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SOVIEST WCREIGIT PCLICY A3ID LUXOPL

Thic note briefly exaninecs Joviet Zuropean policy,
chiefly in the light of the l.arch cycle of election speeches
by 3rcezhnev, Kosycin end Fodgorny as well as other public
statemento(l).

It may be argued that the public renariis of Joviet
leaders do not reflect the ULCR'a "aetual intentions",
However, taerc is no convincing evidence to show that soviet
diplomacy runs on an clleged "double track', If allowance is
made for the peculiar nature of loviet Conmunist senantics,
the stated objectives nmoy be taken as real ones, ‘

bbbttt

. ls The election cpecches of all threce top Soviet
leaders expreuvsed concidereble satiufaction with the course
of recent developments in Turope and the "relaxation of
tenuion' there, lYodgorny, for cxaaple, noted taat the "active
policy of the soclalist and other peaceloving states, und the
percictent activities of c2ll democratic forces are beginning
to bear frult," Drezhnev sald, "The confident and consistent
efforts by sociullist states in ithe Luropean arena are
producing; taagible results," Tosygin culd, '.t the conference
in Bucharect, the ne-ber statcc of the .arsav Treaty put
forward a concrete politicul procran...it can be noted with
patisfaction that this projram ic rinding cver greater support
in all countriec of _urope,”

Brezhnev sald, "./e Comrunistoc belicve taat viching
alone, acpenle for co=opcration, cnd even readinecs to
develop such co=operation wetwveen thc cocialist and capitalist:
countries of Zurope in conforaity uith the . rinei)le of peace=-
ful coexistence are not enough to safeguard luropean securlity,
fqually neccessary ic active, 1rrcconcllable and persistent
strugsle azainst everytaing that eadangers peace in Jurope."
wosygin added, "It vould have been naive to cxpeet it (the
process of reducing tenslon) to occur automatically without
ony effort, without any strugsle." Thus, the Loviet expression
of détente, ac in the past, gives the impression of a vigorous
nolitieal otruggle toward certain fixcd goals rather than a
reopite from expense or cifort. Détente is portrayed in terms
of a gradunl .estern acquicocecence to a concrete uoviet or
"goelaliot” political programne,

(1) 4n znnex of excerpts from recent Soviet statements and
press articles on LZuropean security is attached,
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2, If the voviet view of détente in “urope io
"gstruggle", the federal Republic of Germany (FRG) ic the
primary target of that struggle. Brezhnev sold, "As the
idea of cnsuring peace, security, and pecceful co=operation
in Europe gains ground among Zuropean states, it is
becoming increasingly clear that the aggressive policy of
Vest German imperialicm,...is the main obstacle to the
solution of this important problem," Radio lioscow in French
to Curope on 28th February reiterated: "llovever important
the economic problem is, however profitable cultural
co=gperation may be, the essential point is to stiengthen
peace on the continent and to suppress the danger of war
originating in Vest Germany." All thc Soviet ilarch elcetion
speeches continued to link détente with the political
isolation of the Federal Republic and the imposition there
of Soviet pre-conditions for détcnte, ¥or example, Brechnev
expressed satisfaction that "no iestern Luropean state" now
supports the FRG's position on post=iorld .,ar II borders
although, he said, "unfortunately many of them are not
consistent and avoid stating their views,..publicly"; and
that there is a "wide coincidence of views between Lastern
and viestern Europe" on FRG access to nuclear veapons.
Brezhnev and Kosygin agoin repected their denial that the
FRG coalition govermment has yct made any meaningful change
in FRG foreign policy, vhile indicating lioscow's willingness
for détente at the familiar Soviet price: ronunciation of
territorial clains, nuclear weapons, the clain to reprcsent
all of Germany, and (Fodgorny addedf the clain to Jest Berlin.
Kosygin added,. "1if \iestorn Germany continues to pursue a
policy which bars the way to a broad détente, then sharp
contradictions will arise vith nmost liest Lurocpean states, and
gshe will f£ind herself in a state of conplete isolaticn."
Kosygin stated in liarch = “ior a relaxation of tenosion in
Curope it is cosontial obove all to realize that the rosults
of the Lecond jorld '/ar have been established as a fim
political fact and cannot be subjected to revision
form," Xosygin'o spcech of 3rd August summed up:
relations with the FRG will naturally depend largely on ite
line in questions of Luropcan security." Vith rcspect to
Germany, then, the Sovict desirc to operate in a climate of
reduced tension is a form of political action directed at
freezing the Central Buropean status » including the
indefinite division of Germany into two or three states, and
at ovoking differences within the Bonn coalition and distrust
and hostility between dcnocratic Germany and its Allies,
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"Return to Potsdam™ has been a regular 3oviet
détente theme, most categorically reaffimmed by Gromyiko in
December 1965 to the Supreme Soviet: "The Soviet Union,
true to its commitments, Judges and will continue to Judge
the actions of particular powers in (European) sacurity
matters primarily on the basis of how they conply with the
Potsdam Agreement, on respect for vhich it bullds and will
continuc to build its policy with respect to the FRG.," It
would be easy to misunderstand or minimize the full force of
this statemcnt of Soviet policy on Germany: for a “return
to Potsdam" means literally a return to occupation control,
to discrimination and disarmament, and to the pre-~Paris
Ligreement period vhen Germany, not yet accepted as a NATO
menber, was just property to be disposed of, In a wider
European context, “"return to rotsdam" connotes a harking
back to a Stalinist inundation of Lastern Europe and a power
vacuun in niddle Zurope dominated by the giant Soviet state,

Use of the lure of the future reunification of
Germany to induce the FRG to reorient her ties in the
direction of a Soviet-formulated gtatus arrangenent is
implicit in such statements as Gronyko's gpmme Soviet
speech, "The FRG ruling circles have bartered the unity of
Germany for the Bundeswehr...and NIATO", or Gromyko's hints
at a "choice between 'pan-Curopean’ co-operation and a policy
of peace" on the one hand and a IFFRG ITATO policy on the other,
Kosygin's liarch election speech rcpeated, "If the leaders of
the new German Government were to base their policy on the
results of the Second ..orld Var,...there is no doubt that
such steps would find an appropriate rcsponse fron the
Soviet Union..." :

At Bremen on 29th Liarch, Semyon Tsarapliin, Soviet
Anbassador to Donn, hintod at "positive changes" in the FRG
(this is the first time a soviet spokesman has gone so far),
but at the same time he stressed that FRG recognition of the
Pankow régime is a prercquisitec for better FRE=UCGUR
relationo. Tsarapkin said, "I an confident not only that
we shall achieve a nornalization of relations between Donn

and lioscow on the basis of the present situation, but also
that we shall gomedoy e0tablish g!enﬁ relations." Thus,
Tsarapkin sees "normalization" contingent upon Bonn's _
acceptance of the Uoviet gtatus quo package, while inplying

that "friendly" relations nust avalt still other SJoviet
political provisos, -
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4is for a hypothetical “post-détente” reunification
of both Gernan states, thc usoviets have had little to say.
Hovever, the Bucharest Declaration's formula was "...the
way to thie lies through relaxation; through gradual
rapyprochenent between the two sovereign German states, and
agreenent hetween then, through agreements on disarmanent
in Germany and burope, and on the basis of the principle
that vhen Germany is reunited, thc united Germon state would
be truly peaceful and democratic and would ncver agoin be a
danger to its neighbours or to peace in Lurope.” In Joviet
terminology, generally no state quolifies as “truly peaceful
and demccratic" unless ruled By a Comiunist porty, preferably
Soviet-controlled, Thus, thc ultimate condition of German
reunification would seen to be that both Germaonles be

~"gocialist" even after a gstatus quo comprised of tvo or

three German states had been long consolidated, and unspeci-
fied but major disarmament neasures effccted throughout
Europe, In other words, "détente" over Germany means to the
Soviets that Germany would remain divided, disarmed, and
"neutralized” or "socialized" under Soviet auspices until

the political topeography of ILurope had altercd to accord with
Soviet interests.

3. The lLiarch speeches of Brezhnev, iZosygin, and
Podgorny all equcted the idea of détente with the deeline
or disappearance of NATCO, and with IZuropean co-operation free
from the so-called "discrimination and linitations of bloes."
Said‘Kosygin, ",..in many 'estern Duropean states the
bankruptey of the policy associoted with the NATO military
bloc is being recognized.” ILarlier, Brezhnev, in an October
speech to the Rally of Brotherhood in lioscow, had even nore
condidly expressed this Joviet objective: "The consistently
peaceloving policy of the iiarsaw ir'sct countrics is
inerecasingly undermining the very foundations of the .so=called
Ilorth Atlantic policy, which is dictated to the i/lestern .
European countries from ovcrseas. The aggressive NATO bloe
has been stagyering and showing fissures, In the ..est, too,
the conviction is growing that the whole ITATO gysten is 8
dangerous anachronism designed to preserve artificinlly a

spirit of cold war and mistruat in Turope."

- . Kosygin, in a 1966 spcech, elaborated the Soviet
anti=I.i70 slant, equating "“relaxation of military tension" in
Europe with disbanding the nilitory-political alliances or
as_a first step...disbanding their nilitary corganizations
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and also...Climinating foreign military bascs on the Luropcan
continent" (Pravda, Lth fugust, 1966), The Bucherest
Declaration called for "withdrawal of all foreign armed

forces from olien territoriec within thelr national frontierg',
and "liquidation of foreign war bases’,

Appeals for this sort of "base-less" détente, if
literally executed, would of coursc tip the relative conti~
nental power belance in favour of the USSR, and underline a
continuing Soviet desire to weaken, undermine (in Brezhnev's
phrase), or eventually end the Atlantic Allionce and to detach
the United utates fronm Durope. lir, Khrushchev lecarned, and
the present Soviet leaderchip now secms to have relcarned an
important lesson from thelr post=war coxpericnce in Lurope:
"reduced tensions" can tend to :.roduce cheap politicol gains
for the USSR by encouraging "flssiparous tendencies" in the
Viest, and thereby strengthening the Soviet camp relative to
the iiestern countries.

4. Another prominent factor in the Soviet conception
of détente is the vaguely articulated "pan<Buropeanisn"
which the USS: has promoted as a possible security alternative
to HATO, "The awareness is grouving in the majority of iest
European countries belonging to HATO that...the real threat
to peace in Iurope nowv cones from the Bonn militarists who
cling stubbornly to the c¢old war... As for the Duropcan
countries, the majority of them cannot but realize that their
national interests can bc cnsured not by seeking some speclal
privileges within the JATO framewveork but by setting up a
stable system of Buropean security." (Boris Gurnov, Pravda,
20th February, 1967).

Brezhnev said in October, "Influcnced by constructive
ideas from the socialist statcs, sentinments are increasing
for creating a pan-LCuropean gysten of inter-state relations
in vhich, as the Bucharest Declaration said co well, security
for each would at the sanc time be sceurity for all." -
Podgorny in L.arch referred to a "pan-Buropean security systen
under vhich each ond every gstate would not fcel anxious sbout
its peaceful tomorrow." iiardly through coincidence, "pan=
Europeanisn" is reportedly slatecd to be the basic linc at
any forthcoming meeting of uropcon JUoninist partics ond in
Comrmnist=front activity coacerning Suropean security sponsored
by the ".orld Peace Council,
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Notably, the Soviet lcadership'c liarch speeches,
unlike some previous occasions, did not mention the 1ldea
of a LDuropean sccurity conferance ained at achieving a
European security pact, Xosygin's speech, for cxample,
merely hinted in a low key that "the idea that sccurity in
Europe and the solution of ito problens could be best
ensured by,..developing co-operation on a pan-European basis
is penetrating more and more deeply into the consciousness
of wide strata of the population.,” It would seem, thorecfore,
that the Soviets hereby mean deliberately to encourage a
sense of formless 'détente” fluidity and expectation in
V/lestern public opinion und the Jestern official mind vhile,;
for the present, stopping short of concrete proce&urnl
proposals.

This Soviet campaign recalls the "Europe for the
Eur0peanﬂ“ theme in Khrushchev's call in February 195G for
a Duropean regional security orgenization (through which the
USSR could have hoped to eradicate anti-Conmunist tendencies
in ‘/estern Zurope and,; once the U,5, was out of Hurope, to
dominate the new orgunization) .

The oft-expressed Joviet concern over eliminating
the "discrimination and limitations of blocs" and "special
or exclusive iestern Luropesn groupings or privileges" in
Europe has clearly registored the .SUR's opponition not
only to IIATO but to the ingtitution of a comaon ./Jestern
European narket, This continuing thread in recent Loviet
gstatements is reminiscent of the earlier USSR proposal at
Geneva in lLarch 1956 of "a pan-Buropean agreement on econonic
co-operation" to be prepared under the guldance of the UN

Zeononic Commission for Zurope (ECE), This arrangement,
the Soviets said at the time, would replace or superaede
the ‘/estern OZEC.

The hostile Soviet attitude towards l/estorn
1ntegration would tend to ocuggest that, iater alia, the
Soviet demand for total Germen renunclation of nuclear
weapons applics not only to Germany but, by inference, to
a possible Unlted Europe vhich included Germany or the
Federal Republic.
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"Détente" ipnored. Covict cpokesnmen continuatily
insinuate that the United States is not a luropean state
and that "pan-Duropeanism' ond the security confercnce
should constitute an assertion of Luropecan independence
vis~-a-vis the United Stotes. For cxomple, thc Bucharest
Declaration states, ".,.the aims of United Gtates policy
have nothing to do with the vital interests of the Iuropean
peoples, with the tasks of Luropcan security." KXosygin,
more coyly, stated in Paris 1in Deccnber and again at London
in February that “"Europeans thomselves should declde"
whether the U.S, might participate,

Soviet opacity about the U,S5, rfle in Iurope
cctually marks a regression from 1954, when the USCR, in
order to undercut IIATO and the Fraris Agrecments, invited
23 Buropean nations and the United States to a Luropean
security conference in i.08¢0V.

0till another Soviet objective inmplicit in the
security conference idea has been expressed: "The /est has
as8 yet shown no signs of readiness to convone a Luropean
conference at the governmental level primarily because the
leaders of the Germon Federal Republic stubbornly refuse to
sit at the same conferencc table with the leaders of the
other German state, the GDR...the day will come vhen all
Buropeans, including the Germans of both German ctates, will
sit at a ocingle conference tablc to discuss carnestly their
pressing natters,"” Prinarily through prcss com.ent such as
this (Yuriy Zhukov, i'ravda, lst November, 1966), the Soviets
have clearly signalled that onother objective of the
Curopean security conference idea would be the attondance
of the Ulbricht régime, that is, as o prelininary step the
‘/est would have to recognlize, at least tacitly, the Loviet
Zonc as an independent state,

Jhat now seens chiefly to matter to the Soviects,
in the short run at lcast, is whether through “pan=European’
détente the /estern Duropean statcs can be induced to follow
a line sufficiently “independent” of .jashington for Coviet
purposes, In October Drezhnev hinted: “There are new
forccs, new countrics, new hopes, and new people in lurope
who want to decide their owm affairs thenselwves without
interference from outside.®
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Ultimately, promotion of the "pan=furope" idea
recalls the other attempts of voviet diplonmacy ever since
Potsdam to diminish or remove the Ancerican presence in
Europe, and the traditional Loviet desire to foster a looscly
organized "greater' Surope wvhere the Coviet Union would be
the arbiter and natural ruler umong divided and weaker
countries, In this recspect hostility to the very cxistence
of INATC remainc a constant of Loviet policy.

5 "It might be asked vhy woviet diplonacy has chosen
this particular noment for stepping up efforts in the
search for solutions to eliminate the threat of war in
Europe and to improve the estmosphere there." li. iiatveyev's
three reasons (szgatixg, 15th June, 1,66) answvered his own
question: "Iore nore (i/est Buropean) governnental
figures are coming to the practical conclusion that they
must respond and react favourably, not unfavourably, to the
foreign policy actions of the cocialist countries... The
French example...a strengthening of rFrance's position in
Western Zurop€...(rid) of the onerocus tutelage of the U,U.A.
eea The intensification of thc U.S,..'s aggressiveness causes
bourgeois politicians to shy away from close alignnent with
such a partner out of fear their fingers wvill be burmed."

Statements such as this attest to the fact that
Soviet interest has shifted from the not-so=revolutionary

EBuropean working classes to the "bourpgeoisie" and to particular

nationalist susceptibilities as the political target and
effective lever through which the USSR hopes for an even
greater influence on the policy of ‘‘estern governments,

B s

In short, Soviet statements themselves indicate
that deep and basic last-/est political conflicts exist, and
that "détente" certainly does not imply a Soviet decire for
political compromise, particularly on the kcy question of
Germany's future, The Coviets believe that conditions are
ripe to take somevhat nore positive steps towards moulding
a "New Iurope" in which cffective decisions would, in the
main, be Soviet ones, They aim at having a Zurope with very
loose links = if any = with the U,S. and in vhich the over-
whelming powver of the USIR would bec decisive in influencing
the policy of the other Zuropean countries,
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The USSR'c najor obJectives are an cnld to .10,
ito replacenent by a looce, divided Lurope, cnd consoli-
dation of thc Central "aropean status (uo.

bbb

“hile tne UUSR's intcrests in Luropc, co its
leaders enuncilate thej, have changed unappreciaoly in broad
outline, clearly the UCTJ.! has been forced to accept the
necessity of advancing thege interests by nore 1ndirect and
political means rather than by the militant advoecacy of
revolution, the use of force, or nilitary threcat ond pressurce.

The moet imvortant causes of this ceexn to de mutual
deterronce in the strotegic weapons ficld, the fim
reoisctunce of ILVIC members to Sovict probeos, ond the ccononic
growth of .estern .urore, with politiccl and social conoe=-
guencegs unfavourable to revolutionary potontialitieu.

Thus, the Lovict résiue now operates prinuarily on
the planc of politicul rivulry, striving to incrcase ito
pover, influence, prectige, and cecurity asgainst the existing
distribution of power in Europe. Soviet pover uspliations
are clearly reflected in the faniliar duily uctivitics of
voviet diplomacy: seicctive cdilnictrative aarrascnent of
acceso to uesct lerlin, calcilated shiftc of politiecl favour
or econonlc ianducermentsc as betveen one [L..T70 ally und unother,
eaploitation of dicarnanent negotiutionc for political
advantaze, and cultural cxcaanges for pronasconda affocta or
technolo ;ical borroving.

Althouch less imnrediately hazarcouc than ¢ Girect
frontal challenge by forcey Soviet woliticel roves could,
if mishandled or unop_ogsed, dcelolvely affcct tic octebility
of rclative nover balunce of thc wWestern cnd Joviet coops,

In such a destabilized Burope, of course, nilitary
blacknail might become ecver more tonpting to Soviet
politicians still imbued wvith the universaolist ideas of
LarxisneLeninisn., Assertions of the US5R's rapidly groving
strateglc otrength would become morc probable and nore
persuasive to the extent thut the UJlSR developed into a
glant among lilliputians, :
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Jhile at present the Loviet régine does not wish
to take actlions which would project a threatening image
and so tend to re-cecnent soliduarity among the .'cotern allies,
its restraint could juickly disappear if the Joviet-promoted
vision of a "llew Jurope" becciec a rcality.
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AITEX A: SELDCTTD STATSIZNTS OIT SOVITT
EUROPEAIl POL

LEACEFUL COEXISTEIICE

"The Soviet pcople well Imow that all important
questions of international rclations, and primarily of
war and peace, of the scecurity of peoples, are being decided
in a relentless é furious strupgple in vhich the forces
of neace, sociclism, and progress crc opposed Wy imperialist
reaction." (Brezhnev, Tbilisi spoceh, 2nd November, 1966),

"By waging a strugglc against thc aggressive foreces
of imperialism and consistently following a Leninist policy
of peaceful coexistcnee among states with different social
systems, thc CPSU Ceontral Committee and the Soviet Government
have achieved further strengthening of our ecountry's
international positions” (Pravds cditorial, re: Deeeuber
CC CPSU Plenum, 15th Deecmber, 1966),

WATO AND FUROPLCAN SECURITY

"The consistently peacc-~loving pol of the
arsaw Pact countrics is increascingly undernin the ve
foundations of the so=callcd North Atlantic Poliey, wh

vest I

18 dictated to the opean countrics om overscas,
The aggTeesive ITATO bloe has been stoggering and showing
sipns of decp fissurcs, In the "est tooy, the conviction
now is growing that the vheole IIATO cystem is a dangerous
anachronisn decsigned to proscrve artificlolly a spirit of
cold wor and mutual distruct in .urope. Influenccd by
onstruetive idcas from thec soe gt statcs. g nents c
creasin or cxcating an=-Kurope srystenl of inter-ctatc
reclations in wvhich, as the Bucharest Declaration sald oo
well, seccurity for cach would at thc same timc be sccurity for
all, The idea of gusranteeing lesting pcacc and scecurity
in Surope by the collective efforts of all the Iuropean
coples is cver more confidently pushing its way through o.."
1ggg§hnev, Rally of Brotherhood speech, Pravda, 16th Oetobcr,
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"The idea of ensuring a rclioblc peoce and
gsecurity in Europe through the collective efforts of all
European peonles is morc and more surely becoming eredible, -
'this is being promoted in no small degrec by the movements
nov tekins place in public opinion in Testern countries,
In that part of Europe forcecs arc arising which no longer
wish to obey tho dietetes of the United States and are .
prepared to act to insure a new role for our continent in
preserving peace and cnsuring the sccurity of the pcoples,

The fresh wind of international détente is undcrmin%gg
¢ foundaotions o € BO=C e orth Atlantie polie

dictated to the countrics %; ..est Buropc from across the oecan,
e slanderous of a onmuni st danger” hag collapsed.

Understand is ripening omong FEuropcegns of the fact that the

"A confercnee on Euronean security and cooperation
could contribute to the cstablishment of a system of
collective sccurity in Suropce ... agreenent rcached at such
a conference could find cxprcession, for example, in a
general Europcan Declaration on cooperation for the
naintenanec and strengthening of k“uropcan security,"
(Buecharest Declaration, 5th July 1966), '

"The erisis of IIATO and its drastic agrravation
caused by Fronce's withdrawol from the bloc'’s nilitary
organization ‘sompels many participents of exclusive Weot
BEuropean groupings to revise their views and to admit that
the continent’s seccurity can be cnsured only cn a Europcon

° Cne incrcasingly hears in Britain tic voices Of
ose vho went o Rev approach to the problem of cooperation,
40 the dialogue between all Europeans and to the seareh for
repprochcment betwcen the Viest and the ast in Furope,”
(Brogin ond Orestov, Pprsvda, 5th February 1967). '

" ses the prograrme for their (countries of
socialism) joint actions in Europe is the Bucharest Decloration,
which hps already played a nositive »olc and which has ¢
groving influenec on the coursc of LCuropcan development ...

¥, ..the proposals for a general Europcan confercnce
to cxaonine the questions of cccurity and coopeiration in
Europe advanccd by the soeialist countrics is molking cver
grcater headway, vhis idea is alrcady supnorted in
principlc by Franec, Great Britain, Italy, and u nunber of
other Weoct Europeon states, It ic observed that vicws are
converging on questions of cordinal inportance for
ensuring pecace, such as the need to prevent " est Gernany
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from pgetting nuelcar weapons, recognition of the
inviolability of existing borders, snd others,"

"While noting thc positive factors we must not,
hovever, closc our eyes to the intrigues of the warmongers
in Eurone, The nuelear and territorial strivings of the
viest German ruling circles and their hostile poliecy towards
East Germany continuc to lead to the »nreservation of tension
on the contincnt." (Pravda editorisl, 18th February, 1967).

"The important fact is that the path of détente
which Burope has cntered is evidently leading from
_ i o s

"In th'i.s conncetion I nust also note that the USSR
ond France are paving the road that must be taken as an
example, However important the cconomic problenm is,
however E{1:';:1:'(:1'1i'.a’bll.e cultural cooperation ma.v be, the

It is preeiac ¥ the concern to streng;thcn European aecuri :
vhich forms thc basis of the friendship ond cooneration betwcen
the USSR and France ..." (Kuznetsov discuscion, Radio loscow
in French to L‘urope, 1730 GMT, 28th February 1967).

" ..The avarencss is growing in the majority of iest
Buropean countriecs bclonging to IIATO that the gourge of | .
danger 1ics clsowherc than in the plgec against wvhich NATO
strategists havc becen dirceting their military efforts all.
these ycars,  Broad sections of .ecst Duropean opin;lon 1
are coming to realize that the rce _

was rcecived with such great attention, intercst, ond
gratitude by the peoples of EuroPe,

“"Ag for the Europcan countrics, the nejority of them
cannot but rcalizc that their nationag tercsts can be
nsurcd not b scel:ing some .pm:mm-
VATO framevorkz, ond thus decpcning thce op of Buropc but
by 8¢ - D a gtoblc system of uuropcan sceurity."
Pravda, 20th Fcbruary 1967, Boris GURNOV).
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"If one turns to the development of thce situation
in Europe, it may bec noted that the aetive policy of the -
soelalist and other peaccloving statcs, ond the %erszstent
activities. of all dcnceratlc forecs cre beginning to beer
frulit. Understanding is orowing of thc neccocity of
elininatc obstacles hindering normal pan~Luropean cooperation,
ercation of a sceurity systcm under which cach and every
state would not fcel anxictics about its peaeceful tomorrow,"
(Podgornyy, losecow oblact spceehy, DPravde, 4th kcreh 1967),

GLRLANY

- ".e. a constructive ap-roach to the strengthcning
of peacc and sccurity in :uropc and throughout the world is
only nossible through a rcalistie ap.:roach, primarily
recognition of thec existence of two German states.”

(V. Koniyonov, Pravda, llth February 1967).

“(The ruling eircles of the Federal Rcpublie) should
proceed from the faet of the cxistence of two German states,
Abandon their intention to recarve the BEuropean frontiers,
and their claims to the cxelusive right to represent the
wvhole of Germany, give up their attenpts to bring pressure
to bear on statecs ready to reccognize the GDR, renouncc the
eriminel Iiunich dietates, and aclmovledge that it has been
null and void from the beginning," (Bucharcst Doceclaration,
5th July 196).

"Bonn is now engaging in old acts while usiﬂg only
slightly nevw words to change somcwvhat the comouflage of its
prcvious course," (Izvestiya, 27th Deccmber 1966

"Of coursc therec arc still guite a few obstacles on
the path to cnsuring the sccurity of Zurope's pcoples, The
question of Viest German revonchisim is as acute as cver,

The aims of VVegt German imperialism, unfortunatcly, are
unchanged,” (Brezhnev, specch, 13th January 19675.

"The statencnts and aetions of thc new Bonn Government -
indicatc that it has adopted the poliey of its predececscors,
a poliey subordinated to revanchist and nilitary ~oals,"
(Prgvda cditoriazl, 18th February 1967)

"But of coursc it would bc a mistelic to assume that the
dengers thrcatcening EBEuropcan pcaec arc pasts Above all it
mast bc said that the ncw Kicsinger Goveimment in the FRG
is trylng to conduct esscntially an 0ld policey ... that is
¢ revanehist policy.” (Podgornyy, speceh, Lth Larech 196?5°
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"The highelevel (Bucharcst) conference of socialist
states nlaces a caoicc before .est Germany: either it
rcnounces its collusion with the sggressive celreles of the
U.S.A:. and givcs up as & bad Jjob its policy of urging on
revonchist forces to poaths of new military adventures or it
will have to pay scvercly for thc conscaucnces of this policy."
(Ye, Pralnikov, Izvestiyo,26th July, 19GG)

: "The »uling clirecles of the FRG arc faced with a
cholce: cither to contribute Jointly with the other Luropcon
states to the strongthening of peacc, or to carry on their
previous peaccecndengering poliey. decepening the sulf
between themselvec and the rcst of .uronce.

"Objeetively spcaliings the Gerian peonles could
derive norc bcnefit than any other necoplc from the developmcnt
of pan=iuroneocn cooneration, Tor thenm it is not only a
guestion of cnsourinz their ovn sceurit: and vitally
inportnnt ccononic tico but olso a cuustion of gcarchcg for

The Juéanoan states ore egpible cf solvinu the qnﬂutiqna of
relationo between thom without outside intorfercnec oy
(Buechairest Declavation, 5th July 196G),

_ "Amcricon inperialis:i continucs to claim the role
of uninvitcd manager of _uropcan affairs ... in posing as the
cuardians of Jurone arce .ashington policy” lcaders rcally
unevare of how gbsurd sueh clains are in our tines?

Obviously thoy have forgottcn that therc gre new fo“gcs,
N ¢ in Suropc vho wont
crence

©_own affaire themselves, without inte
Brezhnev, Rally of Brotherhood Speech,
DPravda, 16¢h Octobor, 1986) .
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"In the .cstcran wuropcan countrics thonsclves

. the ccnviction 1o growing nore ond nove thaot I ¢ _can and
teelf the ; '

i y I 1
opcans from ou nide.“ (Turly Goloshubov, osti;zg,
24th November, 1966),

"As for U,5, participation in this conference,
it scens to me that this 18 & cuestion that sh d be

ecided 'b* the .uropc tricso sglves, whon they
o dee ¢ question, you rcecive on answer to it,"

(Kouycin, »ress conforcnec, Paris, 4th Toccmber 19G6).

“"The guthentie sccurity of .urone c% and m%ut

;Eo %aurcd y on a E%-';‘.uron: can basic ... ¢ United Statco

e grcat foree v vides surope into two bloes ...
those Viestern powers vwhieh wish to enourc their otn sceurity
to the detrinent of that of Iasstern Lurodc and the USGR are
pronoting by cny neans the rearmanent of Gernnony ond the .
incitenent of her against us," (Pravde, 8th Liareh, 1967
Yuriy Zhukov),

"Ancrican politicicns belicve that _uropecan affeirs -

as well ac /[oion and Latin .nerican affairs - caniot and
hould not be scttlcd without their interfercnee, This,
to put it nildly, strange logic has no. rcalistic deois,

In our view it eanzot be supported by ocny argunents about
U.,C. participeation in thc two world wars or the magnituce
of /merican eopital investnents in the VWestern Suropeon
ceONoLY . either the participation of the U,S,A, in the
scceond world waoir nor tho size of its gold rceserves in the
vaults of Fort Knox nalkc Aneriecans Europcans ... the
assertion of Amcrican politieians that thc supportcrs of
convening an all-iuropean conference arc endcavouring
completely to dcprive the U.0.A, of the rightto participate
in thc solution of Europcan problems arc unfounded, Io

onc belicves that the U.u.A. has no relation to Zuropean .:roblems.

The signaturcs of Ancriecan rcpresentatives sre on the

Potadanm docurents vwhich have a nost dircet bearing on
Buropcen affairs, But it is alco impossible to lcave out of
the reelkoning the faet that the U,S5.A, has not fulfilled the
obligation it acsumed with rcspcct to the eradication of
German nmilitarisn and the defence of pecesee in Surope, that

it is pursuing a policy at varicnce with previously

coneluded agrcencnts,

"Thc casence of the problen ic not that anyonc wants
to force the U,S5.A, out of Zuropc, It ic not the
Buropeans who are depriving the U.S.A. of tic right to
participate in the solution of problems of BEuropcan scecurity
ond the csteblischnent of ncaceful cooperation; on the

contrary vashington wants to deprive thc Europeans of this rigat..
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One would 1lilze to think thaot the jest Juropean Joverne

nents will deternine thacir nositions not according to
nerceptory shouts {rom overscas but on the basis of their
owm analyses of the aseturl situction in Buronc,

esoi8 Tar as the socialiot coumtricsc of CuroHne
are conccrncd they heve wpressed their vicwo elcaily and
definitely, They hove woriied out o practieccl progranmme of
cction for strenpgthening pcace and intecr-gtate cooneration
on the continent,

The first thins they arc proposing is that
reprcgentatives of gll Europeon states gatier oround a round
teble, Therc they will hear thc viewpoints of othor
countrics without oblization, without being bound by any
formulac and without any prcordninca deeisionts or rcsults,

Ac a stort, it is ncecosery to make a dceision to ncct,
All the rest is the subjcet of future talks," (G. Anatolyev,
Igvestiya, 13th eptember, 195G).

"Certa states

% iggd this csuropc onfcrence. 2

o not thinik effﬁer that tic roblc: of U,3. rcprcsentation
should beceone o stuzblinge block for the convuning of thiso
confercnec. hen o1l ic sald and donc it aight be
profitable to tho United Dtates to pect to lImow what the
Buropcans think in this respeet.” (v, Avdotovecikiy
comacntary, L'cscov ..adio in Ticaeh to lurope, 100 GIT

25th Janusiy 1967).






