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We have  seen no thorough  analysis  of  the  advantages and 
disadvantages  for NATO of   the   addi t ion  o f  Hungary t o   t h e  NATO 
guidel ines   reduct ion zone, A decision  on this matter  seems l i k e l y  
t o  be  required soon, so e a r l y   d i s c u s s i o n   i n   t h e  Working Group 
seems to   be   requi red ,  This no te   o f f e r s  some ideas   r e l evan t   t o  
such a discassion,  but  does Rot pretend t o  be a fu l l  appreciat ion 
of   the  pros  and conso 

2. MC 161/72 (page 280) shows the   fou r   Sov ie t  and f i v e  
Hungarian  divisions as ! 'available  for  southern  region  operations 
o r  t o   r e i n f o r c e  MP cent ra l   reg ion   ac t ions" ,  This suggests that  
i f  Hungary were inc luded   i n   t he   r educ t ion  zone, t he  WP could use 
this as an argument f o r  demanding  compensating  reductions i n  
I t a l i a n   f o r c e s ,  This has not  yet  been  envisaged by NATO, Such 
an   i nc rease   i n   t he   a l r eady   l a rge   r educ t ion   a r ea   pos tu l a t ed  f o r  
t h e  \VI? migh t   pe rhaps   l ead   t he   l a t t e r   t o  demand even the   i nc lus ion  
of  France. 

3* Hungary i s  not  obviously par t  o f  the   f ' conf ronta t ion   in  
the   cen t ra l   reg ion"  which MBFR a r e  supposed to   reduce ,  It is 
doubtful i f  i t s  inc lus ion  would lead  the  Russians t o  reduce a 
l a r g e r  t o t a l  o f  Sovie t   forces   than   they  would i f  i t  were  not SO 
included. Thus the   reduct ion   of   Sovie t   forces   in   the   key   cen t ra l  
region would be attenuated  (though  perhaps  not by much) , 

4, It i s  held  by some that Soviet  formations  withdrawn from 
e.g. t h e  GDR would b e   r e l o c a t e d   i n  Hungary u n l e s s   t h e   l a t t e r  were 
included i n   t h e   r e d u c t i o n   a r e a ,  Not only  could t h i s  be d e a l t  
with t h r o u g h   ~ l c o n s t r a i n t s ~ ~   b u t  i t  seems most unl ike ly  t ha t  t h e  
Russians would wish t o  do so; and anyway i n  Hungary they would 
not  be much more o f  a t h r e a t  t o  NATO' S cen t r a l   r eg ion   (o r  f o r  
that  mat te r  t o  I ta ly)   than   they   could   be   in   the  USSR (though  they 
might   be  thought   to   increase  the  threat   to   the  southern edge  of 
the   cen t ra l   reg ion) .  
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5. The inc lus ion  of  Hungary could l ead   t o  a WP demand f o r  
t he   i nc lus ion  of  Bulgaria,  Runania,  Greece  and  Turkey. Would this 
be t o  NATO's  advantage? Might Yugoslavia  then demand to be 
included also? 

6. If "constraints l1   are   desired  in  Hungary,. t h e r e  is 
already an agreement i n   t h e  Working Group tha t   the   I lcons t ra in ts"  
zone  need not coincide with the  reduction zone. 

7. The bias o f  this note i s  c l e a r . .  .It would be most help- 
ful i f  a pro tagonis t   o f   the   inc lus ion  of  Hungary w u l d   c i r c u l a t e  
a note  on  the  arguments  supporting his view, to provide a balanced 
basis f o r  discussion. 

NATO , 
110 Brussels. 

N A T O  C O N F I D E N T I A L  ' .  

\ 

L 

D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
D
/
D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
E
 
-
 
P
U
B
L
I
C
 
D
I
S
C
L
O
S
E
D
/
M
I
S
E
 
E
N
 
L
E
C
T
U
R
E
 
P
U
B
L
I
Q
U
E


