Summary of discussions at the meeting of the WEU Permanent Council
(London, 14 February 1969)

Caption: On 14 February 1969, the Permanent Council of Western European Union (WEU) meets in London
— in the absence of France, which refuses to participate — to discuss Middle East issues. The French Foreign
Ministry disagreed with the British proposal to convene a specific meeting on this topic After the WEU
Council meeting on 14 February, convened by the United Kingdom but opposed by the French Government,
France decides to boycott all future WEU Council meetings. It believes that the London meeting was held in
breach of the statutory rules governing the WEU Council and that the British initiative is an attempt to
institutionalise the holding of regular consultations between the Six and the United Kingdom on foreign
policy issues.

Source: The National Archives of the UK (TNA). Foreign Office, Eastern Department and successors:
Registered Files (E and NE Series). MIDDLE EAST. Discussions. Western European Union (WEU) ministerial
meeting. 01/01/1969-31/12/1969, FCO 17/727 (Former Reference Dep: NE 2/29).
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‘Following 18 & summery of discussions,
1, A1l delegetions welcomed the U.K. initiative in summening
thie meeting., Speaking firet the Secretary of State described
the principles in sccordance with which he thought sction should
now proceed: the Four Permanent Members of the Security Council
working in the context of the United Nations, encoursging
Dr. Jarring and being prepered in due course to make suggestions
on substence to him. He emphasised that a settlement would have
thWﬂlpMﬂMﬂﬂiMMiMﬂlMﬁ
of support for Dr. Jerring.

2, The Secretary of State then put the following seven
questions to the delegates snd discussion proceeded on these
questions:
1, Is it sgreed that Security Council mmmm m
offers a sufficient basis for achieving a settlem

-. 2, 1Is 1t sgreed that the search for a settlement should
o el uﬂmammmm'muwj g
< | of Resolution 2427 T

3+ In what fora of interm
| m the m et tl ;
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» CONPIDENTIAL
-5
- Belgiun's views were practically identical with those of the

United Kingdomy they agreed on the importance of continuing
progress on the basis of Heselution 242 in & United Nations
context, Peace Treaties or guarantees by the Security
Council (or the Four Powers) would be required to underwrite
a settlement, As regards peace-keeping forges, Belgium had a
tradition of participeation, Some limitation should be put on
arms suppliea to the Middle Fast, Jeresalem should at least
be internationalised and all religions permitted to flourish
there, Nefugees should be offered the right of return or
compensations

4e In subsequent disecussion the following twe pointe were
emphasised:
(1) Palestinian views must be taken into acecount in
any settlement (Luxembourg)s
(11) A Palestinian entity might re~emerge and this
K could help solve the refugee problem (Belgium)e
I 5« The Seeretary of State fommented as follows on our
| discussions:
F (1) There was general agreement that Security Couneil
E Resolution 242 offered a sufficient basis for a
mmmm*mmm;mm-

aw nmmm mm
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