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NOTE FOR FRANK MILLER
BILL KAHN
TNF DISTRIBUTION

SUBJECT: Wrap-up of "The Alliance’s New Strategic Concept"

.As the Summit dust settles, this memo provides a summary of
the nuclear-related sections of the new NATO strategy document as
it was finally approved in Rome, under the title as above.

There was obviously some considerable last-minute negotiations
on the document in Rome, because the nuclear section {paras 55-57)
changed considerably from even the SRG-amended version of the
French proposal tabled the previous week. In addition, the Italian
bracket in para 39, which had been opposed by virtually everyone,
was accepted.

The attached mark-up tracks the last-minute changes. We got
most of what we wanted. Steve Hadley was particularly happy with
the reinsertion of "last resort" language in para 57 (although the
term fell out). There were also a few things we might have
preferred to go differently:

—-— the opening phrase of para 57, "For the Allies concerned
in collective defense planning,” which clearly only applies to
France, was changed to: "the Allies concerned,"™ which we had
fought because it could be used by some other allies to drop their
nuclear roles; :

—— the phrase "by European Allies involved in collective
defence planning® was reintroduced into para 56, aleng with "and
committed to NATO," thereby effectively divorcing France from any
of the prescriptions of para 56 (as well as para 57), notably:
participation in nuglear roles, linkage, and the need to maintain
adequate nuclear forces with the appropriate characteristics;

_=— we lost the idea in para 55 that nuclear forces of UK and
FR complicate the planning and risk assessment on any potential
aggressor, '

Nevertheless, I believe we have a document we can live with. .

Rob Irvine
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Amendments to Nuclear Section at Rome
(using FR text as modified by SRG as baseline)
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PREVIOUS SRG TEXT: DRAFT 11 '
CHARACTERISTICS of NUCLEAR FORCCS
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