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Note by the Staff Group

Attached is a new Addendum to the draft Compendium
of MBFR Material, covering the period 1.1.1973 - 1.3.1973(1).

2 Th~ following pen and ink corrections have to be made:

In Chapter XVIII, the chapter-identifications are to be
changed in the last column as follows:

On page XVIII-40: fourth line: II,1, II.3 must read
I1.1, II.3, II.6

tenth line: IZ.1 must read II.6

On page XVIII-41: second line: 1I,1 must read II.6

third line: 17,1 must read II.6

On page XVIII-43: sixth line: IZ.1 must read II.6

3 The following amendments are to be made:

0ld pages to New pages to
be removed be inserted

1 1
IT.1-24, 1T.1-25, I1I.1-26, I1.1=-24, II,1=-25
I1.1-27

IT.4=15 II,4~15

o 1105-3

- : Sub~Chapter II.6 (green
paper)

- II¢6-1’ IIOG-Z’ II.6"‘3
II-6"’4

- Sub~Chapter II.7 (green
paper)

- II.7-1

I1I.2-11 I11.2-11, I1I.2-=12

This document conrsists of: 27 pages and 2 green pages

(1) In document AC/27o~-WP{71)1l5/1Y this date appeared
incorrectly as 1974 ‘ '
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0ld pages to be New pages to be
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IIT,5-2 | III.5-2, III.5-3
VIi-14 VIi-14
- X=32, X=33
- XI-13, XI-14
XIT-7 X117
V=2 XV=2, XV=-3, XV=4
XVIII=45 XVIII=45, XVIII-&G
XVIII--47
4, This cover note is automatically downgraded to

NATO UNCLASSIFIED upon removal of the Addendum.
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MUTUAL AND BALANCED FORCE REDUCTIONS WORKING GROUP

COMPENDIUM OF MBFR MATERTAL
TABLE OF CONIENTS

IINTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND
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The Communique of Brussels (1967)
The Harmel Report

The Communique of Reykjavik (1968)
The Communique of Weshington (1369)
The Comamunique of Brussels (1969)
The Communigue of Rome (1970)

The Communique of Brussels (1970)
The Communique of Lisbon (1971)

The Communigue of Brussels (1971)
The Communique of Bonn: (1972)

The Communique of Brussels (1972)
The Communique of Copenhagen (1973)
The Communigue of Brussels {1973)

TUDIES SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968

LN A N e 18]

*

Related Studies

The initial approach to Models

Relative Force Capabilities

The Data Base

Ilobilisation of NATO and WP

Offensive/Defensive Naturee of WP and HATO Posturec.
Combat Capability

T Warning Time

B. Consideration of MBFR in Amphibious Forces

GUIDANCE

T The Initiation and Terms of Reference of the IMBIK
Working Group (MBFR WG)

2. Guidelines and principles

D Major Hlements of MBFR

4. Definition of terms

5. Machinery to support MBI'R talks

Modelbuilding, discussion and eclaboration
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1.10-3 AC/276-WP{T71)15/26

CHAPTER I: BACKGROUND (contd

10. The Communigud of Brussels {1972)(contd)

G-M(73)2(Revieed) Note by the Secretary Genersl.
C3CE: Agenda, Committee Structure and
Mandates for Committees and Sub-
Committees,

(See for contents this Compendium, Chapter III.2)

c-M(73)4 Note by the Secretary General.
lion~Agreed Proposals on an Lgendaz fow
a C5CE, Committee Structure and
Mandates for C's and S-0's.

¢-M{72)87 (3rd zevise)Note by the Secretary General.
Guidelines and Agenda Papers for
Bxploratory talks on MBFR in C{eniral
Europe.

This decument provides the framework for the Allied

position at exploratory talks on Mutual znd Bulanced Inroe

Reductions in Central Europe beginning on 31 January 1977%.

The contents as agreed by the Council at its wmeeting oo

15 Jan 73 dre divided into twe parts: (a) the confidurniicl

Guidelines Paper; and (b} the Agenda Paper.

(See for contents this Compendium, Chapter III.Z2).

P0/72/13 Note by the Secretary Gensral.

MBFR: Major Unresolved Issues.
The present paper, intended to facilitate discussion in
Council, attempte to ocutline major substantive issues
which Allied counitries have to resolve as they approc:i
and engage in MBFR negotiations.
(See for contents this Compendium, Chapter III.2).

c-1(73)9 Note by Chairmen SPC.

Organisational Arrangements aficr ii-

CSCE,
The Eastern countries will undoubtedly continue %o pror
the creation of permanent hodies. These proposals Lo
far been vague. Thies is all the more recason why the
question should not be allowed to slip oult of the counsral
of the Western countries. We must teke a cautious vicow o
requests which can lead us into unknown territory nnu
which we could only consider accepting within the framcices
of negotiatione in which our fundamental demands weors i,
Any final decigion could therefore only be taken in {he
light of the Conference results.

[

C-M(73)11(Revised) Note by the Cheirman Council.
Follow=up to the Conference -
Amendment to Steeving Brief.

This document, which was noted by the Council on 2t.1.74,

gets out-a number of minor amendments to paras 22 itoc *0

of the "Steering Brief for the Multilateral FPreparaiory

Talks", C-M(72)67(Revised). (See this Compendium,

page 1.9-4).
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II.1~24 AC/276-WP(71}15/20

STUDIES SINCE 1ST JANUARY, 1968 (contd)

1. Related Studies (contd)

AC/276-WP(72)31 Note by MBFR Staff Group.
Seminar on operational analysis an
applied to MBFR.
At their meeting on 20 June, 1972, the MBFR Vorking
Group agreed that a Seminar should be held, to be
attended by MBFR analyste and Policy Staffs. This
present Note examines the possible structure of the
Seminar, venue, and some suggestions for agenda items.
(¥B: Actually this Seminar never took place).

AC/276~-WP(72)32 MNote by MBFR Staff Group.
A Discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Hature of the Warsaw Pact
and NATO Postures.

(See for contents, this Compendium, Chapter I11.6)

US NATO(PM)/0UT/ Letter from United States Mission.
Ns/72-13 MBFR Issues and Approaches to
Reductions.
The document highlights the findings of US giudies
relating to classes of options and how reductions could
be mede; the role of constraints and ancillary agree-
ments; and verification. It has been prepared as an
aid to decision makers, on the basis of analytical
methods discuseed in earlier submisesions. The following
subjects are discuesed in detail: I. Objectives of IBFR;
II. Major classes of options; III. Assessment of basic
MBFR Iesues (A. Estimating sirengths of ground and air
forces; B. Verification; C. Base for reductions;
D. Structuring reductions; L, Force improvements nnd
compensatory poast-reduction steps; . Collateranl
consiraints, verification and ancillaxry measurcs;
G. Reintroduction and build-up modele and readineas);
IV. Phasing; V. Military analysis; VI. Discussion of
mixed packages; VII. Comparison of option approaches.

AC/276-WP(72)42 Note by Danish Member, MBFR WG.
Possible effects on the defecnce of
Schleswig-Holstein/Jutland and of an
MB#R agreement for the Central Region.

Schleowig-Holatein is a part of the Northern Region

(except for the execution of Air Daf@nco) ae foar oo

MNC!'s responsibilities are concerned. On the other

hand, Schleswig-Holetein is a part of the FRG, and

thus a part of the NATO Guldelines Area, in HATC
terminology often referred to as the Cenmtral Regien

of Burope (with or without Hungary). Jutland being

a geographical continuation of thes Schleswig-ilolsiein

territoxy, this present Working Paper evaluates fhe

following problem:

- "yhat influence could an MBFR agreement have on

the defence of Schlegwig-Holstein/Jutland in the cvent

of an attack, in particular if thexe is little (less

than 24 houxrs) or no warning?".
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26.10.1972

15.11.1972

16.11.1972

21111972

27.11.1972

IT.1-25 AC/276-WP{71)15/20

After discussing such factors as warning time, availability
of forces and the balance of strength, the paper
concludes (among other things):

Para 20: ..+ On the NATO side the already marginal
forces in the area could have been reduced by at least
one brigade. Asg, therefore, the initianl aggresaive
strength (of the WP) would be fairly much the same as
it is teoday, while the defence forces through such a
seduction would have been substantially weakened, it
28 very likely that the WP could achieve the aim of
the operation and perhaps even more than that.....etc.
Para 21: It would appear that in the particular case
of Schleswig-Holstein, status quo in the level of
forces on the Westexn side would, more than in other
areas, including the Central Region, have relatively
great effect on defence capabilities.

4c/276-0(72)4 Report by the MBFR WG.
Constraints on Movements of Warsaw Pact
and NATO Forces,
This document ie an extract of the Pirat Report of the
Sub~Group on Movement Constraints, AC/276-Wb(7z)27,
29,6.72. (See for contents this Compendium, Chapior XI.)

IMSWi-285-T72 Hemorandum by Director, IMS
Report on the Status of Preparations
for and Studies on CSCE and MFBi.

AC/??G-DE72;6 Progress Report by the Working Group
(See C-M(72)81(Reviassd))-

AC/276-R(72)18  Action Sheet of working Group meclivng
of 14 November 2.

Item VI. Compendium of MBFR Material.

The Working Group noted a suggestion by the United

Kingdom member that parts of the summary contained in

Chapter XVII of the Compendium (AC/276-WP(71)15/8) did

not reflect the work carried out in the Working Group,

and agreed to omit this Chapter (Summary) from the

Coapendium.

c-M(72)81(Revised)Note by Chairman of the Council.
Progress Report on MBFH.
1. Council Progress Report on MBFR: Chapter II.
Exploratory Talks; Chapter III. Further study of the
probleme related to the development of an Allied
position for MBFR negoiiations.
2, MBFR Working Group Progreas Report (AC/276-D(72)6):
Progress in completed and in continuing studies; MNodel
anelyses; Implications of MBFR in the Central Region
for other regions of ACE; Balanced force ceiling
concept; Movement Conatraints; Consideration of mutual
roductions in tactical aireraft; Offensive/defenuive
postures of WP and NATO forces; The relevance of war
authorized strength and actual strength to negotiation
and drafting of reduction and of post-reduction force
level agreementas.

NATO CONFIDENTIAL
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CHAPTER I1:

11-4‘1 5
AC/276-WR(T71)15/20

STUDIES SINCE 1ST JANUARY, 1968 {contd)

27.7.1972
AC/276-D(72)3

(contd)

19.9.1972

27.9.1972

16.2.1973%

16.2.1973

4, The Date Base (oontd)

Annexs Inventory of "Major Items of Equipment”

in the context of MBFR.

In this Annex the following equipment has been listed:
Heavy and medium tanks; AIFVe, light tanks and Recce
Vehicles caryying a turret or top mounted gun of 20 mm
or greater calibre; ACPs (tracked or wheeled); Anti-
tank weapons; Artillery; Mortars (80 mn and greater
calibre); Launchers; River corogssing systems; Army
aviation,

AC/276~WP(T72)41 Wote by Chairman S.G. Data Support,
Display of Data on WATO and Warsaw
Pact Ground PForces in the recently
approved standard formats.

AC/276-WP(72)36 Note by Chairman S.G. Data Support.

(Revised) Standard Formats for the Display of
NATO and WP Ground Foreces Data for
MBFR.

AC/276-WP(73)4 Note by Cheirman, S.G. Dete Support.
Draft Dieplay of Data on WP Ground
Forces as at Mid 1972.

Thi present document is Part 5 of the "Blue Book" on

Data on NATO and Wersew Pact ground forces. The Blue

Book, when completed, will contain: Part 1, providing

general information; Part 2, containing data on

NATO ground forcesj; and Part 3, containing datas on

Warsaw Pact Ground foxces.

AC/276=-WP(73)5 Progress Report by the Chairmen of
the Sub-Group on Data Support.

NATO CONPFPIDENTIAL
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II.5-3% AC/276-WR(71)15/20

CHAPTEK IT: STUDINS SINCE 1 JANUARY, 1968 (Contd)

5. Mobilisation of NATO and Warsaw Pact (contd)

14.2.1973  AC/276~-WP(T7%)2. Yote by the MBFR Staff Group.
Mobilisation of NATC and VWarsaw Pact
Forces.
The paper displays informatlon on HNATO and Warsew Pact
ground and air forces mobilisation capabilities as they
periain to military build-up for conflict in the
Central Region.
The area under examination ig the WATO Guidelines irea
plus the three VWestern Military Districts (3 WiDs) of
the USGR. Tor HATC air forces, the area is expanded
to include the whole of the French Air Force, the RAF
in the UK and the USAF in the UK.
Mobilisation time in the context of the paper includes
the time taken (a) to bring units up to war authorized
strength in their present locations; (b) to give
refresher training to reservists as required; and (c)
to move to GDP positions Efor NATO forces nnly).
The paper refers to DPC/b 69)52, 25 Hov 69, "Study on
Mobilisation and Force kxpansion Plans and Potential -
Summary of Measures which might be taken in timesg of
tension to augment the forces in the areas of ACE,
ACLANT and ACCHAN", and to document DRC/D(69)2, 25 Hov 62,
A Summary of National mobilisation or call-up systems
by country.
The present peper arrives at the followidg conclusions:
Para 17. NATO is a defensive Alliance and the Allied
countries need to have a mobilization system to react
to any aggression. The VWarsaw Pact countries, much
atronger in the control of their own populations, have
a more efficient and rapid mobilisation system than
the NATO countries involved. Apart from this, the
Warsaw Pact, once having decided on offensive action,
has the advantage of the initiative., This means that
they can begin preparations for war at the time of thelr
choosing, without revealing immediatcly their true
intentions. Therefore, without ever declaring on
official mobilisation, the WP could increase substantlicolly
ite combat posture.
Para 18. Bven assuming that both pides began mobilizing
at cxactly the some Lime, the WP would be able Lo hove
roizdy for combalb almost three timeo oo many divisiono
ns NATO within 7 days. In the case of Warsaw Pact
divisions and especlally those siationed in the throo
Soviet WMDs (8 x Cat.T, 18 x Cat.Il and 3 x Coat.111)
howvevear, we have to add the movement time.

TATO COCHNPIDENTTIATL
8
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IT1.6-1 AC/276~-WP(71)15/20

STUDIES SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968 (Contd)

6. Offensive/Defensive Natures of WP and NATO Posiures.
Combat Capability,

27.7.1972

16.8.1973

AC/276~WP(72)32 Note by MBFR Staff Group.
4 discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Hatures of Warsaw Paci
and NATO Postures.
The present note considers the poseibility of
demonstrating the NATO and Warsaw Pact posgitions as
being either offensive or defensive under three
main headings:
%a; Strength (to include deployment); (b) Training;
¢) Weapons and major equipments.
The paper concentrates on the Central Buropean
Region: firstly, because MBFR is intended to apply
to that area initially. Secondly, because the most
complete range of weapons accessible to NATO is
deployed in, or available to, that region. Aind,
thirdly, because it is: (a) the region of greatest
confrontation and tension; (b) the most direct and
closest route to the Soviet heart.land, and vice
versa; and (c) the traditional arena for Zuropean
war.
In para 10 the following newspaper quotation
appears: "While Warsaw Pact forces become more
formidable, NATO's ready (conventional) forces
continue to decline in numbers and gquality. Iron-
ically, this decline has been most marked since the
adoption of a strategy of flexible response, vhose
implementation requires significant increasesin
(conventional) land and air foxces".
One of the conclusions arrived at in this paper
reads: para 25. We thus see a clear advantage to
NATO if we enter into a public debate on the
offensive/defensive nature on the two sides militewy
posture, training and equipment.
The Annexes to the paper are:
Annex I. OQutline comparison of assessed global
military strengths of NATO and Warsaw Pact.
Annex II. Outline comparison, etc... in Central
Barope.
Annex III., Classification of weapons.

AC/276-WP(72)32 Wote by MBFR Staff Group.
(Reviesed) A Discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Hatures of Warsaw Pact
and NAT0 postures.

HATO CONTIDBENTIAL
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CHAPTER II:

I1.6-2 AC/276-WP(T71)15/20

STUDIES SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968 (Contd)

6. OQffensive/Defensive Natures of WP and NATO Postures.
Combat Capability. (contd

25.8.1972

12,9.1972

12.9.1972

AC/276-WP(72)32 DNote by United Kingdom Member

(Revised)/1 MBFR WG.
Offensive/Defensive Natures of WP
and NATO Postures.
This note contains detailed comments on the relevant
Staff paper, starting with the statement that:
Your xeading of the balance of the arguments deployed
in the paper leads us to take exactly the opposite
views".
Para 2. We are convinced by past experience and
current arguments that no useful purpose could be
served by attempting a separation of "offensive"
and "defensive" weapone unless it is desired merely
to add to the length and complexity of possible
negotiations. We also very much doubt the effect-
iveneas of publicity for a debate between HATO and
WP on the offensive or defensive natures of the
AllianceBesssessaess ebc.
Para 4, We do not recommend an attempt to produce
an agreed version of this paper.....etc.

AC/276-WP(72)32 YNote by the United States Member,
(Revised)/2 MBFR WG.

Offensive/Defensive Natures of WP

and NATC Postures.
The paper concurs with the British reservations
(WP(72§32)(REV)/H) about a public debate on the
relative nature of NATO and Warsaw Pact forces.
Apart from the fact that Soviet public opinion is
not readily subject to influence by public media
in Western and neutral countries, the paper cites
the following disadvantages: (1) Public discussien
elong adversary lines, which might essily degenerate
into mere charges and counter-charges, would be
counter~productive as long as IBFR talks showed
promise of progress.
(2) Likely Warsaw Pact counter-arguments would b~
difficult to refute without providing details on
forces and developments. In nddition to running
the risk of compromising clapsified information,
the NATO side would find it increasingly difficult,
28 the debate became more technical, fo proscnt its
pointa in o way that the public could rosdily ranp.

AC/276-WP(72)32 Hote by the Hetherlande Meuwbeor,
(Revised}/3 MBFR WG. Offennive/Defensive
Natures of WP and HATG Pooture:s.

Referring to a Weth. working paper of 17 Apwil 1972

partly insorted in dooument 0-13(72)24, Volume 1

Revised), Annex 1), whore it saye "in fact, the
implication of the aim to creatc 2 situation in
Burope in which there will be neo effective capability
on any side to launch an armed attack with any
prospect of success, would be that reductions would
ultimately lead to a cemmon ceiling", the note
emphasimed again {as in their paper of 17.4.72) iheir
formula "forces for defence oniy™.
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CHAPTER II: STUDIES SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968 (Contd)

6. Offensive/Defensive NHatures of WP and NATO Postures.
Combat Capability.(contd

17.10.1972 AC/276~WP(72)32 Note by the MBFR Staff Group.

(2nd revise) A Discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Natures of WP and NATO
Postures.

17.11.1972  AC/276-WP(72)32 Hote by the German Member, MBFR WG.
(2nd revise)/1 A Discussion of the 0ffensive/
Defensive Natures of Varsaw Pact
and NATO Postures:
This paper givee extensive comments on the Staff Group's
N paper (2nd revise). Only the last paragraph (24) will
be quoted: "The entire deployment in ite present
stete on the western glacie of the USSR is more
favourable for offensive than for defensive actions.
The exact opposite to this would appear to be the
present deployment of NATC land forces in the Federal
Republic of Germany. It is not only unfavourable for
defensive operations but would call for very
comprehensive redeployment moves prior to any offensive
action",

22,12.1972 AC/276-WwP(72)32 Note by the MBFR Staff Group.

(3rd revise) A Discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Natures of WP and NATO
Postures,

30.1.1973  AG/276-WP(72)%2 Note by United Kingdom Member, MNBFR WC.
(3rd revise)/1 A Discussion of the Offcnsive/
Defensgive latures of Warsaw Pact and
FATO Postures.
Commenting in detail on AC/276-WP(72)32(3rd vevise),
the note questiones the necesslty for such o paper on
this subject. It suggests producing a short paper
instead, on the following lines: (&) We cannot expect,
vhatever arguments we put forward, to persuade the WP
to admit that it is any less a defensive alliance than
is NATQ, Indeed, the WP may well allege that there
ie broad global force parity. (See Table I); (b) We
are confirmed in the generally held view that i1ittle
is 4o be geined from debate as to whether a partioular
weapone systom or weapon is primarily offensive or
defensive. It is much more a question of force
atrength, composition, posture and intended use;
(¢) It is clear from Table II (and from WATO analysis)
that the WP's convenitional forece superiority in
Central Burope is such that a WP conventional atteck,
if pressed, would succeed very rapidly against
conventional resistance by NATO. This WP capabiliiy
stems primarily from the tank strength of its tank
and motor rifle divisions; (d) We understand that
reaort to tactical nuclear weapons would enable NATO
to prolong its effective resistance on land for a
short time only: this is c¢losely conmected with
the WP's conventional superiority as connected with
ites large battlefield nuclearyr capability..... etc.

NATO CONRIDAENTIAL
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CHAPTER Tl

STUDIES_SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968 (Contd)

6. Offensive/Defensive Natures of WP and NATQ Postures.
Combat Capability. (Contd

13.2.1973%

AC/276-WP(72)32 Note by the MBFR Staff Group.
(4th revise) A Discussion of the Offensive/
Defensive Natures of WP and
NATO Postures,
In this 4th revise account has been taken of the
views of members of the MBFR Working Group on the
original and later reviews of this concept. The
framework and main toplcs of the paper remained
the same, but the text has been changed consider-
ably. The contents being too lengthy and
philesophical, any extract would not do it justice.
The Summation, however, will be quoted here:
Para %3, In this paper we have tried to show the
nature of the forces of the Warsaw Pact and HATO,
as seen by the other. We have streesed the globzl
(albeit dispersed) and latent conventional nmilitaxy
strength of the Alliance, which could be brougnut
to bear if time were allowed. We have cmphasized,
moreover, that NATO's real strength in military
terms lies in the deterrent and retaliatory
potential of the nuclear armed forces, sirategic
and tactical. The study was conducted to determine
whether HATO could make a convincing case, in
negotiation oxr publicly, that its forces are
manifestly defensive. Ve conclude, inter alia,
that we could not be expected to convince, or to
get the Warsaw Pact to admit, that we are a
defensive Alliance. We recognize that the Varsaw
Pact are sure, in exploration and negotiation, to
seek to define the ground in such a way that, the
strengths of WATO and its parity in many (global)
aspects of defence will be emphasized.
Para 34. Nevertheless, we believe it is clear -
and oan be substantiated - that in the crucial
aspects of conventional strengths and dispositions
in Central Burope, the Warsaw Pact posture and
strength contributes more to confrontation and
teneion than that of NATO, The Staff Group hope
that, as an Alliance internal position paper,
this paper will be of value to national and
international staffs engaged in and supnporting
exploratione and negotiations: first, by showving
the whole picture and secondly, by pointing,
within that picture, to the aspects of defence
poature and strengths from which Allies can derive
material to substantiete argumentes for asyumeizy
in favour of NATO in any MBFR agreement.
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II.7~1 AC/276-WP(71)15/20

STUDIES SINCE 1 JANUARY 1968 (contd)

7. Warning Time

2.7.1971

MCM=-43-71., Report by the Military Committee.
Examination of SACEUR's Rilek Assessment
of Selected Models.

Para 12. We recognize that the z2sseesments of

military risk associated with MBFR could change

substantlally with variations in warning times.

In any foreseesble post-MBFR situation, the measures

listed in para 11 (i.e. adequate verifications

measures and other possible constraints) could have
an important influence on the warning time available
to NATO preceding a Warsaw Pact attack.

HATQ CONPIDENTT L
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CHAPTER III : GUIDANCE (contd)

2., Guidelines and Principles {contd}

Cc-M(72)91 Report by the Chairman, SirC.
+ Position Paper on Procedures for
MBFR Talks.
Corrigendum
21.12.72

The Council 1is requested to examine this document,
which 1s intended as part of a package of documents
designed to guide Allied representatives at the
talks. This paper on “pProcedures" deals with (1)
Matters of concern to the host country; (2)
Facilities in host country; (3) Chairmanship;

(4) Rules of procedure; Decision~making; PFowers
of the Chairman; (5) Seating arrangements; (6)
officlal languages; (7) Timing and frequency of
meetings: (8) Services to be requested of the
host country.

c-M(73)2(Revised) Note by the Secretary General,
CSCE : aAgenda, Commitiee
Structure and iandates for
committees and Sub-Committees,
The contents of this paper contains the Courncil
approved part of C-M(73)2, being a revision of
C-ME?Q%&G(Qnd revise). The non-agreed part of
C-M{73)2 is issued as C-M(73)L.

c-M{ 73 ) Note by the Secretary General.
don-Agreed Proposals on an Agendaa
for a CSCE, Committee Structure
and Mandates for Committees and
Sub~-Committees,

c-M(72)87(3rd revise) ote by the Secretary
General.,
Guidelines and aAgenda bupers
for Exploratory takls on ..E55FR
in Central Europe.
The Council agreed (15.1.73) the contents of tris
document providing the framework for the allied
position at exploratory talks on MBFR in Central
Furope beginning on 31 January 1973.
Guidelines Paper : I. Objectives in BFR
exploratory talks. II. C’rior arrcngements, 1311.
Duration. IV. PFarticipation. V. Description, Vi,
The agenda (1) Geographical aress (2) rhasing
(3) prineiples (4) Constraints (5) Forces ana
size und method of reduetions (G) Veriticition
VII. bate and venue for substantive negotiations,
VIII. Joint Communigué.
Agenda Papepr 1 A, i'roceduresn, B, varticipation,
C. Description., D. The agenda. ¥. Date und venue,
P, Joint Ccommuniqueé,

yATO CONPIDEEWT I AL
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GUIDANCE (contd

2., Guidelines and Principles (contd)

24.1.1973

2.2.1975%

21.2.1973%

NATO

PO/73/13 Note by the Secretary General.

BFR: MNajor Unresolved Issues.
The present paper, intended to facilitate discussion
in Council, attempte to outline unresolved issues.
The order employed is based mainly on £-11{72)87
(3rd revise). The iesues concern (1) geographicel
areas; (2) Phasing; (3) Constraints; {(4) The flanks;
5) FPorces and size and method of reductions;
6; Verification; (7) Freeze; (8) Agreement on WEFL
Principles.

c-M{73)11(Revised) Note by the Chairman Council.
Pollow-up to the Confercnce -
Amendment to Steering Brief.

This document, which was noted by the Council on

21.1.73, sets out a number of minor amendments to

paras 28 to 30 of the "Steering Brief for the )

lultilateral Preparatory Talks" , C-M(72)67{Hevised).

(5ee this Compendium, page III.2-8)

P0/73/24 Note by the Secretary Gemeral.
MBFR: Major Unresolved Issues -
Report of MBFR Working Group.

Attached as Enclosure to this note, is a personal

.repoxrt from the Chairman MBFR WG, summarizing the

status of efforts of the Working Group on certain of
the major unresolved issues listed in P0O/73/13.
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GUIDANCE {contd)
-_to_support MBFR talks (contd)

Para 6, ___ the Secretary General will, throughout

the consolidated consultative programme, provide
agslstance --- etec,

Para 7. Por this reason the Secretary General would
wish to have a representative in the A4 Hoc Group --etec.
Para 8. The Allied Governments may appoint a Secretary
to the Ad Hoc Group ~-- etc. This secretary may be

a8 member of the NATO International Staff.

c~-M(72)91 Report by the Chairman SPC.
Position Paper on Procedures for
MBFR talks.

Item VIII. Services to be requested of the host
countxy.

A. The host country should be asked to provide on a
reimbureable basis: (1) administration of the
building in which talks teke place, including
security (controlled emtrances, etc.)

(2) translation and simultaneous interpretation at
the talks from and into the official languages.
(3) administrative assistance (organisation of
meetings, supervision of staff, duplicating, etc.)
B, There does not appear to be a need for host
country services broader than those outlined above
or for an East-Weat secretariat.

MI/73/1 Note by the Executive Secretariat.
Personnel Reguirements for the MBFR
Exploratory Talks.

The paper lists an estimete of the minimum number of

staff which member countries might require the host

Authorities to provide for the administrative

organization of the MBFR Exploratory Talks.

IMSWM=2~T73% Memorandum from Director, IMS.
MC Representation on the site of
MBFR Exploratory Talks.
The Enclosure contains draft terms of Reference for
the Military Committee Representative.
Pera 1. A Colonel (oxr equivalent) of the IMS will be
nominated as the representative of the MC.......etc.
Para 2. .....the MC representative will be co-located
and will work closely with the representatives of
SACEUR and of the International Staff; their supporting
staff and facilities will be amalgamated.
Para 3. The MC and SACEUR's representatives will bhe
full participating members of the Allied Ad Hoc Group
on the site of exploratory talks. The MC representative
will closely monitor the meetinge and the papers issued

NATO CONFIDENTTIAL
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at the site of MBFR talks. TIn representing military
views in the Ad Hoc Group and/or to individusl members
of the Ad Hoc Group, the MC representative will draw on
MC views and policies already decided. Where epecific
issues arise which are outside the framework of
existing MC views or policies, the MC representative
will seek the guidance of the Military Committee.

Para 4. The MC Representative will report to the Mil.
Com. and receive instructions and guidance through the
Chairman MC.

Para 5. For administrative issues concerned with the
operation of the joint MC Rep/SACEUR Rep office and
support services, the MC Rep will be responsible ¢ the
Director, IMS. All background services (courier,
communications, mecurity, etc.) will be provided through
arrangements made by the International Staff, HQ NATO.

P0/73/3 Note by the Secretary General.
International Staff Role in the
Ad Hoo Group at the site of MBFR
Talks.
With reference to para 7 of P0/72/413(Revised), the
Asgistant Secretary Genexral for Political Affairs has
been requested to be the Secretary General's personal
representative in the Ad Hoc Group, with the understending
that, as a rule, he will delegate this task to the Head
of Disarmament and Arms Control Section of the International
Secretariat.

Record-MC=-1=T73 Summary Record MC Meeting on
11.1.1973

The Military Committee agreed in principal with IMSWM-2-73

concerning MC representation at the site of MBFR

exploratory telks; in particular, the MC endorsed the

draft Terms of Reference at Enclosure to the paper.

NATO CONFIDENTTIAL
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CHAPTER VI: VERIFICATION (contd)

and reductions in a designated area are or are not being
respected", the paper distinguishes between various
types of potential violations, i.e., {1) minor violations;
(gg substantial violations; and (3) major build-up
violations.

Item III.F: Collateral Constraints, Verification, etc.
~ Reductions focussing on units or major items of
equipment would be more susceptible to inspection than
reductions achemes fooussing on thinning out pereonnel.
It would be as easy or difficult to verify the post-
reduction force level by inspection whether the
reductions were taken by the equal percentage or
personnel common ceiling method: +thet is, the size of
the reduction would not greatly affect the problem.
Some form of understanding on non-interference with
National Means would be essential to verification.

AC/276(SGVE)-WP/4 Note by Chairman S.G. on Verification.

Airborne Photography.
The present note contains the draft Terms of Reference
for a panel to study "Airborne Photography". As to the
task of the panel, the following is stated: "The task
of the panel is to examine the practicalities of adepiing
an airborne photographic inspection systemsae an aid to
verification of an MBFR or Movement Conmetraints Agreement
with aircraft limited to flying in the height hand
3,000 to0 5,000 feet™,

AC/276-WP(73)6 Progress Report by the Chairman of
the Sub=Group on Verification.

NATO CONFIDENTIA ,
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CIAPTHR X: RAST-WELT NEGOTIATIONS RBLATED TO MDFR (contd)

11.1.1973 C-M(73)2(Revised) Note by the Secretary General.
CSCE: Agends, Committee Structure
and Mandates for Committeecs and
Sub-Committees.,

16.1.1973  ¢=M(72)87 Wote by the Secretary General.
(3rd revise) Guidelines and Agenda Papers for
BExploratory Talks on VBFR in
Central Burope.
(See for contents this Compendium, Chapter IIT.2).

22.1.197%  PO/73/11 Tote by the Secretary Genernl.
Recent Soviet and bast Turopean
views on military aspects of
security.

Thie report bring up-to-date the material contained
in PO/72/407, 19.10.72.

IX1.8. Moskow, Oct. 72. As repgards MBFR, which, in
his view, should be dizcussed separately from ihne
CS5CH, Mr., Kosyglin expressed the hope that nesotiations
could begin by about the first half of Hoveuber 1977,
(vhich is not the date the Russians suggested to

Mr. Kissinger).

111.10. Washington, Yov 72. Ambassador Dobrynin to
Seeretary of State Rogers: (3) The Soviet side
confirms its agreement to hold talks on reduction

of armed forces and armaments in a place other then
Helsinki. (4) It was noticed in Moscow that the
Secretary of State's persomal note contained certsin
unilateral formulations, for example: Y"mutual ond
balanced" force reductions. The Soviet side hes
never agreed to that formula, because there is nuch
unclear in 1it, and different meanings can be apolied
to it. It would be more correct to speak about

"a reciprocal (vzaimnyy) reducliion of armed forces
and armaments", having in mind that a solution of
that question should not be detrimental to the
security of any of the parties.

IV.16, Helsinki, 23 Nov. 72. Mr. Skowrongki (Polist
MPT Del.) to Mr. Marshall (Can.Del): (3) The Warsow
Pact accepted that in the first instance the focus
gshould be on 2 limited geographical area, "Central
Burope", but there might be resexrvations about the
inclusion of Hungary.

VI.18. Washington, 11 Oct 72: Romanian Dep.lorci .
Hinieter Macovescu to aAma.lec, of State LGtoesosci:
Romania was prepared to sign today agreementu o
advance notification of military novements and
manoeuvres and exchange of observers.

VI.19. Ottowa, 17 Get T2: DINMr. MHocovescu: lomania
faveurs a future dissolution of the two blocn: Thoe
principal aspects of IBFR could be synthesized int
three elements: (1) Withdrawal of troopns fronm
foreign territories, and the order of precedence for
withdrawals. (2) RHeduction of existing armament:c,
both nuclear and conventional, (7) Heduction of
national troops,.

]
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EAST-WEST NEGOTIATIONS RELATED TO MBFR (contd;

14.2.1973

POLADS(73)5 Memorandum from Chairman SPC.

MBFPR: Axrticle by Soviet

Prof. Proyektor.
The paper contains selected excerpts from an erticle
"Problems of Military Détente in Zurope" by professor
Proyektor, which appeared in January 1973 in "The
Soviet Union Today". The puppose of the article
seens to be to provide a public rationale for the
Soviet decision to enter into exploratory telks on
Force Reductions in Burope and to reconcile it witn
the traditional Soviet position on General anc
Complete Disarmament on a world-wide basis.

NATO CONPFIDEHNTIAL
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CIAPTER XI: CONFIDENCE BUILDING MEASURES (contd)

Movement Constraints, Stabilising Heasures, etc.

15.1.1973  AC/276-WP(73)1 Note by Turkish Member, MBih WG.
Sugpested lovement Comstraints on
WP Forces in order to aveoid the
Inplications of MBFR on the South-~
Eastern Flank.
In this study some very substantive and detailed
movement constraints on Soviet ground forces are
proposed to counter an increase in the potential
threat on the South-Lastern flenk of NATO post-iBri.
Those measures amount to (in brief): (a) Redeployment
areas for Soviet ground forces withdrawn from Centrnl
Europe, should be north of the 50th parallel. (b)
Existing Soviet forces south of the %0th parallel should
not be reinforced. {c) lMovements of Soviet forces
entering the area south of the 50th parallel should
be notified one week in advance and be restricted %o
two divielons at a time, for an agreed period of time,
and for exercises only. (d) Mobilisation exercises
gshould be notified at least one week in advance, their
duration should not exceed 21 days, and may not
coincide with exercises of additional forces in the
Southern area. (e) Rotation of units from outside
into the Southern area should be notified in zdvance
and may not effect the existing balance in favour
of the USSR. -
The paper liaste more or less similar comnstraints for
Soviet air forces.

30.1.1973  AC/276-WP(73)1/1 Informal note by United Kingdom

Member, VG. Suggested Movement
Constraints on WP Forces in cxnder
to avoid the implications of DX
on the South-Basgtern Mlanlk.

This note contains several tentative comments on

AC/276~WP(73)1 and some thoughts on Reciprocity and

Verification.

12.2.197%  AC/276-WP(73)1/2 Note by German Membexw, MBFL WG,

Suggested Movement Congstraint: on
WP Torces in order to avoid the
implications of MBFR on the uouth-
Bastern Flank.

Commenting on the Turkish (WP(73)1) and Britich

(Wwp(73)1/1) papers, the mein points ave: pora 3. Onc

of the mowst debateble points in the Turkish paper

geens to ug the faot that the supggestions and criteric

developed for movement constraints at the flanlo

cover exclusively measures for the constraini of WP

forces. In the light of the undiminished Zastern

objections to the term "balanced", it must be

considered extremely improbable that the WP would

agree to such unilateral measures; para 5. It secne

to be worth considering whether, as a first step, leos

NATO CONFIDENTIAL
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CHAPTER XI: CONFIDENCE BUILDING MEASURES (contd)

Movement Constraints, Stabilising Measures, etc.

drastic conetraints could be envisaged which would
rrimarily aim at confidence-~building, obtaining greater
trangparency and a poseibly longer warming time; para 7.
The Turkish paper doss not include Rumania and Bulgaria
in the area of application of pessible constraints.
The gusstion of their inclusion should also be studied.

AC/276=WP(T3)3 Progress Report by the Chairman,

Sub=Group cn Movemenit Consiraints.
The report accounts {or the work on the Second Report
on Movement Constrainte and reveals +the promise of the
Norweglian Authorities to submit a Study on Movement
Congtxainto for the Northernm Flenk.

AC/276-WP(73)7 Note by the MBFR Staff Group.
The Issuss involved in Including
Hungary in a Constraints Ares.

(The Working Group requested the Staff Group to re-study

this subject. GSee thereforc next paper, i.e.

Ac/276-WP(73)13, 22.3.753).

NATO COCRFIDENT AL
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IMPLICATIONS OF MBFR FOR THE FLAWKS OF NATO (contd)

11.12.1972
i5,1.%97%

19,1197 5

“0.1.197%

*

¥ A

effort should be made that the Soviet forces withdrawn
from antral Burope were not to be redeployed south of

the 50°N latitude.

d. A force reduction in Central Europe should not

result in a "unilateral and unbalanced Force Augmentation™
on both NATO Flanks, which would not only damage the
pecurity of and the solidarity in the Alliance but

would also influence NATO strategy and general defence
posture.

IMSWM~307-T2 .Menorandum from Director, IMS,
The Implications of MBFR in Central
Euvrope for other Regions.
The Military Committee is requested to tske note of
the report at Enclosure and comment the contents.
The Bnclosure centaine Working Group Report
AC/276-D(72)5; at Aunex the Turkish study,
AC/276-WP(71)26, and the SHAPE study AC/§76-WP(72)21.

Ac/276-WwP(75 M1 Hote by Turkish MHember, MBFR %G.
suggested liovement “onstraints on T
Torces in order to aveld the Impllentlione
of ¥MBPH on the South-Iastern Flanic,

{see for contents, this Compendium, Cheplex XI1).

kecord-Ho-1-13 Summary Record MG Bocoting.

Part I.%: The Implicationo of Ik

in Central Iurope fox other [iegions.
The Hilitary Commitiee: s. Hoted the repoxt (Bnclosure
to IMSWM—BO?-?Z); b, ILndorsed the Following conmclusion.:
(sec AC/276~-D(72)5, paragraphs & nnd T.a at pooe 110
of this CompendiumS; co floted with anticfachion that
the MBPR Working Group would exemine, o8 o mebhor of
priority, measurc:s which might mitigate the potential
cffoets of MBFR in Central Furcpe for other Reglons.

ac/2re-we(13)1/1 Informal ijote by United ilingdom
Hewmber, IBAR WG, Sugoosted lovement
Constroints on WP Yorcee in owrder §
avoid the Inplications of 5P on Ui
South~iastern #lank,

This note conitains several tentative commenits on A0 27

WP(73)1 and mome thoughts on Reciprocity and Verificziion.

AG/??C~WP(73)1/2 fole by tho (emwan HMember, RHBPR W,
supgented Fovement Jonatroints own o
Forces in owrder Lo aveid the
Implicntions of MBFR on the Houlh-
Bastern Flonk.

(Gwe for contents, this Compendium, Chapter i)

PO CONPFPIDENTIAL
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CHAPTER X¥: HUNGARY (contd)

Dermark) for the inoclusion of Hungary in the MBFR reduction
area, the military advantages cannot outwelgh the disad-
vantages attendant to any NATO concessions. This means that
ony deciplon on the inclusion of Hungary in the reduction
area would have to be taken under political aspecie.

Rucord-MC-42-T2 Summary Record Mil.Com.Meeting
9.11.72
1.2, The MBFR Resduction Zone:
Hungary.

In discussing IMSWM-263-72, the Italian Member stated,

that a reciprocal inclusion of Italy in a reduction area
would be ursoceptable to Italy. The Greelk Member said that
his Millitery Authorities conszidered that the expansion of
the reduction zone to Hungary wonld be disadvantageoue %o
NATO. The Turkish Member endorsed the Greek Member's
remarks. In further discussion,  there wams general support
for the concept that the IMS study should address the
pilitary implications for other regions than Central Burcpe.
The study should include air as well as ground forces.

110-5375-72/PL. 14. Memorandum from Turkish Milrep.
The Implications of MBFR in
GCentral Burope foxr other Hegions.
(8ee for contents, this Compendium, Chapter XII).

MILSTAM(MBFR)~181-72 Memorandum from MBFR Staff Group.
MBFR and Hungary.

Members of the Military Commlttee are requested to comment

on this draft study on the military implications of adding

Hungary to a reduction zone in MBFR.

In the firet part of this study the situation ie analysed

in which Hungary is added to the NATO Guidelines Area.

In the second part of the study the situation is analysed

in which Hungery is added to the HGA and some other

Aliiance member is added as a guid pro quo for Hungary's

inclusion.

TMSWI-20-T% Memorandum frowr Director, Iiil.
MBFR - The Implications of
including Hungaryry in a Reduction
4010 .

Pare 2. It ie recommended that the Military Commitice:

(2) note the study at ¥nelosure (similexr o HILITAN{

181-72); (b) endorse the conclnaions of the siwdy, ihe

is, paragraph 19. ‘

(See for contents, this compendium, page XV-7% in HCH-T4-75)
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HUNGARY (contd)

16.2.1973

22.2.19753

HOM-14-T3 Mil.Com. lemorandumn foxr Sec.CGeneral.
MBFR: The Implications of Including
Hungary in a Reduction Zone.
At their meeting (Record MC~4-T73%) on 1%5.2.73, the
Militaxy Commitiee approved report (similar to
IMSWIM-20--73) annexed to this wemorandum on the
implicationg of incliuding Hungery in a reduction
zone. The Mil.Com. instructed that the report ve
forwarded with the request that its findings be
taken into consideration in Council deliberatiouns
on MBFH.
The Report has been divided into two parts: Part I
The implications of adding Hungary alone to the
NATO Guidelines Arves; and Part I] The implications
of adding additional NATO membexr 3tates. The
conclusions reached al, are:

Para 19. The inclusion of Hungary in a reduction
area would be militarily advanlageous to HATC,
provided that the area is limited on the HATC side

to the FRG, Belgium, Luxembourz and the letherlasuds;
and provided, also,that reductions are negotiated

on a percentage bhasisz. Concurrently, however, it

is noted thatl:

2, There would be no nilitary advantnge in including
ilungary in the area mentioned above if either (1)
force reductions were negctiated in absolute dterms;
or (2) the Warsaw Pact could atienuvate weductions

of their forces opposing the FRG by appliying
correspondingly greater reductions to the forces
based in Hungary.

b. If the Soviet forces withdrawn {rom hungery could
be go deployed as to incrcase the dirvect militexy
threat in the Soviel military districts confronting
Greece and/or Turkey, th: advaniages of including
Hungary in o reduction sone would Le outweighed by
the disadvantage thus incurred.

2+ If the inclusion of Hungary in a weduciior ouen
were to involve the addition of Denmaxk, Italy o
the UK t¢ the reduction azea, the military adveniegceo
of including Hungary would be outweighed by the
disadvantages which NATO would incur.

Record~-MC-4=T3 Sumwary Record 1Mil.Com. Heeiting
15.2.7%.  Pert I. ITtem 3. MRFK.
The Inplicebions of Including
Hungary in & Reducticn Zone.
(See MCH-14~73), sbove).

NATO COHNFPIDBHNTIAL
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CHAPTER XV: HUNGARY (contd)

MSWM=-27-73 Memorandum, from the Director, IMS.
MBFR - The Implications of Including
Hungary in & Reduction Zone.
The Council at a meeting on 21.2.73 requested the
Military Commitiee o provide & response to the gestion:
"Jould the exclusion of Hungary from a reduction zone be
disadvantageous to NATO from a military point of view?".
Enclosed with the present memorandum is a proposed
Addendun to MCM-14-T%, in response to thls requirement.
The conclusion arrived at in the Enclosure reads:
Para B. PThe exclusion of Hungary from a reduction arez
would be militerily disadvantagoous for NATO. This
conclusion is made without prejudice to the conclusions
stated in HOM-14-T3%, of which this paper is an Addendum".

USM=071~73 Memorandum from TUnited Staies
Representative MC.
MBFR - The Implications of Including
Hungary in a Reductlion Zope.
Because cextain aspects of iIMBWNM=-2T7-~T7T3 are unacceptable
to the US MilRep, ithe present Memorandum contains a
propossd new version of that paper.

MCHM=16=~T3 ¥il.Com. Memorandum Lor Secretary General.
MBFR -~ The Implications of Including
Hungery in a Reduction Zone.
The MC have approved the Addendum to MCHM~14-T73%, annexed
$0 this memorendum; in response to the gueetion posed to
the MC in the Ceuncil meeting of 21.2.73. The MC
inetructed that this Addendum be forwarded to the Council.
The conclusion reads: Para 6. "Without prejudice to the
conclusions stated in MCHM-14-753, the exclusion of
Hungary., like auy other Warsaw Pact country posing a
possible threat to the Central Region, would, of course,
be militarily disadvantageocus to NATO".

AC/276-WP(73)7 Note by the MBFR Staff Group.
The Tugues involved in Inclvding Hungary
in & Constraints Avrea.

(See for contents, this Compendium, Chapter XI).


http://i4il.Com

PUBLI C DI SCLOSED/ M SE EN LECTURE PUBLI QUE

DECLASSI FI EDY DECLASSI FI EE -

CONFIDENTIAL

AVIII.--45

GHAPTER XVIII:

INDEX {contd)

AG/276=-WP(71)15/20

XVIiI.-45

DATE NOMBER CLASS; ORIGINATOR TITLE OF DOCUMENT | CHAPTER
1%.12.72| MILSTAM(MBFR)~- { NS |MBFR Staff | Coneideraiion of X111
182-72 i Group Mutual Reductions
(Revised 17.1.73) in tac.aix.
15.12. 72| PO/72/430 NC | Secretaxy Follow-up to the I.10, III.2
Genaral Minimterial Meeting
19,12, 721 6-M(72)91 NC |(SPC Pomition papers on |III.2,
precedures for I111.5
MBFE talks
21.1%2. 72| AC/276( SGT4)~N/13 MBFR WG - Consideration of X113
(2nd revise NS {sGta mitual reductions
in teo.alir.
2075 I/ NU ixoc,Sec. | Peraonnel requira- |T11.95
wentbs fox MBFR
Buploratory %allko.
| 3.7.73 1 THMSWN-2-T3 NG Dix, IHS HMC Representation 111.5
‘ on the gite of HMBIFR
i wzpl. talks.
| 9.1.731 20/73/3 NC | Seeretary [ T.5. wole in the Ad | 1T1.5
: Genoral lce Group ot MBFE
i Bxpl. talks.
1,174 ] o-1(73)2(rev.} | HC | Comncil ¢5Ch: Agenda, 1.00, T1ie2
i Mandates, X
!
i12.W.{j C“H(73)4 I Councili Hon-agraed proponaldl,10, 1ii-Z
on Agenda 0505, etey
15,1.731 AC/276-WP(73)1 | HC | FHFR WG. Supgented Fovement M, o
Constralntes o.oX.
Plamic, (Turlkish
Member)
6.1, 75| C-H(72)87 HC | Council Guidelines and 1,10, I1I-
(#rd revise) Agenda papera fox £
MBFR Hxpl.telis.
3,775 1 Record-MC-1=T3 NG Fil. Comm, Sumbary record HO T1.5, X4
maeting 11.1.7%
D2 L T5 | PO/T3 /4 ne heoretary Recent Boviet and AL
Gunoernd eab Muvonpenn viewns
on mil.aopechin of
security
24.7.73% POSIB/5 He Secrclaey | HMR:  Hajor L0 1 :
General unrerolved isouou.
b
PATO0O CONFIDENTIATL




PUBLI C DI SCLOSED/ M SE EN LECTURE PUBLI QUE

DECLASSI FI EDY DECLASSI FI EE -

T b g

NATO

CONFIDENTIAL

CHAPTER XVIIIs

KVIXI-46

AC/2T6-WP(71)15/2C

INDEX (contd)

DATE

NUMBER

CLASS

ORIGINATOR

TITLE OF DOCUMERT !CHAPTER

26.1.7%

30.7.73%

31.1.73

14.2.7%

14.2.73

14.2.75

15.2.73

16.2.7%

16.2.73

C-M(73)9

AC/2T6-WP({T73)1/1

AC/276-WP(72)32
(3rd revise)/1

C-~M(73)11(Ravined)

TMSWM=~20=T3

AC/276-WP(T3)1/2

AC/276-WP(73)32
(4th revise)

AC/276-WP(73)2
AC/276=-WP(73)3
POLADS(73)5

AC/276(SGVE)-WP/4

MCM-14~T3

Ac/276-wp(73)4

AC/27€-WP(73)5

NC

KC

NC

NG

N8

Jile

NS

3

NC

NR

NC

N3

B

SPC

MBFR WG

MBFR WG

Council

Dix.IMS

MBFH WG

HBIR WG

MBFR WG

MBER WG
- BGHC

SPC

MBFR WG

- SGVE

Mil.Com.

MERR WG
- SGDS

MEFR WG
- BGDE

Organizational
arrangerents after
the CSCE.

Movement
Constrainte on SE
Flank (UK Member)

Offensive/Defens~
ive natures of WP
and NATO (UK
Membex).

Follow-up to the
Conference -
Amendment 1o
Steering Brief.

Implicaticns of
including Mungary
in Reduction Zone

Movement con-
atrainis on SE
Flank (German
¥ember).

Offensive/Defens-
ive Netures of WP
and NATO.

Mobillzation of
NATO and WP
forces

Progress Report
8G Movement
Constrainte

MBFR: Articls by
Prof.Proyektor

Alrborne
Photognaphy

Implicaticns
including
Rungary in
Reduetion Zone.

Data on HATO and
WP Ground Forcss.

Progress Heport
5G Ista Support

1.10

X1,
XII

I1.6

I.30
I31.2

X1,
X131

II.6

IX.5

I

VI

I1.4

I1.4

g

EATO

CONYTIDEHTIAL

YT TTLAL




PUBLI C DI SCLOSED/ M SE EN LECTURE PUBLI QUE

DECLASSI FI EDY DECLASSI FI EE -

CHAPTER XVIIT:

NATO

CoOnmNy THENTTIAL

IVIII-A7

INDEX (contd)

AC/27£-WP(71)15/20

DATE NUMBER CLASS ORIGINATOR}TITLE OF DOCUMENT CEAPTER
21.2.7% | P0/73/24 NS |Secretary |MBFR: Mejor 111.2
Gsnexal Unresclved Issues
22,2-T3 T Record@=-HC=-4=T73 HC |Hil.Com. Summary record MC Xv
meeting 15.2.73
22.2.7% | IMBWM-27=-7% nsS Dix.I¥S Implications of AV
including Bungary
in reduction zone.
23.2.7% § AC/275-WP(T73)6 NC |MBFR WG Progress Report SG VI
~ (GVA on Verification
26.2.77% § ISH-071-73 NS |[US Milrep jimplicaticne of A
ineluding Hungary
; in reduction zone
20.2.73% FHCM~16~73 ? N5 [Mil.Com. Implicetions of XV
‘ ipcluding Hungary
in reduction zZone
28.2.75 | 50/276-WR(73)7 = NC IMBFR WG Tusues involved in XTI, XV
‘ including Hungary in
constraints area.
i
!
|
i
1]
NA"YD CONPIDBENTIAL

AVifi- 47




