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But our task at this leeting of the Foreisn Ministers is larger and
more important. The task is really two-fold, though the two aspects
are interdependent. We have first to take counsel with one another
about our evolving relations with the USSR and Eastern Europe against
the background of serious and pressing developments elsewhere in the
world. Secondly, we must address ourselves to the state of our
Alliance, particularly in the light of the actions of the French
Government.

Before setting about our task, we must see our problems in
perspective. NATO has been so successful that it is now being taken
for granted. Europe now enjoys a sense of security greater than at
any time since the last war. The remarkable fact is that this sense
of security exists even though the military strength of Soviet and
Eastern European forces located in Eastern EBurope is greater than
ever, The answer to this paradox is that NATO has contained the
Soviet threat and is still doing so.

As this situation persists, there has been a welcome, even
if only gradual, evolution in the Soviet attitude toward the West.
There has been increasing reéognition by the Soviet leaders that
nuclear conflict must be avoided. This is a trend which all members
of the Alliance welcome and wish to encourage. We are all expanding
our relations and increasing our contacts with the countries of
BEastern Europe. The process has developed so far that what until»a
few years ago was unusual is now commonplace.,

This is all movement in the right direction. For NATO is
not only an instrument created for our mutual defence. The North
Atlantic Council is an institution through which we collectively

work and plan for a peace settlement in Zurope. In a period of
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