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I, SOVIEiC VImvs 
1, 

Following  the first meeting.of the Anglo-Soviet 
Consultative Committee, 3rd-5th  April, 1970, the  leader  of  
the  Soviet  .Delegation, Deputy Foreign  Minis*ter  Kozyrev,  stayed 
on in London f o r  an addi t iona l  two days. The only  meeting 
which Mr. Hozy-rev h a d  with the  Secretary of S ta te  f o r  Foreign 
and  Commonwealth Affairs  was a t  a reception on 3 r d  April when . 
they had an info.rma1 t a l k  about European secur i ty?   Ber l in  and 
Germany. On European secu r i ty  Ms. Kozyrev d i d  not  reveal 
anything new  on the Soviet  position. He accused H.M, Government 
of adopting a negat ive  a t t i tude towards a Security Conference, 
He.'said tha t  an All-European  Conference would lead t o -  a great  
upsurge of  economic and commercial  co-operation  and.to 
co-operation i n  o the r   f i e lds ,  which might possibly  be  super- 
vised  by some sort of  standing body, WC, Stewart ,   . in   refut ing 
the  allegations  about  the  negative a t t i t u d e  of  H,M.. Government, 
referred t o  the  study of  possible  procedures  for-negotiation by 
NATO, In  t h i s  context  he  mentioned, in   addi t ion  t o  the  Soviet 
idea o f  a conference,   the  possibil i ty of a standing commission 
on East-\?rest r e l a t ions  e 

Mr. Kozyrev also had talks w i t h  the Permanent Under- 
Secretary f o r  Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs  
( S i r  Denis Greenhill) on European securi ty ,  Mr. Kozyrev said 
that  Soviet  s u p p o r t  f o r  an  Ail-European  Conference was based 
on the i r   des i r e  t o  avoid  any new military  confrontation,  Their 
proposals had the  approval of  t he  overwhelming majority of 
European countries,  He commended the two items i n   t h e  Prague 
Declaration  (renunciation of force and European co-operation) 
ar,d sa id   that   the   quest ion was not  whether t o '  hold a conference, 
b u t  t o  fix a date,   place and agenda, He d i d  not wish t o  over- 
burden  the  conference and d i d  not th ink  t h a t  MBFR could  be 
discussed .at a f irst  conference. This matter would involve 
disarmament and nuclear  matters, with which not a l l  European 
countries were  directly  concernedo The right forum was the  
CCD. A European Security  Conference  could  help forward the 
var ious  bi la teral   negot ia t ions  a l ready  kn ' t ra in ,  j u s t  as much 
as   vice versa. 

Tb. Koeyrev had fu r the r  talks with the  Chancellor of  
the Duchy o f  Lancaster and wi th  s en io r   o f f i c i a l s  of the  Forefgn 
and Commonwealth Office,  In  response t o  the  ChanceIlor of the 
Duchy o f  Lancaster's  exposition o f  H,M, Government's  European 
policy, M r e  Kozyyev said that  the  Soviet view of the EEC 
remained that it was a r e s t r i c t e d  economic grouping,  Speaking 
personally, he sa id  that  he could  not  agree  $hat  Western 
European economic in tegra t ion  would favour  the development of 
East-West trade. On the  contrary,  i n  both economic aj?d p o l i t i c a l  
f i e l d s ,  it would lead t o  an I1fntensification o f  the  s p l i t "  a n d  
t o  the   ra i s  h g  of new b a r r i e r s ,  

(1) Information  circulated by the  UK Delegation on 
- 

14th A p r i l ,  1370 
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2, Brezhnev  Speech 

I n  a speech a t  Kharkov on 14th Apr i l ,  1970, CPSU 
General  Secretary  Breehnev  spoke as f o l l o w s  concerning  the 
Warsaw Pact * s proposals on European securi ty:  

continues t o  be strengthening  peace in Europe, By demonstrating 
intolerance f o r  the  imperialist   policy o f  mili tarism and 
revanchism anfi. t i r e l e s s l y  exposing the designs o f  those who. 
would l ike  t o  reshape t he   f ron t i e r s   i n  Europe, t he   soc i a l i a t  
cou.ntries and the Comuunist and workers p a r t i e s  have  presented 
a r e a l i s t i c  programme t o  strengthen  European  peace. Such a 
prograume.provides f o r  re ject ing  the  use of  force o r  t h r e a t  of 
i t s  use ,   recognis ing   the   t e r r i to r ia l   s ta tus  quo i n  Europe as i t '  
has formed s ince World War II, developing  mutually  advantageous 
t rade ,  economic scient i f   ic- technical ,  aild cu l tu ra l   r e l a t ions  
between a l l   n a t i o n s  and s t a t e s   i n  Europe, regardless of the  
differences o f  t h e i r   s o c i a l  systems, The proposals of t he  
socialist   countries  are  not  directed  against   anyone's legal 
i n t e r e s t s ,  They are  intended t o  promote ixbernational 
collaboration on the  basis of sovereign  equality, 
non-interference  in  the affairs of  others,   respect f o r  
t e r r i t o r i a l   i n t e g r i t y  and the   s t a t e  independence o f  European' 
c ount r i e  s 

"h fundamental  concern of  ou r  foreign  policy was and 

Who cap be against  such proposa ls?  Is it not clear 
tha t  it is precisely  along t h i s  course that a genuine 
normalisation of  t h e   s i h a t i o n   i n  Europe is t o  be at ta ined? 
It is no wonder that   the   idea advanced by t h e   s o c i a l i s t  
countries f o r  convening  an  All-European  Conference of s t a t e s  on 
questions of  s ecu r i ty  and collaboration is finding  increasingly 
broader  international  support ," 

It w i l l  be noted tha t ,  i n   t h e  t h i r d  sentence of the 
first paragraph  quoted  above,  Brezhnev  added  f'culturaltf 
r e l a t ions  t o  the   t rade ,  economic, and sc ien t i f ic - technica l  
r e l a t ions   ca l l ed  f o r  i n   t he  Prague  Declaration,  Apart from t h i s  
Sua11 gesture,  however,  Brezhnev added nothing new $0 the  well- 
known Soviet   posit ion on. this subject ,  

3 ,  Mag Dag Slcgaa 

I n  the CPSU slogas.ls for'llay Day, 1970, which  were 
published  in'Prc;vda on 16th A p r i l ,  the ' s logan  (No, 53) on 
European s e c u z w h i c h  appears  below, d o e s  no t   d i f fe r  
s ign i f i can t ly  from the slogan published  Last  October(1). 

"Peoples in Europe! Intensify  the  s t ruggle  t o  c rea te  an 
effective  system of co l l ec t ive   s ecu r i ty   i n  Europe, f o r  
developing  co-operation and mutual  understanding  between 
peoples! f9  
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4. Comments o f  the  Soviet   Counsellor  in Ottawa 

On 23rd April ,  1970, the  Counsellor o f  the  Soviet 
Embassy i n  Ottawa. had a f u r t h e r  exchange of views wfth o f f i c i a l s  
of the Departnent o f  External   Affairs , .   In  t h i s  mee%ing,  which 
was a continuation o f  m ear l ier   dfalogue(1)  on 28th January, 
the  Soviet  Bepresentative probed f o r  titore details  concerning  the 
Canadian posi t ion on a possible  conference on European secur i ty ,  
and urged tha t  Canada make counter-proposals with respect t o  the  
timing and the agenda of such a conference. 

The Counsellor  revealed l l t t l e   t h a t  was  new concerning 
the  Soviet p o s i t i o n  on a CES. Some o f  his comments d id ; .  
however, serve t o  i l lus t ra te   ra ther   c lear ly   the   concept ions  
underlying  the Warsaw Pact  proposal f o r  a declaration on the 
renunciation o f  the  use o r  t h r e a t  of force. Eor example, the - 

Soviet  Counsellor  declared  that  the  Czechoslovak  events of 1968 
had nothing t o  do w i t h  e i t h e r  Suropean secur i ty  o r  a C%S; t h i s  
was an interns1  matter of t h e   s o c i a l i s t   s t a t e s ,  which h a d  been 
resolved  within  the  social is t   family,   including Czechoslovakia . 

The Soviet  Counsellor  maintained  that  the  concept o Î  
the  renunciation o f  the  use o f  force would apply first o f  a l l  
in   the  sense o f  relations between the   soc i a l i s t  and the  
cap i t a l i s t   coun t r i e s  of  Europe; it w 8 s  between them tha t  a major 
conflict  could be  provoked and everything  passible had t o  be 
done t o  prevent it. It had t o  be recognised,  said  the  Soviet 
Representative;  that Europe was divided  into  social is t  and 
c a p i t a l i s t   s t a t e s  and .one uust  co-operate on those  questions 
which could  be posit ively  resolved, 

T h  Cwadian   of f ic ia l s  t o o k  note of  the  Soviet 
Counsellox's  rzfersaze t o  Europe divided between s o c i a l i s t  and 
c a p i t a l i s t  s ta tes  and wondered i n  what category d i d  Yugoslavia 
f a l l  i n  tha t  case? When the  Soviet   Counsellor  replied  . that .  
Yugoslavia was soc i a l l s t  i1accom3ing t o  the Yugoslav Authorities", 
t he  Canadian o f f i c i a l s  remarked t h a t  what seemed per t inent  was 
the  Soviet   def ini t ion,   especial ly   in   the  l ight  of  t h e   e a r l i e r  
remark  about t h e   i n t e r n a l   a f f a i r s  of  the   soc ia l i s t   count r ies  
be ing   se t t led  by them. The Soviet  Counsellor.-  observed  that a l l  ' 
t h i s  went beyond what one had t o  discLW s, The Canadian 
of f ic ia l s   re jo ined   tha t  it was not beyond the scope of  a 
conference;  the  existence of such  issues  demonstrated  that more 
preparation was required  before  even an agenda could  be  agreed. 
The Soviet  Counsellor  concluded t h i s  pa r t  of the exchange  by 
saying  that   the Cnuadian  views  were not as posi t ive  as  he had 
hoped, b u t  t h a t  he would report   then t o   losc scow. 

(1) See P0/70/117, Eten 9, .d&ed 17th March, 1970 
.llD 
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5. - Soviet-Czechoslovak Cournuni& 
The Cor;lrnuniquQ issued a t  the  conclusion o f  the 

o f f i c i a l  visi t  t o  Czechoslovakia o f  Soviet  Foreign  Minister 
Groraylco 16th-21st March p 1970, contained  the  following 
paragraphs : 

'*The t w o  s ides  exchanged views on topical  probleus 
i n  Zurope,  They noted  with  sat isfact ion  that   the   proposal  f o r  
convening ann All-Guropeon Conference on European  Security is 
meeting with an  ever  broader  positive  response, The Prague 
s ta teuent  of 31st  October, 1969, which was adopted by the 
soc ia l i s t   coun t r i e s ,   t he   i n i t i a to r s  of  the  proposal f o r  the 
convening or" 8 conference, formed a good basis f o r  the  passing 
over i n   t he   nea r  fu-bure f rou  the  preparztion of t h i s  conference 
t o  p r a c t i c a l  rreasures. Where Czechoslovakia and the  Soviet. 
Union are  concerned,  the t w o  countries will contfnue t o  s t r i v e ,  
i n  keeping with the pr inciples  o f  the  policy o f  peaceful 
co-existence o f  s t a t e s  wi th  d i f f e ren t   soc i a l  systems, f o r  the 
convening of an All-European  ConÎerence and f o r  the  ensuring o f  
i t s  success* 

V9The r e l a t ions  t o  the Gernan Federal  Republic were 
a l so  discussed  in  the  talks.  

t'The Czechoslovak s ide   s t r e s sed   t ha t  it expects f r o n  
the  PRG Government an  unequivocal  admission o f  the   inva l id i ty  
o f  the  Munich Agreeuent frou i ts  very  incipience and t h a t  a l l  
consequences  ensuing frou t h i s  w i l l  be  drawn, 

"Czechoslovakia and the  Soviet Union h o l d  the view 
t h a t  it would be o f  great  inportance f o r  the  reduction of 
tension 2nd the  strengthening o f  peace i n  Europe i f   t he  FRG were 
t o  s h i f t  t o  a policy o f  adu i t t i ng   t he   f ac t s   a r i s ing   a s  a r e s u l t  
of World Var II and post-war  developuents, The two s ides   a re  
also agreed  that   s ight  must not be lost o f  the  danger of 
mal i festat ions of revanchisrn and the   ac t iv i sa t ion  of neo-Nazi' 
force8 iiz t h e  F R G  and t h a t  permanent vigi lance a u s t  be observed 
in   respec t  o f  theu." 

II. EAST EKROF?3~~ VIX'dS 

6 ,  Yugoslav Views 

In  nid-Ikrch,  the  Yugoslav Government dis t r ibuted Lt\ro 
d o c ~ ~ e i 1 t s  (1) oil European secur i ty  and European  co-operation,  the 
contents of which are.suuuarised  below, The Canadian,  Danish, 
French,  Gernan,  Greek,  Netherlands,  Turkish, and United S ta tes  
Delegations(2) have confirned  receipt o f  these  docuuents, which 
do  not  represent a new i n i t i a t i v e  f o r  a Conference on European 
Security but a r e   r a the r  an exposition o f  Yugoslav  views. 

(1) The o r i g i n a l   t e x t '  of these documents, as  provided by the 
Dznish  Delegation, was c i rcu la ted  under cover of a uemorandun 
f r o n  the Secretary o f  the   Pol i t icd   Couui t tee   da ted  
2 5 t h  PIarch ; 1970 .. 
24th and 31st March, 1970. 

(2 )  Informtion  reported i n  the P o l i t i c a l  Conmittee on 
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" 

The document on EuropeL= s e c u r i t y   r e f l e c t s   t h e  
Yugoslav conception of an "evolution o f  re la t ions"  auong 
European countries,  in  accordance with UTJ Charter  principles,  
leading t o  the  gradual el iBinat ion o f  '.blocs and the  creat ion 
o f  conditions of  f u l l  freedou and equal i ty  f o r  a l l  European 
countries, In the Yugoslav  view, the  starting point f o r  t h i s  
evolution should  be a %%cognition o f  t h e   e x i s t i n g   t e r r i t o r i a l  p;;; +U$,' and f texis t fng Germn rcali%fes.t l .  The .Yugoslavs 

e developuent of  agreed  mle's of conduct i n  European 
re la t ions ,  eu3odying the  pr inciples  o f  sovereign equal i ty ,  
respect f o r  thc independence and t e r r i t o r i k l  i n t e g r i t y  of s t a t e s ,  
abstentioa f rom the use o f  t h r e a t  of .force, and non-interference 
in the   in te rna l  affairs.of other  s t a t c s ,  

The Yugoslavs advocste a step-by-step  approach t o  
regional disamauent, coanencing with nodest ueasures  such as 
l i u i t a t i o n s  on n i l i t a r y  manoeuvres and prevention o f  foreign 
u i l i t a r y  bslses i n   t e r r i t o r i e s  where they do not  already  exist ,  
krextually,   the Yugoslavs envisage non-nuclear  zones and zones 
of  U n i t e d  armnucnts i n  Europe, as well as various  measures of 
disengageuent 

An essent ia l   e leuent   in  Yugoslav  thinking, and one 
which dfs t ingufshes  their   posi t ion  f ron  that  o f  the  Warsaw Pact, .  
is the  pr inciple  that  any  .reduction o r  freezing o f  armaments 
should be  balanced and should  cover both nuclear and conven- 
t ional  aroauents and s h o u l d ,  moreover, contribute t o  a reduction 
o f  pre8swe9 o r  t he   poss ib i l i t y  o f  pressure, on European 
count r ies ,   par t icu lar ly   the  sual ler  ones.  Unlike the  Warsaw 
Pact, Yugoslavia would wish t o  see  regional  disaruanent measures 
included  in  the agenda o f  a Conference on European Security. 
The Yugoslavs favour the   broadest   possible   par t ic ipat ion in  the 
preparation of  the  conference and .  i t s  agenda and oppose 

"Vestric'ted  'preparatory  bodiesftl,   such. as the   n t ro ikan  . .  

suggested  by  Poland and H u n g w y ,  In  other  respects,  Yugoslav 
views on a possible CES, i n  s o  far as these   a r e   r e f l ec t ed   i n  
this docuuent, do not cppear t o  d i f f e r   s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from those 
o f  the T.11msaw Pact neaber countries,  

The Yugoslav  docuuent on European co-operation  calls  
f o r  greater  use of t h e   f a c i l i t i e s  of exis t ing   in te rna t iona l  
organizations i n  Europe, i n  par t icular '   the .  ECE, t o  promote 
co-opekation i n  econoaic , scient  i f f6  p c u l t u r a l  and technical  
f ie lds ,   inc ludi lz   agr icu l ture ,  educzti0:t and the  environnent, 
Yugoslav proposa ls  on t h i s  subject   are  uore comprehensive' and 
detai led th,m %hose of t h e  Warsaw Pact  uenber s t a t e s ,  and 
include suggestions (cog. for a * I f m e  f low of information" 
between  European countr ies)  which would pose d i f f i c u l t i e s  f o r  
the  uore  orthodox  Connunist  r6giues 
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The Commniqub issued a t  the conclus  ton of the 
o f f i c i a l  v is i t  t o  Poland of Hungarian  Po-reign  Minister  Peter, 
gth-12th March, 19709 contained  tlie  following  paragraph: 

YChe Ministgrs  discussed  the  fundanental  problem ' 

of t he   i n t e rna t iona l   s i t ua t ion  and devoted nuch a t t en t ion  t o  the 
consolidation o f  European seculdty and the  question of the 
preparation of  a conference t o  pronote  European  security a n d  
co-operation, They expressed  the  conviction that recognition 
by the  Federal Republic of  Germany (FRG) o f  t he  post-war 
European t e r r i t o r i a l - p o l i t i c a l   r e a l i t i e s  a n d ,  wi th in   tha t  
sphere,  recognition of the Oder-Neisse f r o n t i e r  of  Poland, 
would pave thc way t o  a norual isat ion of  r e l a t ions  between the 
soc ia l i s t   coun t r i e s  and the FRG m d  would contribute  ' thereby 
t o  a l a s t i n g   s t a b i l i s a t i o n  o f  the   s i tua t ion   in  Europe,ll 

In   uid- lkmh,   the Rurmnlm Government c i rculcted a 
new p r o p o s d  on b e h d f  of  a Conference on European  Security 
and co-operation,  inclt?dirg a sugges-bion f o r  a preparatory 
neeting t o  be attended  by  represent;atives o f  the  Ministries o f  
Foreign  Affairs, o f  a l l  t h e  European countr ies  concerned. 
Following  the i n i t i a l   r e p o r t  by the  UIC Delegation(2),  the 
Delegations of Belgiuu, C&mda(3), Dennark, France,  Gemany?, 
Greece, I t a l y ,  Luxembourg, the  Netherlands,  Xo~my(4,),,  Turkey, 
2nd the United States .confirned that the Ruramian views had, 
i n  one way o r  another; been conveyed t o  t h e i r  Governnents as 
wel l .  The UIC Delegation  reported that  s i n i l a r  approaches were 
nade t o  Finland, .Sweden and AUStria(5). 

(1) Phis  i t e u  suppleuents and updates  Iten 9 o f  P0/70/153, 
dated 24th March, 1970. 

( 2 )  See t h e   l e t t e r  a n d  enclosure  sent by the  United Ki-%dom 
Representative on the   Po l i t i ca l  Courslittee t o  t h a t  
Cormittee on 12th March, 1970. 

(3) See the  uerrormduu o f  conversat ion  c i rculated.  by the 
Canadian  Representative a t  the  Pol i t ical   Conui t tee  'S 
rzleeting on 18th Narch, 1970, 

l 

l (4) See I t e n  10. 

(5 )  Information  reported in the  Pol i t ical   Couni t tee  on 18th,  
19th, 24th and 31st March,  and  on 14th April ,  19700 
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9. Background t o  Runanian  Proposal 

According t o  information  received  by  the Canadian 
Authorit ies  frou  the Rumanian labassador i n  a NATO c a p i t a l ( l ) ,  
the  Soviet  Aubassador i n  Bucharest  called on President Ceause.scu 
souetine  in  February o r  e a r l y  March t o  seek  Ruuanian  support 
f o r  an i n i t i a t i v e ' t o  f o r m  a comnissf-on composed of  th ree  
countries  (Poland,  Pinlana and Belgiuu) t o  prepare f o r  a 
Conference on. European  Security.  President  Ceausescu  declined, 
alid proceeded  instead t o  i n s t r u c t  his  Aubassadors i n  European 
capi ta l s  t o  explore   the  a l ternat ive  idea of convening a 

reparatory  oeetin o f  officials  representing  Foreign  Ministers 
see  previous  item 7 

Reading frou his  instruct ions,   the  Rumanian 
Anbassador who provided the  forego-  information  explained that 
Runania d i s l i k e d   t h e   t r i p a r t i t e  comuission  idea  because it 
reflected a bloc-to-bloc  approach and because  they  thought -it 
impor tmt  that al1 countries  should  have  equal  opportunity t o  
corztribute'to  the  -preparation of the  conference. The Ruuanims 
also  contend  that a preparctory  meeting  bringing  together 
representatives of a l l  par t ic ipat ing  countr ies  is nore in l i n e  
with the.  terras of  the  Budapest  Appeal o f  17th March, 1969 and ,. 

with the  Finnish Heuorandun of  5th May, 1969. 

P 

10 O Visit of Horwegian Foreign  Mfnister Lyng t o  Rumania 

Bomegian  Foreign  Ministe? Lyxg paid an o f f i c i a l  v isf t  
t o  Euuania frou 9th-12th T4arcl1, 1970. While there ,  he was given 
a presentation o f  Rumanian views on Euzopean secur i ty  and 
CO-operation(2)  by  Foreign  Minister Nanescu, who d i d  not ,  
however, r e f e r   spec i f i ca l ly  t o  the Ruuanian proposal t o  convene 
a preparatory  raeeting of  representatives of European  Foreign 
Ministries (see Item S). Foreign  Minister Nanescu sa id   t ha t   t he  
Ruuanian  Governuent considers it is necessary  that  all the  
s t a t e s  of  the  Continent s h o u l d  have the   poss ib i l i t y  o f  d i r e c t l y  
par t ic ipa t ing   in  all t he  stages f o r  preparing,  organizing and  
holding  the European  Conference with no obstacles,  exceptions 
o r  d iscr ininat ions in  the  conditions of  f u l l  equa l i t y   i n   r i gh t s ,  
and that  it is  als-O necessary  that  no issue s h o u l d  be tackled 
frou  bloc-to-bloc, within a r e s t r i c t e d  group o f  s t a t e s .  

(3) See t h e   l e t t e r  and  enclosure  sent by the Canadian 
Representative on the   Po l i t i ca l   Comi t t ee  t o  tha t  
Comnittee on 20th March, 1970. 

Horwegian Representative a t  the ueeting of  t h e   P o l i t i c a l  
Conuittee on 19th March, 1970. 

( 2 )  See the  uemornnàuu of conversation  circulated by the 
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ln the  Couuuniqud(1) issued 2% the  conclusion of the 
vis i t  , it was noted tha t   there  t o o k  plsce a b r o a d  exchange of 
views on  some present  international p r o b l e m  and especial ly  OL 
European security,   underlining  the  necessity of Dchieving 
concrete  actions f o r  preparing  the  All-European  Conference i n  
which a l l  i n t e re s t ed   s t a t e s  mzy take  par t ,  

Il. Visit of  Turkish Presfdent Suncy t o  Rumania(2) 

During a1 o f f i c i a l  visi t  t o  Ruutlilia, 13th-17th A p r i l ,  
1970,  President Sunay was t o l d  by President Ceausescu tha t   the  
need f o r  es tabl ishing a system o f  secur i ty  and co-operation was 
now accepted  by  every  one, and tha t  the  divergences of opinion 
concerned  only  the  questions of  how t o  prepare and when t o  h o l d  
a conference t o  realise  these  objectives,   President Ceausescu 
acknowledged t h a t  a conference  could  not be held  in t h e  near 
f c t u r e ,  and he added t h a t  it is very  iuportant  that   the 
conference be well  prepared and have every  chance of success. 

President  Ceausescu  said tha t  interested  countr ies  
could ask f o r  the   inc lus ion   in   the  agenda o f  o ther   subjec ts   in  
addi t ion t o  those  contained  in  the Prague Declaration, He also 
s a i d   t h a t  Rummia d i d  not approve of  the  uethod of  bloc-to-bloc 
negotiation. He spoke  approvingly of the  talks being  held by 
the  Federal  Republic o f  Germany w i t h  i t s  Eastern  neighbours, and 
s a id  -tkt Runania's  ,relatîons were developing  positively wi th  
all the  countries of Europe except  Spain,  where the  present 
s i t u a t i o n  d i d  not  pernit  the  establishment of d ip loua t ic   t i es .  

Concerning  the  Balkms,  President Ceausescu sa id   tha t  
Runania  enjoys good re la t ions   in   such   f ie lds  as cu l ture ,  s p o r t  
and science with a l l  the   o ther   s ta tes  of  the  region. He hoped 
t h a t  economic and p o l i t i c a l   r e l a t i o n s  would also  develop 
favourably, b u t  recogaised  that  t h i s  would require s o w  time,. 
?hen  Presideat Sunzy raised the  subject o f  d isarument ,  
PYesident  Ceausescu re fer red   b r ie f ly  t o  t he  importance o f  
denuclearisstion o f  t he  Balkans, 

In   the  Corrrauniqu6 issued a t  the  conclusion of the 
v i s i t ,  the Rumanians agyeed with the T w l c i s h  view t h a t  the major 
questions o f  European secur i ty  s h o u l d  be resolved  progressively, 
that   the  conference s h o u l d  be carefully  prepared, and t h a t  d l  
i n t e re s t ed   s t a t e s  s h o u l d  par t ic ipa te ,  The Rumanians wanted, b u t  
d i d  no t   in   the  end i n s i s t  upon, the  inclusion o f  a phrase  calling 
f o r  the   d l rec t (3)   par t ic ipa t ion  of all i n t e re s t ed   s t a t e s ,  This 

(1) P u l l  tsxt c i rcu la ted  t o  the   Pol i t ical   Couui t tee  under 
cover o f  a ' l e t t e r  f rom the Norwegian Representative  dated 
11th Apr i l ,  1970. 
Informt ion ' rcpor ted  ia the  Council on 29th A p r i l ,  1970. 
See I t e u  10, f irst  paragraph, 
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I T V T X T Z T "  
NJLTO C O I ~ I D r n T I N ;  

may have  been  motivated by a desire  t o  prevent a preparatory 
me t ing ,  o r  a conference,  being  held a t  which only  cer ta in  
countries would pa r t i c ipa t e  and where other  countries (among 
them  RuuanLa) would be represented  only  &xHrectly, as f o r  
exauple through the  Vroika" fo ruu la  proposed by the  Poles and 
others   ( see   I tem 1 2  and  14) , 

12 ,  Visit of Horwegian Foreign  Ministe-r Lyng t o  Bulgaria 

Norwegian Foreign Minister Ljrzlg paid an o f f i c i a l  
v i s i t  t o  Bulgaria  frocl 12th-15th Nzrch, 1970.. In pr iva te  
conversation with Bulgarian  Foreign  I'linister Bashev,  Foreign 
rllinister Lyng received the impression  that  Bulgarian  views d i d  
no t   d i f fe r   s ign i f icant ly   f rou   those  of the  Soviet; Union. F o r  
example, the  Bulgarians-  supported  the  idea- o f  es tabl ishing a . 

kind of f l t ro iks l f ,  o r  coumission corsposed of three  countr ies  
(see Itei-o prepare f o r  a Conference on European Secur i ty ( l ) ,  

In   t he  CouuuniquC!(2) issued  at   the  conclusion of the 
vis i t ,  it was noted that  a detai led exchange o f  views t o o k  place 
on sone present  international  problens - especial ly  on European 
security,   nnderlining  the  necessity of achieving  concrete  actions 
f o r  preparing an All-European  Conference. 

13. Counents of bu1.aria.n F i r s t  Deputy Foreign  pllinister(3) 

'While on a p r i v a t e   v i s i t  t o  I ta ly ,   the   Bulgar ian   F i r s t  
Deputy Foreign Minister,.  &Ir, Grozev, net  with M r .  Pedini,   the '  
Under-Secretary o f  S ta te  a t  the   Nin is t ry  of  Foreign  Affairs, m d  
o ther   sen ior   o f f ic ia l s ,  

Nr. Grozev said that  the  agenda f o r  a CES proposed by 
the Warsaw Pact  countries was concrete and reasonable. The 
signature o f  8 document  on the  renunciation of  force would 
c rea te  a f i r n  base f o r  resolving  other  urgent  problems,  while 
the growth of economic a n d  s c i e n t i f i c   r e l a t i o n s ,  and even 
cu l tu ra l   r e l a t ions  would , b c r e a s e  mutual  confidence. 

It would be possible ,   sa id  l'Ir. Grozev, t o  consider 
any constructive proposa l ,  provided it were acceptable t o  a l l .  
In   th i s   connec t ioc ,  Nr,, Grozev mentioned kourisrn and ecological 
questions  (sach as oceanography) and a l so  cu l tu ra l  exchanges - 
provided, however, th2.t t h e   l a t t e r  < i d  n o t  become a means of 
in te rvent ion   in  the in te rna l   Zf faf rs  of other countries,  
Iqr. Grozev r u l e d  o u t  discussion OP 143PE7 since t h i s  would involve 
coraplex probiens o f  nuclear d i s a m m m t  and consequently  delay 
the  convening of the  conference, lJ2. Grozev a l so  ruled o u t  
consideration o f  Germany a n d  Berlin,   since  these  matters  are 
subject t o  Pour-Power agreements. 

.(l> Information  reported.   in  the  Polit ical  Comaittee on 

(2) Full Lext c i r cu la t ed   t o   t he   Po l i t i c s1  Comuilitee under 

. .  

19th Blarch, 1970, 

cover of a l e t t e r  frorr the  ITorweghn Representative  dated 
11th April,  1970, 

( 3 )  Information  reported  in  the  Council on 8th A p r i l ,  1970. 
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Mr. Grozev sa id   t ha t   success   i n   t he   b i l a t e ra l   t a lk s  
between the  Federal  Republic o f  Germany mid the  USSR and Yoland 
would be desirable ,  b u t ,  s h o u l d  not be a precondition f o r  
convening c2 conferenceo  Meither s h o u l d  it be necessary t o  have 
any preparatory  meetings  for c2 conference,   since  bilateral  
contacts have  already  served t o  c la r i fy   mny  aspec ts  of the 
problems 

14. Couments o f  Czechoslovak Deputy Foreign 
FETs ter  B 

Czechoslovak Deputy Poreign  Minister  Busniak  visited 
Brussels on 13th-14th A p r i l ,  1970. In  private  conversation  with 
Belgian  off ic ia ls ,  he expressed  the  view tha t  the  idea of a CES 
had won, general  acceptance, He envisaged  Helsinki as t h e   s i t e ,  
and thought  that  it st i l l  night be possible t o  convene the  
conference  in  the second half of  1970. 

Busniak proposed t h z t  a group of three  countrj . ,es, ,  f o r  
example, F in l~ ,nd ,  Belgium, one k!arsclw Pact uernber s t a t e ,  
be designsted t o  organize  the  preparktions f o r  the conference 
(see Iteeu 1 2 )  . Regzrding the  agmda,  Busniak  thought  that  the 
two subjects  mentioned in   the  Prague  Declaration, though l i n i t e d  
i n  scope,   were, l tkely t o  lead t o  u s e f u l  r e s u l t s ,  It was time 
now. t o  d i s c u s s  renunciation of  fo rce   i n  a mult.ilatera1  context, 
and progress   in   the   b i la te ra l   t a lks  now under way s h o u l d  not be 
considered a' precondition, European co-operation s h o u l d  also be 
discussed  in  a uu l t i l a t eml   con tex t ,  and Busniak spoke o f  the 
p o s s i b i l i t y  of expnding   cu l tura l   re la t ions ,  

Busniak r eg re t t ed   t ha t   t he  XATO December Minis ter ia l  
Meeting seemed t o  have  hardened posit ions and adopted an 
unfavourable  att i tude toward  a CES, He thought  that  NATOfs 
proposa ls  were t o o  ambitLous and t o o  vague, a n d  t h a t  Prague was 
no t   su f f i c i en t ly  informed on Western  views  concerning c e r t a i n  , 

disaruament  questions.  Busniak d i d  not re ject   the   Belgian 
contention tha t  a declarat ion on the  renunciatlon o f  force would 
need t o  .be accompanied by regional  disaruanent masures,  

l ~ 5 ,  P o l i s h  Draft Treaty on'European  Security a n d  
Co-operati 02 
I n  accordance with a request tilade i n   t h e   P o l i t i c a l  

Cormittee on 2lst A p r i l ,  1970,. the   Pol i t ical   Divis ion is 
Preparing  an  analysis o f  recent P o l i s h  proposals on t h i s  
s u b j e c t ,   t c  be d is t r ibu ted   separa te ly ,  
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III. FIî\NISH ACTIVITIES 

16, Movements o f  Ii’innish Ambassador Enckell(1) 

The Finnish Roving Ambassador, Nr. Enckell, had talks 
i n  Bern, Vienna, Belgrade, Par i s ,  Brussels, Moscow and Warsaw(2). 
He wcs s c h e d u l e d  t o  v i s i t  Tnlashtngton on 4th-5th May, 1970 and 
Ottawa. on -7.th-8th Mcy(3) r?nd €S expected t o  visit Rome a% the 
beginning of June (4) 

(1) This item suppl.ernents and updates x-teus l0 and 11 of 
P0/70/153. dated 24th March, 1970, 

(2) A s s o c i a t e 5  Press despatch d&ed 17th A p r i l 9  1970; also 
inforustion  reported in  the P o l i t i c a l  Committee on 14th  
and 2 1 ~ t  fipri.1; 1970. 

31st March, 1970. 
(3)  Information  reported in the  Pol i t ical   Conui t tee  on 

( 4 )  Information  reported in the P o l i t i c a l  Committee on 
14th April ,  1370. 
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