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Deax colleague,

After the discussion we had at last week's ministerial NPG-meeting
on the issue of lrtnf-modernisationand arms control I feel it might
be useful, if only for the sake of clarity, that I once more explain
to you my position on this matter. In doing so I want to come back
briefly to some points I raised in my intervention at the NPG-meeting
and for which I ask your sericus consideration.

The first point concerns the Xelationship between the production
decision and the deployment of the new weapons. As you know the

Christian Democratic party, the larger of the two parties supporting the
van Agt-government, favours an alliance decision on production in '
December, making the actual deployment dependent on the results of

arms control negotiations with the Soviet Union. Though this approach
was heavily criticized by some of our colleagues at .last week's meeting,
I do believe that the real difference betweea this aproach and the one
envisaged in the "integrated decision document" is not as big as it mav
seem. iIn both cases the number of warheads that will ultimately be
deployed will be affected by arms control. In both cases it will be
hecessary to evaluate the results of arms control negotiations and to
reach a consensus about these results before the actual deployment

of the new systems. Thus in neither case will the actual deployment
automatically result from decisions that are going to be made at the
end of this vear. '

My second point has to do with the gize of the programme. In raising
this issue I fully recognize the excellent analytical work done by

our experts in the "high level group". I want to note, however, that
their recommendation as to the size of the programme is based on the
assumption that no meaningful results of arms control negotiations will
be reached until 1985. I want to stress again that we have to pass a
political judgment on the work of our experts. In this respect I believe
that the goal of successful arms control can be better pursued by
deciding on a programme of a smaller size than recommended with +he
possibility of upward and downward adjustments in the light of the outcome
of arms control negetiations.



Apart from this the proposed number of 572 warheads is clearly in the
upper range of the 200 to 600 additional warheads recommended to us as

;an "evolutionary upward adjustment" in the spring report of the high
level group, which - at least in the Netherlands - has a negative

political effect.

Without coming forward at this moment with proposals as to the numbers,

‘I want to let you know that my government has the most serious political
: difficulty in accepting the size of the programme proposed.

Thirdly and finally there is the question of the total Netherlands

gontribution to NATO's tnf. Any possible participation of my country

in the Irtnt-programme will necessarily entail a reconsideration of our
present so-called nuclear tasks. When we had cur personal contact prior
to the NPG~meeting, I provided you with a strictly confidential paper,
marked annex B, containing my intentions on this matter. As I told you
cn that occasion I don't want to take unilateral decisions. In the margir
of the NPG-meeting you promised to inform me in time of any chbjections
you might have to my intentions. If you might wish to recelve any
further explanation on a military or official level I'll be glad tc take
the necessary steps to arrange this. In any case the adjustments in our
contribution will be put before NATO as soon as the Netherlands govern-
ment has made its decisions. At the present stage of decision-making I
must ask you once more to treat this matter on & strictly confidential
basis.

Sincexely,
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Thank veou very much for your personal letter of 27 X _
about LRTNF modernisation. I hsve sdmired Tthe seriousnes =
debate on this issue in the aetupﬁ ends, even when I have e el
with particular peints made; and I vadiue The opporcuniﬁy to oifer
wy views on the aspects to which your letler draws abtention.

The firsh is the concept of separdting in timg the _
on procuction and on deployment. Frankly, T believe the dis
hetween the two is, in all the circumstances of today's sid
an unreal one. 4 British Prime Minister of past aaTM used
N4 is unwise to cross a chaswm in two leaps”. That, in ny
is what a fdeUC+lOﬂ/d6plOVlCﬂL split would be doing, The
and in particulasr the Soviet Union, would ocoa,“oe that NATO had

{
I

taken qu half a decision: more particulsrly, they would jBCuUﬁTC’
that the missing half was the Eureneam half. This w0u7d vu* EJ a

manife@+ failure of will and would in my Judgement be 1
¢ damaging to Alliance cohesion, credibility and securit
| to the Dr gpect of real arms control. It could have
| on_US-Turopean reiations. '

. T fear I cannot agree that to divide the two components of
decisions now would smount to the same s is proposed in the
integrated decision document. What that docuwm ent envisages, 1
tiLeCLﬂ is that we sho 11& take firm decisions now bubt shoulcd
acknowledge that we .11 be prepared to wodify them later i
other side gives us d and assured reasons fer deing 26, This 1
a fundamentally different political and negot laLlQ% propositioen from
the one which the CDA has + {

b
.
{1

Andicated -~ it requires
react positively (o our arms COHufO¢ 1n1t;au¢wd7 )
the onus on Lhe allisnce: that scems to me te be or
not seb up a patbers in which the burden of lrgaJ 51
I always uypon HATO. 'I would however be ready when we mect
| on 10-2 December to consider wilh you whether thsre was
which we might help on presentation.

i s,

believe we should remind ourselves of the reatity & the Boviet
position. Mr Brezhnev has © el nﬁb“11” in relation Lo his own
ILETNF programme excepl a gen el i ey Feauml of tvn@
o numo,r, to withdraw some systems frow Western i
] :

the rsnge of his systeuws, both old he COuAJ
such an offer without changing in

Furope. He has not offersd in an L
dlreaay larger and far more advanc S

{Mr Asron reported to the Alliance SHA

> 18820 wexrheads alone doﬂTOTGd cr being deployed,
" |Boviet LETN systems, alreacy gxeeeds the tol T

|propTeamne. ) de hes not ofifered even a mora U

deployuwents, still less on productlon. He

ﬂot stop our programme but you must not sTaIv Fouls o

spective positions, we are preparec ts,ﬁau“ with
rt L would nn” be resdy To negotiate anything

r
ia basis, in politics or my daily affairs,
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