.

Speakers : MM. Baumel and Jung.

Mr. Meintz, Rapporteur, replied to the
speakers.
The Debate was closed.

5. Industrial bases of European security —
guidelines drawn from the symposium on
15th, 16th and 17th October 1979
(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the

Committee on Scientific, Technological and
Aerospace Questions, Doc. 823)

The Report of the Committee on Scientific,
Technological and Aerospace Questions was pre-
sented by MM. Valleix and Onslow, Rapporteurs.

The Debate was opened.

Speaker : Mr. Wilkinson.

Mr. Warren, Chairman of the Committee,
replied to the speaker.

The Debate was closed.

Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly,
resumed the Chair.
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6. Political conditions for European
armaments co-operation

Definition of armamenis requirements and
procurement in Western Europe

Industrial bases of European security
guidelines drawn from the symposium on
15th, 16th and 17th October 1979

(Votes on the draft Recommendations and draft
Order, Docs. 819, 821 and Amendments and 823)

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the draft
Recommendation in Document 819.

The draft Recommendation was agreed to.
(This Recommendation will be published as No.
337) 1,

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
Recommendation in Document 821.

An Amendment (No. 1) was ‘tabled by Mr.
Mulley and others :

1. In paragraph 1 of the draft recommendation

proper, leave out “under the aegis of the indus-

trial policy of the European Community”.
Speakers : MM. Mulley, Cavaliere and Meintz.
The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 2) was tabled by Mr.
Baumel :

2.In paragraph 2 (a) of the draft recommenda-
tion proper, leave out “endorsed” and insert
“examined”.

An Amendment (No. 3) was tabled by Mr.
Baume] :

1. See page 21.
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3.In paragraph 2 (b), leave out “an Alliance-
wide market for defence equipment” and insert
“a market for defence equipment in the frame-
work of WEU”,

Speaker : Mr. Meintz.
Amendment 2 was agreed to.
Amendment 3 was negatived.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the
amended draft Recommendation in Document
821.

The amended draft Recommendation was
agreed to on a vote by roll-call (see Appendix II)
by 44 votes to 6 with 0 abstentions. (This Reecom-
mendation will be published as No. 338) .

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the draft
Order in Document 821.

The draft Order was agreed to. (This Order
will be published as No. 52) 2.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the draft
Recommendation in Document 823.

The draft Recommendation was agreed to.

(This Recommendation will be published as No.
339) 3.

1. Date and time of the next Sitting

The next Sitting was fixed for Tuesday, 4th
December, at 10 a.m.

The Sitting was closed at 6.05 p.m.

1. See page 22.
2. See page 23.
3. See page 24.
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APPENDIX I

Names of Representatives or Substitutes who signed the Register of Attendance !:

Belgium

MM. Adriaensens
Bonnel
Hanin
Lambiotte (Mangelschots)
Peeters
Tanghe
van Waterschoot

France

MM. Baumel (Bizet)
Boucheny
Lagourgue (Caro)
Bozzi (Grussenmeyer)
Druon (Jager)
Jung (Jeambrun)
Talon
Valleix

Federal Republic of Germany

Mr. Ahrens
Mrs. von Bothmer
Mr. Enders

MM. Flimig

Gessner

Lenzer (Handlos)

von Hassel

Kittelmann

Schiuble (Lagershausen)
Marquardt

Mende

Wittman (Milz)

Miiller

Luxembourg

MM. Meintz (Mart)
Thoss

Netherlands

MM. Stoffelen
Tummers
Voogd

Scheffler (Hermann Schmidt) United Kingdom

Vohrer

MM. Bernini

Antons (Boldrini)
Cavaliere (Bonalumi)
Calamandrei

Corallo

Borghi (Gonella)
Minnocei

Del Duca (Orsini)
Pecoraro

Roberti

Treu

The following Representatives apologised for their absence :

France

MM. Brugnon
Depietri
Deschamps
Ferretti
Péridier
Péronnet
Petit;
Pignion
Schleiter
Sénes

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.

Federal Republic of Germany
MM. Evers

Pawelczyk
Reddemann

MM. Arfé

De Poi
Fosson
Maggioni
Pecchioli
Sarti
Segre
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Sir Frederic Bennett
MM. Craigen (Faulds)
Grant
Grieve
Bagier (Hardy)
Stainton (Hawkins)
Lord Hughes
MM. Kershaw
Lewis
Mulley
Onslow
Page
Jessel (Lord Reay)
Roper
McGuire (Urwin)
Warren
Cook (Whitehead)

Luxembourg
Mr. Margue

Netherlands

MM. Cornelissen
van Hulst
de Koster
Scholten

United Kingdom
Mr. Beith
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APPENDIX II

Vote No. 2 by roll-call on the amended draft Recommendation on the definition of armaments
requirements and procurement in Western Europe (Doc. 821) 1:

- 44
T 6
Abstentions ............iiiiiiiiii i e e 0
Agyes :
MM. Van der Elst (Adriaensens) Mr. Slainton (Hawkins) MM. Page
Ahrens Lord Hughes Peeters
Sir Frederic Bennett MM. Jung (Jeambrun) Jessel (Lord Reay)
MM. Cavaliere (Bonalumi) Kershaw Roberti
Bonnel Kittelmann Roper
Mrs. von Bothmer Schiuble (Lagershausen) Scheffler (Hermann Schmidt)
MM. Enders Lewis Stoffelen
Craigen (Faulds) Lambiotte (Mangelschots) Tanghe
Flamig Marquardt Treu
Gessner Meintz (Mart) Tummers
Borghi (Gonella) Mende Vohrer
Grant Wittman (Milz) Warren
Grieve Minnocei van Waterschoot
Hanin Mulley Cook (Whitehead)
Bagier (Hardy) Onslow
Noes :
MM. Boucheny

Lagourgue (Caro)
Bozzi (Grussenmeyer)
Druon (Jager)
Pecoraro

Valleix

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.
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RECOMMENDATION 337

on political conditions for European armaments co-operation

The Assembly,

Noting with interest the work of the symposium on a European armaments policy held in
Brussels from 15th to 17th October 1979 ;

Noting that in the opinion of most of thc experts consulted only a pragmatic approach is
likely to advance European armaments co-operation in the future ;

Convinced, however, that Europe will have to assume increasing responsibility for its own secu-
rity, particularly insofar as this involves conventional weapons ;

Considering that the production of armaments brings into play a broad spectrum of unequal
interests in the various member countries ;

Thanking the Council for having authorised the Head of the International Secretariat of the
Standing Armaments Committee to present to the Assembly his conclusions on the juridical obstacles
to co-operation reached as a result of the enquiry conducted by the Standing Armaments Committee
in accordance with a wish often expressed by the Assembly ;

Recalling its Recommendation 335 ;

Rejecting the assertions in paragraph 4 of the reply of the Council to Recommendation 331
and in the corresponding paragraphs of the replies to Recommendations 325 and 330 ;

Recalling that the WEU Assembly is, as explicitly admitted by the Council, the only Euro-
pean assembly with defence responsibilities,

RECOMMENDS THAT THE COUNOIL

1. Use every means at its disposal to promote co-operation between its members in the produc-
tion of armaments ;

2. Examine, tnter alia on the basis of the work of the Standing Armaments Committee, by what
means it would be possible to establish in Western Europe, account being taken of the specific
responsibilities of each institution :

(@) an organisation responsible for gathering and circulating all necessary information on Euro-
pean supply and demand in the field of armaments;

(b) a body responsible for analysing choices of armaments programmes and their overall finan-
cial, technical, economic and social repercussions ;

(¢) appropriate customs legislation for transfers of armaments between Western European
states ;

(d) appropriate legislation for transnational bodies producing armaments ;
(¢) legislation designed to promote exchanges of technology between European industries ;
(f) legislation and effeclive action against the illicit production of and traffic in armaments ;

3. Encourage all member states to co-operate by communicating all the information needed to
facilitate this work ;

4, Re-examine and explain the positions expressed in paragraph 4 of its replies to Recommenda-
tions 325 and 331 and inform the Assembly of developments in the work of the IEPG as it under-
took to do in its reply to Recommendation 298.
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RECOMMENDATION 338

on the definition of armaments requirements
and procurement in Western Europe

The Assembly,
Stressing the important rdle it can play in ensuring parliamentary supervision at European
level of collective defence arrangements of the Alliance ;

Considering the proceedings of the recent symposium on a European armaments policy, and
in particular its Working Group I;

Expressing its thanks to all authors of papers and Rapporteurs who contributed to its success,

RecoMMENDS THAT THE COUNCIL
Urge member governments:

1. To encourage, through their defence procurement policies, the restructuring of the European
armaments industry through the creation of permanent international consortia in KEurope leading
eventually to fully European corporations for the production of the more sophisticated defence
equipment ;

2. (a) To foster a policy of European preference for bi- or multilateral European defence equipment
projects duly examined by the IEPG;

(b) To foster creation of an Alliance-wide market for defence equipment so that dependence upon exports
to third countries can be reduced ;

3. (@) To keep their national parliamentary defence committees fully informed about future national
and allied defence equipment requirements and projects, in particular through the communication to
them of the equipment replacement schedules prepared by Panel I of the IEPG and completed by
the Conference of National Armaments Directors ;

(b) To request the Chairman of Panel I to communicate these schedules to the Committee on
Defence Questions and Armaments of the WEU Assembly.
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ORDER 52

on the definition of armaments requirements
and procurement in Western Europe

The Assembly,

Stressing the important réle it can play in ensuring parliamentary supervision at European
level of collective defence arrangements of the Alliance ;

Recalling the provisions of its Resolution 15 ;

InstruoTs its Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments to invite members of the par-
liamentary defence committees of the IEPG countries to an annual joint meeting to discuss future
national and allied defence equipment requirements and projects.
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RECOMMENDATION 339

on the industrial bases of European security —
guidelines drawn from the symposium on
15th, 16th and 17th October 1979

The Assembly,
Considering that only governments can give the necessary impetus to joint European arma-
ments production and procurement ;

Regretting the failure in the mid-1960s and mid-1970s to agree on a joint concept for a
European battle tank ;

Aware of the risk that if discussions on the future combat aircraft are too protracted, Euro-
pean nations might be forced, for reasons of a credible defence, to buy a ready-made American
aircraft such as the Northrop F-18L;

Considering the serious crisis in the European ship-building industries and the possible tech-
nological decline as a result;

Welcoming the achievements of existing co-operation in the manufacture of missiles ;

Aware that in tele-informatics — telecommunications, computers, advanced components and
data banks — European industry is largely being outsold by the Americans and Japanese ;

Recalling that WEU is the only European organisation with defence and armaments respon-
sibilities,

RecoMMENDS THAT THE COUNOIL
Invite member governments :

1. To promote a continuous dialogue between their commanders-in-chief, lower echelon commanders,
armaments directors and industrialists in the most suitable framework, and related to the indepen-
dent European programme group insofar as this is compatible with the Atlantic Alliance ;

2. To start discussions now on the battle tank of the 1990s ;
3. To bring to a successful conclusion without delay discussions on the successor, for the 1990s,
to the Franco-British Jaguar, the F-4F Phantom of the Federal German air force and the further

development of the British Harrier ;

4, To maintain Europe’s warship building capability, to agree on the production of interchange-
able components and to promote containerisation ;

5. To continue European co-operation in the production of missiles and to promote specialisation
by ordering several versions of the same type of missile;

6. To promote greater standardisation of telecommunications equipment and to create a joint
integrated digital system for the new command communications which are to be developed ;

7. To pursue research and development in such branches of advanced technology as integrated
circuits, microprocessors, radar systems, lasers and infrared sensors for weapons systems ;

8. To afford support to co-operation in their countries by maintaining existing structures, parti-

cularly in the form of permanent European consortia and, whenever possible, by setting up new
ones.
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TENTH SITTING

Tuesday, 4th December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. Impact of the evolving situation in the Near and Middle
East on Western European security (Presentation of
and Debate on the Report of the General Affairs Com-
mittee, Doc. 820 and Amendments).

2. Address by Mr. Bernard-Reymond, Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs of the French Republic.

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The Sitting was opened at 10 a.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in the Appendix.

3. Changes in the membership of Committees

In accordance with Rule 39(6) of the Rules of
Procedure, the Assembly agreed to the following
nominations to Committees proposed by the
Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany :

— Mr. Biichner as an alternate member of the
General Affairs Committee in place of
Mr. Schwencke ;

— Mr. Scheffler as a titular member of the
Committee on Scientifie, Technological and
Aerospace Questions in place of Mr.
Schwencke ;

— Mr. Flimig as an alternate member of the
Committee on Secientifie, Technological and
Aecrospace Questions in place of Mr. Schef-
fler ;

— Mr. Schulte as an alternate member of the
Committee on Budgetary Affairs and
Administration in place of Mr. Schwencke.

4, Impact of the evolving situation in the Near
and Middle East on Western European security

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the

General Affairs Committee, Doc. 820 and
Amendments)

The Report of the General Affairs Committee
was presented by Sir Frederic Bennett, Rappor-
teur.
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The Debate was opened.
Speakers : MM. Grant and Corallo.
The Debate was adjourned.

5. Address by Mr. Bernard-Reymond, Minister
of State for Foreign Affairs of the French
Republic

Mr. Bernard-Reymond, Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs of the French Republie, addres-
sed the Assembly.

Mr. Bernard-Reymond replied to questions put
by MM. Jung, Boucheny, Deschamps, Valleix,
Roper, Banks and van Waterschoot.

6. Impact of the evolving situation in the Near
and Middle East on Western European security

(Resumed Debate on the Report of the General
Affairs Committee, Doc. 820 and Amendments)

The Debate was resumed.

Speakers : MM. Miiller, Deschamps, Dr. Miller,
MM. Cavaliere, Jessel and Voogd.

The Debate was adjourned.

7. Date and time of the next Sitting

The next Sitting was fixed for the same day
at 3 p.m.

The Sitting was closed at 12.45 p.m.
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Names of Representatives or Substitutes who signed the Register of Attendance ! :

Belgium

MM. Adriaensens
Bonnel
Hanin
Lambiotie (Mangelschots)
Peeters
Tanghe
van Waterschoot

France

MM. Bizet
Boucheny
Brugnon
Lagourgue (Caro)
Deschamps
Druon (Jager)
Jung (Jeambrun)
Petit
Valleix

Federal Republic of Germany

Mrs. von Bothmer

MM. Enders
Alber (Evers)
Flamig

MM. Gessner
Lemmrich (Handlos)
von Hassel
Kittelmann
Schiuble (Lagershausen)
Marquardt
Mende
Wittman (Milz)
Miiller

Scheffler (Hermann Schmidt)

Vohrer

Italy

MM. Cavaliere (Bonalumi)
Calamandrei
Corallo
Borghi (Gonella)
Minnoceci
Del Duca (Orsini)
Pecoraro
Roberti
Treu

Luxembourg
Mr. Margue

The following Representatives apologised for their absence :

France

MM. Depietri
Ferretti
Grussenmeyer
Péridier
Péronnet
Pignion
Schleiter
Sénés
Talon

Federal Republic of Germany

MM. Ahrens
Pawelczyk
Reddemann

Italy
MM. Arfé

Bernini
Boldrini
De Poi
Fosson
Maggioni

Netherlands
MM. Mommersteeg (Scholten)

Stoffelen
Tummers
Voogd

United Kingdom

Mr. Beith
Sir Frederic Bennett
MM. McGuire (Faulds)

MM.

Grant

Grieve

Hardy

Hill (Hawkins)
Cox (Lord Hughes)
Kershaw

Lewis

Mulley

Wilkinson (Onslow)
Page

Jessel (Lord Reay)
Roper

Urwin

Banks (Warren)
Miller (Whitehead)

Pecchioli
Sarti

Segre

Luxembourg
MM. Mart

Thoss

Netherlands
MM. Cornelissen

van Hulst
de Koster

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.
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ELEVENTH SITTING

Tuesday, 4th December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. Draft budget of the administrative expenditure of the
Assembly for the financial year 1980 (Doc. 815, Adden-
dum and Amendment) ; Accounts of the administrative
expenditure of the Assembly for the financial year
1978 — The Auditor’s Report and Motion to approve
the final accounts (Doc. 814 and Addendum) (Presen-
tation of and Debate on the Reporis of the Commitiee on
Budgetary Affairs and Administration and Voies on the
draft texts, Docs. 815, Addendum and Amendment and
814 and Addendum).

2. Opinion on the budget of the ministerial organs of
WEU for the financial year 1979 (Presentation of and
Debate on the Report of the Committee on Budgetary
Affairs and Administration and Votes on the draft Opi-
nion and draft Recommendation, Doc. 824).

3. Impact of the evolving situation in the Near and Middle

East on Western European security (Resumed Debate
on the Report of the Qeneral Affairs Committee and Vote
on the draft Recommendation, Doc. 820 and Amendments).

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
The Sitting was opened at 3 p.m. with Mr. Stoffelen, Vice-President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in the Appendix.

3. Change in the membership of a Commitiee

In accordance with Rule 39 (6) of the Rules
of Procedure, the Assembly agreed to the follow-
ing nomination to a Committee proposed by the
Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany :

— Mr. Kittelmann as an alternate member of

the Committee on Budgetary Affairs and
Administration in place of Mr. Reddemann.

4. Draft budget of the administrative
expenditure of the Assembly for the financial
year 1980

(Doc. 815, Addendum and Amendment)

Accounts of the administrative expenditure

of the Assembly for the financial year 1978 —

The Auditor’s Report and Motion to approve
the final accounts

(Doc. 814 and Addendum)

(Presentation of and Debate on the Reports of the

Committee on Budgetary Affairs and Administration

and Votes on the draft texts, Docs. 815, Addendum
and Amendment and 814 and Addendum)

The Reports of the Committee on Budgetary
Affairs and Administration were presented by
Mr. Alber, Chairman and Rapporteur.

The Debate was opened.

Speaker : Mr. Roper.

Mr. Alber, Chairman and Rapporteur, replied
to the speaker.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
budget.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Mr.
Alber :

Summary of revised estimates for the financial year 1980

Initial Amended

. timate timate

Details for 1980 for 1980

F F

Head I : Expenditure for staff ............ ... oo it 5,799,000 5,799,000
Head II : Expenditure relating to temporary personnel ............. 1,682,000 1,682,000
Head III: Expenditure on premises and equipment ................ 367,000 339,000
Head IV : General administrative costs .........cccvivivininrnnennn. 1,358,000 1,358,000
Head V : Other expenditure .............ccovviiiiiiiiiiinnnnnn, 947,000 947,000
Head VI : Pensions .......covivriernneenneeeeneennerinennesnnennns 91,000 91,000
TOTAL EXPENDITURE ......ccvneeeneenans 10,244,000 10,216,000
TOTAL RECEIPTS .....cvvvivvrnnrnnnnnens 406,000 406,000
NET TOTAL +vvovviiiiiiiiernnnrannenn 9,838,000 9,810,000
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Speaker : Mr. Alber.
The Amendment was agreed to.

The draft budget of the administrative expen-
diture of the Assembly for the financial year
1980 in Document 815 and Addendum, as
amended, was agreed to unanimously.

The Motion to approve the final accounts of
the Assembly for the financial year 1978 in Docu-
ment 814 and Addendum was agreed to unani-
mously.

5. Opinion on the budget of the ministerial
organs of WEU for the financial year 1979

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Budgetary Affairs and Administration
and Votes on the draft Opinion and draft
Recommendation, Doc. 824)

The Report of the Committee on Budgetary
Affairs and Administration was presented by
Mr. Kershaw, Rapporteur.

The Debate was opened.
Speakers : MM. Warren and Adriaensens.

Mr. Kershaw, Rapporteur, replied to the
speakers.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the draft
Opinion and draft Recommendation.

The draft Opinion was agreed to unanimously.
(This Opinion will be published as No. 26) 1.

The draft Recommendation was agreed to
unanimously. (This Recommendation will be pub-
lished as No. 340) 2.

6. Impact of the evolving situation in the Near
and Middle East on Western European security

(Resumed Debate on the Report of the General
Affairs Committee and Vote on the draft
Recommendation, Doc. 820 and Amendments)

The Debate was resumed.
Speaker : Mr. Gessner.

Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly,
took the Chair.

Speakers : MM. Beith, Valleix, Urwin, Wilkin-
son and McGuire.

Sir Frederic Bennett, Rapporteur, and Mrs.

von Bothmer, Chairman of the Committee, replied
to the speakers.

The Debate was closed.

1. See page 32.
2. See page 33.
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The Assembly proceeded 'to consider the draft
Recommendation.

An Amendment (No. 17) was tabled by Mr.
Cavaliere and others :

17. After the third paragraph of the preamble to
the draft recommendation, add a new paragraph
as follows :

“Concerned that by taking and detaining
employees of the United States Embassy, in
violation of all principles of international law,
Iran may endanger world peace ;”.

Speakers : Mr. Cavaliere and Sir Frederic
Bennett.

The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :

1. Leave out the fourth paragraph of the pre-
amble to the draft recommendation and insert :

“Welcoming the Camp David agreements as a
major step towards overall peace ;”.

Speakers : Dr. Miller and Sir Frederic Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 2) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :

2. In the fifth paragraph of the preamble to the
draft recommendation, leave out “and militate
against the underlying causes of the conflict”.

Speakers : Dr, Miller and Sir Frederic Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 16) was tabled by Mr.
Cavaliere and others :

16. After the fifth paragraph of the preamble
to the draft recommendation, add a new para-
graph as follows :

“Wishing the PLO to recognise Israel’s right

to the existence and security of a free and

independent state and to stop its acts of terror-

ism, failing which it is not possible for it to

take part in negotiations ;”.

Speakers : Mr. Cavaliere, Sir Frederic Bennett
and Mr. Urwin.

The Amendment was withdrawn.

An Amendment (No. 3) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :

3. Leave out the sixth paragraph of the preamble
to the draft recommendation.

Speakers : Dr. Miller and Sir Frederiec Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 4) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :
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4. Leave out the eighth paragraph of the preamble
to the draft recommendation.

Speakers : Dr. Miller and Sir Frederic Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 11) was tabled by Mr.
Urwin and others :

11. In the eighth paragraph of the preamble to
the draft recommendation, leave out “Welecom-
ing” and insert “Noting”.

Speakers : Mr. Urwin and Sir Frederic

Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amended (No. 8) was tabled by Mr. Roper
and others :

8. At the beginning of paragraph 1 of the draft
recommendation proper, add :

“Either directly or where more appropriate
indirectly through the participation of its
membership in European political co-operation
among the Nine,”.

Speakers : Mr. Roper and Sir Frederic Bennett.
The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 12) was tabled by Mr.
Urwin and others :

12. In paragraph 2 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out from “and” in line 2 to the end
of the paragraph and insert “call upon all other
arms-supplying countries to impose a similar
moratorium”.

Speakers: Mr. Urwin and Sir Frederie
Bennett.
The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 18) was tabled by Mr.
Cavaliere and others :

18. After paragraph 2 of the draft recommenda-
tion proper, add a new paragraph as follows :

“Ask Iran to free immediately the hostages
held in the United States Embassy ;”.

Speakers : Sir Frederic Bennett and Mr.
Cavaliere.

The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 5) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :

5. Leave out paragraph 3 of the draft recom-
mendation proper.
Speakers : Dr. Miller and Sir Frederic Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 13) was tabled by Mr.
Urwin and others :
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13. Leave out paragraphs 5 and 6 of the draft
recommendation proper and insert :

“5. Ask its members to urge Israel immediately
to accept the existence of the Palestinian people
and to renounce its policy of settlements on
the West Bank and commence negotiations
with valid Palestinian representatives to achieve
self-determination, including the inhabitants of
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip ;

6. Ask its members to urge the PLO, also
immediately, to declare its acceptance of an
independent Israeli state within internationally
agreed and defined borders ;

7. Ask its members to urge upon both sides
a total abandonment of all acts of violence,
which call into question the validity of any
such declarations.”

Speakers : Mr. Urwin, Sir Frederic Bennett,
Dr. Miller, MM. Roper, Cavaliere, Corallo and
Cavaliere.

The Amendment was agreed to, paragraph by
paragraph.

An Amendment (No. 9) was tabled by Mr.
Corallo :

9. In paragraph 5 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “valid Palestinian representa-
tives” and insert “the PLO”.

Speakers : Mr, Corallo and Sir Frederic

Bennett.
The Amendment was negatived.

The Amendment (No. 7) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :

7. In paragraph 6 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “internationally”.

Speaker : Dr. Miller.,

The Amendment was withdrawn.

An Amendment (No. 15) was tabled by Mr.
Cavaliere and others :

15. In paragraph 6 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “Ask its members to urge the
PLO contemporaneously and reciprocally to
declare its aceeptance of” and insert “Ask its
members to insist that the PLO accept” ; renum-
ber paragraph 6 as paragraph 5 ; and renumber
paragraph 5 as paragraph 6.

Speakers : Mr, Cavaliere and Sir Frederic
Bennett.

The Amendment was negatived.

An Amendment (No. 6) was tabled by Dr.
Miller :
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6. In paragraph 6 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “contemporaneously and reci-
procally” and insert “immediately”.

The Amendment was withdrawn.

An Amendment (No. 10) was tabled by Mr.
Corallo :

10. In paragraph 6 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “terrorist acts of violence which
call into question the validity of any such declara-
tion” and insert “any acts of war as soon as the
negotiations referred to in paragraph 5 are
seriously envisaged”.

The Amendment was withdrawn.
An Amendment (No. 14) was tabled by Sir
Frederic Bennett :

14. At the end of paragraph 7 of the draft recom-
mendation proper, add “and meanwhile call upon
all countries concerned to renounce all acts of
military violence.”

The Amendment was withdrawn.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the amended
draft Recommendation.

Speakers (points of order) : Mr. Corallo, Dr.
Miller, MM. Lewis, Roper and the President.

The amended draft Recommendation was
agreed to. (This Recommendation will be pub-
lished as No. 341) *.

1. See page 34.
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1. The situation in Iran

(Motion for a Recommendation with a request for
urgent procedure, Doc. 829)

In accordance with Rule 43(3) of the Rules
of Procedure, the Assembly proceeded to consider
the request for urgent procedure on the Motion
for a Recommendation tabled by Mr. Valleix and
others.

Speakers (point of order) : MM. Roper, Urwin,
Roper, the President ; Mrs. von Bothmer, MM.
Grieve, Valleix, Roper, Hanin and Valleix.

Urgent procedure was agreed to unanimously.

The Motion for a Recommendation was referred
to the General Affairs Committee.

Speaker (point of order) : Mr. Valleix.

8. Date and time of the next Sitting

The next Sitting was fixed for Wednesday,
5th December, at 10 a.m.

The Sitting was closed at 6.15 p.m.
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MM. Adriaensens Schiiuble (Lagershausen) MM. Schlingemann (de Koster)
Bonnel Marquards Konings (Scholten)
Hanin Mende Stoffelen
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Tanghe Miiller Voogd
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United Kingdom
Mr. Beith
France Sir Frederic Bennett
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Flémig Urwin
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The following Representatives apologised for their absence :
Belgium MM. Schleiter MM. Calamandrei
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. Sarti
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1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given
in brackets.
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OPINION 26

on the budget of the ministerial organs of WEU for
the financial year 1979

The Assembly,

Noting that in communicating the budget of Western European Union as a whole the Council
has complied with the provisions of Article VIII (c) of the Charter ;

Having taken note of the contents,

Has no comments to make at this stage on the figures communicated.
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RECOMMENDATION 340
on improving the status of WEU staff

The Assembly,
Welcoming the decision of the councils of the co-ordinated organisations to grant a reversionary
pension to widowers of female staff in the same conditions as for widows of male staff;

Considering that the establishment of a single appeals board would be the logical follow-up
to the establishment of a joint section for the administration of pensions ;

Again regretting that the Council has still not answered the Assembly’s recommendation to
set up a committee of senior experts to plan and promote a personnel policy,

RECOMMENDS THAT THE COUNOCIL
I Promote in the framework of the co-ordinated organisations * :
1. The creation of a single appeals board as soon as possible ;

2. The creation before 1983 of a joint body for the administration of pensions for staff of the
co-ordinated organisations ;

3. The establishment of a committee of senior experts to plan and promote a personnel policy
and in particular :
— to review the structure of grades;

— to study the possibility of introducing a dual grading system at every level of the hier-
archy ;

— to study the type and length of contracts;

— to co-ordinate staff rules;

— to review the indemnity for loss of job;

— to study methods of transferring an official from ome co-ordinated organisation to another ;
— to make clear the financial consequences of their proposals ;

II.  Invite the Secretary-General to inform WEU officials of all staff vacancies so that they may
take advantage of all possibilities for promotion which may arise within the organisation.

* OECD, NATO, WEU, Council of Europe, ESA.
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RECOMMENDATION 341

on the impact of the evolving situation in the
Near and Middle East on Western European security

The Assembly,

Considering that the maintenance of peace in the Near and Middle East is essential for Western
Europe’s security and economic prosperity ;

Regretting that Soviet intervention in Afghanistan, far from establishing internal peace, political
stability and a resumption of economic activity in that country, has led to intercommunal and
religious strife and created yet another difficult refugee problem ;

Considering that the upheaval in Iran in 1978, inspired by revolutionary principles, has further
delayed the introduction of democracy and the restoration of national unity ;

Concerned that by taking and detaining employees of the United States Embassy, in violation
of all principles of international law, Iran may endanger world peace ;

Noting that the Camp David agreements, while establishing peace between Israel and Egypt,
have so far provided no solution to the main problems in the Middle East, especially the Palestine
question ;

Considering that solutions which exclude participation by the Palestinian people do not offer
them the possibility of exercising their right to self-determination and militate against the underlying
causes of the conflict ;

Considering that the positions adopted by Jordan and expressed by His Majesty King Hussein
in the United Nations on 25th September 1979 constitute a positive step towards peace ;

Deploring that the continuing establishment of Israeli settlements on the West Bank only
makes more difficult a just and lasting solution to the Palestinian problem ;

Welcoming the fact that the Nine have been able to speak with a single voice on Middle
Bastern matters on several occasions, particularly on 25th September 1979 in the United Nations
General Assembly,

RECOMMENDS THAT THE COUNOIL

1. Either directly or where more appropriate indirectly through the participation of its member-
ship in European political co-operation among the Nine, ensure that consultation between its mem-
bers is extended to cover matters relating to Afghanistan and Iran;

2. Ensure that its members refrain from selling arms to Iran as long as internal strife and armed
repression continue in that country and call upon all other arms-supplying countries to impose a
similar moratorium ;

3. Ask Iran to free immediately the hostages held in the United States Embassy ;

4. Continue to co-ordinate the positions of its members in the United Nations and call for a
clarification from the Security Council of the actual implications of Resolution 242 ;

5. Ask Egypt, Israel and the United States urgently to consult with a view to reaching agree-
ment on a mutually accepted interpretation of the implications of the Camp David agreements ;

6. Ask its members to urge Israel immediately to accept the existence of the Palestinian people
and to renounce its policy of settlements on the West Bank and commence negotiations with valid
Palestinian representatives to achieve self-determination, including the inhabitants of the West Bank
and the Gaza Strip;
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7. Ask its members to urge the PLO, also immediately, to declare its acceptance of an inde-
pendent Israeli state within internationally agreed and defined borders ;

8. Ask its members to urge upon both sides a total abandonment of all acts of violence, which
call into question the validity of any such declarations ;

9. Use its best endeavours, if these preconditions are met, to promote a broader-based conference

than Camp David including representation from all the countries directly involved in the Palestinian
dispute.
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TWELFTH SITTING

Wednesday, 5th December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. The situation in Iran (Preseniation of and Debate on the
oral Report of the General Affairs Commitiee and Vote
on the draft Recommendation, Doc. 830).

2. New weapons and defence strategy (Presentation of and
Debate on the Report of the Committee on Defence Ques-

tions and Armaments and Votes on the draft Recommen-
dations, Doc. 827 and Amendment).

8. SALT II and its implications for European security
(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the Com-
mittee on Defence Questions and Armaments, Doc. 816,
Addendum and Amendment).

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
The Sitting was opened at 10 a.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in Appendix L.

3. Changes in the membership of Committees

In accordance with Rule 39(6) of the Rules of
Procedure, the Assembly agreed to the following
nominations to Committees proposed by the Bel-
gian Delegation :

— Mr. Lagneau as a titular member of the
General Affairs Committee in place of
Mr. Perin ;

— Mr. Lagneau as an alternate member of the
Committee on Rules of Procedure and Pri-
vileges in place of Mr. Perin.

4. Change in the Orders of the Day

The President advised the Assembly that
congideration of the draft Recommendation on
the situation in Iran would take place when the
General Affairs Committee had completed its
study of the matter.

5. New weapons and defence strategy

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments,
Doc. 827 and Amendment)

The Report of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments was presented by Mr.
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Roper, Chairman and Rapporteur, and Mr. van
den Bergh, Rapporteur.

The Debate was opened.

Speakers : MM. Pecchioli, Mulley, Cook, van
den Bergh, Vattekar (Observer from Norwey)
and Mrs. Eide (Observer from Norway) ; (point
of order) : MM. Grieve, Roper, Deschamps, Mrs.
von Bothmer, MM. Lewis, Roper and Mrs. von
Bothmer ; Mr. Roberti.

The Debate was adjourned.

6. The situation in Iran

(Presentation of and Debate on the oral Report of
the General Affairs Commiitee and Vote on the
draft Recommendation, Doc. 830)

The Report of the General Affairs Committee
was presented by Mr. Grieve, Rapporteur.

The Debate was opened.

Speakers : MM. Valleix, Grieve, Lewis, Grieve
and Valleix.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
Recommendation,

A manuseript amendment was tabled by Mr.
Boucheny :

At the beginning of the preamble to the draft
recommendation, add a new paragraph as fol-
lows :

“Understanding the legitimate wish of the
Iranian people to punish the Shah’s criminal
activities ;.

Speakers : MM. Boucheny, Jung and Grieve.
The Amendment was negatived.

A manuscript amendment was tabled by Mr.
Calamandrei :
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After the second paragraph of the preamble to
the draft recommendation, add a new paragraph
as follows :

“Recogniging the right of the Iranian people
to advance, in full independence and demo-
cracy, along the path opened by the overthrow
of the tyranny of the Shah ;”.

Speakers : MM. Calamandrei and Grieve.
The amendment was negatived.

A manuseript Amendment was tabled by
Mr. Corallo :

In paragraph 2 of the draft recommendation
proper, after “determine” insert “political”.

Speakers : MM. Corallo and Grieve.
The Amendment was negatived.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the draft
Recommendation.

Speaker : Mr. Stainton.

The draft Recommendation was agreed to on
a vote by roll-call (see Appendix II) by 46 votes
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to 2 with 4 abstentions. (This Recommendation
will be published as No. 342) .

Speaker (explanation of vote) : Mr. Pecchioli.

7. New weapons and defence strategy

(Resumed Debate on the Report of the Committee
on Defence Questions and Armaments, Doc. 827)

The Debate was resumed.

Speakers : Lord Reay, MM. Boucheny and
Gessner.

The Debate was adjourned.

8. Date and time of the next Sitting

The next Sitting was fixed for the same day
at 3 p.m.

The Sitting was closed at 1 p.m.

1. See page 39.
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APPENDIX I

Names of Representatives or Substitutes who signed the Register of Attendance !:

Belgium

MM. Adriaensens
Bonnel
Hanin

Lambiotte (Mangelschots)
Vanr der Elst (Tanghe)

van Waterschoot

MM. von Hassel

Kittelmann
Marquardt

Mende

Wittman (Milz)
Miiller

Biichner (Pawelezyk)
Lenzer (Reddemann)

France
MM. Baumel (Bizet) MM. Romano (Boldrini)
Boucheny Calamandrei
Brugnon Corallo
Deschamps Minnocei
Jager Del Duca (Orsini)
Jung (Jeambrun) Pecchioli
Berrier (Péridier) Pecoraro
Valleix Roberti
Giust (Sarti)
Federal Republic of Germany Treu
Mrs. von Bothmer
MM. Enders Luxembourg
Sptes von Biillesheim (Evers) MM. Krieps (Margue)
Flamig Glesener (Mart)
Gessner Thoss

The following Representatives apologised for their absence :

Belgium

Mr. Peeters

France

MM. Caro
Depietri
Ferretti
Grussenmeyer
Péronnet
Petit

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italies, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.

MM. Pignion

Schleiter
Sénés
Talon

Federal Republic of Germany

MM. Ahrens

Handlos
Lagershausen
Schmidt, Hermann
Vohrer
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Netherlands

MM. Cornelissen
Stoffelen
Tummers
Voogd

United Kingdom

Lord McNasr (Beith)
Sir Frederic Bennett
MM. Cook (Faulds)
Grant
Grieve
Hardy
Hill (Hawkins)
Lord Hughes
MM. Kershaw
Lewis
Muliey
Wilkinson (Onslow)
Page
Lord Resy
MM. Roper
Urwin
Warren
Cox (Whitehead)

Italy

MM. Arfé
Bernini
Bonalumi
De Poi
Fosson
Gonella
Maggioni
Segre

Netherlands

MM. van Hulst
de Koster
Scholten
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Vote No. 3 by roll-call on the draft Recommendation on the situation in Iran (Doc. 830)1:

7 - T 46
L 2
Abstentions ...........iiiiieii it i i et 4
Ayes
Mr. Adriaensens Lord Hughes Mr. Pecoraro
Lord McNair (Beith) MM. Jung (Jeambrun) Lord Reay
Sir Frederic Bennett Kershaw MM. Roberti
MM. Baumel (Bizet) Kittelmann Roper
Bonnel Lewis Stoffelen
Mrs. von Bothmer Lambiotte (Mangelschots) Van der Elst (Tanghe)
MM. Cornelissen Krieps (Margue) Thoss
Enders Marquardt Treu
Spies von Biillesheim (Evers) Mende Tummers
Flamig Wittman (Milz) Urwin
Gessner Minnocci Valleix
Grant Mulley Voogd
Grieve Wilkinson (Onslow) Warren
Hanin Page van Waterschoot
Hardy Biichner (Pawelezyk) Cox (Whitehead)

Hill (Hawkins)

1. The names of Substitutes replacing Representatives absent are printed in italics, the names of the latter being given

in brackets.

Noes :

. Boucheny

Deschamps

Abstentions :

. Romano (Boldrini)

Calamandrei
Corallo
Pecchioli
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RECOMMENDATION 342

on the situation in Iran

The Assembly,

Considering that the detention of members of the United States Embassy in Tehran constitutes
an unacceptable violation of international law and a dangerous precedent for the maintenance
of peace ;

Expressing its deep sympathy and solidarity with the government and people of the United
States in the emergency thus created ;

Considering the grave economic and strategic consequences which the events now occurring in
Iran could entail for European security ;

Noting that the heads of state and government of the member states, meeting in Dublin in
the framework of the European Council on 29th and 30th November, issued a statement concerning
the situation in Iran,

RecommENDS TO THE COUNOIL

1. That it draw urgently to the attention of the governments of the member states the Assembly’s
support for the European Council’s declaration ;

2. That consultations should take place either within the framework of the WEU Council or,
where more appropriate, through the participation of its members in European political co-operation
among the Nine to determine action on this problem.



THIRTEENTH SITTING

Wednesday, 5th December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. New weapons and defence strategy (Resumed Debaie on
the Report of the Committee on Defence Questions and
Armaments and Votes on the draft Recommendations,
Doc. 827 and Amendment).

2. SALT II and its implications for European security
(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the Com-
mittee on Defence Questions and Armaments and Vote on

the draft Resolution, Doc. 816, Addendum and Amend-
ment).

3. Arctic technology (Presentation of and Debate on the
Report of the Committee on Scientific, Technological and
Aerospace Questions, Doc. 822 and Amendments).

4. Address by Mr. Thorn, Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Luxembourg, Chairman-in-Office of the Council.

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The Sitting was opened at 3 p.m. with Mr. Valleix, Vice.President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in the Appendix.

3. New weapons and defence strategy

(Resumed Debate on the Report of the Committee

on Defence Questions and Armaments and Votes

on the draft Recommendations, Doc. 827 and
Amendment)

The Debate was resumed.

Speakers : Mr. Tummers, Sir Frederic Bennett,
MM. Pecoraro and Baumel.

Mr. van den Bergh, Rapporteur, and Mr.
Roper, Chairman and Rapporteur, replied to the
speakers.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the first
draft Recommendation.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Mr.
Cook :

1. In draft recommendation I, leave out sub-
paragraphs (a), (b) and (¢) of paragraph 1 of the
draft recommendation proper and insert :

“(a) by calling on the Soviet Union to agree
to an immediate eighteen months’ mora-
torium on the deployment of further SS-
20 missiles ;
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(b) in the event of the Soviet Union agreeing
to such a moratorium, by postponing for
its duration the decision on procurement
of the 572 medium-range weapons which
NATO plans to deploy in Europe ;

by seeking within that period agreement
on significant reductions in present num-
bers of Soviet medium-range nuclear
Wweapons ;

by deciding forthwith to investigate
seriously, on the expiry of the eighteen-
month moratorium and in the light of the
military and political situation which will
then prevail, the need to procure and
station a number of medium-range
nuclear weapons which NATO intends to
deploy in Europe ;”.

Speaker : Mr. Cook.

(d)

A manuseript amendment to Amendment 1 was
tabled by Mr. Pecchioli :

In paragraph (@) of Amendment 1, before
“deployment”, add “construction and”.

In paragraph (b) of Amendment 1, line 3,
after “on” insert “construction and”.

Speaker : Mr, Pecchioli.

Myr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly,
took the Chair.

Speakers : MM. Roper, Cook, Roper and van
den Bergh.

The manuseript amendment to Amendment 1
was negatived.

Amendment 1 was negatived.

Speakers (point of order) : MM. van den Bergh,
Stoffelen, Boucheny and van den Bergh.
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The Assembly proceeded ta vote on the first
draft Recommendation.

In the absence of a quorum, the vote was post-
poned until the next Sitting.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the second
draft Recommendation.

Speaker (point of order) : Sir Frederic Bennett.

In accordance with Rule 36 of the Rules of
Procedure, the vote was postponed until the next
Sitting.

4. SALT II and its implications for European
security

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the

Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments

and Vote on the draft Resolution, Doc. 816, Addendum
and Amendment)

The Report of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments was presented by Mr.
Cook, Rapporteur.

The Debate was opened.
Speaker : Mr. Calamandrei.

Mr. Cook, Rapporteur, and Mr. Roper, Chair-
man of the Committee, replied to the speaker.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
Resolution.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Lord
MeNair :

1. In the draft resolution proper, leave out “Calls
upon the Senate of the United States To” and
ingert “Expresses the hope that the Senate of the
United States Will”,

Speakers : Lord MeNair and Mr. Cook.
The Amendment was agreed to.

Speakers (point of order): Sir Frederic

Bennett, MM. Roper and Cook.

In accordance with Rule 36 of the Rules of
Procedure, the vote was postponed until the next
Sitting.

5. Arctic technology

(Presentation of the Report of the Commiitee on
Scientific, Technological and Aerospace Questions,
Doc. 822 and Amendments)

The Report of the Committee on Secientifie,
Technological and Aerospace Questions was pre-
sented by Mr. Spies von Biillesheim, Rapporteur.
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6. Address by Mr. Thorn, Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Luxembourg, Chairman-in-Office
of the Council

Mr. Thorn, Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Luxembourg, Chairman-in-Office of the Counecil,
addressed the Assembly.

Mr. Thorn replied to questions put by MM.
Stoffelen, Konings, Roper, Lambiotte and Treu.

1. Arctic technology

(Debate on the Report of the Commiittee on Scientific,
Technological and Aerospace Questions and Vote on
the draft Recommendation, Doc. 822 and
Amendments)

The Debate was opened.

Speakers : MM. Vattekar (Observer from Nor-
way), Hardy and Enders.

Mr. Spies von Biillesheim, Rapporteur, and
Mr. Warren, Chairman of the Commiitee, replied
to the speakers.

The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
Recommendation.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Mr.
Hardy :

1. In paragraph 1 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “for a wide-ranging programme
of collaboration in Western Europe”.

Speakers : MM. Hardy and Spies von Biilles-
heim.

The Amendment was withdrawn.

An Amendment (No. 2) was tabled by Mr.
Hardy :

2. In paragraph 1 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “for example in the building
of ice-breakers”.

The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 3) was tabled by Mr,
Hardy :

3. In paragraph 2 (a¢) of the draft recommenda-
tion proper, leave out “to draw up mutually-
acceptable administrative and industrial gunide-
lines for such collaboration in order”.

Speakers : MM. Hardy and Spies von Biilles-
heim.

The Amendment was agreed to.

An Amendment (No. 4) was tabled by Mr.
Hardy :
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4. Leave out paragraph 2 (b) of the draft recom-
mendation proper and insert :

“(b) to welcome and support the draft con-
vention on the conservation of Antarctic
marine living resources ;”.

Speakers : MM. Hardy and Spies von Biilles-
heim ; (point of order) : Mr. Roper ; Mr. Warren.

The Amendment was withdrawn.

A manuseript Amendment was tabled by Mr,
Hardy :

In paragraph 2 of the draft recommendation
proper, insert a new paragraph as follows :

“(b) to welcome and support the draft con-
vention on the conservation of Antarctic
marine living resources ;.

Speaker : Mr. Spies von Biillesheim.

The manuseript Amendment was agreed to.
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Speaker (point of order) : Mr. Warren.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the
amended draft Recommendation.

The amended draft Recommendation was
agreed to unanimously. (This Recommendation
will be published as No. 343) *.

8. Personal statement

Mr. Roper made a personal statement.

Speaker (point of order) : Mr. Warren.

9. Date and time of the next Sitting

The next Sitting was fixed for Thursday, 6th
December, at 10 a.m.

The Sitting was closed at 6.45 p.m.

1. See page 45.
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Belgium MM. Kittelmann MM. Konings (Scholten)
] Mende Stoffelen
MM. ﬁ‘:‘;jfmm Miiller Tummers
Lambiotte (Mangelschots) Biichner (Pawelezyk) Voogd
Van der Elst (Tanghe) Ttal
van Waterschoot taly . .
MM. Romano (Boldrini) United Kingdom
8””1“’1‘1‘&“‘]“‘ Lord McNair (Beith)
France orallo Sir Frederic B
Minnocei ederic Bennett
MM. Baumel (Bizet) Pecchioli MM. Cook (Faulds)
Bou'cheny Pecoraro Grfmt
Potit. Roberti Grieve
Valleix Giust (Sarti) H?lll'd()i{ awrking)
Treu Lord Hughes
Federal Republic of Germany Luxembourg MM. %:;';I;B’W
Mr. Ahrens MM. Margue Mulley
Mrs. von Bothmer Mart Stainton (Onslow)
MM. Enders Krieps (Thoss) Smith (Page)

Spies von Biillesheim (Evers)

Jessel (Lord Reay)

Flamig Roper

Gessnor Netherlands Urwin

Wittman (Handlos) MM. Cornelissen Warren

von Hassel Schlingemann (de Koster) Cox (Whitehead)

The following Representatives apologised for their absence :

Belgium

MM. Bonnel
Peeters

France

MM. Brugnon
Caro
Depietri
Deschamps
Ferretti
Grussenmeyer
Jager
Jeambrun
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Italy
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De Poi
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Gonella
Maggioni
Orsini
Segre

Netherlands
Mr. van Hulst
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RECOMMENDATION 343
on Arctic technology

The Assembly,

Considering that the peoples of the world are justified in examining the use of the earth’s
natural resources with due regard for the political, technological, economic and ecological implications ;

Aware that decisions on exploration and exploitation can be taken only after solutions have
been found to human and techmnological problems in the polar regions ;

Conscious of the sustained efforts of the Soviet Union and the United States in this field
compared to the lack of progress by the Western European countries in spite of their early start
and wide experience of polar technology in the past;

Aware that the WEU member countries have already worked with the Soviet Union and
the United States in the framework of the Antarctic Treaty and on certain specified subjects, and
would welcome help and assistance from these countries and closer liaison in this field of activity
between the USSR, the United States and the WEU member countries ;

Considering that several European counftries and industries, working in collaboration, have
gained vast experience of various aspects of offshore technology ;

Considering the Antarctic Treaty to be an excellent example of an actively applied treaty for
ensuring and verifying a weapons-free area and therefore of major significance for WEU member
countries ;

Considering the present state of the Law of the Sea Conference and its possible conclusion
in the early 1980s,

RECOMMENDS THAT THE COUNOIL

1. Draw the attention of member governments to the need for a wide-ranging programme of
collaboration in Western Europe for the development of Arctic technology ;
2. Invite member governments :

(@) to ensure that Europe plays its part in developing the polar regions;

(b) to welcome and support the draft convention on the conservation of Antarctic marine
living resources ;

(¢} to make every effort to ensure that the content of the Antarctic Treaty is not changed,
distorted or prematurely terminated at the Law of the Sea Conference, thus preserving
an important treaty which ensures and allows verification of a weapons-free area ;

(d) to adopt a common position at meetings of Antarctic Treaty member states dealing with
the exploration for and exploitation of mineral and fish resources.
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Thursday, 6th December 1979

ORDERS OF THE DAY

1. New weapons and defence strategy ; SALT II and its
implications for European security (Votes on the draft
Recommendations and amended drqft Resolution, Docs.
827 and 816).

2. Brazilian-European collaborative ventures and the con-
sequences for Europe (Presentation of and Debate on

the Report of the Committee on Scientific, Technological
and Aerospace Questions and Vote on the draft Recom-
mendation, Doc. 817 and Amendments).

3. Relations with Parliaments (Presentation of and Debate
on the Report of the Commitiee for Relations with Parlia-
ments, Doc. 818).

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The Sitting was opened at 10 a.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of Proceedings of the previous
Sitting were agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The names of Representatives and Substitutes
who signed the Register of Attendance are given
in the Appendix.

3. New weapons and defence strategy
(Votes on the draft Recommendations, Doc. 827)

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the first
draft Recommendation.

Speaker : Mr. Deschamps.

In the absence of a quorum, the vote was post-
poned until the next Session.

In the absence of a quorum, the vote on the
second draft Recommendation was postponed
until the next Session.

4. SALT II and its implications for European
security

(Vote on the amended draft Resolution, Doc. 816)

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the
amended draft Resolution.

Speakers : Mr. Deschamps and the President.

The amended draft Resolution was agreed to.
(This Resolution will be published as No. 64) 1,

1. See page 49.
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5. Brazilian-European collaborative ventures
and the consequences for Europe

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Scientific, Technological and
Aerospace Questions and Vote on the draft

Recommendation, Doc. 817 and Amendments)

The Report of the Committee on Scientifie,
Technological and Aerospace Questions was pre-
sented by MM. Lewis, Adriaensens, Flimig (in
place of Mr. Scheffler) and Cornelissen, Rappor-
teurs.

The Debate was opened.
Speaker : Mr. Valleix.,
The Debate was closed.

The Assembly proceeded to consider the draft
Recommendation.

An Amendment (No. 1) was tabled by Mr.
Cornelissen :

1. In paragraph 1 of the draft recommendation
proper, after “emphasis” add “on safeguards
against the danger of the proliferation of nuclear
weapons and”.

Speakers : MM. Cornelissen and Valleix,
The Amendment was agreed to. ,

A manuseript Amendment was tabled by Mr.
Cornelissen :

2. In paragraph 4 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “and military”.

The Amendment was withdrawn.

A manuseript Amendment was tabled by Mr.
Cornelissen :

In paragraph 4 of the draft recommendation
proper, leave out “civil and military”.
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The manuseript Amendment was agreed to.

The Assembly proceeded to vote on the
amended draft Recommendation.

Speaker : Mr. Deschamps.

The amended draft Recommendation was
agreed to. (This Recommendation will be pub-
lished as No. 344) 1,

Speaker : Mr. Valleix.

6. Relations with Parliaments

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee for Relations with Parliaments, Doc. 818)

The Report of the Committee for Relations

with Parliaments was presented by Mr. De Poi,
Rapporteur.

1, See page 650.
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The Debate was opened.

Speaker : Mr. Roper.

Mr. De Poi, Rapporteur, replied to the speaker.
The Debate was closed.

The Assembly took note of the Report of the
Committee for Relations with Parliaments.

Speakers (points of order) : Mr. Roper, the
President, Mr. Valleix, Mr. Roper.

1. Close of the Session

The President declared the Twenty-Fifth
Ordinary Session of the Assembly closed.

The Sitting was closed at 11.50 a.m.
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Netherlands

MM. Cornelissen
Tummers
Lamberts (Voogd)

United Kingdom

Lord McNair (Beith)

MM. Hill (Sir Frederic Bennett)

Cook (Faulds)
Hardy
Lord Hughes
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Smith (Page)
Lord Reay
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Maggioni
Minnocei
Pecchioli
Segre

Luxzembourg
Mr. Thoss

Netherlands

MM. van Hulst
de Koster
Scholten
Stoffelen

United Kingdom
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RESOLUTION 64
on SALT II and its implications for European security

The Assembly,
(9) Conscious of its authority under the Brussels Treaty as the only European parliamentary assembly
with statutory responsibility in matters of defence ;

(%) Having considered the SALT II texts, and the accompanying agreed statements and common
understandings, and the evidence given by the United States Administration to the Senate committees ;

(¢3) Noting that the agreements cannot affect the British and French nuclear forces, both of which
make a meaningful contribution to the allied nuclear deterrent, and that the agreements impose no
restrictions on mutual assistance in the production of nuclear weapons between the United States and
its allies ;

() Regretting that it has not proved possible in the framework of SALT II to agree on significant
mutual reductions of strategic offensive arms of all types;

(v)  Believing however that the broad parity in all categories of strategic offensive arms which SALT I
seeks to bring about will increase the stability of mutual deterrence and cannot provide any unilateral
advantage for the Soviet Union ;

(vi) Concluding therefore that the SALT II agreements should enhance the security of Europe and
the Atlantic Alliance and will not in any way diminish the credibility of the United States strategic
deterrent ;

(vii) Reserving for further consideration in a future report its position on SALT III,
InsTRUOTS ITS PRESIDENT

To transmit the text of the present resolution and the corresponding report of the Committee on
Defence Questions and Armaments to the President and all members of the United States Senate ;

EXPRESSES THE HOPE THAT THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Will approve the ratification without amendment of the treaty on the limitation of offensive arms
gigned in Vienna on 18th June 1979,
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RECOMMENDATION 344

on Brazilian-European collaborative ventures
and the consequences for Europe

The Assembly,
Considering the wishes expressed by the Brazilian Senate and Government officials to strengthen
scientific and technological co-operation between Brazil and the countries of Western Europe ;

Convinced that greater international co-operation in advanced technology can but be beneficial
for both Brazil and the countries of Western Europe and will help to advance their political and economic
positions ;

Aware that in recent years Brazil has advanced more quickly than some Western European coun-
tries in finding alternative energy resources ;

Impressed by the progress of technical development plans in Brazil concerning meteorology and
communications ;

Conscious of the mutual advantages of collaboration between Brazil and Western Europe in:

(@) nuclear research and development ;

(b) alternative energy resources ;

(¢) space research and development ;

(d) aircraft development,

REOOMMENDS THAT THE COUNCIL

Invite member governments :
1. To improve European co-ordination in respect of existing nuclear research and development pro-
grammes in Brazil, with special emphasis on safeguards against the danger of the proliferation of nuclear
weapons and on security and safety problems ;
2. To co-operate with the Brazilian Government on alternative energy resources ;
3. To instruct the European Space Agency to develop closer relations with Brazil with a view to
concluding a co-operation agreement with particular regard to the joint use of launch and tracking faci-
lities and the development of remote sensing and direot television satellites ;

4, To encourage industrial collaboration with Brazil in developing its next generation of aircraft ;

5. To increase exchanges of experts with Brazil in the field of research and the application of technology.
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EIGHTH SITTING

Monday, 3rd December 1979

SUMMARY

1. Resumption of the Session and adoption of the Minutes.
2. Attendance Register.

8. Examination of Credentials.

4. Observers.

5. Tributes.

6. Address by the President of the Assembly.

7. Adoption of the draft Order of Business for the Second
Part of the Session (Doc. 813).

Speakers : The President, Mr. Roper, Mr. Talon, Mr.
Roper, Mr. Valleix, Mr. Roper, the President.

8. The balance of force (Vote on the amended draft Recom-
mendation postponed from the First Part of the Session,
Doc. 809).

Speakers (point of order) : The President, Mr. Valleix,
Mr. Roper, Mr. Valleix, Mr. Antoni, the President.
9. Address by Mrs. Hamm-Briicher, Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Speakers : The President, Mrs. Hamm-Briicher (Min-
ister of State for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic
of Qermany).

Replies by Mrs. Hamm-Bricher to questions put by :
Mr. Talon, Mr. Miiller, Mr. Valleix, Mr. Calamandrei.

10. Changes in the membership of Committees.

11. Dato, time and Orders of the Day of the next Sitting,
Speaker (point of order): Mr. Roper.

The Sitting was opened ai 11 a.m. with Mr. von Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.

1. Resumption of the Session and adoption
of the Minuies

The PRESIDENT. — The Sitting is open.

I declare resumed the Twenty-Fifth Ordinary
Session of the Assembly of Western European
Union, which was adjourned on Thursday, 21st
June 1979, at the conclusion of the Seventh
Sitting.

In accordance with Rule 21 of the Rules of Pro-
cedure, the Minutes of Proceedings of the Seventh
Sitting have been distributed.

Are there any comments %...
The Minutes are agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The PRESIDENT. — The names of the
Substitutes attending this Sitting which have
been notified to the President will be published
with the list of Representatives appended to the
Minutes of Proceedings *.

3. Examination of Credentials
The PRESIDENT. — The Orders of the Day
now provide for the examination of credentials

of the new Representatives and Substitutes whose
names were published in Notice No. 8.

1. See page 15.
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The credentials of all but Mr. Lagneau, a
Belgian Substitute, and Mr. Caro, a French
Representative, were ratified by the Parliament-
ary Assembly of the Council of Europe or its
Standing Committee on 3rd October and 22nd
November 1979. These credentials were attested,
in accordance with paragraph 1 of Rule 6 of the
Rules of Procedure of our Assembly, by a state-
ment of ratification communicated to me by the
President of the Assembly of the Council of
Europe.

In the case of Mr. Lagneau and Mr. Caro it
falls to our Assembly to ratify their eredentials
in accordance with paragraph 2 of Rule 6 of the
Rules of Procedure.

Their credentials have not been contested and
have been certified in the usual form.

If the Assembly is unanimous, these credentials
can be ratified without prior examination by the
Credentials Committee.

Is there any opposition to the ratification of
these credentials %...

Their credentials are agreed to, subject to
subsequent ratification by the Parliamentary
Assembly of the Council of Europe.

Consequently, Mr. Lagneau, as a Substitute of
Belgium, and Mr. Caro, as a Representative of
France, are authorised to take their places in the
Assembly of Western European Union.

I offer our new colleagues a warm welcome.
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4. Observers

The PRESIDENT. — I also extend a very
warm welcome to the parliamentary observers
who are doing us the honour of participating in
our discussions — Mr. Vattekar and Mrs. Eide,
members of the Norwegian Storting ; and Mrs.
Lind, member of the Danish Folketing and for-
merly Minister of Justice.

‘Welcome to the Assembly.

5. Tributes

The PRESIDENT. — It was with great regret
that we learned of the death at 85 years of age
of Sir James Hutchison, a former President of
our Assembly. (The Representatives rose) Sir
James was only the second of our Presidents,
serving as such from 1957 to 1959. As the
Assembly will appreciate, these were formative
years for us, and Sir James’s presidency was an
important factor in the development and growing
influence of the Assembly of Western European
Union.

The President of any parliamentary assembly
has to be firm but fair ; he has to see that the
rules are implemented but in such a way that
they are not burdensome ; he has to ensure that
business is carried through but without abusing
the rights of minorities. Sir James exemplified
these qualities, and the Assembly prospered under
his efficient leadership. Although we must
remember Sir James Hutehison for his presi-
dency, we should not overlook his chairmanship
of the Committee on Defence Questions and
Armaments. This Committee is, of course, central
to our work and Sir James was a valued Chair-
man,

His work in our Assembly, devoted as it was
to the defence of a free and united Europe, is one
of a piece with his distinguished war service in
two world wars. He worked closely with the
French resistance forces in the second world war
and received a Croix de Guerre for his wartime
exploits. He was also made a Chevalier of the
Legion of Honour.

‘We mourn a very distinguished European and,
on behalf of the Assembly, I wish to convey our
sympathy to his family and also to our British

colleagues.

It is with regret that I have also to inform the
Agsembly of the death last September of one
of our colleagues, Mr. Henri Chamois. Since the
Assembly was created, he had been in charge of
the French sittings office. An extremely cultured
man, he was fully acquainted with procedural
matters and devoted to duty, and played a very
effective réle in the organisation and conduect of
our sessions.
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In matters of procedure, the Presidential Com-
mittee paid the closest attention to his views.
Although already in failing health, at our session
last June he made his full contribution to the
limit of his strength.

On behalf of the Assembly, I pay a final
tribute to his memory.

6. Address by the President of the Assembly

The PRESIDENT (Translation). — Ladies and
Gentlemen, Western European Union came into
being twenty-five years ago with the signing of
the Paris Agreements and in June 1980 its
Assembly will be celebrating a quarter of a
century of politieal activity. These anniversaries
should encourage us to assess the progress that
has been made and to consider how our future
security can be ensured in a constantly changing
world.

If we compare the problems to be faced today
with those which the signing of the Paris Agree-
ments endeavoured to solve, we see that the prob-
lems which were then of concern to us are still
there, while many others have been added. The
facts that are with us today as then are the
division of Germany and of Europe, the rapid
growth in the Soviet military effort and the
Soviet Union’s exploitation of the disturbances
which recur throughout the world in order to
extend its influence.

In short, the factors of tension which produced
the Brussels Treaty Organisation and the Atlantice
Pact and led to the signing of the modified
Brussels Treaty are still present, but the back-
ground against which the West is striving to
meet the challenges facing it has been changed
to its disadvantage. We must therefore assume
the task of doing everything that is in our power
to ensure freedom in the world and must over-
look nothing that is necessary for the solidity of
our organigation. Although there is no doubt that
the tide is running against us, there is unfortun-
ately no reason for us to relax the efforts we are
making to safeguard our organisation.

First, from a military standpoint, the West has
lost much of its relative superiority in recent
years. The Soviet Union has not only achieved
strategic balance, it has succeeded in tipping it in
its favour. Soviet superiority in conventional
weapons is steadily increasing ; its missile poten-
tial has also grown ; there is no longer a balance.

Furthermore, other centres of power have emer-
ged which are, in turn, taking part in the arma-
ments race. It is just when the spread of techno-
logy, the systematic exploitation of all sources of
raw materials and the development and increase
of trade are tending to unify the world by making
the remotest countries participate in the splend-
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ours and the miseries of industrial soeciety, just
when all cities are beginning to look alike and
their inhabitants are dressing and feeding in the
same manner, that the world is falling apart
politically. Both the new states which have come
into being after the second world war, as a
result of decolonisation and the age-old states that
have only recently sloughed off their archaic
form, are now asserting a sovereignty which is
bringing them into opposition with their neigh-
bours or with rival ethnic groups while they
invoke — often with violence — a language or a
religion in order to affirm their personality.

Because the world is at one and the same time
interdependent and divided, any local econflict
has repercussions throughout the international
community. The effort made since the last war to
maintain peace must therefore assume forms
adapted to the new circumstances.

The concept of détente plays a leading rdle in
the settlement of world problems. Unfortunately,
we risk making it the basic principle of all
considerations without knowing what conditions
must be established if détente is not to be an
empty word. This concept can be based only on
a position of forece and unity. We can ensure the
effectiveness of détente only from a position of
force which gunarantees our security, for any
weakness would expose us to a threat whose effect
would be to increase tension. Furthermore, con-
cessions over disarmament inevitably lead to a
further worsening of the imbalance and hence to
fewer possibilities of détente. Accordingly the
SALT II agreements, which give a sort of formal
status to the strategic balance, can be an element
of détente and consequently meet Europe’s inter-
ests only to the extent that they guarantee deter-
rence and eliminate all risk of a covert production
of armaments that could upset the balance of
terror.

Europe must be protected against any attempt
at blackmail. The nuclear forces of the United
States, the United Kingdom and France give
these three countries guarantees in this respect,
and are therefore a constraint placed on the
Soviet Union and a help for Europe.

A divided country, split in two by the frontier
between the two Europes, Germany has entered
into specific commitments. These commitments
are a highly significant part of détente. We shall
respect these commitments, but Germany too is
entitled to security.

It well knows that in the long run a successful
policy of détente might lead Europe towards
a peace which would pave the way to a settle-
ment between the two parts of Germany. But
once again Germany, which places so much hope
in détente, cannot play with the security which
is a condition of détente.
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(The President continued in English)

The policy of détente depends on a return to
the previous strategic balance which has been
tipped in favour of the Soviet Union in many
fields and above all that of medium-range nuclear
weapons. This problem is being followed with
vigilance by the member countries of the NATO
integrated organisation. Moreover, from my coun-
try’s point of view, standing on the line dividing
Europe, the modernisation of theatre nuclear
weapons must be considered as the only way of
avoiding unacceptable political pressure.

Finally, the effectiveness of deterrence means
having enough conventional forces equipped with
the most modern weapons to be able to parry a
surprise attack and avoid any loss of ground.

This problem, to which should be added that of
research and the European armaments policy, was
fully discussed six weeks ago at the symposium
which our Assembly organised in Brussels last
October to commemorate the twenty-fifth anni-
versary of the Brussels Treaty.

There have inevitably been some differences of
opinion over the aims and means of such a policy.
Nevertheless, the merits of having a large number
of permanent production groups have been recog-
niged. At the present time, there are no more
realistic means — and it is a eontinuing concern
of this Assembly — to allow European countries
with limited resources to play a part in the
development of new technologies and to meet the
cost of development and producing new weapons.

Another idea was put forward which I feel
should be investigated : that of European prefer-
ence. I know that some may advocate low-cost
purchases from the United States, and such an
attitude, with an eye to saving money, certainly
does not further the cause of European prefer-
ence, which I am not alone in advocating. If we
adopt the same position here as at the Brussels
symposium, it is not in a spirit of anti-Ameri-
canism but merely in the hope of ensuring the
survival of European armaments industries and
hence millions of jobs in the armaments industry
and among suppliers. The United States, for its
part, wishes, for perfectly valid security reasons,
to produce practically all its armaments require-
ments on home territory. We, for our part, are
urging our countries to bear in mind the need
to maintain a sound industrial basis in Europe,
since this is one of the fundamental conditions
of our security. However, it must also be borne in
mind that the arms market is not a normal one,
open to unfettered competition, but that govern-
ment influence and the weight of political argu-
ments must be decisive wherever European pre-
ference leads to the adoption of broader positions.

European preference would mean not only that
countries participating in a common programme
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would procure the equipment thus produced but
that third countries would bear in mind the inter-
est for Europe as a whole of procuring, whenever
possible, an item of equipment produced in
Europe, whether such arms or equipment were
produced by several states co-operatively or by a
single country. In the latter case, European pref-
erence may foster some form of specialisation by
allowing certain countries to continue producing
armaments traditionally produeed by them and,
in exchange, to purchase weapons produced by
other European countries.

One further remark. We know that the Soviet
Union exploits local eonflicts in order to weaken
the West’s security. In the main, it tries to shake
the foundations of Europe, the most exposed part
of the world. It is a kind of indirect strategy. By
holding up Europe’s supplies of raw materials,
and particularly energy resources, it is, in faet,
jeopardising its growth, thus increasing unem-
ployment and inflation. This procedure under-
mines our economic strength and therefore inevi-
tably our social order and, in the long run, our
defence capability.

As the world’s leading importer and exporter,
the European Economic Community is particu-
larly exposed to this kind of threat. The United
States is less affected because its national
resources are greater and its supplies safer, and
the dollar’s leading rdle as an exchange and
reserve currency guarantees an import capacity
without the worries our countries may feel
regarding deficits in their balance of trade.
Japan, too, representing the great industrial
power of Asia, whose produets are hard to com-
pete with and whose currency is constantly being
revalued, seems sheltered from this indirect
strategy. Europe, on the other hand, is particu-
larly exposed and is, unfortunately, a centre of
interest for the other side ; for the East, our loss
is its gain.

The harm caused to our freedom amounts to an
extension and a consolidation of regions where
freedom is no more. Let us, in our debates, be
guided by the fundamental idea of freedom in the
future as in the past twenty-five years.

A strong Europe, capable of demonstrating that
it can guarantee peace, will be in the best position
to help solve the enormous problems which prevail
in the third world. A Europe deprived of its
freedom could no longer freely assist other
countries.

(The President continued in German)

(Translation). — In addition to these problems
of freedom and security, and indeed closely linked
with them, there is a subject of absolutely out-
standing importance, the subject of energy. There
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are many recipes for the solution of this complex
problem, many of them mere pipe-dreams but
most of them bitterly serious. Unfortunately, how-
ever, many unpalatable proposals are shelved in
the hope that the problems will somehow solve
themselves. How they will do so is left to the
Almighty. In many cases people lack the courage
to propose what is required and to push through
what is recognised as necessary.

Ladies and Gentlemen, we have got to find a
common energy policy. That will unquestionably
mean that the great powers will have to restrict
their imports. It will also mean that new sources
of energy can be used, that in addition to eco-
nomising on energy and developing new tech-
nologies we will be forced to take our decisions
on nuclear energy not, as before, with an eye on
the man with a vote but in the light of what has
to be done. All democratic parties will have to
participate in this long-standing task.

This also calls for maintenance by the western
world of solidarity in the Middle East, an area
of such importance for the security of Europe.
By taking members of the American Embassy
staff in Tehran as hostages, and by bombing and
setting fire to diplomatie representations in other
Islamic countries, irresponsible agitators have
broken international laws and flouted the most
basie rules of international coexistence.

Freedom in Iran is non-existent. What is hap-
pening there is a mockery of human rights. The
taking of hostages in the diplomatic offices of the
United States is a cynical attack on the leading
power of the free world. We Europeans take it
as a matter of course that the United States
should protect us; but what is going on in the
world surely compels us in Europe to ask our-
selves whether we can evade iaking a share of
the political responsibility and fail to give our
moral support.

The solidarity of the free world is the sole
factor guaranteeing that we shall remain free.

I am not defending the earlier régime that
undoubtedly made serious mistakes. But I do
raise my voice against a system that lives on
vengeance and disregards the human rights that
all of us in this Assembly believe in. We raise
our voice against a régime that shows no sign of
appreciating international needs and practice,
that will lead to the ruin of its own country, and
in doing so will constitute a severe threat to the
balance of the world.

By their seizure of hostages in Tehran, irres-
ponsible agitators have acted in defiance of inter-
national law and disregarded the simplest rules
of international life. It is not enough for Europe
simply to proelaim its disapproval. It must be
capable of coming to the assistance of American
diplomacy in a situation which calls not only for
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firmness but also for perspicacity and foresight
if the lives of the hostages are to be saved.

Our European identity and the solidarity of
the West in all fields of diplomacy, industry,
trade and finance must be brought into play. It
is not just the maintenance of our standard of
living and of our civilisation that are at stake,
but our very survival.

‘When we consider how weighty these problems
are, the current squabbles between Europeans
concerning lamb and langoustines and the finan-
cial contributions made by one member state or
another strike one as curious. So too does the
controversy over the respective competences of
the Assemblies of the Communities and of
Western European Union.

The members of our Assembly, who are dele-
gated from amongst the members of the national
parliaments, approve the ecredits for national
defence. They are therefore in a position to nego-
tiate with the governments which defend the
prerogatives of national independence. When
however preserving these responsibilities in the
military sphere begins to take on a dangerous
character, our Assembly must really set itself the
urgent task of sharing its concern over security
in Europe with all those who have some measure
of influence on the fate of our continent.

In this Assembly we have frequently stressed
that security involves all aspects of a nation’s
life. The social climate, urban planning, economic
prosperity and the level of a country’s morals
all have repercussions on our defence capability.
It is therefore desirable that our concern in these
spheres should be made known and that it shall
not be governments alone which take decisions,
but that all parliamentary bodies which carry
weight in these spheres should play a part.

T would like in eonclusion to make two further
points, .

First, in connection with the responsibilities I
have just mentioned, I initiated in the European
Parliament a debate in which warning voices
were raised, saying that it is this Assembly and
this Assembly alone which is competent for
defence and security. I think I have made it
sufficiently clear that that is my view as well.

Second, we in this Assembly have discussed
whether it would not be possible to interpret the
Brussels Treaty in such a way that not all
members of the Assembly of Western European
Union need also be members of the Parliamentary
Assembly of the Council of Europe. The Parlia-
mentary Assembly of the Council of Europe has
quite other tasks. Why is consideration not being
given to the idea of delegating to our Assembly
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a few members from amongst the national quotas
in the directly-elected members of the European
Parliament ? They are just as much elected by
the people as you and I. We would then have the
best guarantee that our Assembly would not have
its tasks disputed. The directly-elected European
parliamentarians with their wide-ranging poli-
tical interests would deal in Strasbourg with
everything that came within their competence,
while the few who are delegated to sit here in
Paris will join us in coping with the tasks arising
from the modified Brussels Treaty, tasks for
which you and I were sent here. Why not look at
this idea, calmly and objectively ?

I wish the Assembly success with its work in
this session. (Applause)

1. Adoption of the draft Order of Business for
the Second Part of the Session

(Doc. 813)

The PRESIDENT. — The Orders of the Day
provide for the adoption of the draft Order of
Business for this part of the session.

The draft Order of Business is given in Docu-
ment 813 dated 23rd November 1979,

Is there any opposition to the draft Order of
Business as proposed ?

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — Mr Chair-
man, I should like to make a request for the
withdrawal of one item from the draft Order of
Business, namely, the first item of business on
‘Wednesday, 5th December, the report on nuclear,
biological and chemical protection, which should
have been tabled by Mr. Banks on behalf of the
Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments.
I must apologise to the Assembly but, in spite of
the best efforts of Mr. Banks and the Committee,
it has not been possible for this report to be
completed in time for consideration at this part-
session. I would therefore ask whether that item
could be withdrawn from the draft Order of
Business for this session and tabled in the draft
Order of Business of the first part of the twenty-
sixth ordinary session.

Secondly, I ask whether you would clarify the
Order of Business for this morning and this after-
noon. As you will see, Order No. 6 for this
morning is Mr. van Waterschoot’s report, fol-
lowed by debate. This afternoon we have Mr.
Meintz’s report, followed by debate, and Mr.
Onslow’s and Mr. Valleix’s report, followed by
debate. It was my understanding that those three
reports were going to provide the basis for a
common debate. Am I right, therefore, in assum-
ing that the word “debate” after Mr. van Water-
schoot’s report should not appear and that the
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debate will take place on all three reports after
the presentation of all three ? That, I believe, was
the intention of the Presidential Committee when
it considered the matter.

The PRESIDENT. — You have made the
following proposals, Mr. Roper. The first is to
withdraw the report of Mr. Banks and to place it
on the agenda for June next year.

‘What is the opinion of the Assembly ?...

The Chairman proposes to withdraw it. We
normally acquiesce and, in my view, it must be
on the agenda in June next year.

Is that agreed ?...
That is agreed to.

The second proposal concerns Item 6 on the
Orders of the Day, the report tabled by Mr. van
‘Waterschoot. It is proposed to debate it together
with the report to be tabled by Mr. Meintz. I must
point out that it is a question only of the pre-
sentation of the report. There is a mistake in the
Orders of the Day. No vote is proposed.

I gather that you wish to combine the report
of Mr. van Waterschoot with that of Mr. Meintz,
which was set down for this afternoon.

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — 1 am
extremely sorry. I obviously did not make myself
clear. The three reports by Mr. van Waterschoot,
Mr. Meintz and Mr. Onslow and Mr. Valleix are
all reports drawing conclusions from the Brussels
symposium. It had, therefore, been my under-
standing that they would be presented in sequence
and be followed by a common debate, followed
in turn, as is shown on the draft Order of
Business, by a vote on the three recommendations.
I merely want your confirmation that that is the
order of business you intend to follow,

The PRESIDENT. — I have already pointed
out that there will not be a vote on Mr. van
Waterschoot’s report. If the Assembly agrees, we
can have a combined debate on all three together,
with the exception that there will be no vote on
Mr. van Waterschoot’s report.

Is that agreed %...
That is agreed.

Mr. TALON (France) (Translation). — Mr,
President, Ladies and Gentlemen, I want to refer
to Rule 32 of our Rules of Procedure in con-
nection with the Order of Business of this session
and to urge that an end be put to the apparently
deliberate, conscious and intentional violations of
our Rules of Procedure, at least where the deli-
berations of the Committee on Defence Questions
and Armaments are concerned.
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The question that seems to be raised by the
activities of that Committee is whether we consti-
tute a chamber to record an orthodox view
emanating from a power outside WEU, or
whether we are a genuine parliamentary assem-
bly, designed to express the whole spectrum of
European opinion on the questions with which it
deals and which are at the heart of our respons-
ibilities. Now, the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments seems to be using our
Rules of Procedure in such a way that those of
its members whose opinions do not always agree
with this orthodox view cannot give proper
expression to their disagreement and so to be
turning this Assembly, whatever the views of its
members, into a mere instrument of propaganda
for a particular cause.

Let us look at the facts : at its meeting of 20th
June, the Presidential Committee adopted an
Order of Business which included five reports
from the Defence Committee. On 15th October it
adopted another, with only four reports. At its
meeting of 20th November it did not go back on
that decision. Yet today, we are being presented
with an Order of Business which has only three
reports from the Committee, and of these three
one — Mr. van den Bergh’s — has still not been
distributed to the members of the Assembly while
another, by Mr. Cook, has been presented in a
form which apparently requires revision, and
nobody knows what points will be revised. The
third report, by Mr. Meintz, was adopted by
the Committee in eonditions which I think impair
its validity ; I shall return to this later. As for
Mr. Banks’ report on nuclear, biological and
chemical protection which was entered on the
Order of Business of this session a long time ago
at the request of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments, it has never been
distributed to the members of the Committee, and
we now hear, at the last minute, that it has never
existed.

As a result our Assembly, whose primary
responsibility is for defence matters, is unable to
hold the wide-ranging debate on this subject for
which it was preparing, either because the reports
entered in its Order of Business have not been
drafted, or because the Committee concerned has
not adopted them in accordance with an approved
procedure.

You are well aware that to hold serious debates
on questions such as those dealt with by the Com-
mittee on Defence Questions and Armaments
means that we have to gather information, to
reflect and to study, and this cannot be done in a
matter of hours. The reports must therefore be
distributed to the members of the Assembly suf-
ficiently long before our sessions to avoid im-
portant recommendations being adopted, if one
may call it that, by small minorities because of
the large number of abstentions. A recent case in
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point is Mr. Critchley’s report on the standardisa-
tion of armaments, which is often used against us
to suggest that our Assembly voted against its
own right to exist. Or again, many of us stay
away for the votes if we have not had time to find
out exactly to what they commit us, and then we
no longer have the quorum needed for the
adoption of our texts.

That might be tolerable if the Assembly’s Com-
mittees were able to play their part, and to
prepare for our debates properly. However, we
must admit that that is not always the case with
the Committee on Defence Questions and Arma-
ments.

At its meeting of 7th November, the Committee
on Defence Questions and Armaments adopted
the report submitted by Mr Meintz and entitled
“Definition of armaments requirements and pro-
curement in western Europe”, although the report
had not been distributed to its members in
advance and they therefore did not know exactly
what the Committee would be discussing. In
particular they did not know that the recom-
mendation proposed to the Committee would once
again call upon the institution in which we are
meeting today to commit hara-kiri for the benefit
of the European Communities, at least as far as
the production of armaments is concerned.

It can be argued that the Rules of Procedure
do not formally forbid the use of such methods
and that it was up to the French to be present.
But surely it cannot be claimed that the use of
the Rules of Procedure in order to adopt, after
one reading, a lengthy text which the members
have not seen in advance, is not a distortion of the
purpose of those rules. As for the French Delega-
tion, it realises that those who are absent are
always wrong ; but you know how demanding
parliamentary life is for people who carry the
obligations resulting from membership of two
European assemblies in addition to their local and
national obligations. Can one blame them for not
coming in strength to a meeting for which they
had not received the working documents ? That
is why I ask myself about the real intentions of
those who organise such meetings in such condi-
tions and who do all they can to ensure that at
no point will we really be able to study the docu-
ments on which we are to vote. Surely it is not
merely coincidence if all the votes directed
against WEU are held in such unsatisfactory
conditions ?

And when the Committee, meeting to discuss
a disputed text which has not been distributed
to its members in advance, does not obtain a
quorum, what does it do ? It refers, of course, to
a paragraph in the Rules of Procedure and
simply decides to make public a text which it did
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not have the right to adopt. It has just done so
in the case of the recommendation attached to
the report by Mr. van den Bergh on new weapons
and defence strategy. Rule 41, paragraph 10, of
the Rules of Procedure states:

“Unless a Committee decides otherwise ... the
only texts which shall be made public shall
be the reports that have been agreed to, or
statements issued on the responsibility of the
Chairman.”

Surely it is neither sensible nor fair to claim
that a meeting which is not sufficiently well
attended to decide a report is well enough
attended to decide to distribute it. Be that as it
may, a published document constitutes a “text
which is to be tabled in the Assembly” within the
meaning of Rule 41, paragraph 4 (¢) of the Rules
of Procedure, which states that the vote shall be
taken by roll-call. I think I may say without fear
of contradiction that no roll-call was taken in
this case. Is this not one more example of picking
out from amongst the procedural rules those
which will conceal a political manceuvre intended
to obscure the truth and suggest what is not
there ?

The PRESIDENT (Translation). — My friend,
you must keep to the Order of the Day and not
make a long general speech. Will you please
conclude ?

Mr. TALON (France) (Translation).
Mr, President, I am referring to the Rules of
Procedure and not making a general speech. But
since you ask me to conclude I shall do so, despite
still having a few comments to make.

For these various reasons, may I ask you,
Mr. President, to ensure that in future our
Assembly, and in particular its Committee on
Defence Questions and Armaments, applies its
Rules of Procedure, less literally perhaps, but
certainly more strictly.

Tor the present, I ask the Assembly to consider
that Mr. Meintz’s report was not adopted by the
Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments
in proper form, because it was not distributed
prior to its adoption, and to refer this report back
to Committee so that it can be discussed afresh
before it is submitted to the plenary session for
which it is entered on the Order of Business.

Thank you, Mr. President. I am sorry I took
rather long.

The PRESIDENT. — Mr. Roper.

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — 1 was
unaware that a statement on the Committee on
Defence Questions and Armaments was to be
made at this morning’s sitting. I would prefer to
read the text of the intervention and reply to it
later. If T have your permission, Mr. President,
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perhaps I may deal with one of the reports. May
I assure you that I have checked on the points
that were made, as they were made, and I do not
believe that any of the Rules of Procedure of this
Assembly were broken ?

To make one point, the reason it was not
possible for my Committee to adopt the report
of Mr. van den Bergh on 7th November or 21st
November was that, due to the French air traffic
controllers’ strike, we had difficulty in getting
a quorum in Paris. Nonetheless, we felt that,
because of the importance of Mr. van den Bergh’s
recommendation once it had been agreed, we
should make use of the provisions in the rules, so
that members would have it in advance.

The only other point to which I would refer
now — and I reserve my right to reply to other
points later — is that in relation to the debate
on Mr. Meintz’s report. It is not correct to say
that no member of the French Delegation was
present. I have consulted the minutes of the
meeting and I see that there was present a
member of the French Senate, who voted and
moved a number of amendments. I hope, there-
fore, that that particular allegation will be forth-
with withdrawn.

The PRESIDENT. — I must tell the Assembly
that the Presidential Committee fixes the whole
Order of Business. That Committee meets regu-
larly and at the last meeting two weeks ago the
French delegate Mr. Valleix was present. We
fixed the whole Order of Business and therefore
I would suppose that this afternoon when the
Assembly debates the three reports members can
table a motion sending this report back to the
Committee. It is left with you. We must now
continue.

Does anyone wish to speak %...

Mr. VALLEIX (France) (Translation). — My
point is this: I think you have just set out the
essentials, and that might bring this discussion on
the Order of Business to a conclusion. As you
said, the Presidential Committee has reached a
decision and the Order of Business has been
proposed to the Assembly in its present form.
Consequently, I find it hard to understand, from
the procedural point of view, why we should go
back on what had been proposed, and proposed,
I must add, in the absence of our colleague, Mr.
Roper, who was prevented from attending for
reasons which I am the first to understand and
which I am also one of the first to regret, namely,
transport difficulties.

That being so, the Order of Business has been
proposed and I hope that we shall stick to it.
But from this I draw the following conclusion :
that the reports should be presented in succession.
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In this way, Mr. Talon will be able to come back
to his legitimate observations.

But I also draw the conelusion that the reports
should come up separately, seeing that the Rap-
porteurs were not warned that there might be a
joint debate or a possible plan for a joint vote
on the substance. Obviously, the subjects of the
reports are completely different, and this was
clearly reflected in the Order of Business of the
Brussels symposium, drawn up by our Assembly
in such a way that each report might contribute
information, guidance and a slant peculiar to
each Committee and to each Rapporteur.

That is the situation today, and in consequence
I, for my part, could aceept the Order of Business
only in its original form, as agreed, Mr. President,
by your Bureau and your Committee, so that I
in my capacity as Rapporteur, and Mr. Onslow
likewise, may be enabled to express our views on
a given report about which the Assembly will also
come to a given decision ; and I trust that the
same will apply to the other reports. If this did
not happen, I wonder how the working methods
of our Assembly would be judged by outsiders.
I do not doubt, however, that order and good
sense will prevail.

The PRESIDENT., — The Chairman of the
Committee proposed that the three reports should
be debated together, so we shall have the pre-
sentation of three reports followed by a joint
debate and a separate vote.

We should now proceed to the next Order of
the Day.

Mr. VALLEIX (France) (Translation) — I
should like to recall one point from the Rules of
Procedure. If, in fact, the debate is to be a joint
one, and consequently a debate held in an
atmosphere of confusion — we have had some
recent experiences of this — I cannot, as Rap-
porteur, see the value of making a report and
that I should regret. Still more important, I can-
not see why the Assembly should in extremis go
back on its decision solely on the proposal of one
member, the Chairman of a Committee. Once
again, I hope that what has been agreed collec-
tively amongst us may prevail over what is pro-
posed at the last moment by a single person. But
you are aware of the conclusions which I, as a
Rapporteur, should draw from this.

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — 1 certainly
would not wish to cause difficulty this afternoon
to the Viee-President of the Assembly, the leader
of a delegation, or the Rapporteur. I spoke on
this merely because my recollection of the discus-
sion we had in the Presidential Committee, which
I confirm, was that there should be a joint debate
on this matter. I hope that that will be for the
convenience of the Assembly. If it is not, I would
not wish to embarrass anyone.
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The PRESIDENT. — Let me add a word.
There are three reports all more or less on the one
subject. The reports are different and come to
different conclusions. The proposal was that we
should debate the whole together, to avoid spend-
ing too much time on repetition, so let us take
them together.

Mr. Roper is ready to withdraw his proposal.
It would be easier for us if he withdraws it, then
we go on, as Mr. Valleix proposed, to the report
and then the vote, the next report, and then the
vote.

Mr. ROPER (Uwnited Kingdom). — I am sorry,
Mr. President, but, with great respect, that would
be a change in the draft Order of Business,
because the draft Order of Business is perfectly
clear that the votes will come only at the end of
the afternoon. If you look at this afterncon’s
Order of Business, you will see that it says at the
end “Votes on the draft recommendations”. That
makes it quite clear that Mr. Valleix is proposing
a change.

The PRESIDENT. — I am sorry, you are
right. The procedure will be : first report, debate;
second report, debate ; third report, debate ; and
then the vote.

The amended draft Order of Business for the
second part of the twenty-fifth ordinary session
is agreed to.

8. The balance of force

(Vote on the amended draft Recommendation post-
poned from the First Part of the Session, Doc. 809)

The PRESIDENT. — Now we go on with the
Orders of the Day, which provide now for the
vote on the draft recommendation in the report
presented by Mr. Pawelezyk, Document 809, the
balance of force, on which the Assembly was
unable to vote last time. This draft recommenda-
tion was amended on 20th June at our Fifth
Sitting by Amendment 6 tabled by Mr. Baumel.
The text of this amendment has been distributed
this morning.

T call Mr. Valleix.

Mr. VALLEIX (Frence) (Translation). — As
the Assembly was unable to reach a decision at
our last session, it appears to me that, when all
is said and done, it would be advisable and useful
— and this is a brief and restrained reaction,
or rather a final reaction — to ask that under
Rule 29 of the Assembly’s Rules of Procedure
the draft recommendation on the balance of
force presented on behalf of the Committee on
Defence Questions and Armaments be referred
back to Committee.

The text of this recommendation is based on
the analysis of a situation which has now been

overtaken by events. Several new factors have
intervened sinee it was drafted: the proposal
made by Mr. Brezhnev, the Chairman of the
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet, in his address
in East Berlin on 6th October 1979 for the uni-
lateral withdrawal of 20,000 Soviet soldiers and
1,000 Russian tanks — a proposal which, it is
true, was coupled with formal warnings as
disquieting as they were unacceptable ; the pro-
posals made by the allies for the withdrawal of
1,000 American nuclear warheads, of 13,000
American soldiers and 30,000 Soviet troops ; and
lastly the general context of the negotiations on
the modernisation of NATO’s theatre nuclear
weapons.

I wonder whether all these factors do not
justify a careful re-examination of the present
situation as regards the balance of foree in
Europe ? Are we to vote on this report ? Would
the Committee consider it useful to up-date it
and bring it into line with the present situation,
or else to take it up again later ?

Such are the reasons which lead me to ask you
whether it would not be advisable to decide on
reference back to the Committee. But of course I
leave it to the wisdom of the Assembly.

The PRESIDENT. — Ladies and Gentlemen,
we cannot debate the whole report by Mr.
Pawelezyk and the amendments. Now we can
only vote. If you propose to send it back to the
Committee, we may hear someone in favour of
having the final vote now. The proposal is to
send it back to the Committee.

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — I am
sorry, Mr. President. I am a little confused, and
I wonder whether you can assist me. I think that
Mr. Valleix was basing his motion to refer the
report back under Rule 29 (5). That applies
purely to amendments. Now they are under
debate. It is not dealing with the reference back
of the whole of a text. As Mr. Baumel’s amend-
ment, to which you have referred, has already
been adopted, it is not possible to refer back
Mr. Baumel’s amendment to my Committee. Mr.
Valleix would, therefore, have to find, I think,
a procedural motion somewhere else. I think that
it is not Rule 29 (5) that he can use if he wishes
to refer back the whole of this report to my
Committee.

The PRESIDENT. — There is no doubt that
before the final vote takes place someone can
propose to send the whole back to the Committee.
Then we must first decide on this proposal.

I call Mr. Valleix.

Mr. VALLEIX (France) (Translation). —
Mzr. President, as you have realised, I have no
intention of starting a quarrel over procedure.
Mr. Roper may be right : Rule 32 of our Rules
of Procedure may be more appropriate, and it
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is always helpful to the Assembly and to myself
if we try and interpret our Rules of Procedure
more correctly.

That being so, the object of my remarks was
to bring into our discussions a livelier awareness
of the very important new developments which
have occurred during the past six months. I do
not know how the Assembly wants to decide the
matter, but if, in the final analysis, it appeared
that the Committee considered it advisable, given
the important changes that have occurred in the
world situation, to take up again the report which
Mr. Pawelezyk was to present today from a
different angle then my remarks would not have
been in vain.

For I hope, as I have said before, that our deci-
sions will be aligned as closely as possible on
the situation as it is today. In other words, 1
am even prepared not to ask for a vote on my
proposal for a reference back to Committee.

The PRESIDENT. — The final remark was,
perhaps, “I do not ask for a vote to send it back”.
Then we vote on the text as a whole

Let us take Document 809.

‘We shall now vote on the draft recommenda-
tion in the document I have mentioned.

If there are no objections to it and no absten-
tions, and if the Assembly agrees, we could save
the time required for a roll-call vote.

Are there any objections ?...
Are there any abstentions ?...

I think that we must vote by roll-call because
I counted six abstentions.

Mr. ANTONI (Itely) (Translation). — We
are not raising points of order, Mr. President,
only stating our abstention on the vote, mainly
bagsed on the fact that we were unable to attend
the proceedings of the Assembly in June and
take part in the diseussion on this matter.

The PRESIDENT. — I am in a predicament.
‘We have done it this way several times, but I
have been asked to watch the Rules of Procedure.
If you agree we can try to follow what we have
done on former oceasions, when there is no roll-
call. We have no objections, without the absten-
tions, and therefore the draft recommendation is
agreed to. I do not see objections to it.

The amended draft
adopted *.

recommendation 18

1. See page 16.
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9. Address by Mrs. Hamm-Briicher, Minister
of State for Foreign Affairs of the Federal
Republic of Germany

THE PRESIDENT. — We shall now hear an
address by the Minister of State for Foreign
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Mrs. Hamm-Briicher.

Madam Minister, I am sorry, this morning at
11.45 we should have had the privilege of listen-
ing to your address to the Assembly, but, because
of our business, we are late. Our business was
very tough.

I beg to welcome you and to ask you whethea
you would take the floor to address the Assembly.

Mrs. HAMM-BRUCHER (Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of
Germany) (Translation). — You of course, Mr.
President, know quite well, as a parliamentarian,
that in a plenary assembly it is not always
possible to observe the time-table to the minute.

Forty years ago, Mr. President, the attack by
Hitler’s Germany on Poland started the second
world war, which laid Europe waste — and
not only Europe — and brought untold suffering
to many peoples. From the endeavour to repair
the destruction caused by the war, and to create
all the conditions needed if the recurrence of
such a catastrophe was to be obviated, sprang —
20, 25 and 30 years ago now — the major treaties
and alliances and the common institutions,
amongst them Western European Union, whose
anniversaries we are celebrating this year. On
23rd October of this year the Permanent Couneil
celebrated the 25th anniversary of the Brussels
Treaty, which paved the way for the Federal
Republic of Germany to co-operate in the com-
mon task of defence and, just over half a year
later, enabled it to accede to the North Atlantic
defence community,

Mr. President, a quarter of a century later we
are facing a world-wide erisis in economic growth
and in development and crises in the Near and
Middle East, in southern Africa and South-East
Asia. We are obliged to live with a rising tide of
violence and terror and to witness the appalling
suffering of starving people and refugees.

On the other hand, successes have been scored
in the efforts to guide the East-West confliet,
which overshadowed world policy during the
first two decades after the end of the second
world war, along the lines of a peaceful and
controlled state of rivalry between countries with
different social orders. This policy of détente,
designed to preserve peace, has acquired parti-
cular importance as a stabilising factor in the
context of the world crises to which I have just
referred. We in the heart of Europe can perform
the tasks incumbent on us under the policy of
alliance and détente only if we act together with
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our allies and partners in the European Com-
munity and the Atlantic Alliance.

While the phase of the cold war was
characterised by confrontation without dialogue,
the discussion between East and West has now
become an established part of foreign policy. By
definition, any dialogue comprises opposing posi-
tions. But it is entirely in line with our liberal
western thinking that we see in this a challenge
to intensification of the dialogue. In any case,
there is no reasonable alternative to the dialogue
of détente.

This policy of détente is being pursued under
the conditions specific to the East-West rela-
tionship. They include the contrasts in the value-
concepts prevailing in the several countries, the
fundamental differences in the political and
social systems, and differences in political
interests which have to be seen against the back-
ground of the existing political and military
potentials. It would be fooling ourselves to believe
that any change can be brought about in this
situation in the short term.

As long as these contrasts continue to exist,
the dialogue of détente will continue to be
dependent on an important prerequisite — the
maintenance of equal military security for both
sides. If this condition is no longer met, there
will be the danger of a reciprocal effect : where
an imbalance of military potentials creates an
unstable situation, this will lead to a keener sense
of being particularly threatened. The execution
of common political tasks is impeded, the
readiness to co-operate inhibited. This danger can
be avoided by negotiations on stabilising equal
military security at, we hope, an eventually lower
level. I shall come back to this, Mr. President,
in connection with the topical question of the
USSR’s medium-range missile potential.

The quality of the policy of détente pursued
so far will be shown in no small degree by the
extent to which the confidence one is trying to
establish can be used to help forward the policy
of armaments control. The building of confidence
is partieularly important in the field of military
security.

The Federal Government regards the con-
fidence-building measures of the final act of the
CSCE as an exceptionally important step
towards meeting this requirement. Concrete
proposals for extending the scope and deepening
the content of the confidence-building measures
have been tabled. The next follow-up conference,
to be held in Madrid in 1980, offers a chance
to continue the work of confidence-building both
in individual practical measures and in an
intensification of the general East-West dialogue.
The French proposal for a conference on
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disarmament in Burope can make a particularly
substantial contribution to progress in this field,
especially in the direction of extending the
application of the confidence-building measures
to the whole of Europe.

The Federal Government attaches great im-
portance to the joint German-Soviet declaration
of 6th May 1978 made on the occasion of the
visit of General Secretary Brezhnev. In this
declaration the two sides regard it as important
that no one should try to acquire military
superiority and that approximate equality and
parity should be sufficient to safeguard their
own defence. At the same time agreement on
further steps in the field of disarmament and
armaments control should be expedited, so that
the process of détente should not be impeded by
developments in the military sphere. The recent
visit of Foreign Minister Gromyko to Bonn gave
both sides an opportunity to reaffirm the prin-
ciples of this German-Soviet declaration of 1978.

The Federal Government has from the outset
regarded the policy of détente as a policy for
people. The East-West dialogue must not confine
itself to the international handling of crises, but
must lead to practical improvements for ordinary
men and women. The Moscow and Warsaw
treaties and the treaties between the two German
states have contributed to a development which
has made Europe somewhat more open. The
final act of the CSCE at Helsinki is also a
milestone in this development. The citizens of
Western and Eastern Europe are coming closer
to each other again mot only in the reuniting of
families and through travel, but also through
economde, scientifie, technical and cultural inter-
change. This is the tangible stuff of the policy
of détente, and for us Germans it holds a special
interest.

The policy of détente could be a success for
the countries of the West only because they have
developed joint positions and harmonised their
views closely at every stage. The work of political
consultation in NATO has been given fresh
impetus. European political co-operation has
developed through the CSCE. Consultation on
the further steps in the CSCE process is still
today one of the most active components in this
co-operation.

The relationship between the two states in
(Germany exerts an essential influence on the
whole fabric of détente in Europe. Unless
progress is made in the relations between the
two parts of Germany on the basis of the basic
treaty of 8th November 1972, it is difficult to
conceive of any deepening of the process of
détente in Europe. Anyone who wants détente
and co-operation in FEurope must also want
détente and co-operation between the two states
in Germany. Both German states bear a very
special responsibility in this respect.
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We are glad to see that, after the cooling of
relations brought about by the measures which
the German Democratic Republic took in the
first half of the year against correspondents
from other countries, and the stiffer penalties
it imposed on its own citizens for contacts with
the western world, there are now signs of a more
positive trend. But a great deal of further effort
will be required before the objective of good
neighbourly relations written into the basie
treaty is attained in the interests of the ordinary
people of Germany.

The aim of the foreign policy of the Federal
Republic of Germany is to work towards a state
of peace in Europe in which the German people
can regain their unity by a free act of self-
determination.

I cannot talk about détente without mentioning
Berlin, Mr, President. We can today note with
satisfaction that the position in and around
Berlin is on the whole stable. An untroubled
atmosphere in Berlin is an essential element of
détente, security and co-operation in Europe and
at the same time a basis for the viability of that
city. May I also mention in this connection that
the heads of state of the three western powers
have, by their visits to Berlin, made a profession
of faith in that city, and thereby helped to
improve its prospects for the future.

The four-power agreement of 3rd September
1971 did not solve the Berlin question itself. All
attempts by the Soviet Union and the German
Democratic Republic to push through, by a
restrictive interpretation or the dissemination of
false versions of the agreement, political positions
for which the Russians had been unable to gain
acceptance in the four-power agreement, were
thwarted by the firm attitude of the three allied
powers and the Federal Republic of Germany.
In this connection I should like to draw attention
in particular to the London statement by the
four heads of state or government of 9th May
1977 and to the Tokyo statement by the four
foreign ministers of 29th June of this year. In
these the three powers confirmed yet again that
they will continue to reject any attempt to call in
question the rights and responsibilities which
France, the United States, the United Kingdom
and the Soviet Union still have in respect of
Germany as a whole and of all four sectors of
Berlin.

Now, Mr. President, to turn to a question of
great topical interest. We are all witnessing a
heated debate on the build-up of Soviet missiles
in Europe and the western response to this. This
is raising, on the threshold of the 1980s, together
with the many other uncertainties about the
coming decade, the question of the future
stability of our security. For the Federal

63

Republic of Germany, as for its allies, the basis
of our security is beyond all doubt : the Atlantic
Alliance is and remains its sheet-anchor. This
Alliance, based on a lasting community of inter-
ests and values, has in the thirty years of its
existence again and again furnished impressive
proof of its vitality, adaptability and capacity
for safeguarding peace. This experience justifies
our confidence that the Alliance will, even in
the face of fresh challenges and in a changing
strategic environment, preserve the security of
its members no less fully than in the past.

Because of two concurrent developments the
Alliance finds that its basic strategic position
has changed. By bringing into service a new
generation of weapons the Soviet Union has very
recently been further increasing its superiority
in respect of continental strategic weapons both
in quantity and above all in quality. At the same
time it has caught up with the United States in
its intercontinental strategic capability. The
parity reached between the two leading nuclear
powers on this central strategic plane is to be
stabilised by SALT II. We regard the SALT II
agreement signed in Vienna on 18th June by
President Carter and General Secretary Brezhnev
as an important step towards the creation of
a more stable overall balance of force between
East and West. Balance is the decisive principle
on which all our efforts in connection with arma-
ments control and disarmament should be based.
Our interest in balance in Europe, which is
inseparable from overall stability and overall
balance, explains the Federal Governments
support of SALT II. The continuation of the
SALT process is in itself a stabilising factor.
SALT II has furthermore not only set limits tn
further nuclear arming by the great powers but
in addition constitutes in treaty form a confir-
mation and a concrete expression of the prin-
ciples of equality and parity which inform
armaments control and which will be of vital
importance for the future.

Mr. President, the Federal Republic of Ger-
many welcomes the readiness of the United
States further to intensify the SALT consulta-
tions within the Alliance. It regards the elabora-
tion by the special group of a proposal on arma-
ments control for decision by the Alliance in
December as an important step in developing an
Alliance position. But the formalisation of a state
of equality and parity at the level of strategic
intercontinental systems accentuates disparities
at lower levels. There is now the danger that
developments in areas not covered by SALT il
will give rise to instabilities which in turn will
destabilise the overall balance. Here I am think-
ing first and foremost of the growth in Soviet
potential in extremely up-to-date medium-range
weapons, which is a threat to the Alliance in
Europe and one to which the Alliance has no
equivalent response. Soviet potential in these
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weapons confronts the Alliance with a security
problem of the first order.

The Federal Government therefore welcomes
the faet that, in accordance with the Alliance’s
dual aim of displaying a defensive capability and
a readiness for détente, the appointment of the
high-level group and the special group has made
it possible to elaborate, in intensive deliberations,
proposals which will form the basis of the deci-
sions to be taken by the Alliance on 12th Decem-
ber.

The Federal Republic, too, has been guided,
in its thorough examination of the need for
NATO to catch up in the field of medium-range
weapons, by the principle that defence and
deterrence capabilities must be maintained.
NATO, then, is not trying to have exactly the
same number of medium-range systems as the
Soviet Union. The purpose of the planned
modernisation of NATO’s potential is rather to
create the conditions that will be necessary if it
is to continue to rely on its strategy of flexible
response. But this strategy will continue to be
credible only if the Atlantic Alliance remains
capable of deliberate, controlled escalation in
response to an attack by the Warsaw Pact coun-
tries and thus able to deter them from attacking.
A further increase in the Soviet Union’s nuclear
medium-range superiority might lead the Soviet
Union to imagine that it could threaten or even
carry out limited attacks on NATO Europe. To
prevent the emergence of such a unilateral threat
potential on the Soviet side, NATO will have to
modernise its medium-range potential so as to
prevent the development of a gap in its panoply
of weapons for escalation and deterrence. Mr.
Genscher, the Federal Minister for Foreign
Affairs, stated the problem neatly when he gaid
— and I quote :

“The problem is not that the West is arming
to catch up, but that the East has got ahead.”

Together with our allies we regard armaments
control as an integral part of the Alliance’s
efforts to ensure the undiminished security of
its members and to make the strategic situation
between East and West more stable, predictable
and controllable. It is agreed that in future
SALT negotiations priority shall, in conformity
with the principle of equality and equal security,
be given to agreeing on limits for land-based
Soviet and American medium-range systems.
‘Whether and how far this is feasible will be
shown by the continuation of the SALT process.
At this stage, however, it would be a mistake
to postpone the necessary decisions in the field
of defence, decisions without which our arma-
ments control proposal would lack credibility.
Of course, decisions and developments in the
field of defence and decisions and developments

in armaments control exert a reciprocal influence
on each other. On the relationship between these
two areas, Federal Chancellor Schmidt said on
4th July 1979 before the German Bundestag —
and I quote :

“The extent to which it will be possible to limit
concrete measures for catching up in arma-
ments in response to the build-up that has been
going on for years in the Warsaw Pact depends
on the degree of success achieved in placing
effective limits on the continental strategic
systems of East and West in armaments
control negotiations, such as SALT IIL.”

The readiness of the Soviet Union, emphasised
several times by General Secretary Brezhnev, to
include medium-range systems in the SALT III
negotiations, is welecomed by the Federal Govern-
ment. It is of the opinion that what matters
now is to convert into action the political will,
stressed by both sides, to work via armaments
control towards a more stable balance. The
Alliance is prepared to take the Soviet Union
at its word when it says that it is prepared to
allow itself to be guided, in the forthecoming
negotiations, by the principle of equality and
equal security.

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, I have
today had the honour of addressing this Assembly
for the fourth time on matters of foreign policy
as seen from Germany. I should like to take this
opportunity of stressing once more how greatly
my government values and how necessary it con-
siders the work of this Assembly, and in parti-
cular the dialogue which takes place here between
the governments and parliamentarians from the
member states of WEU. These are an expression
of the trust and co-operation that exist between
the Council and the Assembly. (Applause)

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Madam
Minister, for addressing the Assembly. I am sure
we all followed carefully what you said and we
are extremely thankful to you for placing this
Assembly in the position in which we would want
it to be seen, that is, as an important Assembly.
You have said that your government looks upon
this as an important Assembly and we thank you
very much, mainly for your final remarks vis-i-
vis the Assembly.

Madam Minister has agreed to answer ques-
tions which representatives may like to put to
her for a period of ten minutes. At present T
have questions listed for Mr. Talon, Mr. Miiller
and Mr. Valleix. Does anyone else wish to put a
question ?...

T call Mr. Talon.

Mr. TALON (France) (Translation). — Mr.
President, a major debate was recently held in
France on the extent to which a Franco-German
entente could serve as a driving force for Euro-
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pean defence. In view of the latest German white
paper on defence, could Mrs. Hamm-Briicher
indicate the German Government’s position on
this point ?

The PRESIDENT. — Madam Minister, do you
wish to reply to the questions together, or singly ?

Mrs. HAMM-BRUCHER (Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs of the Federel Republic of
Germany). — Together.

The PRESIDENT. — I call Mr. Miiller.

Mr. MULLER (Federal Republic of Germany)
(Translation). — In connection with the debate
in NATO on closing the armaments gap and
improving the missiles balance in Europe, the
Soviet Union has recently invoked the mutual
agsistance pact of April 1948 between Finland
and the Soviet Union and pointed out that use
might be made of the clause which allows the
Soviet Union to undertake joint defensive efforts
with Finland “if the security of the Soviet Union
were to be threatened”. What is the Minister of
State’s view on this statement by the Soviet
Union, in the context of the current debate ?

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Mr. Miiller.
I call Mr. Valleix,

Mr. VALLEIX (France) (Translation). —
Myr. President, I would just like to ask Mrs.
Hamm-Briicher one question, at the risk of being
indiscreet, for it is perhaps a rather delicate
subject.

Does she think that the possible implementation
of the proposal to modernise NATO’s theatre
weapons might lead to difficulties in the rela-
tions between the Federal Republic of Germany
and certain Eastern European states ?

How does the Federal Government intend to
reconcile the perhaps contradictory requirements
of security for Germany — which we fully
understand -— and the development of its rela-
tions with Eastern Europe ?

The PRESIDENT. — I now call Mr. Cala-
mandrei.

Mr. CALAMANDREI (Z{aly) (Translation).
— May I ask the Minister whether in what she
said about the matter to which I refer, and more
generally the Federal German Government’s posi-
tion regarding it, ratification by the United
States is regarded as a precondition, in that final
decisions are being taken at the Atlantic Council
in mid-December concerning production and
deployment of the new muclear weapons ?

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Mr. Cala-
mandrei.

Are there any more questions?...
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Madam Minister, will you please reply ?

Mrs. HAMM-BRUCHER (Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of
Germany) (Translation). — Mr. President, I
should like to begin with ‘the last question, the
one from Mr. Calamandrei.

The Federal Republic does not consider that
the ratification of SALT II in any way prejudges
the decisions NATO is to take in December.

In reply to the question put by Mr. Valleix, I
would like to say that the problems involved in
the coming NATO decisions are of course already
being discussed with our Eastern European
opposite numbers. We hope that the proposals
and negotiations for further measures of control
and disarmament — of our Fast European part-
ners as of ourselves — will not hamper us in
our intention to push ahead with the process of
détente and with confidence-building measures
in Furope, and that it will be possible to maintain
bilateral relations, which are on the whole
developing favourably.

In reply to the question from Mr. Talon —
it was, I think, a question about Franco-German
co-operation in defence matters — I would like
to say that NATO, as Mr. Talon knows, is a
collective alliance. There is no place within it
for special relationships. This holds good, in
particular, for nuclear defence.

To Mr. Miiller’s question on the Soviet-Finnish
pact of assistance I can at the moment give no
official answer, for as far as I know the Federal
Government has not adopted any particular posi-
tion on this. But I will be glad to send him a
written answer,

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you again,
Madam Minister, for coming to the Assembly to
address us and for replying to questions. Thank
you so much. We hope to see you again on the
next oceasion.

10. Changes in the membership of Committees

The PRESIDENT. — The next Order of the
Day is the appointment of members of Commit-
tees. Since the last part-session the Presidential
Committee has, on a provisional basis, nominated
members to fill Committee places which have
become vacant. These provisional nominations,
which are published in an Addendum to Notice
No. 8, are now submitted to the Assembly for
ratification, in accordance with Rule 8 (3) of the
Rules of Procedure.

Are there any objections to these nomina-
tions ?...

The provisional nominations are ratified.
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In addition, the Assembly must decide on pro-
posals for changes in Committee membership
which have been put forward by certain nationsl
delegations. These have also been published in
the Addendum to Notice No. 8. These proposed
changes are submitted to the Assembly under the
terms of Rule 39 (6) of the Rules of Procedure.

Are there any objections to the eandidatures
submitted ...

The candidatures for Committees are ratified.

11. Date, time and Orders of the Day of the
next Sitting

The PRESIDENT. — I propose that the
Assembly hold its next public Sitting this
afternoon at 3 p.m. with the following Orders of
the Day :

1. Political conditions for European arma-
ments co-operation (Presentation of and
Debate on the Report of the General Affairs
Committee, Document 819).

2. Definition of armaments requirements and
procurement in Western Europe (Presenta-
tion of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Defence Questions and Arma-
ments, Document 821 and Amendments).

3. Industrial bases of European security —
guidelines drawn from the symposium on
15th, 16th and 17th October 1979 (Pre-

66

sentation of and Debate on the Report of
the Committee on Scientifie, Technological
and Aerospace Questions, Document 823).

4. Political conditions for European arma-
ments co-operation ; Definition of arma-
ments requirements and procurement in
Western Europe ; Industrial bases of Euro-
pean security — guidelines drawn from the
symposium on 15th, 16th and 17th October
1979 (Votes on the draft Recommendations
and draft Order, Documents 819, 821 and
Amendments and 823).

Are there any objections ?...

The Orders of the Day of the next Sitting are
therefore agreed to.

Does anyone wish to speak ?..

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — Mr. Presi-
dent, I believe that, following an intervention
made by Mr. Urwin at the last part-session on the
rights of substitutes, there has been an attempt
to clarify this matter and that certain guidance
has been given by the Office of the Clerk on the
interpretation of Rules 7 and 37. I should like to
write to you, Sir, about this in order to clarify
the matter, but I am raising this matter as a
matter of order on the earliest possible occasion
in order to tell you that the guidance which has
been given does not seem to me to be in keeping
with the rules as I read them.

The PRESIDENT. — I intend to take up the
matter at the opening of the 3 o’clock sitting.

The Sitting is closed.
(The Sitting was closed at 12.45 p.m.)
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- SUMMARY

1. Adoption of the Minutes.

2. Attendance Register.

Speakers (point of order): Mr. Roper, the President,
Mr. Grieve.

8. Political conditions for European armaments co-
operation (Presentation of and Debate on the Report of
the General Affairs Committee, Doc. 819).

Speakers : The President, Mr. van Waterschoot (Rap-
porteur), Mr. Antoni, Mr. Cavaliere, Mr. van Waterschoot
(Rapporteur), Mrs. von Bothmer (Chairman of the
Committee),

4. Definition of armaments requirements and procurement
in Western Europe (Presentation of and Debate on the
Report of the Committee on Defence Questions and
Armaments, Doc. 821 and Amendments). *

Speakers : The President, Mr. Meintz (Rapporteur),
Mr. Druon, Mr. Roper, Mr. Bernini, Mr. Mulley, Mr.

The Sitting was opened at 3 p.m. with Mr. von

The PRESIDENT. — The Sitting is open.

1. Adoption of the Minutes

The PRESIDENT. — In aceordance with Rule
21 of the Rules of Procedure, the Minutes of
Proceedings of the previous Sitting have been
distributed.

Are there any comments ?...

The Minutes are agreed to.

2. Attendance Register

The PRESIDENT. — The names of the Sub-
stitutes attending this Sitting which have been
notified to the President will be published with
the list of Representatives appended to the
Minutes of Proceedings .

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom). — On a point
of order, Mr. President. You have just told us,
Mr. President, that the names of those substitutes
communicated to you under Rule 7 will be
printed in the minutes of the Assembly. May I
therefore assume that those substitutes will hold
the votes of the full members whom they are

1. See page 19.

Boucheny, Mr. Bozzi, Mr. Baumel, Mr. Jung, Mr.
Meintz (Rapporteur).

5. Industrial bases of European security — guidelines
drawn from the symposium on 15th, 16th and 17th
October 1979 (Presentation of and Debate on the Report
of the Committee on Scientific, Technological and Aero-
space Questions, Doe. 823).

Speakers : The President, Mr. Valleix (Rapporteur), Mr.
Onslow (Rapporteur), Mr. Wilkinson, Mr. Warren
{Chairman of the Committee).

6. Political conditions for European armaments co-

operation ; Definition of armaments requirements and
procurement in Western Europe ; Industrial bases of
European security — guidelines drawn from the
symposium on 15th, 16th and 17th October 1979 (Votes
on the draft Recommendations and draft Order, Docs.
819, 821 and Amendments and 823).

Speakers : The President, Mr. Mulley, Mr. Cavaliere,
Mr. Meintz.

7. Date, time and Orders of the Day of the next Sitting.

Hassel, President of the Assembly, in the Chair.
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replacing for the whole of this afternoon’s sit-
ting ? That would be my interpretation of Rules
7 and 37 of the Rules of Procedure of our Assem-
bly.

The PRESIDENT. — I regret, Mr. Roper,
that you took the floor before I reached my
announcement. I tried to tell you but I was
interrupted by the point of order. It is your
right to interrupt me. 1 was about to tell the
house that at the end of the morning sitting I
announced that, at the opening of this sitting,
I would make known my views on this problem
to the whole Assembly. In the meantime, I
received a letter from Mr. Roper. It is not in
accordance with my view.

I have decided that the whole matter shall be
discussed in the Committee on Rules of Pro-
cedure this afternoon. I beg to ask the Chafirman,
or, if he is not present, the Vice-Chairman, to
convene the Committee this afternoon at five
o’clock in order not to interrupt proceedings of
the Assembly by discussing Rules of Procedure.
Mr. Chairman, are you ready to convene the
Committee at five o’clock this afternoon ?

Mr. GRIEVE (United Kingdom). — By all
means, yes, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT. — By all means. I am glad
to hear that. At five o’clock this afternoon this
problem will be discussed in the Committee and,
in due course, a report made to the house.
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3. Political conditions for European
armaments co-operation

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
General Affairs Committee, Doc. 819)

The PRESIDENT. — The Orders of the Day
now provide for the presentation of and debate
on the report of the General Affairs Committee
on political conditions for European armaments
co-operation, Document 819.

I call Mr. van Waterschoot, Rapporteur of the
Committee, to present the report.

Mr. van WATERSCHOOT (Belgium) (Trans-
lation). — Mr. President, Mr. Ambassador,
Ladies and Gentlemen, when it met in June 1979
this Assembly adopted a recommendation on the
political conditions for European co-operation on
armaments. The report, presented by the General
Affairs Committee of our Assembly, was meant
to prepare the ground for the symposium held in
Brussels in October last. Today we have to ask
ourselves whether the recommendation of June
1979 is still fully valid following the symposium,
or whether the General Affairs Committee needs
to make additions or alterations to the recom-
mendation.

To make it possible to answer this question, a
fresh report on this subjeet is now being
submitted to the Assembly, designed to put
before you the conclusions from the Brussels
symposium that relate to the area covered by the
General Affairs Committee. It has seemed to your
Rapporteur and to the General Affairs Commit-
tee that the recommendation adopted in June
still has all its force today in December. Then
we shall, during the examination, also be looking
at comments that have been ingpired by the reply
from the WEU Council of Ministers to this
Assembly’s recommendation of last June.

First I want, however, to say something about
the results of the Brussels symposium in the area
that is of more particular interest to us and
which was dealt with in the June recommenda-
tion. The fact that the General Affairs Commit-
tee is not making any fundamental change in the
recommendation from last June does not mean
that the symposium in Brussels served no useful
purpose in charting the political conditions for
armaments co-operation. What the symposium
has done is to lead our Committee to pinpoint
a number of specific areas in which it will be
possible to take concrete initiatives, rather than
to prompt any basic re-examination of the Com-
mittee’s overall views. This is why this report
is a short one. It is also why your Rapporteur
thought it necessary to add an appendix to the
report in which Professor Schmidt, who was
Rapporteur of Working Group II during the
Brussels symposium, draws with a great deal of
competence and authority the conclusions that
flow from the discussions in Working Group II.
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I would like to underline the gist of his conclu-
sions., Mr. Schmidt says that it is unimaginable
that one could within the foreseeable future
arrive at an overall organisation of European
armaments production, let alone a common
organisation for arms production. He stresses the
conflicting interests that divide our countries.
This state of affairs comes from the differing
nature of their arms factories, and from the
difference in the relative importance that arms
production has for the European and the various
national economies. The Belgian Prime Minister,
too, pointed to this conflict of interests during
his opening speech at the Brussels symposium
on 15th October. These are facts that are every
bit as worthy of respect as the classic Lord
Mayor. We may deplore these facts, but we have
no right to shirk them if we want to be realistic
in what we do.

This is why the recommendation now being put
before you in the new report from the General
Affairs Committee is a modest one. The Com-
mittee discussed the recommendation for a very
long time ; it was united on the essence of the
recommendation, but there was a great deal of
detailed argument when it came to the actual
words and phrases to be used in the recom-
mendation. I think I might usefully deal with
these words and phrases in a moment, in the
French language.

The main thrust of the recommendation lies in
its paragraph 2. The Committee and its Rappor-
teur have here based themselves particularly on
statements that were made during the symposium,
especially the two major statements which gave
very precise indications as to the steps that can
be taken to bring about more permanent co-
operation on armaments production in Europe.
First and foremost, there was the important
briefing on the juridical aspects of weapons
procurement, given by Mr. Plantey. The
preamble to the draft recommendation con-
sequently expresses our appreciation of the fact
that the Council of Ministers authorised Mr.
Plantey, who is head of the international seere-
tariat of the Standing Armaments Committee,
to make this important statement. The second
important speech was made by Professor Green-
wood of Aberdeen University who, speaking with
great authority, dealt particularly with the
essential economie and social dimensions of co-
operation in arms production.

(The speaker continued in French)

(Translation), — T shall now continue in
French, my main aim being to clarify the ter-
minology used in the recommendation. In fact,
as I said, paragraph 2 really constitutes the
backbone of the recommendation and does not
take up any position in the institutional quarrels
which at times divide European opinion on this
subject.
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Paragraph 2 is based on the idea that several
organisations exist whose work is directed
towards the joint production of armaments, that
each of them has powers and responsibilities
peculiar to it and that it has not seemed desir-
able, in the present cireumstances, to disregard
these realities, either by proposing the establish-
ment of new institutions or by seeking to bring
together in a single organisation elements which
cireumstances have allocated to different bodies.

The enquiry currently being conducted by the
Standing Armaments Committee should enable
the Council to colleet the information needed if
it is to allocate these tasks among the different
institutions in a coherent manner, whereas the
parsimony with which it deigns to inform the
Assembly on the results of this enquiry scarcely
allow us to express an informed opinion.

Any discussion on policy which was not based
on such information would, it seems to me,
present more disadvantages than advantages.
Accordingly, the General Affairs Committee
requests that needs be met in terms of activities
and not in terms of institutions, because the
Brussels symposium has enabled it to see that
they were either not being met or were being met
inadequately.

The first of these needs is to establish a sort
of European armaments market which, it has
been found, does not at present exist. In order
to do so, both those who can supply armaments
and those who are in need of them should have
available all requisite information on the supply
of and demand for armaments in Europe.

If the term “organisation” has been used in
paragraph 2 (e¢), that is not only in order to
follow the terminology advocated by Professor
Greenwood, but also because the task of collect-
ing this information could scarcely be performed
by an intergovernmental organisation. Indeed,
only governments are in a position to provide the
necessary information concerning demand and,
in many eases, concerning supply. But it is
hardly thinkable that they would give it to an
office that was not under their control. It should
be noted that, in its reply to Recommendation
329, the Council suggests that this task might be
entrusted to the Standing Armaments Committee,
the SAC.

In the case of paragraph 2 (b), however, the
term “body” has been used to describe the organ
which should be made responsible for analysing
choices of armaments programmes and their
overall repercussions. The need for an analysis of
this kind was also forcibly stressed by Professor
Greenwood, and on this point I can only refer
you to his important paper.
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Here again it was he who chose the term
“body” to indicate that it might cover either a
private institution, remunerated on the basis of
a certain number of specific tasks, or a standing
inter-state organ. Its purpose would be to provide
all the information which possible purchasers of
armaments might require on the implications of
the choices they inevitably have to make and
which they all too frequently have to make with
only a partial and imperfect knowledge of the
repercussions their decisions may have not only
in the financial but also in the technical, econo-
mic and social fields.

Sub-paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) of this para-
graph 2 — the essential paragraph in the recom-
mendation — deal with the legislation which
should be promulgated to facilitate both the
joint production of armaments and trade in the
armaments field between member countries of
WEU.

The question immediately arises of who should
initiate this legislation. At present, it is obviously
the responsibility of states. It is possible, and
doubtless desirable, that one day a truly Euro-
pean body of law may be introduced in this
sphere. If, however, the WEU Council could
contribute to promoting co-ordination of national
bodies of law, it would already be achieving
considerable progress in comparison with the
sitnation deseribed by Mr. Plantey in his paper.

The General Affairs Committee has noted
three specific fields in which it seemed necessary
to promote such co-ordination, namely customs
legislation, legislation concerning the status of
firms and legislation concerning transfers of
technology.

In the realm of customs legislation — taking
into account the fact that the Treaty of Rome
leaves the member states of the European Econo-
mie Community free to decide their own customs
measures in the armaments field — acts should
be promulgated which would facilitate to the
fullest extent possible the transfer of armaments
among member states.

‘What is needed, then, is action to fill by
agreement among the European governments
any gaps which the Treaty of Rome may show
in this field.

The second point ds the status of firms.

In his paper, Mr. Plantey highlights the fact
that when a particular firm is established for
the joint production of one type of weapon, it
finds that it has to comply with the laws of the
country in which its head office is located. That
makes it, as it were, a national company of that
country, even if its object is to produce European
armaments,

The creation of a special European status for
firms engaged in the joint production of arma-
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ments might really bring us an effective step
forward in the development of joint production.

Our third point is this: we know the dif-
ficulties faced by those concerned with transfers
of technology between industries producing
armaments. Here, too, concerted aetion to
promote further developments in national legisla-
tion facilitating such transfers should make
possible some development of joint European
firms in this field.

Mr. President, I am trying to be brief and to
conclude my remarks. I would further point out
that sub-paragraph (f) did not form the subject
of a paper at the Brussels symposium. It was the
Committee which insisted — and your Rapporteur
was happy to go along with this viewpoint —
that the Council also be asked to ensure the co-
ordination of the legislative and executive
meagures adopted by each of our countries to
prevent any illicit production of and traffic in
armaments in Western Europe, with all the
consequences that this entails.

Paragraphs 3 and 4 of the recommendation
are in the nature of reactions to the replies given
by the Council to our earlier recommendations,
and in particular to the recommendations put
forward last June.

In fact, they concern problems involved in the
activities of the WEU Council and its sub-
ordinate organs. For one thing, it is apparent
that both the SAC and the independent European
programme group — IEPG — are having to
contend with difficulties caused by the inertia —
I would not venture to say the bad will — shown
by national administrations when these bodies
attempt to collect the information they require
if they are to accomplish the task entrusted to
them by the governments of our countries. That
is the point covered in paragraph 3 of the
recommendation, which advocates greater co-
operation in this field.

For again and again things happen as though
the very governments which are on the one hand
launching this or that drive to develop European
co-operation are at the same time letting their
administrations place administrative obstacles in
the path leading to that co-operation. Where co-
operation is concerned, the fact that one govern-
ment department has taken an initiative while
another is responsible for following it through
is generally enough to induce a sort of paralysis.

It is through the WEU Council that we as
members of the Assembly can address ourselves
collectively to our countries’ governments, but
they alone are able to take the necessary
measures, each in so far as it is concerned, to
ensure that the policies they produce shall have
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greater coherence and shall lead on to the co-
operation which they recognise, in principle, to
be necessary.

And I now come to the fourth and last para-
graph. It comments on the replies made by the
Council to the recommendations adopted by our
Assembly last June. It seems to us that in con-
nection with the replies to Recommendations
330, 331 and 335 certain comments are called for.
Moreover, we should associate with these the
reply to Recommendation 325, which reached us
too late for us to be able to take it into account
in the report presented last June.

In its reply to Recommendation 298, the
Council, having regard to the fact that a number
of activities connected with the exercise of its
powers and responsibilities had been entrusted
to other organisations, undertook to inform the
Assembly about the entire area of competence
of WEU in whatever framework it might be
exercised.

Well, here we have the Council, in its reply
to Recommendation 331, stating — and I quote
— that it would be difficult for the Couneil to
inform the Assembly about the activities of the
independent European programme group, whose
membership was different from that of WEU,
with which it, the IEPG, had no organisational
links. And, as you are aware, this independent
European programme group includes all the
European countries belonging to the Atlantic
Alliance.

‘We may wonder, Ladies and Gentlemen, what
is meant by this absence of organisational links ;
for in its reply to an earlier recommendation,
Recommendation 297, the Counecil informed the
Assembly that — and T quote its actual words —
“the Standing Armaments Committee should
receive and use certain data which the IEPG
had already produced and was willing to supply”.

Accordingly, links do exist and, in particular,
information is exchanged between the IEPG
and the SAC — the SAC being a subordinate
organ of the Council. The question arises: are
these links organisational ? The term is far from
clear. Are there organisational links between the
WEU Council and NATO ? Between the Council
and the FEuropean Community? Or again,
between the Council and the United Nations ?

Yet the Council has always considered that it
was among its responsibilities to inform the
Assembly of the decisions taken in NATO, in
political consultations among the Nine, or at
consultations among the delegations of WEU
member countries to the United Nations. Why
is a procedure of this kind impossible within the
framework of the TEPG ?

The General Affairs Committee proposes for
your consideration both in the preamble and in
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the operative paragraphs of the recommendation
a sufficiently lengthy development of this point.
And it has made a point of conveying to the
Council in particularly strong terms its rejection
of the replies to Recommendations 325 and 331.

In faet, it is the very powers and responsibil-
ities of our Assembly which are here at issue,
although the Council has on many occasions
recognised that it was the only European assem-
bly competent in the defence field.

Its powers and responsibilities are being
challenged by this refusal to provide us with
information on a body which at present seems —
if T am to believe the reply given to Reecommend-
ation 329 to which I referred earlier — to be
looked on by the governments of our countries
as the main instrument of European armaments
poliey.

It is therefore the actual status of our Assem-
bly and hence the direct implementation of the
modified Brussels Treaty which the Council is
contesting, and the General Affairs Committee
has been at pains to make abundantly clear its
very firm rejection of these texts. The Com-
mittee hopes that our Assembly will follow its
lead on this point.

Let us bring this matter to a close, Ladies
and Gentlemen. As you will have observed, the
present report has sought to soothe susceptibi-
lities and avoid issues which might divide us.
This is not because your Rapporteur or the Com-
mittee shrink from political discussions, but
because it seemed to him that, in the practical
and concrete fields where immediate progress
was possible, it was desirable to find the broadest
possible majority.

He therefore hopes to rally this broad majority
— perhaps a virtually unanimous one — so that
the Assembly may lend its full weight to pro-
posals which are based on the opinions of the
leading experts and which will perhaps be such
as to ensure modest but solidly-based progress
in European co-operation in the armaments field
and, at the same time, to prove that WEU is not
a nonentity, as European public and political
opinion too often believes, either consciously or
unconsciously. (Applause)

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Mr. van
‘Waterschoot.

I now open the debate.

I have three names on the list of speakers. I
start with Mr. Antoni. He will be followed by
Mr. Biichner and then by Mr. Cavaliere.

T now call Mr. Antoni.
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Mr. ANTONI (Italy) (Translation). — Mr.
President, Ladies and Gentlemen, the Rappor-
teur, as he has confirmed this afternoon, while
noting with interest the work of the symposium
on a European armaments policy held in Brussels
from 15th to 17th October 1979, considers it to
have provided further details and clarification
on the guidelines laid down in Recommendation
335 adopted by our Assembly at its June session
— which, having undergone no change, are
aceordingly substantially corroborated.

While gladly acknowledging that the Rappor-
teur has sought to take the most objective possible
view of the work of the Brussels symposium, we
nonetheless consider it calls for one or two
explanations and additions that we deem essen-
tial for the sake of clarity.

In our view the importance of the Brussels
symposium was that it pointed out the existing
possibilities for a joint armaments policy. But
it also underscored the persistent limitations of a
highly differentiated situation, and the weighty -
problems to be overcome in consequence. Actually
the symposium brought to light conflicting, often
very different, individual viewpoints that have
not yet been entirely reconciled, and therefore
subsist. Significant in this respect are certain
points recognised by the Rapporteur, and also
figuring prominently in this afternoon’s report.

The underlying problem remains, what kind
of co-operation should be adopted, by what means
should it be achieved : the experts’ majority view
was that only a pragmatic approach to the
problems in the next few years can lead to
progress. Europe is increasingly called upon to
assume responsibility for its own defence,
especially in conventional armaments. Let me
turn finally to this latter remark, which in our
opinion largely covers the central political issue
of the matter we are discussing.

I emphasise straight away that the draft
recommendation, having asserted the need for
arms collaboration to be extended to the pro-
duction phase, calls for measures to overcome the
existing constraints on the specific legislation
of the internmational organisations, in customs
legislation and technological exchanges among
the European industries. We would immediately
stress the importance of European armaments co-
operation, not only with a view to lower costs
but also to Europe’s greater competitiveness and
gelf-reliance.

Secondly, we hold that co-operation between
the European countries and industries ought to
be placed on an equal footing, starting from
research and planning right through to pro-
duction. The latter cannot be confined to the
user phase, of purchases and sales among
producer countries and those who are necessarily
only customers.
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Turning more specifically to the draft recom-
mendation, with particular reference to the
hypothesis of an organisation responsible for
gathering and circulating all necessary informa-
tion on Buropean supply and demand in the field
of armaments, and that of a body — group or
organisation, as the Rapporteur said just now —
responsible for analysing choices of armaments
programmes, we take the view that we should
enhance the role of the IEPG in relation to the
Conference of National Armaments Directors —
CNAD — and the European defence industrial
group — EDIG — if necessary by strengthening
the political responsibility of the IEPG itself, by
upgrading its present status from under-secretary
to ministerial level. At the same time, in our
estimation, the relationship between the IEPG
and the EDIG ought to be more clearly defined
and institutionalised, to make the latter a con-
sultative body on technical matters leaving the
options referred to decision by parliaments and
governments entirely within the purview of the
IEPG.

European eco-operation postulates multiple
choices by individual countries ; it rejects the
idea of a static situation and monopoly in
research and advanced studies. This means
promoting whatever agreements will allow more
advanced forms of general enlargement for joint
purposes.

From this requirement — this is our second
point — there stems the enhanced importance
of the role of national parliaments and WEU
itself as a European body concerned with
defence matters, inasmuch as choices of European
preference ought to be assigned to and safe-
guarded by Europe’s political will.

This is another important matter not in our
view sufficiently brought out by the report and
draft recommendation.

Yet genuine co-operation is still a long way
off, as the deliberations and conclusions of the
Brussels symposium prove, and the various
stances taken by our own Assembly, most recently
in the debate on parliaments and defence pro-
curement, Document 807 of 20th June 1979. The
reason why we decry such limitation is that we
fail to see how, otherwise, any genuine steps
forward can in fact be taken towards the desired
Furopean co-operation.

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, we wish
lastly to supplement our appraisal by a more
comprehensive overview in which we believe the
matters we are discussing fall into place. In our
view, problems of European co-operation in
armaments are to be set in the framework of a
policy for peace and détente, and therefore cut-
backs in military procurement, and control and
a gradual balanced reduction of all armaments.

72

Other voices than our own have in the past
been raised in this Assembly to declare that the
first need is to make Europe a great civilised
power. Today, in a situation increasingly fraught
with tensions and perils, we raise the cry once
more. It is indeed a highly civilised and positive
step to fight for stability and security in a
context of development, co-operation and détente,
and to address ourselves to placing impediments
in the path of a worsening of existing strains and
stresses, The need is, more than ever before, to
harmonise all the forces making for peace. It is
the only way to secure for mankind, together
with peace, enormous resources to be dedicated
to progress, co-operation and the development of
our peoples. What is wanted is a large measure
of international collaboration and eco-operation
whereby military outlays can be controlled and
kept within the needful limits of security and
defence. Today’s chief need — both in the
alliances, WEU itself and our Assembly — is, we
believe, for such a choice, whereby Europe will
be able to exert itself efficaciously and strive
towards peace and détente.

‘We realise it is no easy path, but we have to
look to it whenever, as now, we have to face the
problems of weaponry and arms co-operation.
Thank you, Mr. President. (Applause)

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you.
I now call Mr. Cavaliere.

Mr. CAVALIERE (Italy) (Translation). —-
Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, I rise to
speak for a brief moment, taking as my text
what Mr. Antoni was saying at the end of his
speech to the effect that whatever can be done
in the matter of European armaments co-opera-
tion should be aimed at securing détente and
peace, not to say, plainly, a basis for effective
action. However, this is in my opinion the poli-
tical line that the free countries of Furope have
always pursued, and that WEU, as, after all,
the sole European body competent to deal with
defence matters, is still pursuing. The ends of
peace and détente will ensue whenever we are
in a position to defend ourselves, whenever, that
is, we are able to deter other countries or alliances
from aggressing us. This is precisely what we
are after, and very specific arguments on the
subject will be heard at the present session.

At such a delicate stage in our history, at a
time when there are so many stresses, new as
well as old, abroad in the world, when to motives
of political contestation are added motives of
fanaticism which kindle highly dangerous fires
and involve even greater precaution on the part
of Europe, the problem of our own defence, and
hence of a defence capability of our own, is
posed in categorical terms : especially as we have
borne in on us, day by day, the growing difficul-
ties of our United States ally to whom we ought
to confirm our solidarity and friendship at this
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time, and reiterate our interest in seeing that
this, our friend, does not stay isolated but can
be more vividly aware of the feeling of friendship
and willingness to co-operate which we are ready,
not to say obligated, to evinece at such a time.
Europe is and should be concerned to give itself
the necessary tools to satisfy this imperious
demand of defence of its own existence as a
collection of free countries. If this be true, I
would think that seeking out the conditions for
European co-operation in armaments is becoming
increasingly urgent. Hence we should eschew all
egotism.

Mr. Gazzo aptly pointed out at the Brussels
symposium that legal questions, or tariffs,
constitute no real obstacles to reaching an under-
standing on the topic of collaboration in Euro-
pean armaments poliey ; but the real problem, the
real obstacle is one of economics, precisely
stemming from certain countries’ selfishness. In
terms of armaments, or arms manufacture, there
are in fact countries having substantial interests
that still remain oblivious to the necessity, or at
any rate advisability, of holding these in check
in order to abolish a serious impediment to
achievement of the desired ends. Already in
June when we turned our minds to the very same
problem, we were compelled to ecriticise with
bitterness the attempt by, or rather action on the
part of, a certain country, notwithstanding its
membership of WEU, to prevent the question
of an arms policy from being discussed by the
EEC although it does have the necessary powers
for doing so : such action was, in sum, directed
at Europe itself, at making the allied countries,
with joint interests, incapable of fulfilling this
essential function of theirs.

Not wishing to overrun the time I have set
myself, I conclude by saying that all the prompt-
ings of the draft recommendation are absolutely
worthy of our support. We have here an altoge-
ther commendable recommendation which offends
nobody’s susceptibilities. However, I still feel
some bitterness at the inability, the unwillingness,
to pursue the objective mentioned. I trust it will
not be too long before every one of us realises
the necessity of also forging a European policy
on co-operation in armaments. (Applause)

The PRESIDENT. — The list of speakers is
closed.

Does the Rapporteur wish to reply ?

Mr. van WATERSCHOOT (Belgium) (Trans-
lation). — I would thank our colleagues for the
constructive nature of their remarks on the sug-
gestions contained in the preamble and in the
operative paragraphs of the recommendation
submitted to you.
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With regard to Mr. Antoni’s first remark, I
would observe that the aim of the recommenda-
tion is both modest and realistic. For that reason,
we did not wish to incorporate very specific
institutional suggestions, thus leaving some room
for choice and even for suggestions in a form
sufficiently concrete to allow us to move forward
along the path of co-operation.

As for hig second remark, to the effect that the
rble of WEU has not been sufficiently stressed,
I should like all the same to point out that para-
graphs 3 and 4 express an energetic attitude, put
in very clear terms, to certain replies from the
Council which have given rise to eensure, without
however departing from the language which
courtesy demands.

With regard to Mr. Antoni’s third remark on
the policy of détente and the context of disarma-
ment, it has my full approval. I would nonetheless
point out that in the preamble to its report
presented last June the General Affairs Com-
mittee as a whole stressed the basic importance
of these efforts and of the will to achieve détente
and reciprocal step-by-step disarmament.

I would also thank Mr. Cavaliere for his cons-
tructive remarks. I think we must recognise how
completely right he is : in the final analysis, there
must be a political will. Nevertheless, the Com-
mittee considered that at this juncture it was
preferable to help create this will by taking
modest but realistic steps rather than by putting
forward spectacular suggestions and recom-
mendations which would inevitably weaken that
political will.

The PRESIDENT. — Does the Chairman wish
to speak ?

Mrs. von Bothmer.

Mrs. von BOTHMER (Federal Republic of
Germany) Translation). — Mr. President, Ladies
and Gentlemen, on behalf of the Committee I
should like to recall briefly how pleased we were
that the Assembly planned to have a working
group for the Brussels symposium to concern
itself primarily with the political implications of
the subject discussed at the symposium. It became
very clear to us that this must on no account be
overlooked : for keenness to produce armaments
and to arm is one thing, but placing this in the
political context of Europe and demonstrating
that it will do no harm to our states and peoples
is another.

‘We had to look at the legislation — as you
will see when you look at our recommendation —
and we had to consider the information policy
that must accompany this. It seemed to us extre-
mely important — and this, too, was included
in the recommendation by the Rapporteur —
that information shall be passed on, that there
will be a centre where people with a practical
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interest in this matter can obtain information.
The object of the whole exercise is to put an end
to the confusion which still exists despite all our
protestations, with a view to finding a reasonable
common denominator.

To manage this within the framework of social,
economic, legal and human requirements seems
to me to be the quintessence of what we have
endeavoured to put before you.

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Madam
Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Rapporteur.

4. Definition of armaments requirements and
procurement in Western Europe

(Presentation of and Debate on the Report of the
Committee on Defence Questions and Armaments,
Doc. 821 and Amendments)

The PRESIDENT. — We now turn to the next
Order of the Day, the presentation of and debate
on the report on the definition of armaments
requirements and procurement in Western
Europe, Document 821 and Amendments.

In a moment I shall eall Mr. Meintz to present
the report, but I have had notice of a previous
question that Mr. Druon proposes to move. Since
this previous question seeks to eliminate debate
on the first paragraph of the operative text of
the draft recommendation contained in Document
821, it must be taken before any debate would
normally take place. However, in order to have
the report and draft recommendation formally
before the Assembly, I now first call Mr. Meintz
to present his report. T shall then call Mr. Druon
to move his motion. The Assembly will have to
decide on Mr. Druon’s previous question and we
shall proceed from there. I call Mr. Meintz to
present his report.

Mr. MEINTZ (Luxembourg) (Translation). —
Mr. President, Liadies and Gentlemen, of the three
reports from the Brussels symposium, I have the
honour to present the report of the Committee
on Defence Questions and Armaments.

The theme of Working Group I, which was
the Committee’s, was the definition of armaments
requirements and procurement in Western
Europe. It was presented in six very important
papers, three by government representatives,
Mr. Trevor Knapp, Ingénieur-Général Cauchie
and Mr. Walsh, and three by representatives of
the armaments industry, Mr. Stefanini, Mr.
Chevalier and Mr. Striegel. I thank them most
sineerely for their contribution to the symposium;
their papers provoked a really lively debate.

It was a very substantial debate, which made
it no easy task for General Freytag von Loring-
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hoven’s summary of proceedings appended to my
report.

The task was even more difficult for your
Committee and Rapporteur because it was left
to them to draw the political conclusions of the
debate — which was extremely wide-ranging and
raised a great many issues. A choice had to be
made. From the purely political point of view
there were three major themes. The Committee
on Defence Questions and Armaments took these
one by one in the three paragraphs of its recom-
mendation. And contrary to what my friend, the
Rapporteur of the General Affairs Committee,
Mr. van Waterschoot, has just said, our Com-
mittee did take a position on all three, which has
created some stir in the Assembly.

The first paragraph of our recommendation
deals with two- and three-way co-operation, and
permanent consortia in Europe. Everybody here
knows that the Committee on Defence Questions
and Armaments has always advocated joint arma-
ments production in Europe. Now, the political
question is how to organise the market and pro-
duction.

For a majority of those attending the sympo-
sium and of the Committee, the preferred formula
was joint production of a particular weapons
system by two or three countries through an
international consortium of the member countries’
national firms. The days of competitive develop-
ment of rival military projects by two countries
are over, certainly as far as the heaviest-cost
projects are concerned.

The Committee considered that the only means
of maintaining a viable European armaments
industry was through the ecreation of multi-
national Furopean consortia; which in fact
already exist for some programmes, such as the
Hot, Milan and Roland missiles. But such con-
sortia must operate under a concerted action
programme.

That is why I, with the support of a majority
of the Committee, harked back to paragraph 2
of Recommendation 325 adopted here on 22nd
November 1978, calling for the restructuring of
the European armaments industry under the
aegis of the European Economiec Community.

I said it was a majority opinion, for a minority
in the Committee of course wanted to delete the
reference to the European Community — and
tabled amendments to this effect — notably on
grounds of the latter’s powers. Those in favour
of deletion relied on three main arguments.

They argued, first, that the European Eco-
nomic Community has no effective industrial
policy ; second, that it does not have the neces-
sary technical knowledge to restructure the arma-
ments industry ; third, that given its special
position, the armaments industry ought not to be
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regarded in the same way as others; all, of course,
in the context of the argument of no powers in
this field.

But given the real situation of that industry
in Europe and all the major economic and social
problems involved, referring also to the vote in
this Assembly on Mr. Critchley’s report of 22nd
November 1978 and to your introductory address,
Mr. President, at the Brussels symposium, there
was nevertheless a majority for retaining the
reference to the European Communities in the
draft recommendation.

Indeed, Ladies and Gentlemen, this can easily
be turned into a contest, a competition between
institutions. But in Europe’s current economic
situation the armaments industry is an important
factor and, whether you like it or not, the Euro-
pean Community — precisely by extension of the
treaty — cannot in the long run behave as if
there is no such thing.

The second paragraph of our recommendation
concerns what we call European preference, and
exports to third countries. The two topics were
diseussed at length.

Mainly following Ingénieur-Général Cauchie’s
report, European preference was defined as fol-
lows : where a bi- or trilateral project has been
planned and is entering the production phase,
other Kuropean NATO countries should be ex-
pected to give it preference for their future arms
requirements — preference, that is, over a pos-
sible alternative United States product.

The argument of European preference of
course started a debate on a number of closely-
related themes, in particular that of free compe-
tition, possible priece differences and the possible
need of trade-offs.

The Committee reached the following conclu-
sion. Where a bi- or trilateral project has been
approved by the IEPG it should be arranged for
the remaining IEPG countries to give it prefer-
ence when it reaches the production phase. But
to offset this, the production of components or
sub-assemblies should be shared among countries
having appropriate experience and ecapability ;
or else, aid should be given to other sections of
the armaments industry as in the case of manu-
facture of conventional ammunition in Turkey.

During discussion on that same paragraph of
our recommendation we also touched on exports
to third countries not members of the Alliance.

The principal countries producing sophisti-
cated weapons systems claim, rightly in many
cases, that the procurement requirements of a
limited number of interested countries do not
provide an adequate economic base for produc-
tion, so that they are compelled to export a
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number of such weapons to third countries, which
can obviously ereate political and legal problems
in the co-operation agreement.

Some countries make their participation in a
multilateral project conditional upon freedom to
export without their partners’ consent. Other
potential participants may make agreement
between all participants on exports to third
countries a necessary condition for their own
participation.

The Committee concludes that the answer
surely lies in stronger European preference as
just explained, and in the development of the
two-way street with the United States so that the
market available for the initial products of such
a joint project answers the requirements of the
Alliance as a whole. In these circumstances the
economic necessity of exports to third countries
becomes less.

The third paragraph of our recommendation
concerns parliamentary control. Here I can be
very brief, because the Committee is merely
reiterating what it has been saying for years,
namely that national parliaments or the appro-
priate committees must be given full and timely
information on defence equipment requirements
and research and development projects both in
their own and allied countries. Hence it formu-
lates two proposals and a separate draft order.

The first proposal asks the Chairman of Panel
I of the IEPG to convey to our Committee the
equipment replacement schedules prepared by
Panel T and completed by the Conference of
National Armaments Directors.

The second proposal is for the organisation of
annual meetings with the Chairmen of the
national parliamentary defence committees of the
WEU countries and designated members, in order
to review the progress of the work mentioned in
the TEPG and in the Conference of National
Armaments Directors.

Thirdly, the Committee proposes, as it is entit-
led to do by Resolution 15 adopted in 1959, to
invite to its meetings, as observers having the
right to speak, members of the parliamentary
defence committeees of the European NATO
countries.

In conclusion, and not to go into too great
detail on points that may be raised during the
rest of the debate, may I reply to a few that were
raised this morning on points of order.

The Brussels symposium ended in mid-October
and the meeting of the Committee on Defence
Questions and Armaments was held early in
November immediately after the All Hallows and
All Souls holidays. This gave us a fortnight to
draft the report in, have it translated and ensure
that it was ready for the Committee meeting. If
the point of order raised this morning had been
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raised in the same terms in my national parlia-
ment, I would certainly have agked to speak on
my own behalf. For it was stated, not just by
innuendo but straight out, that this haste had
certainly been a ploy to put across somebody or
other’s particular opinion.

I protest, for it was not the Rapporteur who
was in a hurry — he would have been glad to
have had more time to draft his report ; nor was
there any covert intention to deceive any member
of the Committee. Nothing of the kind. Every
word of the report was written with utter sin-
cerity. Anyone can make counter-proposals or
table amendments. The recommendation was duly
adopted by 11 votes to 2 with one abstention.

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, I have
no more to add to this statement except that we
went to a lot of trouble to present you today
with a report and that I will be happy if it is
adopted by the same majority as it was in Com-
mittee.

The PRESIDENT. — Thank you, Mr. Rappor-
teur.

As T told you earlier, Mr. Druon has moved
a previous question under Rule 32 of the Rules
of Procedure. This has been circulated as Docu-
ment 826. Under Rule 32, a representative has
a prior right to speak if he asks leave to move
the previous question or a dilatory motion, and
I shall therefore call Mr. Druon now.

Before he speaks, I remind the Assembly that,
under Rule 32 (3), the following only shall be
heard : the proposer of the motion, one speaker
against the motion and the Rapporteur and the
Chairman of any Committee concerned. I further
remind the Assembly that, under Rule 31 (7) of
the Rules of Procedure, no representative may
speak for more than five minutes. This includes
the representative who moves the motion.

I call Mr. Druon.

Mr. DRUON (France) (Translation). -—
Mr. President I did indeed move the previous
guestion on the draft recommendation now tabled
under Rule 32 of our Assembly’s Rules of Pro-
cedure.

Ladies and Gentlemen, we are asked to urge
the governments of the WEU member states to
encourage the restructuring of the FEuropean
armaments industry under the aegis of the Euro-
pean Economic Community and its industrial
policy.

For this reason alone, the draft recommenda-
tion is in flagrant contradiction with the two
treaties establishing the EEC and WEU.
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It is contrary to Article 223 of the Treaty of
Rome which provides that :

“Any member state may take whatever
measures it considers necessary for the pro-
tection of the essential interests of its security
and which are conneeted with the production
of or trade in arms, munitions and war
material.”

The draft also conflicts with the Brussels
Treaty which reserves to WEU the right to
examine and adopt at KEuropean level joint
measures to enable the member states to afford
assistance to each other in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations, in maintaining
international peace and security and in resisting
any policy of aggression.

Lastly, this text generates a serious legal un-
certainty in that it calls into question the inter-
national order on which the construction of
Europe is based.

To set about restructuring the armaments
industries and defining their workload within
the framework of the EEC would be letting the
latter concern itself with defence matters, which
are not within its competence. For armaments
industries are not mainly swayed by economic
considerations and calculations; they follow
strategic and tactical orientations which are the
very substance of government defence policies.
The definition, produetion and procurement of
weapons are inherently linked to defence options.

Ladies and Gentlemen, if strategy commands
armaments policy, I am astonished that such a
basic and time-honoured principle should quite
recently have been flouted in the European
Parliament in an oral question, one of the authors
of which was, regrettably, our President with
whom I have the honour to sit in Strasbourg.
Let me remind you that it asked the Commission
of the European Communities to engage in pre-
liminary econversations with NATO and the
responsible services of the member states in
drafting joint armaments procurement program-
mes, inviting, in other words, the Brussels Com-
mission to go over the heads of both governments
and WEU.

So we must not reduce this debate, as the Rap-
porteur has just said, to a mere matter of inter-
institutional competition. It is a question of
definition, and of division of basic responsibil-
ities, and I am astounded that this principle
should be flouted here, in the WEU Assembly,
whose raison d’étre is defence matters.

The draft recommendation is contrary to
principles. It also conflicts with the facts. Need
I remind you that the EEC member states each
have their own defence constraints. The United
Kingdom and France have nuclear weapons, each
with a system of its own ; the Federal Republic
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of Germany is committed to observe precise
limitations ; Ireland does not belong to any
military organisation ; Denmark is part of a
denuclearised zone. How then can one fail to
understand ...

The PRESIDENT (Translation).
Druon, will you please conclude.

Mr. DRUON (France) (Translation).
Mr, President, the matter is serious enough for
you to grant me a couple of minutes longer.

Mr.

The very fact of taking a stance, even under
cover of industrial or technological operations,
in favour of joint military programmes, outside
any legal framework laid down in the treaties,
puts the entire European legal order at risk. It
is an attitude I consider unwise. It would impair
the chances of a proper development of co-
operation between states. The proposal before
us can only sow discord among Europeans.

If we really wish to examine the merits, we
must frankly propose modifying the treaties. If
we want WEU to be towed along in the wake of
the Brussels Commission like an empty barge,
let us say so, and we’ll see what happens !

Today, the interest of Europe commands the
rationalisation and ordering of what already
exists and not upsetting the legal applecart.

I could say a great deal more on the subject,
Mr. President, but I am cutting it short.

Ladies and Gentlemen, I ask you, by adopting
this previous question, to decide that there are
other things to debate besides paragraph 1 of
the recommendation which I therefore move we
should separate from the text as a whole.
(Applause)

The PRESIDENT. — I now call on one
speaker against. There is no representative on
the list.

Then I call the Chairman.

Mr. ROPER (United Kingdom), — 1 shall try
to compensate for the seven minutes taken by
the last speaker by speaking for only three
minutes. As I believe is well known both in the
Committee and in the Assembly, I have opposed
the intervention by the European Communities
into defence matters. None the less, in spite of
that view, which I still hold, I believe that it
would be a great mistake today for us to adopt
Mr. Druon’s motion and prevent this Assembly’s
debating the subject openly and properly. There
is an amendment by Mr. Mulley which will
permit such a debate later this afternoon.

In spite of what was said by Mr. Druon, we
have already seen that Western European Union
has accepted that it has no monopoly in this
matter of considering armaments procurement.
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We have seen the development of not only the
CNAD but the IEPG and we have seen other
methods of co-operation. Therefore, I do not
believe that this Assembly should acecept Mr.
Druon’s motion.

In particular, I draw attention to the fact
that, in spite of my having voted against it, the
Assembly has already adopted Resolution 325 on
a European armaments policy which makes
precise reference to these facts. That has been
made even more clear because the Council of
WET, in responding to that particular motion,
said that the Assembly’s suggestion that it should
be involved would imply a wide interpretation
of the application of the Treaty of Rome and
such interpretation had already been opposed by
a number of governments ; but the Council did
not say that it was wrong for this Assembly {o
raise the subject.

For that reason, although I happen to disagree
with the involvement of the Communities in thig
matter, I believe that it would be totally wrong
for the Assembly to accept Mr. Druon’s motion.
T hope that it is rejected. I hope that we can
continue to debate and will then accept Mr. Mul-
ley’s 