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SECRET. 

J-

I have been looking- through th~ dratt or J.P.(40)Z2, 

and the :t'ollow1ng are some' first z-eactiona ,to the comments 

by thG Second Eleven on pages 3 onwards of' that paper. 

I think our C onmen t 

be much ~rtx'onger on ·tll.i.a h(~adD whi.;h is one of the most 

1mpor-'a-AXiit in ..the who16 papt3~r' ~ in my view. 

I suggest that utter the quotation the comment 

read as tollowa:-

\lIThe Chief's of' Staff ~ on the o·thel· htt.n.d, in paragraph 

7 of C~O.S.(40)218 said: ~It is not of course suggested that 

the Allies could operate substantial rC>:I'ces in both area5 

simultaneously; but neither is it considered that Germ&~ 

could take the of1"ensiv8 j.l7. both places at, the ,earne time 111 0 

The Chiefs of Staff and the Allied Military 

Committee thuB hold diametrically opposed views on th16 

point. The point was though.t to be of such i:mporta:nce tha", 

in the d1acuesion on intervention in Scandinavia at the 

28th (40) Meeting of the< Allied Mil:ltal~Y Committe~ the 

Major A.T. Co~nwall-Jones, 
Of:fic6S ot the War Cabinet. 

IBriti~h 
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expresa1on. o:f the Fll."'ench views upon it. 
The FI'ench 

/ 

quj. tG well capture a number of: busea at any JC"ate in 

relative weakneBs or Swedish l~a.si6tanc0jo GS1"'many might 

We suggestth.at it is a matteI" 01: CI'uc:iu.l 

lllJQJOl"tollce;to reeollfe· this dif'i"6X"ez:u.;0 <I:.r1:.' opin.ion on a 

point which roue t lla:ve· a Pl"'ti:Lound ei'f'ect on our IOw~n 

there should 'be no doubt in Our minds a,6 to whether ~ 

having made the nec6sSru."y prolf'isicm i:or 'the f;iecm'ity 

of the Western .Front against any Possible Allied attack 

(which the' Allied 11111 tury 00.11.1.1111 ttee :put at '10/80 

Divisions),' th6 Germans would 'Oe aDJ.o with thuiit.balu.ac~ 

of 90/~OO Divisions to conduct o~rensiv6 ope~atlon~ in 

Scandinavia and in the .Balkans aI.l.d, at; the lilam0 ti~ ~;o 

tories under their control. 
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doubt; 'thaJi,; the Gex'mane have ample strength to do 130; we; 

.. . . must l'~acll de£1l'l1 te . agl"eement 88 to whether or not the 

w~ lmggeat~ therefore, 

,this p:R"oblc;m wld, report at\! a ms. tter ot: Ul~gency. 

,';"; Fl'om . .the point or view of OUl'" own 6trategy the 

It 16 no doubt true 

that the OOl"fW5tnS co'uJ.d XJ~o't ta.lli:e th~} o:t'f'enf;l). vo in. the 
" 

ope1"a.tiOl'lS in ,'the N'o;f'th ru"'ld thr.:l Sou'th-Eaa t we might ~ and 
... 

indeed ahould~" be juatl.tied ir.l. w;i thdrtlwing :fox"cae f'rom the 

Westax-n ~g:'~n:rt· to mee't tk!tt;t,m ou the otheJ:· 1'l"'Ol.l.t6~ The 

problGm which will then al"iae J.s whether Qr not we have 

got the shipping ~"ld the naval escor'c;:;;; to undertake two 

AdmiI'a! ty have' a.l.reaay expressed consldeJ:'able concern at 

the e1z6 or the commitmpnt represented by the projected 

j operations in ,'Scandinavia.; i1" to this Wm)N~ added the 

necess1 ty for tx'ansporting Wld xnal.tl:I.;~in1ni3' .6nib Idtan.t1aJ. 

forces in the 'Middle East, it ia at least Bl matte!" ot 

This again wo suggest should be'u matter o~ 

I imw.e d:1 ate 
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immediate exwulnat;1.on by the Admiral t,y and the Ministl"Y 

...... " 
It 18 hardly n.eces~a.r·y t.o eil~!?hu8i8(;} ths .. t these 

two points muatbe talten into sex"ious conslderation in 
I,i l' 

deciding upon our policy in Scandinavia. f A furt~Ol" 
point which em~rges in this connec'cion is that it has· 

; .J 

I, 1 .. " : : ! ,~ I 'r" 
Middle East that a major limiting :facto!" in any event 

'.) 

116 likely to be our lack of base 8I.lI.d adm1nlstzoat,1ve 
.. 

units ..•. 0 "etc\o ~ et-Ca ~ as in the pres0lo.t draft. 
, .' 

1 I"ather doubt 

whether 1 t ~,1s worth letting the Joint Planning 

Committee, in for an examination of the possibilities of 

itJ.lied assistance in. the Balkrul!.} 1:0. the tlven.t or 

restricted'. German pene.t:rat1on. le it not ~u1te clear 

that we co,uld not give any direct mill tal'Y 8.as1s'tance 'Co 

Roumania:?;., .. : The Ao M .. C.,. in par~gre.ph 80 of: '"he i1' paper are 

qui te 'clear. on this point; and it. ,aef,lma certain that we 

could do nothing in that part of the world un.leS6 we had 

the active support or ~~key. 

examination suggested it .would merely lead us into a 

labyrinth ot different hypotheses and that Wfj really should 

not get anywhere. 
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j, )1~~~J2.i~~£:~~.t~_J4\:~ I thi;.'lk this might bs 

wnplit'1ed ~ :'bit by adding aOlaetll.1ng on the ;following 1~ne8:-

.'.1. I.'.:" i:The French ar~ p - t'or ob'lfioUB I"easona D unwilling to 

admi:/;; thillt IDlyth1ng 115 morifJ pI"obable 'thWl &"1. attack on 

GerIJl8ll policy J the pl"Gtlent German campaign against our 

'shipping and: the trend or Crt:xoman propal3:and!.jljl ,~nte;:>naJ. and 
\ 

. external: 'this COW"B© :LE! t.h:e moot likely" one to;tl them to 

adopt. It ~should be n01:;oo. that ~:t; la t.~e caUl'se which 

the Chief'ra ot' start' have tDr i3om~ year'E', consistently 

. said tooy believed to b6 '~hf.:'; mos·t pl"oOablt:.l and. the mos't 

:r,Qrm1dable threat that we have to meet; i.-t' is true that 
... 

we have' always'" v1suallselG. in the past. that thi8 ?orm ot 
...• ',J ._ 

attack may be intensified an.et extendf"Hi to Qur ~poJJ:'ts &'1.0. to 
1 : . 

the system of' d16tr1but~tQJn 1"1"orc1 the pOlT."iCS ~ and this D.'W.Y w611 
. , .: I 

tW"r;, gU',Ji ·~o be 60. 

"'1\ j 

the present limited operations against our seaborn6 trad6 

~n the North Sea bear no relation to ti~0 ~cale o~ attack 

that we may have to meet \~JheD. the 'i'leather jj..'Jll.pr"ovea and the 

German~ intensity their action~ 

'being done to develop om:> !!lcthre defences agalnet thi6 
';'.l 

,'/ 
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11.6Ce136i ty '·of' d.olng ~ve!"yth1ng wi~ thh'.I. Our" p,O'NSC to. 

d.isadvantages of this course~ but t'eel certain. that l:t 

they are tackled with vigov...r and Wl th a clear x"eougn1"cion 

\. I. 

'.': ... 
& 1: 0 .!:!t..ru:~_l2. 81; agl~1W:.._d·J5a4 •. 112:g..t ..2~.ll:~~1££. 
'}'.' .. ", .. 

not quite clear what this is intended to convey~ It ).8 

W'01'"Y unlikely t,t.w:1.;, an.y iJuoatru.l.'tlal Jt·ed.w:~t:Ji.(jn in the actlJ.e 
< : ~ , , , .' 

measures against "the German air' t'OI"G~:;;~ eng~7\gco,o 
'. ' 

It has 

all"fHldy been agreed 'by: the Vie:!" Cab lu(;r~ that; if' G'~lvlnan 

operations on. theBfl I,i,nea assum0 propol·tlou£iJ Wll1ch thl~eaten 

to be decisive we must not shrink f~om using all that we 

have got, and OUI' s'criking force mus't; be empl11:.'lY0.ii a't; all 
! . 

coats in the mSDllel' that holds. out. t.he 'be,Qt; hope 0;1:' ., 

/into 

· I' . . 
~c/A ~/'t'7JO 

SNO

Stiftelsen norsk Okkupasjonshistorie, 2014 
 




