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1. I HAVE RECEIVED A COPY OF S/6640 AND AM FORWARDit.JG MY VIEIIS ON PARAGFP.APH 
17 FOR !OUR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE. 

2. I CANNOT AGJ?.EE ~liTH '1.'HE PROPOSED PROCEDURE FOR THI!: DETERMlli:ATION' OF TECHNICAL 
D'F0101ATION TO BE SUPPLI.IW .A.3 3~ FORTH Il-4 THIS 
PARAGRAPH. I FEEL THAT JOINt 1\SA-GCHQ DETERMINATION OF ALL TECHNICAL DA1'A '1'0 BE 
PROVIDED '1'0 EACH i'lA'fiOf~ IS AN miNECESSARlLY INVOLVED PROCEDURE, A1•D COULD RESULT 
IN UNDESIRABLE DELAY lN THE PROVISION OF SUCH DATA TO THE$~ ~ATiOhS. 

3. MY POSITION Ot.l PARA 17 IS A3 Ji'(JJ..U)WS: 

\ A. NSA. Al','ID GCHQ SHOULD :&'l'l'ABLISH CLEARLY PP.&CRIBEl.J LIMITS AS '1'0 TilE I ol~ ' 
TIPBS OF 'l'tCHNICAL INFO'Di.A'l'ION. TO BE-PROVIDED To EACH l~A'liON. ' 

USA Vl GCHQ SHOUlD PROVIDE THE TECHNICAL INFORMATION Tc. TH······ .. •lf;······· ... NA. ' TIOriS 
FO..~ ~ICH THr; U.S. OR THE U.Y.. RESPECTIVELY, HAS THE ~.t:OOTIATIN'G 
'AU'nlOR!TI: .PL 86-36/50 usc 3605 

EO 3 . 3 (h) ( 2 ) 

C. N$A A.~C GCHQ, OPiRA.TU.!G ti!TUIN THE Ptm)CJt!Bil:!l LL'IITS OF &CHANGE, 
SHOULD D21'1:.'"RMINE It.DEPEr:DltNTLY THK ITDLS OF T3CHNICAL .INFORMATION 
'1'0 BE SUPPLIED. INFORMrlTIOr.! PRO!lUCEiJ BY BOTH C.EKTER.9 SHOULD BE 
MADE AVAILABLE BY THE SUPPLYitO CENTER. 

D. Al1Y QUEST !Ot~S AS TO 'l'HE m.smABILITY OF PROVI!liNG INFORY.ATION 
1\'0T CLM.'U.Y ~.JI'l'Hit; Tlii; PRESCFUBED LIMITS OF/E4CHA.NGE WILL BE 
RESOLVED BEl'~EN ~SA At.D GCHQ THROUGH NORMAL CHMlMELS. 

4• THE A9.1VE PllOCll>URE, wlfiCH IS miJIN THE SPIRIT OF THE UKUSA AGREEMENT 
WOUlD PROVIDE ADm;ztJA'l'E CONTROL OF THE EX.ClLU!GE AiiD ~IJULD PRESERVE THE NECESSARY 
FREEDOM OF AC'riON FOR BOTH CI!."Nl'ERS. 

S· ALTHOUGH AVAILAm.g EVIDENCE llJ~lCAT.ES .. ·~ DPDREE OF COMI!I."T COLLAOORATION 
I _ I DO .NOT FJ!.EL THAT THE Pl\JVISiai OF TECHNICAL 
ASSISTANCE SHOULD BE OOMPLICATEO BY THIS FACT. I CANNOT, FOR EXAMPLE, AGREE '1'0 
THE GCHQ PROCEJJJBE ON THE BASIS THAT ANALOCOUS n~FORMATION SHOULD BE SUPPLIED 

I I BECAUSE OF A PRESUMED EXCHANGE OF DATA 
BETWEEN THESE !IIATIONS. I BELIEVE THAT IN THE LlGH'l' OF PRESENT EVID&NCE, WE J.mST 
DEAL lvi'f.'H EACH NATION"!NDEPENtliNTLY. THE ABOVE VI.&fS IN NO WAY OOtlFLICT WITH 
THE U.S. POSITION (.~hiCH I REAFFIRM) AS OUTLIKl!Il IN THE U.S. POSITION PAPERS. 
THIS CONCWDES l•lY CONMENTS ON PARA 17. 
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6. MY ONLY COMMI!JiT ON RDfAINDER OF PAPER PERTAINS TO SECTION 3 PARA lO 'lHRU 
12. I CANNOT AGREE TO FLAT PROHIBITION OF TECH ASSJ.Si'ANCE WHICH WOULD IHCREA.SE 
OOIUHT CAPABILITY. FOB EX.AMPLE RE PARA 12 I FEEL WE SHOULD llEFDITELY PBDVmE 
lEI FAMILIES AND PATTlaS OF KEY EXTRACTION EVEN THOUGH THE! liAVE GIVEN US NO 
EVIDENCE OF DOWLEOOE 'fHERIO.F. 

7. RICOJ1MEND IOU DISCUSS PAPER WITH PARTICULAR DIPHASIS ON PARA 17 WI'Dl crJm2 
U.S. DELmAT.ES PRIOR '1'0 CONFERENCE. 
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