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The Council a t  i t s  meeting o f  15th September, 1971 
directed  the  Polit ical  Committee t o  study  the  recent round o f  
d6marches by  Soviet  diplomatic  representatives  in  certain NATO 
capitals and t o  prepare a Chaimants Report on the  subjeot f o r  
the  Council’s  information. b o n g  the  questions t o  be examined 
by the  Clomittee w a s  the  degree of  ourrent  Soviet  interest i n  
a CES, as disclosed by these ddmarches a d  other  evidence. 

2. On 4th September, the Sov ie t  newspaper gravda 
published  the full t ex t  of  t he  Quadripartite Agreement which 
had been signed in Berliz? the  day before. Beside the text 4. R ‘ @ *  

appeared a lengthy editorial(1) , analysing  the  significance of v 

the Agreement from the  Soviet  point of view. Pravda credited 
the  accord t o  Soviet   in i t ia t ive and hailed it as a landmark 
on the road t o  European peace and seourity. The ed i tor ia l  
alluded  only in  passing t o  the convening o f  an all-European 
conference. Moreover, Pravda  avoided  addressing the  question 
of the  connection betwe- Berlin Agreement axd a CES, 
merely suggesting that the rapid entry  into  force of  t h i s  
i m p o r t a n t  agreement w o u l d  open perspectives f o r  l’the posit ive 
solution  also of other  outstanding and urgent problems o f  
Europeaa and world po l i t i c s”  

3 .  Between 6th and 14th September, the Soviet 
Ambassadors o r  ChargQs d’Affai=.es i n  Belgiwn, Canada, Denmark, 
I t a l y ,  Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway and Turkey made c a l l s  o n  
Poreign ldinisters o r  o ther   senior   off ic ia ls  of. the h o s t  
government. No such  approaches were made i n  Bonn, London,, Paris 
or Washington, presumably because  these  capitals  are  actively 
involved in the  phases of the Berlin  negotiations which remain 
t o  be concluded. The f a i l u r e  t o  make c a l l s  in other NATO 
capitals may have been due ‘Co other  circumstances  (e.g.  the fact 
that  Fortugal does not have diplomatic  relations  with  the USSR). 

4. A s  the  discussion  in  the  Polit ical  Committee made clear ,  
the bas ic  presentation raade by the S o v i e t  diplomats  followed  very 
closely  the  l ines of the Pravda edi tor ia l .  In their   individual  
comments and questions accompanying the  presentation,, however, 
some Soviet  representatives  evinced more interest   than  others i n  
the CES aspect. 

” 

(l) See Sovie t  and East European Docuae~tation, No. 4 
N A T O  C O N F I D E N T I L L  
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5. It was likewise  brought  out in the CIommittee discussion 
that,  although  the remarks made by the  Soviet diplomats  may not 
have created everywhere the  same impression,  there was 
nevertheless abundant co l la te ra l  evidence t o  prove that  the 
Scviet and Warsaw Pact  interest in the eventual convening of a 
CES continues  undiminished. In t h i s  connection, there were 
c i ted  @ter al+a  the talks held i n  fdoscom on 4th t o  9th Septembera) i'd" 

by senlor 'Purklsh officials; the official visits t o  Hungary and F ~ ~ ~ ~ . . c .  
Bulgaria, 8th t o  11th September, by  the Prenoh Foreign  Minister; 
m d  the conversations in the Crimea, lGth t o  18th September, cf&?. 
between the  Federal ChaYloellor and CPSU General Secretary 
B r e  ihnev. 

// & I .  

. .  
(Signed) Jijrg MSTL 

NATO , 
l110 Brussels. 
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