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ORIGINAL: ENGLISH 
Ja.nua3rz. 7936 

To: The P o l i t i c a l  Committee 

'From : The Chairman 

SOVIET AND EAST EUROPEAN PRESS REACTION TO TKE NC'M) 
1 9 6 m S T  A A  SHIAL E B Y I N G  

I am circulating herewith the pronised Secretariat  
report on this subject. 

(Signed) JBrg W T L  

CAT0 
'l110 Brussels. 
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Report .by the Fol . i t ica1 Division 
. .  

SUMMARY 
.- 

- .  
. ,  

Commentary on the December Ministerial Meeting of 
NATO by Communist ,country.media-in ,general avoided polemics. 
Mowever, it- generally evaluated negatively NATO's res?onse 
fo',t,he Warsaw Pact.. appeal for a European security conference, 
Rsse'rting. that Ape appeal. had .found a positive reception 

""wen lsliaoag ?TATO-':.meraber %34mfes c and. that 1 this 'together. with 
'preasùre of European publrc opinion favouring the appeal, 
prev.e;nted NATO from total ly .  re3ec.ting the holding of a' con- 
ference. Perhaps,ia.ap,,.,attempt t o  div ide  NATO members, the 
United States and, to a lesser degree, the United Kingdom 
were singled out  as.-adzqnant opponents of the-conference idea. 
mereas Belgium, France~ ,:;Italy and.Germany were said 'to be 
more fairourably inclined. The Bulgarian commen~arfes were 
notable for their ,dSatorteed reporting, while the Rumanian 
and Yugoslav, as,might,.be:expeoted, focused on the evils of 
the 'continued existence o f  power blocs. 

, '  , In broader .obsemFatZons of non-NATO .contexts, 
when dlscuasing the '3rd4th December Moecow Summit meeting 
and tho initiation oC.German-8ovist tasks, the Federal 

, ~ "  R e g u P l i c ,  received .praisg~ from ,Bulgarian, Polish and especially 
' .Rumaniaxi media. Because. of 'the almost parallel. sitting of 
the ~oscow Swnmit, comment on the NATO meeting was closely 
t ied to,comment on the Communist session, with NATO taking 
second place ahd suffering a more odious comparison than 
might have.been the -case had the Moscow Summit not occurred 
when it 'did 

. .  . .  
. ,  

$Soviet Union 

that., in' the p o l i t i c a l .  discussion at the NATO Council session, 
the bulk of the time was taken up by the question of the 
attitude of t h e  "Atlantic bloc" to the proposal of the 
s o c i a l i s t  countries on the holding of an all-European con- 
ference on securlty and,:cooperation in Europe. TA98 conceded 
tha t  the NATO Dedlaration'does not reject in principle the 
idea  of 'holdiog a.conference on European security; but com- 
plained that ,the Declaratlon. makes the convening of m~cb a 
coderenc6 &pendent upon .progress in the bilateral and 
multilateral discussion8 and negotiations which have already 
begun,'.oF'could begin shortly, and,which relate t o  flmdamcntsl 

. -. , On 6 De.cèmber.; the Soviet  news agency T U S  reported 
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problems of European security. .Most Soviet commentaries 
avoided commenting di rec t ly  on the  substance o f  the NATO 
documents by instead referring obliquely t o  the "European 
problems" which are not ripe for solution and which, if 
placed on the agenda of a European security conference, 
would doom it to failure in advance. 

Writing i n  Pravda on 8 December, N. Bragin and 
YU., Kharlanov drew a ' m p i c t u r e  of the "complex struggle," 
which they claim took place during the clo-sed-sessions of 
the NATO.Counci1, and which proved, allegedly, that "the 
supporters of the 'hard line' had not succeeded in preventing 
the,spokesmen of the countries which had taken a more 
realistic stand from 'voicing t h e i r  views on the 'most urgent 
issues of the present 'situation in Europe". 

. .  A Matveyev article in SZVESTXYA on 'I? December 
attributed the unsatisfactory outcome o f  the Brussols meeting 
to "American-British diplomacy". British Defence Minister 
Healey was attacked for  suggesting a "European nucleus" in 
NATO, while U . S .  representatives, it was said, "are t ry ing  
to force the West European countries to assume a new burden 
of military progranimes% According to an article in PED STAR 
on 12 .December,. "this year alone the NATO countries' 
sxpe.nditme on aggressive preparationa increased by some 
800 mil l ion  dollars, and many of this blOC'8 member s t a t c s  
Intend t o  increase t h e i r  military budgets next year by another 
5 t o  8 percent". 

decisions on nuclear guidelines, claiming that': "A parti- 
cular.danger is posed by the decisions adopted a t  Brussels 
regarding nuclear weapons. Their essence amounts to a 
reduction of the so-called 'nuclear threshold', In other  
woras, the Atlantic strategists intend to use nuclear weapons 
at the very initial stage of the military conflict they plan 
primarily against the  East Eurapean soc ia l i s t  coun.t;ries but --a 
also in the basin of the Baltic Sea".. 

. .  

The same g& ST"? article also criticised the  

Bulgaria 

Kooperativno Selo on 4 December concentrated on 
defense aspects. r i ï o t e d  the Canadian decision t o  withdraw 
"4,800 of its 10,000 men in- Germany''; the reorganization of 
NATO troops; shifting the defense line farther East toward 
the borders of  t h e  social is t  countries; a strengthened NATO 
position in the Mediterranean and the inclusion'of Norway i n  
the Nuclear Planning Group. 
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POLADS '10 14 

" Radio R S o f i  'S Brussels correspondent reported on 5 Deccmber t h a t  Secretary Rogers' statement, noting that 
proof .o f  good w i l l  is first 'required 'before  the Wa,raaw Pact 
proposals cambe met, means t ha t  'the convocaCîon of a security 
confzrence w i l l  be protracted l'and, if possible, thwazted." 
Iie :ste.ted that  Minister Schumann ,eaid France "was ,openly in 
favour of the .convocation of an all-European cmference with- 
out preliminary conditions which might impede its realisation 
and succes8", while "Forreign Minister Scheel spoke with great 
sincerity in favour.of.the oonvocation of such a conference." 
The reported conc1udsd:by noting 'tdieagreement be,twoen France 
and the .Uni%ed. States .whSch emphasised the..military and 
pol i t ica l  disunity in NATO.'" 

tenas on the Moscow- SuxIu~it;! c-ontrast'ed what she described 
as the aSncere, efforts of the socialList sta tes  to resolve 
the problems of Europe with NATO's opposition to the con- 
oocatson .of a conforenoe,'..wbicb. attitude, ahe s.aid, does. not 
,contribute t o  'finding-a constructive sol'ution to those 

. .  . '  

Another radio.'.cc&meritator, reporting in laudatory 

0 prob18m8. . .  . .  . .  

, .  . .  

The party daily, Rabotnicheska Delo 9 .  an. 5 December 
lamented that the Westem allies; in response to the Warsaw 
Pact's lvconcrete proposals" merely Valked and talked- and 
talked" because "they do not have the  sincere wish-to hold 
serious talks on pressing issues," fearing that holding such 
talks wou1d;redound to,the credit of the social ist  states 
and that agreement a t . a  security ccinference would logically 
lead to serious reUucrtian' of teizsion'and even to the d i s -  
solution of. .NAl?O (ha well .as the .Warsaw 'Pact) . l 1  

(&ecboslovakila 

Rude fravo -on 2 December presented a pessimistic 
view . o f  th-rthcoming 'NATO .Ministerial declaring that 
NATO never hesitates :to make a volte .face a8 regards argu- 

NAlPO wishes t o  use delaying tacOics to forestall a conference 
and thus play the game of "...revanchist circles irWest; 
Germany which are most of a l l  afyaid of such a co~~ference.'~ 
However, despite the unrealistic and neGative stand taken 
heretofore by NATO toward the Warsaw Pact's proposals, the 
paper f e l t ,  that '"...,the :&esire of people for cer tainty,  peace 
and cooperatton w i l l  leacl European Governments .to a conference 
table." ,On 8 December the' paper reproduced brief ly  the main 
points .of the Comuniqu6. and.Declaration, commenting that: 

. .  . 

1 .  

,. . I) c aepBcl :aolwc.eming i D b m m f e 7 m ! t c e ~ . ~ e ~  article claimed 

. .  . 
, ,  
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( 7 )  NATO Ministers stuck to their  earlier positions 
on the question of convoking; a conference, and 

(2) the Declaration contains no "concrete formulation" 
in respect of the renunciation of tho use of force. 

The Bratislava Pravda on the same day.interpreted 
NATO's reply as a virtual rrno'ls going on t o  note that the 
att,itude of the United States was cautious because Washington 
"fears . that  it may not have control, of its West m o p e a n  
a l l ies  at thc conference ... (and) even roars bi lateral  
contacts of West European countriea with socialist countries." 
Brussels confirmed the sceptical  view that the United Sta tes  
is  no.t interested in participating i n  a conference and 
probably does not wish t o  see such a conference held at all .  

( .  

On 10 December M1ad.k Fronta 4escribed the reply as 
" fa ir ly  hazy'' althowh ''n-tkrely negative". The a r t i c l e  
commented that some NATO Governments are t r y i n g  to block e 
prospects for a conference by putting forward proposals which 
wou1,d. be difficult to implement at, present; "for example, 
bi lateral  balanced reductions in conventional armaments. 

East. Germ&q 

West .'German news agency DPA reported. Foreign Minister8 

wisdom'of holding a security conference within the first six 
months of 1970. The commentator observed that  the Western 
leaders could not openly oppose a conference, as they might 
have done in past years, since it now has the support of 
Eur,opean,peoples. Instesd, NATO resorted to false  ca l l s  for  
careful  preparation, wherein ";..a-good cause can be talked 
to death.." The speaker reported that today even NATO cannot 
siniplg: hay "not1 because the Budapest Appeal has support on O 
both sides of the dividing line between socialism and capital-  
ism 'in Europe. 

Hunnarg 

6 December declared that the Moscow Summi *"gave fresh 
impetus to the forces struggling for peace and security in 
Europe" whereas at NATO t'voices could be heard which put a 
question mark on historical realitiea". The -gar Hirla 
on that date noted that "several NATO countries w a n t d o i d  

( 1  

. .  . .  

The East German Radio on 4 December noted that the 

. Harmel and Scheel as having expressed scepticism'over the 

The Budapest trade union paper Ne szava on 
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RXXTYfl70)4 , 

- 
the fundamental approach . t o  the .problems of Europe and the 
world .by playing f o r  ..time.". Talks at MOSCOW, on the other 
hand , "represented .a posit i ,ve contribution to secu~ing 
peace in the wopld,, to the creation of European security." 

was o o m p e l l ~ o ~ &  i n  .some manner on the idea of a 
bonference and respond . t o .  the several appeals. It said that 

. above. a l l  the Amsriuans and the British have been 
trying to prolong %he so-called,preparatory period since 
it is now politically imposs.ible to openly re3ect the idea 
of a conference." The ministers, it concluded, were at a 
loss on how to draft the reply which. was, in essence, 
"yea''9 but 'I which "at the moment and for the time 
being means 'no1''. . .  

The party,paper, Newzabadsaq, on 7 December 
gave what was &&scribed as.a.detailed analysis of the NATO. 
meeting,.noting-that %O serious'agreement was reached at 
that  session". The article. credited the Moscow statement 
of 4 Decemljer with, helping those NATO. members .who "try 
realistically . t o  measure the situation in Europe" while 
simultani?ously preventing .the , opponents, ."primarily the 
Anglo-Saxon powor~r'.~, from ,ignoring ,the appeal entirely. 

on the 7th expre.ssed .Sorrow that NATO .did not ,accept the 
propos,al for a 'conference, stating t h a t  failure caused 
bitter disillusiom&nt.%p .world public opinion. 

Radio Buda eset;,on the .same day reported tha t  NATO 

W 

- ;  : I 

.. , 

The Mamar Nernzet of the Peoplet S Patriotic Front 

Poland 

The Poliph press generally aocused the United 
States'of  pressuring 'its NATO allies t o  delay holding a 
Europeaq security conference.. as advocated by the Warsaw 
Pact. Tr buna Ludu' OD 6. De'cember claimed that NXPO had 
been, compe * . m a c k l e .  the   subject of a security con- . 
ference' bemuse -it coyX,d .xiot reject . the idea out of hand., 
but worked t o  pos'tpone the time-of its convocation, The 
paper'a r-eported corhihent;èd.- that "the door t o  further talks 
has. not' been closkd, but it would be a .mistake to entertain 
illusions tha t  furtbr'-efforts to convene a conference w i l l  
be easy," 

. 1  

e 

The trade union paper, Glos Prac ,on 8 December 
. .  

said the desire .for. closer . r e l . s t i z w d o m m u n i s t  countries 
WRS to,o :strong for: the.,U,.S.. . to. .block indefinitely. 
Nevertheless, sigas,.indicate , that  convoking a conference will 
be a lorig a'nif..'d'ifficult,, matter. The left-wing so-called 
Roman Crithplic, p-aper, . -  Slowb.Pows-zechne, R&SO on the 8th, 
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reported  that  the negative U.S. stand met with  disapproval 
by those NATO member countrfes which prefer a more open 
approach toward the  conference, idea, This differenc'e reveals 
a divergence of opinion as well as the.dominating pressure 
exerted by the U.S. on its a l l i e s .  The Peasant Party paper, 
Dziennïk Ludow , expressed disappointment a t  NATO's "lack of 
&?termina F"9 lon In meeting half-way the good w i l l  manifested on 
this side of Europe. NATO' S emphasis 'on bi la te ra l  and multi- 
l a t e ra l  preparatory talks,  along with a lack of concrete 
reaction, l e d  the paper to suspect -th;Rt NATO members intend 
to play for time ,indefinitely. 

. .  
Rumania 

The Romania Libera on 6 December carried a comentary 
by its Brussels c o r r e s w t ,  which Radio Bucharest also  broad- 
cast  t ha t  s a m  day, which emphasised the difficulty the 
Ministers experienced in completing the Communiqué due t o  t he  
existence of two. differing views on how' NATO should respond to 
the security conference call. Secretary Rogers was credi ted 
with being the  hardliner who opposed any clear and pos i t ive  
response. The commentator found some hope f o r  t h e ' f u t u r e  in 
tha t  "the pressure of public opinion favouring  concrete actions 
toward dgtante w i l l  limit the obstructive tactics of the hard- 
l ine  opponents of a security conference. 

Sointeia on 11 December reported approvingly on the 
in i t iat ives  of the Warsaw Pace and said NATO had been obliged 
to respond t o  them, even though l'.... NATO was created and e x i s t s  
f o r  quite other reasons than the promotion of détente  and peace 
in Europe". The article implied tha t  there  was a division of 
opinion'between the constructive and r e a l i s t i c  attitudes of 
Belgium., France, Germany and Italy on the one hand and the 
Secretary  General and Mr. Rogers on the other,  t h e  l a t t e r  in- 
sisting,.:t'hat the present time i.s inappropriate for a conference. 
The art,icle' observed that there- are inoreasin positive 
tendenoies.in Western Europe working toward d !z teinte, but that  
the recent Minbter ia l   meet ing showed that NAT0;by its nature, 
is not, , the r i g h t  instrument f o r  discussions seeking détente'and 
an impeovement in Europe's political- climate. The- article con- 
cluded-by-observing that negotiations should not be between 
blocs;,sinca such acts would exclude nations not members of them. 

, .  

Yuuoslavia 

. , , : : .  Radio Belgrade reported on a 7 December press 
despatch from Washington which. said -Secretary Rogers' "sharp 
statement" did not provoke surprise in Washington, where it 
was already familiar. For the rest, the commentary gave a 
resume of-stories f i l e d  by American correspondents who 
covered the Brussels meeting. On the 9th, Politika reca l led  
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thot the conference idea was a Warsaw Pact proposal and 
observed that "whether the  conference will take place 
depends on the answer of the o the r ,  Western, military 
group, NATO.'' Despite  the continued existence of mutual 
distrust, the paper f e l t  it was encouraging that 'lprocesses 
for determining general European interests e x i s t ,  despite 
the cramped and obsolete bloc limitations." 

A Foreign Ministry spokesman at a press  conference 
on the ??th limited his response regarding  the Moscow and 
NATO meetings to a restatement of his  government's view 
that"a conferense on European cooperation and security could 
play a useful role i n  creating, stable and secure relation- 
ships i n  Europe. '' The trade union paper, =, on the 11th 
concluded that, while  the two meetingsrevealed differences 
in attitude  and approach toward the security conference 
theme, they both showed a similarity in t h e i r  inclination 
to view inter-European relations and cooperation as subjects 
which primarily concern the two blocs. This View, the 
paper said, suggests that the two blocs believe  "they can 
change the  physiognomy of the presently-divided Europe by 0 mutual agreement," The paper concluded on the optimistic 
note that, despite th is   point ,  current interest i n  
European security matters indicates the broad, deep desires 
for change and the removal of the cause of tensions between 
blocs , 
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