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1. The  CommuniquB( l) issued  after  the  meeting  of 
Warsaw Pact  Foreign  P;linister$..in 'Yarsaw, 30th Novem'ber to  
1st December, 1971 , made  no reference  to  force  r 'eductions. 
Accordingly, there  has been no chûnge in   the   publ ic   pos i t ion  
o f  the  Warsaw Pact on this subject  since  the Budapest 
Memorandum(2) o f  June 1970. 

II. OTHER COMMUNIQUES 

German-Soviet Communiqu6( 3 )  

The  Communiqué i ssued   fo l lowing   the   o f f ic ia l   v i s i t  
of the  German Foreign  Minister t o  Moscow, '25th t o  30th November, 
contained  the  following  paragraph: 

"The two s ides  had an exchange of views on the  
problem o f  the  reduction of forces and a m m e n t s  i n  
Europe and zgreed. thzt  a solution of t h i s  question - 

: wl;thout leading!  to  disadvantages f o r  those.  concerned - 
. could make an essential   contribution t o  the  consolida- 
t i on   o f '   s ecu r i ty  i n  EuPope and thus t o  lasting  détente." 

3'. . . Danish-Soviet Communiqu6( 4) 

The Communiqu6 issued  following the  o f f i c i a l   v i s i t  o f  
Soviet  Premier Kosygin t o  Denmark, 2nd ' t o  5th December, 
contained  the,  following  paragraphs: 

"The Heads o f  Government agreed t h a t  it would be a 
significant  contribution t o  the   fur ther   dé ten te   in  
Europe tha t  p rac t i ca l   r e su l t s  were achieved - without 
prejudice t o  the countries  involved - i n   t he   so lu t ion  
o f  a problem of  such far-reaching  import as a mutual 
reduction  of  the armed forces i n  Europe where a mi l i ta ry  
confrontation i s  par t icu lar ly  dangerous. 

!'The Danish side confirmed i t s  previous  offer  that  
neg,otiations  concerning  force  reductions i n  Europe 

.. 

; . could  be  held i n  Denmark. 

4 .  , Norwegian-Soviet Communiqud( 5) 

The  Coinmuniqu6 issued  fol loGing  the  off ic ia l   v is i t  o f  
Soviet Premier Kosygin t o  Norw~y,  5th t o  7th December, contained 
the  following  pzragraph: 

Soviet.  and..East E U r ~ c U m e n t a t i o n ,  No, 18 
POLADS(70150. Annex If 
Soviet -and East European Documentation, No. 19 
Soviet and East Buropean Documentation, Mo. 20 
Soviet and East European Documentation, N o .  21 
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t'The Prime Ministers  agreed, that. i.t; ..would. .be an 
impo'rlant'  'contribution t o  a continued  d6ternte i n  
Europe that  p , ract ical   resul ts  be achieved i n  solving 
the comprehensive  problems o f  carrying  out. a mutual 
reduction of  t he  armed forces i n  %rope, where Q 
military confrontation i s  par t icu lar ly  dangerous., 
A solut ion of this kind m71.st not  be t o  the  detriment 
o f  any country." 

III, SOVIET VIEWS 

5. Brezhnev  Speech( l ) 

In  h i s  speech  before the Sixth  Congress of  the  Pol ish 
.. ., . - . 

United Workers! Party on 7th .December,, 1971, CPSU General ' 

Secretary Erezhnev said: 

6. 

'!The pos i t ive  chznges taking place on the cqntinent 
of  Europe naturally do not  cause us communists t o  
have any i l lusions.  We know well tha t  reactionary, 
militarist, revanchis t   c i rc les  are still act ive i n  
, c a p i t a l i s t  Europe. They would l ike ,  by any means 
possible,  t o  take up key posit ions i n  their .   countries 
and t o  t r y  t o   c a s t  Europe back t o  the  times .of the  
cold war. A l l  t h i s  necessitates a high  degree of 
vigilance and po l i t i ca l   ac t iv i ty .  A l l  t h i s  requises 
consistently  pursuing t o  the end those  constructive 
i n i t i a t i v e s  and actions  that . .promise  to  turn Europe 
in to  a continent of  peace and goodneighbourlinees. 

"This matter, comrades, i s  of  tremendous h i s to r i c  
importance. In  i t s  e f fec t  on other  areas, on the  
world s i tua t ion  as a whole, it goes f a r  beyond 
Europe's borders. There i s  no doubt t ha t  a 
radical  improvement i n  the pol i t ical   c l imate  of 
Europe and a solution o f  urgent  all-European 
problems,  including a cu t   i n  armed forces and 
armaments, would correspond to   t he   i n t e re s t s  of  
all mankind. 

Rogers-Dobrynin Conversation( 2) 

In a .:conversation  involving other  subjects,  Secretary 
o f  S ta te  Rogers on 18th November informed  Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin 
i n  Washington of t he  United  States hope t h a t  Ambassador Brosio 
would soon be  received i n  Moscow. ..Dobrynin indicated  that   there  
was concern on the p a r t  of Soviet officials  about  the  bloc-to-bloc 
character ,of explorations  involving Ambassador Brosio . 
Secretary Rogers .pointed  out t h a t  Ambassador Brosio would not 
be  representing NATO but  rather  those  states o f  the  Alliance 
which favour h i s  explorations, and that   he  .would be speaking ' . . " . '  '.'.' 

[2! of  the  United  States . .  Delegation dated 20th November, 

. ... . . 

1 Pravda, 8th December, 1971 

1971 0 . .  , . .  
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1' 

V 

On behalf of those  s ta tes  and not  NATO. Dobrynin said tha t  he 
would convey this   information  to  h i s  au thor i t ies  and would seek 
further  information.  In the course  of  the  conversationo 
Dobrynin did not  give any indicat ion that  an ear ly   inv i ta t ion  
would be.forthcoming,  neither did he  rule  out such a poss ib i l i ty .  

7. Comments o f  Middle-Level Soviet..   Officials(1) 

In  a conversation on 23rd November, a Soviet   off ic ia l  
indicated  that  NBFR would be   the   p r inc ipa l   top ic  of  discussion a t  
a meeting o f  the  Warsaw Pact  which would take  place on 
30th November (see  paragraph 7) . The Soviet   off ic ia l  doubted 
whether the  meeting would reach any precise  decisions o r  
conclusions. H e  thought t h a t  more spec i f ic   def in i t ion  of the  
Warsaw Pact   posi t ion would come through normal diplomatic 
contacts  after  the  meeting, The Soviet   official   believed  that  
h i s  Government took a pos i t i ve   a t t i t ude  toward the Brosio 
mission  but that  the  idea  of  bloc-to-bloc  negotiations, a concept 
not unanimously supported  within NATO i t s e l f ,  might  have 

He thought h i s  Government  would still receive M r .  Brosio  but 
did not  speculate on timing. 

0 occasioned second thoughts i n  Moscow about  receiving Mr.. Brosio . - , 

. . .  . .  - _ _ .  ..._. ~ . -  - . _"_ ._" . ... . .. .,-. ... . 
.. . . 

8. I n  a conversation on 22nd November, another  Soviet 
o f f i c i a l  took t h e   i n i t i a t i v e  a t  a social   occasion  in  Moscow to  
discuss MBFR and current   press  rumours o f  Soviet   uni t la teral  
reductions. Regarding Western press rumours tha t  a Soviet 
un i la te ra l .   in i t ia t ive  on troop reductions might emerge from tha t  
week's Centr.sl Committee Plenum and Supreme Soviet  session,  he 
implied one need expect no .surprises along this l ine .  The 
same o f f i c i a l  said the   ,Bros io   v i s i t  was .still under study  but 
indicated  that  h i s  Goverriment had very  serious  reservations 
about t h i s  way o f  approaching the  question, He suggested tha t  
perhaps  one way to   ge t  talks going on t roop  reductlons~ would be 
d i r ec t  and flconfidentialtv  talk-s'between t h e  Uni'ted S ta tes  and 
the USSR, He dismissed earlier bilateral   d iscussions a s  vague 
and non-specific, By returning  several  times t o  the  questïon 0.f 
what r6l'e the  United  State.s lhbassy might play i n  t a lks  on force 

he seemed t o  be f loa t ing  the idea. o f  conducting such ta.1k.s i n  . 
Mo SC0 W . 
reductions  (and  spec5fyingi:tha-t he did  not mean the  Brosio talks.); 

90 U__ Deschmps-Doubinine  Conversation( 2) 

Before.'returning &O Brvssels for consultations,   the 
Belgian hbasszdor  i n  MOSCGW hed 8 .  t a l k  with Mr, Doubinine,; . the  
head o f  the  First European Division o f  the  Ministry o f  Foreign 
I'dfairs, h b n s s a d o r  Deschmps  regrettecl t h e  absence o f  any 
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Soviet   reply  to the o f f s r  of  a v i s i t  by  Ambzssador Brosio. 
I n  t h i s  connection,  he  referred  :to rumoursp  according t o  which 
the USSR seemed to   p refer  t o  de?J with-MBFR by means of 
b i l a t e r a l  rather than  multi lateral ,   contacts.  

IO-..,, In   reply,  Mr. Doubinine emphasized tha t ,  f o r  h i s  
country?  the problem o f  force  reductrons i s  "ent i re ly  
separates9 from. the,Confer,.ence,,,o.n.  ..Security. and Co-operation 
i n  Europe (CSCE)'%nd- that  discussion of  it could  take  place 
" in   para l le l ,  o r  even before"  the CSCE: Doubinine asserted 
t h a t   t h e  USSR's i n t e r e s t   i n  anil policy towards the  subject 
of force  reductions  remains  the same a s  ind ica ted   in   the  
speech of Mr. Brezhnev i n  Warsaw ( s e e  paragraph 5 )  and i n  
the  Danish-Soviet and Norwegia-Soviet Communiqu6s ( see  
paragraphs 3 and 4 ) .  Doubinine noted  that   b i la teral   contacts '  
had taken  place and were still taking place, a s   i n   t h e  
present  conversation. He could add nothing  concerning a 
multilateral  examination  of  the problem of  force reductions, 
since  the  question was t7still under study". 

IV . 

Polish Deputy Foreign  Minister Willrnann v is i ted  
Rome on 9th and ?Oth November, -1971. H e  met with Foreign 
Minister Moro and senior of f ic ia l s  of the  Ministry..of . . 
Foreign Affairs. Willmann, while reaffirming.  P.olish 
i n t e r e s t  i n  fo.rce  reductions,  said that  t h i s  problem should 
not be  taken up e , i ther   in  t h e  course 'of  preparations  for a 
CSCE o r  i n  an initxial Conference.. 'We avoided  taking  .any 
posit ion on the exploratory  rnission of  Lmbassador Brosio. 

, S  i :  

I 2. Stoessel-Winiewicz  Conversation( 2) 

During the course of a discussion with Po l i sh  
Deputy F s r e i ~ ~  Minister Winiewicz on 24th November, covering 
other  business, the United  States..'Jmbassador asked about 
reports  o f  a Ifarsaw Pact meeting , i n  Warsaw on 30th November. 
Mr. Winiewicz confirmed tha t  the  meeting would be  held.  In 
response  to  the  ~-hbassador' S question  whether MBFR would 
f igure  important ly   in   the agenda and t he  communiqu6, 
Winiewicz said he  doubted that t h i s  would be the  case. He 
f e l t  tha t  a Conference on European Security and Co-operation 
would be  the  primary  subject o f  discussion and o f  any public : 
statement. . .  

13. On MBFR, Winiewicz said  he  thought i t ' w a s  difficul't  
to expect  the Warsaw Pact t o  make any detailed  statement  in  the 
absence of any more information from the  Western side. He said 
that-he-could  not comment .on the.prospect of  Ambassador Brosio 
being  received  in M O S C O : ~ ,  o r  on. t iming,  'noting  that  t h i s  was 

( l )  Information  provided by the  I ta l ian  Delegat ion on 

(2)  Information  provid.ed--by...the.  United States  'Delegation on 
30th November, 1971. ,. 

30th November, 1971 . 
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''a Soviet problemg9 In  general ,   he   fe l t  that  Brezhnev' S 
advice( l) had been good and thû t  the  best way t o  proceed was 
by !!tasting  the *winef9 through  ..involvement  in..  negotiation 
rather  than  further  delay  in tr,iking soundings. 

' ' 1 4 . ~  In  response t o  Ambassa.dor Stoesse1.l S further '   questions,  
Wdniewicz madeithe  followin& comnents. The Warsaw Pact  countries 
are puzzled .by the meaning of rrB" i n  WBFRSl. !that was the   t rue  
significance of , the word' 9ibalanced11? In   the   pas t ,   the  Warsaw 
Pact had :thought i n  terms of- rfequilibrium of forcestq;  now t h e i r  
c0:x-kep-b .was llbal.arke of  securityl1. Asked t o  define  the  difference,  
Winiewicz was vague, but sa id  ' t h e   l a t t e r  term takes  into 
consideration  the  f tcurrent  poli t ical   si tuationff.  Winiewicz 
continued tha t   the  Warsaw Pact  countries  stressed  the  reduction 
or  thinning o u t  of foreign  forces i n  Central Europe. A 
reduction of stationed  forces was not excluded but  should come 
a t  a l a t e r  stage. (Note: The TJnited States  Authorit ies  believe 
tha t  Winiewicz neant lqindigenouslv rather  than  lvstationedll  in 
the  preceding comment. ) 

. , .  . :. . 

. .  

, .  

15. Wniewicz  said  that  Poland  continued  to be , in te res ted  
i n  the subj.ect.:of ifosce reduct ions  in  EUrop.e9 but it was only 
r e a l i s t i c .  Lo: :recognize that the  SALT t a l k s  were of over-riding 
importance,:srand. pbsi t ive  resul ts   there ,  or even' an indication 
o f  r e e l  progress:; would have  profound influence on the  discussion. 
of  force  reductions  in Europe; indeed,  the  lat ter  could no,t. , t a k e , !  
p lace   in   the  .abisbnce-:bf progress   in  SALT. 

. .  
. .  

. . ., . . . , 
, .~ r i ,  . . a  

.* . 

16. Concerning %he area t o  be covered by arms reductiOnl~., , 
, .  , ; ~ .  .: .. . , 

Winiewiw saidirit would be ilmuch larger"  than  that  envisaged , , .  . 

f o r  the Rapacki  Plan. The Fiapacki Plan had been aimed a t  
reducing  tensions between the two Gemanies and making detente 
possible. Now-, . . t l~&--&~.  Germanies were negotiating. and d-&tente 
already  existed.  Therefore,  the  area t o  be embraced by arms 
reduction  plan  could  be expanded, and i t s  purpose would be 
different:' ...: From his commentso Ambassador, Stoessel judged t h a t  
Winiewicz had-the'.  Scandinavian  countries  primarily  in, mind.':in 
speaking  of  exparisibn of t he  Rapacki area. A t  one point,  
Winiewicz ;noted  that : there  was revived  interest   in  Scandinavia 
in the Kekonnen Plan f o r  denuclearization of the  Scandinavian 
nations.  -"hen.~hbassador  Stoessel  asked ' i f  the Western USSR 
might  be  included in   t he   a r ea  of reduction, Winiewicz said 
tha t  was for  !%he'Soviets t o  say. 

, ~ ,  

.- . , .. . . .  

17.  Il?inLewicz:kaid arms reduction  talks  should  no.t  start 
p r i o r  t o  a. CSCB9 since  the  subj'ect was t oo  complicate,d',and 
inevitably :wouXd le 'ad.   to  great  delay  in convening a CSCE. The 
best  procedure.:.would be t o  convene a CSCE following  cakeful 
preparatory sCeps i n  ,.Helsinki .which would con'cern  organgzation, 
agenda,  timing and place o f  a CSCE. The CSCE would then'meet 
and.--could---~-e,t-up, a .sp-ecial..security  organ  to  .discuss force .L " 

reducti.ons, ,,or could d i r ec t   t ha t   t a lk s .  be  held i n  some oth,er way. 
He o b - s h e d  t ha t   t he  French a re  now showing more in te res t   . in   the  
ear l ie r   Pol i sh   idea   tha t , .  the-.CSCE would establ ish  three commissions: 
one f o r  matters  of  general  legal  principle,  i 'ncluding non- 
aggression, a second f o r  economic co-operation and a th i rd  f o r  
security. 

(1) The reference i s  t o  CPSU General  Secretar-  Brezhnev' S speech a t  
, , .̂.. r ..... - .I , . ,  .. r. ., , .. .".d. 

T b i l i s i  on 14th May, 197-i; (see POLADS(71 5 36, Annex III) 
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18. ' A r m s  reduction  could  be  handled by the  ,secÙrity 
commission i n  some fashion, A l l  pa r t ic ipants  . i n ,CSCE should- 
have a connection with the  arms reduction  ' talks,  although  the 
negotiations  themselves could be  handled'by  those  states  directly 
interested.  Basic  understanding would be necessary. between the  
United  States and the  USSR, but  the  doc-to-bloc  approach  should 
be avoided. Here Biniewicz  mentioned t h a t  some neut ra l s   a re  
mi l i ta ry  powers,  'such as  Sweden and Switzerland, and could 
be included in   negot ia t ions ,  whereas Austria was not,   a. .nri l i tary 
force and would not   par t ic ipate .  He observed also t ha t  i f  
negotiations were between the Warsaw Pact and NATO, then  France 
would refuse  to   take  par t .  

, .  , . .  . .  

79. Comments bv Polish Bnbassy O f f i c i a l   i n  Washington(l) 

I n  a conversation on 23rd November, 1971 with an 
off icer  of  the  United S ta tes  Arms Control and Disarmament.: 
Agency, a Po l i sh  Rnbsssy Official   said  that   the  forthcoming 
Warsaw Pact  meeting  (see  paragraph 1 )  would, among other 
questions, deal with the  Pact  posit ion on MBFR. He c i ted  , 

t h i s  consideration,  as  well as the  current  Soviet ,Par ty  Plenum, 
as  reasons f o r  the  Soviet  delay in receiving, Ambassador Brosio. 
When a'sked for  Polish  views on major. MBFR el.eni$nts,' the  
P o l i s h  Ehnbassy Official replied  that'  he'  favoured  the.Rapacki 
area, although  there would be some pressures  within the Pact 
to .   include Hungary. Poland rejected the bloc-to-bloc  approach 
and thought  negotiations  should  involve  only  interested 
par t ies ,   i , e .   those  with forces i n  the  area  under  discussion, 
Negotiations "must includefs  indigenous a s  well   as  stationed 
forces. . .  

Anbassador Eralp,  ;.,Secretary  General of the  Turkish 
Ministry  of  Foreigd Affairs,' :gaid a v i s i t   t o  Prague from 
29th November t o  2nd D&cember;~jl971. He ne t  first with 
Depu%y Foreign Plinister Euzek,, and subsequently with Foreign 
Minister Marko a f t e r   t h e   l a t t e P . 1 ~   r e t u r n  from the  Warsaw Pact 
meeting  (see  paragraj?h 1) , C;oncerning MBFR, Mr. Ruzek ,said: 

"This question  should  not  be l e f t   o u t  o f  the  
Conference. However, the subject i s  very compii-' 
cated and brings with i t s e l f :  some other   re la ted 

-. questions.  Therefore, MBFR should  be  .discussed 
i n  a 'separate  "standing bodyg9 t o  be  'established . , 

,and it should  be linked with the Conference, 
. '  i r respect ive o f  whether Mr. Bros io  may v i s i t  

'Moscow or   no t  , . .  

(1) Lett,er, o f ,  t he  United  States,  Delegation  dated' 24th'.November, 

(2) Information  provided by the  Turkish  Delegation on 
197?* 5 -  

14th December, :?g71 . . .  
, .  
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.2'1 . Foreign  Minister. Marko, i n  h i s  t e n ,  associated 
himself. with Ruzek' S remarks on MBFR. Iviarko . sa id   tha t  
Ambassador. B r o s i o t s  mission had not be'en' discussed i n  Warsaw 
a t   a l l ,  f0.r. it only  concerned, a t   p re sen t ,  one member o f  the  
Pact,  tha$. i s  the  USSR. Marko accused Mr. Brosio o f  having 
used .in.ihe pas t ,   a s  the Secretary  General of  NATO, cer ta in  
words 'against  Czechoslovakia which reminded one o f  %old-war" 
days . .. - . . . . . .  

22. Views of Rumacian  Government Leaders(1) 

Xtalistn Deputy Premier De IJIartino v i s i t ed  Bucharest 
during  the first half o f  November. He met with F i r s t  Deputy 
Premier  Vehdetz,  Foreign  Minister Manescu, Prime Minister Maurer, 
and President Ceausescu. The Xumani,an leaders were rather  '0 r e t i cen t  concerning MBF'R, either"be6ause of Rumanian opposition 
t o  bloc-tq-bloc  contacts or simply  'because of  a l a c k  o f  prepara- 
t ion  on the i r   par t .  They recognized the  necessi ty  o f  achieving 
important..  pro.gress i n  the f i e l d  o f  di$arm,ment i n  order t o  be 
able t o  break  out o f  what Mr. Maurer termed the  ! 'vicious  circle" 
i n  which Europe present ly   f inds   i t se l f .  I n  general, however, 
the Rumanians seemed t o  have few i l lusi .ons on this 'subject.- 

23. Comments by the RuKlanian Ambassador i n  Bonn(2) 

The  Rumanian Ambassador i n  Bonn called on State  Secretary 
Frank of  the  Foreign  Office on 23rd November and explained  the 
Rumanian posit ion on CSCE in   considerable   detai l .  In  this 
connection, Ambassador  Oancea said the Rumanian  Government f e e l s  
t h a t  CSCE should  serve as the  framework f o r  the  discussion o f  
t he   poss ib i l i t i e s  for solving  the problem of MBFR. . .However, as 
propos@ , i n  the Budapest Memorandum of  June 1970 (see  paragraph 1) 
the  det&ls.  of  force  reductions  should be discussed, i n  a body t o  
be  proposed by the  Conference o r  i n  another framework. The 

measures,  but what was important was that  they  not  be  turned  into 
new conditions or barriers which delayed  'the work. 

preliminary  talks  could  also  extend t o  various  'solutions and 

24. Views o f  the  Bulgarian  Foreign  Minister(3) 

The l a t e  Bulgarian Fot-eign Minister, Mr. Bashev, 
v i s i t ed  Rome on 22nd and 23rd November. He met with the President 
o f  the  Senate, I!k. Fanfani,  the  President  of  the Chamber of 
Deputies, Mr, Pe r t in i ,  and the  Prime Minister, M r .  Colombo. 
On the  Bulgarian  side, some perplexity W ~ S  shown  wi$h regard  to 

! 7 ;  ',.'l ! 

- 

(l) Infomation  prbvided by the  I talian  Delegation,.on .. 

(2) Information  provided by the Geman Delegati,on.'on ., 

(3)  Information  provided by the Italian  Delegation'  on 

3O.th .Nax.ember 9.-.V371 

2nd December, 1971, 

29th November, 1971 . 

, .  

....... 
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the Western des i re  t o  take up the problem o f  MBFR i n  
connection with a CSCE. . Such a connection, i n  .the  .Bulgarian" 
view,  could impede .the work of the  Conference inasmuch a s -  
the  preparations for MBE'R are not as far advanced as those 
for  CSCE and,  furthermore, the French Government has adopted 
a par t ieular   posi t ion.  Mr. Bashev expressed the opinion t h a t  
IIIBFR should  not be the  subject of  a bloc-to-bloc  negotiation. .' 

He envisaged the   poss ib i l i ty ,  which he thought would be i n  
t h e   i n t e r e s t s  of  Bulgaria  as  well as of I t a l y ,   t h a t   t h e  
question of  MBFR not  be  l.imited t o  a reduction of  fo rces   i n  
Central Europe but be extended t o  other areas  of t he  Continent. 

+. ~ ....- 
. .  
, . .  , 1 . . .  

. '  

25. Comments o f  Yugoslav Ambassador Nincic(1) 

The head of .the sub-division.  of the German Foreign 
Office  responsible f o r  CSCE had detai led talks on t h i s  subject 
with Ambassador Nincic,  adviser t o  the  Yugoslav Foreign 
Minister, i n  Belgrade on 14th and 15th Decenber. In  Yugoslav 
eyes, a CSCE which did not deal with disarmament  measures 
would lose a good deal of  i t s  sense. This applied  especially 
t o  MBFR, and th.e Conference should give due  expression to   t he  
i n t e r e s t s  of  a l l  European s t a t e s   i n  t h i s  subject; it should 
d iscuss   po l i t i ca l   p r inc ip les  and co l l a t e ra l  measures. The 
Conference  could s e t  up a negotiating body t o  deal with the  
more technical  aspects of MBFii. 

v. CHECK LIST OF OTHER CONTACTS 

26. Other  contacts,, ,s,gpari,z.e.d briefly,   i .nclude  the ' 

following: . . - . .  

The Rumanian  Ambassador i n  Ankara( 2) sa id   tha t  a ~ 

CSCE could  provide a framework f o r  fur ther  
discussion o f  force  reductions. 

An o f f i c i a l  of  the  Bulgarian Ministry o f  Foreign 
Rffairs(3)  said that  his Government .was very  anxious 
f u r  a CSCE but was not-  ready  for MBFR; he gave the 
impression  "that Warsaw Pact  co-ordination on force 
reductions i s  not very fa r  advanced. 

'The Sovi.et Ambassador i n  Warsaw(3) to ld  h i s  Canadian 
colleague on 29th November t h a t  CSCE would be the  
main agenda item f o r  the  Wsrsaw Pact  Foreign - 

Ministers%keting  (see  paragraph 1). Force 
reductions were too complicated, and therefore 
should be taken up later. The Soviet Ambassador 
professed t o  know nothing  concerning the   s t a tus  
of t he  Brosio  mission. . .  

A Rumanian,.source(3) spoke of the ..danger of a possible 

. .. 

"'biTa-teral US-USSX accord on force reductions. 

IXlfQrmation provided. by the German Delegation on 
23rd December, 1971. 
Information reported i n  the Council,  25th November, 

Information  reported i n   t h e   P o l i t i c a l  Committee, 30th Novembero 
1971 

1971 
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( e )  A. Polish First Secretary  in  Ankara( l) said he hoped 
the Brosio mission would -take  place, He gave the  
impression t h a t  Poland i s  pr imari ly   interested i n  the 
withdrawal o f  foreign  forces. 

(P) Rumanian and P o l i s h  sources(2) gave contradictory 
information a s  t o  whether force  reductions had or 
had not been discussed a t   t h e  Warsaw Pact  Foreign 
Ministers'  Meeting ( see  pa.ragraph l). The P o l i s h  
Ambassador i n  The Hague(2) wid   tha t   force   reduct ions  
had been dealt   with but  he  could  give no de ta i l s ,  

(1) Information  reported i n   t h e   P o l i t i c a l  Committee, 

(2) Information  reported  in  the  Polit ical  Committee, 
30th Novemberp 1971 

21st December, 1971 
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