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Mr. Fixprey. Mr. Secretary, T am glad that this resolution is before
the Congress. I think it is a good step to take. T am glad, also, that
the Chiefs of State meeting is in the offing for Latin America, but I
am wondering why, in view ~of all the dlﬁiculty we have had in NATO

we haven’t had a NATO Chiefs of State meeting since 1958.

It would seem to me that Western Europe is a matter of even greater
concern to our national secumty as well as our well being in other
respects, and yet I haven’t heard a word about the possibilities of a
Chiefs of State meeting of NATO.

Can you give us any indication as to when such might occur?

Secretary Rusg. Well, this has been considered from time to time
over the past 6 years, but for a ‘variety of reasons, usually different
reasons at any particular time, 1t has not seemed approprlate to have
such a meeting.

There has been some dlscusswn recently of a Chiefs of State meet-
ing of the signatories of the treaty at Rome, and whether or not that
will materialize, I don’t know. This is not an idea we reject in princi-
ple. I think the question would be the suitable occasion, and the sub-
jects to be taken up, and whether or not there would be a constructive
result.

Mr. Fixprey. In 1969 it will be the 20-year milestone for the NATO
Treaty, and countries might take the option a year ahead of that to
withdraw, so it would seem that this year and next year will be crucial
years for NATO, and I can’t see why a Chiefs of State meeting is not
contemplated.

Secretary Rusk. It is an 1nte1esf1ng suggestion, sir; and I assure
vou will give that some thought. We have on other occasions in the
past considered the possibility.

Mr. Hays. Will the gentleman yield ?

Mr. Finprey. Just one more question.

Can you tell us what the minimum obligation on the part of other
countries will be in exchange for our commitment of $1.5 billion?
In other words, what is the minimum reciprocity we will insist upon
as a condition for our full participation?

Secretary Rusk. I think, Mr. Findley, it would be useful for me
to submit a statement for the record on that because it is a question
in which many will be interested, and it varies somewhat in different
aspects.

For example, we can spell out, I think, the kinds of steps that they
have in mind taking on the 1ntegr‘1tlon and the approximate point at
which these steps would amount to a reason for use to come in with
such assistance as we can provide.

(The following was subsequently submitted :)

MINIMUM OBLIGATION OF OTHER COUNTRIES IN EXCHANGE FOR OUR
COMMITMENT OF $1.5 BILLION

Our commitment of $1.5 billion will be governed in its application by the over-
riding principles of self-held and demonstrated need. Specifically, it is antici-
pated that the aproximately one-quarter to one-half billion dollars over a 3- to
5-year-period proposed as the U.S. contribution for integration adjustment as-
sistance will be matched by a Latin American contribution of approximately
the same size.

The proposed increased contribution of aproximately $150 million over a
3-year period proposed for the Inter-American Development Bank’s Fund for




