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= The attoehoed summsry of o disguiaition of

Profocovr T. BLISHCHENKO In Igyestiyae 2lst June, 19G7
en creation of o Zuroueen coliective gecurity ayoten
wao cireuloted in Oroup I of the Harmel Lxergice on
Z7th Juno, 1967 by thoe Cerpon Delegation,

BLICHGIENEG ' o article i gignificnnt as one
of the most deteiled Loviot sttaapte to date to spell
out what U030 spokeomen cweon vhen they apealr of

. "maropesnh eclicetive ceoourity’, and we ouch, ney be of
more then routine intercot. I sm formerding tho swmery
to you in gone you hove not olrecdy recalied & COET.
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German Delegation - ) Paris, 27 June 1967

I. In its edition of 21st June, the "Isvestija" publishea a
lengthy article by I. Blishchenko, professor of international
law, commenting on proposals made at the Karlsbad conference

on a collective security system in Europe. The foremost pro-
blem in the creation of a collective security system was feCOgd
nition of the real situation as it is expressed in the stan-
dards of intermational law. As was known, the Potsdam agree-
ments of 1945 had established an international legal basis

for a peaceful post-war settlement of the frontier'question.
The absolute necessity of recognizing the Oder-Neisse-line
followed from these agreements. The demand for recognition was
based on the principle,generally accepted under international
law, of the territorial ihtegrity of states pursuant 1o Ar-
ticle 2, para 4, of the United Nations Charter. Recognition

of the existing -situation in Europe was a most important con-
dition in view of the revision demanded by Bonn. Any reasonably
thinking person would realize that the effectiveness of the
security system was dependent upon the participation of all
European.étates on the basis of equality of rights. This con-
cerned first of all the two German states.

II. The principle content of the security system was, accor-
ding to Blishchenko, the contractual commitments by all Buro-
pean states on a renunciation of force, or threat of force, x
and non -interference in the internal affairs of other states.
Renunciation of force was closely connected with the obligation
assumed by the European states not to disseminate nuclear
weapons and not to accept them in any form. The policy of the
Federal Repuﬁlic placed obstacles in the way towards this aim.
The effectiveness of a European security system was therefore

“dependent on the measure in which the European states succeédéd
" to keep the Federal Republic away frOm nuclear weapons in any form,
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The conclusion of a treaty concerning the renunciation of
force would make it possible to dissolve. both NATO and the
Warsaw Treaty organizations and reduce the burden of the de-
fence budget. It is true that a poésible accession of thé
Federal Republic of Germany to a non—proliferation treaty V
was qualified by the remark that technical and industrial
preconditions for the production of nuclear weapons would be

created there,

- The security system would have to be based on the strict ob-

servation of the principle of non-interference;, and every
state should be free to solve the gquestion of its development
as long as it did not threaten international peace and se-
curity. A system should be established for the settlement

of disputes by amical arrangements or arbitration, in which

_either special committees, or third countries, or international

organizations, would function as todies for the settlement of
disputes.

Since the establishment of a collective security system in
Europe was difficult, one would first have tc arrive at a
contractual settlement of partial questions. The creation of
nuclear-ffee zones, the dissolution of foreign military bases,
and non-aggression pacts between the member countries of the
Warsaw Treaty and those of NATO, were called partial aims.

the present intérnational law provided a basis for a security
system serving the intérests of all Buropean states and peace.






