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Record of an informal meeting of the WEU Permanent Council at the
Foreign Office (London, 7 October 1981)
 

Caption: On 7 October 1981, an informal meeting of the Permanent Council of Western European Union
(WEU) is held at the British Foreign Office. London hopes that an informal meeting might lead to freer
discussion on the future of WEU than in formal Council meetings. Sir Ewen Alastair John Fergusson, British
diplomat explains that over the last four years, questions have been raised by both Labour and Conservative
administrations on the continuing value of WEU and renewed calls have been made for financial economies.
While recognising that WEU has greater importance in some Member States than in others, the UK sees WEU
as continuing to have a primarily symbolic value. The Secretary-General is deeply disturbed by the UK’s
proposal to reduce the budget of the WEU ministerial bodies by 15 % over the next three years. The French
delegation stresses that there exists a particular bond between the Member States of WEU, which represents
an important element of European firmness and resolution vis-à-vis the Soviet Union. Any reduction in the
Budget would be seen as a weakening of our resolve. According to the French representative the mutual
defence commitments and the degree of automaticity expressed by WEU go much further than in the NATO
Treaty.

Source: The National Archives of the UK (TNA). Foreign Office, Western Department and Foreign and
Commonwealth Office, Western European Department: Registered Files (R and WR Series). WESTERN
EUROPEAN UNION. British policy towards the Western European Union. 01/01/1981-31/12/1981, FCO
33/5232 (Former Reference Dep: WRU 22/1).
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RECORD OF AN INF 
WESTERN EUROPEAN ﾰｾｾｾｎｍｅｅｔｉ＠ iG OF TH . PER ｾ｜ｴｩｅ＠ cOUNc :r; OF ｾＧｉｴｯ＠

• FOREIGN OFFJ _:; • 7 OCT BER 19 1 
｣ＺＺｾｲＮＮＺ｟｟Ｍ ＭＭＧｾ ＮＮＺＮＭＭＧ＠

Present : 

].elgium 

SF, l. R. Vaes 

k . o. i;illes de Pelichy 

France 

SE 

Mme 
• E. J . de .iargerie 

J . Kraitsowits 

';er.nany 

SE: D. J . Ruhfus 

Mr J . von Al ten 

?rirs C. '.}nodtke 

Italy 

SE S. A. Cagiati 

M. rJ. t;uagl i otti 

Luxemboury 

'":'; Ｎｾｲ＠ R. Haster t 

u • • J . lelte r 

Ne t her l ands 

SE • R. Fack 

M. E . R' O' Ell 

United Kingdo 

Mr • A. J. Fergusson 

Mr D. Gladstone 

Mr A. P. Ceurvorst 

Secreta17- General. 

• • Longerstae7 

1 • Mr Fergusson, h ving welco ed the visi tore, 
that he had i nvited colleagues to an inforael •e 
he felt it might lead to a freer discussion t!MI• 
i n t he for al Council eetings. 

I nportance of WEU/the need for economies 

2 . Mr Fergusson said that in the last 4 
to respond to searching questions fro bot 
conservative administrations about the COD: 
the WEU . Renewed calls for financi l a1.td 
UK' s Presidency of WEU had served to re 
this question. As seen fro London, the 
s o e apparent illogicalities and ilioons 
no cri t i cism whatsoever of the staf • 
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ｃｏｎｐｉｄｅｾｉａｌ＠

the UK •s debt to th 
ｾ＠ U at a11 levelc ｾ＠ c

1
ontinuing loyal Wld efficient st ff of 

' in ondon and in Paris . 
3. To the UK th IT 
The United Kin d e EU was of continued political i portance . 
tactical air ｦｾ＠ ° CO!llllllt nent to a1ntain land forces and a 
reconfirncd rce on the. no.inland of Eurorye had recently been 
value of the andt re-e ｮｰｾ＠ SJ.sed by r.Tiniotrrs . We rc-cor;nised the 
of the Mod·r· ｾｾ｡ｬ＠ tlcionce comnJ.tment cont· 'ned in Article IV 
it was ､ｩｦｾｩｩ･ｬｴ＠ ｾｳｳ･ｌｳ＠ Treaty althoueh on tne f ce of it 
Article 

5 
cu 0 sec very :mch difference bet'c n t and 

•EU Co of the North Atlantic Treaty. e noted th t the 

h 
.
1
uncil and the A ency for Control of Ar ents re ed 

eavi y on NATO . 

4. As to tne controls on the level of forces and r aments , 
\Vh1 eh incidentally bore on a country whose land forces 
represented a major source of protection to WEU e ber countries , 
they appeared to have a sy bolic rather than practical value . 
In the case of atomic , ｢ｩｯｬｯｾｩ｣｡ｬ＠ and che ical we pons , it 
v1as clear that as far s the Treaty 1 as concerned it had 
already been decided that some of the proVl.sions did n t have 
to apply if one me ber or another found the inconven ent . 

5. The Standing Ar1aments Comm1ttee, a creation of the 
Council not the Treaty, had co paratively little to do . It 
had been superseded by the Eurogroup and more particul rly by 
the Independent European Pro rar.une .zroup to which 11 WEU 
members belonged. he UK recoen·sed that for so e the SAC 
had value in blurrinr, the ph s of the Treaty ofl. controls 
of cert in arnaments. 

ance in the WEU Aase bl;r 
rticu rly powerful . he 

or informed discussion 
attars although, as the 

ined, it failed to arouse 

o. The UK sa\1 continuin 
althoup;h the UK lobby w snot 
Asse'1lbly provided a u eful oru 
anon Purliamentarinns on defence 
Parlianentarians the se ves co 1 
iuch public or press n r st. 

7 . we all lme\1 only e 1 wh t the Permanent Counc 
spent it· tie on. nisterial Counci was re 17 a 
ha lO\I 1/hen quest ere put to it , it al ost nvari bly 

t: f rr:d to \Vorl< wh eh had been done in other bodies, relying 
ｾｾ＠ ｾｨｯｩｲ＠ co lll!IUlll u6s . uni sterial ｡ｾｴ･ｮ､･ｮ｣･＠ at the Council 
moetin ·i.nd the Asse bly was spasnodic and ｾ･ｾｹ＠ at Cab net 

· t · 1 vel It was clearly not the activities of WEU 
inin e:r e • 
thich linisters found i nportant . 

u · ted Kin do recognised th t for so e t;a.11111 
8 . h ｴｾ｣ｴｩｯｮ＠ in the WEU in the long term, lll imi109 
w s an t d uni ue European nucleus in the e1fe:11oil 
it r presonic a view held strongly in the United LU 

his w s ｮｾ＠ basis was on developing Political. Coo 
th curron ･ｾｰ＠

0 
nember countries had diffioultf 

in the T ne. d ｳｾ､ｵｲｩｴｹ＠ elenent in PoCo but the UIC 
an incr 

CONFID NT AL 



4/10

• 

CONFIDENTIAL 

the i/F.U 7 in th 
noted that ther: ｾ｡ｮ･＠ light as the 10, or 11 , or 12. \/e 
the auestion of Sad.been no suggestion so far (compare 

pani sh 'lie nbership of NATO) of ·,fEu enlargement · 

9 . To surn up th 
had a greate ! erefore , the UK recognised that t he WEU 
that some m·r importance in ｳｯｾ･＠ nember States than in others ; 
The UK saw ｾｾｨｴ＠ see ｡Ｎｦｵｾｵｲ･＠ role for it which others did not . 
The ｱｵ･ｳｴｩｯｾ＠ was continuii:ig to have a pr inarily symbolic value . 
ｳｹｭ｢ｯｬｩｳｾ＿＠ as! ｾｨ｡ｴ＠ ｾｲｩ｣･Ｎｳｨｯｵｬ､＠ one pay f or continuing 
ｾ･ｮｴ＠ could. bUK Ministers believed that the political require-

e .net at much reduced cost . 

ｾｏ Ｎ＠ This v1as the background agains t which we viewed the 
S ｵ､ｧｾｴ｡ｲｹ＠ aspects of V/F.U . At pr esent it cost the Diplomatic 
wervice Vote_£800 , 000 - not a negligible sum particularly 
hen set ｡ｧｾｩｮｳｴ＠ the pr essure for reductions all round. We 
｣ｯｵｾ､＠ ｩＺｩｯｾ＠ like some others lose the cost of the WEU sub-
sc ｲｩｰｾｩ＠ ｯｾ＠ in a vast MOD Vote . Hitherto , despite Ministerial 
;iuestioning, vie had been able to maintain t he line that the 
•VEU ｂｵ､ｧ･ｾ＠ should be held to zero growth in r eal terms . We 
v;ere nov1 instructed to look for significant r eductions in 
the budgets of nost i nternational organisations . Mr Fer gusson 
hoped to hear t hat other delegates had similar pr oblems; that 
we would be able to agree on the envelope withi n which t o fit 
the \'/EU Budget f or 1982 . It would be necessary f or the Council 
to reach ｡ｧ ｲ ･ ･ ｾ･ ｮｴ＠ because failure to do s o would mean t hat 
expenditure i n 1982 would be limited to 1981 l evels , ie ｾ＠
account woul d be taken of inflation. The UK was lookjng'Tor 
r eductions as a continuing process , not a one- off exercise . 
We hoped it would be possible to reach agreement on a 3; Jear 
or l onger programme of reductions , recognis i ng that , ､･ｾｦｴＱｮ ｧ＠
on practical problems in the first year or two, signj ｦｩ ｾ Ｌﾷ＠
r e duct ions might not be available until further down the ｬ ｾ＠

11 . The Netherlands Ambassador was without specific ｩｮｳｴｾｯｴＱ＠
but he had a general i mpression of attitudes in The Haga:.e. W 
reminded everybody that it was the Netherlands which bad 
suggested earlier this year that it might not be poss1 
increa se the VIEU Budget for 1982 (including t he Assl:i 
by more than 9%. A thorough ｲ･ｶｩ･ｾ＠ and apprai sal. o'f 
Government services was under way in The Hague . Save 
cuts in the foreign service were being mooted. The ｾ＠
Ambassador believed his ｇｯｶ･ｾｾｴ＠ would therefore have 
sympathy with the British posi tion. 

12 The Netherlands also r egarded the WEU as ha: 
· m • ortance and would defend it . I t regarded the 
1 

1:unitment in the Modified Brussels Treaty as fiX'ID. 
ｾｯ Ｎ＠ ｣ｯ ｭ ｾ｡ｲｩｳｯｮ＠ the commitment i n t he North Atlan'tf9 
｣ｾｮｴ｡ｩｮ･､＠ an element of uncertaint y, because of 
consult the US Congr ess . 

13 The Netherlands thought it t ime t o t 
t "WEU In the 27 year s since t he ori ir

ｾｨ･＠ ｷｯｾｬ､＠ had changed. We should ask wheth 
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Of t he ACA \Vere t. l ' 
that \'le viould b s ｾ＠ l required. It seemed qu te possi bl e 
the As se.ably ｴｾ＠ a N le to reduce its operations. As regards 
advised to ｬ ｾ ｯｾ＠ ef etherlands ａｾ｢｡ｳｳ｡､ｯｲ＠ considered i t ill-

or a quarrel with Parliamentar ians . 
14. The Lux b 
ｾ･ｴｨ･ ｲ ｬ｡ｮ ｡ ｳ＠ em ｯｵｾ＠ A bassador shared the ｶｩ･ｾｳ＠ of hi s 
the '.' 'C"u as ｣＿ｉ ｉ ･ｾ･＠ · The Luxe.nbourg authorities regarded 
organisat· pr7 arily sy bolic but wished to keep the 
that the ｾｯｮ＠ 7n ｲｾｳ･ｲｶ･ Ｎ＠ The Italian A bassador confir ed 
to keep thlEU Ｇ Ｑ ｾｳ＠ important for Ital y. His ｾｯｶ･ ｭ ｭ ･ｮｴ＠ vii shed 
case of ed .. ,fully operative so that it could be used in 
Eu nee • . ,ffiU had had and could have a st rong role in 
e ｲｯｰ･ｾ＠ security. The Italian Ｓｯ ｶ ･ ｲｮＮ ｾ･ ｮ ｴ＠ was interested in 
ｴｾｾｮｾｾｾｳＮ｢ｵｴ＠ only.to the extent that they did not affect 

iciency of \fEU . Per haps the Ad Hoe \Vorking '.}roup 
could be recalled to consider some specific aspects . 

15 . The FRG Ambassador confir.ned that his '.}overnment 
r egar ded the \'IEU as politically important . One had to 
r e.:ne.nber t hat the FRG was NATO ' s front line. The UK coamj tment 
to .:naintain for ces on the Continent and the lll\ltual assistance 
ｾｲ･ｶｩｳｩｯｮｳ＠ of t he Tr eaty therefore re:nained politically 
ｩｭｰｯｲｾ｡ｮ ｴ＠ to t he FRG. Hi s country was of course a special 
case i n that most of the Treaty controls were directed at 
the FRG (his Gove rnment had been $rateful that the ship 
building cont r ols had been lifted), there would of course 
be no goi ng ba ck on the FRG undertakings with regard to ABC 
weapons . The ｇ ｯｶ･ｲｮＮ ｾ ･ｮｴｳ＠ attitude thereon was consistent 
vii th t he Government• s policy as pursued in other fora , in 
Geneva and el sev1here . It v1as necessary to bear that policy 
i n mind . Herr Genscher' s proposals on European Union envisaged 
an i ncrease in cooperation on security/military matters . It 
\Vas thus clea r that the FRG placed emphasis on increased 
cooperati on in t he Ten. The German proposal took nothing fro 
and gave nothing to the ｾ Ｎ＠ The FRG' s basic position was that 
t he cohesi on of Western Europe was ensured by the EC. 

16. The At.1bassador shared the views expressed on the WJSU 
.\sse .:ibl y parti cularly as regards maintenance of zero growth 
i n the Budget . Herr '}enscher• s ideas also involved gi'Vl.Dg 
ｾ ｲ ･ ｡ｴ･ｲ＠ power to the European Parliament . Since however ita 
ｾｯ＠ npetence could not be \Videned, it ｦ＿ｬｬｯｷ･ｾ＠ that the WEO 
Assembly continued to be usefUl for discussions on securit7 
an d defence . The \'{EU Budget for the Ministerial organs shoult 
be held belo\v zero growth . The FRG appreciated ever;ythm g 
whi ch the staff hnd done . It believed, however, _that inter
na t i onal bodies hnd to follow the example of national. 
Governments \Vhen it cnme to reducing. costs . The PRG did n.o1i 
wish to abolish the ACA or the SAC ; it vnshed erel7 to recbli 
the Budget to correspond with the work- load. 

17 
The French Ambassador said that his contribut on w 

be . an entirely personal. view, moreover one based on. 
short experi ence of the \VEU . Nevertheless he fel'\ ••I 
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saying that the F 
two texts reveal ｾ･ｮ｣ｨ｟ｇｯｶ･ｲｮｭ･ｮｴｳ＠ interpretation of the 
nutual defence e ｾ＠ significant difference between the 
North Atlant . commi ｾｭ･ｮｴｳ＠ as expressed by the VIEU and 
much furth i7 Treaties . The degree of automaticity went 
The \VEU ｣ｯ･ｲ｟ｾｮ＠ the former than in the North Atlantic Treaty. 
members VI mmi inent viarned any potential foe that other VIEU 
He ｳｴｲ･ｳｳｾｵｬ､＠ come to their aid if one of them v1as attacked. 
member St ｾ＠ that there existed a particular bond between the 
im ortan a es Of the V{E!J , \Vhich indeed represented an . 
ｴｨｾ＠ So . t ･ｬ･ｾ･ｮｴ＠ of European fir·nness and resolution vis-a- vis 

t 
viet Union. There was a danger that to the man in the 

s reet and the So · t u · · · h \VEU vie nion any reduction in the Budget of t e 
would be seen as a weakening of our resolve. The French 

Government shared the economic concerns of their partners 
but ｜ｾ･＠ should not lose sight of the global aspects when 
talking about economies . 

18. ｎｯｴｾｮｧ＠ that no-one contested the importance of the \'/EU , 
the Belgian A:nbassador a.greed vii th those who sa\v a difference 
betvveen the mutual defence commitments in the t\vo Treaties . 
He had been party to the negotiation of the North Atlantic 
Treaty and had vii tnessed the difficulties v1hich the USA and 
Canada had made ; in viev1 of the Congressional difficulties , 
both had insisted on a distinction betv1een the Brussels and 
NATO Treaties . The need for economies was forcing reductions 
on the Belgian fllinistry of Foreign Affairs . It follov1ed that 
the Belgian authorities \'/Ould rvelcome a reduction in the cost 
of YIEU . That did not mean that the Belgian Government did 
not \Vant to retain the \'/EU. 

19 . The Secretary-General noted that there v1as general 
agreement that the Asse nbly Budget should be .naintained at 
zero grovvth in real terns. He v1as deeply disturbed by the 
British proposal that the r.iinisterial organs of WEU be 
reduced by as much as 15% over the next three years . ".'/i th 
a certain amount of cos1etic surgery it had been possible in 
recent years to keep the cost of the Ministerial organs at 
zero gro\·1th in real ter1s. But the organisation had been cut 
to the bone in the process and he did not believe that it 
would be possible to reduce the cost by 5% per year without 
enormous sacrifices both in London and in Paris . 

Political discussion in the Permanent Council 

20 . ,,rr Fergusson said it had been hinted_ that the ｜ＧｾｕＭ should 
be preserved in ｯｾ､･ｲ Ｌ＠ ｳｨｯｵｬｾ＠ the need ｡ｲＷｳｾ Ｌ＠ t? ｦ｡｣ｩｬｩｴ｡ｾ･＠
political discussions ai:ialoga.\U to! th?se \1h1ch \1ere ｨ･ｾ､＠ ln 
the neriod 19'.)8- 72 . This was not a line of thou:;ht wh1ch he 
viished to pursue . In any case there \Vas a proble :1 of 
composition. The Netherlands ａｭ｢｡ｳｳ｡､ｯｾ＠ said that he had 
recei ,red co1!llllents from The Hague follO\'llng the la:it _meeting 
of the Per 11anent Council . T1;1e :rreti;ierlands auth?ri ties 

referred to see political ､Ｑｳ｣ｵＺｩｳｩｯｮｾ＠ ｰｵｲｳｾ･､＠ in the frane
£ork of the Tf!n . They did not vv1sh discussions to eo any 

/further 

CONFIDENTIAL 



7/10

CONFIDENTIAL 

furthe r in t h i'/EU 
in \Vhich t e ｦｯｾｭ Ｎ＠ The VIEU was not the orga"l.isation 
uroblens ｾ･ｲ＠ ｷｯｵｾ､＠ wish to participate in discussions ?n. 
saw ｴ ｨ ｾ＠ ｜ Ｇ ｾｕ＠ immediate political importance . His authontJ..es 
need rather as something to fall back on in case of 
at t he The !'RG ａｭ｢ｩＺｩＭｳｾ｡､ｯｲ＠ said that the \'/EU should be kept 

de present political level , neither increased nor creas ed. 

ｾ Ａﾷ＠ ｔｨｾ＠ Belgi an Ambassador said t hat he had found the poli tical 
ｩｳ ｣ ｵ ｾ ｳｩｯ ｮ ｳ＠ a t the end of the last meet ing of t he Pernanent 

Coun?il extremely interesting. He had been i nstruct ed by the 
ｂ･ｬｧｩ｡ ｾ＠ auth?r ities to ask whether the Council could regularly 
have ｾｩｳ ｣ ｵ ｳ ｳｩ ｯｮ ｳ＠ on subjects which had a bearing on defence/ 
s ecuri t y but he r ealised that he had hear d the ansv1er : fox· 
the time being the Council should continue in its lethargy. 
ｂｵ ｾ＠ he asked J:iis col l eagues whether they thought it \·1ould 
still. be possible f or Permanent Representatives to have an 
occa s i onal exchange on politica l subjects affecting European 
defence and secur i ty a t Council meetings . Mr Fergusson said 
t hat.as far as the UK was concerned the major forum must 
remain the Ten. There \Vas no prospect of the United Kingdo.a 
\vant i ng to raise the l evel of discussion in the \'IEU Council 
so that it became a substitute for the Ten or NATO. Taking 
account of his existing responsibilities in the FCO, he would 
a l\•1ays be happy to discuss problems of common interest but that 
woul d be no substitute for serious discussions in the other fora. 

22 . The FRG Ambassador agreed and said it would be impossible 
for Ambassa dors to be as \'lell briefed as their colleagues i;n 
ca pi tals who took part in discussions in the framework of t1le 
Ten . In addition he did not see how discussions in the WEO 
Counci l could be of much help to those concerned. The French 
Ambassador said that he had no wish to compete With Politic81 
Directors who found themselves discussing all manner of problems 
concerning the v1hole planet . But he nevertheless shared the 
Belgian viev1 that the occasional exchange on a defence/security 
subject of interest to Europe would be wo:r;thwhile . He repeated 
his view that the member States of WEU enJoyed a ｳｰ･｣ｩ｡ｬｬｾ＠
close relationship of \'thich use might occasionally be made-'" 

23 . The Netherlands Ambassador said that the position of Ji.is 
authorities was clear. They saw no advantage in doing the B&.llle 
thinO' tv1ice . There v1ere discussions already going on 8.lllopgst 
experts in the Ten . And if military matters were discussed m 
the \VEU that v1ould be duplicating matters with NATO. The 
Luxembourg Ambassador agreed with the Netherlands ａｭ｢｡ｳｾ＠
The FRG Ambassador said that , like Mr Fergusson, he wou'l.a ｾ＠
\'lilling to take part in discussions but it would be Wi tllout 
instructions because he ｜ｶｯｵｾ､＠ not feel able to ask Boi:u:i. to 
provide briefing. The ｉｴ｡ｬ ｾ｡ｮ＠ Ambassador.supported 'ljJe p 
viev1; in his eyes the WEO did have a special Europ-.n de 
di:nension. 
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?4 . !r ?er . . . 
co·1 - ｾｳｳｯｮ Ｌ＠ summarising said that certain of his 
ｯ｢ｴ｡ｾＺ［ｳｵＢｦＱ Ｇ＠ . ｽＱＺＱｃｬｾ､ｩｮＬ＠ himself,' \'1ould find it dif,... cult to 
object·speci ic ini:itructions to hold discussions with the 
nuestiivc Ｐ ｾ＠ ｲ･ｾ｣ｨｩｮｾ＠ decisions . As ,.or the nore general 
a ｾｳｴ＠ 0 1:1 raised. on the raison d • t!tre of the Ii :U this ｨｾＢＧ＠ been 
｣ｯｾｯｮ＠ interesting discussion . There appeared to be much 
ext ground bet\veen them; the infor.nal atmosphere had been 
t re nely. useful · All member t;ove:m."'Jlents gave a 1 ot o! \'1eight 
f 0 the naintenance of their VIEU comni tments vii thin the Treaty 
ｩｾ ｾｮ･ｷ ｯｲｫ ｾ＠ As for ｴｨｾ＠ difference v1hich had emerged in 

. erpr eting the commitments of the two Tr eaties, t ha t 
ｾｧｨｴ＠ be given further study. He v1ished to recall that the 

\vas not suggesting any funda 'lental change . All :nember 
Governments were under very str ingent budgeta ry pressure . 

How to r educe the Budget 

25 . Mr Fer gusson said the question v1as how to achieve one ' s 
ｴ｡ｲｾ･ｴ Ｎ＠ ./ould ; t be possible f or the Counci 1 to agr ee to 
laying down some guidelines for the Secretariat which had 
to draft the 1982 Budget? There were always good a rguments 
fo r not finding savings and experience showed that savings 
only naterialise \'1hen t hose concerned were put under tight 
const raint . The Counci l was the proper place f or detailed 
discussions and we hoped that it would be possi ble there to 
give the r equired inpetus . The UK consider ed that the 
Assembl y should be allowed compensation f or inflation, 'bll-t 
that t he other or gans in London and Paris ought together to 
s how an annual r educti on of 5% in real terms i e below the 
inflat i on rat e , over at least a 3 year period. A greater 
burden should f all on the Standing Ar maments Conmittee (£0. 7 
mi llion) and the ACA (£1 . 5 million ) than on the Secretariat, 
because .nuch of the Secretariat• s work was linked With that 
of the Assembly . He wondered whether it might be possible for 
the Permanent Council meeting on 21 October to agr ee a budgetary 
envelope for the next 3 years ; to agree on the principle of 
real reductions and to the Secretariat being asked to produce 
a draft Budget . It might show t he consequences arising out of 
a decision to nai ntai n the Assembly Budget at zero growth and 
the others at a 5% reduction i n real terms , in other words 
primarily a scaling down of t he level of ACA and SAC costs . 
He could not see how the ACA and SAC contributed t owards our 
de f ence. 

26 . The French Ambassador said tha t for ｾ ｩ ｳ＠ pa.rt he did not 
beli eve , g1 ven the co.nprehensi ｶ ｾ＠ study ｷｨ ｾ ｣ｨ＠ ｾｳ＠ called for, 
that i t would be possible f or him to receive instiuctions to 
enable the French to par ticipate in a useful discussion as 
early as 2 1 October. I n addi tion he did not feel able to 
agree to any preparatory work being done by the Secretariat. 
The Belgian Ambassador asked whether we could discuss the list 
of points contained in Chapter II of the Report of the Ad Hoo 
working ｾｲｯｵｰ Ｎ＠ He was particular l y interested ll1 the poaa ｢ＱＺＱＮｬｾ＠
of grouping all WEU organs i n either Pari s or London. As ｴｾ＠
as the Belgians were concerned ｂｲｵｳｾ･ｬｳ＠ was not a oan.didat • 
Mr Fergusson said that he would be i nte r ested to know Wb.e 
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any delegates c ld f . siting of off" ou o ｦ･ｾ＠ views on the question of the 
there was ices . For its part the UK authorities felt 
Ambassa no ｾ･･､＠ at present for any change . The FRQ 
ｯｦｦｩ｣･ｳ､ｯｲｔｾ｡ｩ､＠ he.was not ready to talk about locat ion of 
would b • e ｾｴ｡ｬｩ｡ｮ＠ Ambassador said that his ｇｯｶ･ｲｮｭ･ｮｾ＠
wha e ｶｾｲｹ＠ interested to know , before making up its min d, 
b t the ｬｩｫｾｬｹ＠ economies might be . If there was likely t o 
de ｾ＠ ｾＰＥ＠ saving then this might have an influence on thei r 
ecision. The Netherlands Ambassador said that his Gove rnment 

ｾｾ､＠ ｮｯｴＮｹｾｴ＠ crystallised its views but would take a ccount of 
e . political reasons for the original choice of the t wo 

｣ｾｰｩｴ｡ｾｳ＠ involved. It would look at the problem of concentra
tion with sympathy but it would also look at both t he pol itical 
and the practical angles . 

27 • The Secretary- General sai d that it would be v1rong of 
Governments to expect any big economies i n the f i rst year 
because the cost of the move itself would ha ve t o be taken 
into account . It was not easy t o say wha t economies there 
would be in the absence of any deci s i on about the services 
that needed to be maintained. In his v i ev1 however there might 
be reductions in the number of hors ｾｲ ｡ ､･＠ officers , in 
Security Guards and on travel and t e ephone expenses . The 
Secretariat could try to produce a paper on this subject but 
Ambassadors would have to appreciate t hat it would be 
impossible for the work to be kept secret . The French 
Ambassador said he could not agree to any paper being prepared. 
The ｂ･ｾｩ｡ｮ＠ Ambassador said he thought it might be premature 
to thi of preparing a paper. The Belgian authorities had 
already produced some thoughts on t he subject in July for the 
Ad Hoe Working Group but it was his understanding that if only 
one countr y objected to the mer ger of \'/EU offices there v1as 
no consensus and t he offices theref ore stayed where they were . 
Mr Fergusson ｳｾｩ､＠ that costs.might ｨ｡ ｶｾ＠ an ｩｮｦｾｵ･ｾ｣ｾ＠ on 
decisions . This \vould certainly be so if some significant 
facts were made available , but i n the meantime the UK 
authorities viewed the idea with considerable caution. The 
Italian Ambassador suggested that in the circumstances it 
might be better to look for economies in other areas . 

28 . The Fr ench Ambassador said that he had found the informal 
atmosphere of the meeting very ｨ･ｾｰｦｵｬ Ｎ＠ He h?ped that ｩｾ＠
.night be ｰｯｳｳｩ｢ｾ･ Ｌ＠ when the ｃｯｾ｣ｩｬ＠ ｣｡ ｭ ｾ＠ to discu::is detail , 
for the discussions to be held in restricted session. In 
further discussion it was confirmed that restricted sessions 
had been held in the past immedia tely follov1ing ordinary 
Permanent council meetings . The Secreta ry- General was supported 
by his advisers but t he microphones were switched off and the 
recorder s/ interpre t e rs were not present . 

vtestern European Department 

16 October 1981 
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