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Summary:

Edward Biegel of the Bureau of Western European Affairs answers Undersecretary Ball's
questions on French nuclear ambitions and Western European collective security. He
makes the arguments against nuclear sharing, and also mentions the fact that a
Baltimore Sun article likely alerted the Soviets to the fact that the US deployed tactical
nuclear weapons on the German front.
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3 fhe real reason We do not share with the French tg that we do not

¢ st them--as we do the British. e are fearful they will trigger us
inte a nuclear wa®, since they, unlike the British, follow & foreign

Fod

nolicy of thelr own meking. This difference is panifested by our
complaints set forth 4n 3HCTC 24. The German demands flow frok their

%m%aif»iﬁ%rﬁa%; they are anxiocus not to be left alone on the front
1ine and {rom this armxiety [lows their interest in ruclear Wweapons.

The Germans would be delighted if the French Ammy would
put Hessmer has recently reiterated the French have no in

move {orward
tention of
: strengthen

exposing thelr own forces further. Sharing with France would

the hand of Lhoase Germans wanting their own npuclear we

from us but because of the special German need.

; apons; the Germans
would nob sutomatically want them because the French receive jnformation

5. The Fremch will not go to ihe Germars because the Germans do not have
ruclear information to give them. it is supposed ihey mizht go to the

Germans for money oT technicians bul there is no reason
French will face any financial or technical bhottlenecks

to belisve ihe
that will

uire Lhem Lo seek Germn assistance, Is therescmething & in Garpan
centrifuge resesrch thet would be useful %o France? Maybe the ANG or

Fariey know the answer to this. When he gpoke Lo Dulles
clear de Gaulle had no intention of bringing the (ermans

in 1958 it was
inte the muclear

picture. Conceivsbly he would do so if he breadened the concept of 2
French weapon into & Buropean weapon system. He is not thinking along

these lines but he pight if the British were 1O suggest it to ¥
xpected to happen--

our poelicy is to dlscoursge such a develpy ent by the k.

would be a basic change in RBritish policy snd is not e

3. The Pritish could anter hoth the Common sarket and EURATOM without ever

talking sbout nuclear policy with France-—both parties

L. 1f we were to advocale an jndependent Iurcpean deterrent
that is, Lo the British, to get them to cooperate with the Fren

agreeing to go
thely oun WaJS. There would thus be ihree independent puclear deterrents

developed within ¥ATO, ours, the Britis and the French.

advocate 1%,
ch, there

js good reason to pelieve the French could be persuaded—or persuade

themselves——to think slong those lines. Thiz means & ¥@
Auropean deterrent which would bere fit from U5 infarmation,

the UL already has.

to-Tree
mudh of which

5, what soontrol® has our cooperation wiih the British given us regarding
UK use? Lur ohligation Lo consult is unilateral, not reciprocal. The
basic answer is of course thel when we and the British differ, e

British align themselves with us. when we and the French differ, the

French ge their own way.

&, It wes dead in 1958,
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7. This is really the same cuesiion as 1, and has the same answer,

B. This is of course the key cuestion., As Hessmer sald to HeHamara st
fthena, the French emiorse the forward sirategy and "there will be
many hard discussions in SIAPEY on this, Since there are not likely
Lo be other forces contributed %o a forward forward strategy, the new
lock, the U5 cap simply rodk along for the reminder of the First Term
with the German forces that are in the line along with the 7th Army.
The Baltimore Jup had an interesiing headline story en Saturday
confirming that nuclear warheads for tactical weapons are located il
front and that the Germans are mostly concerned shour procedures to
get them inio the hands of the troops in & hurry. The Soviet tmbassy
undoubtedly cabled the full text to Hoscow,

ce, EUH - Hr, Eohler
HPM = ¥r, Fessenden
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