e} 47 National Armaments Directors and its subordinate bodies in the promotion

for.e

ed iy ¢t co-operation in research, development and production of military equipment
Ins o ¢uring the four years of its existence. They noted that, in spite of the excellent
Iturall ‘progress that had been made in the exchange of information on defence
1um:; quipment, it had proved possible to establish relatively few firm NATO
idt:a1 ‘projects for co-operative development -and production of equipment. They
stch fecognized that more political support would be necessary to overcome the

-dbstacles to greater co-operation. They agreed to the need for a more positive
bf the dpproach in order to achieve the financial and operational benefits of more
site . yidespread adoption of jointly developed and produced equipment.

pursuy | 20. Ministers of the countries participating in NATO’s integrated defence
'| program met as the Defence Planning Committee on 2nd December 1970.
oratel 21. Ministers concentrated their discussion on a comprehensive study,

1 2nf Which has been in progress since last May, of the defence problems which the
1g “b{ jlliance will face in the 1970s.. ..
est’ori { 22 Ministers confirmed that NATO’s approach to security in the 1970s
at xllxj Jvill continue to be based on the twin concepts of defence and dérente. They
_?'eaﬂirmed the principle that the overall military capability of NATO should
fot be reduced except as part of a pattern of mutual force reductions balanced
tates; i scope and timing. They agreed that East-West negotiations can be expected
hol! 0 succeed only if NATO maintains an effective deterrent and defensive
icae¢ - posture. Ministers -confirmed the continued validity of the NATO strategy of
in 1h exibility in response, which includes forward defence, reinforcement of the -
ssiuk flanks and capabilities for rapid mobilization, and calls for the maintenance
ltegm! -of military capabilities which are able to provide an appropriate counter to any

ggression. They noted the continuous rise in Soviet defence and defence-
-r: - Yelated expenditure and the evidence that the U.S.S.R. is continuing to strengthen

am:n
actor §till further its military establishment, including that in the maritime field, where

oviet power and the range of its activity have markedly increased. They

- erefore, emphasised the need for improvements in NATO’s conventional
3 cml-; deterrent, as well as the maintenance of a sufficient and modern tactical and
lan.;n:‘i' trategic nuclear deterrent.’ :

L

23. The security of NATO being indivisible, ministers underlined the
allel 4pecial military and political role of North American forces present in Europe
)ssinle% s an irreplaceable contribution to the common defence. In parallel, they
1ary¢ Jvelcomed the important decision of European member nations participating
its o j0 NATO’s integrated defence program to make an increased common European
y:a! tLﬁort to strengthen the defence capability of the alliance. The establishment of

¢ special European Defence Improvement Program of substantial additional
ner ta? Jneasures will significantly strengthen NATO’s capacity for defence and for
s risis management in fields, including communications, which ‘have been iden-
rerc Jified in the “AD 70s” study as having particular importance.
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