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THE RECENT SOVIET POLITICAL OFFENSIVE

Note by the Chairman of  the Committee of Political Advisers

At the request of the Commlttee of Political Advisers. the
Polltlcal Division Drenared a study on "The Recent Soviet Political
Offensive!', . which was considered by the Commlttee at its meetlnr on
11th June, 1957 .

24 The Commlttee agreed- that a revised version of the staff
study, amended in the light of comments made by members of the Com=~
mittee, should be submitted to.the Council as soon-as possible.
Accordlngly, the attached text is Dresented as a basis of discussion
in the Councll : :

k™ In agreémeht ﬁitﬂ the Sccretary General this paper Will:be
listed on the:-Agenda for the Council's meeting on 26th June, 1957.

(signed) A. CASARDI..
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THE RECENT SOVIET POLITICAL OFFENSIVE

- Report vprepared by the Political Division

GENERAL .
g : On 15th April, 1957,: a report on YThe Roccnt Sovict Campaign
0@1 Threats", preparcd by thé Polltlcal DlVlSlon, was distributed as
SCouncil document C-M(57)58. = As a sequel to that paper, the present
Mrenort on:"The Recent Soviet.Political Offensive" has bcen prepared to
Rcover the wider ficld suggested by the Committce of Political Adviscrs
gqt its mecting on 21st May.

= _ : _
H 2 - In the autumn of 1956 events in Hungary and elscwhcrc explo—
mlea,the campaign of "peaceful co-existence' which had registcred cer-
Hizin gains for Soviet policy.”™ In rccent months the Soviets have

Zinitiated and accelcrated an energetic offensive to regain the initia-
tifc,ln Eurone, the Middle East, and elsewherc, including the disarma
nent front. .. The NATO arca and the NATO Alliance are thc central tar-
s of this SOV1et policy Arive, but the campaign is now more frontal
than in 1956, when Soviet penetration into the Middle East, during
Shnﬁﬂlov's'tenure of the Foreign Ministry, found itself moving into an
area of considerable risk. This new drive mingles bluster and bland-
ighments, (A summary of the principal themes of recent Soviet declar-
tions is contalned in Annex A). Co=existence and fricndly rclations
are re-emphasised, pressure to induce resumption of high-level talks
¥ith the Western Powers is appliced, and the Soviet Union again anpcars
~under the mantle of the peace lover ardently preaching the virtucs of
the renunciation of force, of the construction of ncw sccurity arrange-
Dnento for Burope, and of disarmament. These are thcemes calculated to
Qhéve an effect on a Western public opinion which ardently desires peace
daﬂd whose fears of atomic warfare and of the possible consequences of
®niéuting nuclear weapons arc also expioited by Soviet menacez of ‘atomic
Aaretrivution, accompanied by timely reminders that the Sovict Union is
orrying out extensive nuclear tests of its own, .
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3. . The detailed development of this campaign is set forth in
2 ‘chronology at Annex B. The highlights of the campaign werce suc-—
cessively: the messages addressed to the Norwegian and Danish Prime
inisters, those addressed to the British Primec Minister; to the German
re
A

PUBLI

=

deral Republic and, more recently, to the French Primc Minister.
8 Tar as the United States is concerned; the Khrushchev interview
jv1uh Mr. Turner Cavledge of the New York Times, and his subsequent
Qappearance on television, received prominence. Although there is
g:ome evidence that the length of many of these messages, and the
raoid succession of largely repetitious arguments have induced flag-
ging interest on the part of Western ncwspapcrs, the Soviet campaign
shows no sign of a2 let-up and is a faector which will probably have to
G reckoned with for a long time to come. (A listing of Western
réplies to Soviet pronouncements is contained in Annex C).

SSIFIED

: L. Apart from the initial and fairly obvious motive of sceking
%@ hold up the cqulnment with atomic weapons of NATO forces in Europc,
the Soviet campaign aims at réaping wider dividends by cxploiting
wldespreqd fears of atomic war., They can hope to exploit this not

nly in putting ferward their disarmament proposals but also in
creating public pressures on Western governments for bilateral

s
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high-level talks with the Soviet lcaders. In this way they hope to
cover up the iniguities of their policies in Bastcrn Burope and to-
build up their. prcstlge as partisans of »ncace and as reasonable men
ready for genulnb discussions of problems. of security .and" of the
perils quslng from nuclear tests and nuclear warfnre.

5.0 The fact that the Soviect leaders arec once qgﬂln hewing pack
to the line of the original:co-existence campaign suggests that the

sreasons which le¢d them to adopt it in the first instancc are at lecst

as::strong as before: since the West confronts Soviet Russia with the
nuclear deterrent, the co- -existence compaign offers a specious and

- inexpensive means of sapping the.foundations’ of Wéstern resolution

and unity. The fact that the c¢vents in Hungary brought the NATO.

.. Powers closcr together and that events in the Middle EFast resulted

-in increasingly cvident United States power and influence in thc area,
underllnc the -Soviet need for a counter-campaign to regain the initia-
tive. ~The extensive and important re-organization scheme Tor the
Soviet industrial management system suggests that the leadérs can -

‘hardly have any very lively fears of Western aggression in the near

future, despitc.their campaign against the couipment of NATO forces
in Europe with atomic weapons. . They may. fuuﬁ, however ,~that thig
development may increase. the hazards for them in the event of future
disturbances or tensions along and Nlthln thu Iron Curtﬂln. '

6. With the ‘co-existence policy the Soviet leaders ‘can hope

- not only to brlng about a general relaxation of effort in the West

but also to probe for opnortunities of . dr1v1ng wedges Ain Western
unity. The attempt to drive a wedge between the United States and
its allies is evident not .only in the sustained attacks on United
States policy in Europe, the Middle East and elsewhere, but even in
the content of the Khrushchev .interview with Mr. Turner Catledge,
ostensibly made to enhance friendly relations and addressed:-to an
American audience. In spite of these attacks on United States
policy (which were less evident in the Khrushchev television inter-
v1ew), the Soviet leaders are clearly angling and manocuvring for
the resumption of talks with the West.  This time the emphasis is
definitely on bilateral talks. The more talk there is of some sort
of talks with the West, the more they can hove to seize the diplo-
matic initiative, to engender uncertainty and possibly suspicions
and confusion among their opponents, and, to do all this without in-
curring any such risks 'as those which 16cmed up when their penetrqtlon
in the Middle East by arms deals and other methods” produccd unfore-
seen consequences. :

i Durlng the campaign to intimidate NﬁTO powers and to pre-
vent the United States from suvplying atomic weapons or stationing
units equivpped with atomic weapons on the territory of its allies,
the Soviet leaders also intensificd the propaganda campaign for
ending tests of nuclear weapons., The timing of this campaign indi-

cates that the Soviet leaders sought -to create cmbarrassments for
Britain, but they also undoubtedly had in mind the unwelcomé possi-
bility of the emcrgence of a "nuclear fourth power'. The fact that-
this campaigh was accompanicd by an extensive series of Sovict tests

in April showed the complete contempt of the Soviet lcaders for moral
consistency. They did not announce these tests to the Soviet. pcople
and, being determined to carry out their own nuclear programme, they
may have calculated that the intimidating effect would give-a net
balance of advantage. - By this two-faced manocuvre, they may have
hoped simultaneously to recassure the Russian DCOplO ‘of their peaceful
desires, whllo CXplOltlng the element of fear vis-a-vis the Western
public, i R SO
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: &is On 30th Anril, 1957, the Russian Revresentative to the Sub- -
Committee on Disarmament tabled lengthy new proposals. However these
proposals may be. assessed, they cleéarly represent another Soviet move

to regain the diplomatic 1n1t1at1ve. On the other diplomatic and
political fronts the Soviet offensive o0ffcrs no concessiohs dnd is
devoid of novelty in respect of any positive proposals on substantive
problems. .The Soviet exchange of letters with the Federal German
Réepublic shows .no modification in the uncompromising Russian position

on German reunification, They want a trade agreement with the Federal
Republic and they Have emphasised their professed desire for improved
Soviet-German relations notably by the publication on 10th April of

an article on "The. Spirit of Rapallo'" in the official publication of

the Soviet Embassy at.Bonn, Nevertheless in the Bulganin note to the
British Prime Minister and in statements made by Mikoyan during his
vigit to Austria, the Russian leaders have harked back to earliecr
Western plans for a zone of demilitarisation in Europe. The threcat-
ening note of -27th April sent to the Federal Government was timed to
take advantage of the G8ttingen manifesto by West German scientigts

and was calculated to make German rearmament and membershlp of NATO ‘ID
sharper issues 1n.the ulcctlon.campalgn.

- 9 The Mlkoyan visit to Austria led to a rcqfflrm tlon by the
Austrian leaders of their desire to maintain Austrian neutrality.
Apart from a reference to the unfriendly attitude of the Austrian
Govertiment in expelling the World Peace Council, Mikoyan was assiduous

“in building up as cordial an atmospherc in SOV1ct—Austr11ﬂ rclations

as could be expected in view of the memories of Russian action in

ﬁHungary. ‘He was ardent in singing the praises, both privately and

publlcly, of the merits of a world of co-existence, ~“The visit thus
served the purpose of advertising co-*x1stcnco, even though its pos-
sible bencfits in the shape of relief for Austria from some of the
heaV1er economic obligations of the State Truuty have yet to mater-~

_1u118e.. VlSlts of Austrlan lcaders to Moscow arc now in nrospcct

v 10, In candln&Vlu, the bGanltS of co- ex1stcncc are a fqvourﬂ
ite theme for Soviet propaganda. Much prominence was given to c
Soviet-~Finnish friendship in a build-up for the June visit to Finland '
of Soviet leaders. This, however, did not inhibit the Soviet press’

from meddling in Finnish internal affairs by printing comment to the

effect that the election of Tanncr as leader of the Finnish Socialist
Party would precjudice Finno-Soviet relations,  The roseate proaectlon
of a co-existence futurc has been somewhat marred as far.as Sweden.is
concerned by her uncovering of Soviet espionage and as far  as Norway
and Denmark are concerned by the natural natlonal reaction to. the
menaces contained in the Soviet Votes.

. 11. The co-existence theme has not been. wantlng in the Soviet
attitude towards Turkey, for at the time of the arrival of the new
Soviet Ambassador to Turkey articles flowed from the Soviet press
emphasising the advantages of the 1mprovement which could be made in
Sov1et Turklsh relatlons.

-THE MIDDLE BAST

; 12. There have been concrete developments in Soviet relations
with Iran, The Soviet-Iranian frontier protocol was signed in
Teheran on 1lth April, = An agreement has also bcen signed permitting
the transit of goods through Russian and Persian territory duty free
and on 16th Aprll a. three year trade agrcement was concluded. Thcre
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is also in prospect a o0881ble agreement for alrllne services betwoen
Tiflis and Tehoran. -

13, Soviet polioy towards the Arab world has two main aspects.
One is the continued campaign directed against the_Eisenhower doctrine
and the mission of Ambassador Richards.. The sccond is the rencwed -
attempt to stake a claim to share in consultations on Middle East
problems, A major objective of Soviet policy is to_obtain recogni- .
tion by the West of this claim. The orlglnal call for a broa d dec-
laration of principles was replaced by a new Soviet Note which bpressecd
for a simple ogroement to make a 'Four-Power declaration condemning -
the use of force for the settlecment of Middle Bastern problcms.
These manoeuvres suggest that the Western Powers arc being invited
to commit themsclves to start talks or negotiations on the Middle
Bast in which they would find plenty of discussion but nothing of
substance. The longer such talks continucd and the morc obviously
abortive they beccame, the more confuscd and frustratcd would be the
atmosphere generated in the Middle Bast. Such an atmospherce would
serve to keep the pot Boiling to thc disadvantage of Western intcrests
in the arca. 'The mirage of a possible "Palais Rose'" discussion on .
the Middle Bast ‘would thus offer major advantages and hardly any risk
for Soviet policy - and the leaders are not unmindful of the risks
entailed in the recent phase of Soviet. oolicy in the Mlddlo East

1k, In the United Nations Soourlty Counoll decbate on Bu z on - -
28th April, the Soviet delegate described the Canal issue’ as  "settled"
by the unllatoral Egyptian Declaration. Earlicr.Soviet: concentration
on such questions-as®the position of Gaza and the Straits of Tiran
was switched to Jordan when the crisis broke out there. In an
official statement issued on 29th April, the Sgviet Forecign Ministry,
while conceding that the internal changes in Jbrdan concerned the
Jordanians alone, was at pains to pin: responsibility for the crisis
on the Western Powers and varticularly the United States. - In reaf- '
firming full support for Arab aspirations the Soviet Government is.
once again careful to avoid making any specific commitment.. .. This
caution constrained the Soviet leaders to general statements about.
being unable to ignore the situation, about  thce Soviet Union's
interest in peace in the Middle East and of how the responsibility
would rest elsewhere if dangerous conseguences ensucd-from the situ-
ation. The Tass statement of 26th.Moy on Jordan follows this game

genoral line.

N

THE- FAR EAST

16, Apart from Japan, Asia aeems to have had less. thqn its fair
share of Soviet attentions., The visit of Marshal Voroshilov to
Indonesia was given all the publicity which the Soviet machine could
geénerate but the Marshal does not make hcadlines so easily as
Mr., Khrushchov. : S S '

16. Moscow has given much publicity to the second anniversary
of the Bandung meeting with emphasis on the progress madc in Afro-
Asian solidarity and the success it has won .since Bandung, . Tass
has announced that the Communist-dominated Afro-Asian Solidarity
Committee is preparlng for ol unoffiolal conference in Cairc in
October,

-5- NATO CONFIDENTIAL
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17, Japan, where tho publlc is very concerned about atomlc
:sting, has had a full dose of the Soviet line that it would much
efer to halt tests if only the Western Powers would agree.
cking agreemént, ‘the Soviets say that they must contlnue thelr
-ogrqmme, Wthh however, gndangers no. one.m

4

B COMMUNIST WORLD -;--__- e

18. The flrst formal visit to. Moscow-of Albanlan leﬁdcrs roun-
gd.off consultations which.Moscow has been:holding with the Satcllite
gaders since January. Hitherto, Albania has not bcen_much in: evi--
dnce in Bloc uct1V1tles and arrungemcnts, although a member .of the
%IEQW Pact, This is pr1n01pa11y becausc of-Albania's exposed posi- .
/& on but may also have been partly out of nregard for Tito. The final
Emnmnlquc professed a desire to improve. relations with Yugoslavia as
511 as to bring about bcttér:Albanian relations with Grecce and Ttaly
Scm however, omitting an attack on the Balkan- pnct) There was no
;qrther reference to the Albanian minority. in Yugeslavia and its,
Hlcged ill-treatment, but this; and the ruforpnces to friendship could
Zrdly disguisc the fact that the Albanian lcaders' visit to Moscow. -

uld underline the virtual quﬁrantlno applied to Tito. The Sovict . ‘l’
w.aders are nevertheless interested in seeing that a damper is anpllcd
2 Yugoslav ardour on ideological questlons, and have accordlngly 21
' te shown considerable restraint in their comments. °~ They now secm
= be receiving a favourable rcesponse from Tito, w ho (possible with an
=e. to getting Mao- tse-Tung to visit Belgrade) sceks to putch up rela-
gtumsto 1mnrove his stqndlng in the . Oommunlst World. Coh e, -
kg 19. - The invitation extended to the United. ﬂ“tlons Secretqry _
Qrmral to visit: Hungory at a time of his own chcosing . ig.pointedly
~vorced from the requests made by the Sccretary General arising from
€ General Assembly resolutions on Hungary. The fact that the
DV1tﬂt10n has now bcen made suggests that the Soviet lcaders and
oeur Hungquﬂn puppets have growing confidence in the firmness of: .
=ecir grip -on Hungary, although the 51tuat10n thore must stlll prosent
@ .em w1th cause for concern. : . . 5

SIFIE

!

20. On 27th May, the UoSR and Hungary signed an qgroemcnt on the Q
atlonlng ‘of ‘Soviet forces in Hungary. Their stationing was stated
- be expedient "in the prcvailing internationel situation when there
9*1sts an aggressive North Atlantic Bloc, when Western Gormﬁny is ‘being
militarised and revenge-secking forces in it arc increasing their
mt1v1ty, when the United States and other participants of the North
ﬂ<lantic Bloc maintain their numcrous truops and mllltary bases near”
V’c1allst Stqtesy..""' :
é 2 The Soviet Governmcnt had earlier 81gnod an ﬁﬂﬂpomcnt with
Qtﬂnanlﬁ on.the stationing of Soviet troops there.- The Roumanians
4d not obtain all of the concessions granted to the Poles but they -
:talned a good dcal more than was conccded to tho Bast Gcrmqns.

UBLIC DI C

22, . It will bé- recﬁllcd thqt tho SOV1et Dccl ration of

ith October,; 1956 cn reldtions withithe Satellites indicatcd three :
.elds in whlch limitéd concessions might ‘be:made: to.the Satellites, .

e agreements on stationing of "Saviet:iforccs-and the various economic
ncessions announced in recent months reflect the follow-up of Soviet
ylicy in two of these fields. The third field - that of qrrangcments
ncerning Soviet experts and advisers - has now been cntered with the
mnounced Bulgarian-Soviet agreement on exchange and training of experts,

L1
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According to the announcement the cost to Bulgaria of Sov1et experts
and Soviet training facilities will now be much reduced.

MISCELLANEOUS

23, Among the Soviet internal developments which may relate to
the co-existence theme are the setting up, annocunced -on 22nd May,
1957, of a State Committee for Cultural Relations with.Forgign Coun-
tries (and also -to help foreign correspondents in Moscow), the promise
that Soviet citizens will be afforded a larger number of organized
tours than hithertc, although chiefly to Soviet Bloc countries; and
a choice of Lenin prize-winners which suggests some attempt to reward
genuine talent as well as to maintain conformism in the cultural
field. On 30th March, the effective exchange rate of the *foublec was
sharply revised, thus making the Soviet Union a less expensive plaCe
for visitors and'diplomatic missions, : ;

%“'—‘
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PRINCIPAL THEMES OF RECENT SOVIET DECLARATIONS

GENERAL

, Of the various statements issued from Moscow in April and
May, only the letters to Messrs. Macmillan and Mollet contained a

reasonably complete tour d'horizon. Other moves, such as thc notes
to the three Western Powers of 19th April or the note to the Federal
Republic of 27th April, wcre focused on specific questions (the Middle
East, and nuclear weapons in Germany in these two instances).

_ : ‘On the basis of these two wide-ranging letters and the
other narrower declarations, the Soviet line on various issues is -
summcd up in the following paragravhs.

DISARMAMENT

- Prior to 30th April, the Soviets emphasised their proposals
of 18th March. (The letter to Mr. Macmillan, despatched while new:
Soviet ‘propocals were under preparation, had no specific reference. )
Since: 30th April, e.g. in the lettér to Mr. Mollet, the Soviets have
urged that their ldatest proposals be accepted as a basis for ‘negoti-~
ating a partial disarmament agreement. In addition, all Soviet media
for some months have been giving great prominence to the Soviet demand
for a halt, at lcast temporary, to all nuclear testing, (lettcr to
Messrs. Macmillan and Mollet, Soviet notes to Japan, Suprcme Soviet
appeal to United States Congress and United Kingdom Parliament, ete. ).

v

EUROPEAN SECURITY

Theré are continuing references to the necd for a system
of collective security in Europe, but no new substantive proposals.
01d suggestions, such as a non-ggression treaty between NATO and
Warsaw Pact powers, are rcgularly trotted out, (letter to Mr, -Mollet).
In the context of Europcan security, approval is given to somc aspects
of the Gencva proposals of Sir Anthony Eden regarding demilitarised
zones and areas with restrictions on armaments in Central Europe
(letter to Mr. Macmillan). B '

A 4

‘Khrushchev's suggestion; in his teclevision intcrview on
28th May, that Sovict: troops in Bastcrn Burope might be withdrawn in
return for the withdrawal of American and other forces in Western
Europe, hardly- amounts to a ncw proposal. He sought to confuse
Western opinion by securing widé publicity for an old Soviet line
designed to promotec the primary objective of the withdrawal of Amcri-
can forces and the disruption of NATO. In _so doing he dismissed the
questions of inspection and control of the withdrawals as of little
significance and ignored the essential connexion of troop withdrawals
with the problems of disarmament and German reunificatiomn. :

DECLASSIFIED - PUBLIC DISCLOSURE / DECLASSIFIE - MISE EN LECTURE PUBLIQUE

GERMAN REUNIFICATION -

The matter is not raised except in the. note to the Feceral
Republic and in the Khrushchev-Catlcdge interview (in answering a
gquestion as to what a Summit Mecting might discuss).  The Soviet
position remains that "the question can be solved only when Adenauer
meets with Grotewohl.™" Any Western policy which the USSR dislikes
is cited as anothcr obstacle to reunification.

== NATO CONFIDENTIAL.
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'HER EUROPEAN PROBLENMS

The a& nger of nuclcar weapons disposed uround the  Soviet
rimetcer is a. favourité subgbcﬁ"?ai the Soviet leaders. It was™

¢ principal theme of the campaign of threats launched in Januﬂry.
recmained promlncnt in the-:lettcr to .kMr: chmlll an und the note to

€ Pederal Republic of 27th April was built around it. It receives.

placec, though a less prominent onog in the letter to Mr. Mollet

The Sovict oppos 1t10n to Euratom and the Common Ma rkut aref

iterated in the lettcr to kr. Mollct., = Soviet counter-proposals
B - qlong thc lines of. those which were rcjected-at tho EGE meetlng
occntly. ' . y
»4
BE NMIDDLE EAST
~

E"*”””““”Tﬁé Sovict proposals of 11lth February, in spite of their

5 Jjection by the threc Western Powers, are put forward agein as
P*cently as the letter to Mr. Mollet. Mecanwhile, in a renecwed
o tempt to gain the major objective of a voice in consultations on
He Middle East, the Soviets advanced a proposal for a:simple Four-
Zwer Dccluratlon condemning the use of force in the area in notes

nt. on 19th April. The letters to Mcssrs. Macmlllan and Mollet
v gret British and French attitudes toward the area 's problcms and
gte how much 'better it would be if Soviet advice were followed.
€ publication of the Bulganin-Lden-Mollct correspondence from 1o st
Efﬂ‘sebms aimed primarily at Arab audiences. The Forecign Mlnlstry
5;clqrut10n of 29th nprll is, of course, highly critical of American
wlicy. Mr. Bulganin's letters reiterate his comprehension of how.
5mortﬂnt to the United Kingdom aond France are their economic ‘intercsts
the Middle Bast, a comprchun81on ironically offset by thc cxpressed

Qnmﬂ&te “UDPOVgl for Nasser' S\?OSlthn threatening these 1ntorests..
\

E

W Rt

g LATER!LL RELATIONS

" The loctters to lessrs. Macmillan and Mollet, likc carlicr
Htters to various lenders, take up certain bilateral questions.
®»ure orc the usunl profesizions of culr, for grcater trade if
Aly diceriminatory restrictions (Eu COCOI) coull Bé abolished,
ocrobsed trade has been o promincnt themc 'in Soviet approaches to
=& PFederal Republic, The USSR has also rciterated its desire for
5. creased cultural contacts, esp901glly exchanges in the sciantific
~a tochnlcal flold. .

OSUI

C

I¢

I¢

B

The desirc for bll&turul dCullﬁgS on pOllthgl quostlons,
plicit in all Soviet approaches to the West, rcceived explicit
atement in the suggestion to Mr. Mollct that Frcnch-Soviet talks
. Buropean security should be undertakcen. The notion that the.
1ted States and the USSR should scttle all important questions
@ tween them was a featurc of the Khrushchev-Catledge lntOPVlCWe

SCELLANEOUS

L Some minor points of difference.betwecn the lottoru th
nrway and Denmark and later corresnonaence arc of intercst. The. .
Tmness of the oandlnbv1an replies has. opparently caused mention -
© the '"fascist 1ntr1guc” -in Hungery to be dropped. Slmllurly, L
& repcated assertions in morec reccnt letters that '"this .is.not a
rcat" are clearly designed to- rcduce the hostility gencrateﬁ by

vid descriptions of the destruction Soviet nucloar weapons could
use. The egregious mention of Algerisc in the letter to Mr., Mollet
rresponds to nothing in the other letters and is presumably

rceted at tbu Arab audience,
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CHRONOLOGY .OF SOVIET POLITICAL OFFENSIVE

March 16

18 -

18

19

28

April 1

(5-18

20

23

25

27
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29

30
May | Iy

29 -

(Harch—May 1957)

Soviet Foreign Ministry statement on Euratom and the
Common Market (published inmediately)

Soviet Disarmament proposals (bubllohed immediately)
Bulganin 1etter to Dr. Adensuer (published

24th March with a mention but no text of the
Chancellor's letter of 27th February).

Bulganin letter to lir. Gerhardsen (actuslly
delivered 21st lMarch and published 27th liarch)

Bulganin letter to Hr. Hansen (actually
delivered 29th March and’ publlshed 31st March)

Sov1et note to Japan on tests (published
2nd April with text of Japanese note of Sth Narch)

Soviet Porelgn Ministry statement on Bermuda
talks . (publlshed 1mmed1ately)

"Flve nuclear tests ‘in the USSR, not announced in

Soviet press)

.Soviet note to United States on Panama Ganal

(published -immediately)

Notes to Three VYiestern Powers on- Middle East
(published immediately)

Bulganin letter to lr, Macmlllan (published
2L4th April)

Release of earlier Bulganin correspondence with
Sir Anthony Zden and lMr, lollet
Tass statement on Ir, Dulles' AP specech

Mikoyan visit to Austria (communigqué
and press conference)

Sov1ct notc to Federal Republic on nuclear
weapons (published immediately)

Soviet Forcign Ministry statcment on Miadle
Bast (publishcd immediatcly)

Sovict Disarmament proposels (published immediately)’
Smirnov's'reply to Chancellor Adenauer published

Sovict Red Cross message to Japancse Red Cross on
nuclecar tcs (publlSth immediately)
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May 7

8-~20

10
10 -

10

20

22

26

28

Junc 6-13 =~

Bulganin iottor to Scerctary of Japancse Ecacc
Gommitt@eéon>ﬁests~(published”10th-an)"'

Voroshilov in Indoncsia

Soviect aidc-memoirc to Japan on tests
(publishcd. 12th lay)

Gromyko addrcsscs Suprcme Sovict on Disarmament

Suprcme Sovict appual to Congress and Parliamcnt
on tcsts o

Khrushehev-Catledge interview (published in
USSR 14th liay)

Bulganin lctter to iir. lollet (publishcd
immedioatcly) o '

Soviet aide-memoirc to Jopan on tests (published P
immediately togecther with Japeancsc aidce-memoire .
of 10th iay) -

Tass statcment on Jqfdan

Khrushchev television interview (shown in the
United Statces 2nd Junc, printed in Sovict press |
Lth Junc), '

Khrushchov and Bulganin visit to FPinland
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WESTEZRN REPLIES 10 SOVIET PRONCUNCEMINTS

April 13 - Mr. Gerhardsen's answer to kir, Bulganin's letter
: © delivered. Printed in full in Pravda 16th April,

13 - Dr., Adenauer's letter to kr. Bulganin on
repatriation, et 21, Printed in full in Pravda
22nd April together with the German note on
trade negotiations,

29 -~ Mr, Hansen's answer to Iir. Bulganin'delivered;
Printed in full in Pravda Uth liay. _

29 - Pirst notes of the Six Powers in reply to the
Soviet statement of 16th ifarch on Zuratom and
the Common Market, Not printed in the Soviet
press.

May 23 = Federal Republic's reply to Soviet note of
. 27th April on nuclear weapons delivered.

2ly = Tederal Republic's rcply to Soviet note of
~ 22nd October on reunification delivered.

June 11 - Replies of Threc Powers on kiddle Iast
delivercd,

Hid-June —~ Reply of ir, Macmillan to Mr, Bulganin.

Somec unanswered conpmnications

Notc to United States on Panama Canal - 8th April
Supremc Soviet appcal on tusts - 10th May
Letter to Mr, Mollct - 20th May
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