country representetions present deeired to make on Welstrom'e appraisal of

national attitu_des as reflected_ in COCOM. 'I'here were no comments. Brown
(U.K.) questioned- the cost ratio staff paper (S5-1) as relates to the
strategic evaluation of items. I invited his attention to the fact that
the concept was based on the effect of the over-all economy of the Bloc
and on his further questioning, I stated 1 ﬁm. not aocept the cost ratio
c,oncept as an added criterion because in my opinion it smacked of economic
warfare, and was not negotiable.

Regarding the bilaterals with the U.K. ’ uhich took place in London on
September 26, Holine , Barnett and myself met with ﬂheeler and Gresswell of
| __Defense and Edden of the Foreign Office. .The discueeion opened by . my stating’
. that we would appreciate the present thinking of the U.K. representatives
towards trade controle ’ especiall,y China Wheeler began his presentation
‘by stating that U.K. prelent thinking was,. tqggpggﬂ LOcoM | liet of iterns o
oointed towards security requi.rements of the Wesg An 3 g ba;, war with
nuclear weapons. When qu.estioned ir lim:lted wars with conventional weapone
need not be equal]y coneidered, U.K. voiced the opinion that the bloc was

practically self-sufficient in that reepect. U.K. eteted they were worki.ng'
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the necessity for holding to the present level. (ﬁ teﬁ‘ ’i&bhéd were prepared

Regarding China controls Barnett

by Mr. Walstrom immediately following meeting.) Mr._Barnett emphasized the
U.S. responsibllity in the China area and the necessity for the retention of
.a unified effort in the support of that position and stated that the U.S. at
this time had‘no room for manuevering on China‘controls_and that the possi-
bility of flexibility is related to a change in circumstances which might result
if a firm 11nef¢ou1d.be held during the Geneva talks between the U.S. and Chinese
Ambassadors.- _ .'_

U.K. had nrevious to this indicated 1ittle interest in the CHINCOM list.

They, however, did appear to react to the U. S. presentation and expressed an*

‘apprec1ation of the U S. position. The Foreign Offioe rapresentative stated

{that they did not agree with the U.S. position of forca or threat towards China W ‘#
'as a means of winning any change in Chinese attitude. Nevertheless, they g
| supported the U,S. position in the U.N, this yearléh the fecognitioh issue.
Theylﬁereinot clear as to what this might mean féf'thgifdattitude towardd the :
U,S. position as relates to trade controls, ‘ ‘ ¢
U.X. expressed the desire to come to a single list of controls contendiﬁg
that China and USSR are one group and should have the same treatment on trade.
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potential of each in 1imited wars with convent:l.onal weapons.

Tt was evident to me that as a. result“oxﬁtha maeting ip Paris, and §

the U.K. bilaterals, that unless there, y,pﬁmmunm as ralates

to China controls on the part of mest PGs, we ,,u;).},m,mm 0, 8011, the s

retention of the present level of controLs to China, and find it di.t‘ficult i
to get an agreement for a&r’y differential,bgmen,,mg_ MWC}{I}”ICOM controls. /
So far as the COCOM controls themselves, I would evaluate the U.K., intent

tc oe the proposal of a common 1list applicable to fhe Bloc as a whole, and

controlling only such items as would co‘ntribute to the Bloc's ability to

wsge a8 global war with nuclear weaponse.
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