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FOR PRIME MINISTER AND MINISTER
e

NUCLEAR WEAPONS:USA CDN NEGOTIATIONS

WE WERE CALLED TO THE STATE DEPT AT 5245 PM THIS EVENING AND HANDED
COPIES OF A PRESS ANNOUNCEMENT SCHEDULED FOR RELEASE AT 6:15 PHM.,
TEXT IN FOLLOWING TEL.

24WILLIS ARMSTRONG,AFTER APOLOGIZING THAT IT HAD NOT RPT NOT BEEN
POSSIBLE TO GIVE US MORE ADVANCE NOTICE OF PRESS ANNOUNCEHMENT,

SAID THAT HE WAS UNDER INSTRUCTIONS TO MAKE CERTAIN SUPPLEMENTARY
COMMENTS,AS FOLLOWS.,

3+FIRST,THERE HAD BEEN FOUR YEARS OF DISCUSSIONS ON THIS PROBLEM.
EVERY EFFORT TO SOLVE IT HAD PROVED ABORTIVE ANS?NOT RPT NOT REALLY
FOR TECHNICAL REASONS., Uw@uoTe,

4.SECOND,THE USA AUTHORITIES HAD EXAMINED THOROUGHLY THE
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POSSIBILITIES OF STORING COMPONENTS IN USA ON A STAND BY BASIS BUT
HAD CONCLUDED THAT THIS WAS A CONTRIVED SOLUTION WHICH NOT RPT
NOT ONLY MIGHT FAIL TO STRENGTHEN CONTINENTAL AIR DEFENCES BUTA
MIGHT ALSO CREATE ADDED CONFUSION AT TIMES OF GROWING EMERGENCY.
MOREOVER,IN USA VIEW THE STAND BY SOLUTION CONTEMPLA WOULD
MISLEAD PUBLIC OPINION AS TO THE STATE OF AIR DEFENCES.
5.THIRD;USA AUTHORITIES DID NOT RPT NOT SEE THE RELEVANCE OF
REFS TO THE NASSAU AGREEMENT IN THE CONTEXT OF THE USA CDN
EGOTIATIONS ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS FOR CDN FORCES IN EUROPE.(HONEST
JOHN AND F1@4G)WERE DESIGNED FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS.IF THEY WERE TO
BE ASSIGNED TO A NATO NUCLEAR FORCE UNDER THE NASSAU AGREEMENT THEY
WOULD BE FULLY EFFECTIVE ONLY IF EQUIPPED WITH NUCLEAR WEAPON®S.
6.FOURTH,WITH REGARD TO THE ARGUMENT ABOUT THE OBSOLESCENCE OF
WEAPONS bYSTLMS THERE WAS IN USA VIEW A DIFFERENCE BETWEENCA)
CANCELLING WEAPONS SYSTEMS WHICH WERE BECOMING OBSOLETE AND (B)
IMMOBILIZING MODERN WEAPONS BY NOT RPT NOT TAKIN@ PARTS WHICH WERE
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ESSENTIAL TO THE FULL OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS OF SUCH WEAPONS.
7.ARMSTRONG VOLUNTEERED CERTAIN ADDITIONAL COMMENTS.HE SAID THAT
THE PURPOSE OF THE STATEMENT WAS PRIMARILY TO SET OUT IN FACTUAL
TERNS THE STATUS OF THE PROBLEM AS USA ADMIN SAW IT IN THE LIGHT

JCH PRESS
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OF THE PMS SPEECH IN THE HOUSE ON JAN25.THERE HAD BEEN MU
COMMENT AND SPECULATION,LARGELY IN CDA BUT SOME OF IT FROM USA,
WHICH IN THE USA VIEW MADE IT ALL THE MORE NECESSARY TO STATE
CLEARLY USA SIDE OF THE CASE.NO RPT NO REF HAD BEEN MADE IN THE
STATEMENT TO THE FACT THAT THE DISCLOSURE OF THE NEGOTIATIONS
HAD BEEN MADE IN OTT WITHOUT ADVANCE NOTIFICATION TO USA BUT THIS
FACTOR HAD CAUSED MUCH CONCERN IN WASHDC.HE WENT ON,HOWEVER,TO
DRAW ATTENTION TO THE FACT THAT THE ANNOUNCEMENT WAS SO DRAFTED
AS NOT RPT NOT TO PRECLUDE FURTHER NEGOTIATIONS.

8+ARMSTRONG SAID THAT IT WAS REALIZED THAT THE PUBLICATION OF
THIS STATEMENT WOULD CAUSE CONCERN AND CONTROVERSY IN OTT BUT HE
SAID THAT AFTER CONSIDERATION OF ALL THE CIRCUNSTANGES THEY HAD
DECIDED THAT IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO WITHHOLD COMMENT,

O« WITH REGARD TO PARAS ABOVE ARMSTRONGS ATTENTION WAS CALLED TO
THE MISINTERPRETATION WHICH HE HAD IMPLIED IN HIS COMMENTS ON
THE PMS REFS TO THE NASSAU AGREEMENT.ARMSTRONG WAS ALSO REMINDED
OF THE VIEWS I HAD EXPRESSED ON JAN2S TO TYLER ASST SEC FOR
EUROPEAN AFFAIRS REGARDING (A)THE POSITIVE POSSIBILITIES OF
CONTINUING NEGOTIATIONS,AS SET FORTH IN THE PNS SPEECH OF JaNn25,
AND(B) THE UNFORTUNATE EFFECTS WHICH a PUBLIC STATEMENT BY usa
GOVT WOULD HAVE IN CDA.AS TO ARMSTRONGS REMARKS ON THE SUBSTANCE
OF THE NEGOTIATIONS,WE SAID THAT WE WOULD WITHHOLD COMMENT

UNTIL WE RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONS FROM Yoy
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