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BULGANIN LETTER, 6 June 1956

On 6 June 1956, Preaier Bulganin informed Preaident Eisenhower
of a recent Soviet decision to demobilize 63 divisions and =
separate brigades, inoluding three air divisions and other combat
units numbering 30,000 men stationed in the German Democratic
Republic. He ¢alled on the United States, Britain, and FPrance to
maks similar peductions in their troops on German territory. The
President replied on &4 August that the prodblem of forces in Germany
could not be d¢salt with as an isolated matter, and he urged the
Soviets to live up to previous agreements for reunification and fres
elections in Germany.

(U) Ltr. Balganin to 6 June 56; Ltr., Eilsenhower to

Elsenhower, .
Bulganin, 4 Aug 563 both w/Sec't Hote 112, JNP 092 ( 1'&-&5_) sac 66,

BoPo Pm 7.




SOVIET DECLARATION ON DISARNANENT AND THE REDUCTION OF INTERNATIONAL
' TENSION, 17 November 1956

: After moting that the armed attack of Britain, Prsnce snd
Iarsel on had "orested a situation dsngerous to the cause
of peacs,"” USSR presented the United States on 17 November
1956 s broad: program designed to reduce arusments and inter-
national temmion. Ineluded in this progrsa were the following
specific propossis: 1) a one-third reduction during the coming
year of U3, British, Prench, and Soviet srmed forses stationed
in Germany; 2) & "significant” reduction during 1957 of the
armed forces in the NATO and ¥Warsaw Poct aress; 3) liquidstion
within two yesrs of military bases on the territory of other
states; 4) establishment of a strict snd effective international
control, insluding provision for serisl inspeotion up to 800
kllomsters on either side of the demarcation line betwsen the
" NATO and Warssw Pact areas; snd 5) s summit meeting to consider
these proposals. :

- . On 31 Decomber, President Xisenhowar suggested that,
instesd of 8 sumait meeting, the Soviet Union present these
proposals through the UN. The President promised to give the
Soviet p “careful atudy” and pledged continued US efforts
toward the reduction and control of armaments.

730 (U) Stste Dept. Documents on Disermsment, 1985-1959, I, pp 720-




SOVIN® DISARMANXNT PROPOSALS, 18 MARCH 1957

In connestion with its propesal to the Disarmaments Sub-
coaamittes of the United Nations on reduction of armaments and

armed forces amd the 1tion of atomic and hydrogen weapons,
the Soviet Unism on 1 mz%?mdmtomuws'zmc
1958 the US, the UK, Francs and the USSR reduce their armed

forces statiened in Germany by ons-third in relation to the level
of those foress om 30 December 1956. They also proposed that the
same nations substantially reduce their armed forces atationed

in NATO countries and of the Warsaw Treaty nations as appropriate,
and that further redustions be made in 1959.

= 7gg) Dept of State, Documents on Disarmament, 1985-1949, pp:




MR; KERUSHCHRV'S TV PROPOSALS - 2 JUNB 1957

Spesking oa US television in a recorded interview,
Mr. Kwruashchev atated on 2 June 1957t hy could not the
Tnited States and other countries withdraw their troops from
Yestern snd from the Vestern countries, that is to say,
from Prance, Italy, Turkay, Gresce and from other places where
“your troops are stationed of which I do not unow. We, on the .
other hand, comld withdrsw ocur foroes from Eastern Germany,
from Poland, h‘tn. snd Rumenia., Ve do not have troops 1in
other countriss.

(0) Hintertoff, Eugsne, Disengegement, (London, 1959). pP. 204205,




swmmrommuu-sm 1957.

In a m to the General Amembly of the United Nations
on 20 September 1957 the Soviet Government stated, "The Soviet
Goverrment coatinues to hold the view that the reduction of the

" armed forces of the United States, the Union of Soviet 3ocialist

Republics, the United Kingdom and Frunce which are stationed in
the territory of Germany by one-third or by szome other agreed
Tigure would play a considerable part in improving tha situation
in Eurcpe and in ths whole world and in solving the Garman
problen as a whole. Tha Soviet Government also considers that
international tensions would be greatly alleviated by agreement
" to reduce the armmsd forces of the United States, the United
Kingdom and Fremce which are stationsd in ths territory of the
NATO countries and the armed forces of the USSR which are stationea
in the territory of the Warsaw Treaty countries. The extant of
the reduction eof the arwmed forcu of these countries aight be

specified at sudbsequent tallu

(U) State Dept. Documents on Disaymament, 1945-1949, p. 882.




“THR RAPACKI FLAN

onzocmxmma'smmm, Hr. Rapacki,
suggeated to the U Generel Asssmbly the creation of an "atom
free sone” in Oentral Eurcpe. Marehal Bulganin of the Soviet
Union bacied this proposal in a letter to President Eisenhower on
10 December 1957 ineluding & general suggestion which atated:

and armaments, the complete prohibition of nuclear wespons, the
cassation of their production and the destruction of stockpiles,
the withdrewal of foreign armed torm from the territories of all
states, including the member statea of NATO and of the Varsaw Pact,
and snS of the existing military groupings of states with a
collective seompity system.” The President’s reply made no mention
u? withdrewal of forces from NATO or Warsaw Pact territory but did
suggest that the US and Russia "take steps to begin the controlled
and progressive redustion of conventional weapons and military -

manpower” and 414 address atamic controls at some length. The

mlytwumwthmnpmc‘nl. »

'o-m were confirmed in msmoreanda from ronnd
to the Thres Westem powers and others tn 14 February 1958. These
- proposals conprised essantially details of arrangsaents for
msmhc against stationing or use of nuclear weapons in Central
Eurcpe. However, Poland said it *. . . had reascn to state that
acceptance of ths proposal . . . wmracniuummdunsofan
agresasnt relating to an adequats reduction of conventional arma-
menta and of foreign armed tmu stationed on the territory of the
States included in ths zcne.

munmmmmmanou to Poland on 3 Hay
1958, since the plan provided no method for a balanced and equit-
able limitatism of military capabilities and perpetuated the basic.
cause of teansion in Exrope by accepting the omumu‘ division of
Germany. Also ths US pointed out to Poland that "Unless equipped
. with nuclear wetpons, Vestem forces in Germany would find them-
aslves undear present circumstances at a great diuedvantags to the
' numerically greater mass of Soviet trocps stationed within easy
distance of Western Burope . . . ." Notes from the Joviet govern-
ment mwmmwmlm continued to press the Palian

propouu, howpver.

nmw madvm:mothnmmupml
conference at Warsaw on 34 November 1958. This tims his plan had
two stagss: Stags one--2 ban on nuclear weapons--Stags m--mxs
npmuu reductions of conventional forces. “The reduction,"
he said, "woulé be effected simultansously with the caxplete
damclmmtm of the zons and . . would be accompanied by
..Mmotmm” ,

nintorhoff, Eugene, Q;g_n_m%w, London 1959, pp. 215, Sgs,
402-407; TS Smto, Docm on any, 12‘35 1%1, pp. 251-2
260-26T7, 297-298, .




CORRESPONBENCE PRELININARY TO SUNMIT CONFERENCE - 1958

In a asmorendum from Poreign Hinister Gromyko to Westeirn
Anbassadors on the agenda for the proposed summit meeting, the
Soviet Govervmmant proposed a gradual reduction of foreign troops
in foreign tarritories and proposed, as a first step, to reduce
during 1958 the armed forces of the USSR, the US, the UK, Prance,
and othar states having troops in the territory of Germany by one-
third "or to any othar agreed extent.” These reduced contingents
would be withdrawn within their own national frontiers. "The
question of a substantial reduction in the armed forces and arma-
nents of states and the conclusion of an appropriate intermational
agreement with this odbjective, as well as the complste withdrawal
of foreign armed forces from the territories of the states membors
of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty could bs discusasd during the
following stage of negotiations.” '

In tha continuing correspondence between tha USSR and the US
on the subject of arranging a sumxit conference, the Sovist
Government reminded the U3 on 15 July 1558 that it had, in the
preceding three years, reduced its armed forces unilaterally by a
total of 2.140 million men and that it had reduced its foroes in
Zast Jermany by more than 90,000 in the name period.

On the same date the Soviet Jovermment presanted to the US
and to the govermments of "Ruropean States” a druft treaty of
Friendship and Collaboration for "examination.” ' This proposed
treaty containsd an artiecle 5 which read, "Until the conclusion of
" a general agreement on the limitations of amms and of armed forces
and the banning of atomle weapons the signatories are obligated:
a) To reduce in the course of 1 to 2 years their armed forces and
arms located in the territory of Germany by 1/3 or by another agreed
amount, wheredy the reduced contingents of armed forces must dbe
withdrawn from the umtor.! of Germany to within the confines of
their own naticual boxders. After this had been dons the Soviets
wanted to consider further reductions of foreign armsd forces in
Germany and also redustion of foreign forees located on the
territory of other European states.

The US informed the Soviet Government that it would not
comment on the draft treaty at present but indicated the mattsr
could ge considered by the Western Powers at a sumit meeting
if held.. : . .

. 1st sess, pp. 303,

(0) US Semate, Dogmngn on Geywmany 1944-1961, 87th Cong.,




Foreign Kinister Grouayko tranamitted to the UN Generel
Assembly on 18 September 1958 a msmorendum on disarmament
neasures which aghin advocated withdrawal of all troops from
tha territory of foreign states and repested the first-step
formula of ane<third reduction of USSR, US, UK and Prench
rorce:mtrnm. mmm&mmmwm Pact
count

nz(;u) Dept of State, Documents on Disarmament, 1945-1949,
Pe . . .
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SOVIR? PLAN PFOR VEST BRERLIN - November 1958

On 27 November 1958 the USSR in identical notes to the US,
UK and Pranee repudisted the original agreements on occupation
of Berlin end proposed a plan to mmice West Barlin » free
demilitarized city. The Soviet rnote was in effect an ultimstum
with o six-mpath tims limit. The US rejected the Boviet unilstersl
denuneistion of existing sceords on Perlin snd reminded the Soviet
Union of the suamit wl of 23 July 1955, which recognized
the "common responsidility” of the four powers for the settlement

.of the German question. Other western powers concurred in the

US stand and declared that they would stey m Berlin so long as
tboir responsidbilities required.

(U) US Senste, Documents on Germany, 1944-1961, pp. 348-365.
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SOVIET PROPOSAL - GENEVA SURPRISE ATTACK
CONFERENCE - NOVEMBER 1958

In a declaration submitted to ths Geneva Surprise Attack
Conference on 28 November 1958, the Soviet Government proposed
a reduction of at least one-third in ths foreign armed forces on
the territory ¢f Burcpean states lying within an "agreed control
zone” and an agreement not to keep nuclear weapons and rockets
on the territory of Germany.

mgg,}omc of State, Documents on Disaywament, 1945-19%9, pp.




SOVIET FROPOSED PEACK TREATY FOR GERNANY-JANUARY 1959
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Cy
troope in Germany st be withdrawm from Gersany nct later than
within 1 year frem the date vl sntry into force of the treaty.

troops in Germany mwt be withdrewmm froem Germany in periods which
will be agresd on between the interested partiss, along with
of entry into force of

3-&2(.’3) US Semats, Documents gw_, M, PP 397,




May 1959 a dMestern Pesce Plan based en free elactions throughout
Germany, and the estadlishaent of an all-German Government.
Addressing 1tself to gredual reduction in over-all armsd forces
by the four powsre, the proposal provided in Stage I1I for the
establishment of an agreed zone, comprising areas of comparable
size and depth and importanes on either side of a line to de
mutually determined, in which agreed ceilings for indigenous :
and non-indigenous forces would be put into effect. After con-
clusion of a Feace Treaty, no party would station forees in any
country in. this ares without the consant of the country involved,
and would withédraw forees so stationed upon request of the
country involved. On 18 May the 3Soviet Union rejected the
Western Peace Flan, charging that it aimed at maintaining ths
Westemn occupation regimes in Berlin and West Germany.

(U) US Senate, Documsnts on Germany 19384-1961, pp. 461-465;
Dept 935132‘“‘. Foreign llni.ltcrl Nasting, May-August 1959, Gsneva,
pp. . _




OROMYED PROPOSALS REGARDING BERLIN - JUNE 1959

- Soviet Foreign Minister Oroumyko ocutlined new Soviet proposals
regarding Berdin and a Peace Treaty with Germany to the foreign
ainisters confurence on 10 Juns 1959. As part of these proposals
he stated that “provisional recognition™ of ocsupation rights of the
Yestern Powerg in ¥Yest Berlin wvas possible if the West, among other
provisions, would agree to "reduce tha number of their armed forces
and arsaments in West Berlin to toksn contingsnts.” $ecx~atary of
State Herter immsdiately laballed Oromyko's proposals "extraordinary”
and "unacceptable.” With respect to the Russian proviso on troocp
withdrawal Ar. Nerter said ". . . I thought we had all agreed and
assumed that 11,000 Allied troops in & caammity of over two million
seopls, surrounded by hostile territory and ringed by nearly thirty
East um and Soviet divisions, could only be described as
symbolie."”

(T) 0S Semate, TCoouments on Germany, 1944-1961, pp. 532-538.

i,



WESTERS FROPOSAL ON BERLIN FORCES - JUME 1959

The three ¥estern Powers pressated the USSR with a proposal
in the form of & dreft agreement on 16 June 1959. This agreement,
noting the fa¢t that the Sovist Goverrment had decided ne longer
to maintain foress in Berlin, would commit the US, UK, and France
to 1limit the comhined tetal of their forces in Berlin to the
present 11,000 man and to arm them with conventional weapons only.
These governaents would consider reductions in these forces if the
situation permigsted. The Soviets made no reply to the Western
proposal but repinesed their own proposal of 10 June and on 19 June
presented it te the foreign ministers. The Western Powers con-~
sidered this aewly worded proposal only briefly and reojected it.

At the oconelusion of the foreign ministers conference on
3 August 1959, Secretary Herter noted vis-a-vis troop reductions,
"Ye proposed statements noting the decision of the Soviet Govern~
ment no longer te maintain forces in Berlin and making inown the
intention of the Western Governments to limit their forces in Weat
Berlin to their pressnt level and to consider from time to time
the possidility of reducing such forces if developments permit.
The Soviet Unison refuses to accept any reference to its projected
withdrawal X forcea from Berlin--another indication of its con-
sistent pesitionm of nomrociprocity--and proposes drastically to
reduce cur foress in ¥West Berlin below the spproximataely 11,000 men
now stationed there . . . Western forces in Berlin are less than
2 per cent of the forces that surround them . . . . the Soviet Union
i3 proposing a érestic reduction of Weatern forces not for the
reason given but as the first step toward total withdrawal of ,
western forces. Vhen the period specified in an interim agreement
nad expired, it would then call for still another redustion . . .
and so oo until we no longsr had any forces in Berlin. This
situation would not be substantially altered by a withdrewal of
Sovist forces fyom Berlin. These forces would merely be stationed
a few miles outside the city limits. To withdrew Hestarn forces
froa Berlin would be an entirely diffarent matter.”

(Ug U3 Sente, Documants On Germany, 1944-1961, pp. 538-540,
551, 579-579. : _
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SOVIE® PROPOSAL POR TREATY ON OENERAL AND
CONFLATE DISARNAKENY, 23 SEPTENBER 1960

mmmmﬂamtﬂnlﬂm&ﬁdnpmcd,

treaty for gmnerel amd complete disarmament to the UR General
Asseably. It provided, that in the firet atage the
troops of all states de from foreign territories to
within their o national frontiers. During the second stage:

“Armed forces and armaments will be further reduced to levels f.o‘

be agreed upom.®” In the third stage: "The abolitiom of the

‘armed forces of all States will be completed. States will have

at their disposal only strictly limited contingsnts of police
(militia), the 8izs of which will be agreed upon for each

COUNtry <« o ¢ o

D R i inaniammte 2 Disarmeemy e
241-248. Hotes. Chairman o~ u!:%&n—.nuy
the same 8 to the Eeads of other Governments on 2 June
1960 and to the Ten Kation Committee on 7 June 1960. A siailar
proposal to the UN had been made by the USSR on 18 September
1959,




SOVIE? WNION'S QFPER OF VITHDRAVAL - SEPTEMBER 1961

The Scvie$ Union in a memorendum of 26 September 1661 to the
UN General Assembly deelared that it had

repeatedly offered to come to an agreement with the
US axd other Vastern Powers on the withdrawal of
foredign troops from Buropean territory, the idea
baing that Soviet troops would leave Gemany,
RungAry, and Poland and that the US, the UK, France
and Canada would withdraw within their national
frontiers their troops stationed in other NATO
countPies . . . the US is obviously atill not ready
to asospt the Soviet proposals on complete with- '
drawal of foreign troog:“tm ths territory of

States., In t circumstances, it is
essential in the Soviet Government's view, at least
to settle the question of reducing the number of
foreign troops stationed in the territory both of
the NATO countries and the lWarsaw Treaty countries.
Aa a first step, there might be an agresment to
redizos the number of all foreign troops stationsd
in Germany by one-third or by some other accepted
proportion over a given periocd of tims and to .
institute the necessary control over the exacution
of this msaswxe. A redustion in the number of foreign
troops in German territory would have particular
importance for the maintenance of peace. . . . A~
redustion in the number of foreign troops, leading
to their complete withdrawal from the territory of
Germasny, would halp to normalize the situation in
Germany and in Europe as a whole ., . . .

(U) USACDA, Documents on Disarwament, 1961, p. 501.




SOVIEY® PROPOSALS AT THR EIOHTREN HATION
DIBARMARKNT CONPERENCE, 12 FEBRUARY 1963

At the Eightesn Hation Disarmament conference, the Soviet
dalegate offered & four-point declaration calling for the
withdrawal from fore territory of nuclear weapons-carrying
missile submarines; arrriers, rockst installations, and
strategic airesaft and for the dimmantling of bases in foreign
territory for the mpPport of such weapons. The United States
cpposed this deslaration as an obvious did to eripple the dcploymnt
of US nuclear wespons under American or HATO auspicss..

(9) Counetl on Foreign Relations, Documents, 1963, pp. S4-97.
| Yorid Affaire, 1963,

(2’7;““*"" ed., The United States in ¥o PP.
LH=-71.
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SOVIET PROPOSAL FOR A DENUCLEARIZED MEDITERRANEAN, 20 MAY 1963

On 20 May 1963, the Soviet Union proposed to the United
3tates that the entire area of ths Moditerranean Sea be deslared
a nuclear-free sons. . In reply, the US stated on 24 June that it
had continuously sought proposals to eliminate or reduce the

danger from the uss 0f nuelear weapons. Ths US note added, however,

that for a disarssment nsasure to have a dbeneficial effect, it
must be balanced so that no state or group of states gained mill-
tary advantages. Ths US charged that the Soviet proposal for a
denuclearized Nediterransan was clearly designed to change the _
existing militery balance at the expenss of the US and its allies.

(U) Couneil of Foreign Relations, Documents, 1963, pp. 94-97.
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SEeRE  CONFIDENTIA

KERNEDN-QRONYEO CONVERSATION, OCTOBER 1963

President Xemnedy told Gromyko on 10 October 1963 that US
troop strength in Burope was kept constant; in fact, he added,
US would have fewer troops in Burope in 1 than in 1963. Per-

* haps thes Soviet Umnion would t::h 1ts intentions in this area

too., However, the President felt a formal agreement would raise
difficulties in'view of ths difficult inspection problea.

Gromyico recalled that he had mentioned redustion of foreign
troops in the two Germanies by one-third or some other proportion,
and withdrawal of nuclear weepons from the two Gemmanies . . . .

The Presidsnt comsented that the Soviet dosire to have
effective obsexvation posts ssemed to indicate that obseorvaticn
posts togethar with such things as reduction of forces and with-
drawal of nueclear woapons, were oné package in Mr. Khrushchev's
mind. Mr. Gromgko said this was correct. Otherwise, the
establishient of observation posts would result merely in increas-
ing the number of military attaches in their respective countries.

£5~6p—3) ¥emo of Conversation, State t, US and USSR
conferees, White Houses, 10 Ooct 63, JCS 2434/2-2, 24 Oct €3, File
3050 (10 Oect 63),




SOVIET PROPOSAL, JANUARY 1964

On 28 Janwary 1964, the USSR submitted a memoranduam to the
Eighteen-Hations Committee on Disarmanent, containing the v
following propesalt:

Ths Sovie$ Union proposes . . . that all foreign troops
should de withdrewn from all foreign territories and
that not a single foreign soldier should be laft any-
uhan, in any part of ths world. On its part, the Soviet
Union 1s t0 withdraw all its troops from the
territories of foreign States where they are now stationed,
if the Wesmtern Powers will do likewise. If, howsver, the
Western Powers are not as yet prepared for such a radical
solution of this important question, the Soviet Government
proposes that agreement de reachsd immediately that the
number of armed forces in foreign territories should
first be reduced on a basie of reciprocity, and afterwards
it will be possidble to lead up gredually, step-by-step, . :
to their eomplete withdrawal within the bdoundaries of .
their national territories. Ths Soviet Union is prepared
to sat about euch a reduction of its troops in the
territory of the German Democratic Republic and other
European States, if the Western Powers begin to reduce
ths number of their troops in the Federal Republic of
Germany, and omr countries.

on Foglgn %gn&m tone, 120%, Coune11

- _.-».‘:.'.;_ [,



OOMSLEA PLAN, FEBRUARY 1964

mpmmmcmuwvmtrug
Vladyslaw Gesuldm during a speech at Plook on December 1963.
It was handed em 20 Pebruary 1964 to ambessadors accredited to
Poland. QOemmdll recammended five points, none of which mads

Rapacki
cmmmmrmnmumnozamme-
ment for the ald Rapacki Plan.

President Joinson, in a message to tha Eighteen Nation
Coomittes on Disarmamsnt on 21 Jamwary 1964, stated that an =

agreemsnt

1at1cnctammamm-nunmu1u « « o will open
mopathtomutminmtypuorfomlrmmt

levels.” The West's reaction to the Gommlka Flan was, on the .
wvhole, negative., US and Britain expressed interest but fore- !
saw many difficulties. VWest Germany objected to being made a

part of a regiomal grouping fer arms control. .

(U) US ACDA, Documents on Disarmament, 1963, pp. 651-652;
(v) Deadline Data, Peland, pp. 109-110; (uS 1can

s 1964, cmcn on Fmign

»
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US STATINENT ON WITHDRAWAL QF TROOPS FRON
: EUROPE, 10 SEPTEMBER 1964 .

While not directly responding to the USSR proposal of 28
January 1964, st rethsr to Sovist references to the withdrawal

- of troops made sines the Righteen-Mation Committes on Disarmament's

rirst session, the US (ACDA Director Poster) stated to the com-
mittee on 10 September 1964: "These delegations (Soviet and others)
have also spokan on the reduction and withdrewal of troops . . . .
vith regard te the question: of ths withdrewal of troeps from Burope,
1 ous to the Soviet delegation that similar problems
are presented by this topic as a subject for discussion in this -
forum. The US does not consider this £0 be a fruitful subject foi
discussion. The whole questicn of forees in Europe and ita re-
lated political aspects, as the Soviet Union 1s quite aware, 1o
closely related to serious unresolved political problems in that

”

On 7 December 1964, the USSR repeated substantially its 28 o
January 1964 proposal in a memorandum to the UN General Assembly.

(3) US ACDA, Docwments on Disarmament, 1964, pp. 396-397,
509-510. ’ = | . PP




DRAPT SOVIKT DISARMAMENT RESOLUTIONS - 27 MAY 1965

The Soviet representative to the United Nations Disarmament
Commission submitted two resolutions to that body on 27 May 1965
calling upon "all States maintaining military bases in other
countries to liquidate them toremth and refrain henccfom
from estadlishing such bases" and further ealling upen "the
States concemed to conelude an agreement providing for the
withdrawal of all foreign troops within their national frontiers.”
The Director, US Ams Control and Disammament Agency, speaking
to the Disarwamant Cosmission, lmuu these proposals unreal-
istie.

(U) State Dept Bulletin, Vol LIII, (12 Jul 65), p. 7T9.




SOVIET PROPOSALS TO FRG - MARCH 1966

In reply to a ¥est German note of 25 March 1966 containing
general propossls for world peacs and disarmsment and addressed
to all mmjor nations, the Soviet Union set forth the following
proposals for "improving the international situation, strengthening
peace, and developing cooperstion smong stated”: 1)} immediste
conclusion of 8 treaty on non-proliferstion of nuclear weapons;
2) dismantling of mtlitary bases on foreign territories and the
withdrawal of foreign srmesd forces from these territories; 3)
dissolution of military blocs, ineluding both NATO and the Warsaw
Pact; 4) Soviet support of the East Germsn proposal that both the
Germsn states rencunce nuclear wespons and reduce their armed forcee
and armaments; and 5) Soviet support of the Rapacki Plan for a
nuclesr-free sone in Central Europe. .

On 2 April, the US welcomed the "construstive” proposals of the
Yest German note, but made no reply to the Soviet proposals since
they were addressed to West Germeny.

(g) sState Dept Bulletin, LIV (25 Apr 66), pp 254-257, (V) Keulng'As

Contemporary Archives, » DD 21498-21501. .




