
SECRET 

10. The Cabinet agreed,-

(a.) that invitations be extended 
to the provinces to have their representatives 
attend the inau.gural meeting or the Provisional 
National Committee on the Centennial in 
Ottawa on February 8th, 1960; 

(b) that it would be inadvisable for 
the Federal Government to circulate a checkliat 
or suggestions on the content of the centenn:J.al 
celebrations but that at the outset propoaals 
should be invited from the delegations; the 
draft agenda to be amended accordingly; and., 

( c) that it would be desirable for the 
inaugural meeting to be held in pubU.c at the 
start when opening statements were made and 
thereafter the meeting would decide whether 
or not it would meet in camera. 

ReElacern!'H'lt a.ircrat't f or OF ... 100; press c()mmerit 

11. The Prime Minister said there had been 
a l eak to the pre ss on tbe matter of a replacement 
aircraft tor the CF-100. 'I'h1s problem waa • be:11,g actively 
studied at the official level and in December 1t had been 
on tbe Cabinet agenda but not discussed . The press 
story would undoubtedly give rise to questi.ons which 
would be embarrassing. 

12. Dt1rir1g the discQasion the form of a possible 
answer was d1seuasedbr1et1y. Thel'e had been several 
stories over the past few weeks and montha. It would 
be desirable for the government to reach a decision on 
the mattei:- soon. 

13. The Cabin~J; agreed to consider ne:ttweek 
the qu~stion of a replacement aircraft for the CF-100 
for R. C .A .1" . air defence operati.•ons 1n Canada. 

A oiotmen t; Audi tor Oene ral 
Frev:tous re!'erence an. 

14. 'rhe Cabinet approved the appo1n tment or 
Mr, Andrew MaxwelI Henderson as Auditor Oeneral o:f 
Canada, ef'i'ect1ve March lst., 1960. 

(An o.roer in council' was passed accordingly; 
P .c. 1960-114, Jan. 29.) 

United Nat.ions; Pres ide ncy 

15. The Cab1n.e_t; agreed t hat Canada should support 
the represen.ta t!ve of Ireland at the United Nations, Mr. 
13oland_. f'or the Preaidencv oi' that ore:an:izat:'1.orL 
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l. The Mini ster ee said 
that, s1nce th~ summer o , • e s o Starr 
had been working on a d.1~ct1tm f'rom the Cabinet Defence 
Committee to 1:nvest:,tgate and submit pr9posa1s for uany 
additional in.teroeptor aircraft of a proven developed 
type that may be required in lieu o .f the CF-10511 • 

The Sov1et Air Foree had in aerviQe t ,oday, a 
j e t bomber force of' 01rer 1100 aircr~ft l'Jhioh would have 
a useful life .for :some years to come ; they const1.tuted 
a threat to North America in the early 1960 1s. The 
United Kingdom and the United Sta t e s planned to use 
supersonic inte'ree ptora for a time .. Analyses showed 
that the CF-100 Mk. V was no longer operationally 
sausraetory against the present Russian bomber ttrreat 
and 1 t waa impracticable to modify 1 t to oa.:rey a nuclear 
air-,to--a1r missile . The Chters or Starr had confirmed 
the continued need for the ope:ra•tion of 1.nteroeptor 
a.ire raft in Cana.di.an. airspace. 

General Kuter, Commander- i .n Chief or NORAD, 
had recomme nded an air de.fence plan whioh includeO the 
withdrawal of the present nine CF-100 squadrons, commen­
ei:ng in 1960~ and their replacement, to be completed by 
1962 ,. by six s.quadrons equipped with supersonic aircrai't 
capable of.' carryini air .. to•air nuclear missiles. This 
pla.n was being studied by the Chiefs of Start. 

The Chief of the Air Staff had 1.nvestigated 
possibilities and methocla of obtaining a limlted number 
oft supersonic 1nte s to replace the CF .. 100, 
ccmmencin.g late in 1 .. Amon.fSat those cons1d.ered was 
an all-weather version of the li!-1040 but such an aircraft, 
even it' 1t could be manufactur-ed soon, which it could not, 
would not be compatible with the SAGE environment and 
the ref ore would be or little us,e in the d~renoe syst•em 
or North America. Howevery it was learned that the United 
States Air Foree would coms1der n,aking available to the 
R.C .A.F. sixt,y-six F-101.B .. all .. weather e.:i:reraft by re­
equipping u.s.A.F. squadrons in less critical areas with 
a shorter range aircraft. The F,lOlB was the most :au1 table 
U.S. ~rcratt available t,o replace the CF-100. Deli.very 
could start in July, 1960 ·~d be compl1,..ted in March~ 1961. 
Having a greater opera..tlonal capacity than the CF-100 and 
being capable of cal'l':'Jing a nuclear air-to-a1r miseUe, 
these a1rcraf t could be deployed 1,11 five squadrons of 12 
aircra.rt each. replacing the present nine squadrons of 
18 aircrat't, thuG r educing the manpower and operatins 
requirements. The total cost or 66 P~01B•a 1 1nclud.1ng 
spares, ground support Glquiprnen t , weapons, training' 
equipment and eonstructignJ was estimated . to be approxi­
mately $180 million. A cost-s,hat".ing arrangement with the 
U .s. might be possible and payments m.ight be spread ovei-
a period or years .. • 

The U.S.iLF. were anxious to transfer as many 
,._r, +.i.. ... '4 ... Aof'•o ·r,,..o ,.,.,..,.,,,1+ .. mon+,1:.I 1n {"'.,:,r,~riJf! :Aij[( nnAAi.hl,@._ as 
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In gene1•al, the oonolusions w~re that the 
CF-100 was no longer operationally satisfactory to 
deal with the present bomber threat , . that for .some 
time any attack on North America would probably include 
mann.ed bombers as well as ICBH 1 s, that it wou:ld be 
prudent to prov.1.de in terceptor and BOMARC weapons to 
assist in the defence of the deterrent. for the next 
three to i'lve years and that; in addition to thi.s role, 
a 1im1ted number of supersonic :fighters were needed for 
identific.ation purposes and to e.xercige the warning and 
interceptor system. 

The Chiefs or Starr had oonolu.ded that, if 
aa.tiafactory arrangaments could be made, a small number 
of aircra..rt should be procured froro the U.S. On their 
ad.vl.ce., the runi.ste.r .recommended that negotiations be 
entered into with thi? U.S. Defense Department to proeure 
66 F-lOlB 1 s, either through a cost-shaving arrangement or 
by Canada asswn1ng the responsib:Hlty for the manning and 
roaintenan.ce of certain U.S.A.F. installations in Canada; 
the reaul ts of: these negotiations to be :reported to 
Cabinet in due course for cons1dera~1•on. 

An explanatory mernoranch.Jm had been circulated, 
(Minister 1s memorandum, Feb. l, - Ca.b. Poe. 34/60) .. 

2. Mr. Pearkes added that it \'ras the belief 
of the Chiera 'iff' '"Slarr ffiat a bomber threat would exist 
until, 1965. C-.in-C NORAD 1 s estimate ,,,as unti.l 1970, 
Mr. Pearkes agreed ~,.tth the Canadian Chiefs' view. A 
decidon had to be :reached soon on his r ecommendation 
because comments on NORAD's latest defence pl.an could 
not be long t}elayed, The CF-100 was really out of date 
now. 

3. The Prime Minister said tha:t the f'irst. 
question ra.:tsea • by the ·· proposal was whether, having 
regard to the decision to cancel the CF-105 and the 
traditional Canadian position against accepting mutual 
aid, the government could agree to an arrangement under 
wh1on the United States would pa.y a share of the cost of 
equipment to be used by Canad1.an to:rces. 

4. 

(a}, . A coot-.snar1ng arr-angernent for these 
aircraf't, ,de spite · :U;s advantages, was poH t1cally 
1.ntolerablc i n all the circumstances, 

(b) On the other han<l, a decision to acquire 
F-10l:13 1 s from the U.S. Without payment or on a .::;:1n:-ed 
basis could be de fended on the ground that they 
would · be used to de fend the· deterrent. Hcnieve:r; to 
try to justi.fy such a decision in t ,enna o.r these . 
airc.raft being a.equired as a replacement for the 

·Arrow would be impossible. 

( c) A reasonao.le oase for purc,hase could 'be 
made ,on the basis that the aircraft ,1ould help to 
stren.gthen North American defence for a time., at 
much l e ss cos:t than the Arrow, 
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(d) The F-:3.0lB should have been considered 
as an a::it~rnative to the Arrow long before the 
decision to <:Hlncel the latter aeroplane was taken . 
To this 1t was said that the version of the P.lOU 
now being discussed v,as a: dif'ferent ma.chine to • 
the fil.iOlB of two or . three years ago. 

(e) Apart fro.rn the diffic-ulticl.S of acquiring 
the~e in the face or the Arrow decision~ the R.C.AJ? . , 
with only 66 aircraft, would nave very little errect .. 
i.veness against a Soviet bomber attack. Regardless 
of the nature and extent of the def'erioes, many 
bombers would g,rt through. Instead of obta.1n1n.g 
any more 1.nteroeptot"s the other ele-men,ts of' the 
R .. C.A,F. should be strengthened . 

(r) Canadians did not worry too much about 
U. S. expenditures 1n Canada for t he defence of 
lforth ltmerica. If the U. S. wanted to provid.e tnore 
interc,ep.tor dof'ence, let them do it. But if the 
goverrunent obtained U.S. airorart now f'or the R.C.A,F. 
1t. would be laughed out of court. 

(g) If it were accepted that there was no 
need for defence against the manned bomber 7 then 
the OOr'1ARC: p:rogrammes should be cancelled an.d the 
radars dismantled. 

(h) After a good deal or thought and with 
sorne trepidation; the United Ki.ngdom had formally 
announced that there was no defence against the 
present threat. The publlc response had been 
wonderment that, i t had taken the gOV$rnment so 
long to find out. 

(1) The dilemma was simply this. If no more 
interceptors l'tere supplied, the U. s. might well take 
over this fom at defence in Canada with all that 
such a course implied for natiorial soverei.gnty. On 
the othe.r hand. to acquire the F-lOlB i s, as had been 
proposed ;. would be most embarrassing in the 11,ght o,f 
,all the sto.t ementa made in connection with the Aroow . 

(J) A final decision was not necessary 
immediately. All that was required was authot'ity 
to discuss the proposHlon outlined by the Min18ter 
with the U.S. NORAD I s recommendati.o:n was only the 
recommendation of a field commander and what the U.S. 
government felt about 1t was not yet .kno\'m . Agree .. 
ment to discuss, however, implied a willingness to 
have the C~l00's in Canad.a replaced with ~01.Bts. 
If the deciSion we re not t o re-equip,, then the CF-100 
equadrons should be disband.cd quit,e soon. 

(k) Adding more BOMARC 1 s to the air defence 
system would be easier to justify than bu-yi,ng 
interc.eptot>s . 

(1) Whatever toe dec1s1on was to be, it had 
to be ta.ken in the interest o:f the nation• s security> 
no rna.tter no,w painful that might be , and no·t for 
,.._.l.,'l,_ - ·~- - - · - ~ -
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GECRET 

- 5 ... 

{m) It was d.oubtful if a de oision not to 
replace t -he cF .... J.00 s,quadrons would malce a nullity 
of NORAD•. 

5. Th~ P ; e Min ste:r added tnat he did n.ot 
see how he cou d swa . a .e had said f'ollO\'tlng the 
cro\cellat:ion of the Arrow. He and the Minlste:r were 
re·sponsi'ble. Ii' other aircraft ~hould now be acqu1Nd 
to p:rote,ot the nat.ional securitY1 perhaps it would be 
possible to do it H' some changes in pe rsonnel 1'lere made. 

6. The Cafbinet postponed. <lec1s1on on the 
proposals of tne Minister of Nati<.mal. D.efence for d.is­
cussions with the (LS. government to a.scertain on. what 
terms .1..t might be possible to arrange the repla.oe111oent 
of the R.C . A.F. 1 S CF-lOO's in Oart('l.da. 

http://data2.archives.ca/e/e040/e000981673 .gif 

R. B. Bry~e, 
Secl'etacy to the Cabinet. 

Page 1 of 1 

3/16/2011 



- 2 -

l!Tl ovcments 1n air defence; 
replaoem . a1rora'ft • fq:r CF-100-.sfn Canada 

(P'revloua reference Feb. 11 

1. The Minister ot National Defence~ using 
a map, 1nformea"Ehe'"Cabinet on the ioca£1on o'T inter• 
ceptor and BOMARC squadrons 1n Canada and indicated the 
depth or the defences these weapons provided. The 
coverage of thi,a form of defence wa.s governed by the 
l ocation of the Pine tree stations and t he warning lines. 
I r i several. years ago, 1t had been ph:ys1c;allY and 
!'1.nanoi.ally possible to have situated the Pinetre,e radars 
further· north# thla would probably have been done and the 
OOMARC and interceptor bases consequently would have been 
fu;rth1,;ir" north too. The· expected range ot the OOMARC uB11 

was bet..teen 400 and 500 ltl1les,, that of the "A", abou·t 
150 to 200 miles. 

2. Mr. Pearkes also read a copy of a letter 
sent to the U.~. defence a.u.t ,hor1t1es, when the Pinetree 
stations we'.I'e first being installed in August, 1951, 
recording the understanding of the Cam dian Government 
that the conclusion of the agreement f'or a one-third: 
two-thirds coat-sharing arrangement in no way implied 
that Canada was to be regarded. as a recipient o.f a.id. 
Perhaps a eo:at-shari.ng arrangement for' the F-lO.lB • s eould 
be regaroe<i 1n a similar light. 

3. The Prime Minister sa.io that a committee of 
the Ministers wfio were membe:ra of the Cabinet Defence 
Committee plus Messrs. Church:1.11, Harkness,. Nowlan and 
MacLean should meet to oons1der the proposal and .maJc-e 
recommendat.ions. If the Committee reported that security 
demanded the acqu.1si tion of these ai rcra.tt ~ then that 
would have to 'b-e the deoision. To purchase them, however, 
would oause great difficulti,es. !t would pla.ce him and 
the Minister ot Na.ti,onal Defence in impossible positions,. 
On the other hand, failure to t'e-equi.p would 'be bad t'or 
the tnO'X'ale of the R.C.A .F , He thought the public had be,en 
convinced of the wisdom •Of the government I s deci.s1on to 
cancel the Arrow. To obtain other aircraft now in the 
face of statements that the threat or the manned bomber 
was dimini.Shing and that the day o.f' the interceptor would 
soon be over would. be most embarrass.1.ng unless a reasona'ble 
explanati.on could be given. Additional BOMARC's in Canada 
might be an. al ternat:1.,ve. • The Committee should first 
e.xami.n,e carefully what had been said publicly by himsel .f 
and, other Ministers about cancelU:ng the Arrow a:n~, in the 
light of that, consider what was possible. ln any event, 
'the aaf:ety of the nation should be the paramount consider­
ation . no matter what the consequences. He had be,en against 
cance Hing the Arrow bu.t had been persuaded otherwlse. 

. 4. During thie brier d 1aouss1on it wae said. that,, 
even though a Ioglcal,, reasoned case might be made for 
obtaining the F-lOlB's, au.eh a decision could not be 
explained to the public. The repercuss1o:ns of telling 
CINCNORAD that Canada was not prepared to re-equ,ip tbe 
CF .. 100 :sq,uarrons would n.ot b:e too great • 
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