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Following are the comments made by the Greek 
Repr~entat1ve at the Political Advisers t ,Committee meeti,ng 
of 21';':.ft September? 1963 on POLADS(63)S/13. 

. 2. Sino-Soviet Relations- in the conference of the 
Executi ve ~omm:ittee of the Afro-Asian Peoples t Solidari t:{ 
Organization, which \vas held in Cyprus recently, the 
Outer Mongolian m(~mb0rs yoted with the Chinese aga.~.nst a 
resolution concerning the Moscow Test Ban Agree~ent. Ac 
Outer. Mongolia., uS,ually up to no~, followed th~Sovie't line 
in its external policy, this case merits some attention. 

3. In.ourview, Soviet Russia chose the course of the 
improvement of its relations with the 'Nest, so t.S to be able 
to concentrate on its~ternal problems and those arising from 
its dispute with China. At the present time, at least, there 
is no indicat10n that the Soviet Union is going to change l!ore 
than its tactiCS. The Soviets have not stopped repeating that 
on·the ideological field the communist struggle against the 
non-communist world will cont-'.nue until the final victory. 
Nor has the Eastern bloc changed its taotics of st.:.pporting 
morally the leftist forces 1.rJ. the non-col'llrrlUI".ist country as 
it did before. Khrushchev's line of support of the progressive 
forces in the 'world, with a:ll it implies, still is a funda
mental element of Soviet policy. 

4. In a more general Way~ ,we think that the Sino-Soviet 
dispute which has already had repercussions on the interstate 
relations betwean the Soviet Union and China may develop into 
a rift wi thin the communist bloc in • n. case ~h3 C'llnese would 
extend their polemics into fields of vitcl interest to .the 
Russi.ans, that means if the Chinese were to put territorial 
cla.ims or achieve the support of important coturl'"~ist parties 
in other countries. In such a case we expect the Soviet 
reaction to be resolute and firm. 
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5. Part· IV of the questionnaire. A development which 
has some importance, and which concer~s more specifically the 
southern flank of NATO, is the recent attitude of Bulgaria 
towards Greece. After many months of silence and delay the 
Bulgarian Government has replied in the affirmative to a 
proposal which had been made by the Greek Government in 
December' 1962, withthc aim of initiating simultaneous nego
tiations on all outstanding problems be~veen the two countries. 
These negotiations are expected 't() start in the days to come. 
The outcome o.f0these negotiations, which we appros;eh in avery 
positive spiritp will give us a clearer indication about the 
real intentions of the communist bloc. As yet we have no 
clear ideas about the motives of the Bulgarian response to 
our proposals.. We do. not know for sure yet whether this was a 
move 1'i tti~g into :the ge.nexal pattern of the detente, or whether 
it is a. move made at the ,eve of the elections in Greece to 
in£luence the internal political trends in Greece. Anyway,. 
there are some manifestations on the Bulgarian side which malte 

'us rather heSitant to accept the frankness of their attitude. 
I think of what the Bulgarian Representative said. in th~ 
Geneva Conference on Disarmament. In fact he stated that his 
country had reduced twice its armed forces in the last few 
years. Notwi ths,tanding this statement our information is as 
follows: ' 

(a) Bulgaria has now five motorised and three armoured 
divisions as compared to two of each kind in 1961. 

-
(b) The conversion of the infantry t,\1v1sions into 

motorised divisions brought wi t~l\:, it an increase of 
2,000 men per division and an eruarging of the units 
of logistic support. . 

(c) By modernising its aviation material. and its 
infrastructure, and by acquiring ground-to-air 
missiles, Bulgaria increased its combat capabili
ties by 100%,as compared to the level it had in 1952. 

6& As against these facts we have ~confirmed informa
tion that some hundreds of military personnel have been de
tached to civil services and that conscripts are being used 
for the construction of productive works. But these measures, 
even if they were confirmed, would not constitute a proof for 
the existence of an intention or decision to reduce the armed 
forces of:this country. 
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